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Foreword 

It is an obvious truth, that thc: privileges of Masonry have long 
Ьееn prostituted for unwonhy considerations, and hence their 
good effects have Ьсеn less conspicuous. 

These words were written more than two hundred years 
ctgo Ьу William Preston, one of Freemasonry's greatest 
teachers. In 1772 he could see his Ьeloved brotherhood 
sinking into а 'general odium, or at least а careless 
indifference', 1 Today Freemasonry has an even worse 
puЫic image than iп Prcston's day but does it deserve it? ln 
tbls book 1 try to weigh all its guod effecL" against thc cost of 
it,.; enduring prostitution. 

Jnside lhe Brotherhood has its origins in the pioneering 
work of Stephen Knight who died in July 1985 aged thiгty­
three, just eighteen months after the puЫication of his 
bestselling, controversial and much-disputed expose of 
Freemasonry, The Brolherhood. 

Had he lived, Stephen would have writtcn his own 
$Cquel. lnstead 1 stepped, almost literally. into а dead 
man's shoes. 1 tracked down many of his sources and read 
hundreds of letters sent in response to his Ьооk but which 
he never pursued because of illness. More than three years 
after his death, fanmail still pours in for him from all over 
the world. 

Uke Stephen 1 have had to feel my way through the fog 
of oЫuscation, ignorance and malice that engulfs Free­
masonry. 1 have had to identify and dismiss the tales of 
ogenzs provocazeurs, as well a.s the paranoid ravings of 
fantasists and 'nutters'. Тwenty years' tramping round the 
lower dcpths as an investigative reporter was some train-
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iпg, but по other subject iп my experience is so iпf ested 
with traps laid Ьу deceivers, Ьoth unwittiпg and deliЬerate. 
The task was made по easier Ьу tbe outpouriпgs of 
Freemasonry's current puЬlic relatioпs campaign, which 
raises far more questioпs thaп it aпswers. 

Much of the difficulty stems from а surfeit of puЫished 
iпfonnation. No other ·secret' or closed society has been so 
volumiпously documeпted Ьу its eпemies or its own 
members. Ву 1926 опе researcher had logged 54,000 Ьooks 
апd articles оп every aspect of the brotherhood. 2 'lf there is 
опе secret in Masonry, it is that there are по secrets. '3 Since 
then huпdreds more books have spumed in а tidal wave of 
Masonic scribЫing. Little of this makes sense to the 
uniпitiated, as 1 discovered while tryiпg to write а Ьооk 
which поп-Маsопs would uпderstaпd but which Masons 
would find neither naive nor shallow. 

During three years' research 1 have had to fiпd and thcn 
deciphcr huпdreds of Ьooks on Freemasoпry. Мапу were 
deliberately encoded. Ма11у more seem to have Ьееп 
writteп оп the assumptioп that the reader is already ап 
expert in Christiaп theology, Judaism, archaeology, 
Egyptology, ancieпt Near Eastern laпguages and religions, 
Druidism, anthropology, the Knights Templar, the occult, 
the Kabbala, Rosicrucianism, Theosophy, witchcraft, 
devil-worship and Freemasonry itself. Angels would fear to 
tread aпywhere near most of these arcana. Dоп 't shoot the 
reporter. Не is doiпg his best. Or, as Chaucer said (after 
Hippocrates), 

Тhе Life so short, the Craft so loпg to learn. 

Тhе questioпs raised aЬout Freemasoпry Ьу today's 
'profaпe' outsider are much the same as they were 250 

years ago wheп the first 'exposures' were puЫished. Why 
do as mапу as half а millioп mеп iп the British lsles, апd 
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aпother 5 millioп arouпd the world, spend at least four and 
as many as 1 оо пights а year pursuing its mysteries? Why do 
so mапу husbaпds joyfully dоп ап apron at the lodge when 
they would not Ье seen dead in опе at home? What compels 
males of almost every social class to dress up in white 
gloves, chains and jewels, to utter Ьloodcurdling oaths, апd 
to enact ritual murder and resuпection? What seeming 
religiosity attracts these fellows inside а Masonic 'Тemple' 
when most of them rarely (if ever) show up in cburch? Are 
their ceremoпies of God - and if so, which God? Or are 
they of the devil? 
Тhere are по easy answers, f or the lodge is all things to all 

Masons. lt сап Ье а place of good feJJowship and 'Ьrotherly 
love' but may Ье riddled with malice and ill-will. lt can Ье 
dedicatcd to charity and Ьeпign mutual aid or exploited for 
career advancement and finaпcial gain. lt may help out­
siders or work against them. It сап Ье а serious draiп оп the 
resources of опе Mason but а source of great profit for 
another. А brother сап pursue his 'Craft' selflessly or for 
crooked and corrupt ends of апу kiпd. 

Freemasoпry is а club where old mеп are treated with а 
respect they no longer receive from the world at large, and 
where younger men сап make frieпds from all walks of \if е. 
Some Masons enjoy performiпg the historical playlets iп 
the rituals, just as they might епjоу amateur dramatics. 
Others may discover а religious experieпce, еvеп а religion 
iп itself. Опе man may find ratioпal апd philosophical 
wisdom, aпother may discover the mysteries of the occult. 

Other men find the ritual tedious but enjoy the bon­
homie of the all-male eating and driпkiпg sessions wheп the 
ceremonies are over. They may recapture the camaraderie 
they used to know iп the armed forces. The lodge сап Ье an 
excuse to get away from 'the wife', but the wife too may get 
fuп out of 'Ladies' Nights' wheп she meets her husbaпd's 
colleagues and their wives. Freemasoпry claims to suppon 
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family life, yet some women say it has destroyed their 
marriages. 

Freemasonry сап spiritually enrich а lifetime. lt сап also 
Ье а staggeringly boring waste of time, and many men quit 
as soon as thcy find а diplomatic excuse. 

Freemasonry can Ье а conservative, reactionary force in 
politics or а cover for revolution, from left or right. 

ln general, Masons are no better or worse Ьeings than 
non-Masons. Their virtue is no greater than anyone else's, 
though their rituals tell them it is. Likewise their tendency 
to evil is not as great as some detractors have claimed. Yet 
Ьecause Freemasonry claims above all to Ье а 'system of 
morality' it \ays itse\f open to justifiaЫe attack when well­
puЬ\icized events show members acting corruptly. These 
reinforce suspicions widely held among non-Masons aЬout 
incidents they have observed but never fathomed: crimes 
condoned or unpunished; favours granted or withheld; the 
inept promoted, the аЫе destroyed; the offending parent 
awarded custody; the corrupt deal which costs the 
company, the ratepayer or the taxpayer а fortune. When­
ever such events cannot Ье explained otherwise, they are 
often Ыamed on the Masons. 

Today, а coalition of forces has caused а crisis of 
confidence in the premier institution of world Free­
masonry, the United Grand Lodge of England (UGLE). 
Mounting hostility from churches, journalists, politicians 
and the puЫic has forced it to take the throat-cutting, . 
tongue-tearing and disembowelling oaths out of the 
mouths of 'hoodwinked' initiates, yet it dare not remove 
them altogether from the rituals for fear of outraging the 
Masonic faithful. Even fraternal 'Charity' has caused а 
rnost uncharitaЬ\e and un-brotherly row. ln 1986 а Ьitter 
dispute over the Royal Masonic Hospita\ took the 'Unity' 
out of the UGLE and threatened to cause the Ьiggest 
schism in English Freemasonry f or two hundred years. 
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Despite these trouЫes, Grand Lodge claims that appli­
cations to join are flowing in. ln 1955 it issued more than 
20,000 certificates to new Master Masons, in 1987 just 
14, 144, yet every year some forty new lodges are fonned 
and today's recruits are allegedly joining at а younger age 
than previous generations. This contradicts а general sense 
tbat Masonry is losing puЫic respect but, if true, only 
proves again that all puЫicity is good puЫicity. Perhaps the 
Ьigh-society gossip Horace Walpole was right in 1743 
when he wrote that the Freemasons were •in so low repute' 
that 'nothing but а persecution could bring them into vogue 
again'. 4 

In this book 1 try to show why Freemasons are again in 
'so low repute', why they are •persecuted' and why- in spite 
of everything - their Craft ntay yet Ье in •vogue'. 1 try to 
explain not just their weird rituals and Ыoodcurdling oaths, 
their mythical heroes and fabricated history, but also how 
many comblne against the puЫic good. Such activities are 
never acknowledged Ьу Grand Lodge, which insists that 
Masons (with the odd exception) are guided Ьу the 
principles of Brotherly Love, Relief and Truth. Yet an 
increasing section of the puЫic seems to think Masons are 
guided Ьу greed and self-interest, and constitute nothing 
less than England's 'Mafia' .5 

This might Ье unjust, but the Mafia tag sticks Ьecause 
lodges rarely punish brethren who break the criminal law of 
the land. ln the past thirty years (until SeptemЬer 1988) 
Grand Lodge has expelled only seven Masons for criminal 
acts, even though many more have Ьееn convicted of 
spectacular crimes (see Chapter 18). Social pressures make 
it difficult for an honest Mason to complain aЬout criminal 
or immoral conduct Ьу his brothers. lndeed it is he, not the 
wrongdoers, who faces ostracism and even exclusion from 
his lodge. Не will рrоЬаЫу opt for the less courageous 
route of quietly withdrawing from Freemasonry, em-
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bittered at what Ье sees as the sham. humbug and hypocrisy 
whereby serious abuses go unpunished (see Chapter 36). 

/nside the Brotherhood is а tribute to many thousands of 
Masons who feel that Freemasonry as а Ьоdу does not 
practise what it preaches, and that its principles are now 
more honoured in the breach than in the observance. Such 
men have contributed much of the infoпnation in this 
Ьооk, often with heart-searching апd at great personal risk. 
lf their brethren accept the findings wblch 1 now present, 
they may Ье аЫе to cleanse the Craft Ьefore it falls into 
greater disunity and even lower repute. 

The crisis, within Freemasonry and without, has Ьееn 
bubЫing for decades but Stephen Knight brought it to the 
Ьoil. The Brotherhood was sensationally reviewed and 
achieved huge sales. 11 also pul individual Masons оп the 
defensive. When their families and friends read the Ьооk 
(or heard about it) they demanded answers. Rank-and-file 
brethren looked 10 their Grand Lodge leaders for guid­
ance, but for firty years Freemasoпs' Hall had maintained а 
stony silence against outside criticism. Now а new gener­
ation of Masonic officers saw that this was по way to deal 
with the puЫic or the media in the 1C)Sos. 

In the Introduction I show how this policy was reversed. 
Оп The Brotherhood itself, Grand Lodge took two years to 
deliver its verdict: ·А supposedly serious and impartial 
study of Freemasonry which is marred Ьу gross error, 
hearsay, innuendo, supposition and а conspiracy theory. '6 

Knight's Ьооk certainly contained mistakes, but Grand 
Lodge seems unaЫe to admit thal he got aлything right. ln 
fact, he touched оп so many truths aЬout Freemasonry that 
he Ьесаmе the focus of much hatred in Masoniccircles. For 
that reason 1 feel the lntroduction must deal with the 
extraordinary rumours aЬout his premature death, as well 
as look at the opprobrium heaped on anyone who has 
criticized or investigated Freemasonry. 
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Тhе Brotherhood also broughl Freemasonry's enenUes 
to the Ьoil, so that Grand Lodge's blggest lask today is to 
convince an increasingly cynical puЫic that the Craft is 

~~:~~t~ s;;~::~~:~.~i~~?an~:r':n~C:Se~=~:~:~:~~~~ 
Ьenefits the entire community Ьу inculcating lofty moral 
and spiritual values in its memЬers. 

lnsiih the Brotherhood explores the truth of that pro­
position. Part One investigates Masonic ritual: itsdisputed 
origins, the myth of its 'secrets', its curтent (cosmelic?) 
reconslruction, its religious and occult elements and its 
psycho-sexual symЬolism. Freemasonry's rapidly worsen· 
ing relations with the Protestant churches are also 
chronicled, as are the Vatican's Ьizапе twists and tums 
since the 197os. Part Two tries to solve the riddle of how 
many Masons there are in the British lsles, reveals what 
kind of men they are (Ьу class and occupation), offers some 
oЬservations оп why they join, and Jays out one high· 
ranking Mason's view of the brotherhood's real but covert 
aims. 

Part Three - а book in itself - expOses Freemasonry's 
role in Britain 's police forces, its part in the notorious 
Woollard and Stalker 'affairs', and its use as а nexus for 
crooked detectives and Jeading figures iп organized crime. 
Part Four uncovers the Craft's power and often corrupt 
influence in many other areas of British life: the law, local 
govemment, education, the medical profession. the City of 
London, business, the armed forces, the Home Civil 
Service, the Foreign Office, lhe secret services and even the 
Houses of Parliament. 11 shows how Freemasonry breaks 
people's careers, and sometimes brcaks people as well. It 
reveals hitherto concealed aspects of Italy's Р2 imbroglio. 
and demonstrates clear links between Р2 and English 
Freemasonry which Grand Lodge has always denied. 

Pan Five looks into the Craft's much·vaunted commit-
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ment to charity. It also proЬes some scandalous internal 
financial doings. It charts the 'Apron War' over the future 
of the Royal Masonic Hospital and tells the tragic story of 
one Mason who has coovinced himself that he was 
destroyed Ьу а Masonic conspiracy. lt also shows the 
shattering impact which Freemasonry сап have оп 

marriage and the family. А final chapter suggests some 
overdue reforms to deal w:ith this remarkaЫe but far too 
often corrosive and contaminating fraternity. 

1 make по apology to the brethren for openly discussing 
their ritual 'secrets'. Тhese have Ьееn 'exposed' many times 
before. 1 justify revealing their rows and splits not only оп 
grounds of puЫic interest, but also because Masonic 
scholars have never been shy about exposing the trouЫes 
of other people's secret societies. 

Many staunch brethren wi\I find lnside the Brotherhood 
unpalataЫe. The Freemasonry 1 portray may bear по 
resemЫance to the chcery gatherings which they attend, 
year in year out, with по thought of material gain or career 
advancemcnt, deriving above а\1 'fun' and 'sheer enjoy­
ment':8 'Нарру have we met, happy have we been, happy 
may we part, and happy meet again' ,9 as one Masonic 
saying goes. 1 am also well aware of а line Ьу one fringe­
Mason, the poet W. В. Yeats: 

Tread softly, Ьecause you tread оп my dreams. 

1 only ask Masons who may Ье upset Ьу my findiogs to 
consider the crushed dreams of my many Masonic wit­
nesses, including this man wbo (as Chapter 38 reveals) 
Ьelieves he was ruined Ьу the acts of his brother Masons: 

ln Freemasonry today the three great principles on which our 
movement rests - Brotherly Love, Relief and Truth - have Ьееn 
replaced Ьу Envy, Hypocrisy and Lies. А Freemason's word of 
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honour, which was once regarded as sacrosanct and something to 
Ье relied upon. now has по moral worth whatsoever. 

1 leave all my readers, Masons and non-Masons, to judge 
whether this claim is true. 



lntroduction: 
The Brotherhood and lts Aftermath 

In today's world the organisation which does not communicale 
effectively ceases to exist. 

Thus spake the puЫic relations fiпn hired Ьу the United 
Grand Lodge of Eпgland to counter ihe torrent of hostile 
puЫicity provoked Ьу The Brotherhood. Yet to tbe aristo­
crats who rule the world's premier Masonic institution the 
very idea of 'communication', let aJone PR, was alien апd 
repeUent. Тhеу could argue, with good reason, that 
Freemasonry had flourished for more than 250 yeacs 
largely Ьecause of its secrecy, its mystery, its lock of 
communication. 
Тhе idea also conflicted with the 'Antient Charges' 

taught to all Masons: 'to Ье cautious' so that not even 'the 
most penetrating stranger' сап find out 'what is not proper 
to Ье intimated', to 'divert а discourse and manage it 
prudently for the honour of the worshipful fralemity' - in 
short, to fulfil lhe motto on the Grand Lodge cresl: 'Ашtе, 
vide, 1асе' (Hear, see, and Ье silent). 

Most Masons would nol have accepted that а PR firrn 
was needed to repair Freemasonry's image, so very few 
were told. Only the handful of lords, honouraЫes and full­
time officials who govern Grand Lodge were allowed to see 
the oonfidential report prepared Ьу Proбle PuЬlic Relations 
in SeptemЬer 1985, which chided the fratemity for its self­
defeating clandestinity: 

For years Masons have considered thcir very mcmЬership to Ье 
confidcntial and bavc Ьееn unsure how far to go whcn asked aЬout 
thc Craft cVen Ьу close fricnds and memЬers of their own family. 
Тhis despite the fact that thc enquirer could рrоЬаЫу obtain more 
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111formation aЬout the Craft than most Masons know Ьу а visit to 
1l1eir local puЫic liЬПlry. 

1Ье report advoca1ed а revolutionary programme of 
puЫicity brochures. audio-.visual presentations, television 
шterview trainiog sessions and 'media survi.val kits'. All 
1his followed on from а view expressed Ьу thc Duke of Kent 
in his capacity as Grand Master - titular head of all 
нrthodox Masons in England and Wales - when he 
atldressed the officers of Grand Lodge at their investiture 
1111 25 April 1984. 

Brethren, you will Ье aware that theCrafthasrecentlyЬeenthe 
,11hject of another 'exposure', this time Ьу an author who seems to 
n1ake it а speciality to attack Freemasonry [а reference to Stephen 
Knight]. Many of his arguments are оп the basis tbat Ьecau.sc 
"'me Freemasons may bave misused the Ccaft, the Craft itselfis 
1.:нrrupt, and that Ьecause we are staunchly private, our privacy is 
~inister. At the same time, fresb impetusseems to bave Ьееn giYen 
111 renewed expositions attempting to show wby Freemasonry is 
incompatiЫe witb Christianity and it is even reported that local 
autborities are debating wbether memЬership of the Craft is 
('OПJ.patiЫe witb local goyemment. 

Our respomc was, in the traditional manner, to Ье largely 
unresponsive. This may have temporarily dampened tbe delight 
wbich the media seem to take in Mason-Ьashing - and it is 
remarkable bow resolute but couneous refusat to comment 
,Jampens deЬate - but 1 am Ьeginning to wonder wbel.her our 
stonewalling attitude is necessarily the Ьest for the intCICStsofthe 
Crah. G:iYing little or no information may stiRe immediate 
1n1erest, Ьut it does nothing to disc.ourage malicious speculation 
or to dispel unnecessary suspicion. I Ьelieve tЬat we shall need to 
give tbe matter close attention Ьefore very Юng. 

Тhе Duke said he was 'not advocating а reversal of our 
lraditional attitude and still less an active PuЬlic Relations 
campajgn', yet that is what now occuпed. Within а year 
Grand Loclgc's spokesmen wcre popping up on radio or 
celevision almost cvcry week, displaying instant media 
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skills. Reporters had packs of glossy brochures thrust оп 
them at Masonic press conferences. Non-Masons, women 
and children were invited to tour London's Freemasons' 
HaU. They were еvеп alJowed to peпetrate the portals of 
the Grand Temple itself. 

The climax of this пеw policy came оп 4 July 1986 when 
the Duke орепеd а permanent exhibltion at Freemasons' 
Hall, telling the official history of the English Craft. Оп 
show were portraits of kiпgs and princes who were Masons, 
an ornate Masonic throne, а Grand Master's apron, the 
symЬolic tools of Freemasonry, jewels, regalia and silver­
ware, Masonic theatrical bills and proof of the brother­
l1ood's charitaЫe work. There was also а cavalcade of 
famous Masoi1s: painters, writers, actors, composers, 
scientists, soldiers, statesmen and priests. Any visitor 
would have been impressed Ьу worthies ranging from 
Hogarth to Кipling, from Scott of the Antarctic to Peter 
Sellers. 

Masonic Square magazine claimed the exhibltion was 
'рrоЬаЫу the most important step taken in the lifetime of 
Freemasonry today'. 1 Yet it seems to have been devised to 
beguile non-Masons into believing that at last the Craft was 
revealing its innermost secrets, so loпg hiddeп from the 
'Profaпe' (the term Masons use to describe the rest of us). 
А guШЫе outsider migЬt now have thought there was 
nothiпg left to hide. Masonic Square's correspoпdent knew 
better. Не assured the brethren that the 'genuine secrets of 
Freemasonry' were not оп view as they could Ье found only 
'in the hearts апd minds of those who are oЬedient to its 
precepts'. 

'Now you see the secrets, now you don't!', chuckled one 
visiting Маsоп iп relief as he realized tbls was а false dawn. 
All the Craft's offeпsive artefacts had Ьееn kept from the 
puЫic gaze. There was по tyler's sword to fend off 
intruders. There was по hoodwink to Ыindfold initiates, по 
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1" 11tiard or dagger to thrust against their breasts, and по 
111рс or caЫe-tow to loop rouпd their necks, all symЬols of 
1l1t: traditioпal fate awaitiпg апу Маsоп who Ьetrays the 
l11othcrhood. There was по humaп skull as used iп the 
K11ights Templar ritual, and по 'Sacred апd Mysterious 
Name' of God, composed (according to the Royal Arch 
· Mystical Lecture') of the пames of three pre-Christiaп 
ilt:ities, some with satanistic overtones. 

The same is true of а PR videotape eпtitled The 
/·1·1•emasons which went оп puЫic sale in Мау 1988. То а 
>tately theme from Mozart (himself а Маsоп) the Grand 
1.odge flag ftuttered iп the wind before the viewer was 
lн:ated to testimoпials оп the joys of beiпg а Mason. 
Bmthers old and young, puЫic school and working class, 
\vliite and Ыасk, talked of good citizenship, morality, 
l~llowship and charity. Masonry is not а secret society, said 
1111с enthusiast, it is just that Masons do 1101 reveal their 
't:0mpelling and memoraьte' rituals because this would 
'roil the fun for those comiпg after. Опе African Mason 
told how he enjoyed makiпg new friends and excbaпging 
cards, and а Welshman said Masoпry gave him the 
kllowship he used to get from playing rugby and 'being 
'vith the boys'. The film showed Masonry's good works for 
tlic aged, sick, orphaned and widowed, and its gifts to non­
Masonic causes. Yet as it answered попе of the nasty things 
Lн~ing said about the brotherhood, one newspaper branded 
it the first of а new genre, the 'Video Nicely'.2 Another 
said: 'Freemasonry was once а closed Ьооk. These days it is 
а c/osed video.'3 

The day after Grand Lodge gave its video а press launch, 
another film оп Freemasonry was showп, in the Channel 
Four television series 'Dispatches'. This was an independ­
cnt production,4 but it was made with Grand Lodge's co­
operation and featured many prominent brethren, clad in 
aprons and clutching swords. However, Ьecause the pro-
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gramme contained а few mildly critical voices, Grand 
Lodge felt moved to complain. This was ап over-reaction, 
for Masonry's greatest critics were convinced the show was 
а recruiting film, not а hatchet job. 

Masonic chiefs were рrоЬаЫу upset Ьecause the film 
undermined their pretence of revealing aU while in fact 
revealing nothing. Опе wickedly funny sequence showed 
brethren walking brusquely into Freemasons' Hall, then 
freezing in front of the camera positioned inside. They 
looked like astonished rabbits caught in the glare of а car's 
headlights. The programme's pictures and commentary 
both stressed that, whenever the brethren marched into а 
temple to perform their rituals, the doors clanked shut 
leaving the camera crew outside. 'Profane', non-Masonic 
viewers might have guessed they were being 'hoodwinked' 
yet again. In contrast, Masons may have muttered the 
words of near-contempt which oozes from many а tradi­
tional Masonic song. 

The world is in pain, Our secrets to gain, 
And still let them wonder апd gaze оп; 
They пе'еr сап divine, the Word or the Sign 
Of а Free and an Accepted Mason. 

Тhis verse from 'Тhе Entered Apprentice's Song', 
puьtished in 1723,5 is stШ sung at lodges following а 
Mason's initiation. It remains а challenge to non-Мasons to 
expose the brotherhood's secrets, yet when non-Masons 
take up the chaUenge, some brethren complain that this is 
just like Нitler's attacks оп the Jews. Ever since Luden­
dorff, Hitler and Goebbels lumped Jews and Masons 
togetber in one 'rootless cosmopolitan' plot, it bas Ьееn 
fashionaЫe to claim tbat anti-Masonry and anti-Semitism 
are the same thing. In April 1988, Richard СоЬЬ, former 
Professor of Modem History at Oxford, complained in Тhе 
Times: 
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Why do people go on so aЬout the poor old Masons, aЬout them 
l1<·ing in the police and so on? It is а strange twist of history, nearly 
·,11 ycars after they were proscriЬed Ьу Vichy's anti-Masonic and 
.1111i-Jewish legislation of 1940. Then it was the German Nazis, the 
l 1c11ch maura.~siens and the French Catholic hierarcby who were 
111 1J1e hablt of referring darkly to а Judaeo-Masonic con­
·.prracy .... 

1 have always thought of Masons as hannless people who make 
,, point of looking after their own: good Masonic schools and 
l111~pitals. Now, for some reason, it l1as become fashionaЫe to 
v1Шу these victims of fascism and clericalism in the 193os and 
11,4os. 1 hope someone stands up for them. No-one did in France 
111 the summer of 1940.1> 

This liberal defence of Freemasonry appea\s to а\1 men of 
''·' юdwill, for it is indisputaЬle that those enemies of reason 

Mussolini, Hitler and the Vichyites - each tried to crush 
1 · rcemasonry. that Masons died in the concentration camps 
111i;t for being Masons, and that many of the Jews who died 
wt:r·e also Masons. Yet this docs not eam Freemasonry а 
·trL"c pass' from criticism for all time. It does not mean that 
'111с must never mention the Affaire des Fiches of the early 
1 9oos, in which Masons discriminated against Catholic 
111 in-Masonic officers in the French army and excluded 
1 l1em from high rank. Nor does it mean that current 
;1llegations against British Masons - in the police or 
L"lsewhere-should not Ье investigated to see ifthey contain 
;ту truth. So long as they are Ыandly dismissed Ьу 
"'l1ichever reasonaЫe man happens to Ье Home Secretary, 
a11ti-Masonic fear and loathing will fester and grow. 

This does по one апу good, least of all the Freemasons. If 
1l1e price of liberty is eternal vigilance, that vigilance must 
l)c applied not Ьу oppressing those who make allegations 
against Freemasonry, but Ьу investigating the allegations. 
Т11еsе may turn out to Ье the fantasies of unhinged 
pcrsonalities, but that is only to Ье expected. Secret 
-;ocieties ( even 'pretend' secret societies) bring such hatred 
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on themselves. If you form а private club and then imply 
that its memЬers know the secret of the philosopher's stone 
or the names of tomorrow's winning horses - or secrets so 
secret that you cannot say what they are аЬош, let alone 
what they are-you are in effect inviting outsiders to try and 
smash your door down. lf you then tum round and say (as 
Masons today seem to Ье saying), 'Ah well, we don't really 
have any secrets after all', why should anyone Ьelieve you? 
ln short, Freemasonry and paranoia were made for each 
other; they deserve each other. But now it is not just anti­
Masons who are paranoid. Many Masons have Ьесоmе 
paranoid about everyone else, to the point where 'witch­
hunt' springs from their lips far more often than Boaz, 
Jachin or even JAHBULON! 

The debate about Freemasonry today is not а cleaned-up 
version of Нitler's Judaeo-Masonic conspiracy theory, and 
yet one of Britain's foremost columnists, Bernard Levin of 
The Times, has twice misguidedly Ыasted his readers along 
these lines. In April 1988 he was so upset Ьу articles in the 
/ndependent supporting ап anti·Masonic policeman named 
Brian Woollard, tbat he reworked an argument he bad first 
expressed four years earlier when attacking Stephen 
Knight. 7 In both pieces he quoted recent anti-Masooic 
allegations but in place of the word 'Mason' he inserted the 
word 'Jew'. Не did this to convince readers that anti­
Masonry and anti-Semitism are equally iпational, offen­
sive and dangerous - indeed, that they are identical. 

First, throughout the centuries since Freemasonry came into 
existence, the Masons have Ьееn welded inseparaЫy to the Jews 
as their co-agents in evil; 1 know of no anti-semitic movement that 
has not embraced anti-Masonry as well. Second, such campaigns 
are identical to anti-semitic ones in [that) they cannot Ье refuted, 
Ьecause if any Jew/Мason can prove Ьeyond doubt that he has 
never done anything wrong, the accuser can always - and does 
always - retreat to the logically impregnaЫe position of saying, 
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·weJI. you're innocent, but the other Jews/Мasons aren't.' Third, 
whcn such campaigns rely, as they must, оп tittle-tattle. the very 
rcpetition of hoary charges gives them а credence, so that the 
1i11le-tattle gradually Ьecomes apparently substantial. 

Fourth, says Levin, the 'evil principle' of condemning 
whole groups of people (Ье they Jews, Catholics or 
Masons) for the wrongdoing of опе of their number 'has 
l)сеп, throughout the ages, опе of the very greatest stains 
1111 human history'. 

Leviп is wide of the mark at every stage of this onslaught. 
lf all anti-Semitic movements iп his ken have embraced 
;1nti-Masonry, that does not rnean all anti-Masonic move-
111ents embrace anti-Semitism. In my researches 1 have 
'-roken to hundreds of 'anti-Masons'. 1 сап think of only 
1wo who were also anti-Semitic. Neither figures in this 
lюok. Some of the most virulent anti-Masons 1 have met 
are Masons themselves. Several others are Jews. 

Anti-Masonic 'campaigns' сап Ье refuted: Ьу showing 
tl1at Masonry has nothing to hide, Ьу demonstrating that 
.11Iegations against it are not supported Ьу evidence, and Ьу 
proving that the Craft is as pure as the whitc lambskin of an 
iriitiate's apron. lncidentally, in my experience anti­
Masons do not tcll Masons, 'You 're innocent, but the other 
Masons aren't'; they are more likely to say, 'Why don't you 
µet rid of your bent brothers? If you don't keep your 
fraternity clean, you must share the Ыаmе.' 

If it turпs out, however, that many allegations are 
supported Ьу evidence, an anti-Masonic campaign might 
hc justified. Current hostility towards the Craft does not 
rt:ly оп 'tittle-tattle'. It is based on hard evidence, much of 
it provided Ьу Masons. This is the case with Brian 
Woollard, the former policeman whose downfall Levin 
seems to mock. Throughout this book 1 have concentrated 
оп evidence, not tittle·tattle. Some sources have asked that 
1 do not паmе them. Тhеу have documentary proof for 
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their claims, but they also believe in Masonic vengeance. 
Condemпing groups of people оп grounds of race or 

religion is inexcusaЫe Ье they Jews, Catholic.s, Muslims, 
Ыacks. whites, Arabs or anyone else. It is also wrong to 
condemn nationalities for the policies of their leaden: 
Americans Ьecause of Vietnam, Russians over Afghani· 
stan, Britons or Argentinians over the Falklands, or 
Gennans for the Third Reich. Yet collective guilt for the 
Holocaust is still being intlicted оп Geпnans, and indeed оп 
all European Christendom, however just or uпjust that 
may Ье. 

Of course, Masonry is not а nation, а race or (so Masons 
now tell us) а religion. It is an organization of men of mапу 
races and religions. who voluntarily swear mutual aid and 
to guard each other's secrets. Each self·governing Consti­
tution in Masonry such ыs the Grand Lodge of England has 
its own strict rules, inquiry systems. punishments and 
couns of appeal. Вecause Masonry claims to Ье а system of 
morality, any Grand Lodge Ьcars some гesponsibllity for 
its members' offences, whether they commit them as 
Masons or as citizens of the wider community. It has the 
power to expel offenders, but if it rarely exercises this 
power - however strong the evidence or numerous the 
'criminals' - outsiders have every right to condemn the 
institution as а whole. 

This is по 'evil principle', nor is it 'one of the very 
greatest stains on human history'. lt is the application ofthe 
time-honoured legal principle that а corporation or 
association may Ье held responsiЫe for the actions of its 
employees or members. This has nothing to do with anti­
Semitism. As Мг Victor Epstein told Тhе Тiтез in а letter 
responding to Bemard Levin 's 1984 attack оп Stephen 
Knight, 'to Ье а mason is optional; to Ье а Jew is not'. 11 

Perhaps Mr Levin 's perception of Freemasonry would Ье 
different if he knew that, long before the rise of Hitler, the 
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lcuding Masonic orders in Gennany were tbemselves anti· 
.Semitic. 

For generations Germany's three blggest Grand Lodges 
(1he 'old Prussian') claimed 10 Ье Cbristian orders and 
rcfused to acc:ept Jews. Тhеу tbus ignored Masonry's first 
Лntient Charge, that по man was excluded 'provided Ье 
liclieve in the glorious arcbltect of beaven and eartb and 
practise the sacred duties of morality'. In contrast, six 
~maller Grand Lodges (known as 'Humanitarian') allowed 
Jcws to join. As soon as Hitler came to power in 1933 tbe 
1 lumanitarians closed down, but even the Prussian Grand 
l .odges were forced to dissolve in 1935 despite protesting 
thcy had nothing to do with Jews. One even tried to 
triшsform itself into а 'German Christian Order of 
Гcmplal'1' but this did not impress the Nazi Party wblch 
shut it down anyway. 9 

It seems likely that most of Gennany's 8о,ооо Masons -
Jcws and Gentiles - opposed Нitler and National Social· 
i~m. Ьut some wished to join the Nazi Party. The party 
would not admit them unless they quit the Craft. ln 1933 
Walther Hбrstmann of the Selene Lodge in LuneЬerg 
wrote his brethren а letter of resignation in wblch he 
praised National Socialism. Не explained that he had 
totally renounced the Masonic spirit and said: 'l do not wish 
to Ье considered а second~lass citizen because 1 Ьelong to а 
suspect organization. •10 

H6rstmann survived World War 11 to Ьесоmе transport 
director for the town of Celle. Не also had the nerve to 
rejoin Freemasonry and reached the high rank of Senator 
in Germany's new supreme Masonic authority, tbe United 
Grand Lodges. This seems to have operated no screening 
system to prevent it Ьecoming а bolt·hole for old Nazis. 
Hбrslmann was forted to resign in the 196<>5 but only after а 
concerted campaign Ьу men who had remained Joyal to 
Freemasonry throughout the Nazi era. 
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These men were even more outraged Ьу the Masonic 
career of Dr Heinz Ril.ggeЬerg who Ьесаmе Grand Master 
of the United Grand Lodges in 1967. During the war 
RUggeЬerg had Ьееn an ardent Nazi and served as в judge 
in occupied Poland. While making an inspection of а 
concentration camp Ье was recognized Ьу two prisoners 
who had Ьееn Masons with him in the Rhineland Ьefore 
1933. They gave blm the Masonic sign of grief and distress 
but he did not respond. Miraculously, they survived the 
war and swore the truth of this story under Masonic oath in 
1959. 

In the 195os when Brother RUggeЬerg was а senior 
judge, he joined а lodge in L6rrach-Schoptheim, which опе 
Swiss Mason descriЬed as 'а refuge for many ex-Nazis'. The 
town was tbe Ьinhplace of Hermann StrUЬe, the 'poet 
laureate of Nazism'. Оп StrUЬe's eightieth Ьinhday, the 
future Grand Master organized а puЫic festival in StrUЬe's 
honour. When а young Mason called BЭ.uerle compl.Uned 
aЬout neo-Nazism in the lodge, RUggeЬerg had him 
banned not only from the Lбrrach lodge but even from 
Bauerle's own 'mother' lodge . 
. ln 1974 another Nazj became Grand Master of 

Germany's United Grand Lodges. ln 1933 George С. 
Frommholz had resigned from his lodge to join the Nazi 
Party. Within а year he was а Trupptuhrer in the SS, as 
surviving Nazi records prove. Frommholz's later SS career 
is unclear, but there is no reliaЫe evidence to show he quit 
the party Ьefore Hitler died and the war was lost. 

ln 1949 Frommholz resurfaced in Freemasonry, but the 
lodge he joined also contained memЬers of the American 
Army of Occupation who denounced him as а Nazi апd had 
him expelled. lmagine the surprise of one of these 
Americans, Major Harvey Brown, when, passing through 
Berlin in 1962, he leamed Ьу chance that Frommholz had 
Ьесоmе VeneraЫe Master of а Lodge named 'Zum 
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J'otenkopf und PMnix' ('Death's Head and Phoenix'). 
Brown was appalled. Тhе Death's Head wвs the symЬol of 
l"rommholz's old organization: the SSor the 'Death's Head 
Brigade'. 

Brown protested against Frommholz's new Masonic 
carcer, but this time it was not the SS man who was forced 
11ut. In 1974 the United Grand Lodges of Germany 
tlcmanded Harvey Brown's expulsion from а BerJin Lodge 
which he had helped found: 'Zum Spiegel der Wabrheit' 
('Mirтor of Truth'). The stated reason was that Brown also 
tx:longed to an 'irregular' Masonic Ьоdу known as the 
1 !niversal League of Freemasons, but he knew his real sin 
wщ; challenging the iпesistiЫe Masonic career of а Nazi. 
1 >cxpite expulsion Brown still attends the 'Miпor of Truth' 
1 .odgc at Jeast once а year, even though he is now almost 
11111ety and has to fly in from Texas. 11 

While Grand Master of all the Fatherland's Masons, 
l"rommholz was also ultimate Master of eleven English 
lodges in Gennany wbose memЬers are mostly officers and 
l"ivilians in the British Army of the Rhine. The one-time SS 
1·ruppfUhrer must have enjoyed 'commanding' so many 
British soldiers. No doubt he also enjoyed the official visit 
l1c paid to the Grand Lodge of Israel. 'Hiding his SS 
i:p:шlettes under his Masonic apron', 12 he pulled the 
1cmarkaЫe stroke of attending а lodge named after Leo 
Miiffelmann, а Gennan Jewisb Mason who survived the 
concentration camps only to die after the war of wounds 
inflicted Ьу his Nazi torturers. 

Jf at least two Nazis have reached the supreme office in 
postwar German Freemasonry, the brotherhood may have 
heen infiltrated Ьу many more one-time goose-steppers. 
How piquant that some of Hitler's followers should have 
found refuge in а fratemity which he tried to destroy. То 
point this out might Ье 'anti-Masonic', but not even 
Bemard Levin could brand it anything like 'anti-Semitic'. 
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Today, as for the past 250 years, Fгeemasonry's mosl 
effective advernaries are not anti-Semites but disgruntled 
Masons, radical pamphleteers and devout Christians. Тhе 
earliest known exposure was Masonry Dissecltd, puЫished 
iп 1730 Ьу ·samuel Prichard' who claimed to Ье а Mason. 
Fuller revelations came in the 18юs with works Ьу Richard 
Carlile in England and William Morgan in America. ln 
1951 the Revd Walton Hannah wrote the deбnitive exposc! 
of Masonic ritual: Darkness VisiЫe. 13 

We know nothing of Prichard's fate but the others 
suffered trouЫed lives. Carlile spent nine years in prison 
for puЫishing а stream of d.issenting and revolutionщ 
Ьooks. Morgan (himself рrоЬаЫу а Mason) was kidnapped 
Ьу avenging brethren who were later convicted of the crimc 
and jailed. Morgan was never seen again. Не was рrоЬаЫу 
murdered. 14 Hannah was ostracized Ьу the Church of 
England for attacking Freemasonry and its strength among 
the blshops. Не entered the Roman Catholic Church and 
died in exile in Canada. 

The latest in this courageous line was Stephen Knight. 

The Death of Stephen Knight 

Knight's light went out very quickly, and justtce was seen 10 Ье 
done, since he caused а \01 of distrcss to many wondetful people, 
notwithstanding the fact 1ha1 he has put thousands more on the 
dole. Hopefully the same thingwill happen to you, ifassuspected 
you wrile aduteraced (si.c) rubbish. 

Stephen Knight's light did go out vегу quickly. Не died in 
July 1985, just eighteen months after The Brotherhoodwas 
puЫished. An aggressive brain tumour had destroyed him 
in one excruciating year. Не was only thirty-three. 

When 1 took on the task of writing this sequel to Тhе 
Brotherhood, 1 asked Freemasons and non-Masons, 



lntroduction 31 

1hrough personal column advenisements and letters to 
1шwspapers. to send me any views or information on the 
·craft'. ln March 1987 1 reccived an anonymous reply 
containing the аЬоvе remarks. Тhе writer claimed to Ье а 
1:rcemason, 'amemЬerofnearly20Lodges'. Nothinginhis 
t)IЮ-Word diatribe indicated this was а lie. And nothing 
n.:vealed any of that much-trumpeted Masonic vinue, 
Brotherly Love. 
Тhе Freemason's glee in Stephen's premature death was 

matched Ьу his offensive tone а.11 round. What Knight had 
written aЬout the Craft was •utter cock'. 

1 see you are writing а sequcl to ·1he Brothcrhood', and quite 
tюnestly 1 do not Ыаmе you, Ьecnuse S1cphen Кnight made an 
.1wfull [iic] Jot of money out ofwriting Bu\I Shi1. so you should Ье 
аЫе to do lhe same, . . lf you write the 1ruth regarding Free­
masonry, 1 fee1 quite sure you are well aware that you would not 
-.cll any Ьooks at all. It isonly sensational garЬage that sells books, 
:1nd just goes to ~how how far we have sunk into the ccsspil of 
imorality \sic]. 

Far more worrying than the letter-writer's implied 
threats ('Hopefully the same thing wШ happen to you') was 
his Ьelief that Stephen had Ьееn sentenced to death Ьу 
Masonic 'justice', а view held Ьу other people who have 
written to me, including many Masons. Some have tokl me 
that in their lodges this is the accepted truth. One Mason 
claimed the proof lay in Stephen's age when he died. lt 
signified the thiny-three degrees of the Rose Croix, an 
elect 'Christian' Masonic order which he had attacked in 
The Brorherhood. Thirty-three was also Christ's age when 
he 'died', а death which Masons re-enact in the Rose 
Croix's 31st degree. 

Another brother confided he had Jeamed of the 'murder' 
overdinner at his MaюnicTemple. Не was told Knight had 
been killed either Ьу human hand (with а slow poison) or Ьу 
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the intervention of the Greal Architect of the Universe -
Ьetter known to non-Masons as Almighty God. Around 
tbe 'Festive Board' the first theory was greetcd with 
silence, the second with applause. 

These notions are worthless as evidence aЬout Кnight's 
death, but they say something aЬout the Masons who 
express them. They пееd to Ьetieve in а 'justice' that 
avenges the Craft with Ьolts of Masonic tightning. Most 
Masons are revolted Ьу this idea, but some have told me 
they fear wayward colleagues might have punished 
Stephen for his 'crimes'. Such an act would have Ьееn 
·unmasonic' but the perpetrators might have tbought it 
served Masonic interests: 'Just as Henry 11 said of Тhomas 
а Becket, "Who wШ rid me of this turbulent priest?", some 
fellows might have got it into their heads to polish offyoung 
Knight.' 

1 have lost count of the brethren who have mused over 
Stephen's death Ьefore cautioning me to 'watch out' or 
'take care'. One man, whose evidence sent а fellow Mason 
to jail, told me of his fears during that trial and the extreme 
precautions he had taken tostay alive. Не advised rne to do 
the same. 

All this may have Ьееn childish nonsense concocted to 
put me off writing my Ьооk. Perhaps the idea was to tease, 
like those jolly jests aЬout having my 'tongue tom out' and 
'throat cut across', being disemЬowelled like Jack the 
Ripper's victims or hanged from Blackfriars Bridge like 
RoЬenoCalvi in 1981 (see Chapter33). Jokingapan, there 
is а seeming tradition of Masonic murder inflicted on folk 
such as Mozart, Morgan and Calvi who are judged to have 
damaged the Crah. Knight clearly fell into that category. 

The Ьelief that he was murdered is also widesprcad 
among non-Masons. l first encountered it when 1 Ьought а 
tattered сору of Knight's 1976 Ьооk Jack the Ripper: the 
Final Solulion in а London street market. The stall-holder 
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"pontaneously told me the author had Ьееn 'finished off' Ьу 
Musons outraged Ьу Ьoth Jack lhe Ripper and Тhе Brother­
luюd. When 1 asked how he knew, he just winked. 1 had 
"aid nothing to the man aЬout writing а sequel to The 
llrotherhood. lf 1 had, he would рrоЬаЫу have walked to 
1 l1c nearby flower-stall and ordered а wreath in my name. 

Of all the 'advice' l have received, the most disturЬing 
..:;,me from а doctor who is himself а Mason. 'Му friend, 
tlt1n't ever have an operation in this country. Go abroad. 
1 leи.vcn help you if you fall into their hands over here.' Was 
hi.· д fantasist, а hoaxer or an agent provOCQteur? At the 
time 1 felt 1 had по need to worry because there seemed по 
tl11uЬt that Stephen had died from natural causes, alЬeit of а 
rнost unpleasant kind. 

1 had heard that his trouЫes began in 1m when he had 
;111 epileptic fit. Не had а brain-scan which was interpreted 
;1~ revealing а 'cerebral infarct', а small dead area of the 
l1rain which might have Ьееn caused many уеагs earlier 
when he had been accidentally hit with а erieket bat. This 
i.·ondition is not necessarily dangerous, but it might bave 
heen the cause of the epilepsy. ln the next threc years 
~tephen suffered more epileptic attacks until they were 
~triking every six weeks. 
Не had Ьееn told to have another scan but he did not 

l1ave (ню to рау for it. However, in 11)8о he spotted а 
ncwspaper advertisement for guinea-pigs to help with а 
ВВС television 'Horizon' programme ал epilepsy. Не 
volunteered and was tested оп а пеw brain-scan machine 
which revealed а cerebral tumour: а malignant cancer 
which, if untreated, would certainly kill him. 'Horizon' 
captured this awful moment оп film. With Stephen's full 
accord bls fight for survival now Ьесаmе the programme's 
main theme. Не promptly underwent а biopsy (an 
operation) which removed 70 per cent of the tumour. Не 
was told the rest could Ье treated with radiation and he had 
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а good chance of full recovery. The epilepsy ceased, 
Stephen took this to mean the il1ness was over, and got оп 
with the rest of his life. When 1 met him in 1981 he was 
recovering well physically and was in good mental form. 

The Brotherhood was puЫished in I 984, but Ьу then 
the epilepsy had returned. Within six months the tumour 
also recurred but this time it was much more aggressive. 
With X-ray treatment and chemotherapy it was regressed, 
but at this point Stephen decided to drop chemotherapy in 
favour of 'alternative', non-medical therapies. Нis speci­
alist told him he thought this was unwise but the patient's 
wish prevailed. А few months later another test showed 
that the tumour was out of control. Stepben was now 
walking with difficulty. His speech Ьесаmе hesitant and his 
aЬility to muster thoughts was seriously impaired. Не tried 
to live life to the full but in Scotland in July 1985 Stephen 
died. Не is survived Ьу his young daughter. 

'Knight's Jight went out very quickly, and justice was 
seen to Ье done.' lf my anonymous Masonic correspondent 
Ьelieves this 'justice' was achieved Ьу Act of God, then the 
Great Architect is а cruel and sadistic master. Н, оп the 
other hand, he be\ieves it was perpetrated Ьу earthly 
avengers, might he Ье right? Could the tumour, or the 
epilepsy which was its harblnger, have Ьееn caused Ьу 
human intervention? 
Тhе only reason Stephen's epilepsy had ever been 

attributed to а Ыоw Ьу а cricket bat was because that was 
the only thing he could think of when asked aЬout bumps 
on the head. However, his first confirmed epileptic attack 
occurred in Ьizarre circumstances: iп Australia while he 
was giving а puЬlic Jecture оп his book Jack lhe Ripper: the 
Final Solution. 

Тhis seems an odd occasion for epilepsy first to manifest 
itself in someone used to puЫic speaking. Conspiracy 
theorists might wonder if the attack had been induced Ьу 
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ionizing or X-rays, or electromagnetic rays (laser beams) 
taimed from the audience at Stephen's head. One Mason 
wrote to me claiming Stephen could have been implanted 
with а radioactive source or а slow-release capsule contain-
111g а cancer-inducing poison. In recent years some nations' 
'iccurity services are supposed to have used such techniques 
\1) destroy their enemies. RememЬer the minute metal 
-.phere fШed with poison and injected Ьу umbrella-tip into 
f icorgi Markov, а dissident Bulgarian exile who died in 
l .t1ndon in 1978. 15 Conspiracy theorists might make more 
11f this notion if they were aware of the strength of 
l·rccmasonry in Britain's anned forces and security 
"t'rvices (see Chapters 31 and 33). 

Л\1 this sounds far-fctched. Surely no Mason, however 
111atl, would go to such lengths to disaЫe а mere author? 
Yt·t Stephen's Jack the Ripper theory was по le~ extra-
11нlinary. 1 summarize his own account. 

111 Jack the Ripper: the Finol Solution 1 demonstrate how the 
1111111lc:rs offive prostitutes in the East EndofLondon in 1888 were 
l""'JК'lrated not Ьу one person working alone but Ьу three men 
"lh"r ;11ing together for а specific purpose. Four of the five women 
,11.i1t-d а dangerous secret. They had to Ье silenced Ьecause they 
l1.1cl lcamed first-hand of а secret which the British govemment 
11.111 hcen striving to maintain for nearly four years. Prince 
1 • lward, grandson of Queen Victoria and Heir Presumptive to the 
1 l111111c, had il\egally married and fathered а child Ьу а Roman 
1 .11lюlic commoner. 

1111: Prince's wife had Ьееn bundled off to а lunatic asylum Ьу 
'"' William Gull, the Queen's Physician, who was а Freemason. 
1 k с1 •ncluded that the only safe way to silence the women was to 
f'\1•п1tc lhcm. as traitors to the nation. They would Ье mutilated 
''"""ding 10 the pcnalties laid out in masonic ritual, hence the 
11t11o1l1~d antt iopc:citically masonic nature of the injuries inflicted 
"" 1111· l~ippcr vicli1ш. 

l l1r 11nrш11111cc of 1hc 1nurdcrs was not so much in the tragedies 
111 1111· l1v1: w111111.·11, lю1 i11 what folluwed: an official cover-up of 
11111щ·1"r prop1111i1m~ tlшt шnfirmed Freemasonry was the 
1111'"''11 ,"1wt•1 lн·l1111c\ 1J1rcщc иn'I gnvernment alikc. Thc mкn 
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responsiЫe was Sir Charles Warтen. Commissioner of the Metro­
politan Police and one ofthe country"s most eminent Freemвsons. 
Не impeded the investigation. caused endless confusion апd 
delays, and personally destroyed the only clue the Ripper ever 
left. This was а scrnwled chalk message оп а wall near the site of 
the fourth murder. According to а careful сору made Ьу а 
constaЫe who was al the scene early (tlн:n concealed in the 
Scotland Yard case files for nearly 91) years Ьcfore 1 gained 
access), the message read: 

TheJuwes are 
The Men That 

will not 
Ье Ыamed 

for лothing 

Тhе moment he was told, Warтen rushed 10 the plac:e Ьcfore tbe 
message cquld Ье pbotographcd and wa.Yhed it away. Не bad 
realised that the writing оп the wall was а m11Sonic message, telling 
lhe world, ·111е Freemosoщ are the men thal will not Ье Ыamed 
for nothing.' 16 

In quoting Stephen's theory I am not endorsing it, any 
more than I back the theories of those ripperologists who 
greeted his with derision. True or not, the idea that the 
Ripper murders were part of а Masonic conspiracy is so 
offensive to Freemasonry, and has brought it into such 
worldwide disrepute, that an over-zealous brother might 
have vowed 10 inftict somelhing far worse than epilepsy оп 
ils originator. 11 certainly induced apoplexy in тапу 
Masons! 17 If lhe firsl a1tack did happen in Australia, that 
would not have surprised one man who wrote 10 а British 
МР in 1984 about his own experience in that country: 'The 
Masonic hold оп Australia is far worse than here - по 
Lodge. по business. •JK 

But steady. Conspiracy theories-like dogs, armies апd 
politiciaпs -are Ьest kept under control. I am assured Ьу 
medical experts that ionizing rays could only induce brain 
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, 1111cer if the victim was given several 'treatments'. These 
w1 щl<.1 also cause marked side-effects, such as violent 
·.1ckness and complete loss of hair. None of these happened 
wl1cn Stephen first suffered epilepsy. Proton Ьeams and 
t 11dium treatment could cause brain cancer, but only with 
1111.~ use of а large piece of equipment. They would also 
1·1шsс skin burns, as in radiation sickness. Similarly, 
··kctromagnetic rays would visiЬly affect the skin and 
-.t·alp Ьefore they afflicted the brain. Stephen suffered no 
\kin burns. 

Certainly Stephen could havc Ьееn injected with а 
1 a1н:cr-inducing agent or carcinogen ( as in the Markov 
t"a:-.c), but the cancer would рrоЬаЫу have arisen in another 
part of the body, not the brain. The same applies to а 
,·arcinogen secreted in someone's food or drink. Nor. l 
1111!.lcrstand, is it odd that Stephen was first struck with 
1·pilcpsy when speaking in puЫic. His was 'а classic left­
t1ontal lоЬе tumour'. ln other wordsit occurred in that part 
11f the brain which is greatly pressured during puЫic 
kctures and speeches. Overall, there seems little room for 
1l11ubt that Stephel'I Клight's brain cancer was anything 
11ther than natural. 19 The tumour's progress, histology, its 
н::-.ponse to X-ray and chemotherapy treatment were all 
1юrmal. However, 1 have not had the time to pursuc а 
1·11ndamental question: сап а nalural brain cancer Ье 
шduced Ьу unnatural means which cause no visiЫe side­
cffects, cannot Ье noticed at the time, and are impossiЫe to 
tletect during later tests and examinations? 

Murder and vengeance form the centrepiece of some of 
1:reemasonry's most emotive rituals,20 so it is hardly 
surprising that one recurring feature of anti-Masonry is the 
claim that Masons reaUy do go around killing people to 
protect their seaets and avenge injuries to their repu­
tation. Тhе evidence varies in strength but has rarely Ьееn 
1csted in court. However, one recent incident justifies 
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concem. ln the American state of Washington, а preacher 
named Edward Decker runs а mission called 'Free the 
Masons Ministries'. ln а little Ьооk, Тhе Question of 
Freemasonry, which has юld 250,000 copies, Ье argucs that 
the doctrines of Freemasonry set it apart from Christianity: 
'1 know this will cause offence to many Masons, and forthat 
1 am truly sопу. But 1 would rather that the Mason Ье 
offended at me and Ье restored to true fellowship with 
Jesus Christ than to remain silent any loпger.' 

ln March 1986 Decker was touring Scotland giving 
lectures оп Masonry and Mormonism when he was struck 
down Ьу а severe illness. As he explained in а letter to me, 
he was lucky to recover. 

We had gone to Inverne~ to speak aod have our message 
videotapcd for ТУ dislribution. We anived aЬout midday оп ц 
March. Our host was а Ьit nenoous for Ье didn't know two feUows 
who were waiting for me. They claimed to Ье from another town 
and had heard that l would Ье there and wanted to go to lunch 
with us. Since our host was busy, we opted for the lunch and went 
down1own toa pizza shop. During the meal one ofthem motioned 
to my emptycokc glass and jumped up 10 bringa refill. Не didn't 
offer to fill anyone else's glass.. 

Within the hour 1 was having great stomach pains, diarтhoea 
and lrying to Ье politc and not vomit. 1 spcnl the rest of the day in 
co11vulsive reaction and Wd not think I'd Ье аЫе lo get up long 
enough 10 spea.k. However, I did complete the speaking at the 
УМСА, and went immediatelyback to Ьeingill. 1 wasconvinocdl 
had food poisoning and tried to 'tough il out'. 1 spcnt the next 
sevcral days eating aЬюJutely nothing and Ьесаmе ill even if 1 
nibЫed оп а piece of toast. 

I left Scotland and Rew to Nonhem Ireland, stШ very sick. and 
now having tingling in the extremities, convuisive Ьоdу, leg and 
arm tw:itching and tепiЫе intestinal pains. 1 could Ьarely manase 
а cupoftea. 1 was so sick 1 could Ьarely stand. With the help ofmy 
Irish host 1 got my bags and flcw to London. J laid sick all night in 
an airport hotel and was опа planeto the Statesat 6 next moming. 
Му wife pickcd me up (at Seanle airpon) where we immedi­

ately called my doctor who reported my symptoms to the Poison 
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1 111111111 Center at the University of Washington. They imrnedi­
•l•·lv 1liugnoscd acute arsenic poisoning and called а prescripfion 
11Ф• нur pharmacy Ьу the time we went home. 

l l1L· main thПJSt was to ease the intestinal pain. 1 was told mucЬ 
, .1111•· Jigestive capillary systcm was damaged. After а fewweelts 1 
1"·~rш t11 calm down and could bold down simple foods. Then my 
11.1111l~1щde!ЬowsЬegan 10 Ьoilover. The backsofmy handswere 
't1·111hlc messand I went 10DrRussell CaldweJJ, ask.inspecia.list. 

1 k ,:~ы my Ьоdу was 1rying to remove the arsenic, and gave me 
"11\•t· 111 case the pain and Ыistering. This ran through the rest of 

111\· l•ody and finally cameout in myscalp and hair. Му hair Ьegan 
'" "11с11 like urine. lt didn't hclp win friends, bul my dog sure 
l·•ll11wcJ me around а lot more. 1had10 use perfume, for the sake 
• •I шу family. 

l l1rci: months after lhe original poisoning almost every сапу-
11v1·1 wa:> gone, but in late July 1 Ьесаmе ill from an infection 
••1<>щ(t11 on Ьу my weakened condi1ion and l lay sick through 
·" J'ICnihi:r. Sounds Jike а fun time! 

Wc did not pursue it back in Inverness. Our fтiendstherewould 
"11ly lк in perюnal jeopardy sho11ld thcy 1estify. We have since 
'"' 1·ivcd а numЬcr of lhreats from Masons who so idenhli.ed 
1l1«111м.:1ves. ln one case. а man was arтested after а death threat. 
l 111111: lasl several large mectings wc had 10 evacuate the buildings 
l>e<":JUJ;C О( homb lhreats. 

11 all comes with the terтitory. and is not something to really 
11.11щ: aЬout. The worst lhing that could happen is 1ha11 am killed. 
l l11w~ver, to Ье out ofthis Ьоdу is to Ье with my Lord, so 1 don't 
н·.кt 100 seriously to the danger. lf 1 did, Гd clюose another line 
111 \1:ork. 

Even if Decker had reported the poisoning as soon as it 
";1~ diagnosed, the lnverness police would have found it 
1lifticult to gather forensic evidence or identify the 
pt1isoners. Оп this tour Decker was lecturing against 
l·rccmasonry, but he is also kпown for puЫicly speaking 
11111 against Moпnonism. Thus we may never know if the 
.ir!icnic was administered in the name of the Great Archi­
lc<:I to whom Freemasons pray, or in the cause of the Latter 
l>иу Saints - unless, of course, the perpetrator is 'restored 
11) true fellowship with Jesus Christ' and confesses all. 
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There is no evidence to link Decker's poisoning with 
Stephen Knight's death, but other people's reactions to 
these tragedies show how Freemasonry's image as а death· 
dealing conspiracy recurs with each generation. Consurned 
Ьу mutual fear and loathing, extremist Masons and anti· 
Masons both seize on such events to clajrn the brotherhood 
acts like Murder Incorporated. Why should the interested 
bystander quarrel with their consensus? 

In recent times no individual has had more masonic 
opprobrium heaped upon him than Stephen Knight. The 
irritation he caused may Ье sensed from а semi-official 
resiюnse, Тhе Craft, writtcn Ьу John Hamill, Librarian and 
Curator at Frccmasons' Hall in London. Acknowledging 
The Brotherhood as the рrоЬаЫе catalyst for recent 
attacks, he claimed it was ·mediocre': ·а supposedly long­
researched, serious and impartial study of Freemasonry 
but containing many factua\ errors, а great deal of third­
lшnd rumour and speculation, and gross exaggerations'. 

In fact, Stephen made very modest claims. In his 
prologue he explained The Brotherhood was 'а factual 
report, researched intensively over а relatively short 
period, but because 1 was working without the benefit of а 
secretary or researchers tbe report does contain gaps'. 

Mr Hamill's attack was part of а long campaign. In 1985 
he complained to the Church of England newspaper about 
an article which had described The Brotherhood as 'care­
fully researched'. Listing some of the book's 'errors' he 
seized оп а line saying that Sir Winston Churchill had 
become а Freemason in 1903. Hamill stated that Churchill 
resigned from his Lodge within ten years and then had no 
further contact with Freemasonry. 

Тhis is true, but Knight had stated only that Churchill 
became а Mason in 1903. lf not referring to his resignation 
was ап error then Hamill's employer, Grand Lodge, is 
equally culpaЫe. In its exhiЬition at Freemasons' Hall, and 
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111 tlн: accompanying brochure. Sir Winston is listed among 
/·11~cmasonry•s most famous members. Nothing is said 
alюut his resignation. 

1 n 1986 Grand Lodge itself went on the official offensive 
111 its evidence to the Church of England inquiry into 
1 · r ccmasonry and Christianity. 21 Before listing fourteen 
111ajor errors' in The Brotherhood, Grand Lodge provided 

1 l1is potted Ьiography: 

Stcphen Knight was а freelance journalist working mainly for 
1111 al newspapeг.; in Hampstead. Не was а devotee of the Sri 
ltajneesh Bhagwan cult. His first book Jack rhe Ripper: the Final 
\o/111ion claimed the Ripper murders were а masonic plot to 
1 1 ощ:еаl the illicit marriage of the Duke of С\ю·еnсе and а London 
prostitute. Central to his thesis was his c\aim tliat the 01ain 
p111tagonists in his story were all Freemasons, dcspite his having 
l1t·i:r1 informed Ьу Gi-and Lodge Library Staffthat ofthe names he 
p111vided only the Commissioner of !hc Metropolitan Police [Sir 
1 l1arles Warren] had been а Freemason. 

(}rand Lodgc coшmitted three errors in this paragraph 
.1l11ne: 

1. Knight never worked for local newspapers in 
/ lampstead. 

2. Не was а follower of Bhagwan Shrce Rajneesh for а 
111cre two years. starting in July 1983. This was after he had 
1·ompleted most of his work on The Brotherhood and severi 
1·ears after the puЫication of Jack the Ripper. Before his 
Llcath he was received back into the Church of England. 

3. According to Knight, the Duke of Clarence married а 
~:lшste shop assistant, not а prostitute. 

Knight did claim that six of the main protagonists were 
Masons: Gull, Warren, Deputy Commissioner Anderson, 
Prime Minister Lord Salisbury, the Duke of Clarence and 
1l1e Prince of Wales. According to John Hamill, three of 
these (Gull, Anderson and Salisbury) were not Masons.22 

lf so, Кnight's theory is seriously flawed, indeed Hamill 
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considers his entire Ripper Ьооk 'а scurrilous piece of 
sensational journalism masquerading as historical re­
search'. 
Тhere are errors in Jack the Ripper and The Brotherhood 

but who сап first cast а stone? All writers make mistakes, 
including those with brain cancer, but because Free­
masonry is iп many respects а 'secret society' and has 
always concealed its inner workings, any Ьооk aЬout it is 
bound to contain errors. In contrast, Grand Lodge has little 
excuse for its slipshod summary of Stephen's life which, 
unlike the Craft, was ап 'open book'. 

One last point about my anonymous death-threat 
Mason. l.ooking through hundreds of lctters which 
Stephen received after The Brotherlt0od, 1 camc across one 
written Ьу the same man. This too is anonymous but the 
type, lay-out, spelling mistakes and style of argument 
match the letter which 1 received. The writer lives in the 
Midlands, and belongs to many Masonic orders, including 
the Rose Croix. Не is а busincssman. possiЫy а contractor 
or а salesman, and he likes his golf. In his letter to Stephen 
he was just as splenetic as he was to me: 

You have Ьееn responsiЫe for the persecution of many of our 
members, who have lost their jobs because of your Ьооk. This has 
caused great hardship to their wives and children, and writers like 
you ought to know Ьetter. 1 do not know if [sic) anyone who has 
coшmitted suicide yet, but if they do it will Ье you and you alone 
who has murdered these unfortunate people ... 

Sorтy no name, but this couldeffect [sic) promotion in the order 
and as you may have gathered 1 am а keen student. 
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Ritual or Religion? 





1 
Ritual Poison 

l'rccmasons are not diffcrent kinds of peoplc. Тhсу havc simply 
l11111нl а diffcrcnt pastimc. 

Graod Secrctary Michael Higham to the prcss, s Мау 1988 

1 t't us imaginc for onc mome11t that somcbody, somcwhcrc, is 
, 11·J1i11g а movcmc11t, idC11tical to that ofthc Freemasons, inclшivc 
'•I .111 thc bclicfs, traditions and rituals. Let us put it to thc tcst Ьу 
J'H'~cnting it for study to а pancl of cducatc.:d mcn - thcologians, 
" 1e11tists, philosophcrs. What would Ьс thcir rcactions? They 
Yю11ld laugh and ridiculc thc projcct, just as thcy havc donc with 
"., шt attcmpts at crcati11g ncw rcligio11s. But somehow becausc 
1 l1t· Frecmasons boast of а lo11g traditio11, that traditio11 sccms to 
111.1kc it right and crcdiЫc. 

Л11 anonymous Frccmaso11 io Whichever Way, the 
story of why he left the brotherhood, с. 11)&> 

There are two main traditions in Freemasonry: one 
~cnuine and опе false. More than 250 years ago the genuine 
1 radition - а claim to Ье descended from the stonemasons 
of medieval times - was perverted Ьу the f alse one of 
r unciful rituals, newly-coined Iegends and Ыoodcurdling 
oaths. In succeeding centuries tbe false tradition itself 
lн~came hallowed Ьу custom, so that today few Freemasons 
сап sort fact from fantasy. truth from fiction, tradition from 
travesty. 

But what is Freemasonry? 

Freemasonry is а peculiar system of Morality, veiled in 
Allegory, and illustrated Ьу SymЬols. 

This brain-numblng definition1 is likely to Ье the first 
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shot fired Ьу а Freemason at any curious outsider. lt will 
almost certainly 'divert the discourse' (as laid down in the 
Craft's Antient Charges). Better still, it might end convers­
ation altogether. 
А cynic would agree that Freemasonry is 'peculiar', in 

the word's usual present-day meaning - odd, weird, 
perverted - but а Mason would point out that 'peculiar' is 
used in an archaic sense: special, particular, private. The 
'allegory' is to Ье found in stories recounting the frater­
nity's presumed origins, but do they contain any historical 
truth? 

The fundamental allegory lies in Freemasonry's claim to 
Ье descended from the fraternal groupings of 'free-stone' 
masons of the Middle Ages. Today's brethren wax poetic 
over these craftsmen because they built the Gothic 
cathedrals that rank among Europe's greatest architectural 
glories. Consider 'the supreшe excellence of their work­
manship', says а clergyman who is now one of England's 
highest-ranking Freemasons. 'They were not working for 
men, they were working for God, and only the best was 
good enough. '2 In recent years England's Masonic Grand 
Charity has given grants to many cathedral restoration 
funds, 'to mark Freemasonry's links with its operative 
forebears'. 3 Some brethren become so misty-eyed over 
these buildings that they seem to regard thern as rnonu-
1,11ents not so inuch to God and his only begotten son Jesus 
Christ as to Freemasonry itself. 4 

In fact, the Gothic cathedrals were mostly built between 
A.D. 1100 and 1400, 300 years before some gentlemen 
calling themselves tbe • Antient Fratemity of Free and 
Accepted Masons' forrned the Grand Lodge of England in 
1717. There was а kind of truth in these Free Masons' claim 
to Ье the heirs of the catbedral-builders, but during the 
1()(юs and early 17oos that truth had withered as alrnost 
everything they had inherited from their 'forebears' was 
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111kсп apart and reconstructed. One such thing was the 
·t.нdge'. 

Тhе stonemasons of medieval times рrоЬаЫу spent their 
(·пtire working lives оп а few Ьig sites: а cathedral, some 
1 lшrches and maybe а secular buitding such as а castle. Оп 
1·ach site some kind of hut or 'lodge' would Ье erected 
wl1cre masons could shelter in bad weather, store tools, 
11rganize work rotas and еvеп sleep or 'lodge'. Cathedrals 
111igl1t take а hundred years to build, so the Jodges took оп а 
щ·ar-permanent fonn. Тhrough them the stonemasons 
·.L'cm to have developed а system of mutual aid, and at 
11111cs exercised great economic power. After the Black 
1 k:ith of 1348--9, which kШed as many as 1.5 million people 
111 Britain, there was such а shortage of stonemasons that 
1 l1c survivors were аЫе to bargain high wages through 
.нinual assemЫies. Ву 1425 the assemЫies had become so 
1 •• iwcrful that they were outlawed Ьу Parliament and 
.111yone attending them risked imprisonment. 
Т11rough their 'lodges' the stonemasons protected them­

"<'lvcs against а harsh and unforgiving world. They safe­
•~•iarded their own jobs, and maintained work standards, 
r lнough а controlled rank structure of three degrees: 
.1pprentice, fellow craft and master mason. Тhеу also laid 
1 lown rules governing relations between masons and with 
1 lн: world at large. Like the city guilds of the day, they seem 
I•) have given charity to members in hard times. 

11· this is how stonemasons ran their lodges, the modern 
1·чвivalent is not the private society of Freemasonry and its 
lo(\ges but the trade unions with their branches and 
1·lшpels, or 'locals' in America, at or near the workplace. 

lf the 'lodge' is little more than а word which modern 
Masons have borrowed from the old stonemasons, there 
.щ~ uther features common to both groups of men, notaЫy 
;1 rassion for secrecy. Within their lodges the stonernasons 
рюЬаЫу 'worked' rituals in which initiates swore not to 
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reveal the skills and trade secrels of their craft. То Ыосk 
infiltration Ьу unsk.Шed outsiders tbey may al.so have 
devised а secrer code of passwords. handshakes and other 
signs of recognition. lf so, it was these elements which 
ensured that the lodges, in quite another form, would far 
outlast the men who had set them up. 

The stoпemasons were economically vulneraЫe Ьecause 
they did most of their work for one supremely rich patron, 
the Christian Church. At that time there was only опе 
Church in the West, headed Ьу the Роре of Rome. lf any 
secular prince were to puff up his chest and break with 
Rome, the stoпemasons would Ье among the first to suffer. 
Building cathedrals may have Ьееn the supreme skill of that 
or any other age, but most of thc builders would Ье 
redundant overnight if the Church по longer had the assets 
or income to рау for new cathedrals, аЬЬеуs or parish 
churches. 

In 1534 the unthinkaЫe happened. Henry VllJ broke 
with Rome, denied the authority of the Роре, Ьесаmе an 
Anglican and threw England into the Reformation. ln а 
few years he seized the Church's wealth, dis.solved and 
dispossessed the monasteries and brought ecclesiastical 
building to а halt. Suddenly the number of stoпemasons far 
exceeded demand. Just like twentieth-century trade 
unionists in dying or changing industries (miners, printers, 
seamen). they lost their bargaining power. Their lodges 
decayed and their assets, if апу, were looted Ьу the State. 
ln 1545 Henry desperately needed money 'for the mainten­
ance of the present wars'. This gave him an excuse to 
confiscate the assets of all 'fratemities, brotherhoods and 
guilds'.s These were Catholic institutions, so their assets 
were considered fair game. Ву 16оо most fratemities had 
disappeared along with their reoords, which is why the true 
history of the stonemasons' lodges is anyЬody's guess. 
А few lodges survived, but only Ьу throwing memЬership 
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·•1к-11 10 men who had never worked stone in their lives. 
,щ h <i~ merchants, Шnded gentlemen and aristocrats. Soon 
1111·\с ·speculative' masons, as they came to Ье called, far 
щ1t1шmЬered the 'operative' or working masons wbo bad 
i.-1 1 t1cm join. The earliest surviving complete memЬership 
."11 of any lodge is for AЬerdeen in 167о.6 Of fony-nine 
11ш-.1сr and fellow craft memЬers only ten were work.ing 
11111•.tшs. Another fifteen were artisans: carpenters, slaters, 
v,l.11it:rs, wigmakers, а smith, an armourer, а hookmaker 
.11111 ~· cardmaker. All the rest would now Ье called middle 
'1."': nine merchants, three clergymen, three gentlemen, 
1w11 -.L1rgeons, а collector of customs, а lawyer, а professor 
• •I 11шthematics and four noЫemen, of whom three were 
• м 1~. Quite а slate for а town of only 8,ооо souls! 

'\щ,·h folk were not only attracted Ьу the quaint customs 
·•l ll1is workmen's self-defence organization; they also had 
1111· inoney to revive it. Within decades а Trojan Horse 
11lktl with landowners and merchants had appropriated an 
• •111~111ally Catholic JaЬour union and tumed it into а 
pн·ilшninantly Protestant gentlemen's club. The name 
l111li.:c' was retained, but rather as the fa~de of an old 
l•шlding is preserved to maintain а Ьistoric appearance. 
1 k l1ind it the old structure has Ьееn demolished and а new 
• •111· i~ rising in its place. 

IЪе tirst recorded initiation of а 'speculative' Freemason 
111 ;in English lodge was in 1646 when Elias Asbmole, the 
11111iчuary, astrologer and alchemist, joined а lodge in 
Warrington which had not а single working mason in it. 7 Ву 
tlн.• late seventeenth century, so many gentlemen - includ­
lllf' а lot more antiquaries, astrologers and alchemists -
w1·rt: intrigued Ьу the brotherhood and its developing 
11tuals that new Jodges were Ьeing created to satisfy the 
~ 1111.е to join. Ву this time lodges were also claiming to Ье 
\1 lщols of moral instruction, which is where the image of 
1 l1t· stonemason painstakingly leaming his craft came in 
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handy. Each working tool- the square, compasses, level, 
plumЫine, gauge. gavel, chisel - became the symЬol of 
some process in man 's moral and spiritual perfection. After 
his initiation, the 'Entered Apprentice' is told he is like а 
rough stone or Ashlar, 'in his infant or primitive state'. Не 
is then meticulously hewn into а Perfect Ashlar, 'а fit 
member of civilized society', presumaЫy through the arts 
of Freemasonry. 11 

However, this high moralizing fell оп some deaf еа~. 
Many eighteenth-century Masons used their lodges only as 
social clubs, indulging in 'the dissipations of luxury and 
intemperance'. 9 lf this had Ьееn Freemasonry's only charm 
it would have soon died out, like many other drink-sodden 
fraternities of the day. There had to Ье another incentive to 
attend. The Craft's claim to Ье а 'moral' society gave it 
some appeal, although one cannot Ьelieve that eight­
eenth-century man was keen to have morality stuffed down 
his throat at the lodge mid-week when оп Sundays he 
endured fire and brimstone in church. Не may have Ьееn 
more attracted Ьу а realization that this honouraЫe fa~de 
could provide cover for less honouraЫe activities: not 
moral but malign, not social but self-serving. In Aberdeen, 
for instance, the lodge's social mix would have made it one 
of the Ьest places to leam what was going оп in local 
business, in politics and in almost every Aberdonian's 
private life. Although lodges might claim to inculcate 
Masonry's ·peculiar system of morality', they could easily 
Ьесоmе cells of intrigue, self-advancement and corruption. 

Such potential exists in lodges to this day. Indeed, the 
rituals at each degree legitimize а certain malevolence 
towards outsiders. Masons often argue that these elements 
merely echo the medieval ceremonies on which Free­
masonry is based. Yet, as less strident Masonic historians 
admit, the rituals worked today were not devised until the 
early 17oos. 111 For instance, the stonemasons never uttered 
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1l1r ~adistic oaths or 'oЬligations' traditionally sworn Ьу 
• aщJidates as they enter modem Masonry's tbree 'Craft' 
1li·~rees. All the evidence indicates that these were 
111vcnted Ьу Freemasonry's eighteenth-century masters 
w/10 found the genuine oaths too tame for their purposes. 

111 Masonry's first degree the initiate, candidate or 
wщ1Jd-Ьe Apprentice, swears he will never reveal any of 
1t1r Craft's secrets or mysteries. Не further promises not to 
"'' itc down those secrets in any form or to 'cause or suffer it 
10 l'IC done Ьу others if in my power to prevent it, on 
.111ything movaЫe or immovaЫe, under the canopy of 
1 kaven ... • 

Гhroughout the formal history of English Freemasonry, 
1111til 1986, the Ыindfolded, bare-breasted and noosed 
• .1ш.lidate has had to place his hand оп the open ВiЫе and 
""kmnly swear' to observe thesc vows: 

1111der по less а penalty . . . than that of having my throat cut 
,,, ro!iS, my tongue torn out Ьу the root, and buried in the sand of 
1111· ~са at low water mark, or а саЫе's length from the shore, 
wl1t:re the tide regularly ebbs and flows twice in twenty-four 
l11111rs, or the morc cffective punishment of being branded as а 
"·1lfully perjured individual, void of all moral wonh, and totally 
1111lit to Ье received into this worshipful Lodge, or any other 
warranted Lodge or society of men, who prize honour and vinue 
.1lюve the cxternal advantages of rank and fortune. So help me 
1 iщl and keep me steadfast in this my Great and Solemn 
1 >Ыigation of ап Entered Apprentice Mason. 

Similarly, in the second degree, that of Fellow Craft 
Mason, for over 250 years the candidate has faced the 
pcnalty of 'having my left breast laid open. my heart tom 
1l1erefrom, and given to the ravenous Ыrds of the air, or 
tlcvouring Ьeasts of the field as а prey'. 

Likewise. the would-Ьe Master Mason who dares to 
tlivulge the secrets of the third degree has risked 'Ьeing 
">Cvered in two, my Ьowels bumt to ashes, and those ashes 
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scattered over the face of the earth and wafted Ьу the four 
winds of heaven, that no trace of remembrance of so vile а 
wretch may longer Ье found among men, particularly 
Master Masons'. 

In 1964 Grand Lodge allowed candidates to swear all 
these oaths only 'ever Ьearing in mind the traditional 
penalty' rather than 'under no less а penalty'. This was to 
make it clear that none of these grotesque ways of kitling 
would really Ье inflicted, but many lodges stubbornly kept 
to the original version, as if the penalties were real after 
all. 11 When the Italian banker Freemason Roberto Calvi 
was found hanging from London 's Blackfriars Bridge in 
1982, Masons and non-Masons alike wondered if death 
'where the tide ebbs and flows' might still Ье the punish­
ment inflicted оп Masonic traitors (see Chapter 33). 
Alternatively, if the penalties are just symbolic, what do 
they really stand for? А fate worth avoiding, it seems, for 
most Masons keep their vow of silence even when they 
drop out of the brotherhood. Some even stick to it when 
puЫicly condemning Freemasonry on religious grounds. 

One Anglican clergyman, Andy Arbuthnot, recently 
puЬ\ished а pamphlet advising Christians they should not 
\Je Masons. 12 А footnote reads: 'The author was at one 
time а Freemason and therefore took the oath of secrecy. 
No information is however disclosed above, which is not 
freely availaЫe to the puЫic.' This implies that even Revd 
Arbuthnot still feels bound Ьу his Masonic 'oЬligations'. 
Grand Lodge justifies the anomaly that these Ьind а Mason 
to keep secrets even before he knows what they are, Ьу 
saying he is in а similar position to someone who signs the 
Official Secrets Act. 13 

Тhе truth is that when а man leaves Freemasonry (Ьу 
resigning, Ьу not paying his dues or Ьу Ьeing excluded or 
expelled for some other offence) he is not released from his 
oaths; there is по mechanism for unswearing them. When а 
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111un says, '1 used to Ье а Mason but I'm not аоу more', he is 
clcl11ding himself. Тhе oaths allow no going back. Не might 
кс• to а Commissioner for Oaths and try to unswear them, 
lщt 1 know of no опе who has ever done so, nor would his 
l1rothers Ье likely to recognize the move. 

ln 1986, after more than twenty years' intemal debate 
1111d puЫic ridicule, Grand Lodge resolved that all these 
pc11alties should Ье removed from the oaths and inserted in 
a11other part of the ritual where they would Ье spoken only 
l1y the lodge Master. Some critics of Freemasonry feel it 
111atters not who utters such grotesque threats but that they 
;1rc uttered at all. The candidate no longer swears them but 
111~tead the Master addresses them directly to him as the 
11cw Ьоу under instruction in each degree. Не will hear 
chcm many nюre timcs during his Masonic career so he 
knows he will Ье branded 'а wilfully perjured individual, 
void of all moral worth', if he ever reveals Freemasonry's 
:->ccrets. When he Ьecomes Master of а lodge, as many 
thousands do, it will Ье his turn to intimidate some novice 
with the same threats. 

England's ever-affaЫe Grand Secretary, Commander 
Higham RN, brushes the oaths aside as nothing more than 
the nonsense rhymes of the school playground: ·cross my 
heart and hope to die, cut my throat if 1 tell а lie. ' 14 То him, 
initiation is 'the first phase of humiliation, to cut the 
candidate down to size, like а naval recruit Ьeing sent away 
to find red oil for the port lamp'. is The sceptic might 
wonder whether а Ыindfold over the eyes, а noose round 
the neck and а dagger to the heart сап Ье so lightly 
dismissed. And if the oaths and rituals are only childlike 
traditions - mere words in а 'fun' one-act play 16 - is 
cverything else void of meaning, including the brother­
hood's moral precepts? ls tbe entire affair а charade? 

Вesides, what is 'traditional' aЬout the penalties? They 
were not inherited from the cathedral-builders, for sure. 



54 Ritш1/ or Religion? 

Anyone who joins Freemasonry to honour those mел 
should hesitate before mouthing any part of the oaths, for 
they have по historical validity. We know this Ьecause, 
miraculously, some stonemasons' rulebooks have sur­
vived. Masonic historians call these documents the 'Gothic 
Constitutions', although only the two oldest were written 
while Gothic cathedrals were still being built. They show 
that stonemasons' oaths were straightforward and the 
penalties plain: anyone who disobeyed the rules was simply 
thrown out of the lodge. The earliest constitution talks of 
imprisoning masons who disobey the masons' assemЫy, 
but such assemЫies never had civil authority so they could 
never legally have jailed anyone. In any event, the 
traditional ritua\s were pretty duJl stuff: nothing worth 
building а fraternity round, and certain\y nothing about 
throats being cut, bodies cut in two, bowels burnt to ashes, 
or hearts ripped out and fed to ravenous blrds. 

The most significant constitution seems to Ье the 'Grand 
Lodge Manuscript' (so called only because it now belongs 
to the Grand Lodge of England). Written in 1583, it lists 
many rules or 'charges'. For instance, the mason's oath had 
to Ье sworn оп the ВiЫе but it was perfunctory and 
contains no penalty: 'These charges that we have по 
rehearsed unto yu all and all others that belong to Masons, 
уе shall keepe, so healpe you God and your hallydom [holy 
judgment], and Ьу this booke in yor hande unto yr power. 
Amen, so Ье it.' 
. Another manuscript, written in 1686, 'Buchanan', 17 is 
hotter оп words but still threatens no penalty: 'Тhese 
charges that you have received you shall well and truly 
keepe not disclosing the secrecy of our Lodge, to man, 
woman nor child; sticke nor stone; thing moveaЫe, nor 
immoveaЫe, soe God Helpe, and his holy Doome, Amen.' 

In short, the throat-cutting, tongue-tearing and bowel­
burning bunkum recited Ьу every lodge Master today is а 
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.;1tlistic faпago concocted Ьу the scribes of Grand Lodge 
Мююnrу in theearly 17oos. lt was never uttered Ьу the men 
\\'''° built the cathedrals. On the contrary, the Masonic 
· •111l1s are а slander on the craftsmen of mediev:al England 
1•1·rpctrated hundreds of years later. 

l'raiseworthy elements in Freemasonry, however, do 
.11·111 from precepts laid down in the 'Gothic Constitutions'. 
1 щ\ау these live on in the Antient Charges read to each 
l\laster before he is installed (appointed) 'in the chair'. 
1 lн:у are also printed in the Book of Constitutions handed 

111 ~ach Mason оп initiation.Н1 

When а man applies to join any lodge under the United 
1 '' :шd Lodge of England he must declare on а registration 
1°11 m '1 do not expect or anticipate any pecuniary benefit as 
·• t·o11scquence of my being а membcr of the Craft.' 19 In 
1 н·cmasonry's first degree the caпdidate must say that he 
, •I krs himself for initiation 'uninfluenced Ьу mercenary or 
"1l1t:r uпworthy motive'. Masons citc these commitments 
111 1·cbut claims that they are 'only in it for what they сап 
1~1·1'. Wl1ether they take such protestations any more 
.• ·1 iously than the penalties is explorcd \ater in this book, 
11111 опе Mason who certainly ignorcd them was one of the 
1111,~t significant figures in the fraternity's history. 

J)r James Anderson was born in Aberdeen in about 
1/1Хо. After becoming а minister in the Church of Scotland, 
l1t· made his way to London. ln 1721 he started rewriting 
1 1 t·cmasonry's Constitutions 'in а new and better method'. 
1 k claimed he was asked to do this Ьу the new Grand 
l 1н.lge ofEngland (founded in 1717 when four lodges came 
111~cther under one authority), but he may have suggested 
11 l1imself. Leading Masonic historians have admitted that 
11~· ·was commercially as well as masonically motivated'. 20 

1 k retained personaJ copyright in the Constitutions and 
1.1tl'r talked Grand Lodge into discouraging Masons from 
l 111ying what he claimed was а 'pyrated' edition. 
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Anderson not only exploited Masonry for the money; he 
wrote into his Constitutions the principle of Masonic 
preferment which has inspired anti-Masonic paranoia and 
conspiracy theories ever since. If а 'strange brother' 
(meaning, а stranger who is а Mason) 'is in want you must 
relieve him if you сап, or else direct him how he may Ье 
relieved. You must employ him some days, or else 
recommend him to Ье employed.' Anderson continues: 
'You are not charged to do Ьeyond your abllity; only to 
prefer а poor brother that is а good man before any other 
poor people in the same circumstances.' 

Anderson based his efforts on the 'Gothic Constitutions' 
iп Grand Lodge's possession at the time. These nowhere 
told stonemasons to favour а brother mason over anyone 
clsc, t>ut they were asked to give work to 'strange fellows' 
(masons from elsewhcre). Anderson took tl1is principle -
hoпouraЫe enougl1 when contined to one medieval trade 
- and broadened it into а standing order to all 'speculative' 
Frccmasoлs to favoнr each other over noл-Masons. Thus 
did the Craft's best-known scriptwriter twist the rules of the 
cathedral-builders into а Ьinding code of preferment, 
partiality and 1nutual aid. 

Anderson goes оп to state that а Mason must cultivate 
'brotherly love, the foundation and copestone, the cement 
and glory of this antient fraternity, avoiding all wrangling 
and quarrelling, а\1 slander and backblting, nor permitting 
others to slander апу honest brotber but defending his 
character and doing him а\1 good offices, as far as is 
consistent with your honour and safety, and no farther'. 

This appears to mean that while а Mason's duty to а 
brother is limited so as oot to damage his own interests, it is 
Ьoundless in every other respect. Also, in oЫiging Masons 
to defend а brother's interests, Anderson puts по limits on 
the damage or slander they may inflict on non-Masons. 

In his first • Antient Charge' - •conceming GOD and 
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RELIOION' - he portrays Freemasonry as the 'union Ьetween 
good men and true, and the happy means of conciliating 
friendship amongst those who must otherwise bave 
remained at а perpetuaJ distance'. А Mason is one who 
'practises the sacred duties of morality'. Masons unite 'with 
the virtuous of every persuasion in the firm and pleasing 
hond of fraternal love'. They are 'taught to view the errors 
of mankind with compassion and to strive, Ьу the purity of 
their own conduct, to demonstrate the superior excellence 
of the faitb they may confess'. 

The young Anderson had leamed Masonry from his 
father, а member of the Aberdeen Lodge whose 1670 roll 
has miraculously survived. This lists James Anderson (the 
Elder) as а 'Glazier and Mason and Clerk to our Honour­
aЬle Lodge'. As clerk, Aщferson wrote out the Jodge's 
Constitution. which has also survived. This lays down the 
fearful penalty to Ье inflicted оп any brotherwho refuses to 
рау а fine imposcd Ьу the lodge. lf he dares go to а civil 
1udge for justice, thc Lodge Master and the other brethrcn 

will go to tlшt judge he complains to a11d will make him а 
perjured man, a11d 11ever апу more hereafter to Ье received in our 
Lodge, nor ha•;e any part nor portion in our charity nor mortified 
money. nor none of his offspring although they may Ье needful, 
nor get any more employment with any of our number, nor from 
any other far nor near, in so far as we сал hinder. 

The brethren could only have made their colleague 'а 
perjured man' Ьу all standing up in court to swear that he 
was а liar. The other punisbments awaiting their victim 
would have been enough to put him out of work for life, 
especially in а smaU closed community Iike seventeenth· 
century AЬerdeen. Surrounded Ьу this wall of hostility, he 
and his family would have to leave the town for ever - or 
starve. 

The AЬerdeen Constitution reveals а society motivated 
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less Ьу 'sacred duties of morality' than Ьу retribution. Here 
was no 'union Ьetween good men and true' but а gang ready 
to destroy any memЬer who sought а fair bearing else­
where. These folk are driven not Ьу 'purity of conduct', 
'compassion' for the 'errors of mankind' or the 'pleasing 
Ьond of fratemal love'; for them relief and truth are 
restricted to а very small circle, Ьeyond which it is 
ассерtаЫе to tell co-ordinated lies to achieve the economic 
ruin of others. 

When James Anderson Jnr wrote his English Consti­
tutions he shrewdly did not express the Just for vengeance 
manifested Ьу his brethren in AЬerdeen. Yet, simult­
aneously, in Freemasonry's rituals, vengeance was 
sanctified with the insenion of а new legend which would 
transform the Brotherhood's entire outlook оп the world. 
This was the ВiЫе story of Solomon's Temple, travestied 
Ьу the most emotive of Masonic fairytales: the 'murder' of 
the Temple 'architect', Hiram Ablff. 

According to the Book of Кings, Solomon had already 
built his Temple in Jerusalem when he sent for а man called 
Hiram to come from the city of Tyre to complete the 
decorations. Не was neither а mason nor an architect but а 
worker in brass. The Book of Chronicles meпtions such а 
man, but says he arrived in Jerusalem Ьefore the Temple 
was built. Не too was an ornamental metal-worker, not ап 
architect or mason. One verse says he was skilled 'in stone' 
but the context shows his sk.ill lay in decoration, not 
construction. 

How did Hiram turn up in Masonic ritual iп aЬout the 
t 720S when he had never Ьefore rated а mention, even in 
the quasi-BiЫical legends beloved Ьу medieval masons? 
Their 'Gothic Constitutions' had contained grandiose tales 
of the Creation, the Flood, Babylon, Nineveh, the 
Hebrews, Ancient Egypt and Greece. They spoke of 
England in the Dark Ages, of St Alban and the Saxon Кing 
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Лthelstan. The purpose of all thcse storieswas to intlate the 
role played Ьу builden throughout the ages. EveryЬody 
who had ever Ьееn anybody must bave Ьееn а mason. 

Even so, these Constitutions gave only brief accounts of 
the building of Solomon's Temple апd made по reference 
10 Hiram the metal-worker. Some refer to Hiram, Кing of 
Гуrе, а different mап who is also revered in Freemasonry 
f11r helping Solomon build the Temple Ьу supplying 
..:cdarwood from LeЬaoon. This raises anotber issue. The 
НiЫе says the Temple was built mainly of wood and was а 
modest erection: just thirty feet wide and ninety feet long, 
110 blgger than а modem-day synagogue or church hall. If it 
11ceded an architect Ье would not bave Ьееn а stonemason. 
Yet when eighteenth-century Freemasons got hold of the 
story, they inflated Solomon's Temple into а gigantic stone 
palace, 'resemhling а 1cracre college campus' .21 They gave 
Hiram equally imaginative proportions. First he acquires а 
sumame: 'АЬifГ. Then Anderson hails him as 'the most 
accomplished Mason upon Earth'. Тhеп he claims 'this 
divinely inspired workman' erected the Temple Ьimself. 

The 'Hiramic legend' reaches its fully inflated form in 
Freemasonry's third degree ritual, where Hiram is descriЬed 
ns the Temple's 'principal architect'. The Fellow Craft Mason 
seeking to Ьес:оmе а Master Mason must personify Нiram 
and then Ье 'murdered'. Just as there is no BiЫical or 
historical evidence that Нiram was an arcbltect or а mason, so 
neither· the ВiЫе nor the 'Gothic C'.onstitutions' say the 
architect - whoever Ье was - was slain. The story seems to 
have Ьееn devised in the early 1700&, Ьу Anderson or other 
Ьrethren, to give much-needed drama to the third degree. 
Without it tЬе ritual would Ье very duU indeed. 

lnstead, the third degree tells how three Fellow Craft 
Masons tried to force Нiram to Ьetray the secrets of а 
Master Мason. Anned with stonemason's tools, they 
wamed him 'death would Ье the consequence of а refusal'. 
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Не retorted that he would rather suffer death than Ьetray 
this sacred trust. 'This answer not proving satisfactory', tbe 
ruffians Ыudgeoned him to death. 

Playing Hiram, the candidate appears bare-armed, 
bare-breasted, bare-kneed and shod in slippers. When it 
comes to the murder he is struck down, with gestures not 
Ыows, and laid back into а grave. ln some lodges this is 
represented Ьу а sheet depicting an open grave suпounded 
Ьу skulls and cross-bones. In others а floor trap opens to 
reveal а grave-shaped cavity. ln а few lodges 'Hiram' is laid 
in а real coffin. То heighten the sense of doom an organist 
plays funereal music, such as the Dead March from Saul, 
and а clock strikes twelve, the noonday hour when Hiram 
was allegedly slain. ln the seaside town of llfracombe in 
Devon, there is а Temple where necropl1ilia goes deeper 
still. 

Immediately in front of the Master's pedestal is а deep grave 
that goes down to the basement. At the bottom is а decayed coffin 
and а skeleton. At the appropriate stage of а third degree 
ceremony, the candidate is taken to the edge of the grave and а 
Ыuе coloured light is switched оп to illuminate the emЬlems of 
mortality. 22 

One day а visiting Mason who was а police surgeon 
shocked the local brethren Ьу saying, 'You have а woman 
down there.' А human skeleton was ассерtаЫе to them but 
а woman was not, as they are not allowed in Lodge 
meetings alive or dead. 1 am assured, however, that the 
brethren are not looking for а male replacement. In 
Spilsby, Lincolnshire, another female skeleton is know­
ingly used 

in а dramatic way when the candidate is lowered into а trap Ьelow 
the level of the temple ftoor. After he is raised and the emЬlems are 
pointed out to him, it appears to him that he was laying 
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,,, "'~'11lc the skeleton. It is interesting that this lodge meets on 
11" l 111lay оп or before Ful\ Мооп, 110 doubt so that they can see 
111• 11 1\·ау ltome. 2·1 

111 1t1c Masonic myth Hiram Ablff dies. In the ritual his 
.1.11111 in is resurrected, but only after the Lodge Masterhas 
, 11 •pl н~J 1 he Master Mason 's handshake to the cadaver. Не 
111"11 ·raises' the candidate to the third degree and invests 
111111 1vith his Masonic apron. 

1111: Master now telJs how Hiram's disappearance threw 
1111· workmen into confusion. King Solomon ordered а 
•. 11 ('h. the body was found 'indecently interred' and 

" l1111ied 'with all respect and reverence'. Mcanwhile, 
11111rlн:r search party lщd caught the killers on thc road to 
l11ppa (the modern Jaffa). UnaЫe to escape, they con­
I• .".etl and were taken back to Jerusalem where 'King 
· .. 111 тюn sentenced thcш to that death the heinousness of 
1111·11 crime so amply merited". 

/11 :юmе versions of the ritual, the Master explains that 
1111· 1пurderers (Jube\a, Jubelo and Jubelнm) were so 
• •1·1·rcome with remorse that each exclaime<l how he wished 
111 1.lii:. Jubela wanted his throat ct1t across and his tongt1e 
111111 uut, J ubclo wanted his left breast torn open and his 
l1t·a1·t fed to vultшes while Jubelum fancied lшving his bo(.iy 
"1·н:red, his bowels burnt to ashes and scattered before the 
111111· winds of heaven. Solomon, ready to oЫige, 'ordered 
1 l1~~m to Ьс executed agrceaЫy to the several imprecations 
111 their own mouths'. Ever since, thcir utterances have 
f1e1:n recalled Ьу Freemasons in the penalties ordained in 
1·a~h of the three degrees. 

This entire saga is an eighteenth-century invention. Just 
l1kc the penalties, the fantasy of Hiram's murder is а 
"1a11der on medieval masons who, ignorant and unlettered 
.1:-; they must have been. were less prone to bogus history 
1 h~ю the Georgian gentlemen who hijacked their tradition. 

Hiram's murder is in the rituals because, without such а 
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martyrdom, Freemasonry would have no ritual climax. The 
Master now resurrects the candidate, first Ьу applying the 
Master Mason's handshake, next Ьу placing his right foot, 
knee and breast against the candidate, whom other lodge 
officers slowly raise. Finally the Master lays his left hand 
over the candidate's back. Не then explains these gestures 
as the 'Five Points of Fellowship': 

Hand to hand 1 greet you as а brother; foot to foot 1 will suppon 
you in all your undertakings; knee to knee, the posture of my daily 
supplications shall remind me of your wants; breast to breast, 
your lawful secrets when entrusted to me as such I wi\l keep as my 
own; and hand over back, I will support your character in your 
absence as in your prescnce. 

This is the most cmotive cxpression of mutual aid in 
Freemasonry. lt comes after а solemn, even frightening. 
enactment of murder which sometimes brings the candi­
date to tears. After going through this cxperience in front 
of as many as fifty 'Ьrothers', the new Master Mason might 
justifiaЬ\y feel he owes them an over-riding loyalty. 

If Masons in eighteenth-century England had not Ьееn 
oЫiged to act out Hiram AЬiff's 'murder' - or mouth the 
Ыoodcurdling oaths - they might have lightly betrayed 
their fraternal secrets. Without the freshly-minted myth of 
Solomon's architect, the ritua\ists could not have enriched 
the Craft with the word 'Тemple' or invoked its many 
religious and mystical properties. Jndeed the brotherhood 
might have died out in decades, for who could imagine 
kings and princes patronizing а club where everyЬody aped 
the plain trade-union customs of а crowd of joumeyman 
building workers? Instead, transformed with the ceremon­
ies, symbols, finery and regalia of а new magical order, 
Freemasonry became а dynamic movement which in less 
than 150 years would spread throughout the wor\d. 

Today, some Freemasons feel that, Ьу taking the Ыооd 
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".,. • •I 1/)с 'oЬligations', Grand Lodge has diminished the 
1 11111 \ appeal. They are appalled that newcomers no 
111111(1·1 'IWcar the penalties, and they resent Grand Lodge's 
11111.11 l1a11dcd approach. One affronted Mason told me that 
• 11. , li;щgcs were never formally put to his todge. 

\V ,- 11t·ver discussed them and nor did any other lodge, as far as 1 
1'"1\1• Wc were suddenly told they were happening, and that was 
111 .11 1 1 ·111: penalties gave the rituals their edge, their tension and 
111''''·" Now they are as exciting as watching paint dry. Grand 
1 "1~!1· carc~ more for outsiders' ridicule 1han our concem. 

111 <ktober 1986, а rebel Masonic puЫication, Third 
1.-1\111.~. (\amned the changes as an act of cowardice and 
· 11111-.cu\ation forced through onty at а meeting packed with 
· ··l-.1·rs after Grand Rank (Freemasonry's elaborate 

· 1 .1t·111 11f promotions and awards). 

1111· pcnalties form а vital part in the process Ьу rcprescnting 
'''' 1·11ormity and seriousness of our sacril'ice and of our Masonic 
· 11<kavour to rebuild the Tcmple. То bring our Creator's light, 
1 l111111gt1 our actions at all levels, into our fallen world and thereby 
1°11111: Рсасе to the whole earth. It is an enormous task - but one 
"-111,·11 we are sworn to serve. 24 

( 11 апd Secretary Highaш riposted that: 

lhc decision was оп а free vote, Ьу а very \arge majority, in an 
111111\ttally well attended Grand Lodge comprising, as usual, 
• 11.111d Officers, and the Wardens, Masters and Past Masters of 
1111\·ate Lodges. It is masonically improper for any Freemason to 
11111:~1ion that decision and unseemly for it to Ье done in а way 
1\•l11cl' casts aspersion оп the integrity of others. 25 

· Apron War' was now well and truly joined. Тhе rebels 
• 11unterЫasted that moving the penalties was masonically 
1llcga\, according to one Antient Charge which every 
1 1 >dge Master promises to enforce: 'You admit that it is not 
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in the power of any Man or Body of Men to make 
innovation in the Body of Masoлry.' Grand Lodge's Board 
of General Puqюses (its inner govemment of some forty­
seven members) promptly dug out а document of 1723 
which showed the Charge had originally ended with the 
phrase, 'without the consent first obtained of the Grand 
Lodge'. Iп DecemЬer 1986 they stuck that phrase back in 
the Charge, in the vain hope that it might silence the Ritual 
fundamentalists. 26 

Over the centuries, but particularly in recent years, the 
penalties must have repelled more Masons from the Craft 
than they have attracted. ln 1979 even the Duke of Кепt 
confessed to his own 'definite sensation of repugnance' 
over the penalties, апd 'the distasteful aspect of caШng 
upon God to witness an Oath which is scarcely practicaJ and 
certainly barbarous'. Grand Lodge admilted that, if 
enforced, thcy would also involve 'а serious criminal 
offence'. 27 Several, surely! (Kidnapping, grievous Ьodily 
harm, torture, mutilation, breachesofthe Clean Air Acts­
unauthorized Ьowel-burning and ash-wahing in puЫic- as 
well as murder and conspiracy.) In the first degree ritual all 
this must have 'соте as а surprise and а shock' to the novicc 
who had just been told that there is nothing in Freemasonry 
which is 'incompatiЬ!e with your civil, moral or religious 
duties'! 

In April 1986 the Duke of Kent told Grand Lodge that 
any future change over the penallies would 'Ье of our 
making, add not because people outside Freemasonry have 
suggested it'. Yet only four weeks later, when the change 
was accepted, the Board of General Purposes admined tbe 
penalties had to go partly Ьecause they gave 'ready material 
for attack Ьу our enemies and detractors'.28 

Freemasonry's detractors had far more than а little 
throat-cutting to complain aЬout. Not content with dream­
ing up foul oaths and the fantasy of Hiram Ablff, the 
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t1rotherhood's eighteenth-century founders made а third 
.1111..I cven more revolutionary change: they stripped the 
11tuals of Jesus Christ. 



2 
Whatever Happened to Jesus? 

Уе dull stupid mortals, give o'er your conjectures, 
Since Freemasonry's secrets уе ne'er сап obtain. 

Eighteenth-century Masonic song1 

Among the 'dulJ stupid mortals' who are not Masons are 
most of Britain 's Christians. From time to time individual 
Protestant clergymen - armed with а few 'secrets' - have 
attacked the Craft, but their denominations maintained а 
formal silence until the 198os when one church after 
another expressed doctrinal revulsion against the 
fraternity. 

It is retnarkaЫe that this issнe, at this time, should have 
united 'auld enemies' who have disagreed оп almost 
everything else for 400 years. Scotland has seethed with 
religious discord since thc Reformation took l10ld in 156о. 
ln the history of Christianity few tribes have loathed each 
other more than Scots Catholics and Presl>yterians, among 
them the Free Church of Scotland. Yet recently the 'Wee 
Frees' have соте round to the 'Papist' view of Free­
masonry: total opposition. Today the brotherhood stands 
condemned Ьу both churches. 

The faithful who enrol in Masonic associations arc in а state of 
grave sin and may not receive Holy Communion. 

Declaration Ьу the Vatican, NovemЬer 1983 

The Masonic Order is а work of darkness. The further people are 
led into it the more they learn of its idolatrous, heathenish nature. 

Revd Hugh Cartwright addressing the General 
AssemЫy of the Free Church of Scotland, Мау 1986 
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Н L"vcrend Cartwright did not fulminate in vain. The Free 
1 111111.:h's elders, massed in Edinburgh, resolved over­
~111·l1t1ingly that 'active membership of Freemasonry is 
1111, 1111rшtiЫe with membership or office of the Christian 
• l1111 cl1'. Тhеу asked Masons in the Kirk to renounce the 
• 1.111 or face disciplinary actioп, in effect threateniпg 
. • 1 11111munication just like Bishops of Rome have been 
.1"1111~ to their ftock since 1738 (see Chapter В). 

1 cw Masons could Ье discomfited Ьу the onslaught of so 
.111.111 а church, yet the 15,000 Wee Frees, most living in the 
'' 111otc Highlands, were torch-bearers for а conftagration 

01 l1t·ll-tire anti-Masonry. Not to Ье outdone, the Free 
1'11 -..1,ytcrians (the Free Church's more puritanical rivals) 
. 11111 lt:inned Masonry as 'anti-Christian and of the works of 
.1.11kш~ss·. 2 Even the Church of Scotland - the Ьiggest 
'l11iн:l1110rth ofthe border-set up an inquiry wblch in 1989 
l•11111dcd aspects of Frcemasonry 'unworthy of Christians' 
. ,,.11 though most Scottish Masoпs belong to the Church 
11111 dcspite threats from some of its ministers who are 
M.1-.ons. One prophesied that the investigation would Ье ап 
111"1ar1t recipe for losing members. 3 'Who do we take оп 
"' \I''' said another. 'Thc innoceпt ladies who take yoga 
• l.l"1>CS°?"~ 

1 J11deterred, the Kirk's invcstigators urged Masons to 
1 п onsider their involvement' in the Craft, but Scotland's 

1 •1 a11d Lodge will рrоЬаЫу hold оп to its 100,000 brethren. 
l 1 •• recent Grand Master Marcus Humphrey claims 
111t·111Ьership is increasing Ьу 5 per cent а year.5 IronicaJly, 
11ш1у Scots join the Craft to escape the gloom of Presby-
11· 1 ia11 worship, according to Dr David Steel (а fonner 
Mщlcrator of the Church of Scotland апd father of the 
11·t·c:nt LiЬeral Party leader): 

l11e Church in Scotland, 1 think largely through the Puritan 
111tl11<:nce of the eighteenth century, has Ьесоmе somewhat barren 
• •I 1111agery. somewhat suspicious of ritual ... 1 think myself that 
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this subconsciously is one of the attractions of Freemasonry to 
men in Scotland. They find in it this richness of symbol and 
imagery, which articulates deep feelings which the)' may have, not 
in any rational sense, but in an imaginative way. 

Dr Steel has no proЫems reconciling his Freemasonry 
with his Christian beliefs but what outrages other church­
men, in Scotland, England and elsewhere, is that nowhere 
in the Craft's ritual or rulebook does Christ or Christianity 
get а mention. Тhis would not matter if the fraternity were 
а golf club, а trade union or any other society dedicated to 
social, material or political ends, but inany Christians find it 
repellent in а movement which purports to bave moral, 
spiritoal and religious goals. The rcpulsion might not arise 
if the Freemasons had retained the Christian beliefs of the 
stonemasons which they always expressed in their 
ceremonies. 

The migl1t of the Father of Heaven and the wis(Jom of thc 
glorious Son through the grace and the goodness of the Holy 
()host that is three persons and one God, Ье witl1 us at our 
beginning and give us gгасе so to govern ш; he1·e in our living that 
we may comc to his Ыiss that never shall have ending. Amen. 

This prayer comes from the third oldest Constitution, the 
so-called 'Grand Lodge' manuscript. Like almost all 
medieval rulebooks it is thoroughly Christian, which is only 
to Ье expected since the stonemasons worked mainly on 
Christian buildings in а wholly Catholic nation. 'Тhе 
estaЫished church was the bedrock for the predecessors of 
modern Freemasonry. 17 Yet when Dr Anderson drew up 
his Constitutions in the i 72os he decided Freemasonry was 
better off without the Holy Trinity. 

In l1is first Antient Charge, 'Concerning GOD and 
RELIGION', Anderson condemns both atheism and ir­
religion. Не states that in 'ancient Times' masons were 
oЫiged to follow the religion of their own country, but then 
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.111nounces: ''tis now thought more expedient only to oЫige 
1l1t:m to that religion in which all Men agree, leaving their 
particular Opinions to themselves.' Here Anderson is 
1l1smissing as ancient even some stonemasons' rulebooks 
\vr·itten during bls own Iifetime. 8 Не was cooking history to 
l1t his private opinions or the dictates of Grand Lodge. 
l ·.i t l1er way, the deception comes Ш from а Presbyterian 
1111ctor of divinity. Не also decided that the religion in 
\Yhich aJl men agreed was belief in а Supreme Being. It was 
allegedly for this reason that Jesus was struck out: to 
1·liminate all cause for sectarian bickering. Henceforth, 
1·very kind of Christian, even Catholics, could unite in 
Masonry. So could Deists and Jews. 

There could havc been anotl1er reason for the change. At 
1l1e heart of almost all major rites and religions there is а 
kgend of а lost leader, а dying god. Few faiths with а 
liuman element (as opposed to plain sun-worship, for 
example) allow their central figure to die peaccfully in bed. 
l{itual demands а martyr, but now that Freemasonry had 
rts own martyr in the newly-minted character of Hiram 
Лbiff, it по longer needed Christ crucified. Freemasonry is 
а rite, but is it а religion? 

Throughout the eighteenth century, Masonic ritual 
п.~tained а few Christian traces from the New Testament, 
lюt Ьу 1816 even these had been removed. 9 The ritual 
rcmains de-Christianized today, leaving each Mason to 
interpret the Supremc Being in his own way: as the God of 
the Christians or the God of Jews or Muslims. А Mason 
need not go to church or belong to any organized faith. Не 
need only prof ess belief in а single universal force. Grand 
Secretary Michael Нigham says а Mason 's God 'must Ье а 
good one', 10 but there seems to Ье nothing in the rituals to 
stop him worshipping а God that is good and evil, or even 
whol/y evil. А Mason may believe God and Satan are one, 
or that God is Satan. 
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А candidate has only to say he puts his trust in God, 
whom the rituals call the 'Great Architect' or the 'Grand 
Geometrician', and he is welcome in Frcemasonry. Since 
all discussion of religion is banned, 'masonry is the centre 
of union Ьetween good men and true, and the happy means 
of conciliating friendship amongst those who must other­
wise have remained at а perpetual distancc.' 

When Anderson wrote these scntiments11 they would 
have held consideraЫe appeal to men of reason. For 200 

years Europe had Ьсеn torn apart Ьу brutal wars fought in 
the name of God. The British lslcs had Ьсеn rackcd 
repeatedly Ьу Popish plots, real and imagined. ln 1685 а 
war was fought to depose the Catholic King James 11 and 
replace him with а Protestant, William of Orange. ln 1715, 
only eight years before Anderson weпt into print, the 
JacoЬites had rebelled with the aiin of putting James II's 
son оп the throne. lt was а time when the spectre of 
vengeful Catholics stringing up Anglicans and dissenters 
was never far from England's imagination. 

ln such а climate there was рrоЬаЫу а need for а 
humanistic fratemity based on religious tolerance. From its 
formal beginnings this is what 'speculative' Freemasonry 
claimed to Ье. lt may have been as good as its word: in 1729 
one of England's first Grand Masters was а Catholic; 
Thomas Howard, 8th Duke of Norfolk. Equally remark­
aЫe was the admission of Jews when they were excluded 
from most other organizations. Indeed, it seems that 
Christian elements in the ritual were removed in deference 
to Jewish sensitivities. At that time ргоЬаЫу the only 
Muslims in Britain were а few Turkish merchants, but in 
today's multi-racial society, as а leading Masonic clergy­
man recently asked, 'lf the Craft had to Ье de-Christianized 
for the sake of our Jewish brethren, ought it perhaps to Ье 
"de-Judaized" for Muslim adhercnts, and even "de­
scripturized" for the Hindu seeker?' 12 
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Many non-Masonic Christians Ьelieve that de-Christian-
11c:d Masonry contains huge theologicaJ eпors. lt has 
1 ··rtainJy had idiotic side-effects. For example, the patron 
".1ints of tbe stonemasons were the 'Quatuor Coronati' or 
1 our Crowned Martyrs. Confusingly their legend starts 
'vith five Christian stonecutters Ьeing put to death in Rome 
111 л.о. 298 for refusing to sculpt the image of а pagan god. 
Whcn the statue was completed Ьу other hands, four more 
111aoons were Ьeaten to death for refusing to offer it 
1111.:cnse. ln the 17oos the Freemasons who expunged Christ 
kc:rt the Crowned Martyrs as their patron saints, 'the first 
l1·~cndary Masons to feel the brunt of hatred for nоЫе 
prir1ciples'. 13 Yet if the Martyrs had practised the 'toler­
.111ce' of modern Freemasons, they would have respected 
111J1er men's gods and sculpted the statue. They would even 
l1ave offered incense, for as Anderson said, 'in ancient 
1 irnes Masons were charged' to observe every country's 
l'rcvailing religion, 'whatever it wa.r'. Christians may rightly 
ri.:vcre the Crowned Martyrs, but Ьу Masonic lights they 
1vcre Ьigoted fools. 
То this day Masons claim tolcrance is one of their 

"lrengths, saying the Craft сап work only on the basis of 
111ulti-faith goodwill. 'lt is sad,' says the Duke of Kent, 'in 
1l1ese days of ecumenism and, in some quarters, tolerance, 
1Jiat it should Ьс considered .а criticism of Freemasonry 
tlшt it is not spccifically Christian.' 14 One brother put it 
111ore Ыuntly to me: 'Anti-Masonic priests are hypocrites. 
\Ve've been practising true Christian-style undcrstanding 
1·or three centuries. The churches уар on for decades 
about coming together, but they achieve nothing.' 

In 1985 Grand Secretary Нigham took to а City of 
l~ondon pulpit to deliver а lunch-time talk entitled 'Free· 
masonry - from Craft to Tolerance'. Не was breezy and 
informal but stood firm against Christian anti-Masonry. Не 
pointed out that he was а Christian and а sidesman at his 
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Jocal Anglican church, and said Masonic ritual omits Christ 
only so men of different faiths may соте together withoul 
compromise. 

Many Christians feel that Masons have reached common 
ground only Ьу creating their own religion: а kind of 
spiritual Esperanto. Higham said there is по such religion. 
Freemasonry encourages morality but only 'at ground 
level. religion takes it upwards'. Тhе same year Grand 
Lodge issued а leaflet 15 stating that Freemasonry is not а 
religion or а substitute for religion. Members must Ьelieve 
in а Supreme Being, but there is по separate Masonic God. 
А Mason 's God is the God of the religion he professes. 
Freemasonry lacks а rcligion's basic elements. 'lt has по 
theological doctrine, and Ьу forbldding religious discussion 
at its meetings, it will not allow а Masonic theological 
doctrine to develop.' It offers по sacraments. nor docs it 
claim to lead to salvation Ьу secret knowledge or any other 
means. As for Freemasonry's secrets, these are concerned 
not with sa\vation, but 'modes of recognition'. 
АН this conflicts with the kind of view expressed Ьу many 

prominent Masons earlier this century, when they had по 
worry about puЫic opinion and cou\d proclaim their Ьeliefs 
with impunity in Masonic Ьooks and journals, and even 
courts of \aw. Тhus in 1903 the Grand Lodge ofNew York 
presented this statement when successfully defending itself 
against а c\aim of unfair expulsion brought Ьу а wayward 
brother. 

The precepts contained in the 'Landmarks and the Charges of а 
Freemason • fonnulate а creed so thoroughly religious iп character 
that it may well Ье compared with the fonnally expressed doctrine 
of many а denominational church. Тhе Masonic fratemity may, 
therefore. Ье quite properly regarded as а religious society. 16 

In 1914 the first edition appeared of one of American 
Freemasonry's Ьest-selling Ьooks: The Builders Ьу а 
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11.11 •• i ... 1 minister named Joseph Fort Newton. This has Ьеео 
." • 1.11111t:d as 'the most notaЫe writing of the century' and is 
·••11 1111 sale in Masonic Ьookshops оп Ьoth sides of the 
'1l.111tic. 17 То Newton, 'Masonry is not а religion, but it is 

11, 11.:юn, а worship in which all good men may unite, that 
· ,,, 11 шау share the faith of all'. 18 

l11·.1ratl of criticizing Masonry, let us thank God for one altar 
, 111·11· 110 man is asked to surrender his liberty of thought and 

1" , 111111: an indistinguishaЫe atom in а mass of sectarian agglo­
"" 1.111on ... High аЬоvе all dogmas that divide, а\1 bigotries that 
1.111111. all Ьittemess that Ьeclouds. will Ье the simple words of the 
,,", . .-1rrnal religion - the Fatherhood of God, the moral law, tbe 
1· • •I• k 11 rule and the hope of а life evcrlasti11g! 19 

111 tl1c 192os J. S. М. Ward wrote Ьooks linking 
l 11·t·rnasonry with cults and rcligions from all ages . 
. 111111tries and cultures: '1 consider Freemasonry is а 
.11ll11:iently organized school of mysticism to Ье entitlcd to 
,,,. i.:alled а religion ... 1 boldly aver that Frecmasonry is а 
н·l1~ion.'ю 

Ward's staunch ally. Sir John Cockburn, Grand Deacon 
''' E11gland and Deputy Grand Master of Australia, 
111-;missed the row betwecn Masonry and religion as 'mcrely 
.1 war of words', and yet: 'lf the title of а religion Ье denied 
11 • 1:reemasonry. it may well claim the higher ground of 
lit•ing а federation of reliriions. It is а form of worship in 
"'l1ich all religions unite.' 1 

ln 1924 an eminent British Masonic scholar, W. L. 
Wilmshurst. wrote that Freemasonry is not а religion, but 
promptly followed this with Masonic douЫe-speak: 'А 
l1rother may legitimately say, if he wishes - and many do 
-;ау - ''Masonry is my religion" but he is not justified in 
classifyinf and holding it out to other people as а 
religion.' 2 

Тhis seems to Ье telling Masons that they may embrace 
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Freemasonry as а religion, but should not let outsiden in 
оп tbe secret. In 1952 another Anglican minister, using the 
pseudonym Vindex, defined Freemasonry as а super­
religion: 'There has always Ьееn ап inherent longing to 
penetrate deeper, to achieve а more profound personal 
communion with nature, with reality and with God than 
was possiЫe through official state religions.' Masonry 
satisfies this longing: 'Good men and true literally Ьу the 
thousand seek out the Craft every year, attracted to it Ьу 
some magnetism that seems almost the supematural work­
ings of the Holy Spirit. •2J 

In 1954 по less an authority than а Graпd Chaplain of 
Grand Lodge addressed the question: is Freemasonry а 
religion? 

1 fi.nnly Ьelieve tha( i1 is. The 1ests of any religion lie ( 1) in its 
Ьelief in Almighty God and the OЫigation to serve Him; (2) on 
che perfoпnance of duties to God and Man based оп the divine 
law found in а divine revelation (the ВiЫе); (3) [in its posses.sing) 
а system of faith and worship. 

Freemasonry confonns to all of these, and those who have mel 
within its s.acred precincts have experienced that inspiracion which 
comes from Ьeing nearer to God. 1t may not Ье а complete 
religion since it does nol attemp1 10 minister to women and 
children. and Ьecause it is highly selective, but it is nonetheless а 
religion. 2~ 

Grand Chaplain is one of the highest offices in English 
Freemasonry. lt is filled each year Ьу а man of religion 
chosen to personify the movement's spirituality. Тhis 
man's views сап hardly have Ьееn perverse, nor were they 
disowned at the time Ьу his brother in 'cloth' and 'apron': 
Geoffrey Fisher, Archbishop of Canterbury. 

Today, Masonic researchers say most of these writers 
were over-enthusiastic crackpots whose scholarship is now 
discredited. Grand Librarian John Hamill tellingly entitled 
а recent lecture 'The Sins Of Our Masonic Fathers'.2'\ ln it 
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11\· i.:luims that some of the authors quoted аЬоvе 'had а 
• '1111plete misconception as to the nature and purpose of 
1 1t'i.:masonry', but 'what our critics do is to use these 
щ1~~uided interpretations to Ьolster their case against the 
t 1aft'. 

l lumill may Ье right but, if so, practically all the Masonic 
1\·11ti.:rs, historians and sages of the past 100 years shared 
1l1i.: i;ame misconception and certainly spread it around. 
1 ogether their Ьooks sold in hundreds of thousands. Many 
.в~.: ~till Ьeing reprintcd and sold through Masonic book­
·,J111ps. It is difticult to know whon1 to believe: the dcad 
Ma~ns who claim Freemasonry is а religion or the living 
"'·lюt:laim it is not. Who knows? ln fiftyor а hundred years' 
11111с, а ncw crusade of Masonic writers may Ье preaching 
••11<."С again thal Freemasonry is the universal rcligion 10 
·"1vc all mankind. 

Т11е current claim that Freemasonry is no such thing is 
1111.: only puЫicly ассерtаЫе defencc 10 attacks on the Craft 
l111ш Christians of many persuasions. Thirly years ago 
Masons were so entrenchcd in lhe Protestant hierarchies 
1l10ll they never seemed to havc asked themselves whether 
l·н:cmasonry conRictcd with Christian doctrinc. А mere 
pricst who dared ask, such as Walton Hannah, found 
lнmself out in the cold. Today, whcn {it seems) no serving 
Л11glican bishop is а Mason, the cult has fewer friends in 
lнgh places. An evangelical revival and the rise of the 
charismatic 'Born Again' brigade have reduced Masonic 
clcrgymen to а tiny minority. This is not the time for any 
Mason to claim Freemasonry is а religion, even if he thinks 
11 i~. 

ln 1984 England's highest Masonic authority, the Duke 
.ir Kent, told his brethren to curb their tongues: 'lt will 
t·crtainly help if the phrase ... Freemasonry is my religion" is 
щ;ver uttered again. 1 cannot think of any words more 
liki:ly to give а false impression of the Craft."26 Yet the 
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phrase is still Ьeing uttered. Masons have admitted to me 
that they feel Freemasonry is а religion: it does demand 
Ьelief, it has dogma, it does offer sacraments, and it еvел 
promises а kind of salvation: when а Mason dies he goes to 
the ·Grand Lodge Above', which may mean the Christian 
Heaven but sounds more like а Masonic Valhalla. 

Masons are well-prepared for а Masonic after-life Ьу 
their training оп earth. They meet in 'temples' which have 
'altars'. When а new lodge is founded it must Ье 'con­
secrated'. Тhе rituals have а spiritual, even holy, 
atmosphere whipped up Ьу hymns and prayers offered Ьу 
'chaplains'. Оле Mason's wife tells me that after lodge 
meetings her husband comes home glowing, not from 
alcohol but from something resemЫing а religious climax. 
Reverend 'Vindex' achieved similar satisfaction: 'То 

witness а Third Degree Ceremony for me, as а Christian 
Priest, is to relive Good Friday. '27 For him а ritual built оп 
the fairytale of Hira01 Ablff's death became а deep 
religious experience. Most religions are built оп fairy- or 
folk-tales, of course, but ifMasons choose to point this out, 
they may only Ье acknowledging that Freemasonry too is а 
religion. 

Masons could even Ье given Masonic funerals, elaborate 
ones,211 but in 1962 Grand Lodge decreed that the 'final 
obsequies of any human being, Mason or not. are complete 
in themselves' and do not call for any Masonic prayers at 
the rcligious scrvice or the graveside. This ban came after 
incidents such as that engulfing the Bishop of Southwark, 
Mervyn Stockwood, in 1959. The relatives of а Mason had 
asked to hold а Masonic funeral in а local church. 

1 carefully studied the proposed service and 1 found that the 
words 'Jesus Christ' were omitted from the prayers and the word 
• Arcl1itect' substituted. Worse still, the cross was to Ье removed 
from the altar and an additional non-Christian ceremony was to 
take place at the graveside. 1 informed the vicar that while people 
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11111\I Ье free to bury their dead in their own way, 1 thought that in 
1 lш case it would Ье better for the service to take place in а 
Mil~onic temple. А Ьishop, when he is consecrated, promises to 
l1:111ish strange doctrines; therefore J could not al\ow the doctrine 
''' the divinity of Christ to Ье treated as peripheral. Moreover 
<"\'cry church was dedicated in the name of the Holy Trinity and 
1101 in the name of the Architect. 

П1is line 1 took stirred up а hornets' nest. 1 was wamed that I 
l1ac.J offended important benefactors and that the diocese would 
'11ffcr financially. It may have done so.2'J 

J'l1is issue was to break а loпg-standing friendship between 
Stockwood and Geoffrey Fisher, the former Anglican 
l'rimate. Stockwood felt Freemasonry was divisive: 
Лnglican Ьishops were tl1emselves supposed to Ье а 

\)mtherhood, but here was 'а secret society which de­
rшшded att absolнte loyalty. It was calculated to divide us 
111to two groups and could lead to conflict.' The conflict 
l1roke iп the press iп 1967, with Stockwood saying, ·А 
Christian has no пееd to go Ьеуопd the Church. His loyalty 
to Christ алd his church is paramount. The fact that Lord 
[;isher is а Freemasoп proves nothing. Нis succcssor at 
Canterbury will havc по truck with it.'зc• Privately. Fisher 
defended the Craft with revealing candour: 'The ritual is 
glorified nonseпse based on а legeпd of sorts. Why not? We 
all like that kind of play-acting if it is in а friendly 
atmosphere and even more if it poses as а secret!'31 

Some Masons admit they have по religion: not Free­
rnasonry or anything else. They have no Ьelief iп God, do 
not go to church, алd know little of religion Ьeyond their 
dim memories of instruction at school. One former Mason 
told me he resigned from his lodge wheп he lost his Ьelief in 
God. His colleagues urged him to stay. They said they did 
not believe either, but if people resigned on such flimsy 
grounds the lodge would soon lose all its members. 

This reflects Ш on а fratemity which, in the Duke of 
Kent's words, is 'ап ally of religion and is firmly rooted in 
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religious ЬеliеГ, yet it reflects the hypocrisy with which the 
Craft used to Ье run at the highest levels. ln 1956 Grand 
Lodge tried to get rates relief оп Freemasons' Hall оп the 
grounds that Freemasonry's main objects were 'the 
advancement of religion'. Тhе High Coun tumed this 
down Ьecause Freemasonry provided по religious instruc­
tion, по programme for the persuasion of unЬelievers, по 
supervision to ensure that its members remained constant 
in their various religions, по holding of services and по 
pastoral or missioпary work of апу kind. lпdeed, the judges 
found that а Mason did not have to practise any religion 
whatsoever. 

Grand Lodge fought this case just to avoid рау1пg taxes, 
but to do so it had to pcrform some nifty verbal tricks. In 
court it claimed that Freemasonry is dedicated to advanc· 
ing religion, but uutside it was saying the Craft has по 
dogma and bans religious discussion. This must Ье а 

noпsense. How сап Freemasonry 'advance' religioп, and 
educate its members in spirituality, if they are not aJlowed 
to discuss the meaning of the ritual's religious elements? 

The ban is itself the assenion of а pyramid of dogma in 
the ritual, which must Ье incomprehensiЫe to many of its 
performers prccisely Ьecause they are not allowed to 
discuss its meaning. What actor could rehearse а religious 
play without asking the meaning of the lines? Yet each 
Mason, it seems, must fumЫe his own way through the 
ritual's labyrinth of ideas from all manner of primitive апd 
mystical cults, some pre-dating еvеп Judaism. 
Оп the other hand, if Freemasonry really does have no 

dogma or doctrine, then Grand Lodge has no right to claim 
Freemasonry is not а religion, and surely Masons сап 
Ьelieve what they like. lf some want to Ьelieve it is а 
religion, then - for them - that is what it is. The 
constitutional position is clearly explained Ьу Alphonse 
Cerza, an Americaп Masonic historian who (until hisdeath 
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111 щК7) Ьelonged to the elite London research lodge, 
• J11.11uor Coronati. 

1 r1~t:niasonry ha!; no 'official' voke as lhat tcnn isused bysomc 
, 11111rl1c~ ..• lhe word •frec' in Freemasonry mcans cxactly wbat 
11 >av' ;ind thatcach mcmЬcr is frec tospcak his mind. [fa Mason 
11.1' •111 ac1ivc imagination and wants to interpret thc symЬols and 
r. "or1s for himsclf, that is his privilegc . 

l-1i:i:masonry Ьcing non-sectarian in religious ma11ers and non· 
1 н1l111..:al. по officeror groupofMasons bas authority 10 spcak for 
1110· Crnft; whcn 1hcy speak of such mattcrs they are expressing 
1111·11 1ndividual opinions only.'2 

l'his means that all 1he Grand Lodge of England's 
11111.:rance.s on religion, including its glossy pamphlets, are 
111·1tl1er official nor binding. They are nol 'Holy Writ', 
111t·rely opinions put forward Ьу the hicrarchy to ann thc 
1 ·rafl againsl present-day Christian concern. The phrascs 
l'R job' and 'cosmetic cxercise' spring to mind. 

111е irony is that. to prescгve its rcligious 'univcrsality' 
.11111 'tolerance', f'reemasonry has manyred а1 lcast one 
! 'liristian. ln 1853 William Tucker was dismissed as Grand 
Master of Dursct, allegcdly for showing up at Provincial 
< irand Lodge wearing the roЬes of another Masonic order: 
1l1c 'Christian' Rose Croix, in which Ье was а Sovereign 
< irand lnspector General of thc 33rd degree. His support­
t·rs (а minority in Grand Lodge) claimed his sacking was 
·tщrsb and unwise, and entirely unwarranted bythe reasons 
as~igned to it'. His rcal offence seems to have been 
rcpeatedly proclaiming the Craft was 'universally 
t'hristian' and Trinitarian: 'Christianity is our basis, our 
groundwork; and to every right-thinking and well-inten-
1ioned Mason, it constitutes the true secret of Free­
inasonry. · Such views undermined the removal of Christ 
from the rituals which had Ьееn completcd forty year5 
carlier. With Tucker discredited, thc last hopes of а re-
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CЬristianized Craft were destroyed. Tucker died only 
eighteen months later, still distressed Ьу his Masonic 
humiliation. 

When this story was examined Ьу Masonry's Quatuor 
Coronati research lodge in 196933 one memЬer, а Dr 
Vacher, observed that Tucker's •exaggerated Christianity 
was no doubt part of his normal make-up, yet his final 
abeпation could only Ье accounted for Ьу mental disturb­
ance. It would not, for example, have surprised me if hc 
had died of General Paralysis of the Insane, or а Cerebral 
Tumour.' As it happens, Tucker's death certificate says he 
died of Pulmonary Phthisis, а wasting lung disease. Some 
Christians - not least the four crowned martyrs- might Ье 
outraged Ьу the very idea of а condition such as 'exagger­
ated Christianity', but to accuse а man of insanity just for 
wearing the wrong robe to а Masonic meeting seems harsh, 
even when the accuser is а Mason. 



3 
Cloth and Apron, Cross and Square 

lt 1i. absolutely useless for а Frenchman to try to understand 
1 11i.:l1sl1 Masonry unless he realizes that the Crown, the Anglican 
1 l111н:h. and the United Grand Lodge of England are one God in 
1l1н·1· rersons. 1 

111 rt1c early 195os, when those words were written, King 
• оещ·gе VI was а dedicated Mason. ln earlier years two of 
'"" l)rothers (the Duke of Windsor and the late Duke of 
l\1·11t) had Ьееn ardent memЬers of the Craft. Today in 
, •111trast we have а Queen who cannot Ье а Mason, and а 
1 'om;ort who joined his father-in-law's lodge in 1953 but has 
1 •••~ly if ever donned an apron since. None of their three 
"'ш' is in the Craft or is likely to join. 

1 п 1953 the Archblshop of Canterbury апd sixtcen other 
с ·11urch of England Ьishops were 'оп the square'. Now, it 
"l·cms, по Mason wears ап Eпglish mitre. This drift from 
1 1 cemasonry has Ьееп going on for decades but it Ьесаmе 
11l1vious only in 1984 when The Brotherhood emЬoldened 
Л11gticans to criticize tbe Craft. They were astonished to 
l111d their hierarchy in general agreement. The ground was 
prcpared Ьу the Methodists, whose 1985 Conference 
mnsidered а report voicing these main objections: 

Masonic secrecy is 'destnкtive of fellowship' whereas the 
t 'hristiaп cornmunity is open to all. 

Candidates swear not to disclose the secrets of Freemasonry 
l'Cfore they know what they are, but Christians should not enter 
'into rituals and oЬligations whose content is unknown and whose 
1mplications are shrouded in secrecy'. 

Masons pray to а 'Supreme Being' to allow men of different 
faiths to come together, but the worship is so watered down as to 
Ье 'unsatisfactory in any religious tradition'. Christians must Ье 
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concerned that in the minds of some Masons the Supreme Being is 
not the God of Christians and that prayers are never offered in 
Christ's name. 

ln its rituals Masonry seeшs to offer salvation through secret 
knowledge. The Royal Arch ritual implies that rediscovering 
Masonry's lost secrets may help а Mason obtain eternal life. ln 
contrast Christianity offers salvation through k.nowledge 'free\y 
availaЬ\e to all'. 

ln some rituals the candidate is told he is making а journey from 
darkness into light. This сап only Ье interpreted as spiritua\ 
enlightenment, but in Christianity this сап Ье achieved only 
through Christ. ln the third degree the candidate is put to а 
symЬolic death from which he is raised Ьу Masonic ritual. ln 
Christianity the same passage from death 10 life is achieved 
through Baptism. Masonry thus perfonns ceremonies which are 
'equivalent to essential parts of Christian practice and offer 
alternatives to imponant elements of Christian faith'. 

Freemasonry claims not to Ье а religion, the report 
concluded, but its rituals contain religious practices and 
carry religious overtones. The Christian who becomes а 
Mason may compromise his beliefs and his allegiance to 
Christ, perhaps without realizing it: 'Consequently 
Methodists should not Ьесоmе Freemasons. · The commit­
tee acknowledged the many sincere Methodist Masons 
'whose commitment to Christ is unquestionaЫe' and who 
see no conflict in their dual membership, but to allay 
suspicion, they should declare they are Masons or, even 
better, quit Masonry altogether. 

Conference not only adopted this report; it banned 
lodges from meeting on Methodist premises. All Masonic 
services now had to accord with Methodist puЫic worship. 
Henceforth по service could proceed without mention of 
Christ. 

Methodist Masons were appalled. The church's news­
paper, the Methodist Recorder, rarely vibrates with 
controversy but now its letters column was bombarded Ьу 
Masons who felt bereft and stigmatized. Many stressed the 
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• , .111 ·"1 charity and good works. Some contrasted the wann 
''" 1нl"l1ir tltey had found in Masonic lodges with the frosty 
' , ' • 1••11111 оп offer from some Methodist congregations. А 
Ч.1·11111\ wife protested her husband's devotion to Christ 
11111 Mt·tlюdism, but lamented that this anti-Masonic drive 

11111•111 lorcc them both out of the Church. 
• •111· 111inister who is also а Mason told them not to Ье 

·'· '' .111"t. 'Try not to feel hun,' said Revd Frank Thewlis, 
·'"" 1 ~ivc way to those who seem deteпnined to turn 
,,,, 1l1щlism into an exclusive minor sect.' Не ridiculed 
• "••lt-н:nce Ьу reminding readers of its past votes: for total 
,, , .1111t·псе from alcohol, agaiшt charity Jotteries Ьecause 
,,,,., '"'ere а form of gamЫing. Other resolutions had 

1. ' 11ft·d homosexuality was not а sin and that doctors ought 
•, • l 11· allowed to put teenage girls оп the Pill without their 
1•111·111~· knowledge. If Methodists were required to agree 
,, 1111 ;111 these votes, said Thewlis, 95 per cent would have to 
,, "'':11. Most ignorcd them, so Freemasons did not have to 
·11111 i:ither. They should stand and fight. 

1 ·11cn someone remembered а memorial staiпed-glass 
,,,111Jow in Wesley's Chapel, Methodism's mother-church 
111 1 ondon. lt was paid for Ьу Masons to hoпour Methodists 
~ 1lkt.I in Wor\d War 1 and is decorated with the square-
011111-compass and а Masoпic Star of David. lt shows Jesus 
. 111l}racing а dying soldier, whose right leg is bared to the 
1. щ:с as if he is an Apprentice Mason. One wag wrote to the 
N1·1шder suggesting it should Ье boarded up until 'Light' 
1\•as restored to the theologians. 

Methodism has had а 'love-hate' relationship with 
Masonry for over 200 years. Тhе Church's founder, John 
Wcsley, was strongly opposed: 'What an amazing banter 
11pon all mankind is Freemasonry! And what а secret it is 
which so many concur to keep! From what motive? 
J'f1rough fear or shame to own it?' However, John's 
11ephew. the composer Samuel Wesley, was а Mason and 
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became Grand Organist. In 1917 Methodist Masons set up 
their own \odge in London and cal\ed it Epworth, after 
John 's birthplace. Other Epworth Lodges were founded i11 
Manchester and Liverpool, with six more in Ireland and 
Australia. 

With so strong а tradition, 6,ооо Methodist Masons set 
up their own association to fight the 1985 Conference 
decision, but one year \ater their petitions were dismissed. 
Their secretary Ronald Harris \amented: ·we have been 
judged and found wanting without being givcn а hearing. · 
Не vowed they would overturn the policy in future years, 
hut thcy have not yet succeeded. 

There are only 500,000 Methodists in Britain. but the 
dccisions of this most senior congregation in world 
Methodism are heeded in many countries, including 
America, where 13.6 million Methodists outnumber 
Anglican Episcopalians Ьу nearly five to onc. The Grand 
Lodge of Englaпd had been ill-prepared for t\1e Methodist 
onslaught, but it could ignore al\ Nonconformist yelps so 
long as they did not start the dogs barking in the Anglican 
Church. Тоо late! The aпti-Masonic plague was spreading 
like raЬies. 

In February 1985 the Church of England General Synod 
voted to investigate the ·compatibllity or otheIWise of 
Freemasonry and Christianity'. Laymen and priests cx­
pressed concern about Masonic 'light', the oaths, the 
failure to distinguish bctween religions, the apparcnt offer 
of salvation through secret knowledge, and whether 
Masons believe they сап get into Heaven through good 
works rather thaп faith in Christ. А working group was set 
up to consider these charges a11d many more brought Ьу 
Christian thinkers in recent books. 2 Ву my reckoning the 
brotherhood stands accused of practising at least ten 
heresies. They make tough reading: 
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•v11<'1c1ism - Different religions are equally valid, or may Ье 
•. · ".,.,, as cqual, or fused. Шogical compromises are committed in 
''" .1\lt'rnpt to reconcile different systems of belief or notions of 
• ""' wt1ich are incompatiЫe. 

1·"1v1tн~ism - А Mason may believe in only one God but 
1 , , , 111:1sonry welcomes all Masons' Gods in the same Pantheon. 

1 •шlism - Masonic and Christian perceptions of God are in 
·11111• I. No Christian сап subscriЬe to both •without suffering 

i''11111al schizophrenia'.3 

',, "шianism - God the Father is elevated at the expense of God 
t 111 \011. 

l'··la/.\ianism - Man is not cursed with original sin, but may 
" 111•·\'t' perfection on Earth and Heaven through good works. not 
1 11111 < 'liristians believe man is corrupt and сап only Ье redeemed 
''""''J!.11 Christ. 

l{:11ionalism - Terms like Supreme Architect and Great Geo­
"" 1 щ·i:ш imply God merely built the world and does not 
"''' rvcne in its affairs. Christians believe God asserts his will on 
1 111!1 lhrough Christ. 

• irю!>ticism - Sa\vation can Ье attained tl1rough secret know-
1. 1 lf~··. 

M;шicheanism - God is not all good, but both good and bad. 
1.tolatry - Some parts of the ritual may break the Second 

• . 1111nшndment not to make graven images or bow down to them. 
'iatanisш - Devil worship. 

Wrong-footed Ьу the Methodists, Grand Lodge was not 
1•11111g to Ье caught out Ьу the Anglicans. It got in first with 
.p1:ciaUy printed evidence, later assemЬ\ed in а fifty-page 
l11111klet,4 attacking all the usual anti-Masonic charges. It 
• 11:-;rпissed the Methodist committee's report as 'hurried and 
111-researched' and Iittered with errors. This was not 
"11rprising, said Grand Lodge, since all its members were 
111m-Masons. 

The Anglican group tried to get off to а better start. 
Лшоng its seven members were two Masons. One was 
l:11gland's highest priest-cum-Mason: Peter Moore, Dean 
ot· St Albans. It also included two women, whose enthu­
'iasm for an all·male society might have been understand-
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аЫу modest. ~ Despite only five meetings and а very tight 
budget, Ьу 1987 they completed а report: Freemasonry and 
Christianity, are they CompatiЫe? 

This challenged Grand Lodge 's claim that Masonry is 
private rather than secret, and its only secrets are the 'signs, 
grips and words used in proof of membership'. Not so, said 
the group. The ritua\s themse\ves frequently define secrecy 
far more widely, to cover not just the Order's secrets but 
every individual Mason's 'lawful secrets' too.(> 
Оп Freemasonry as а religion, the group were 'at опе in 

rejecting the assertion that the rituals contain no eleшent of 
worship'. They cited prayers offered to an Almighty Go{\ in 
all the rituals, which echo 'faшiliar Christian prayers апd 
phrases denuded of their norшal Christian reference'. 7 

111 its evidence Grand Lodge had claimed t\1at 'prayers 
in а masonic context are not acts of worship but the siшple 
asking for а Ыessing at the begirшing of work апd returning 
thanks at its successful conclusion'. Yet the group could not 
understand how, in the ordinary meaning of words, 
'prayer' сап Ье distinguished froin 'worship'. Was Grand 
Lodge not guilty of 'а Humpty-Dumpty use of \anguage'?11 

And just whose God is this Grcat Architect or Grand 
Geometrician? Grand Lodge says that these names simply 
al\ow men of diffcrent faiths to join in prayer, but therc is 
по separate Masonic God: а Mason 's God is the God of his 
own professed rcligion. 9 This was far too woolly f or the 
Anglican investigators. То the111 Craft Masonry is typical 
eighteenth-century Deism. Two hundred years on, must 
not this 'represent а slur or slight on Christia11ity'? ю Some 
group members thought it must. and agreed with these 
points sent in Ьу other Christians. 

If the unique claims of Christianity are to Ье taken seriously 
how can а man claiming to Ье а Christian belong to а Deist 
organisation in which there is а free and easy acceptance of any 
religion - Hindu. Sikh, Muslim, Jew et а\. - whose God(s) are 
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,,,, 11 own and wholly alien to the God of the New Testament? 

1 Ja, the Christian not а clear and overwhelming responsibllity 
11111111ually to witness to the higher claims of Christianity? 

l l1c entire group, Masons and non-Masons, felt that 
1 • •111" of the ritual of the Royal Arch ( another order, 
·11 .• 11~scd in the next chapter) must Ье considered 
1.1.1·.pl1emous. Otherwise they divided оп predictaЫe lines. 

l l1e reftections of the Working Group itself reveal ш1derstand­
,1.1o- 1lifferences of opinion between those who are Freemasons 
"" 11 lюse who are not. Whilst the former fully agree that there are 
· I• .11 1lifficulties to Ье faced Ьу Christians who are Freemasons, 
,,,, lattcr are of the mind that the Report points to а number of 
. ' 1 \' fundamental reasons to question the compatiЬility of 
1 •· 1·111asonry with Christianity. 11 

Wl1cn thc findings lcaked out, Grand Lodge was out-
1 11·.•·li. It had asked to Ье allowcd to comment before 
1•11l1lication and to bring evidence to refutc any 'alleged 
'"' mпpatibllities', yct this offcr was spurned. It had 
"l'Plied stacks of evidence and 'replied to all questions 

·' 1111 candour; it is а pity that the candour was not 
d ' р , , , 1procate . -

< i1·and Lodge rcjected all the report's findings, Ьу 

1·."1·rting that Freemasonry contains по heresies, 
l •l.tsphemies or clcments of religio11. 1 t does deal in 
11111гality and encourages its members to live а better life, 
11111 it certainly has а spiritual basis. Thus it cannot Ье а 

.1.111gcr to Christianity, but rather 'its very useful 

. 11111panion'. 
111 1 une 1987 Grand L0(1ge distributed а hurried counter­

l 1l.1'>t to all Synod members as they assemЫed to discuss the 
11·p11rt at York. This may have done the trick. The report 
" ;i~ l>acked Ьу 394 votes to fifty-two and commended for 
!111·ther discussion, but Masons claimed they had won the 



88 Ritual or Religion? 

debate. 13 There would Ье no 'sleazy heresy hunt, based on 
unsubstantial evidence', as one priest put it, and no witch­
hunt either. Even if some Masonic ceremonies might Ье 
Ыasphemous in parts, that does not mean Masons are 
Ыasphemers. 

This was getting too serious, felt the ArchЬishop of 
York, Dr John Habgood. In his speech he took the 
benign view that Freemasonry was 'а fairly harmless 
eccentricity'. While 'no doubt there are cases of people 
heing unheathily absorbed in what is Ьу any standards а 
rather odd society', words like heresy and Ыasphemy were 
inappropriate. Freema.sonry was not his kind of eccent­
ricity-he would have difficulty 'worshipping an architect' -
but he could see that 'men get а certain pleasure out of 
doing things which they wouldn't do in front of their wives. 
These are all harmless pleasures. And if peoplc cnjoy it. 
why shouldn't they?' 

Habgood felt that Masons brought much of their 
trouЫes оп themsclves Ьу their aura of secrecy: 'Howevcr 
trivial thc actual secrcts . . . if something looks likc а 
conspiracy, thcn people will treat it as onc, whatcver the 
disclaimers.' Нс said the atmosphcre of conspiracy and 
secrecy was so inf ectious that when he was sent а сору of 
the report, he very nearly ate it. 

The Anglicans had looked only at the religious aspects of 
Freemasonry. Jt had not been their job to investigate 
allegations about Masonic mutual aid, career prefennent 
or corruption. Yet Habgood did say that people in puЬlic 
roles 'are well advised to Ье cautious. lt is possiЫe to give 
the impression of being one of а clique while in fact 
behaving entirely honouraЫy. Hence 1 am glad that most 
modern Bishops bave avoided the Craft.' 

Masons might have found some of the Archblshop's 
remarks Ыunt or contemptuous, but he had coated the pill 
with so much sugar that Grand Lodge reprinted his speech 
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111 1·1111 and distributed it to all brethren. Me.antime, one 
111111-Masonic vicar in Wales turned the argument on its 
l11·;1tl in а letter to the Church Times. 14 

l'c1haps the Masonic Order could carry out an investigation 
1111с1 the Church. They will doubtless find, among the endless 
11\·pocrisy, the occasional Ыasphemy and considerable self­
·····king. 



4 
Jahbulon - the Sacred Word to Кеер 

If а spiritual or religious secret is worth knowing, it is worth 
sharing with the whole world. 

An Anglican priest who used to Ье а Mason 

The 'secret' of Masonry is completely indefinaЫe ... it can 
only Ье obtained Ьу those who come of their own free will and 
accord, properly prepared and humЫy solicitiпg. And the know­
ledge that this humility has been shared Ьу everyone else in the 
room is the cement which Ьinds Masons. The 'secret' is the shared 
experience . . . Trying to explain the joys of Masonry to an 
outsider is rather like trying to describe the joys of motherbood to 
а spinster: Masonry, like motherhood, has to Ье experienced 
before it сап Ье understood. 

Cano11 Richard Tydema111 

Beyond Craft Freemasonry lie many fanciful orders, each 
with its own arcane jargon and grandiose titles. Canon 
Tydeman, for example, is а Past Grand Scribe Nehemiah of 
the Supreme Graлd Chapter of Royal Arch Masons of 
Eлgland. Не is also Grand Prior (33rd degree) ofthe Rose 
Croix, Grand Sovereigл of the Red Cross of Constantine, 
and а Knight Commandcr of the Great Priory of Malta. 
Even а man of the Canon's dedication, energy and charm 
must have found it difficult to fit all this Masoning in with 
his former duties as а Church ofEngland vicar. Just buying 
all the gear must surely have consumed much ofhis meagre 
clergyman's stipend. 
То join any of these orders, а Mason must already have 

reached the third degree in the Craft, but if he goes по 
further he is no other Mason 's inferior. His Master Маsоп 's 
ritual tells him he knows all the fundamental secrets. Even 
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1111.: Rose Croix, some ofwhose 30,000 members in England 
.111LI Wales soar to the 33rd degree, claims no ascendancy 
• 1vcr the Craft. 2 

Опlу опе order makes that claim: the Holy Royal Arch, 
l·1·cemasonry's self-styled 'Supreme Degree'. Safe within 
11-; 'Chapters', the Royal Arch dismisses the Craft's third 
ckgree as incomplete and its secrets as sham. There are 
·.ome 150,000 Royal Arch 'Companions' in England and 
Wales, which means only one Mason in every three or four 
1oins the order. 3 All the rest are unaware that their tongues 
1night have been torn out and throat<; cut across just for 
l1ctraying 'secrets' which are bogus, even Ьу Masonic 
->tandards. 

'Darkness is for those without,' says the Royal Arcl1 
1 itual.4 Thus, the Craft's hoodwi11ked шasses are not only 
cxcluded from Masonic light; they also suffer increasing 
puЫic hostility over а secret they are not even allowed to 
~lшre: the 'Grand Omnific Royal Arch Word', 1лнвu1.0N. 

The Methodist inquiry found that 'the most serious 
objection' for а C11ristian in all F'reemasonry 

lies in the Royal Arch ritual whicl1 revc<:i!s thc Supreme Being's 
true name as JЛHBllLON. Clearly each of this 1vord's three sy!lables 
.:onform to the name of а divinity in а particu!ar religion. The 
wlюle word is thus an examp\e of syncretism, an atteшpt t<! unite 
different religions in one, which Christia11s сашюt accept. ~ 

This view also permcated other Christian denomi­
nations, including the Church of England. ln OctoЬer 1987 
the Reading Evening Post puЫished an articlc Ьу Canon 
Brian Brindley in which he described JAHBULON as 'an 
unholy compound of the Hebrew name of God, Jehovah, 
with the heathen names for Baal and Osiris'. 6 Springjng to 
JAHBULON's defence was Grand Secretary Higham who 
douЫes as 'Grand Scribe Ezra' of Royal Arch. Тhе joЬs go 
together at Freemasons' Hall, London, where 'Ezra' 
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Higham speaks for some 18о,ооо 'Companions' in 2,836 
'Chapters· in England and Wales. Не now scribed that the 
Canon had got it wrong. 

The tri-syllaЫe word in the Royal Arch is а word and not а 
name of God. It is not an attempt to comblne the names of gods of 
differing religions, nor does it have any reference to Pagan gods. 
Attempts to relate its second and third syllaЫes to Baal and Osiris 
are simply semantic games played Ьу uninformed critics of 
Freemasonry. 7 

Few Post readers could have made sense of this - not 
least Ьecause Mr Higham, like all Royal Arch Com­
panions, has swom never to divulge the word he was 
defending. lf he ever 'dares to pronounce' JAH-BUL-ON 
outside Royal Arch circles (it is pronounced YAHBULON, Ьу 
the way) the good Commander risks having his 'head cut 
off' and, according to some versions of the ritual, his 
'Ьrains exposed to the burning rays of the sun'. 11 

If this was not а Ьig enough impediment to free speech, 
Higham was labouring under а more practical disability: he 
was misrepresenting the Royal Arch ritual. This tclls how 
the Jews were freed from captivity in Babylon in the sixth 
century в.с., and how they returned to Jerusalem to rebuild 
Кing Solomon's Temple. The aspiring candidate is given а 
shovel to dig the foundations but during excavations 
anotherworker discovers а vault from the original Temple. 
This contains а gold plate inscribed with two words: 
JЕноvлн, descriЬed as the 'Sacred and Mysterious Name of 
the True and Living God Most High'; and JAHBULON. The 
candidate is told these are Masonry's 'long-lost secrets', 
which Нiram Ablff died for rather than Ьetray 500 years 
before. Helping to rediscover them wins the candidate 
'exaltation' to the rank of Companion. Only then is he told 
that all the secrets he learned in the first three degrees are 
·suЬstituted secrets', adopted 'until time or circumstances 
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~hould restore the genuine'.9 Thus Masonry's 'Supreme 
Degree' drops the bombshell that all the hocus-pocus in the 
Craft is counterfeit. 
То enact this rediscovery, the top of the Royal Arch 

'altar' is adorned with а plate not of gold but of brass. This 
is inscribed with а circle оп which is written JE-HO-VAH, split 
iпto three syllaЫes. Withiп the circle is а triangle. Оп each 
~ide of the triangle is written JAH-вut-ON, also split in three. 
ln England this ritual is performed in dozens of variations 
or 'workings', but most include а 'Mystical Lecture' which 
... 11 Companioпs must drink in. 111 

ln times of antiquity, names of God and symЬols of divinity 
were always enclosed in triangular figures. ln thc days of 
Pythagoras, the triangle was considered the most sacred of 
t:mЬleшs . . . The Egyptians termed it the sacred number, or 
11umber of perfection, and so highly was it prized Ьу tl1e ancients, 
1l1at it became amongst them ап object of worship. They gavc it 
lhe sacred name of God ... T\1is sacred Dclta is usually enclosed 
with а square ашi circlc, thereby expressing its vivifying influence, 
<:xtcndiпg its ramification through all created nature; for these 
reasons it has ever been co11sidered the Great А\1, the Sиттшп 
Ronum. 

The word оп the triaпgle is that Sacred and Mysterioцs Nаше 
you have just solemnly e11gaged yot1rself never to pronounce. 

Тhis leaves little room for doubt that, contrary to Mr 
Higham's assertion, JAHBULON is а name of God and not 
just а word. lndeed, it seems to Ье the 'Sacred and 
Mysterious Name' of God. It is certainly not the Sacred and 
Mysterious Name of а man, dog, pig or rat. Тhе lecture 
t:ontinues: 

It is а compound word, and the comblnation forms the word 
IЛlf-ВUL-ON. It is in four languages, Chaldee, Hebrew, Syriac, and 
Egyptian. JAH is the Chaldee name of God, signifying 'His essence 
:шd majesty incomprehensiЬle'. lt is also а Hebrew word signi­
fying, 'I am and shall Ье', thereby expressing the actual, future. 
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and etemal existence of the Most High. BUL is а Syriac word 
denoting Lord, or Powerful, it is in itself acompound word, Ьeing 
foпned rrom the preposjtion Beth, in oron, and UI, Heaven oron 
High. ON is an Egyptian word signifying Father of all, thereby 
expressing the Omnipotence ofthe Father of All, as in tha1 well­
known prayer, Our Father, which an in Heaven. The various 
significations ofthe word may thus Ьс colleded: 1 am and shall Ьс; 
Lord in Heaven or оп High. 

This demolishes Higham's claim that JAHBULON is 'not an 
attempt to combine the names of gods of differing 
religions, nor does it have any reference to Pagan gods'. 
The Mystical Lecture clearly asserts just that. In ancient 
times the Chaldeans, Syrians and Egyptians all worshipped 
pagan gods, to whom their alleged words meaning 'God', 
'Lord оп High' aod 'Father of All' must Ье understood to 
refer. 

What of Нigham 's last swipe: against the 'semantic 
games' played Ьу those 'uninfonned critics of Free­
masonry' who attempt to relate BUL and ON to Baal and 
Osiris? Clearly the Church of England Working Group fall 
into this category, for tbey were penurЬed Ьу the meaning 
of Ьoth JAHBULON and three Hebrew letters А, В and L­
Aleph. Beth and Lamed- set at the triangle's comers. The 
Mystical Lecture explains these letters may Ье juggled to 
spell the divine incantations: АВ BAL (meaning Fatber 
Lord), AL BAL (Word Lord), and LAB ВАL (Spirit Lord). 
Тhе group said the obvious result is to emphasize ВАL, 

wblch they clearly felt was simply another spelling of Baal, 

the name of а Semitic deity Ьitterly opposed Ьу Elijah and the 
later Hebrew prophets; 10 assoc:iate this name in any way with that 
of Jehovah would have deeply shocked them. It is also а result 
which gives colour to the view that. in fac:t, the name on the 
triangle, far from Ьeing а means of dcscriЬing God, is а 
syncretistic name for God made out of the name ofYahweh, Baal 
and Osiris (the Egyptian fenility God). 11 
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The unanimity with which the group condemned 
JAHBULON was all the more damning Ьecause two of its 
inemЬers were Masons (though not Royal Arch). Тhе 
~roup concluded: 'JAHBULOl'I (whether it is а name or а 
(lescription) . must Ье considered Ыasphemous: in 
Christian theology the name of God (Yahweh/Jehovah) 
111ust not Ье taken in vain, nor can it Ье replaced Ьу ап 
;imalgam or names of Pagan deities.' 

When Grand Lodge read this onslaught, it claimed that 
11AL was not the same as Baal: 'Royal Arch masons would 
l1e as shocked as the Working Group if tbey thought their 
ritual associated Baal with the nameorGod. It is also wortb 
1юinting out that tbe second word оп the triangle is not 
HAL.'12 

However, as recently as NovemЬer 1984 these oh-so­
shockaЫe folk had Ьееn told that BUL was а deliЬerately 
disguised rorm of Baal. Тhе messenger was the Revd 
Francis Heydon, Third Grand Principal or the Royal Arch 
~~~;1~;~.~ its ruling council, the Supreme Grand 

Now that Freemasonry was attracting an 'unusual 
amount of interes1·, Heydon said it was time to restate the 
шigins of JAHBULON- а word which even among his fellow 
Grand Companions he dared not utter. In 1836, а com­
mittee formed to compose the Royal Arch ritual had tried 
to imagine how the three original Grand Masters - Юng 
Solomon, Кing Hiram of Tyre and Hiram AЬiff - might 
each have uttered the name of God in his own language. 
The committee decided King Solomon would have used the 
Hebrew name JAH, and King Hiram the Syrian name Ba'al 
or Bel, but it 'preferred not to use this fonn, which is all too 
well·known in а most unacceptaЫe context'. so they 
suЬstituted BUL. 

Hiram Ablff posed another proЫem for, accord.ing to 
Heydon, he 'was а Kenite, or the triЬes that lived on the 
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shores of the Red Sea, in part of the Egyptian Empire'. 
Thus the committee had to find an Egyptian word for 
God, and thought they had found one io Genesis, Chapter 
41, which says Joseph 's father-in-law was 'Potipherah, 
priest of oN'. 14 

Heydon's speech was promptly distributed to every 
Chapter Ьу the indefatigaЫe Commander Нigham, who 
simultaneously instructed Royal Arch memЬers to tell 
non-Masons ('if the subject arises in private convers­
ation ') that 'по part of the second name has any reference 
to Baal'. The Companions only had to turn the letter over 
to see Heydon had said just the opposite: вuL meant 
Ba'al. 

lf anyone was playing 'semantic games' now, it was 
Higham. Ba'al and Baal (and indeed Bal) are the same 
word. Including or omitting the apostrophe does not 
change its meaning. Тhе Oxford English Dictionary 
confirms Baal is synonymous with the Hebrew Ba'al. Both 
mean 'the Chief Male Deity of the Phoenician and 
Canaanitish nation, hence false god'. Baalism and Baal 
worship mean idolatry, а usage which the OED quotes for 
the very decade when the Royal Arch ritual was drawn 
up. 15 Now whether you think the Phoenicians and 
Canaanites worshipped idols depends оп your religion and 
your knowledge of these ancient peoples. The Jews con­
demned Ba'al largely because he was the God of their 
enemies, but in the fiery religious climate of the 183os, the 
Royal Arch ritualists knew that most of their contempor­
aries - and indeed most Masons - would have interpreted 
Baal/Ba'al only in the most hostile sense. То them he was 
the Devil - а very odd bedfellow for Jлн! 

Baal had to Ье disguised, perhaps because the Royal 
Arch ritualists were devising exactly what Freemasonry's 
critics now claim: а syncretistic extravanganza uniting 
three different gods - and conflicting religions - in 
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1л11вuLON as the one 'Sacred and Mysterious Name of 
( iod'. АН in Freemasonry's Supreme Degree! 

Although Revd Heydon 's speech was distributed only to 
111cmbers of the Royal Arch, it soon leaked out to the 
'profane', as Canon Richard Tydeman revealed in 1985 
when he gave Grand Chapter а diff erent view of 'the words 
1111 the triangle' .16 

Recent attacks on Freemasonry have shown up а\\ too clearly 
1lшt the Royal Arch is one of our most vulneraЫe fronts, and the 
1l1ing that our critics have seizcd upon as proof of our evil 
i111entions is the composite word or words оп the triangle in the 
vcry \.."eПtre of every Chapter. 

Unfortunately we are not giving the right impression at all. 
( >rily the other day I was accosted Ьу а vociferous churchwarden. 
'llow сап you,' he said, 'how сап уои, а miпister of religioп, take 
rart in ceremonies which invokc heathen gods Ьу name?', and as 
cvidence for his accusations, he brandished Ьefore me, not а сору 
of Stephen Knight's book. but а сору of ... the address Ьу the 
J{evd Francis Heydon. 

Tydeman would not say Heydon's explanations were 
wrong, but they were 

definitely unwise in the present climate. As the Apostle Paul 
once remarked, 'All things are lawful unto me, but all things are 
not expedient' - and it is most certainly not expedient to lay 
ourselves open to charges of idolatry or syncretism at а time when 
churches are seriously examining our Ьeliefs and doctrines. 

Tydeman claimed JAНBULON ('the words оп the triangle') 
was а wholly Hebrew concoction, meaning 'The True and 
Living God - the Most High - The Almighty'. It was not 
three names of God - or three gods joined together - Ьut 
three qualities of а single deity. Tydeman said tbe · 
Methodist committee Ьelieved JAНBULON was the Royal 
Arch name for God Ьecause тапу ritual 'workings' say just 
that. This 'brings us into disrepute with the world outside, 
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and will cause an increase in the misgiving which already 
exists among our own memЬers.' Tydeman urged change. 

Four months later Grand Chapter heard yet another 
theory. Relying оп notes that have survived since 1836, 
Colin Dyer said JAHBULON does represent the name of God 
in different languages, but was originally meant to Ье used 
as ·а secret word- а test word if you like- for а Royal Arch 
mason', never 'а new name for God'. 17 

This seems to reduce JAHBULON to the level of those sham 
passwords of the Craft degrees: Воаz, ShibЬoleth, Jachin, 
Tubal-Cain, MachaЬen and Machblnna - very poor 
company for the 'Sacred and Mysterious Name of God'. 
Dyer may Ье right, but how strange 1bat all these cosy 
explanations for JAHBUl.ON are Ьeing dug up just when the 
Christian churches are оп the attack. Freemasonry desper­
ately needs to 'clean up its act', hence the 'expedient' rush 
10 rid the Royal Arch of any hint of paganism. 
Н outsiders feel the attempts 10 dump Ba'al are un­

convincing. they may Ье even less impressed Ьу the batrle 
over JAHBUtoN's last syllaЫe. Revd Heydon claimed the 
1836 commitlee made а big mistake over ON. 

They did not know 1hat On was the name of а city, and thought 
in 1heir ignorance of Egyptology that it was an Egyptian name of 
God, henc:e they put it into the mouth of Hiram Abiff. However, 
On c:annol Ье idenlified wi1h the name of any Egyptian deily. 

Canon Tydeman demolished this theory Ьу quoting the 
Scriptures. Hiram's mother 'was а widow of one of the 
northemmost triЬes of Israel, as far from Egypt as you 
could get, and hislate father had been а manofTyre, which 
was even funher away. so although Hiram could have 
spoken Ьoth Hebrew and Syriac, he certainly would not 
have addressed God in Egyptian ·. 

Tydeman is сопесt. Both ВiЫе references 10 the man 
Masons call Hiram Ablff show he was unlikely 10 have 
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'rюken Egyplian. Of course, the 1836 team might have 
1 lюughl he did, decided he would have called God ON, and 
tlterefore smacked ON on the triangle. 

Higham stoully claims JAHBULON oontains no reference 
ю 'any Egyptian deity', 18 but both lhe Royal Arch Mystical 
l .ccture and Revd Heydon claim an Egyptian deity is 
t'xactly what он was intended to mean. Ifthe 1836 team gol 
11 wrong, that is Ьecause they knew even less al:юut 

Egyptology than aЬout the ВiЫе. But could they really 
lшve Ьееn ю ignorant - these leaders of an order so rich, 
t•vcn today, in Anglican priests? Could they ever have 
l)t:lieved Hiram Ablffwas an Egyptian? His BiЫical entries 
\ау only that he was 'Hiram out of Tyre ... а widow·s son 
11r the triЬe of Naphtali and his father wasa man ofTyre' ( 1 
Кings, т 13-14), and 'the son ofa woman ofthedaughters 
()f Dап' whose fatherwas 'а man ofTyre' (1 Chronicles. 2: 
14). Even if these verses rerer to the samc mап (which is 
doubtful because of the confusion over the mother). Hiram 
was clearly not Egyptian. Nor could any memЬer of the 
1 Н36 committee have thought he was. 

But could they have Ьееn wrong about J~ph 's father­
in-law, Potipherah? Не is mentioned just three timcs in the 
RiЫe, always baldly as 'Priest of Оп'. 'Оп' appears 
nowhere else, so there is nothing in the ВiЫе to indicate it 
was а place. So if thc Royal Arch men of 1836 really 
thought Оп was the Egyptian nameofGod, do they have а 
good excuse for doing so? 

No, they do not. Ву the 183os both ВiЫе scholars and 
Egyptologists were well aware that 'Оп' was а place. 
Indeed, Ьу then it was one of the touristic sites of Egypt, 
alЬeit under another name. As early as 1743 the celebrated 
traveller Richard Pooocke had described Heliopolis, near 
Cairo, as 'On of the Scriptures, famous for the worship of 
the Sun'. These remarks appeared in his Ьestselling Ьооk, 
А Description of the East and Some Other Countries. 
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without which no gentleman's library was complete. 19 In 
the 182os Napoleon's team of savants puЫished their 
Description de /' Egypte. 2н They too identified Heliopolis 
with Potipherah the Priest. When the German Richard 
Lepsius visited the site in the 184os he also descriЬed it as 
the BiЫical Оп where Joseph married Potipherah's 
daughter. 21 

In 1836, therefore, at least some members of the Royal 
Arch team must have known On was Hetiopolis. They 
certainly dabЫed in BiЫical and Near Eastern studies, for 
their ritual claims knowledge of all sorts of ancient cults and 
mysteries: Egyptian, Hebrew and Greek. Only if the 
committee was composed entirely of charlatans would ON 

have appeared in JAHBULON as God's narne uttered Ьу an 
Egyptian-speaking Шram Ablff. lt is far more likely that 
ON is а hidden signpost to the city which, for thousands of 
years, was the centre of Egypt's most powerful cult - а 

place which the conquering Greeks called Heliopolis 
precisely because it was the 'City of the Sun'. 22 

At On-Heliopolis the Sun was worshipped through the 
cult of the Sun God Re or Ra. When Osiris became Egypt's 
most popular god, his cult was grafted on to Ra's and 
practised in On's temples. Of course, such paganism would 
have appalled the devout Christians of the 183os, so the 
Royal Arch ritualists knew they could not reveal - even to 
Master Masons - that ON meant Heliopolis without causing 
proЫems as serious as if they had owned up to Baal. This 
may Ье why they performed yet another cover-up Ьу 
defining ON as Father of All. 

Some readers may feel that branding Masonry with such 
deviousness is anti-Masonry gone mad, but its own 
principles declare that it will go to any lengths to conceal 
Masonic truth. First it is founded on concealment (if its 
secrets are secrets no more, that is no thanks to United 
Grand Lodge). All Masons are taught to 'Ье cautious in 
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Y• lllr words and carriage, that the most penetrating stranger 
"111111 not Ье аЫе to discover what is not proper to Ье 
111111nated'.23 Secondly, its signs, grips and symbols are 
1.нсlу what they seem, as any Mason joining the Royal 
л 1 ch discovers when the secrets of the Jower degrees are 
11·vt:alcd as Masonic fool's gold. Thirdly, concealment 
1 1.t,yptian-style is the first art а Mason lcarns. 

l;irst-degree initiates are шеапt to study а 'Tracing 
floard', an amateurish picture filled with images, such as 
1 l1c compass-and-square, а cross, three pillars, the Мооп 
.11111 the Sun. Тhе Ritua\ offers an 'Explanation' of these 
1111ages as symbols of either the 'Deity whom we serve', the 
\11 lues of Freemasonry or the moral qualities expected of а 
1~·юd Freemason. The Explanation opens Ьу declaring: 

IЪс usages and customs aшong Freemasons have ever Ьorne а 
111·:11· affinity to those of the ancient Egyptians. Their philo­
'·"rl1ers, unwilling to expose their mysteries to vulgar eyes, 
, • 111ched their systems of learning and polity under signs and 
l11croglyphical figures which were communicated to their chief 
1 •1 ic~ts or Magi alone, who were bound Ьу solemn oath to concea\ 
rlrt'm. 24 

1'11is leaves no room for doubt that Freemasonry is an 
.rп:ane mystery, with Gnostic pretcnsions, modelled оп 
Л11cient Egyptian rcligions. When the Church of England 
~~roup quoted this teacblng in their 1987 report, Grand 
J ,odge moved the goalposts twice: it claimed this Explan­
ation is no longer 'worked' in the first dcgree ceremony, 
a11d then dismissed it as nonsense: 'lts introduction is fairly 
t ypical of once f ashionaЫe attempts to create а more 
a11cient history for Freemasonry. "Affinity" should not Ье 
1aken literally. Тhе Masonic scholars who claimed 
Egyptian, etc, origins for Freemasonry are now dis­
aedited. '25 

[t is now clear that as soon as any investigators ( church-
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men or journalists) focus оп sinister aspects of Masonic 
rituaVteachinglhistory, Grand Lodge claims they are no 
longer performed/taught/endorsed Ьу Freemasons. Тhе 
brotherhood's Ьosses are not just moving the goalposts: 
they are throwing the ЬаЬу out with the bathwater. Forced 
to disclaim so many basic elements, they only seem 
prepared to stand Ьу their claim to Ье descended from the 
medieval stonemasons. As we have seen in earlier 
chapters, even this is а slander on the stonemasons. In 
terms of ritual, modern Masons may owe more to Ancient 
Egyptians than to England's cathedral-builders, something 
they сап scarcely admit today. 

But who are these 'discredited' Masonic scholars? Pre­
sumaЫy they include Freemasonry's founding fathers: 
Anderson and his unknown brcthren who drew up the 
Craft rituals in the eighteenth century. Also condemned 
are nineteenth-century writers like Mackey, Gould and 
Pike. all of whom said the myth of Hiram Ablff was based 
on tl1e legend of the Egyptian God Osiris. lt has to Ье said 
that the eccentric Albert Pike (the most influential man in 
the history of American Freemasonry) made his claim in an 
attack worthy of today's Church of England: 

No man or Ьоdу of men can make me accept as а sacred word, 
as а symЬol of the infinite and etemal Godhead, а mongrel word, 
whose name has Ьееn for more than two thousand years an 
appelation of the Devi\. No word has any business in the Royal 
Arch degree that makes the name of а heathen deity one of the 
names of the true God. 26 

Among twentieth-century Masonic historians J. S. М. 
Ward is definitely unclean. His Ьооk Freemasonry and the 
Ancient Gods27 conjoins Assyrian, Indian, Chinese, 
African, South American and even Australian AЬoriginal 
rituals in а grand tapestry, designed to prove Freemasonry 
is the last guardian of а magic embracing all races and 
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··•rctcblng back to the origins of man. Ward is а dazzling 
1111~gler of i\1-digested learning, yet he draws convincing 
parallels Ьetween the legends of Hiram Ablff, Osiris and 
1 l1c Phoenician god Adonis. 

ln 1986 Grand Lodge foresaw the Anglican group might 
• itc Ward to prove Freemasonry was incompatiЫe with 
f ·11ristianity, so it rubЬished him in advance as а 'poor 
l1istorian' and an 'idiosyncratic interpreter' of ritual. Yet to 
1l1is day his books are prominently displayed in Ьookshops 
·.ш:h as Lewis's, Britain's blggest and official Masonic 
p11blisher, in all but name. Lewis still puЬJishes Ward's 
1l1rce handbooks to the Craft degrees. When Sir James 
Stнbbs, past Grand Secretary, wrotc his autoblography, it 
wш; Lewis who puЫished it in 1985. lf Grand Lodge damns 
Ward as а poor historian, how odd that his books appear 
alongsidc Grand Lodge's own puЫications оп Lcwis's 
"11clves. 

Three other books оп Lewis's current list arc Ьу Manley 
1 lall, an American Mason who was still going strong in the 
197os. Не also Ьelieves the fraternity is desccnded from 
Лncient Egypt. ln The Lo.'lt Keys of Freemasonry he claims 
'almost undeniaЫe' evidence that the Mysteries of Ra and 
( >siris are Masonry's primary sources and progenitors. The 
Hook о/ the Dead is likewise а 'treasure house of Masonic 
lore': 'lf the identity of the Osirian and Hiramic myths Ье 
accepted, then the Book of the Dead is the open sesame of 
~ymЬolic Masonry, revea\ing а hidden Ьeauty beneath the 
rituals. an unsuspected splendor in the symЬols, and а 
divine purpose actuating the whole of Masonic pro­
ccdure. '28 

Despite these claims, Freemasonry рrоЬаЬ\у has no 
lineal descent from Ancient Egypt. There is no historical 
continuity linking Ra, Osiris, Heliopolis or the Book of the 
Dead with the secret society which grew up in seven· 
teenth-century Britain. Hiram Ablff and Osiris may have 
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much in common, but the murdered god or prophet is 
central to many of the world's cults and religions. In this 
sense Freemasonry may owe as mucb to the Druids, 
Essenes and the Ancient Greeks and Romans- all of whom 
have had enthusiastic backing from Freemasonry's broad 
Iunatic fringe - as to the priests of On. 29 

Trying to discover if modern Freemasonry has ancient 
origins is а tortuous, futile and self-defeating exercise 
which appears to have driven several Masonic historians 
crazy. 30 It is far more important to understand what the 
fraternity's seventeenth- and eighteenth-century Ьegetters 
were trying to achieve. Тhеу claimed а historical con­
nection with the Ancient Hebrews which was fantasy, but 
they were genuinely attempting to invoke the power of 
Hebrew philosophy and of the Kabbala, а system of magic 
developed Ьу Jews in medieval times. А century later 
Masonic ritualists had Ьесоmе besotted with Egypt and 
other Near Eastern cultures. They tried to bend history, 
archaeology and Egyptology to fit ап obsession that Free­
masonry was the key to man's ancient wisdom and to his 
glorious future. 

So what did the Royal Arch team really want JAHBULON 

to mean in 1836? We must weigh their Mystical Lecture 
explanation against redefinitions Ьу today's Royal Arch 
defenders, always bearing in mind the trickery and sleight­
of-hand which Freemasonry admits to practising - even 
against its own memЬers. Тhus we still have JАН, the 
Chaldee name of God; вuL, tbe Syriac word for Lord but 
admitted Ьу some to Ье Ba'al in disguise; and ON, the City 
of the Sun. So if JAНВULON means anything, it рrоЬаЫу 
means 'God, the Lord of On', or possiЫy 'Не Who is the 
Lord of Оп'. Whether that god is the Sun God Ra or Osiris 
the God of the Dead depends on whicb period of Egyptian 
history takes your fancy. 

The Royal Arch ritual is thus performed оп two levels. 
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1 l1cre is а playlet in which the Companions act the Jews' 
11·1urn from Babylon and the rebuilding of the Temple. 
1'11cn there is the magical incantation of а made-up word 
wl1ich has nothing to do with the God of the Jews, but а lot 
111110 with the pagan cultsofBa'al, Ra and Osiris. Assuch, 
11 ~cems inconceivaЫe that this word сап Ье ассерtаЫе to 
1 l1ristians of any persuasion - or to Jews or to Muslims. 

/'11.ftscript: 
111 1989 (after the first run of this Ьооk had Ьееn printed) it 
wa!i announced that JAHBULON would soon Ье dropped 
f111m England's Royal Arch ritual. 'Grand Scribe Ezra' 
1 l1gham denied this was in response to recent Christian 
' 1 mdemnations, but why else should а word which he had 
lo~·cn in the hablt of stoutly defending Ье so suddenly 
1·xpunged? 

.loun1alists later visiting Freemasons' Hall overheard 
1 lюrtles that junking JAHBULON had invalidated Jnside the 
/lrotherhood even before it was puЫished. However, on 4 
March Clifford Longley (The Тimes's religious affairs 
1·orrespondent) wrote that Ьу replacing JAНBULON with 
lllVH- meaning Jahweh, the Jews' holy name of God -
Musonry тау Ье falling in 'deeper waters than the Grand 
1 odge has yet realized . . . While to invoke а false God is 
11lolatry, to invoke the name of the true God falsely is 
lilasphemy.' New Ыasphemies for old, it seems. 

Now plain non-Masons assumed that, if JAHBULON was 
110 longer in the ritual, Masons could at least utter this 
'!iacred and mysterious name' of God without having their 
·t1eads cut off'. Yet when England's fraternal front-man 
was challenged to say it on radio he lamely refused: 
'l1ccause Гvе promised not to!' 

The ritual magic was still casting its spell. 



5 
Masonic Light, Resurrection and Gnosis 

As Grand Lodge prepared evidence for the Church of 
England inquiry into Freemasonry in 1986, it feared the 
inquirers would Ье greatly influenced Ьу the late Walton 
Hannah, whose 195os books Darkness VisiЬle and Christ­
ian Ьу Degrees are still the most incisive and clinical 
debunking of Masonic ritual from а Christian point of 
view. 1 

England's Masonic Ьosses therefore sought to devalue 
the message of his Ьooks with а few sniping comments, just 
as it had with Stephen Knight. 2 They stated that in 1947 
Hannah was an Anglican priest with 'sufficient private 
means' to give up his job as а priest to research 'the evils of 
Freemasonry' - as if having private means was the main 
factor in his decision. They then said that in 1956 he 
renounced Anglicanism and Ьесаmе а Roman Catholic 
priest. They did not say this was partly Ьecause the Church 
of England had refused to act against 'the evils of 
Freemasonry' - including the power wielded within its own 
ranks Ьу Masons such as the Archblshop of Canterbury, 
sixteen Ьishops and more than 500 priests. 3 

1 have already explored most of the objections raised Ьу 
Hannah and others (to the penalties; to Freemasonry as 
worship; to its syncretism; to its amalgam of paganism, 
pre-Christian mysticism and non-Christian religions). Here 
1 look at three more allegations which Hannah and other 
Christians have made, but which Grand Lodge fiercely 
rejects. 

1. Freemasonry imparts spiritual light. 
2.. Тhе Third Degree is а resurrection rite. 
3. Freemasonry is а gnostic sect. 
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1. UGНТ. ln the first degree ritual the would-Ьe Mason is 
Ыindfolded with а hoodwink and descriЬed as а 'poor 
t 'andidate in а state of darkness'. Не is then asked, 'What 
in your present situation is the predominant wish of your 
l1eart?' Не replies 'Light' and his hoodwink is removed. 
<rrand Lodge clairns this light means only material light: 
· Nowhere is it stated or implied that the Candidate enters in 
а state of spiritual darkness and is then raised to spiritual 
light.'4 

Concemed Christians, of course, believe only Jesus can 
l1ring spiritual light so, faced with their attacks, Grand 
l .odge had to make this defence. Yet many Masonic 
writers, including AIЬert Mackey, say the entire system of 
'щtrusting' secrets begins with the communication of light, 
'one of the most important symЬols in the whole science of 
1nasonic symЬolism'. 

When the candidate makes а demand for light, it is not merely 
for that material light which is to remove а physical darkness; that 
" only the outward form, which conceals the inward symbolism. 
1 lt• craves an intellectual illumination which will dispel the 
1l11rkness of mental and moral ignorance, and bring to his view, as 
.111 eyewitness, tbe suЫime truths of religion, philosophy and 
'l4.·1cnce, which it is tbe great design of Freemasonry to teach ... 
l lf~/11, therefore, Ьecomes synonymous with truth and koow-
11."{lge. and darkness with falsehood and ignorance.5 

Darkness reminds the candidate of his ignorance and evil 
1шture, whereas light symЬolizes Masonic truth and know­
lcdge. Darkness also symbolizes death. When the candi­
,1ate is granted light he learns 'the lesson of regeneration or 
1 c:surrection'. 

There is hardly а Masonic writer who does not interpret 
Masonic light as spiritual enlightenment, rather than 
~andlepower or electricity. lndeed, as Worshipful Brother 
RuЬert Bums well koew, Freemasons used to call them-
11Clves the 'Sons of Light': 
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Oft have 1 met your social band, 
And spent the cheerful, festive night; 
Oft, honoured with supreme command, 
Prcsided o'cr the sons of light.6 

Grand Lodge may say Bums and Mackey got it all wrong 
but the views of а modern Masooic sage, George Draffen of 
Newington, are harder to dismiss. This eminent Scots 
Mason, who died in 1986, was 'revered throughout the 
Masonic world' for his knowledge of Masonic history and 
ritual.7 ln the Grand Lodge of Scotland's 1986 YearЬook8 
Draffen explained the symЬolism of the hoodwink Ьу 
reminding us that 

all life Ьegins in the dark. Nature has ordained that even thc 
tiniest seed must rest in the dark before fruiting to full stature ... 
ln all animals. including primates, conception and fertilisation 
take place in the darkness of the womb. It is thus that the 
hoodwink reminds the candidate that he is undergoing а Ьirth 
process. 

Draffen then explains that the caЫe-tow or rope round 
the candidate's neck is 'а symbolical umЬilical cord uniting 
his pre-initiation life and which is, of course, removed at 
the conclusion of the OЫigation [oath-swearing), symЬol­
ising the completion of the Ьirth and new Ше'. 

lf this intra-uterine explanation does not make sense to 
you non-Masons, rememЬer Canon Tydeman's advice: 
'Trying to explain the joys of masonry to an outsider is 
rather like trying to descriЬe the joys of motherhood to а 
spinster: Masonry, like motherhood, has to Ье experienced 
Ьefore it сап Ье understood.'9 Motherhood? Birtb? WЬat­
ever next? 

Despite Grand Lodge denials, there can Ье little doubt 
that light means spiritual and moral illumination. As soon 
as the Ыindfold is off, the candidate is told aЬout the 
brotherhood's three great emЫematical lights: 'the 
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Volume of Sacred Law ... to govern our faith, the Square 
lc) regulate our actions, and the Compasses to keep us in 
1l11c Ьounds with all mankind, particularly our brethren in 
t:rcemasonry'. ю 

Christians may feel they сап see the light of their 'VSL' 
(lhe ВiЫе) without Freemasonry's aid, and without the 
l1t'lp of its three ·t~r lights': the Sun, Moon and Lodge 
Master. 

The Freemason who seeks the Royal Arch degree is 
.1v,uin 'hoodwinked' Ьefore being allowed to 'participate in 
1l1c light of our mysteries'. At one point he goes оп his 
k11ccs and gropes around for а scroll on the floor. Because 
l1c is still Ыindfolded he cannot read what it says. 

l.et that want of light remind you that man Ьу nature is the child 
• •I i~norance and error, and would ever have remained in а state of 
•1111 kness, had it not pleased the Almighty to call him to light and 
111111юrtality Ьу thc revelations of His Holy Will and Word. Rise, 
wrl.'nch forth the Key-stone, and prepare to receive the light of the 
11• 1ly Word. 11 

The Holy Word, of course, turns out to Ье the 'Sacred 
.111d Mysterious Name of God' - JAHBULON - which most 
с l1ristians would regard as а word of darkness, not light. 

, RESURRECПON. In the third degree ritual the candidate 
.11~1s the part of Нiram Ablff. Не is symbolically slain, then 
liнiught to life again. Grand Lodge denies this is а 
1r~urrection rite in any sense, yet many Masonic writers 
1·l11im it is. In Who was Hiram Ablff? J. S. М. Ward traces 
1l1c Hiramic legend back to many Near Eastem gods who 
1l1cd to Ье Ьоm again. Не explores myths of death and 
1c"urrection from all parts of the world, but plumps for 
Лdonis as the true model for Hiram Ablff. Grand Lodge 
1r.gards Ward as discredited, 12 but Mackey is less easily 
111"missed: 
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Take, for instance, the Нiramic legend of the third degree. Of 
wЬat importance is it to the disciple of Masonry whether it Ье true 
orfalse? All he wants to know is its intemal significance; and when 
he leams that it is intended to illustrate the doctrine of the 
immortality of the soul, he is content with that interpretation. 1 ~ 

If, despite what Grand Lodge is now saying, Free­
masonry does have а doctrine dealing with the soul's 
immortality, and illustrated Ьу а resurrection rite, this 
would disturb Christians who hold that only Ьelief in 
Christ's resurrection сап bring immortality. 

3. GNosnc1sм: 'the system or principles professed Ьу the 
Gnostics', says the Oxford Eпglish Dictionary which 
defiпes the Gnostics as 'certain heretical sccts among the 
early Christians who claimed to have superior knowledge 
of things spiritual, and interpreted the sacred writings Ьу а 
mystic philosophy'. Walton Hannah defined Gnosticism as 
'а theosophical philosophy [which] professed to reveal to 
an inner elite of initiates esoteric teachings concealed from 
the many'. 14 

The 1986 Church of England team objected to the Royal 
Arch ritual because of its 'gnostic' claims that 'further 
"revelation" beyond that found in Christ is necessary or 
possiЫe'. 1 ~ Grand Lodge retorted Ьу defining Gnosticism 
as 'relating to special knowledge' and then said 'Free­
masonry claims no special knowledge' .16 

This again is nonsense. Through myriad orders and 
degrees Freemasonry unveils to ап ever more elite group а 
seemingly endless progression of spiritual mysteries: from 
darkness to light, from death to resurrection, from the first 
degree password Boaz to the incantation of JAHBUWN and 
Ьeyond. Meanwblle, Ьehind Freemasonry's 'surface­
rituals and doctrine', says the Masonic writer W. L. 
Wilmshurst, the Brethren may research and discover а 
'Gncsis or Wisdom-teaching as old as the world'. 17 
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At this point we should look again at Canon Tydeman's 
explanation of the Masonic secret, which Grand Lodge felt 
would help its case with the Church of England: 18 

The 'secret' of Masonry is completely indefinaЫe and will 
always Ье inexplicaЫe to tbe uninstructed outside world Ьecause 
it сап only Ье obtained Ьу those who come of their own free will 
and accord, properly prepared and humЫy soliciting. And the 
knowledge that this humility has Ьееn shared Ьу everyone else in 
the room is the cement which Ьinds Masons. The 'secret' is the 
shared experience and the presence of even one non-Mason who 
has not shared that e:xperience would Ье enough to lose that 
cement completely. 

Тbls seems remarkaЫy like the Gnostic heresy. This 
would Ье по sin in а non-Christian but is not the kind of 
lhing one expects to bear from а Church of England 
minister! 

Colin Dyer is опе of today's most respected Masonic 
interpreters. In his Ьооk Symbolism and Craft Free­
nuш.mry he quotes many sources to show that the Craft's 
cighteenth-century revisers consciously reshaped it to 
rcsemЫe Gnostic-style groups such as Pythagoreans, 
Essenes, Kabbalists and Druids. None of these was 
Christian but all off ered Gnosis- which the OED defines as 
'а special knowledge of spiritual mysteries'. In the eight­
centh century Europe was in intellectual fennent. Many 
pcople, not just Masons, were seeking Gnostic secrets. Yet 
only Freemasonry succeeded in welding this kind of 
'knowledge' into а spiritual system which would Ье 
c:mbraced Ьу large numbers of nominal Christians. 

Christian churches are not concerned about sects who 
claim Gnostic insights into other religions. Wbat upsets 
rhem aЬout Freemasonry is that it deals in ideas aЬout 
faith, redemption and immortality which they believe 
l)Ught only to Ье pursued through Christ. And if Masons, 
hy luck or judgement, really have discovered anything 
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worth knowing, it surely is un-Christian - and а Gnostic 
crime - for them not to tell all humanity, instead of 
chanting it to each other within their temples. 

Beyond the non-Christian Craft and Royal Arch degrees 
are the self-styled 'Christian Orders' including the Knights 
Templar, the Red Cross of Constantine and the Rose 
Croix. The 1986 Anglican inquiry did not explore their 
rituals, but in the 195os Walton Hannah dissected them 
with his usual tenacity. No words of mine can improve оп 
his analysis of the ritual which enaЫes mere master Masons 
of the 3rd degree to vault straight to tbe 18th. For Hannah 
it was 'certainly Gnostic'. 19 

The oЬligation pledges fidelity to the 'secrets of any mysteries of 
this Order,' and the various emЫems, principally the rose and the 
cross, are called 'symЬols of hidden Truths known only to the 
perfect Mason • . . . Тhе Princes Rose Croix are Ьidden to 
'trcasure up the sacred doctrines of the Order in thc sccrct 
repository' of their hearts. 

The emphasis seems to Ье on the initiate's impersonation of 
Christ in achieving his own sa\vation through enlightenment ... 
Тhе initiate gives his age as 33, whatever it may Ье in reality. Не 
travels for 33 days in seven concentric circ\es representing the 
seven periods of the world's existence. Не passes through the 
Ыackness of death to his resuпection in the Red Room, and 
ascends the ladder to glory and perfection. Не hears the 
Resurrection in the Closing ceremony described as 'the hour of а 
perfect Mason •. Тhis seems а little sinister, but far less so than the 
description of Our Lord's triumphant redemptive death оп the 
Cross as а 'dire calamity for Masonry' - а phrase which carries the 
unfortunate suggestion that tbe defeat of Satan is Ьeing moumed. 
But, in апу case, why а calamity for Masonry in particular, unless 
Masonry represents an inner circle of i\luminati, more particularly 
concerned than the rest of mankind? How aЬsurd it would sound 
to call the Crucifixion а dire calamity for the Mothers' Union or 
the Church of England Men's Society! 

Yet even now the 18th-degree Mason has another 14 
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1!egrees to go Ьefore he Ьecomes а 'SuЬlime Prince of the 
l~oyal Secret'. 

The Anglican report did not mention Hannah's brilliant 
1lissection of the Rose Croix, which got off lightly. In 
i:ontrast, Grand Lodge felt that its spumed evidence should 
tшve been 'accepted as authoritative' because it is 'likely to 
lн: more expert' in interpreting rituals than other people.20 

l t!i expertise was not in doubt, only its honesty. lt may have 
ac.Jministrative authority over the Craft but it has по 
authority over how Masons should interpret their rituals. 
Л11у Mason's view is as valid as any other's precisely 
l')Ccause Grand Lodge claims there is no dogma and по 
Vatican-style seat of infalliЫe power, as we saw on page 79. 

Grand Lodge ruefully observes that Walton Hannah is 
11uoted so often Ьecause he wrote commentaries on ritual 
'which Freemasons will not do'. 21 Тhis is nonsense. Many 
more Masons have written commentaries than non­
Masons. Hundreds of Ьooks have Ьееn puЫished explain­
ing Freemasonry's rituals and symЬols. Without them most 
Masons would have no idea what their ceremonies mean. 
For а hundred years research lodges have puЫished 
thousandsof articles to increase understanding. In 1888 the 
Quatuor Coronati Lodge puЫished its first volume of 
papers on subjects such as: 

An Early Version of the Hiramic Legend 
Freemasonry and Hermeticism 
Тhе Orientation of Temples 
Links between Ancient and Modern Freemasonry 
Тhе Religion of Freemasonry Illuminated Ьу the Kabbalah 
Englisb Freemasonry Before the Era of Grand Lodges 
Two New Versions of the Old Charges. 

The lo~ge has since heard lectures on the Worship of 
Death, the Noose SymЬol, the Tau Cross, the Masonic 
Apron, the Tracing Board, the Rosicrucians and Free-
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masonry. Death and the Freemason, Pillars in the Porch of 
Solomon's Temple, Gnostic Sects and Their lnfluence оп 
Freemasonry, the Evolution of Masonic Ritual, thc 
Templar Legends in Freemasonry, Freemasonry and the 
Essenes, Freemasonry and the Cult of Mithras, the 
Masonic Word, Masonic Initiation AЬoard Ship, the 
OЫigation and its Place in the Ritual, Solomon and his 
Temple in the Masonic Tradition, Rituals of the Royal 
Arch, the Masonic Penalties, the Change from Christianity 
to Deism in Freemasonry, 6оо Years of Craft Ritual, the 
Passing the Chair Ceremony, etc., etc.22 

In all this verblage, in books, and week Ьу week in 
Lodges of lnstruction all over the world, Masons have 
always commented оо the rituals. Hannah is quoted so 
often only Ьecause Ье makes some sense of the many 
Masonic theologies which bave developed, despite the ban 
on religious discussion. 

ln 1754 а book was puЫished called The Free Mason 
Examin'd. 23 This bestseller revealed that the rituals of 
Freemasonry were really based on the building of the 
Tower of Babel. It may have been а spoof, but when it 
comes to sorting out the truth about Freemasons and 
religion frqm their own writings, the Tower of ВаЬеl seems 
wholly appropriate: 

And the Lord said ... let us go down, and there confound their 
language, that they may not understand one another's speech. 



6 
Obelisks and Egypt 

1 • 11 lay Freemasons тау deny that any part of their. cult 
11.-arkens back to the pagan gods of the Nile. Yet in 
l rri.:masons' Hall, DuЫin, home of the world's second 
' 111 lcst Grand Lodge, the Holy Royal Arch Room contains 
r wo large sphinxes and other sculptures aping Ancient 
1 /Щ)t. ln Philadelphia, USA, the Masonic Temple Ьoasts 
1 lrt• finest specimen of Egyptian decoration outside 

1 ~yrt'. 1 Even London's Great Eastem Hotel at Liverpool 
"' п:сt station has а magnificent Egyptian Temple for 
lщl~es to rent for their ritual nights out. 

The most Ыatant symЬols о( Freemasonry's oЬsession 
\\'1th Egypt are not hidden in its templcs. They stand on 
p11hlic view in the centre of London, Paris, New York and 
Washington. How they came to Ье erected shows Ьoth tbe 
1111mense power of Freemasons in the nineteenth century 
.rщJ their love affair with the most evocative symЬol of all 
l ·.gyptian religion: the oЬelisk. 2 

Why the oЬelisk'! То early Egyptians it was the shape 
"acred to the Sun God Re or Ra; the creator of humanity, 
1 J1c source of all heat and light, the Ьeing on whom man was 
totally dependent. Ву the fifth dynasty Re had Ьесоmе so 
rюpular he was elevated to the role of state deity. His ma.in 
ccntre of worship was On-Heliopolis where the first kings 
crected primitive oЬelisks, rough-hewn and truncated, but 
tipped off Ьу the pyramidion shape which distinguishes 
oЬelisks from otber mooumental columns. These proto­
type oЬelisks were known as 'ЬеnЬеn' stones. 

Тhе spirit of the Sun-god was supposed to enter the stones at 
certain periods, and оп these occasions human sacriflces were 
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offered to it. Тhе victims were рrоЬаЫу prisoners of war who had 
been captured alive, and foreigners. and when these failed, the 
priests must have drawn upon the native population. ~ 

At On-Heliopolis king after king erected benbens in 
Re's honour, so that Ьу 1300 в.с. the city was full of 
obelisks: some decorated with gold to resemЬ\e the sun's 
rays, others with inscriptions glorifying Re's daily passage 
through the skies, or hailing earthly occasions such as 
victories, feasts and juЬilees. 

The pharaohs of Jater dynasties switched their obelisk­
erecting affections to Osiris: God of the earth, vegetation 
and the Nile flood that gave life to a\l Egypt; God of 
reЬirth; God also of the Underworld, the l..ast Judgement 
and Life after Death. As this cult Ьесаmе ever more 
popular, the priests at Heliopolis shrewdly grafted it on to 
Re-worship Ьу claiming Osiris was Re's grandson.4 This 
ensured that Heliopolis remained thc greatest religious 
ccntre in Egypt and the entire Meditcrranean region. Even 
the Roman author Pliny knew of this city where kings 
'entered into а kind of rivalry in forming elongated Ыocks 
of stone, known as obe/isks, and consecrated them to the 
divini ty of the Sип'. 5 

The Egyptians found Osiris particularly attractive 
because of tJ1e Ьittersweet myth of his life, death and 
reincarnation. This has been told many times in many 
ways, but Masonic historians have tended to agree on а 
version that satisfies their ritual needs.6 

Osiris was а King of Egypt who married his sister Isis. Нis 
brother, Set, wished to usurp the throne and so plotted his 
death. Не tricked Osiris into climЬing in а golden cbest. As 
soon as he was inside, Set nailed down the lid and flung the 
chest into the Nile. lt was carried off to ВуЫоs in Syria 
where it came to rest against а small tamarisk or acacia tree, 
with the dead Osiris still inside. 
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lsis found out what Set had done to Osiris, so she set off 
111 find her husband. А vision led her to ВуЫоs, where she 
н:covered his body and took it back to Egypt. Alas! Set 
'10\е it and tore it into fourteen pieces, which he scattered 
tl1rough Egypt to prevent Osiris coming to life again. 

lsis recovered а\1 but one of the pieces and gave Osiris а 
til burial. Their son, Horus, avenged him Ьу slaying Set. 
Лnother son, Anubls, resurrected Osiris with the lion grip. 
Jfaving triumphed over the grave, Osiris now reigns as 
King and Judge of the so-called dead. 

The piece of Osiris which Isis never recovered was the 
penis, which Set had cruelly thrown into the Nile where it 
was eaten Ьу fish. Ever-resourceful, lsis 'manufactured an 
artificial organ around which the Egyptians estaЫished а 
cult and festival'. 7 From this it is а small step to the 
conclusion that the benben or obelisk was itself а phallic 
i;yrnbol. Whether of Osiris, Re or of fertility in general, it 
was а symbo\ of fatherhood: 'the rock that begot'. к 
То Freemasons groping for mystic enlightenment in the 

18oos the obelisk was the only architectural symЬol of 
Osiris still in existencc. And if, as some Masonic historians 
c\aim, Hiram AЬiff is really Osiris reЬom, there could Ье 
no greater proof of Masonic ascendancy in the modern 
world than Egyptian ohelisks thrust Ьу Masons into the 
heart of the West's greatest cities. These would also 
symЬolize Boaz and Jachin, the twin pillars which Masons 
claim were built in front of Solomon's Temple, in 'imitation 
of two obelisks at the entrance of Egyptian temples'.~ 
These are mentioned even in the Book о/ the Dead, the 
texts which every well-heeled Ancient Egyptian had placed 
in his tomb to make sure he was resuпected in the Кingdom 
of Osiris: 'Two pillars at the gateway to his house were Set 
and Horus. ' 111 

Obelisk mania had already engulfed Freemasonry Ьу the 



118 Ri1ua/ or Religion? 

time Napoleon Bonaparte set sail for Egypt in 1798. 
Whether Napoleon was а Mason is fiercely disputed but his 
four brothers certainly were. Не was also enc.ircled Ьу 
Masonic advisers who convinced him Egypt held the 
original secrets of history, philosophy and (of course) 
Freemasonry. Masons figured among the 150 scholars who 
joiпed the Emperor оп his triumphant Nile progress, 
pillaging pyramids, temples and tomЬs all in the name of 
leaming. Тhеу instantly realized that the Rosetta Stone 
(unearthed Ьу French soldiers) might unlock the lost 
language of Egypt. То decipher its hieroglyphs took many 
years and the genius of Champollion, yet even he needed 
the help of ап oЬelisk Ьearing Cleopatra 'scartouche, which 
wasremoved for shipment to England in 1818 Ьу а Masonic 
adventurer: Giovanni Batista Belzoni. 11 

Вelzoni was а mountebank archaeologist who opened up 
the temple of Abu SimЬel and the second pyramid al Giza. 
Не began Ьis Masonic career in Cairo, appropriately, in the 
Lodge of the Pyramids and then joined lodges in Cam­
bridge and Norwich. Не died in 1825, searching for 
Timbuctoo or the source of thc Niger, but not Ьefore doing 
Freemasonry an inestimaЫe service Ьу claiming to have 
discovered an ancient Masonic temple in TheЬes. Не 
claimed its wall paintings showed Osiris Ьeing initiated into 
Freemasonry, pursuing its 'suЫime mysteries', and - clad 
in а distinctive Masonic apron - awarding another Mason а 
higher degree. 12 

After Belzoni died his wife Sarah 1ranscriЬed his notes, 
including this declaration: 'Let the Masonic brethren 
search, and they will find, that the Egyptian Masonic Кеу 
will unlock the hitheno unrevealed mysteries of Egyptian 
wisdom.· 

Sarah had Ьееn Jeft destitute Ьу her husЬand's death, but 
the United Grand Lodge of England gave her the sub­
stantial sum of f50 to help Ьеаr the 'irreparaЫe Joss which 
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'he, as well as the lovers of science and literature' had 
\Ustained. tJ No matter that his 'Masonic temple' proved to 
lx: 1he tombof Pharaoh Seti 1 and that all he (or Sarah) had 
written was bunkum, Masons felt they owed much to 
llclzoni. His Masonic 'discoveries' sent packsof them off to 
l ·:gypt in search of any oЬelisk they could plunder. 

Paris was the fi.rst major city to groan under lhe weight of 
1l1is Masonic fad. In 1830 the Viceroy of Egypt, Moham­
шed Ali, gave France's Кing Charles Х а magпifi.cent 
1)l')Clisk, but the French themselves had to remove it from 
l .uxor where it had slood for3,5ooyears. As the 92-ft prize 
wcighed 246 tons this was по easy task. Before it could Ье 
;к·hieved, а Masonic conspiracy had deposed Charles and 
тcplaced him with Кing Louis-Philippe. Among the con­
spirators was Louis Thiers who was Minister of Puhlic 
Works Ьу the time the oЬelisk had Ьееn floated down the 
Nile and up the Seine. When it was erected fi.ve years later 
ш the Place de la Concorde, Thiers was Prime Minister. 
Thirty-five years later in 1871 he Ьесаmе France's first 
l'resident. 

At this time an oЬelisk which Mohammed Ali had 
;1warded England back in 1819 was still pros1rate in 
Alexandria, where it had fallen centuries Ьefore. 11 was not 
until 1875 that an eminent Mason, General Sir James 
Alexander, resolved to ship 'Oeopatra's Needle' to 
London. This now occurred, but only Ьecause another 
Mason, Dr Erasmus Wilson, agreed to put up !20,000 to 
ship and erect it. The two engineers who planned its 
!ransportation, Dixon and Stephenson, were also Masons. 
In 1877 the oЬelisk was encased in an iron cylinder, 
christened Cleopatra, and towed out from Alexandria. Тhе 
voyage was а catastrophe. During а stonn in the Вау of 
Biscay the Cleopatra broke loose. Six mеп drowned. The 
oЬelisk did пос sink but was recovered and eventually 
lowed to England. At last оп 13 SeptemЬer 1878 it was 
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erected alongside the Тhames on Victoria Embankment- а 
less glorious site than Parliament Square, which somr 
worthies had suggested but which had Ьееn ruled ou1 
Ьecause of the damage which the obelisk's 186 tons mighl 
do to underground gas and sewer pipes. For his massivc 
expenditure Erasmus Wilson received а knighthood. 

Various items were encased in the oЬelisk's new 
pedestal: а Ьох of hairpins, а portrait of Queen Victoria, а 
shilling razor and chapter 3 verse 16 of the Gospel of S1 
John in 215 languages: 'For God so loved the world, that hc 
gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in 
him should 110t perish, but have everlasting life.' As this 
was buried out of sight, posterity might find the inscriptions 
оп the obelisk more eloquent. These spoke of the Sun God 
Ra, of Horus and of Osiris: anothcr God's son whose death 
gave believers cverlasting \ife. 
Тhе news that English Masons had succeeded in erecting 

Cleopatra 's Needle encouraged American Masons to ship 
its twin across tl1e Atlantic. Both had stood at Heliopolis 
until the Roman Emperor Augustus moved them to 
Alexandria around 22 в.с. to adorn а new palace, but 
whereas England's needle had toppled centuries ago, the 
• American' obelisk was stil\ standing. lt had been given to 
America in 1877, but two years passed before а benefactor 
was found to рау for its shipment and erection, and а 
sailor-cum-engineer volunteered to attempt the task. Тhе 
prime mover was а New York editor named William 
Hulbert, the benefactor (to the tune of $75,000) was 
William J. Vanderbllt, and the sailor was а Lt-Cmdr Henry 
Gorringe. All were Freemasons. 

Gorringe needed even greater spunk than his British 
counterparts. Тhе oЬe\isk's removal provoked Ьitter local 
objections. Lowering, then loading its 220 tons оп Ьoard 
ship were delicate and dangerous tasks. Тhen the ship had 
to survive а near mutiny and severe storms Ьefore sailing 
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'"''' New York in July 188о. А site was finally agreed - in 
1 ("ntral Park near the Metropolitan Museum - and а 
, ,·remony to fit the occasion was aпanged for 9 OctoЬer. 

· 1·ms was а brazenly Masonic affair. Nine thousand 
1 1 t:cmasons marcbed with Ьands through the streets to 
с 1rcywacke Кnoll where Jesse Anthony, the Grand Master 
111 New York Masons, laid the 7-ton comerstone. After 
• J1 lolling Egypt as the birtbplace of science, astronomy, 
t11crature and art, he told his enthralled audience that 
Milsons needed to revise their thinking оп the origins of 
1 l1cir order: 'There can Ье по question but that in the secret 
"11cieties of Egypt are to Ье found some elements now 
1·111braced in the principles or symholism of Masonry.' 

It took another four months to drag the oЬelisk from its 
l•шding stage to its 50-ton pedestal, also shipped from 
Лlexandria. When it was finally erected in January 1881, 
1l1e tune of Martin Luther's hymn 'Ein' Feste Burg' was 
"щg with specially written words, whose significance no 
Mason could miss: 

Great God, to Whom since time began, 
The world has prayed and striven; 
Maker of stars, and earth, and man -
То thee our praise is given! 
Here Ьу this ancient Sign 
OfThine own l.ight Divine, 
We lift to Thee our eyes, 
Thou Dwel\er of the skies -
Hear us, О God in Heaven! 

For some Masonic enterprises, an orginal Egyptian 
l)c11ben was not good enough. Since 1848 an obelisk had 
l)een going up in Washington, DC, to honour America's 
founding President, George Washington, who had been а 
l."reemason. His funeral in 1799 had been conducted 
:iccording to Masonic rites. The coffin had been draped 
with а Masonic apron given Ьу а brother revolutionary and 
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Mason, the Marquis de Lafayette, and the many Masons 
present each cast а sprig of acacia, to symЬolize Ьoth Osiris' 
resurrection and Washington 's own imminent resuпection 
in the realm where Osiris presides. 14 

The comerstone for the Washington monument was а 
10-ton slab of marЫe given Ьу а Freemason. Unlike its 
Egyptian foreЬears this obelisk would Ье made not from а 
single stone but from marЫe Ыocks weighing 81 ,ООО tons. 
The Civil War halted construction, so it was not until 1884 
that the oЬelisk reached its full 555 feet and was topped off 
Ьу an aluminium capstone with due Masonic pomp. Оп 21 

February 1885 - Washington's Ьirthday - the monument 
was dedicated in another dose of fraternal self-congratu­
\ation. One prominent brother spoke of Masons now as 
bui\ders of human society. Their stones were living men, 
'their minds enlightened with divine \ove, their hearts 
radiant with discovering the joy of pure love, their souls 
cherishing- like the ancient Egyptian worshippers of Osiris 
- the hope of immortality'. 

The ninetee11th century saw а forest of obelisks sprout in 
cities al\ over the Masonic world. Even а small town like 
Comber in Ireland acquired опе, unveiled in 1844 before 
the banners of thirty-five lodges in lrish Freemasonry's 
largest puЫic gathering. Yet not all obelisks are Masonic 
symbols. Rome has e\even, mostly brought from Egypt Ьу 
ancient emperors with delusions of gra11deur. After re­
erecting Caligula's obelisk in St Peter's Square in 1586 
Роре Sixtus V exorcized it, consecrated it and surmounted 
it with а Holy Cross. Many British war memorials built 
after World War 1 are obelisk-shaped, but they are usually 
adorned with а saying from the New Testament or а 
sculpture of Christ оп the Cross. There is а clear difference 
in meaning and intent Ьetween these Christianized forms 
and the pagan monuments which Masons erected in 
London, New York and Washington ню years ago. 
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Christians may Ье offended Ьу Masonry's oЬsession with 
tl1ings Egyptian, although agnostics may feel the afterlife 
• •rfcred Ьу Osiris is more attractive than the Christian 
prospectus of Purgatory, Heaven or Hell. Either way, 
· prof ane' students suspect that today's Masonic spokesmen 
мс denying the brotherhood's past embrace with the gods 
111 the Nile just to keep present-day Christians at Ьау. In 
Лustralia they are not so соу. ln 1978 а new Masonic Royal 
Лrch temple was built in Petersham, New South Wales. 
f"he Mayor and other town dignitaries came to the opening, 
.шd admired the painstaking care with which an Egyptian 
юоm had been transferred from the old temple. Around 
1 he walls was а mural of paintings taken from the Book of 
the Dead, including images of Osiris 'the god of light and 
tf1e god of thc quick and the dead'. 15 

One Royal Arch Mason told me his fraternity's love 
affair with obelisks was nothing more than а 'bunch of 
pricks in search of needles', but сап dabЬling in ancient 
1.:ults Ье so easily dismissed? Despite the Ыuster, might any 
part of Freemasonry go beyond sun-worship or the com­
memoration of ancient gods into the realms of devil­
worship? 



7 
Sorcery, Sex, Satan and Skulls 

I Ьесаmе а Freemason in нпо, but even as 1 was going through 
the first degree ritual 1 had misgjvings. lt felt odd swearing that 
horrific oath on the ВiЫе while а sharp compass point was thrust 
hard against my naked left breast. lt felt odder still to Ье told to 
seal that oath Ьу kissing the ВiЬ\е, and then have my face thrust 
into thc compass and square as they \ау cradled оп its open pages. 
lt was only later that 1 realized the compasses and square were 
arranged iп the shape of the vt.rica piscis and the whole ceremony 
had sexual overtones. 

Despite my unease 1 passed through the tl1ree Craft degrees in 
just three meetings. Duriпg the third degree ritua\ the Deacons 
laid me оп the floor апd wrapped mc i11 а shroud: а Ыасk sheet 
with white skulls and crosslюnes embroidered оп it. They told me 
to stay as still as if I were dead, until they lifted me to my fect and 
the Lodge Master applied the Master Mason's grip. 

As 1 \ау there I suddenly felt the overpowering presence of evil. 
1 had never consciously thought about evil Ьeforc, let alone felt it, 
but now my brain was pounding. 1 felt а piercing pai11 in my skul\, 
like the worst headache you сап cver imagine. Even so, 1 went 
through with the ceremony and became а Master Mиson. 

This story may sound like the ramЫings of а man 
obsessed Ьу occult fantasies, someone who рrоЬаЫу 
cannot hold down а decent job. In fact, the speaker is а 
leading City of London financier. Over lunch in the heart of 
the Square Mile, he explained how he had been through а 
deeply disturbing experience. 

The stabЬing headache kept coming back - not only on Lodge 
nights but every night for more than ten years. 1 suffered the worst 
attacks in my Ьedroom of all places, so 1 got into the compulsive 
hablt of laying out а pair of socks in the form of а cross on the floor 
Ьeside my Ьеd Ьefore 1 could get to sleep. 1 don 't know if my wife 
ever noticed this. 1 suppose 1 was trying to repel evil. though I 
never reasoned it out that way at the time. 
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1 attended my Masonic lodge for seven years, and then 
'"~igned. Later 1 realized this period coincided exactly with years 
whe n 1 was suffering constant illness: glandular fever, chronic 
plщryngitis, spontaneous haemorrhaging and malignant skin 
··ancer. 1 might have induced these conditions myself, I suppose. 
11111 the skin cancer went far Ьeyond most people's psychosomatic 
powers. Ву now 1 was constantly swallowing Valium and sleeping 
pills. 1 was also aff\icted with acute trigeminal neuralgia: а facial 
paralysis. rather like what you feel from а dental injection but it 
1lt1esn't go away. Also а dental injection prevents pain. but this 
wa~ causing it: so much that sometimes 1 screamed out in agony. 
Ву 19&> 1 was neartosuicide. One Sunday, when 1 wasverylow 

111Jeed. 1 went to my parish church and felt compelled to take 
( 'ommunion. When 1 got to the rail 1 beggcd for forgiveness and 
a~ked to Ье fed with the Bread of Life. 1 don't remen1ber taking 
111е sacrameпts. but when 1 got home my family says my face was 
,J1ining. Sever<tl months later 1 realized, that was the very same 
1lay 1 suddenly stopped taking al\ thosc pills. 

lt sounds corny. 1 know. but 1 had 'found God'. 1 Ьесаmе а 
l'ommittcd Christian and spoke to groups all over the country but 
1 was still in torment, as 1 realized duri11g а meeting in Peter­
lюrough. The Chairman volunteered me to pray for апу реор\е 
present who were in distress. Someone came forward desperate 
for help. but 1 had по experience of this kind of work. I tricd to 
exteпd my arms in support but шу elbows were locked rigid. 1 felt 
terriЫe. l got out of the hall as soon cts 1could.1 knew there was 
something seriously wrong with me, so 1 prayed for help. 

1 told а friend who introduced me to а Pe11tecostal minister. Не 
said he felt 1 was treasuring some things whicl1, in tl1e eyes of Поd, 
formed а spiritual bo11dage with <ш illicit past. Не did not identify 
the objects. but he said the source of the evil was in my bedroom: 
on top of the wardrobc and in the dressing tаЬ\е. These were the 
cxact places where I kept my Masonic regalia and ritual books. 
When 1 got home I took them straight round to my vicar. Не said 
the only thing to do was to destroy them. so we threw them on а 
Ьonfire. 

That night 1 stopped arranging my socks in the shape of а cross! 
1 knew at last the oppressive curse had been broken. Thinking 
back to the Masonic ceremony when 1 had first sensed overpower­
ing evil, 1 realize I may have Ьееn particularly susceptiЫe to such 
feelings. Perhaps Гm psychic whereas most other Freemasons -
good men. 1 am sure - simply don't respond to such vibrations. 
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Whatever tЬе explanation, 1 would not wish on anyone the 
distress wЬich that Masonic rigmarole caused me for so many ,,..". 

I quote this testimony at length Ьecause it is typical of 
many 'confessions' 1 have heard in the past three years, 
usually from 'Bom-Agajn' or 'Charism~tic' Christians. 
Uпder the noses of the main denominations, а funda· 
mentalist revival has Ьееn taking place. This is not good 
news for some sections of the Anglican hierarchy. lt is bad 
news for Freemasonry. David Vaughan, ап Ipswich 
businessman, says 'in Freemasonry Satan affects the wife as 
well as the husband' Ьу making it difficult for couples to 
pray together. Since Jesus led him out, he апd his wife have 
prayed together: 'l sold all my regalia and bumed the 
rituais and certificates. Ever since then 1 have always 
advised "Freed Masons" to burn the lot!' 1 

Vaughan belongs to а group calling itself the Full Gospel 
Business Мел ·s Fellowship. 1 went to one of its meetings in 
Oxfordshire one torrential night. I.n the unlikely surround­
ings of an ex-servicemen's club- all Ьооzе, fags and darts­
some sixty soЬer Christian folk shared а meal and heard а 
sUrveyor named John Walker tell of his 8ight from the 
Mason cult. 'I Ьelieve it is of the devil,' he said, 'it has а 
satanic origin', and then he went tbrough the full slate of 
Christian objections. Не recalled how he once went to а 
Masonic Knights Templar meeting which five Anglican 
clergymen also attended. While everyone else was dressed 
as Cru.saders, the priests were clad in surplice, cassock and 
Ьiretta, as if to show Christian support for the rituais. 
'Many Masons are fine men,' said Walker, 'but they are 
held in spiritual Ьondage.' 

When Walker renounced Masonry he was afraid of 
losing business, Ьecause 'Ьeing involved in Freemasonry is 
а useful adjunct to your career'. Не was very worried aЬout 
the reaction of one Mason architect who gave him а lot of 
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"11rveying work. When Walker told him, 'Jesus means 
111ще than Freemasonry' the architect replied, 'John, 
you're а fool!' Walker thought the man would never 
i·mploy him again, but 'we're still workingforhim. God has 
11rotected us. Jesus is tbe Lord of my business and my life.' 

Walker told me that sometimes at these meetings people 
• ipt:nly renounce Freemasonry and declare for Jesus. No 
"uch thing happened this evening. There were many 
· l lallelujahs!' and much speaking·in·tongues, until one 
woman came forward 10 give herself to Christ. She was 
«mbraced Ьу healers, Jaid back оп the floor in а swoon and 
1hen resuпected. lt all seemed а blt like Freemasonry's 
tl1ird degree. 

Neutral oЬservers might feel that Born-Again Christians 
allacking Freemasonry is like the pot calling the kettle 
\1Jack, but there is evidence to justify concem over the 
psychic/psychiatric impact which the rituals might have оп 
!i11SCeptiЫe personalities. Тhе Church of England Group 
was convinced Ьу submissions it had received (from sources 
other than mine) that 'the dramatic effect of the rituals has 
J}ad а "psychic" effect'. Some Christians found them 
'positively eviГ, including опе ex-Mason whose letler was 
чuoted in the Anglican report. 2 

For а long time, even after my conversion, I defended Masonry, 
;шd mainlained that 1 was аЫе to reconcile ils philosophy and 
precepls - supposcdly based on tcaching morality and charity -
wilh Christianity. 

But in His time and in His own genlle way, lhe Holy Spirit 
Ьegan 10 show me how Ыind 1 had Ьееn, and how effectively the 
enemy сап usc his weapons of subtlety and ralionality in lhe 
Ыinding prooess. It was to the point of having my eyes fully open, 
and my hean sufficientJy ronvicted of lhe evils attaching to 
masonry and the powerful Ьondage it imposes. It was one of the 
hardest things 1 have ever had to do - gelling rid of my regalia, 
Masonic literature and all the outward trappings of this evi1 crвft. 
But this was nol enough- the Holy Spirit showed lhat anotherslep 
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had to Ье taken in order to completely release me from the 
Ьondage 1 was in, and that was to approach а brother in Christ 
who would pray for my release. This he did with the laying on of 
hands. 

What а Ьeautiful sense of lightness and freedom 1 experienced 
when that oppression was lifted! 

For obvious reasons the report did not name this man, 
but Dr Michael Clift of Gloucester has given me pennission 
to quote from а long note which he wrote about Free­
masonry in his famiJy. Dr Clift, who was born in 1928, is а 
'Lewis' (the name Masons use to describe the son of а 
Mason) and а 'Martin' (а Mason's brother). but from an 
early age he found Freemasonry repellent in every way. 
This was partly because of the way his father lived it. 

Му father was dedicated to Freemasonry, and made sure this 
was Ьorne in upon all of us. lt took priority over everything else. 
Paradoxically he made regular and nauseating references to his 
Masonic status whi\e yet tantalizing us witl1 its secrecy. His 
Masonic friends were all of similar types, pompous and covert, 
and 1 supposed them all to Ье similar to him in the matter of 
honesty. But yet he wou\d say, 'l am an upright man, I am а 
Freemason.' 

It has to Ье said that many of tbe reasons why Michael 
Clift hated his father had nothing to do with Freemasonry. 
Indeed, if the son is correct, the father manifested few 
qualities which Freemasonry claims to cultivate. 

Не was а truly appalling creature, arrogant, shabby, sly, 
vindictive, cruel, cowardly and а bully. Не delighted in humili­
ating people, especially my sister and me. Не would break 
confidences and break his word, yet he would say, 'Му word is my 
bond. 1 am а Freemason.' Тhе worst thing to me is that 1 cannot in 
any way defend or admire him - and I know how this makes me 
appear now - but 1 just couldn't, for this would Ье gross 
dishonesty. Не was the worst human Ьeing 1 have ever met; the 
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1111ly difference Ьetween him and the great ogres of history (like 
Jvan the TerriЫe) is that he didn't have the same extent ofpower. 

То explain Michael's relationship with his father would 
takc; а book in itself. Rightly or wrongly, he felt his father 
tavoured his other son, Tony, who was twelve years older. 
1 :ven so, Michael developed а strong affection for Tony, а 
·~ood brother: straightforward, logical with а keen 
..,cicntific mind'. Топу became а dentist. When he came 
lюme from World War II, his father pcrsuaded him to join 
tlн: Craft. 

Within three ye<1rs of his initiation my brothcr was bccoming а 
... 1rш1ger to me. His Iogical and scieпtific mind was now giving way 
10 occult inf\uence and crankiness of the шоrе extreme kind. Не 
\a:gan going regularly to seanccs. and he <levelopcd an intcrest iп 
llyirig saucers. The book f1yi11g Sшicers Hav(! Lшided was to him 
all IJelievalJle, cven to the extc11t of 'Venusians' having learned 
English, ar1d having taken t\1c autlюr up in their machine and 
around thc moor1 where а city was to l1e seen! Топу not 011\у took 
1l1is as Gospel but even refused to ш1believe it when the Apollo 
~c.:ries proved l1im wro11g. In 1950. when 1 was а mcdical student, 
l1c.: told me tltat he thougllt that drinki11g onc's own urine could Ье 
а cure-all - even for cancer. 1 was ftabbergasted and tokl him so. 
Blandly hc asked if 1 lшd tried it. As 1 had not, he saitl, with what 
authority could 1 speak'! 

At thc time I did not think of any cnn11cction with Freeшasonry. 
lпdeed 1 knew so little of what weпt оп in Lodges that 1 didn't even 
realize there was а quasi-religious side to it, and 1 did not know 
about the astrologica\, geometrical, and hieroglyphical mumЬo­
jumbo with which the whole thing is riddled. But now 1 realize 
that my brother's decline from а mап with а fine, scientific brain 
into а hulk filled with nonseпse and superstition сап only have 
\)een precipitated Ьу his obsessive enthusiasm for Freemasonry. 

Топу Clift became one of Gloucester's most eminent 
Masons. Не was master of his Lodge and joined 
Gloucestershire's Installed Masters Lodge. Не was in 
Chapter, the Mark Masons and the Royal Ark Mariners. 
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Не also reached the 3oth degree of the Rose Croix and 
basked in the title of Grand Elected Knight Kadosh, 
Knight of the Black and White Eagle. 

When he died in 19&. Michael arranged а memorial 
service through Tony's brother Mason Archdeacon 
Walter Wardle, who supplied Gloucester Cathedral free of 
charge. Michael only found out later that Топу had not put 
any money aside in his will to repay а large but undocu­
mented loan from Michael twenty years earlier. This 
funher disillusioned Michael aЬout Freemasonry's much· 
vaunted principles of Brotherly Love, Relief and Truth. 

Apart from ils obvious ше in bringing personal Ьenefi($, 
Freemasonry is really а pony enterprise and not wonh апу 
attention at all. so to ignore it is the best thing. What а pity that 
thosc who зrе harmed Ьу it, or excluded from advancement Ьу it, 
cannot do likewise. And yet 1 must say that, however naive the 
individual Mason might Ье, the movement as а whole is а 
development of cunning. All they do, all tbey say, all they stand 
for, has Ьееn deliЬerately conceived in the first place Ьу the most 
intelligently deceitful minds of long ago, and kept alive Ьу similar 
ones today. One might descriЬe it as 'the Cra~ of the Crafty'. 

Dr Clift has Ьееn deeply scarred Ьу а series of appalling 
family relationships, Ьу emotional deprivation as а child 
and Ьу а deep sense of Ьetrayal as an adult. His hatred of 
Freemasonry has to Ье seen in that light. Yet he also struck 
me as а man of outstanding intelligence, аЫе to detach 
himself from his own trouЫes and arrive at а view of 
Freemasonry which is Ьу по means improbaЫe. 

From such personal testaments two strands emerge: the 
psychic and psychiatric distress which Freemasonry can 
cause in certain personalities; and the idea that, some­
where in all this, the devil is making himself manifest. 

The devilish side of the argument ties in with the Baal/ 
Ba'al interpretation of JAHBULON. Those who Ьelieve BtJL 

really is the devil in disguise would not Ье at all surprised if 
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1l1c devil takes possession of Masons and uses them for his 
11wn ends. Those who believe in neither the devil nor God 
111ау find this hard to swallow, but of course they would find 
.111 Freemasonry indigestiЫe! Believers might want to 
~ 11ow if any other references to the devil may Ье found 
.111ywhere else in its rituals or literature, or indeed in the 
11\'t::-i of any Masons. 
У es, say some anti-Masons, citing the writings of 

Лn1erica's most celebrated Mason, AIЬert Pike. This 
1111.апе soldier, adventurer and poet was 'Grand Com-
111ander, Sovereign Pontiff' of Scottish Rite Freemasonry 
111 1he southern and westem United States from 1859 to 
1 Xt)I • His most famous work, Morals an.d Dogma, is а weird 
111111Ые oflearning: ill-digested, often incohercnl, yet-like 
n11negans Wakt" - а work of nigh-impenetraЫe genius. 
Оп 14 July 1889 Pike allegedly issued these instructions 

111 1wenty-threc Scottish Rite Supreme Councils through­
out the world: 

Гhat whic::h we must say 10 the crowd is - we worship а God, but 
11 is lhe God lhat one adores without superslition. То you. 
!o011vcreign Gra11d lnspectors Gcneral, we say this, that you may 
1t•peat il to the Brcthren of the 32nd, 31s1 and 301h dcgrces- the 
Ma~nic Religion should Ье, Ьу all of us initiatcs of the high 
1lcgrees, maintained in 1he purity of the lucifcrian Doctrine. 

lf lucifer were nol God would Adonay (Thc God of the 
t ·11ris1i11ns) whose deeds prove his cruelly, perlidy and hatred of 
шап, barbarism and repulsion for science, would Adonay and his 
pricsts, calumniale him? 

Yes Lucifer is God. and unfortunately Adonay is also god. For 
tl1e eternal law is that there is по ligh1 without shade, no Ьeauty 
11.·ithout ugliness, no white without Ыасk, forthe aЬsolute сап only 
··xist as two gods: darknessЬeingnecessary for light toserve as i1s 
l.iil as the pedestal is necessary 10 the s1a1ue and the brake 10 1he 
Jt>c0motive. 

Thus the doctrine ofSataniяn isa heresy; andthe 1nae andpure 
pl1ilosophical religion is the Ьelief in lucifer, the equal of 
Лdопау; but Lucifer, God of Light and God of Good is struggling 
lщ humanity against Adonay, the God of Darkness and Evil. 
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There are proЫems with this quotation: its meaning is 
not immediately clear and its authenticity is in doubt. lt was 
first attributed to Pike in 1894 Ьу а French authoress who 
detested Freemasonry, yet no original text seems to exist. 
Genuine or not. England's Grand Lodge dismisses it Ьу 
pointing out Pike must have been eighty at the time and 
·may also have Ьееп dotty'. 3 

Yet the quote sounds authentic. Its pyrotechnic languagc 
and bombastic poesy recalls Pike's earlier writings, and the 
message is not so different from that of Morals and Dogma. 
lf genuine, it indicates there is а Satanic - or Luciferian -
strain in American Masonry. Pike seems to Ье saying there 
are two gods in the universe locked in an etemal struggle 
for ascendancy. Не says Satanism is heresy because it infers 
Lucifer is evil and thc God of the Christians is good. On the 
contrary, says Pike: thc Christian God is evil whereas 
Lucifer is good. 

Yet even if the quote is genuine and Pike was а Satanist. 
his writings and rituals have no place in English Masonry's 
version of America's Scottish Rite, the Rose Croix. 4 Even 
if it did, the Rose Croix has no authority over the vast 
majority of English Masons who do not belong to it. То 
prove Satanism is part of maiпstream Freemasonry, any 
'prosecutor' has to prove direct liпks between Satanist 
groups and the Grand Lodge of England. 

'Тhе cornerstone of all modern occultism' is how one 
present-day Masonic author describes the notorious Order 
of the Golden Dawn. 5 Although this group is alleged to 
have petered out sixty years ago, its influence on 
twentieth-century literature, art and music- including rock 
- has Ьееп immense. lt still has an extraordinary fascin­
ation for students of ritual magic, both in and out of 
Freemasonry. 

Freemasons were prominent throughout the Golden 
Dawn's bltter. bltchy history. It was founded in 1887 Ьу а 
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1 1 t't:шason. William Wynn Westcott, who claimed to have 
• kt:1 rJ1ered а coded alchemical manuscript containing 
11111iation rituals of а secret German occult order, 'Die 
1 ;, 1ldcne DAmmerung'. It seems clear from some puЫished 
olH'I 1unts that Westcott рrоЬаЫу forged the manuscript and 
111vt:11tcd а lady named Anna Sprengel in NuremЬerg as the 
1111lt:r's only living practitioner. She authorized Westcott to 
l111111d а new branch in England and to write her signature 
н11 all necessary documents. Even more oЫigingly, she 
1l1l'tl iн 189oleaving him todevelop the Golden Dawn along 
.111\' lines that took his occult fancy. 

Wcstcott already had experience of concocting tnagical 
11t11als. Back in 1865 he had hclped found а wholly Masonic 
1111kr. the Societas Rosicruciana in Anglia, modclled on а 
111vo;tical German fratemity of the Middle Ages which had 
11•.t·lf been inspired Ьу the magic of the Kabbala and 
\щ:icnt Egypt. Today the 'Soc Ros', as it is known in 
1\,1.rмшiс circlcs, has 'colleges· all over England. One in 
1\1 ighton bears the name William Wynn Westcott in his 
l1111юur. 6 When creating the Golden Dawn ritual Westcott 
111.1у have plagiarized the 'Soc Ros' ritual оп the grounds 
t lrat the two orders shared the same occult inspiration. 1 am 
• 111/у guessing. for l have bcen unaЬ\e to acquire thc 'Soc 
H11s' ritual. Certainly the Golden Dawn had close physical 
l111ks with Freemasonry. For many ycars it held meetings 
11111 performed rituals in the London headquarters of the 
tl1oroughly respectaЫe Mark Masons. 

Wcstcott drenched the Golden Dawn in Rosicrucianism 
11111 w·lшt gave the order wider арреа\ was opening memЬer­
·.l11p 10 non-Masons and even women. Its groups were called 
1 ~·шр\еs and Weslcott gave them names such as Isis-Urania, 
• 1,iri~. Horus and Amen-Ra. The order was plagued Ьу 
··• .111dal and power strugglcs. In 189; Westcott lost controi to 
.нюther Freemason-Magician named MacGregor Mathers. 
'••'i ycars later Westcott quit thc order to keep his job as а 
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coroner. The legal authorities had discovered his pre­
dilection for magic and threatened to sack him. Of course. 
they had no objections to his occult activities within 
Freemasonry! 

MacGregor Mathers refined Westcott's ritual with the 
aid of another member, the poet W. В. Yeats, but in 1900 
Mathers was ousted Ьecause of his tyrannical rule. ln 1903 
power was seized Ьу А. Е. Waite, yet anothcr Freemason 
and the author of an acclaimed Masonic encylcopaedia. So 
many coups and so much hatred make it difficult not to view 
all these men as forgers, con-men and back-stabЬers. 
aearly, any enlightenment which Golden Dawn memЬers 
gained from the Kabbala, alchemy, hermetism and 
theosophy could not overcome grubby human ambltion. 
Some prominent writers and artists were among its 400 
members, but most were nonentities indulging in hocus­
pocus beyond their comprehension which might seriously 
have damaged their mental health. 

The rituals of the Golden Dawn may 11ot have been 
devil-worship but they strayed dangerously close to what 
Christian counsellors today would call possession or witch­
craft. Each Golden Dawn Templc was presided over Ьу а 
'Hicrophant' who represented the Rising Sun and who 
invoked the elements of earth. air, fire and water. All 
neophytes had to Ье 'purified' Ьу water. then 'consecrated' 
Ьу fire. Тhе penalty for revealing the order's secrets was to 
suffer 

а hostile current of will set in motion Ьу the Divine Guardians of 
the Order, living in the light of their perfect justice, who сап, as 
tradition and experieпce affirm, strike the breaker of the mystical 
oЬligation with death or palsy, or overwhelm him with mis­
fortuпes. They joumey as upon the winds. They strike where no 
man strikes; they slay where по sword slays. 7 

At the Old Bailey in 1901 two Golden Dawn associates, 
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Мг and Mrs Horos (not Horus!), were tried for rape. They 
wcre jailed for fifteen and seven years respectively, but 
нnly after it was revealed that they had used the Golden 
J)awn initiation ceremony to beguile their juvenile victims. 
Л1е Solicitor-General read out huge chunks of Mathers' 
rcvised ritual including being 'slain or paralysed without 
visiЫe weapon, as if Ыasted Ьу the lightning flash'. Не 
hranded the entire ritual 'most Ыasphemous' but did not 
point out that large passages had Ьееп lifted from Craft 
Freemasonry. 

The Golden Dawn was Freemasonry with the occult lid 
off. It resurrected those magical elements in the seven­
teenth-century cauldron of ideas which had given birth to 
Freemasonry. ln 1987 а conference was hcld in London to 
mark the centenary of the Golden Dawn's 'conception'. lt 
was organized Ьу thc Hermetic Research Trust whose 
trustees include the Marquess of Northampton, а promi­
nent Royal Arch Freemason. Deservedly prominent in the 
procecdings were three experts on the Golden Dawn who 
are also Masons. 1 am assured that their intercst in this 
'fringe Masonry' is purely academic! 

Thc 'GD' itself pctered out years ago. Its most notorious 
member was а declared Satanist: Aleister Crowlcy. Some 
people have characterized this sclf-styled 'Beast 666' as thc 
devil l1iшself. Не died- in mortal form at least - in 1947 but 
at the height of 196os flower-power he was resurrected as 
one of the main influenccs оп the tragi-comical hippie drug 
guru, Professor Timothy Leary. Crowley was also among 
that pantheon of cult figures portrayed оп the cover of the 
Beatles LP, Sgt Pepper's Lonely Hearts СlиЬ Band. 
Не was already trying to make contact with the devil in 

1898when he first tasted the 'Magick' ofthe Golden Dawn. 
Ву 1900 he was MacGregor Mathers' staunchest ally, but 
they later fell out when Crowley dared to puЫish Mathers' 
secret rituals. Crowley was soon Ьored with the Golden 
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Dawn and was always seeking fresh stimulants to gratify his 
hunger for the occult. These included initiation into regular 
Freemasonry in the Anglo-Saxon Lodge of Paris, or so he 
claimed in his Confessions. 8 Не also claimed he became 
Master of 'one of the oldest and most eminent Lodges in 
London'. There seems to Ье no record of this event at 
Freemasons' Hall, so either Crowley lied or the records 
have gone astray. 

In 1912 he became the British head of the Ordo Templi 
Orientis (ОТО), а oeo-Masonic order of German origin, 
which he re-created with а progression of magic rituals 
offering 'а rational basis for universal brotberhood and for 
universal religion'. Crowley was thus seeking much the 
same goals as Freemasonry but he hoped the ОТО would 
have greater success. Indeed, he claimed he was reconsti­
tuting Freemasonry, which in practice was 'either vain 
pretence, tomfoolery, an excuse for drunken rowdiness, or 
а sinister association for political intrigues and commercial 
pirates'. Nevertheless, he felt his association with Free­
masonry was 'destined to Ье more fertile than almost аоу 
other study, and that iп а way despite itself'.9 

Crowley's views оп the devil were astonishingly similar 
to those attributed to the giant American Freemason, 
Albert Pike. In his Magick Crowley wrote, 

'The Devil' is, historically, the God of any people that one 
personally dislikes ... This serpent, sлтдN, is not the enemy of 
Man, but НЕ who made Gods of our race, knowing Good and Evil. 
Не is ... Life and Love ... he is Light, and his Zodiacal image is 
Capricomus, the leaping goat whose attribute is LiЬerty ... the 
Godhead which, if it Ьecomes manifest in man, makes him 
Aegipan, the All. ю 

Somewhere in the potion of Kabbalistic magic and 
occultism which helped to create Freemasonry, the idea 
seems to exist that God is indeed Satan-Lucifer-the Devil. 
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1 )tюting а few lines from а 500-page book is no way toexplore 
1 l1c complexities of Crowley's argument, nor is this the place 
11' tcst clinically whether he was any less 'dotty' (to use Grand 
1 odge's tenn) than AIЬert Pike. Grand Lodge might dismiss 
1 'rowley as а charlatan - certainly in his claims to have 
lit~longed to an English Lodge - but he was directly linked 
wilh Grand Lodge through а man who was one of England's 
kading Masonic scholars: John Yarker. 

Yarker admitted Crowley as а 33rd degree Freemason in 
l1is own version of the Rose Croix, or Ancient and 
Лccepted Rite. Не ran this institution from Manchester, 
111t1ch to the fury of England's orthodox Rose Croix, which 
"xpelled him in 1870. However, United Grand Lodge 
11cver expelled Yarker from Craft Freemasonry. Не was 
"'ill giving lectures to its premier research lodge, Quatuor 
t 'oronati, forty~two years later. 11 

Yarker a\so inducted Crowley iпto the 95th and goth 
1k:grees of his comЬined Memphis--Misraim Order. This 
lives оп today in the person of Desmond Bourke. Few if 
any of his suburban London neighbours know Ье is the 97th 
1lcgree Grand Hierophant of Sovereign Imperium of the 
Mysteries. Bourke was 'installed' in this office in н}t)4 

alongside the mysterious 'David Sard', yet only Sard's 
i:lcvation was reported in Pentagram, the Witchcraft 
l{csearch Association magazine for occult enthusiasts. 12 

When 1 asked Mr Bourke about Memphis-Misraim he 
said he held his authority through John Yarker who had 
l1imself acquired it from the order's leaders in France. Two 
other groups in England \ау claim to Yarker's М-М 
inheritance but only one is active. Bourke assured me 
пeither he nor the order was into devil-worship. Indeed, he 
has been more active as а Druid: heading the Universal 
Druidic Order, the Ancient and Archaeological Order of 
Druids, the Ancient Order of Druids Hennetists and the 
Order of the Holy Wisdom. In 1966 he authorized the 
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foundation of another Druidic outfit known as the Golden 
Section Order. 

These credits are relevant only Ьecause Bourke is also an 
eminent Freemason. Jn September 1984 Masonk Squore 
reported that Worshipful Bro. Desmond Вourke was 
President of the Arcadian Masonic Study Circle, which 
would Ье holding а series of meetings in Freemasons' Hall, 
London. 13 Bourke latertold me he was по longer president 
bu1 was still а mernber. Не said the circle's lectures and 
discussions covered various Masonic subjects. 'lncluding 
Mcmphis-Misraim'?', 1 inquired. Не replied: 'We might do 
а rehearsal of its rituals at Grand Lodge.' The rituals of 
Memphis-Misraim have never Ьееn puЬJished, but they 
are рrоЬаЫу another aHempt at re-creating the cults of 
ancient Egypt. Тhе Order·s immediate foreЬear, the 
France-ba.-red Rite of Memphis, gave its lodges names such 
as Osiris and Heliopolis. 14 Perhaps thc Arcadian Circle has 
Ьееn re-creating Heliopolis in Great Queen Street. 

The Masonic oЬscssion with Ancient Egypt and Greece, 
with the Kabbala, Mithras, the Essencs and the Druids, 
may never have had much 10 do with devil-worship. lt may 
Ье more like the oЬsession of an adopted child dcsperately 
seeking its true parcnts and identity. Either way, the 
Freemason's love of the occult has not yet featured in 
Grand Lodge's PR handouts or its videos. lt might Ье а 
good selling point. One life insurance salesman told me 
that he joined Freemasonry Ьecause he was а ritual 
magician. 1 naively asked him if he was а member of the 
Magic Circle. 'Not that kind of magic,' he sneered, 'I mеап 
the Kabbala. · 1 did поt ask if he sold after-life insurance as 
well. 

The works of AIЬert Pike and Aleister Crowley show 
that men preoccupied wilh paganism, the devil and the 
occult are attracted to Masonry, if only (as in Crowley's 
case) on the way to somewhere else. It is also true that 
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( ·rowley•s appelite for mystical satisfaction was matched Ьу 
his insatiaЫe sexual hunger. Occult symЬols are ohen also 
!-iCXUal symЬols, and in these Freemasonry aЬounds. What 
aЬout chat veska pisci.s which my city financier felt was 
ronned Ьу the square-and-compasses оп the open ВiЫе? 

In Latin vesica piscis means 'bladder of fish', although il 
1night also mean 'а Ыadder which, when fШed with wind, 
would Ье in the form of а 11sь·. 1 s ln architecture it means а 
1юiпted oval shape, whose sides are formed Ьу the inter-

м:ction of two equal circles which pass through each other's 
i.:cntres. lt was frequently used Ьу medieval artists to 
cnclose religious portraits. 

о * + 
For obvious reasons this lozenge shape came to symЬol­

i7.e а woman or womaпkind. Jn medieval heraldry it 
l1ccame an acute diamond. At least one Masonic historian, 
J. S. М. Ward, 16 says that in Freemasonry 'the lozenge is 
casily represented Ьу the square and compass', into which 
the financier's nose was so abruptly thrust. Jn Masonic 
i:cremonies the square-aпd-compas:s's femininily is com­
plemented Ьу the masculine tools, the level and gavel. Тhе 
lcvel has the shape of а tau cross. Тhе gavel is like а 
hammer. Ward again explains that alongside the square 
;1nd compass in the Masonic lodge 'lies the gavel or tau, and 
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so the cross and the vesica piscis аге brought together in 
conjunction with the third great 1.ight in Masonry (the 
ВiЫе], at the very moment when the Caпdidate takes his 
Oath'. 

Ward explains that the candidate makes his first step in 
Freemasonry through these syrnbols: 'oЬligated in the 
vesica piscis' and 'ruled Ьу the Tau cross'. Out of this he 
concludes that the newcomer 'thereby puЫicly declares his 
intention of trampling underfoot those primitive and 
animal passions which war against the soul'. Thus hc is 
reminded that, 

as he must enter lhis material world througЬ the lll'Sicв piscis, so 
he must entcr thc life of initiiltion Ьу che s.ame road, and only aher 
he has done so сап he see the Lighc ... This vesica piscis is che 
female or preservative principle ofGod, without which we could 
not exist for а single day, nor without il could we hope to Ье 
preserved from the powers of darknes.-; and evil which threaten us 
on our spirilual journey. 

In The Enrered Apprenrice's Handbook Ward writes that 
the Master of the lodge 'represents the rnale aspect of the 
deity, as is shown Ьу the Tau crosses, called levels, оп his 
apron, and Ьу his use of the gavel, which represents the 
same emЫem. Тhе Tau cross is, of course, а phallic symЬol 
and stands for the male and creative aspect in Man.' 
Тhе syrnbols оп Masonic apronsextend this male-fernale 

interplay, says Ward. All full lodge rnemЬers display the 
vesica piscis оп their aprons in the foпn of roses 'to remind 
them that their du1y is passive, 10 оЬеу the commands of 
the Worshipful Masler who, to remind us of his masculine 
function, wears the three taus in place of the three 
rosettes·. 
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Ward was aware that his argumenls might Ье thought 
'far-fetched', but he is not alone in interpreting Masonic 
symЬols in sexual terms. 

Take another symЬol, the point within а circle. Тhе first 
degree 'Explanation' says that in all regular lodges 'there is 
а point within а circle round which Brethren cannot еп'. 
During thC rituals а Mason walks round this circle, 
touching on various items including the ВiЫе: 'while а 
Mason keeps himself thus circumscriЬed he cannot еп' .17 

In attempting to clarify this less-than-obvious explan­
ation, Masonic authors have stated that the point in а circle 
may refer to Freemasons' duty to Ье 'good Men and true' 
within the boundary line of duty to God. А Mason may Ье 
~en as the 'point' or ccntre, and the circle as the world. А 
more mystical theory is that man is insignificant. а merc 
point without length or breadth. ln contrast, the circle is 
rerfection, without Ьeginning or end, infinite and eternal. 
Almighty God. ~к 

AIЬert Mackey, the Masonic cncyclopaedist, says the 
cxplanation aЬout а Mason's duty is 'trite and meagre'. Не 
then claims that, both in ancient timcs and in modern 
Freemasonry, the point in а circle is а 'sacred hieroglyphic' 
standing for worship of the phallus, а 'sculptured repre­
sentation of the membrum viri/e ос male organ of gener­
:.ition'. This was 'а peculiar modification of sun-worship' 
said to have originated in Egypt with our old friend, Osiris. 
RememЬer that, in 1Ье legend, lsis recovers all the parts 

of her husband's Ьоdу, which Set had cut up, 'except the 
organs of generation' which had been eaten Ьу Nile ti.sh. 
According to some versions, Isis then made an artiticial 
penis, either ofwood or Ьeeswax, transplanted it on to the 
reassemЬled Ьоdу of her husband and impregnated herself 
with it. The result of this remarkaЫe act was their son 
Horus, who must have set about killing Set with а douЫe 
dose of vengeance. The story is remarkaЫe not only for 
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recording two medical 'flrsts' (the first successful penis 
transplant and the only act of necrophШa ever to have 
produced а child); it also helps explain the popularity of the 
oЬelisk among Ancient Egyptians and Victorian Free­
masons. 19 

According to Mackey, the phallus is the point, whereas 
the circle represents the 'female generative principle' - the 
Greek Cteis- 'а circular and concave pedestal ... оп which 
the Phallus or column rested'. So the point in the circle is 
'the union of the Phallus and Cteis, or the Lingam and Yoni 
[in lndia] in one compound flgure, as an object of 
adoration'. 

After а Cook's Tour of many more pagan deities, 
Mackey tells us that in а Masonic lodge the Master and the 
wardens are the Point within the Circle. Тhеу symЬolize 
the Sun, as does the Point. Тhе Circle, meantime, symbol­
izes the Universe 'invigorated and fertilized Ьу his 
generative rays'. Mackey does not explain whcther the 
circle also symbolizes society at large, invigorated and 
fertilized Ьу Freemasons. That would Ье an apt metaphor 
for the way non-Masons feel, after faНing victim to а 
'Masonic conspiracy'. However, they usually express their 
sense of penetration in coarser terms. 

Not to Ье outdone, J. S. М. Ward states that in the 
'Christian' Masonic order known as the Rose Croix, the 
'cross' and the 'rose' are again 'only another name for the 
phallus and the vesica piscis'. Не then depicts the symЬols 

united as ф and 9 . Ward then announces that 'thus 

the cross of suffering has become united with the phallic 
cross', before flnding more examples of the vesica piscis 
embedded in various Masonic jewels. 

Ward may have been as mad as а hatter, but his approach 
to Masonic symbolism is shared not only Ьу Mackey but Ьу 
the modern Masonic seer George Draffen who asserted in 
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198620 that the 'hoodwink' or Ыindfold in the first degree 
1 ilual reminds the candidate that he is 'undergoing а Ьirth 
process', just as 'conception and fertilisation take place in 
1he darkness of the womb'. Even the caЫe-tow round his 
neck is ·а symЬolical umЬilical cord' which, when cut, 
~ymbolizes 'Ьirth and new life'. 

The Masonic oЬsession with birth and women's organs 
l1as an even odder aspect. ln 1933 W. L. Wilmshurst 
tlclivered а lecture to the Leeds research lodge, Living 
Stones (по. 4957), of which he was the founding Master. 
His subject was the new Freemasons' HaJI in London, then 
known as the Реасе Memorial Temple. Не explained that it 
was 'deeply and designedly symbolic', and launched into 
this eulogy: 

Thc: Grand Tc:mple within Frc:c:masons' Hall, London:. 
а symЬolic womb, accord.ing to the Masonic 

authorW. L. Wilmshum 

GRAND 
TEMPLE 

GREAT QUEEN SТRЕЕТ 



144 Ritua/ or Religion? 

Every Masonic lodge is impliedly ... а secret place of Ьirth, 
and is known to those initiated in it as the 'Mother' from whom 
they received their Masonic life. It is fitting, therefore, that the 
inmost sanctuary of the Mother Grand Lodge of the world-wide 
Craft should Ье so located as to Ье а symbolic place of Ьirth and Ье 
in structural correspondence with the human female organism. 
The Grand Temple is literally а symbolic womb, centrally placed 
within, but isolated from, the body of the edifice. In this respect it 
follows tl1e oldest known symbolic place of Initiation, tbe Great 
Pyramid, whose central chamber of reЬirth and resurrection is 
similarly constructed and with the same mystical intention. 

Sigmund Freud was not а Mason, but Freemasonry 
would l1ave given him unlimited opportunitics to enhance 
even his perceptions of repressed sexuality. lt seems some 6 
million men alive today have been conceived and incubated 
in а Masonic womb, then 'Ьorn again' through 'mother 
lodges' coпsisting entirely of men. No wonder they do not 
let women join! 

Today's Masonic spokesmen may argue that such iпter­
pretations are totally discredited - even though they all 
come from reputaЫe Masonic sources. But they do поt 
explain lюw Masonic symbols, oaths апd rituals сап so prey 
оп а Freemasoп's brain that he feels compelled to commit 
the most appalling acts, even against his own family. The 
Church of England report prints part of а letter from а 
Church of Engla.nd minister which illustrates the proЫem. 

А young man in his early forties confided in me recently about 
obscene sexual images that he was having during his times of 
spiritual communion, as well as disturЬing feelings about Ыооd 
and killing loved опеs. 111is man is staЫe, mature, and has no 
history of mental illness. After counselling it was discovered that 
the sexual imagery was linked to Freemasonry symbols, the Ыооd 
and the knife which he was tempted to use to kill а loved one was 
linked with the Oaths in Freemasonry. When this man was cut 
free from all his links with Freemasonry in the name of Jesus those 
very disturblng feelings and images went and he has not been 
trouЫed since. 
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This man's torment is not unique. 1 have talked to а 
woman whose family life had been deeply scarred Ьу the 
impact of Masonic ritual оп her father. Не became acutely 
,\epressed- 'depression and Freemasonry go hand-in-hand 

· in my family' - and eventually suffered а mental break­
Jown. 

Не got into such а state that he was seeing evil everywhere. Не 
thought something terriЫe was going to happen, so he tried to kill 
us all. Someone called the police and they arrived just in time. Му 
father was put in а mental lюme. He's out now. Не doesn't have 
anything to do with Freemasonry these days, but 1 don't know 
what he thinks about it. 1 daren't ask in case 1 spark off the old 
trouЬle all over again. 

Anything сап Ье геаd into Freemasonry. Everything has 
been - mostly Ьу Masons. Yet when men suffer severe 
psychiatric illness as а result of M1:tsonic symbolism, the 
f'"reudian slips of some Masonic authors апd the neo-pagan 
interpretations of others caпnot а\1 Ье dismissed as wroпg. 
There are elements in Freemasonry which bring out the 
worst in some men. Whether tl1ey are 'possessed' Ьу evil 
spirits or just mentally destaЬilized Ьу occult mumbo­
jumbo, they arc а danger to socicty and themselves. Does 
Freemasonry deny all responsibllity for their actions? 
Тhere is а Masonic motto - Lux е tenebris - light out of 

darkness. There is, of course, another bringcr of light: the 
Morning Star. lt is odd that the phrase 'Ьright morning star' 
is the only allegedly Christian referencc left in the Craft 
Rituals. When the two warring Grand Lodges in England -
the Moderns and the Ancients - were united in 1816, the 
rituals were revised to exclude all Christian elements. 
Somehow the 'bright morning star' was left in, even though 
it is said to Ье derived from the last page of the New 
Testament: 'l Jesus ... am the root and the offspring 
of David, and the bright morning star' (Revelation, 
22: 16). 
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lt seems inconceivaЫe that the men who revised the 
rituals could have accidentally retained а phrase whose 
derivation and meaning was so obviously Christian, when 
they scrupulously deleted almost every otber New Testa­
ment phrase. lt has survived, even though it still distresses 
Jewish brethren, such as the outstanding Masonic scholar 
Harry Carr: 'As а Christian reference this passage must 
cause embarrassment to brethren who are not of that 
faith. '21 

Might it have another, non-Christian, interpretation 
which has Ьееn overlooked? As it happens, there is another 
bringer of light who is also known as the 'moming star': 
Lucifer. Once common as а poetic name for the planet 
Venus, Lucifer was the rebel Archangel who fell from 
Heaven as he tried to dethrone God: 'How art thou fallen 
from heaven, О Lucifer, son of the morning!' (Isaiah, 
14: 12). But Lucifer had а great career ahead of him, for he 
went оп to become Satan or the devil - at least, that is how 
BiЫical interpreters saw him. 

Is it possiЫe that the Morning Star remained in the 
rituals, not Ьу mistake, but as а deliЬerate but cryptic 
Masonic reference to Lucifer, Satan, the devil? If so, this 
would invert the meaning of а crucial section of the third­
degree ritual: 

Let me now Ьеg you to observe that the light of а Master Mason 
is darkness visiЬle, serving only to express that gloom which rests 
оп the prospect of futurity . . . Ве careful to perform your 
allotted task while it is yet day; continue to listen to the voice of 
Nature, which Ьears witness, that in this perishaЬle frame resides 
а vital and immortal principle, which inspires а holy confidence 
that the Lord of Life will сnаЫе us to trample the Кing of Terror 
Ьeneath our feet, and lift our eyes to that bright Moming Star, 
whose rising brings реасе and salvation to the faithful and 
oЬedient of the human race. 

То the men who drew up this ritual in 1816, who was the 
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l .ord of Life and who the King of Terror? Could God Ье 
l .ucifer, and Lucifer God? Might they Ье sitting in each 
11t/1er's seats? Are Masons today inadvertently worship­
ring the devil instead of а benign God? 

Nonsense, а member of the Masonic Knights Templar 
(or Great Priory of Malta) might say, for in that 'Christian' 
1·itual the Bright Morning Star is applied to him, 'whose 
rising brought реасе and salvation to mankind'. In this 
11rder, the 'Novice' must Ье 'the faithful soldier until death' 
11f the great 'Captain of Salvation'. But what kind of 
Christianity do the Knights Templar pursue: meek and 
111ild or murdcrous? We get some idea when the novice 
~'vears to keep the secrets of the Order and to 

faithfully defend and maintain the holy Christian faith ... 
under по les.-; а penalty than los.o; of life, Ьу having my head 
struck off and placed оп the point of а pi11nacle or spire, my 
skull sawn asunder, and my brains exposed to the scorching 
rays of tbe sun, as а waming to all infidels and traitors. So 
,help me Christ. 

The novice is 'invested' with а white tunic, adomed with 
а plain red Latin cross, stretching to his knees. Не dons а 
mock-medieval belt, breastplate, spurs and helmet, takes 
hold of а shield and is girded with а sword. Не is then told to 
draw his sword 'in defence of the Holy Christian faith' 
before setting off оп seven years' warfare. The secret sign 
of а 'Crusader' is а cross made with the sword. The secret 
word is GOLGOТHA. Having achieved this labour in а few 
minutes Ьу walking seven times round the room, he must 
undergo опе year of penance and mortification. Не is given 
а skull and а taper and to/d to walk slowly round the room 
again, keeping his eyes fixed оп those two 'emЫems of life 
and mortality'. Не then swears: 'Мау the spirit which once 
inhaЬited this skull rise up and testify against me, if ever 1 
wilfully violate my oЫigation of а Knight Templar.' То 
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complete the oath, he must 'Seal it with your lips seven 
times оп the skull'. 

After being told to 'aЬstain from fleshly lusts', the novice 
is made а Кnight of the Temple and the Holy Sepulchre 'in 
the name of the Holy, Blessed and Glorious Trinity'. Не is 
given а ribЬon, cross and star, and then garЬed in а 
Crusader's white mantle, the 'symЬol of the Christian's 
Faith and Норе', and told the Order's Grand Word, 
EMMANUEL. 22 

This ritual fills me with ignoЫe thoughts. There are some 
13,000 Masonic Knights in England and Wales, including 
Commander Michael Higham. They must all Ье Master 
Masons of the good old Craft which, as Grand Lodge tells 
us, took Christ out of its rituals 'to еnаЫе men of different 
faiths to join in prayer (to God as each sees Him)'.2J Yet 
here such men enter an order which is not only exclusively 
Christian: it is Ьigoted, militant and commemorates the 
Crusaders who pillaged and slaughtered their way round 
the Eastern Mediterranean for centuries. When the ritual 
talks of 'infidels' it means Muslims: people who are 
allegedly welcome in Freemasonry, 'which is open to men 
of all religious faiths'. Perhaps British Muslirn Masons (а 
few exist, 1 understand) should form themselves into the 
Knights of Saladin, in order to revere а Muslim leader with 
more humanity than, any Crusader king. 

There are times when the whole of Freemasonry seems 
like an overgrown schoolboy's morbld fantasy, with war­
games thrown in. lt all reeks of Just William and his gang, 
although William would рrоЬаЫу have steered clear of the 
whole affair, as а typically adult charade. The bathos of the 
Knights Templar, and indeed all Freemasonry, is captured 
in one tiny old newspaper story: 

А human skull found at Marple Bridge, Cheshire, has turned 
out to Ье а ceremonial relic used Ьу Dukinfield Masonic Lodge. lt 
was thrown out in а pub spring-cleaning.24 
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lfthey were not doing evil theywould not have so great а hatred 
"r the light. 

Ever since 1738 when Clement XII issued his bull /n 
/:'minenti against the 'depraved and pervened' societies of 
1:1eemasons, the Roman Catholic Church has Ьееn 
condemning Freemasonry as if it were the child of the devil. 
1 ronically, it was only in recent years, as Protestant 
clшrches were at last plucking up courage to round on the 
11Гotherhood, that the Vatican softencd its opposition and 
~cemed almost to welcome its centuries-old enemy beneath 
the canopy of St Peter's itself. 

/п Eminenti - the first of more than twenty bulls against 
r:reemasonry - was issued partly оп doctrinal grounds but 
also Ьecause, in the 173~. thc Рарасу felt its temporal power 
was Ьeing subvened Ьу а lodge in Floreпce. The lodge, set up 
l1y Englishmen, was being used Ьу English agents as а cell for 
intrigue and espionage. As 1 explain in Chapter 33, the 
agents' target was the Stuart Pretender, James, who was 
holding court in the Holy City, but the lodge also contained 
ltalian freethinkers who mocked the Рарасу. On both these 
grounds Clement railed against societies called 'LiЬeri 
Muratori' or 'Freemasons' for the 'great mischiefs' they did to 
the 'temporal tranquillity of the State': 

Since we are taught Ьу the divine word to watch, like а faithful 
servant, night and day, lest this sort of men break as thieves into 
the house, and like foxes endeavour to root up the vineyard ... 
we do condemn and prohiblt the same societies ... 

The Роре commended that no members of 'the faithf ul in 
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Christ', whatever their status, laymen or clergy, should join 
Masonic societies, or give Masons shelter, help them meet, 
'afford them counsel, help or favour', assist them to recruit, 
or 'in any manner aid and promote them'. Those who did 
would suffer the penalty of excommunication 'without any 
other declaration; from which no one сап obtain the Ьenefit 
of aЬsolution from any other but us . . . except at the point 
of death'. 

Enforcing the new law fell to the Holy lnquisition which 
promptly jailed an Italian memЬer of the Aorence lodge. 
The lodge closed but some of its memЬers still conspired 
against Rome. For the next 100 years Freemasonry grew 
throughout ltaly as а cover for nationalist revolutionary 
activity. According to one Masonic writer, from the middle 
of the nineteenth century 'the salient point of ltalian 
politics was war against Catholicism directly led Ьу the 
lodges'. 1 Ву 1848 Pius IX and the Papal States were 
overwhelmed Ьу the movement for Italian unification. The 
papal prime minister was assassinated, an act which the 
revolution 's leader, the Freemason Giuseppe Mazzini, 
deemed 'necessary and just'. Rome rebelled, Pius fled, and 
Mazzini set up а Roman RepuЫic. It did not last. Iri 1850 
the French put Pius back on the Roman throne, but the 
secret societies had signalled the end of his territorial 
power. Twenty years later Italian unity was achieved, 
largely through the efforts of three Masons: the revolution­
ary Mazzini, the soldier Garibaldi and the statesman 
Cavour. Ву 1870 these men had destroyed the Pope's 
earthly dominion. Rome was made the capital of an 
independent secular nation state and the Рарасу was 
reduced to 108 acres around St Peter's. In his tortured 
thirty-two-year reign Pius IX issued six bulls attacking 
Masonry but the definitive condemnation came in 1884 
with Нитапит Genus, in which Leo XJll lamented that 
the pontiff was falsely 
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deprived of temporal power, the stronghold of his rights and of 
l1is freedom; he was next reduced to an iniquitous condition, 
1111ЬеаrаЫе for its numberless burdens until it has соте to this, 
that the sectarians may openly say what they had already in secret 
1lcvised for а long time, namely, that the very spiritual power of 
1111.~ Роре ought to Ье taken away and the divine institution of the 
Homan Pontificate ought to disappear from the world. 

Leo endorsed the view that the Freemasons' 'real 
supreme aim' is 'to persecute Christianity with untamed 
hatred, and they will never rest until they see cast to the 
ground all religious institutions estaЫished Ьу the Роре'. 
Masons insinuate themselves 'into the hearts of Princes' in 
order to exploit them as 'accomplices to overcome 
Christianity'. Then they resolve 'to shake the foundations 
of the thrones, and persecute, ca\umniate or banish those 
sovereigns who refuse to rule as they desire'. The Masons 
deceive the people too into believing that 'the Church is the 
cause of the iniquitous servitude and misery in which they 
are suffering' hut. 'lt wou\d Ье more according to civil 
wisdom and more necessary to univcrsal welfare that 
Princes and Peoples, instead of joining the Frecmasons 
<igainst the Church, should unite with thc Church to resist 
the Frcemasons' attacks.' 

Leo confirmed all existing penalties against Catholic 
Masons, including excommunication. Не made по ex­
ception for members of the self-sty\cd 'regular' Free­
masonry of Britain, the Empire and the USA, even though 
this might claim to support Church and State. Leo lumped 
it together with the priest-hating continental variety which 
had made the Роре а beggar. Не could do no other. for 
Mazzini - past Grand Master of Italy's Grand Orient - had 
been supported in his revolutionary endeavours Ьу Protest­
ant politicians in Freemasonry's Ьirthplace, England. The 
Vatican had already achieved token revenge Ьу causing а 
crisis in England's Grand Lodge. In 1874 its Grand Master, 
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the Marquess of Ripon, had tumed Catholic. То comply 
with the papal ban he resigned as Grand Master. Grand 
Lodge tumed this crisis into а triumph Ьу replacing Ripon 
with the Prince of Wales. 

For the next 100 years 'regular' Masons divided into 
those who felt that, if only the Рарасу could Ье persuaded 
they did not plot against it, tbe Ьistoric conflict could Ье 
ended; and those who made unrelenting attack.s оп the 
Church and did plot agaiпst it- поtаЫу America's Scottish 
Rite Masons.2 Neitber viewpoiпt prevailed Ьecause of а 
third, iпen force: the majorityof Masoпs who had по great 
aпimosity to the Vatican but who cared not what it thought, 
said or did. Оп the Catholicside there was по great impetus 
for 'реасе' either, because few Catholics (outside South 
America) wanted to become Миsопs. It was not until the 
19боs that 'реасе' appeared to Ье а possibllity. 

The turning-point was the рарасу of John XXlll. In 1962 
his second Vatican Council promoted а ncw climate of 
religious toleraпce апd raiscd hopes of а comiпg together of 
all churches and faiths. Jt called for а dialogue with all 'meп 
of goodwill' who showed а rcadincss to talk with the 
Church . .) Leading Masoпs felt this musl include them 
Ьecause their order was built оп а similar concept of 
religjous tolerance. Rome noted the Craft's claim to 
·gather together, Ьeyond the limits of tbe various religions 
and world views, men of goodwШ оп the basis of humaп­
istic values comprehensiЫe and ассерtаЫе to everyone'. 4 

lt was also told that Masonry's moral values encourage mеп 
to embrace their own religions even more strongly, so that 
Catholics who are Masons Ьесоmе еvеп Ьetter Catholics. 

ln the decade after Vatican 11, Catholic leaders in several 
countries were solicited Ьу Freemasons. In 1968 а promi­
nenl English Мason named Напу Carr persuaded the 
Cardiпal Archblshop of Westminster to propose а softer 
line оп Freemasonry to the Vatican. Cardinal Hcenan was 
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-.ympathetic Ьecause of 1he sad tale of one of his parishion­
L'n>. ln his autoblography5 he told of his visits to а Yeoman 
11f the Guard (а Вeefeater at the Tower of London) who 
was 'over seventy with а well-trimmed white Ьeard'. Тhе 
11шn always attended Sunday Mass and 'prayed with great 
н:collection', but never took Communion. 'There was only 
1ще Ыасk mark in the Yeoman's record. Не had not 
rcceived the sacraments within Hving memory. Hischildren 
knew the reason. In the апnу he had Ьесоmе а Freemason 
in the Ьelief that this would further his career.' 

Heenan felt it was 'рrоЬаЫу only а matter of time' Ьefore 
1/1е general ban оп Masonry would Ье lifted, but not even 
hc dared ask the Vatican to allow the Yeoman to take 
Communion while he was still а Mason. Instead the 
<:ardinal urged the Beefeater 10 quit the Craft, but he never 
did Ьecause he 'was under the almost ccrtaiпly false 
impression that he would have to ce<1se to Ье а У eoman if 
he resigned from his masonic lodge'. 

As it happens, the Yeoman's 'impression' was almost 
certainly солесt for the Crafl is strong in the anny, the 
Territorials and in many quasi-military organizations.6 At 
that time it may have held sway among Beefeaters. 
Igпoring such worldly oЬstacles. Heenan embraced Сал's 
view 1hat 'regular' Masons had never plotted against the 
Church and accepted the need lo draw а 'sharp line' 
Ьetween English-style Freemasonry and the 'atheistic or 
anti-Christian Grand Orient type'. In his own Ьооk Carr 
says he urged Нееnап to urgc Rome that it could use the 
Eлglish model to distinguish between good and bad 
Freemasonry. Не added: 'What we really need is an 
intennediary, to convince your authorities.' Heenan 
replied: 'l am your intermediary.'7 

The Cardinal then took up the cause of 'regular' 
Freemasonry with Роре Paul VI. Ву 1971 he was аЫе to 
report some progress. Не told Сап of the recent case of а 
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London Protestant who had married а Catholic woman. Не 
now wished to Ьесоmе а Catholic but did not want to give 
up Freemasonry. Heenan sought guidance from the Holy 
See and was told the husband could become а Catholic 
'without restriction'. Тhis meant he could remain а Mason 
and take Communion. Не entered the faith and even 
persuaded one of his Masonic brothers to follow his 
example. 

Similar Church-Mason canoodling was going on in 
France, where Freemasonry has an even stronger anti­
clerical tradition than in lta\y. Тhе French Revolution was 
largely inspired Ьу Masonic notions and Ьу Masons such as 
Diderot, Voltaire and Lafayette. French history thereafter 
is littered with Masonic onslaughts on Catholics and 
Catholicism. Ву 1948, howcver, the main French order, the 
Grand Orient, had а small 'regular' rival: the Grande Loge 
Nationale Fraщ:aise. This GLNF had the backing of 
regular grand \odges abroad. including those of England. 
Ireland and Scotland. Ву the 196os а French non-Mason 
named Alec Mellor had written several books on 
Masonic-Church relations. R А convinced Catholic, Mellor 
was also convinced that the GLNF was no enemy of the 
Church. In 1969 he informed the Archblshop of Paris that 
hc intended to become а Mason. PresumaЫy the Arch­
Ьishop raised no objections for Mellor was duly proposed 
Ьу the GLNF's Grand Master. Ernest van Hecke, and 
initiated. In 1971 van Hecke pressed Роре Paul to end the 
ban on regu\ar Masonry. 

For years the leaders of ltaly's largest Masonic order had 
also been lobbying the Vatican but, as their 'Grand Orient' 
bore the same name as the notorious French order, the 
Рарасу could hardly Ье expected to lift its ban. In 1972. 

however, they at last won recognition from the United 
Grand Lodge of England, as 1 explain in Chapter 33. Now 
they could tell Роре Paul their Grand Orient was 'regular' 
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:шd had nothing to do with the anti-clerical French. 
Elsewhere in Europe and in the USA Masons were making 
~imilar conciliatory noises, until suddenly they all seemed 
ro win the exemption they had long sought. In 1974 
Cardinal Seper, Prefect of the Sacred Congregation for the 
Doctrine of the Faith (the old 'Holy Office' or lnquisition), 
reinterpreted Canon 2335 in the Code of Canon Law which 
l1ad stood since 1917. This said: 

Those who enrol in the masonic sect or in other associations of 
lhe same kind which plot against the Church or against the 
legitimate civil authorities, Ьу this very fact incur excommuni­
cation, absolution from which is reserved to the Holy See.9 

Regular Masons had long claimed this should never have 
heen applied to them Ьecause their orders had never 
plotted against Church or State. In contrast, anti-Masonic 
churchmen claimed it banned Catholics from all forms of 
Freemasonry, whether they plotted or not. The lack of а 
comma in the original Latin text made по difference: 
Pifty-seven years later Cardinal Seper declared that 'the 
opinion of those authors who hold that the aforesaid Canon 
2335 refers only to Catholics who enrol in associations 
which actually plot against the Church may Ье safely taught 
and applied'. 

Catholic Ьishops in England and Wales promptly spread 
the word: 

Тimes change . . . Canon 2335 no longer automatically bars а 
Catholic from memЬership of Masonic groups . . . And so а 
Catholic who joins the Freemasons is excommunicated only if tbe 
policy and actions of the Freemasons in his area are known to Ье 
hostile to the Church. 10 

ln England Harry Сап claimed the 'sad story which 
Ьegan in 1738 is now happily ended'. 11 The Frenchman 
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Alec Mellor said that henceforth in speciбc cases it is 
'compatiЫe to Ье а Roman Calholic and а Freemason. The 
historic conflict ... is now over. ' 12 Many Catholics in 
England, France, Italy, America and other countries felt 
free to join the Craft. ln 1976 Terence Cardinal Cooke 
addressed 3,000 Masons at а Masonic Dedication Break­
fast in New York. 

l lament that in Ьуgопе days in many places, due 10 some extent 
to u fi1ilure 10 communicale. there was at 1imes an es1rangement 
Ьetween your ancesiors and some clerics. of all faiths . 
Whatever happened iп the past should по! stand Ьetween us алd 
the futurc. Your invitation to me is а joyful event оп lhe road of 
friendship Ьetween the Masons and the D.tholics of America. 0 

Cooke and everyone else in this star-cros.scd love-affair 
were in for а shock. In 1981 the Sacred Congregation issued 
а statement saying the 1974 letter had madc no change. 
Excommunication still applied. Peter HebЫethwaite, ;1 

former Jesuit turned writer оп Vatican affairs. commented 
sarcastically: ·Rome knows best. No change. We are back 
to square one.' William Whalen, Amcrica's leading 
Catholic critic of Freemasonry, rcsponded: 'Square one is 
cxactly where the Catholic Church should stand on this 
question. Liberals as wcll as conservative Catholics should 
applaud 1hisclarification. This is по time to cncourage RCs 
to join one of the most racist and sexist institutions in 
American society.' 14 

Confusion returned in January 1983 when the Church 
promulgated its new Code of Canon Law. Out went the 
anti-Masonic Canon 1335. ln came Canon 1374 which 
made по mention of Masonry but forbade mcmЬership of 
all societies which conspire agaiпst the Church. The 
irrepressiЫe Masonic coпven Alec Mellor proclaimed. 
'excommuпicatioп has disappeared as far as Freemasonry 
is concerned': this пеw law 'relieves the conscience of thc 
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many Catholics who are already memЬers of the Craft and 
i1 сап only Ье welcomed Ьу non-Catholics'. The rejoicing 
was premature. In November 1983 the Sacred Congre­
gation 's new Prefect, Cardinal Ratzinger, issued а counter­
hlast approved and ordered Ьу Роре John Paul 11. 'Masonic 
associations' were not now mentioned in Canon Law but 
that made no difference. 

The Church's negalive judgemen1 in regard 10 Masonie as.soci­
a1ions remains unchanged since 1heir principles have always Ьееn 
C<1nsidered irrcconcilaЫe wi1h the doctrine of the Church and 
thererore memЬership in them remains forbidden. The faithful 
who enrol in masonic as.sociations are in а slate of grave sin and 
may not rereive Holy Communion. 

ln March 1985 the Vatican newspaper, L'Osservulore 
Romano, puЫished an article showing that all those cosy 
chats Ьetween folk likc Harry Carr and Cardinal Heenan 
had missed the central issue. What mallered was not which 
Jot of Masons plotted against lhe Church but whether 
F"reemasonry's 'philosophical ideas and moral conceptions' 
could ever Ье reconciled with the fundamentals of 
Christian faith. Even а century Ьefore, when the Рарасу 
had just Ьееn territorially destroyed Ьу Masons, its 
opposition had Ьееп primarily doctrinal. ln Нитапит 
Genus Leo Xlll condemned the brotherhood's 'rational­
istic naturalism'. Elsewhere, he said: 'Christianity and 
Freemasonry are essentially iпeconcilaЫe, w that enrol­
ment in one means separation from the othcr.' 

L'Osservatore Romano expressed in its Latin way most 
of the objections later raised Ьу Britain's Protestant 
churches. 

АЬоvе all il must Ье rememЬered that the community of 
'freemasons' and its moral oЫigalions are presented as а 
progressive syslem of symЬols of an extremely blnding nalure. 
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The rigid rule of secrecy which prevails there funher strengthens 
the weight of the intcraction of signs and ideas. For the memЬen. 
1his climate of secrecy entails аЬоvе all the risk of Ьecoming an 
instrumeпt of strategies unknown to them. 

Freemasonry's 'relativism', its failure to differentiate 
between right and wroпg paths to God, reducing all 
religions 10 facets of 'а broader and elusive truth', is 
unacceptahle. А Catholic cannot 

live his relation wi1h God in ;а two-fold mode ... dividing it into 
а supraconfes.sional humanitarian form and зn interior Christian 
form. Нс cannot cultivate relations of two types with God. nor 
express his relation with the Crealor through symЬolic forms of 
1wo1ypes ... Оп theone hand, aCa1holicChrЬtiancanno1 at the 
same time share in thc full communion of Christian brothertюod 
and, on thc 01her, look upon his Christian brolher, from thc 
Masonic pcrspeetive, as an 'outsider'. 

The Sacred Congregation felt Freemasonry's notion that 
there are many paths to God leads to 'lheopinion thal truth 
cannot Ье known', which is an essential element in the 
·gcneral crisis' of our era. The newspaper was too соу to 
state that Truth' to the Vatican means Christianity as 
defined Ьу thc Vatican, but it did say 'only Jesus Christ is 
the Teachcr of Truth, and only in him сап Christiaлs find 
the light and the strength to live according to God's plan, 
working for the true good oftheir brethren'. That Masonic 
orders may have different attitudes to the Church is 
irrelevant. The threat to Christianity lies in the principles 
they have in common. 

After fifteen years of flining with Freemasonry, the 
Church had come back 10 where it had stood Ьefore 
Vatican 11, and Ьefore that for more than 200 years. Yet 
from 1974 an unknown number of Catholics had joined the 
Craft. The Vatican has still not made clear where they now 
!'tand. Should they follow а 1911 decree which instructed 
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Ca1holic Masons 10 move into ·passive memЬership'. 

ubs1aining from all participation and 'communion' with 
Freemasonry, or quit altogether if they сап so do wilhout 
causing themselves or their family 'serious hапп'? 1 ~ With­
out express guidance, Catholics already active in Free­
masonrywill probaЫystay active. They mayfind 'grave sin' 
more fun than Holy Communion. 

The dall.iance is over, but crucial questions still need to 
Ье answered. Why did the kissing stop in 1981? And how 
had il ever Ьegun? Was it jusl Vatican 11 which caused the 
Church 10 drop its centuries-old hostility or was some other 
force at work? 
А 'topside' interpretation might claim the kissing had to 

!itOp as soon as Geпnany's blshops produced а devastating 
:-;tatement оп six years of discussion with their Masonic 
countryrnen. ln 19&> they reported: ']t is impossiЫe to 
Ьelong to the Catholic Church and to Freemasonry at the 
same tirne.' For all the Craft's humanitarian and charitaЫe 
aspects, and its stand against 'materialistic ideology', it still 
denie..'i the 'objective validity of revealed truth'. Being и 
Mason 'is to question the fundamental principles of 
Christian life'. The Ьishops slatcd Freemasonry for its 
many 'isms': indifferentism, relativism, subjectivism, 
deism. То the Mason 'all religions are competitive attempts 
to express lhe ultimate unaнainaЫe truth aЬout God'. Тhis 
'undermine.." the faith of а Catholic' whose Church -dcspite 
Vatican 11- still lays claim to aЬsolute truth. 
Тhе bishops' statement was puЫished ten months Ьefore 

the Vatican made its 1981 declaration that Catholic Masons 
still faced excommunic11.tion, hut cverylhing they said was 
as plain as а Swiss Guard's pikestaff. Anyone with the 
slightest awareness f?f Catholic dogma and Masonic 'toler­
ance' would already have known the two cults could never 
Ье reconciled without intellectual dishonesty. It is likely, 
therefore, that the volte-face had nothing to do with the 
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German Ьishops but everything to do with the scandal of 
Propaganda Massonica Due, the 'regular' Masonic Lodge 
otherwise known as Р2. 

1 tell the inside Masonic story of Р2 in Chapter 33. Here 1 
point out that this plot to subvert the entire ltalian nation 
first penetrated St Peter's in the Н)боs, soon after Vatican 
11. It was only on the eve of the Р2 scandal that the Sacred 
Congregation puЫished its 1981 'no-change' statement. 
P2's shocking 'state within а state' memЬership lists were 
discovered one month later. but magistrates had already 
been investigating P2's Grand Master Licio Gelli for two 
years and knew how deeply he and his Masonic cronies had 
subverted the Vatican in the eighteen years since Paul VI 
had become Роре. 

Now the Vatican suddenly realized Freemasonry was 
still а perf ect vehiclc for conspiracies against Church and 
State. 'Times change,' the English Ьishops had said in 1974. 
They failed to say that f<'reemasonry remains the same. Тhе 
Р2 scandal was · 1738 and 1848 all over again. 'Меп of 
goodwill' in Britain. France and Italy would Ыuster that Р2 
had nothing to do with 'regtslar' Freemasonry, but this was 
а lie and those who uttered it were either fools or knaves. 
Р2 was а recognized part ~f the 'regular' Grand Orient of 
ltaly- itself recognized Ьу the Grand Lodge of England in 
1972 - and three successive ltalian Grand Masters were up 
to their necks in the conspiracy. 

Even back in 1974 the Vatican should have had more 
sense than to pussyfoot with ltaly's Grand Orient. Тhе 
names of its lodges alone showed this leopard had not 
changed its spots. Sixteen were named after Garibaldi, 
twelve after Mazzini, four after Cavour. and anotherforty 
after various victims of papal persecution or debunkers of 
dogma such as Galileo, Voltaire and Charles Darwin. То 
anyone concemed with mankind's intellectual advance 
such people are worthy of acclaim, but to popes and 
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cardinals they reek of heresy and subversion. Another ten 
lodges were called '2oth September' - the date in 1870 
when ltalian unification had been proclaimed and the Papal 
States were killed off. 

This makes the 1974 soft linc even more extraordinary, 
but Ьу then elements within the Vatican were in league with 
Masons of а different kind - Michele Sindona, RoЬerto 
Calvi and Licio Gelli - who make the nineteenth-century 
trio of Mazzini, Garibaldi and Cavour look like St Francis 
of Assisi. At least their war оп Rome was patriotic and 
openly declared. In contrast, Italy's most notorious 
modem Masons insinuated themselves into the Vatican's 
inner circles and then almost bankrupted it. They achieved 
this Ьу working hand-in-Masonic-glove with cardinals and 
archЬishops at the heart of the papal c1tria or court. 

As early as 1976 а group calling itself the lnternational 
Committee of Defence of Catholic Tradition named many 
powerful Vatican priests as Masons. The claims were 
denied, of course, for even Cardinal Seper's 1974 declar­
ation had not changed the rule forЬiddiпg priests from 
tJecoming Masons. At the time few Catholics would have 
believed the list tJecause it саше froш а group more 
extreme tl1an even Archblshop Lefebvre, which was bent 
оп discrediting tl1e Vatican Ьу any means. In retrospcct, 
however, if this group was lying, it is remarkaЫe how it 
named several men deeply implicated in the Р2 scandal 
nearly five years later. They included Monsignor Pasquale 
Macchi (Paul VI's private secretary), Cardinal Casaroli 
(Vatican foreign minister). Cardinal Ugo Po\etti (Vicar of 
Rome) and the most powerful papal official of all, 
Secretary of State Cardinal Villot. Не had allegedly 
become а Mason in 1966. 

ln The Brotherhood Stephen Knight said it was 'widely 
believed' that Villot had pressured Cardinal Seper to issue 
his 1974 declaration exonerating 'regular' Freemasonry. If 
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so. this may tie in with Villot's earlier role in smoothing the 
way for the first rogue lay Mason to penetrate the Vatican. 
ln his alarming, Ьest-selling Ьооk, /п God's Name, David 
Yallop argues that the death of Роре John Paul 1 in 1978, 
just thirty-three days after his election, was а case of 
murder. Yallop names Villot as а suspect because he felt 
threatened both Ьу the doctrinal refonns and the personnel 
changes which John Paul 1 had in mind. After John Paul's 
death, however, Villot kept his job as Vatican 'Prime 
Minister' until his own death in 1979. 

Villot had control of the Vatican Treasury, the Admin­
istration of the Patrimony of the Holy See, known as 
APSA. Yallop claims he bears some responsibility for 
bringing Michele Sindona - the swindling banker, Mafia 
money-launderer and future convicted murderer - into 
contact with the Vatican's own bank, L'Istituto per le 
Opere di Religione (IOR). In 197 J Sindona introduced his 
partner-cum-protege, Roberto Calvi, to the head of IOR, 
Bishop Paul Marcinkus. Calvi soon built а special relation­
ship between IOR and his own bank, Ambrosiano. IOR 
became а major shareholdcr in Banco Ambrosiano, and 
nominally ran many of its subsidiaries in shady offshore 
tax-havens. Whe11 Ambrosiano collapsed in 1982, it went 
down with !800 million of other people's money. This put 
the Vatican in deep trouЫc. lt lost а lot of its own money 
but was also liaЫe for much of Ambrosiano's other debts. 
lOR later paid creditors !164 million but claimed this was 
done out of moral oЫigation not as an admission of guilt. In 
1987 Italian authorities issued а warrant for thc arrest of the 
now ArchЬishop Marcinkus on charges of bank fraud. It 
later gave up the attempt, mainly because Vatican officials 
enjoy diplomatic protection in Italy. 

The Church's flirtation with fast-lane fraudsters left it 
foundering for cash to рау its priests. Even more embarras­
sing, the money-men Calvi and Sindona were both Masons 
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in the notorious Р2 Lodge, of which the long-standing 
fascist, Licio Gelli, was Master. Through the 19(юs and 
197os Gelli was himself а regular visitor to the Vatican. Не 
had audiences with Роре Paul VI and was the confidant of 
cardinals and archЬishops. His right-hand man in Р2, а 
lawyer and businessman named UmЬerto Ortolani, had 
been а Vatican power-broker even longer. David Yallop 
says that, soon after John XXIII's death in 1963, Ortolani 
hosted а secret meeting at his villa near Rome. His guests 
were senior cardinals with the power to swing the election 
ofthe new роре. At Ortolani's home they vowed to support 
thc future Pau\ VI. After his election, Pau\ showered 
Ortolani with many Vatican awards, including the 
honoured rank of 'Gentleman of Ho\iness'. 

Thc pro-Paul lobby was allcgedly motivated Ьу the need 
to maintain Vatican ll's 'liberal' momentum. lts most 
ruthless exploiters were, of course, the Freemasons. No 
sooncr had Paul VI ascended the рара\ cltair than Sindona 
fol\owed him into the Vatican. The two men had come to 
know each other in Milan where thc banker had his 
headquarters and where Paul had been plain ArchЬishop 
Montini until he became Роре. 
Ву the time Paul died in 1978 Sindona, Calvi and their Р2 

cronies had achieved near complete control of the 
Vatican's investmcnts and brought the Church to the edge 
of financial ruin. If Yallop is right, such men had much to 
fear from Paul's successor, John Paul 1, who planned to cast 
the money-changers out of the temple ( or rather to stick 
them back in the Masonic temple whence they came). 
After his death they maintained their position for two more 
years until the Р2 scanda\ broke. Their reign in the Vatican 
coincided exactly with the Church's 1974-81 Masonic 
love-affair. During these years the Vatican sought реасе 
with 'men of goodwill' while 'regular' Masons of extremely 
ill will were destroying it morally as well as financially. Ву 
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1985, however, it seemed all the Masonic termites had Ьееn 
fumigated from St Peter's as the Vatican regained the 
courage of its own dogmas. Even their one-time sponsor, 
ArchЬishop Marcinkus, seems to have Ьееп allowed to 
remain on its staff only to spare him from the painful 
process of ltalian law. 

Yet ... times change. ln February 1987 Michel Baroin, 
France's most powerful Mason, died in а plane crash in 
Cameroon. Paris fell into near official mouming for Baroin 
was also director-general of а huge mutual savings fund 
with 2.4 million s1.1bscribers. А former police chief and 
town mayor, he had risen to such intluence that his friend 
President Fran!fois Mitterrand had chosen him to head the 
coшmittee planning the Ьicentenary cclebrations of the 
French Revo\ution. Baroin was a\so an intimate of Prime 
Minister Jacques Chirac. Не said Baroin 'was а friend for 
more than thirty years. We have lost а great humanist, а 
man who played а pre-cminent role in the French 
economy.' Some commentators even spoke of him as а 
future president. О11е revere11tial obituary ~nded: 'In а 
country where tolerance has never been one of the cardinal 
virtues, the example of Michel Baroin wil\ Ье cruelly 
missed.' 

For all his virtues, many Catholics were shocked to learn 
that the Cardinal Archblshop of Paris had authorized а 
chш·ch funeral for this past Grand Master of the tradition­
ally priest-hating Grand Orient. Оп 12 February 1987 the 
service was duly performed (with Premier Chirac in 
attendance) and Baroin was buried in а Christian 
cemetery. Тhis controversial decision was defended Ьу 
Father Michel Riquet, а respected Jesuit, in the columns of 
Le Figaro. Не recalled how, in his youth, Freemasons used 
to try every trick to stop а priest administering the last rites 
to а dying brother. Even а Mason could get а Catholic 
funeral if he made а death-bed conversion. 
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Riquet then recited the many wounds inflicted Ьу Grand 
Orient Masons оп the Church in France. For instance, they 
had destroyed its control over education and achieved the 
separation of Church апd State. Yet all that mattered now 
was Baroin 's attitude to the Church at the moment he died. 
Riquet claimed Baroin had never Ьееп an enemy of the 
Church. in which he was Ьoth baptized and married. Не 
had a\so baptized his three children who all received а 
Christian education. Therefore, 'in his heart. if not in 
practice, he had always remained а Christian'. 

How could one refuse а Catholic funeral to someone whose 
sudden and brutal death had prevented him from expressing his 
last wishes, but which werc known to Ье ever more those of his 
Catholic youth and marriage? How could а Christian not rejoice 
that. whereas in tbe past Freemasons used to revel in refusing а 
religious funeral, today а Grand Master of tbe Grand Orient 
wishcd iп his hcart to Ье accompanied to his final resting placc Ьу 
the prayers of the Church? 

Riquet secmed to Ьс hinting at а revcrse takc-over. 
Freemaso11ry lшd not pulled а trick оп the Church. Thc 
Church had merely reclaimed one of its own. Yet surely 
Baroin was still а Mason when he died, so is he now in 
Heaven, Hell or the Grand Lodge above? Would tl1e 
answer Ье different if the Vatican really is full of closet 
Masons·~ Or is God Himself 'оп the square'? 
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Figuring the Facts 

If I were here as an oflicial spokesman, 1 would Ье representing 
hctween а quarter and а half а million Freemasons of the English 
Constitution. 

lf England's Freemasons have any official spokesman it is 
t he man who made these remarks: Grand Secretary 
Michael Нigham, in effect the chief executive of the U nited 
Grand Lodge and its 'Prime Miпister'. 1 Sometimes it seems 
as if the brotherhood's Ьiggest secret - one which not even 
the Grand Secretary may Ье trusted with - is how many 
brothers there are. When as sharp and precise а man as 
Commander Higham RN has по idea if there are 250,000 or 
500,000 men in his navy, what hope has апу outsider of 
calculating their strcngth? 

Higham's vagucness is all the more perplexing because 
Grand Lodge keeps а record of every Master Mason. First 
it issues а certificate to each bюther who attains the third 
degree. Then each active Mason pays annual dues to his 
lodge secretary. Then every secretary ( one f or each of 
some 7,6оо lodges in England and Wales) sends details of 
all paid-up members every year to попе other than Graпd 
Secretary Higham. It would seem а simple task for 
someoпe in his office to add up these figures and arrive at а 
total, but apparently not. 

The confusion is caused partly Ьу Freemasonry's high 
death rate- due to old age not ritual slaughter! Masons are 
dying off faster than Grand Lodge updates its records. If 
the age profile of one London lodge is typical, тапу more 
brothers will soon depart for the 'Grand Lodge above' (the 
Masons' name for Heaven). In 1986 the Borough of 
Hackney Lodge had some eighty-one members: six were 
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aged over eighty, fifteen more were over seventy and а 
further twenty-four were over sixty. Only eight members 
were under forty. 

Some of the yearbooks issued Ьу Freemasonry's English 
provinces give exact details of every lodge's memЬership. 
These confirm the high death rate. Lodges tend to have 
about eighty members. On average two die every year. 
Another two resign because they have moved elsewhere, 
have lost interest, cannot afford the fees or are too old to 
turn up. Yet, overall, Masonic membership may Ье 

increasing. Resignations are usually matched Ьу Masons 
joining from other lodges, and deaths are outnumЬered Ьу 
initiations. ln 1988 Grand Secretary Higham said that the 
average age of initiates was now younger than it has Ьееп 
for decades. Until recently two or three English lodges 
were going out of existence every year because they had too 
fcw membcrs. Most of these were based in inner city areas 
with а falling white population. Now even lodges which 
have been оп the verge of closing have men queueing to 
join. 2 

Lodges are still shutting down abroad, where 800 have 
·warrants' from the Grand Lodge of England. The losses 
have been greatest in lslamic countries where the Craft is 
now banned (and Masonic Temples were always called the 
Housc of thc Devil),' an<I in Argentina where - since the 
1982 Falklands War - joining а British secret society can 
hardly Ье the wisest career move. Some Eпglish lodges in 
Buenos Aires have survived, including one bearing the 
same name as the ship sunk so controversially Ьу the Royal 
Navy with the loss of 368 lives. General Belgrano was not 
only а great Argentinc patriot; he was also а staunch 
Mason, although even he might have turned in his grave at 
the thought of an English navy commander in charge at 
Freemasons' Hall. 
Е very year some forty new lodges are formed in England 
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and Wales, mostly in outer suburЬs, new towns and other 
areas with а growing population and some prosperity. As 
soon as а new community grows up а group of Masons will 
form а new lodge around it. That is how Masons who had 
moved to South Woodham Ferrers recently founded one, 
even though the Essex town had Ьееn built оп farmland 
only а few years earlier. Sometimes а common sporting 
interest provides the focus. In 1981 the British Sub-Aqua 
Lodge was 'consecrated', although 1 am assured that all 
their rituals are performed аЬоvе water. More often it is 
work that brings brethren together, as later chapters 
disclose. 

1 estimate that some 15,000 paid-up Masons in England 
and Wales are dying every year, while another 15,000 men 
are joining. ln 1987 Grand Lodge issued 14, 144 certificates, 
rather fewer than 1985 (16,126), 1975 (18,309) or 1955 
(20,362). However, all estimates of the movement's total 
strength are confounded because thousands of Masons 
belong to two lodges, and hundreds subscribe to three or 
more. lf 7,600 lodges averaged eighty memЬers there 
would appear to Ье some боо,ооо Masons, but this would 
include many individuals counted several times over. 
However, it would not include tens of tlюusands of Masons 
who have dropped out completely, likc the Duke of 
Edinburgh. lt is therefore рrоЬаЫе that there are some 
боо,ооо living certificated Masons in England and Wales 
but, if just half рау lodge dues, the numher of suЬscribing 
brethren would Ье 300,000. 

1 was making these calculations when Commander 
Higham sent me Grand Lodge 's evidence to the Church of 
England Working Group. 4 This included ап official 'guesti­
mate' of 320,000 paid-up Freemasons in England and 
Wales. In addition there are aЬout 100,000 Masons in 
Scotlands and some 55,000 in all lreland/' but there is yet 
another statistical proЫem. Many Masons рау non-dining 
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or 'country' subscriptions. In other words they rarely if ever 
go to meetings. The average number of diners at Craft 
meals served in the Connaught Rooms (Britain's largest 
Masonic eating place) is around thirty. If this is the average 
throughout the British Isles, then of some 750,000 men who 
have sworn the oaths in Freemasonry's three Craft degrees 
there are some 260,000 active Masons. 

If all this guessing is anywhere near correct (and if there 
are some 18 million males in England and Wales over the 
age of twenty-one), then one adult male in thirty is а 

Freemason. ln Scotland (where there are some 2 million 
adult males) the ratio may Ье as low as onc in twenty or 
twenty-five. In all Ireland (again, some 2 million adult 
males) the ratio is no more than one in forty or fifty. This 
reflects the Catholic ban on Masonic membership, but 
equally it means that the proportion of Protestants who are 
Masons (north and soutl1 of the border) may Ье as high as 
onc in ten (some 40,000 out of 400,000 adult males). 

If по one really knows how ma11y Masons there are, we 
have sоше idea of the kind of jobs they do. In 150 obltuary 
notices gathert:d t'rom newspapers all over Britain between 
1986 and 1988, I found" generation ofMasons born mostly 
between 1900 and 1925 who held the following occu­
pations: 

Professional: six solicitors and one barristcr, two 
doctors, two architects, two army officers and one RAF 
officer, two bankers, the managing director of а building 
society, and а vicar. 

РиЫiс .~;ervice: two civil servants, а colonial administ­
rator, а university administrator, а policeman, а fireman, 
and four teachers including а primary-school headmaster. 

Local government and nationalized industries: а council 
waste disposal chief, an environmental health officer, а 
district surveyor. а health and safety officer, four other 
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council employees, а postmaster and ап electricity board 
manager. 

Owners or directors of firms: two involved in engineer­
ing, four in haulage, nine in building and building supplies, 
five in car sales, three in garages, two in seed and flower 
hulb sales, milling and timber. Also manufacturers of 
shoes, knitwear, wire and саЫе, tiles, paint, hats and ice­
rinks. 

Commercia/ employee.'i: three company secretaries, а 
personnel officer, а factory manager, а transport manager, 
а marketing director, an accounts clerk, а building sales 
manager, а production director, а solicitor's clerk, an oil­
tanker driver and а newspaper advertising salesman. Also 
ferry, mining, aircraft, electrical and hospital maintenance 
engineers; three insurance salesmen and agents for timber, 
football pools, leather алd clothing. 

Retail and High Street: four jewellers, three puЫicans, 
three ironmoogers, three butchers, including the owner of 
а chain of shops, three grocers, two launderers and dry­
cleaners, two auctioneers, three estate agents, а chemist 
owning several pharmacies, а coal merchant, а florist, а 
master-baker, а fish-and-chippie, а newsagent, а photo­
grapher, а funeral director, а hair stylist and а chiropodist. 

Self-employed artisans: а scale-maker, а plumber, а 
plasterer, а roofer, а printer, an elect rician, а window­
cleaner and а naval draughtsman. 

A/so а property millionaire, two farmers, three local 
journalists, а football league administrator, а Ыind physio­
therapist, а danceband leader, а шagician, а comedian and 
the man who masterminded the Blackpool Lights. 

From this sample we get some sense of а fraternity 
largely made up of mercantile, middle-class Middle 
England. Perhaps only people who are prominent in local 
life win such death notices but, evcn so, it seems fair to say 
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that Freemasonry attracts many men who own their 
businesses, and а very high proportion of folk with goods 
and services to sell. 

Looking at individual lodge lists, we get а similar picture. 
In 1986 the Borough of Hackney Lodge included eleven 
men in the building trade, ten puЫicans, nine assorted 
managers, nine assorted engineers, six insurance salesmen, 
five shopkeepers, five company directors, three bank 
employees, а bookmaker, а schoolmaster, а musician and 
the former secretary of Orient F'ootbalt Club. lronically, no 
lodge member appeared to Ье working for the London 
Borough of Hackney ! 

1 acquired this list from а trusted source but, coincident­
ally, in I 987 Hackney Council puЫished ап inquiry into 
past maladministration and the possiЫe role of Free­
masonry in its affairs. I explore its findings in Chapter 26. 
Here 1 extract statistics aЬout Masonic memЬership whicb 
the inquiry chief, barrister Andrew Arden, compiled as а 
result of the remarkaЫe co-operation he received from 
Grand Lodge. From various \odge lists hc estaЫished the 
'occupations' ot 2,534 Masons: 

Finance: accountants, insurance/assurance em­
ployers or employees; bank and building 
society workers 

Building: architects, surveyors, property 
owners, estate agents, builders, foremen, 
plumbers, carpenters, joiners 

Сотрапу directors, senior executives and con­
tractors: (nature of business unspecified) 

Managers, consultants, supervisors: (un­
specified) 

Manufacturing; (unspecified) 
Car, sales and tran.sport: driving instructors, 

chauffeurs, taxi operators and garage owners 
Air, sea and rail: train drivers, civil pilots, 

station masters, а sblp repairer 

207 (8.2%) 

303 (11.95%) 

343 (13.5%) 
44 (1.7%) 

102 (4%) 

42 (1.65%) 
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Engineers, draughtsmen, engineering salesmen 
and buyers 

Food and drink: puЫicans, caterers, hoteliers 
Shopkeepers and small business 
Education: teachers, lecturers, students 
Police 
Armed /orces 
Loca/ government 
Civi/ servants and diplomllts 
Medical: doctors, dentists and а vet 
Ministers of religion 
Agricu/ture 

175 

328 (12.9%) 
tll (4.4%) 
16о (6.3%) 
77 (3%) 
98 (3.9%) 
48 (1.9%) 
31 (1.2%) 
51 (2%) 
34 (1.3%) 
5 (0.2%) 
ю (о.8%) 

Arden also discovered 'а film director, three musicians, 
. two puЫishers, two golfers, а footballer, six metallurgists, 
а piano tuner, three suЬ-postmasters and а chicken-sexer'. 
Many of Arden's 2,534 Masons Ьelonged to lodges outside 
London, but he was also given details of fourteen lodges in 
and around the capital. There were eleven police officers in 
one lodge. In а second most members were either in 
insurance, finance and banking or in the building game. А 
third was manned Ьу nine firemen and fourteen engineers. 
А fourth was built оп construction, for it included builders, 
surveyors and painting contractors. А fifth was founded 
(sparked off?) Ьу seventeen electrical engineers. А sixth 
was awash with shipping and nautical fellows, as well as 
policemen, puЫicans and motor traders. А seventh was 
stuffed with the 'rag-trade': а furrier, two ladies' outfitters, 
five manufacturers of ladies' wear, coats or matemity 
clothes, and directors of companies trading in wholesale 
trimmings, children 's clothing, lingerie, gowns and textiles. 
Of this lodge Arden oЬserved: 'lt is hard to think that по 
"common interests" are ever discussed after the lodge 
meeting.' Тhе other lodges had а mix of memЬers, though 
they were variously blased towards accountancy, engineer­
ing, the army, the police and the pub trade. Arden was 
impressed Ьу the 'career level' of one lodge: it included 
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twenty-one company directors, seven architects, а stock· 
broker, а barrister and а banker. 7 

Although this information is based оп genuine Masonic 
doeuments, it is not wholly accurate, as Arden himself 
pointed out. Grand Lodge keeps all the application fonns 
which Masons fill in when they join а lodge, but these are 
not updated as memЬers grow older, cbange joЬs or die. 
For instance, some allegedly living Borough of Нackney 
Lodge memЬers joined in the 193os. Ву now all these must 
have retired or gone to the 'Grand Lodge above'. Arden 
even discovered 'students' who are now over 100 yeзrs old! 
·нowever, an accurate survey of jobs currently beld Ьу 
brethren in Ormskirk's Pilgrim Lodge emerges from а 
computer print-out conveniently supplied to all its 
members. This lists а headmaster, а policeman, а f armer, а 
jeweller, а printer, а draughtsman, an electrical contractor, 
an estate agent, а chartered surveyor, an insurance broker, 
an accountant, а coach firm proprietor and а soldier in the 
Household Cavalry. It a\so says twenty of the fifty-three 
members are retired. 

Such lists show that most Masons are not royal dukes, 
aristocrats or captains of industry. It is certainly true that 
many Masons own substantial companies and are Ьig men 
in their community, but many more are small shopkeepers 
and one-man contractors. More still are artisans or poorly 
paid employees. lndeed, these days а lot of Masons are 
unemployed, 'reduced to the lowest еЬЬ of poverty and 
distress' as the first-degree ritual says. Such stark truths 
hardly justify all those conspiracy theories aЬout Free­
masons ruling the world. If most are as humЫe as these lists 
show, why is their movement so Ьitterly attacked? 

Look again at Ormskirk. If а man Ьelongs to Pilgrim 
Lodge he has instant access to а network of contacts 
throughout the town. How convenient it must Ье for him to 
have а lodge list with all the memЬers' occupations neatly 
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priпted out! lf he waпts to buy а house he сап find а 
property through his Masonic brother the estate agent. Не 
сап theп call оп а Masonic chartered surveyor to survey it, а 
Masonic iпsuraпce broker to arrange а mortgage, апd а 
Masoпic builder's foreman to fix any repairs. There is 
nothing illegal iп this network nor is any criminal offeпce 
being committed, yet it is through such coпnections that 
small-town business works. Within it are the germs of real 
abuse. 

Pilgrim is one of eleven lodges in Ormskirk, which seems 
а lot for а town with only 30,000 inhabltaпts: there must Ье 
опе Mason in every sixteen males over the age of twenty­
oпe. ln nearby Southport there are twenty-seveп lodges: 
one Mason in every nineteen men. In Lancashire there are 
920 lodges with some 50,000 memЬers: equivalent to one 
Mason in every thirty men throughout the county -
including Manchester and Liverpool. These 50,000 iпclude 
huпdreds of puЫic servaпts: policemeп, customs officers, 
tax inspectors, factory inspectors. JPs, judges. local 
government officers, c\ected councillors, еvеп MPs. If only 
1 per cent of these were susceptiЫe to requests for corrupt 
favours from brother Masons, then there would Ье 500 
Masonic crooks in the county. 

This genera\ization may smell of injustice, for could not 
the same Ье said against апу similar society? Perhaps, but 
there is no society similar to Freemasonry iп both nature 
and size. Again, in the Craft's defence, it must Ье said that 
the code of mutual aid is supposed to extend only to 
'laudaЫe endcavours' and 'lawful secrets', поt to 'murder, 
treason, felony апd al\ other offences contrary to the laws 
of God and the ordinances of the realm'. Еvеп so, the 
Mason's Ьопd to апу other Mason does constitute 'а sure 
pledge of brotherhood; ... а column of mutual defence 
and support'; а duty 'to succour his weakness and relieve 
his necessities', to prevent if possiЫe any injury Ьeing done 
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to him, and to 'Ьoldly repel the slanderer of his good 
name'. н Add these oЫigations together and apply them 
against an outsider, and that person could suffer serious 
damage. WЬether this ever happens, readers may find out 
Ьу reading tbe rest of this book. 

Both Pilgrim in Ormskirk and the Borough of Hackney 
are general lodges which recruit members from many walks 
of life. Other lodges are restricted to а single group of 
professionals. There are some lodges whose members are 
all barristers. Others are largely composed of soldiers or 
naval officers or policemen. Other lodges still contain 
mainly solicitors, or doctors and surgeons, or estate agents, 
or teachers. When non-Masons working in these fields 
discover such lodges exist, they suspect them to Ье cells of 
mutual aid, career advancement and corruption, попе of 
which сап work to the benefit of non-members. 

The greatest single proof of Freemasonry's strength in 
this country lies in the pages of the Masonic Year Book, а 
small Ыack-covered paperback listing all lodges and 
chapters under the authority of the United Grand Lodge 
and Supreme Grand Chapter of England. lt also 1ists more 
than 9,000 Grand Officers. Most of the names mean 
nothing to outsiders Ьнt from this source and other 
Masonic documents 1 have compiled а list of well over three 
hundred Freemasons who are proшinent cnough in puЫic 
lifc to Ье included in Who's Who. Many crop up in later 
chapters of this book, but here it is enough to say that my 
unofficial 'Who's Who of Britain's Freemasons' includes 
forty-six lords; twenty-two past and present MPs; seventy­
six serving or retired judges, QCs and other legal officials; 
thirty-six generals, admirals, air-marshals or other high­
ranking former servicemen; fourteen retired blshops or 
eminent clerics; six former police chiefs; flfty-seven top 
businessmen. bankers and industrialists; twenty-threc 
mostly retired 'first division' civil or puЫic servants; and а 
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total of more than fifty \eading solicitors, surgeons, archi­
tects, regional politicians or \оса! government officials. The 
apparent emphasis оп retired men is misleading. lt follows 
from the fact that men in some walks of life (поtаЬ\у the 
armed forces, the civil service and the police) cannot 
tlevote effort to achieving high Masonic rank until they 
ltave retired. With the exception of the hereditary peers. 
rпost of these men are formidaЬ\e 'achievers' in their 
chosen careers. ln а\1 but а few cases 1 have по evidence to 
say if Freemasonry has helped them rise to the top, or 
helped them stay there. Whether it has the collective power 
to influence society at large, as anti-Masons maintain, may 
Ье answered Ьу my chapter-by-chapter inquiry into its role 
in key areas of national life. 

1 guess that another 250 men featured in Who'.~ Who are 
Masons. These would include more businessmen and 
financicrs, scrving civil and puЬ\ic servants. soldiers, 
judges and \awyers, medical men. politicians, police chiefs, 
youth movement officials. sports administrators and puЬ\ic 
c11tertainers. They are not listed in t\1e Masonic Year Book 
because thcy do not have the time or inclination to pursue 
Grand Rank or they are happy to go no higher than their 
Craft lodges. Some may duck Grand Rank just to stay out 
of the Year Book and avoid puЫic exposure. Thousands 
more Masons are men of power and influence at national or 
local leve\, but their fields of work or business are not the 
kind that win an entry in Who's Who. 

Before trying to measure the power of any movement, 
society or organization - Ье it Communism, Zionism, 
fundamenta\ist Islam, the CIA, the Vatican, the Mafia, the 
oil cartel, the tobacco \оЬЬу or even the Mothers' Union -
the writer should take one step back and ask if he/she is 
merely pursuing а journalistic vendetta, а se\f-indulgent 
obsession. Is he/she Ьending facts to fit false theories or 
private prejudices? This is а particularly important 
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question for anyone investigating Freemasonry. Тhс 

brotherhood has attracted the fire of conspiracy theorist~ 
for 250 years. Does it deserve it now? 

One eminent Masonic scbolar, а past Master of thc 
world's premier lodge of research, suggested that I keep а 
sense of proportion. 9 

English Freemasonry is а mirror image of English social life as •• 
who\e, with all our snobberies апd our love of 'dressing-up'. It is. 
if anything, 'middle class' and reflects а quite typical Englisl1 
pleasure in joining together with other good, average, normal 
chaps for entire\y innocent purposes. After all, а lodge is simply и 
rather small, esseпtially private club in which chaps meet periodic­
ally. In my experience everyone makes for home pretty punctu­
ally at 9 Р.М. 

'Bt1t what about the rituals and all the secret elements?' you 
might ask. You'\I tind mucl1 the same in the Foresters, Buffaloes 
and similar organizations. It merely happens that the l;reemasons 
were first in the field and have а very ler1gthy tradition. 

Tl1e British are great traditionalists. Thcy enjoy ceremonial. 
Look at the Beefeaters, the Changing of the Guard and the Lord 
Mayor's coach. The British пlso like to belong somewhere, 
especially to groups or organizations where they сап encounter 
people with similar interests and loyaltics. Hence the many 'class 
lodges', frequented Ьу local government реор\е, lawyers. 
doctors, the old boys of many schools and so forth. 1 find it difficult 
to believe that anyone joins them for any material benefit and 
Grund Lodge's very strict regulations forbid it. 

Remember that English masonry is а privatc society, but one 
with а very large mcmbership. Whether or not а man is а member 
is his affair so doп't expect to Ье lшnded lists of \odge member­
ships. 1 would not expect to wander into Whites, Brooks or 
Boodles in St James's Street and Ье handed а list of their 
members. Finally there is no 'great mystery', and the 'secrets' are 
so innocuous that 1 could not Ье bothered to remember them. 

This patrician view is echoed Ьу men lower down 
England's caste system. As one northern working man 
put it: 
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There is nothing in Freemasonry which can"t Ье found in any 
secret society or trade union. l Ьу trade am а boi lermaker. When 1 
11nished my apprenticeship, 1 was admitted to the Society. They 
lшd an oath plus а sign. l had to swear on oath that 1 would help all 
rny brother boilermakers and all trade unions. 

I also swore to Ье sober. Wl1en the swearing-in was over, I was 
straight away hought а pint of beer Ьу the same people who had 
just told mc to Ье sober! All oath~ in secret societies have to Ье 
taken with а pinch of salt! 111 

Many Masons admit they entered the Craft without 
premeditatio11 or conviction. They joined simply because 
they felt flattered to receive an 'approach' (they like to 
maiпtain the fiction that по one is ever 'invited' to join). А 
Mason usually says the approach саше froш his father or an 
uncle, а schoolfriend or someone else whom he admired. 
Once in, he may feel like guit1ing but hesitates lest he 
embarrass his prupose1· or hurts his feelings. Some stay in 
for me!'cenary reasons, but most say they would Ьс angry if 
they caught anyone pushing business interests or seeking 
carecr favours. Some are seduced hy the religious trappings 
but many discovcr а companionship which churches no 
longer providc. One Mason from north-east England 
explaincd it to me this way: 

У cars ago. if you bclongcd to а God-fearing family, it was taken 
for granted that уон'd join tl1e choir, the Boys' Brigade and the 
football team. Your whole social life rcvolvcd around the church. 
Now the church has no social life. lncleed, there's hardly а 
·church' at all. It's not that Freemasonry is а religion, though 
many Masons take it as such, hut it oft'ers spiritual support which 
mar1y mеп seek and cannot tind anywhere else. 

The support is also social and even sporting. There are 
Мююпiс golf and bow\ing clubs. ln Dorse1 there is а darts 
sectio11, in Wiltshire а Masonic caravan club. Also Masonic 
fund-raising is admiraЫe in itself and may bring Masons 
and their families together for hundreds of good causes, as 1 
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·explain in Chapter 37. In short, there would Ье nothing to 
fault and much to praise iп Freemasonry if it were judgctl 
оп its good works alone, but this would overlook the cruciul 
question: is Freemasonry а corrupting force? Early in my 
research 1 came across one Mason who Ьelieves it is. 



10 
А Mechanism of Social Control? 

In The Brotherhood Stephen Knight asked people to write 
10 him with more infoпnation. Many Masons responded, 
шcluding one who signed himself 'Badger'. Like hundreds 
of other people, Badger received no reply Ьecause Stephen 
was already near death. ln 1986 1 finally tracked Badger 
down to his sен, but it took another three months before he 
would trust me with his true identity. 1 now know why. 

Badger is а professional man with impressive quali­
fications. Не has been а Freemason for almost thirty-five 
уеап;. Не used to Ье а manic Mason, Ьelonging to twenty­
~ix lodges, not just in the Craft (the first three degrees) but 
in many other orders. Нс became master of seven lodges 
and threw himself into Masonic Jabour:; night after night. 
f-'or years he wasconvinced that Freemasonry was а worthy 
institution. As he became ever more elevated in the 
Masonic hierarchy he gradually came to realize it was not. 

At lodge Jevel Freemasonry is good fun. You meet lots of 
people you'd never meet otherwise, and you enjoy good convers­
ation wilh 1hem ovcr а pretty good meal. 11 аlю preaches а system 
of morality whkh сап work wonders. l've known taxi drivers and 
~rap dea1ers who were reprobate characters until they соте into 
Freemasonry. Then they seemed to improve no end. 

As for thc rilual, you have 1otake itforgranted. There isn't any 
poinl in saying it's а load of nonsense. Ifyou feel lhat way, the 
only thing you can honestly do is quit. 1 Ьесаmе а very good 
rilualist. I was well-known for il. 1 couldleam а whole Ьookoffby 
hcan wilh no trouЫe. When you deliver il in open lodge il's like 
amateur drэ.ma1ics. lndeed, I used to get criticized for Ьeing 
nver-dramatic! 

There's always something new to learn in Freemasonry. ll's а 
continuing revelalion until the Ьig moment whcn you scrvc your 
year 'in the chair' as Master. Then you do another year as 
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lmmediate Past Master. After lhal the rot scts in. Now you've got 
nothing to do, you're fэШngoff the edgc. Perhaps you take on tЬе 
job ofscaetary or treasurer, just 10 stay active in thc lodge. l've 
known men do tЬat chore for thirty yean. 

After l'd Ьееn master of а Craft lodge 1 joined otЬerorders: the 
Royal Arch, Rose Croix, Knights Templars and Secret Monitor. 
The Monitor's ritual is b11Sed оп the ЬiЫical tale of David and 
Jonathan - а homosexual relationship as it happens. Ву this time 1 
was Ьesotted with Freemasonry. It Ьесаmс my wbole life. 1 was at 
it six nights а week., but it was becoming so expern;ive: the regaJia, 
the suЬscriplions, the dining, the travel. Nowadays it costs me4s 
just to attend опе meeting, so 1 have had to rcsign from scveral 
orders. 1 can't afford it. 

Вeing keen and ac1ive, 1 achieved provincial nnk. 1 was 
awarded а fancy title at county \evel and later at national level in 
some degrees. Now 1 had contact with some very rich and 
in8uential people. At this point, l'm afraid, 1 Ьесаmе dis­
illusioned. 11 dawned on me that what 1 had Ьelieved for yean 
aЬout the goodness and virtue ofFreemasonry was а smokescreen 
to delude the masses. That's wben 1 Ьесаmе disturЬed aЬout 
Freemasonry's real intenl. 

At provinciaJ level and above people are highly indiscreet in 
canversation. Тhеу say imprudent things which reveal their true 
opinions and motives. One thing 1 soon realiu:d was that Masonic 
promotion depencls not оп merit and aЬility but оп patronage and 
privilegc. Mast promotions depend оп your status in civilian life. 
lf you are а judge or а top civil servaпt or you have а lot of money 
to dish out 10 charily, you ar.: well оп the way to provincial and 
Grand [national] rank.. 

1 got 10 know one top dog very well, one of the highest-ranking 
Masons in the WestofEngland. We wereon fint name terms. ')im' 
was extremely wealthy, having inherited а huge fortune frorn some 
aunt abroad. In our province he played а leading part in ascheme to 
Ьuild Ьomcs for elderly Мasons and their wives or widows. 

1 was so impressed 1 paid him а private visit апd said, 'What а 
marvellous idea to estaЫish this old folks' home. l'm sure there 
are lots ofelderly Masons who would like to live here, people wЬо 
can't possiЫy afford to рау for it themselves.' 

'Oh по!' he said irritaЫy. 'We don't want any people like that! 
We want people who сап afford to рау their full whack -
preferaЫy people who haven't any children so, wben they die, 
they can leave а11 tbeir money to us!' 
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1 was horrified. Even back in that time the full whack would 
have Ьееn !120 а week, but юоn 1 realized what else wu goingon. 
The homes were going up in an area of outstanding natural 
Ьeauty. They sbould never have got planning permission, but it 
was all soned out in one of my lodges. The chairman and two 
memЬers ofthe Jocal district council were in it, along with Jim and 
me. Afterone lodge meeting we were all having а drink when Jim 
asked, 'We've put in а planning application for this sc::heme. Will 
there Ье any difficulty aЬout getting consent?' 

One of the councillors replied, 'No, that's all right. 11'11 go 
through. lЪere won't Ье any trouЫe.' How could he Ье so sure? 
The council planning comminec hadn't even met to cons.ider it! 

Тhis was typical of what 1 saw going оп all around. Through 
Freemasonry 1 knew all sons of useful people in my town: fo[k like 
the county treasurer and the discrict engineer. 1 was in по position 
to exploit such connections, but had I Ьееn а priva1e contractor 
1rying to tix а deal, 1 could have called up lhese 1ор local officials 
and found out secrct council plans in five minutes. No need for 
funny handshakes - lhose are red herrings 10 diven press and 
puЫic. You simply usc а fonn of words which only а Mason could 
kпow, Ьecause he's recitcd it so often in 1he ritual. 

This petty coпuption Ьcwmes second nature 10 Masons. so 
that in the cnd they cannot ~е how corrupt it is. 1 know one 
Маюn who used to work as managcr of а local watcr Ьoard. As 
юоn as he retired he formed а company with othcr М&-'ЮЛS to 
tender for pipcline work from thc water authori1y. You can Ье 
s.ure he won а lot of contracts not just Ьecause he knew aЬout 
water bul Ьecause he was ·оп the square'. Frecmasonry is insidcr 
trading Ьу another name. 

[ was panicularly disturЬed Ьу the attitudes of top Masons. 1 got 
10 know sevcral who are high coun judges. In private 1hey taJk as 
if ordinary people are an expendaЫe nuisance. I've also Ьесоmе 
very friendly with Harley Slreet surgeons. One told me how he'd 
iпvested hisexorЬitant fees in all sonsof doubt!ul, money-making 
rackets. Не would brag aЬout them over dinner after thc lodgc. 
These people say appalling things aЬout the working man. Опое 
my provincial grand master madc а ferociously anti-LaЬour 
remark in Opcn Lodge. 1 was а local Conservativc offlcial at the 
time but cven 1 was shocked Ьу his sentiments. 

Freemasonry is meant to Ье non-political. In thc lodge Masons 
aren't supposed to talk aЬout politics or rcliJion. There"d Ье по 
point in talking aЬout religion Ьccause most Mason.s know 
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nothing aЬout it. As fur politics, they don't need 10 talk aЬout it: 
they're nearly all Conservatives. 

1 ask myself: why do so many rich and powerful men stay in 
Freemasonry? Why do they spend valuaЫe time, away from their 
wives and families, mouthing nonsense rituals and associating 
with people who сап Ье of по real interest or imponance to tht:m? 
1 think 1 know the answer. 

Freemasonry is а mechanism of social control. lt's а fcudal 
pyramid, whereby people of influence in British society сап mix 
with the ordinary Ыоkе and lend а little lustre to his dreary life. 
But only cenain kinds of Ыоkе. Have you ever thought why tlte 
police are so cultivated Ьу Freemasonry? 1 have met srores of 
polic:emen throughoul my Masonic career, but 1 haven't met а 
single fireman or postman. There must Ьс some firemen and 
postmen in Freemasonry but nowhere near as many poliocmen, 
Jawyers, local govemment officials and businessmen. Ву drawing 
thesc kind of people into this network, the landed aristocracy and 
Ьig business filter their values down through the social structure. 

One of the first things you are taught in Freemasonry is to оЬеу 
rank. Therc is а line in the ritual that tells how the workmen 
Ьuilding Solomon's Temple were split into small lodges in а way 
·Ьest calculated to ensure promotion to merit, preserve due 
suЬordination and prevent confusion in the work'. Well, you сап 
forget aЬout merit. Freemasonry is all aЬout due sutюrdination. 

Later, Badger seпt me а list of five kings (George IV, 
William IV, Edward VII, Edward Vlll and George VI) 
and over 300 aristocrats - princes and royal dukes, dukes 
and marquesses. earls. viscounts апd barons - who have 
headed various Masonic orde~ in Britain over the past 250 
years. Оп it he wrote, 

This illustrates that the control of Freemasonry at any time is in 
the hands of а very few people who conduct the organi.zation оп 
Ьehalf of an elitist oligarchy. The panisans who рау 10 suppon its 
prodigious panoply exist only to give credence to the movement. 
Yet Freemasonry declares to its disciples, 'ln the eyes of God, 
who alone is great, all men are equal'. As an emЫemofhypocrisy, 
Freemasonry is unmatched. 

Here Badger touched оп something which 1 had found 
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contradictory even in the first-degree oath. Тhis says the 
·cffective punishment' for breaching Masonic secrecy is to 
he branded unfit to Ье received into any society of men 
'who prize honour and virtue аЬоvе the extemal advant­
ages of rank and fortune'. Yet the entire Masonic hierarcby 
is built on rank and fortune. Its highest offices are always 
held Ьу royal dukes or Ьу earls, while а peerage or 
knightbood is almost de rigueur even for the rank of Junior 
Grand Warden. Тhе Grand Sword Bearer is usually а 
high-ranking officer from the armed services, so the highest 
Masonic rank 10 which any 'commoner' сап hope to aspire 
is Senior Grand Deacon. Even this is easier achieved Ьу 
someone with wealth and worldly status than Ьу someone 
who has neither. 

According to Badger, it is this embrace Ьetween the 
Craft and the aristocracy which has ensured Freemasonl)''s 
ex.traordinary survival and success. In his opinion the 
speculative lodges formed Ьу merchants and gentry in the 
late 16oos and early 17oos were 'impostor lodges'. Тhеу 
rapidly earned the suspicion and ridicule of outsiders. The 
опlу way they could avoid being outlawed was to get noЫes 
to front for them. This happened as early as 1721. Even in 
1751 when Freemasonry split into two c.amps (the 
'Antients' and 'Modems'), soon both had aristocrats as 
Grand Master. Ву 1813 each was headed Ьу а royal duke: 
the brothers Kent and Sussex. When Parliament passed the 
Unlawful Societies Act in 1799, it outlawed all organiz­
ations, 'the memЬers of which are required to take an oath 
not authorized Ьу law'. That description fitted Free­
masonl)' perfectly. lts oaths clearly incited memЬers 
criminally to disemЬowel men for doing nothing more than 
revealing Masonic secrets. Nevertheless, aristocratic 
Masons easily won exemption for their cult. How could 
royal princes, they argued, Ье involved iл anything which 
was seditious or revolutionary? (See Chapter 34.) 
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Henceforth, under cover of Freemasonry - cloaking 
themselves in the clean image of the cathedral-builders -
the landed nobllity and the new class of international 
financiers formed an alliance to exploit Britain's growing 
imperial wealth. Indeed, Freemasonry spread rapidly 
throughout the empire. Just as trade followed the flag, so 
did Freemasonry. 

Badger now regards the Masonic rituals which he used to 
perform with such enthusiasm as 'contrivcd, contorted, 
fatuous and fallacious'. Не says that anyone reading them 
must Ье astounded that 'grown men could indulge them­
selves in such banality and puerility'. This helps explain 
why these same grown men сап allow themselves to Ье led 
Ьу а hierarcl1y which refuses to submit itself for election Ьу 
secret ballot. 

Badger is even more dismayed Ьу the fact that а 

Conservative-controlled Parliament refuses to pass а law 
regulating Freemasonry, whereas it is very keen to pass 
laws controlling tra(.ie unions. 'After all, Freemasonry 
claims to Ье descended from а trade unio11. Through 
subterfuge its effect оп English society is far more 
insidious. · Coming from а local Conservative official, these 
opinions are worth consideration. Badger may sound like а 
Marxist when he talks about Freemasonry but he is по 
revolutionary. On the contrary, he sees Freemasonry as the 
seditious force in British society: its covert ultra-reaction 
perpetual\y distorting the decisions of the State against the 
interests of the populace at large. 
Тhе blg secret of Freemasonry seems to revolve round 

the movement's ultimate goa\, elusive and obfuscated as 
that is. In this century many writers have claimed to expose 
that goal as world domination. Most have been discredited 
as fascists or anti-Semites: Nesta Webster, General 
Ludendorff and, of course, Adolf Hitler. 1 Volumes of 
'evidence ', such as the Proroco/s of the Learned Elders of 
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Lion, have been branded forgeries. Yet it is not necessary 
10 reJy оп the rantings of racist scribЫers or crazed 
tlictators. Something close to proof сап Ье found in the 
tcxts of one of Freemasonry's own twentieth-century sages. 

John Sebastian Mar\ow Ward was born in 1885, the son 
of а Church of England vicar. Не was educated at 
Merchant Taylors' School and at Trinity Hall, Cambridge, 
where he read history. Не became а teacher, serving as 
headmaster of an Anglican school in Burma before he was 
appointed Director of Intelligence for the Federation of 
British Industries in 1918. During his twelve years in that 
job Ward became an authority оп Freemasonry. Many of 
his works are stШ sold through Masonic bookshops. 
lndeed, his handbooks for tl1e Entered Apprentice, Fellow 
Craft and Master Mason dcgrees are still given to ncw­
comers to the Craft. 2 

Ward had а magpie genius for claiming that rites he had 
seen performed iп far-off lands were identical to those 
'worked' in F'reemasonry. Не claimed that wherever he 
travelled, he had been аЫе to communicate with priшitive 
peoples Ьу using Masonic signs and symbols. То him 
Patl1an tribesmen, Mel1\evi dervishes, Hindu mystics and 
Australian Aboriginals all had initiation ceremonies and 
secret cults so similar to Freemasonry tlшt they must all Ье 
descended from the same primordial source. Не went on to 
assert that, because many of these cults were almost 
extinct, Freemasonry must Ье the ultimate guardian of 
their mysteries. 

Nowadays most Masonic scholars distance themselves 
from Ward оп the grounds tt1at he was an occult Christian, 
and that Freemasonry was only his jumping-off point for 
even weirder beliefs. In 1935 he persuaded ап archblshop 
of the self-styled Church of Antioch to consecrate him as а 
blshop and appoint him head of the Orthodox Catholic 
Church in England. 3 Ward and his wife, Jessie, had already 
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estaЫished their own · АЬЬеу of Christ the King' in the 
unlikely spot of New Barnet in suburban north London. 
The couple were convinced that when Christ made his 
Messianic return - which would Ье very soon - Bamet 
would Ье the new Bethlehem and they would Ье the new 
Joseph and Mary. 
Оп High Street shopping expeditions this Holy Family 

were а familiar sight: Ward clad in scarlet cassock, саре and 
biretta, Jessie dressed like а nun all in white. Alas! in 1945 
the tiny community was hit Ьу scandal. А father won 
damages against the Wards for enticing his sixteen-year-old 
daughter into their clutches. In 1946 the humiliated sect 
slipped abroad, taking the young girl along in disguise. In 
the Orthodox haven of Cyprus, 'Mar John' Ward, now 
elevated to the rank of ArchЬishop of Olivet, pursued his 
calling. Не died peacefully in 1949. 

This risiЫe saga has not wholly discredited Ward, for the 
Craft bas· tolerated even more perverse characters such as 
Aleister Crowley. If Ward is an embarrassment to Free­
masonry today, it is not for his reJigious delusions but for 
his account of the brotherhood's ultimate aims. 4 In Free­
masonry and the Ancient Gods he reveals the 'Grand 
Ideal'. Freemasonry is 'the mightiest force in the world. All 
that is Ьest in religion and nationality is united with all that 
is best in internationalism. Far removed from the petty 
struggles of the politician, witb its history stretching back 
into the dim dawn of man, it stands calm and serene.' 

Ward believed that, united, the Masons of the world 
possess an enormous power for good and аЬоvе all for 
реасе: 'No chauvinistic government could resist it and 
Masonry, tried and tested, is а far stronger and safer 
implement with which to attain that object than а paper 
league of nations.' 

This vision came to nothing in 1939 when реасе was 
shattered Ьу the notorious anti-Mason, Adolf Hitler. As it 
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happens, Ward's Masonic реасе might have Ьееп as nasty 
as World War 11, if his admiration for а murderous Chinese 
fratemity is anything to go Ьу. In а three-volume study of 
the Hung Society, he praised 'the greatest and most 
dedicated secret society in the whole world, ЬeHeved to 
have caused the overthrow of the old Manchu dynasty'. 5 

Ward ignored these Ыооdу activities, prefeпing to glorify 
the Hung's 'truly magnificent ritual which has striking 
analogies with modern Freemasonry'. 

Elsewhere, Ward wrote revealingly about rank-and-file 
Masons: 'dumb and inarticulate brothers, often, wh() never 
hoped for Grand Lodge honours, but quietly did their duty 
in maintaining the grand fundamental principles of our 
Order'. 

No leading Mason these days would Ье so indiscreet as to 
descriЬe his humЫer brothers as 'dumb and inarticulate', 
but Badger's testimony indicates that in Masonic high 
places today а similar feeling of contempt exists. Most 
brethren know nothing of it. No matter what scandals hit 
Freemasonry, they still ЬеНеvе the Craft stands for 
Brotherly Lovc, Relief and Truth. And yet, says Badger, in 
the end the truth will finally dawn оп them. 

Stephen Knight did not know it but, when The Brotherhood was 
puЫished, he had Graлd Lodge on the run. 1 know top Masons 
who were scared stiff he had tumЫed their secret and that it was 
only а matter of time Ьefore he reached the heart of the matter. 
When he died they breathed а deep sigh of relief. 





PARTTHREE 

Freemasonry and the Police 





11 
The Manor of St James's 

Tourists meandering east away from London's vibrant 
Covent Garden piazza sometimes stray into Great Queen 
Street. It is only а few yards from the Opcra House and 
Drury Lane, but this thoroughfare has no theatrical buzz, 
по busking musicians · or perfor111ing clowns. Оп the 
contrary, passcrs-by may scnse that any action here is 
taking place off thc strect. 

The same contrast hits visitors to Egypt, as they flee frorn 
the pedlars' din and desert heat iтtto tl1e cool of thc Great 
Pyramid. This is no coincidence. On the south sidc of Great 
Ouecn Strcet stands а chill stonc Ьuilding like а maшю­
leum, with по ground-floor windows. This is а mighty 
temple iп which religioш; ceremonies aping those of ancient 
Egypt are nightly pert'ormed. Indeed, many mystic cults 
are invoked withir1 its walls, in а ritual hotchpotcl1 which 
some earnest disciples spend а lifetime tryiнg to fathom. 
Ву late afternoon the street is transformed. Hundreds ot· 

elderly men in dark suits disappear through the temple 
portals, each carrying а small flat case containing the 
garinents, emЫems ai1(f regalia which they need to perforin 
rites of iпitiiitiun, murder and resurrection. The temple is 
tl1eir Holy of Holies: Freemasons' Hall, the headquarters 
of the world's premier Masonic institution, the United 
Grand Lodge of England. 

In fact, Freemasons' Hall contains nineteen temples: 
some grand, some plain, but one quite awe-inspiring in size 
and decoration. Six nights а week over а two-month cycle 
these chambers are rented to hundreds of London's I,700 

lodges. Неге tl1ey 'work' their rituals safe from the eyes of 
those they call the 'profane': meaning the vast majority of 
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men - and all women - who will never travel the brother­
hood's secret path to enlightenment. 

At three o'clock in the afternoon of 27 January 1986 
Great Queen Street was humming with rare excitement, 
for the secret had leaked that one powerful fratemity was 
about to embrace another. Reporters and photographers 
hovered on the pavement outside Freemasons' HaU, 
hoping to spot famous faces. Some intrepid hacks in dinner 
jackets vanished into а catering complex next door called 
the Connaught Rooms, from which Masons may enter the 
temple directly through an interconnccting passage on the 
first ftoor. After their rituals brethren usually take а drink 
in the Connaught bar, where thc Ыack-tied reporters had 
planned to buttonhole the Masonic mighty before they 
took their traditional lodgc dinner known as the Festive 
Board. 

Yet the press recognized no one. No pictures hit any 
fюnt pages. No puЫic figures were exposed as closet 
Masons. Indeed, the occasion was а triumph for Grand 
Lodge. In the face of i11creasing lюstility, it had 'con­
secrated' а new :odge wl1ich syinbolized the long-standing 
(to outsiders, notorious) bonds betwee11 Freemasonry and 
London's Metropolitan Police. 

According to its internal puЫicity this new lodge - the 
Manor of St James's, numЬer 9179 - was founded Ьу 
brethren. 'all of whom had served as Police Officers in "С" 
or St James's District of tl1e Metropolitan Police. The term 
Manor was the colloquial expression used Ьу police officers 
when referring to their own district or place of duty.' 

·мanor' evokes images of 'Dixon of Dock Green', of 
friendly neighbourhood bobЬies pounding the Ьеаt, catch­
ing masked burglars in horizontal-striped shirts with bags 
marked 'swag', and giving naughty boys а clip round thc ear 
and packing them off home to Mum. ТЬе Manor of St 
James's is hardly that territory, for what used to Ье called 
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'С' District now consists of three historic police stations: 
West End Central, Vine Street and Bow Street where the 
legendary foreЬears of the Metropolitan Police, the Bow 
Street Runners, had first been estaЬ\ished in the 175os. 
Today this is the heart of London 's West End. According to 
а former 'С' District commander and Manor Lodge 
memЬer. all officers who serve there are united Ьу а strong 
sense of brotberhood: 

It's а cauldron, а forcing-house. [n 'С district you"re sur­
rounded Ьу vice, wealth. tentptation - everythiлg that сап bring а 
young copper down. Thcre's а saying in the Met, 'there's попе so 
pure as the purified' and if you survive а 1our of duty in the West 
End without going astray you feel you са11 survivc anything. So 
when colleagues suggesled we form а new lodge based оп 'С' 
District. 1 thought it was а jo\ly good idca - а chance to keep in 
touch with old friends who had all been through the same cathartic 
cxperience. 

The prirne movers behind tl1e new lodge persuaded 
seventy 'С' District veteraпs to join as founder members. 
All wcre already Freemasons. Fifty l1ad Ьееn Masters of 
other lodges. They includcd some of thc highest-ranking 
officers in the rccent history of Scotland Yard: 

Gilbert Kelland: Assista11t Commissioner (Crime) until 1984, 
chief of all London's 3,000 detectives for seven years. 

Peter Neivens: one-time Deputy Assistant Commissioner in 
charge of all puЫic information. 1 

John Cass: retired Commander; national co-ordinator of Region­
al Crime Squads 1!)81-4; now а private security consultant. 

Edgar Maybanks: retired Deputy Assistant Commissioner; 
.formerly Commander of А8, in charge of puЫic order in the 
capital. Now Chief Commandant of the Special Constabulary. 

Kenneth Churchill·Coleman: serving Commander of SO 13, the 
anti-terrorist squad. 

Malcolm CampЬell: serving Commander of SO 1 1, the Criminal 
lntelligence Branch; until August 1988 Commander of С6, the 
Fraud Branch. 
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Almost а\1 the other founders had reached the rank of 
chief inspector or аЬоvе. At least а dozen had made 
commander. Ву any standard this was а formidaЫe Ьоdу of 
men. If а lisl of their name., were to become puЫic, anti­
Masonic conspiracy theorists would have а field-day. 
especially Ьecause they would have every reason to inter­
prct the lodge•s creation as а slap in the face for the 
Metropolilan Commissioner at that time: Sir Kenneth 
Newman. 

Ayear carlier, in April 1985, Newman had issued а stiff 
Ыuе Ьооk: The Princip/es о/ Po/icing and Guidance for 
Profe.нional Behaviollr. This included some thoughts on 
Frcemasonry, iп response to а long-пшning row over the 
power of the Crafl in thc force. The tcxt was written Ьу 
Alhert Laugharne, the recenlly retired depuly commis­
sioncr. Нс cxpressed the casc against the Craft firmly but 
with compassion. First he rcferrcd to this policc regulation: 
·а mc1nber of а police forcc shall at а11 times aЬstain from 
any activity which is likely to intcrfcre wi1h the impartial 
discharge of his duties or which is likcly to give rise to the 
imprcssion amongst п1embers of the puЫic that it may so 
interfere'. 
Не then said it was all 100 easy for anonlooker to Ьelieve 

that а policeman who belongs 10 апу group will show 
favours to other members of thal group. 'Тhus ап officer 
must рау the most careful regard 10 the impression which 
others are likely to gain of his membership. as well as to 
what he actually does, however inhiblting he may find this 
when arranging his private life_' 

Laugharnc now embarked оп а devastating dissection of 
Freemasonry which he described as having 'unique 
.fea1ures that add to the difficulties for police offic.ers'. First 
hc asked rhetoric.ally, 'What matters should an officer 
consider if he is thinking of Ьecoming а freemason?' 
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То Ьegin with, he wШ wan110 weigh the advantages. If accepted 
.1~ а memЬer, he may take satisfaction from participation in а 
l11ng-estaЫishcd institution which embraces people of тапу kinds 
lшm all walks of life, and whicb includes in its upper echelons 
~omc of the mos1 dis1inguished people in the Jand. Не may expect 
100, thвt membership will bring social pleasure and companion· 
~l1ip with his fellow masons, some ofwhom may well Ье his fellow 
tМJlice officcrs. With them, he may 1ake proper pride in the 
··l111ri1aЫe efforts of his lodge, and in 1he puг;;uil of the ideal of 
lrt-emasonry which is 'the improvement of ma11 Ьoth as an 
шJ1vidual and as а memЬer of lhe community'. 

And it is important. wl1en considering freemasonry in the 
111111ех1 of thc police service, lo remember that many officeг;;, of 
•l1ff~rcnt ranks, have bec:n аЫе to rea>ncile their private commit· 
111cr11 tofreemasonry with their public duty without difficulty. We 
,110uld rememЬer too, that much of lhe conjccture aЬout the 
11111uence offrecmasonry upon our ~rvice has not bt:en supported 
l•y cvidcna:. The accus.ers - including some police officeг;; who 
пi1icise frtemasonry - have often been wrong . 

Nevertheless, i1 is nccessary with freemasonry. as with any 
111'1itu1ion including, of course, lhe police scrvice itself. to strike а 
tl1~1inction bctween the ideal and thc: reality. Some of lhe 
,1,~t'rtions have Ьееn supportaЬ\e. Thc activities of some free· 
1ш1мins have Ьееп 1hought, on reasonaЫe grounds, to Ье 
111otiva1ed Ьу self·interest and not commilted 10 the aims of 
r1 L'cmasonry, so adding to the su~picion that all may not he well in 
1l1i~ very privutc: institution. Thereforc, although an officer who is 
:1 frcemason may take great carc !о ensure that memhership does 
11111 influence him in the excrcise of his police powers, he may find 
11 impossiЬ\e to convincc а memЬer of thc puЬlic, or а colleague 
wh(1 is not а freemason, that lhis is always so. 

There are а numЬer of facton also which weigh against him. 
t'1rstly, there is the marked exclusivity of the institution and the 
1nystery which surrounds the method Ьу whieh а person is judged 
\1у freemasons to Ьс suita.Ыe for memЬership of а lodge. Тhen 
tl1L're is the oddness of the initiation ceremony itself, with its 
,lriшge rites which smack to some of immaturity, being remini· 
"'-'t'nt of the secrel soeieties of Ьoyhood. There is some oddness 
11ю. in these modem days, aЬoul the rcquirement of freemasons 
111 respect social distinctions and the status quo to such an extent 
••~ 10 sustain the notion that 'whilc some must rule, othcn must 
11bt'y and cheerfulJy accept their inferior posilions'.2 And finally. 
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and most importantly in the context of police participation, there 
is the freemason 's solemnly sworn oЫigation never to reveal the 
secrets of the craft, including that which tells him how he са11 
indicate his affinity to another freemason in а way that will not Ье 
disccrned Ьу onlookers. 
АН ofthese carry consideraЫe weight. They militate against the 

acceptance, Ьу colleagues and citizens alike, of an officer, who is а 
freemason, as а man оп whose faimess it is possiЫe to rely always. 
and unqucstionaьty. 

Nothing in our disc\1Ssiun should Ье taken as а criticism of 
freemasonry in itself. Of course, somc of the factors we have 
looked at apply to other private and selective bodies in this group 
which we have in mind, but theuniquecomЬination ofthemin this 
institution does cause extreme difficulty for а police officer ... 
The police officer's special dilemma is the conflict Ьetween his 
service declaration of impartiality, and the swom oЫigation to 
keep the secrets of freemasonry. His declaration has its statutory 
oЫigation to avoid any activity likely to interfere wjth impartiality 
or to give the impressio11 that it may do so; а freemason's oath 
holds inevitaЫy the implication that loyalty to fellow freemasons 
may supersede any other loyalty. 

Laugharne concluded Ьу saying that, although it would 
Ье thought an unwarranted interference for а senior officer 
ro instruct а po\iceman whether to join Freemasonry or 
not, neverthelcss: 

the discerning officer will рrоЬаЫу consider it wise to forgo the 
prospect of pleasure and social advantage in freemasoory so as to 
enjoy the unreserved regard of all those around him. It follows 
from this that one who is alrcady а freemason would also Ье wise 
to ponder from time to time, whether he slюuld continue as а 
freemason; that would рrоЬаЫу Ье prudent in the light ofthe way 
that our force is striving, in these critical days, to present to the 
puЬlic а more open and wholehearted image of itself, to show а 
greater readiness to Ье invigilated and to Ье free of any 
unnecessary concealment or secrecy. 

Тhis passage can only Ье seen as an attempt to dissuade 
policemen from becoming or remaining Masons. However, 
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it had to Ье hedged апd ditched Ьecause Laugharne and 
Newmaп kпew they had по power to stop апуопе beloпg­
ing to ап orgaпization which is поt itself illegal. 'There is по 
way we сап interfere with iпdividual liberties,' Commis­
sioпer Newmaп later wrote to me. 

Britain 's top сор now hoped that апу of his men who 
were Masoпs would either quit the Craft or lie Iow, at least 
until а coпtroversy theп raging over police Freemasonry 
lшd died down. Не later expressed confidence that 'the 
advice is takiпg root'. In contrast, the fouпders of the 
Manor of St James's Lodge thought he was wroпg to make 
L..<шgharne's vicws оп Freemasonry official Scotland Yard 
policy. One high-ranking retired officer in thc Iodge told 
111с that, if he had still been serving. he would have asked 
N~wman to drop tl1e whole section. 

Somchow news broke of the existcnce of this пеw high­
powered police lodge even before its first meeting. А prior 
1111tice cheekily appeared in the Guardian gossip columп. 
< iri.lnd Secretary Michael Higl1am was soon confroпted оп 
radio with claims that it must conflict with Sir Kenneth's 
~нidance. Оп the contrary, he replied, all the serving 
policemen in the lodge had followcd that guidaпce: they 
l1i1tl thought twice about belonging to Freemasonry апd 
l1aJ decided to stay it1 it. Higham also claimed that the idea 
tщ the lodge had originated before Newman issued his 
l)1юklet, so it could 1юt Ье interpreted as а gesture against 
l11n1. 

lf this is true, the Ma110r was an unusually loпg time in 
~:1·station. lt was consecrated nine months after The 
l'r111ciple~· of Policing appeared. However. the anti­
Maюnic section of the booklet had Ьееп puЫished seveп 
1t10nths earlier than that: in September 1984 iп the Metro­
p11lita11 Police's own paper, The Job. 

1'11е time usually needed to found а lodge is far less than 
""lccn months. There are three stages in the process: the 
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would-be founders first submit а 'petition'; Grand Lodgc 
then issues а warrant; finally the lodge is 'consecrated'. 
One Mason gave me documents relating to а lodge which 
he had helped found in 1979, and whose name he coined. 
These papers provc all three stages сап take as little as four 
rnonths. lt would later Ье claimed that discussions aЬout 
the formation of the Manor Jodge started early in 1984.·' 
Yet cvcn if it was conceived Ьefore its originators knew 
what Sir Kenneth 's Ьooklet would say, they had sixteen 
mnnths in which to take his advice and withdraw their 
pctition. То go ahead was an act of thoughtlessness, 
dcfiance or contempt. 

Ву then, howe\•er, the police Masoпs werc no longer 
acting a\one. At its consecration the infant lo(Jge was 
honoured with а prestigiot1s line-up of Grand Officers. Thc 
ceremony was conducted Ьу Assistant Grand Master Lord 
Farnham while Grand Secretary Higham performed as 
lodge secretary. Taking the role of Senior Warden was Sir 
Peter Lane, а long-serving Tory satrap and t'ormerly 
chairman of the National Unioп of Conservative Associ­
atio11s. In 1986 he was also Senior Grand Warden of Grand 
Lodge. Every ordinary lodge's 'baptism· is Ыcsscd Ьу such 
godfathers, but their attendance at thi:i ccremony would 
later Ье interpreted as а gesture of Masonic impunity to 
both Scotland Yard and puЫic opinion. 

1 have discussed the Manor of St J ames's Lodgc with two 
high-ranking policemen who used to Ье active Masons but 
who resigned from their lodges several years ago for 
reasons explained in Chapter 16. The first now fills one of 
the highest ranks in Scotland Yard: 

Тhе decision to set up this lodge is not just provocative. lt's а 
disaster. Now, more than ever, the police must Ье sееп to Ье 
impartial but these Masons just wave two fingers at the Commis­
sioner апd go ahead regardless. No wonder the puЫic think we're 
all ·on the square'. That was one reason why 1 quit the Craft. 1 no 
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1, '""cr felt memЬership was compatiЫe with my duty as а 
1н•l11:t•1nan towards the whole community. 

ll1c other ex-Mason, а former Scotland Yard officer who 
•~ 11ow assistant chief constaЫe of another force, was 
"11111lurly dismayed: 

l l1e St James's lodge is а puЫic relations cзtastrophe, for the 
М.1м1n\ and the Met. AIЬert Laugharne was quite right. Frее-
111:1.,.нну is open to suspicion but. as police officers. we must Ье 
.11•0\'1: \Uspicion. Much of what's said aЬout the Craft is untrue but 
"11111 matters is the fear it creates. Masonry cats away the trust 
... 11кh slюuld prevail throughout police work. lt just doesn't sit 
·~··11 wilh our job. 

Л Metropolitan chief ~uperintcndent who is still an 
.11·11vc Mason shuddered when he hcard about the Manorof 
\1 .lames's: 

1 1oir1ed my father's lodge. Не was а puliceшa11. Не would Ье 
1111111licd at the thought of an all-police lodge. For а policeman the 
i\11·a1 joy of Freemasonry is that it takes him out of police 
111111r:шу. which сап Ье oppressive and incestuuus at the best of 
11me~. 1 wouldn't go anywl1ere near an all-polict: lodge. 

111 tl1e past fiftee11 years 1 have come to know many 
p11licemen who are Masons. During fricndly verbal 
'l'arri11g contests about the 'rolled-up trouser brigade', 
1l11·y often defend the Craft оп the grounds that policemen 
11t'~J а social outlet which enaЫes them to get to know 
pt~ople in other walks of life. The very nature of their job 
111akes it difficult for them to estaЫish easy-going relation­
-11ips with men outside the force. ln the warmth of а 
Masonic lodge, with all its good-hearted sentiments, 
1tL·1шine friendships with non-policemen сап Ыossom - but 
11111, of course, in а lodge composed entirely of policemen. 

Nowhere is distrust, fear and loathing of the Craft 
кr.:ater than in the police service itself. This accounts for 
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the speed with which secret details aЬout the Manor of St 
James's Lodge have repeatedly been \eaked to the press. In 
September 1986 а non-Masonic policeman discovered а 
summons to attend the lodge's consecration lying around at 
Scotland Yard. Не promptly made а сору and sent it to 
Fleet Street. А few days later The People newspaper ran а 
front-page story with the giant headline: 

SCANDдl. OF ТОР СОР MASONS 

Two months latcr а 'С' Division officer4 climbed into а 
patrol саг and discovered а fresh Manor summons \еН 
behind Ьу а lodge member working at the same po\i,:c 
statioп. The finder gave it to another colleague, knowп for 
l1is anti-Masonic views, \Vho was appalled to see so many 
senior policemer1's names on the lodge list. Instantly 
realizing its importance, he decided to pass it оп before any 
Masons could s11atch it back. Не even feared that, if thcy 
found out he had made а сору and taken it out of tl1L' 

building, they woнld burgle his home ю get it back. Нс 
knew 1 was writing this book, so he singled me out as tltL' 
person who should have the document. Не phoned me Ьнl 
1 was not at home. Not having my address, he callell 
someone who, he figшed, might know where I lived. 

That someone was Chief Inspector Brian Woollard who 
for four years had been fighting а personal crusade against 
Freemasonry. No one was keener to see the list thю1 
Woollard, so he made surc the 'С Division man mailed hi111 
а сору as well as me. Only now did the f ull significance ol 
the Manor of St James's Jodge become clear, as Woollaпl 
guessed how and why certain things had happened to hi111 
during his long and lonely struggle against the Craft. 
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'/1ie Fall and Fall of Brian Woollard 

1 lн· Brian Woollard story is а classic Masonic conundrum. 
ft,·,111 lюm Briнn's angle, it leaves little room for doubt that 
11• wa-; tl1e victim of а Masonic conspiracy. Yet а Free-
111.1·.1111 might claim it was no more than coincidence that so 
1110111~ Masons crossed the path ofthis talented policeman as 
111 11111k one career tumЬ\e after anotl1er. 

ll11an has а most courtcous style. Blue-eyed and Ье­
'1" 1 J;н:led, he dresses impeccaЫy, stands an erect 5 feet 10 

1111 l1L''· and speaks rnellifluous English with what might Ье 
1.1101·11 lor an East Mitllands accent. In fact, he is а child of 
1 lн lmlian Army iп which his father served. Born in Sussex 
111 111 ч, he was taken to Burma as а ЬаЬу and stayed in 
111111.1 1111til 1948. With this regulated, military background 
111 1 1111\(\ have been а 'yes ша11 ·, someone who will сапу out 
011111·1~ 10 the letter and always do as he is told. 

Not а11у more. Over the past seven years Woollard has 
l 11 • 111nc а loner, an individualist of the kind quasi-military 
"111.шizations like the police find difficult to contain. Не 
111111. 1esL'mЬles the rebel schoolboy whom the headmaster 
•1111·11 L'ither expel or appoint head prefect because these are 
1111 1111ly ways to prevent the school from being burned 
111\\·11. One lea,Iing membcr of the Manor of St James's 

1 111l~c. formerly in overall charge of Woollard, puts it this 
1ц\0 : 'The trouЫe with Brian is that when you reprimand 
111111 lor some offence he tells you he'll never do it again, 
111111 vou Ьelieve him. Then, Ыоw me down, if а few days 
l.11c1 hc hasn't done the same thing all over again.' 

Woollard says he has never committed апу offence, and 
~·· l1a!i never given any assurance 'not to do it again'. Over 
111·(·111aoonry. for example, he has always reserved the 
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right to take his fight to both press and puЫic. Such 
independence of spirit is difficult for апу police force to 
handlc. It must work largely on the principle that officers 
do what they are told and suffer, if not in silence, then at 
least in private. Ву pressing the Metropolitan Police's own 
stated policy оп Freemasonry to its logical conclusion, 
Woollard would become in turn а thorn in the side, а stone 
in t11e shoe and а pain in the neck of all those Scotland Yard 
chicfs who hoped the Masonic issue would die а quiet 
death. 
Не was not always SQ difficult to handle. If he had been, 

hc could not have lasted fourteen ycars in that most 
conforшist police department: Special Branch. While thcre 
he \Vas attached to the Bomb Squad and distinguishe(i 
hiшself in pursuit of the Angry Brigade terrorists. Не also 
served as arшed personal detective to Home Secrctary Roy 
Jenkins, and perforшed royal protcction duties at Bucking­
ham Palace. No known 'oddball' is assigned to these posts. 
What changed Woollard was а series of bruisi11g encounters 
with Freemasonry. 

For the first tweпty-seven years of his service Brian was а 
model сор. Не won seven commendations: two in Special 
Branch for his work against terrorism, five as а detective for 
catching robbers, burglars and rapists. ln December r980 
as а detective inspector in the legendary Flying Squad hc 
received ал ecstatic annual qualification report. This 
grades men in twelve areas of abi\ity such as practical 
application, leadership, discipline, planning, temperament 
and capacity for getting оп with colleagues. In eleven ofthe 
twelve Woollard's chief superintendent rated him 'very 
good, consistently аЬоvе average'. On professional ahility. 
written work and presentation of papers he gave him the 
top rating: ·outstanding, а truly exceptional officer.' 
Тhе chief then summarized the views of other senior 

officers who had worked with Woollard: 
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Л very good example to junior officers in every field of work 
111111 he does. А very hard working officcr with the highest 
111tcttrily. Не shows keenness of mind when tackling any situation 
111111 requires minimum supervision. Не ho\ds the respect of his 
... 111a1J. Has а very sensiЫe and practical approach towards his 
~щk. А thoroughly reliaЬ\e officer who should go further. 

With thesc glowing testimonials, Woollard was pro-
11111\t:d to chief inspector and in i9R1 won а place оп а six-
1111111111 junior command course at Bramshill Police 
1 11lkge. Не emerged with flying colours and was especially 
.1pplauded for his 'unquestioned loyalty to the police 
." 1 \'1сс'. Returning to the Metropolitan force he was 
1" 1·.tl·d 10 the Company Fraud Branch, popula1·\y known ш; 
1111· J·ruud Squad. It was there that he first sensed thc power 
"·lщ:l1 f<'reemasonry seems to have over law cnforccment in 
1 щнlоn. 

1 lt: began work in а section dcvoted to commercial 
l1.111tl. His new chief (to whom I sha\l give the pseudonym 
1 krhcrl Grimm') proшptly gave him an inquiry whicl1, he 

~ .\plained, was extremely scnsitive: it involved tape­
н·mпlings on which there was talk of policemen doing 
1.1vours for non-police colleagues in а Freemasons' lodge. 
W1юllard says that when Grimm handed him the case 
p.1pcrs he remarked: '1 don't know which lodge you're in.' 
Woollard replied: ·гm not in any lodge.' This answer 
нт1nсd to surprise Grimm. Не advised the new Ьоу to Ье 
l1111g-sighted' and to complete the inquiry in а week. 
\Viюllard soon realized it could not possiЫy Ье com­

f'lclcd so soon, for the papers revealed an intricate tale of 
1,111ff and douЫe-Ыuff. The main characters were а 

p11hlican who, for legal reasons, 1 shall call 'Pickles' and 
J11l1n Woolf, а self-styled boxing promoter. Woolf had told 
f'1t kli:s that he too could become а successful promoter if 
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he placed !8,500 seed mопеу iп а bank account in their joinl 
names. The puЫican fell for the scheme and put up the 
funds. Тhе two men then jointly signed cheques made out 
10 other names allegedly connected with the venture. 

Pickles had signed away his entire iS,500 before he 
found out he had been tricked. Не demaпded his money 
back Ьщ Woolf gave him nothing. The puЫican then 
produced his trump card. Не said hc was а Freemason and 
bclongcd to а lodge with many powerful memЬers, 

including senior policemen and а top customs offic.er. Не 
claimcd they had already donc him mапу favours and 
would kпow how to deal with а crook like Woolf. 
Prctcnding to Ье intimidatcd, Woolf backed down and 
rold Pickles he would give him back his money, but this 
was far from what Ье had in mind. 

Woolf .,.,·as а wolf in wolf's c1othing. Ал inveterate соп­
шаn. ]1е had 011ly just served а four-ycar prison term over 
another bogus Ьoxing scheme. Не had по intention of 
rcturning to jail or returning the money so he had taken the 
precaution of tape-recording Picklcs's threats of Masonic 
vcngcance. The package which he now sent to Pickles's pub 
containcd not money but а сору of the 'Masonic' tapes. 

Woolf cnclosed а note telliпg thc puЫican to listen to the 
tapcs Ьcfore doiпg anylhing about the mопеу. Pickles went 
to his car and played them on the stereo system. Out 
boomcd his own voice singing the names of his police­
Mo:ison friends, and braggingof acts they had committed оп 
his Ьehalf. Не instantly saw that, if he took Woolf to coun 
over the mопеу, the con·man would insist оп playing thc 
tapes. This would ruin Pickles's brother Masons and bring 
shame оп the brotherhood as а whole. Не also realized 
Woolf was foxy enough to make sure the story would come 
out in the newspapers. Indeed, the tapes were so in­
criminating that, even if Woolf were to suffer а con-
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1·c11icntly fatal accident, they could win him vengeance 
l111m Ьеуопd the grave. 

Лctording to Woollard, Pickles was now reduced to а 
р11\с: and shaken state'. Не wanted to drop the affair but his 

w1lc insisted he complain to the police, despite the tapes. 
l11tli:cd they could Ье presented as evidence of Ыackmail-
11111 to 'extort money with menaces' but to retain it with 
111cn:ices! !8.500 of pub profits had taken а lot of carning. 
М" Pickles was not going to Jet that money go without а 
11~!11. 

Woollard read the tape transcri.pt with astonishment. 
\ltt·r half а lifetime in thc police he thought he had seen 

.11111 l1card everything. Now il dawned оп him that, if 
l 1ct•rщ1sonry really wnrked this way. it could Ье both 
• • 11r11rt and corrupting. Оп the other hand, Pickles was 
'l.11111ing in his statements that all his talk of crooked 
l.111111r.. Ьу Masoniccops was bravura: just а foolish ploy 10 
1.11111· the vulpine Woolf. Woollard decided that the truth of 
.1ll 1l1ii; would have to Ье soned out later. Тhе first thing to 
''" 1vai; send the tapes to the technical laboratory to see if 
1111·1· wi.:re genuine, fake ог tampered with in any way. 
Л fi.:\\' days later HerЬert Grimm asked how he wиs 

1-'.1·11111~ on. Woollard says that when he told Grimm he had 
···111 1he tapes off for testing, Grimm had bristled. 

·w11at on earth did you do that for?' 
lki.:ause they are evidence in this case and will certainly 

1"- <1111/lcnged.' 
·1tu1 don't you realize that if you produce these tapes in 

• 1 r1k111:c you'll Ье dragging the names of innocent police· 
1111·11. "ome of them senior officers, through the courts?' 

w.111Jlard disagreed. Не pointed out that since Pickles 
"'11\ rmw claiming all his Masonic tales were fabrications. 
lщ ~~·1щine Masonic police colleagues would have nothing 
•·• l~ar. However. if the prosecution did not produce the 
•·•ре~ in court, Woolf would introduce them himself, to 
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bcsmirch Ьoth Pickles and the police. Тhе jury would 
immcdiately suspect L'Orruption and acquit Woolf. The 
·ьoxing promoter' would walk free and the press would 
have а field-day, telling lurid stories aЬout Masonic oops 
suppressing vital evidence. 

Woollard claims that at this point, ·неrЫе Grimm went 
bananas! For the rest of the inquiry hc subjected me to thc 
lightest supervision. 1 had Ьееn in the force for twenty­
~ven ycars. but never had 1 heen subjected to such close 
scrutiny .' No sooner l1ad Woollard talked to Pickles's 
solicitor. for instance, or tried to scc his bank accounts, 
than the news got back to Grimm. Even w. Woollard 
succecded in one linc of inquiry "''ith pcrturblng results. 
Нс found out Woolf had а criminal rccord and must 

therefore have had n Criminal Record Office filc. Тhis had 
mysteriously disappeared so he had to compile а new one 
t·rom documents in Scotland Yard's General Rcgistry. ln 
thc proccss he discovered that in J<)68 Woolf had been 
convicted of а scrious theatrc ticket fraud. Не had pleaded 
guilty but, even so, his sentence - probation - was very 
light. Woollard guessed that this meant Woolf had become 
а police informer. 

Woollard then discovered that years later, in the 197os, 
Woolf's mother-in-law had formally coшplained about 
v.·hat shc thought was а corrupt association between Woolf 
and the officcr who had arrested him over the ticket fraud. 
She said he was very frieodly with Woolf and went to 
restaurants with him. Her allegation was investigated but 
came to nothing when the officer denied wrongdoing and 
Woolf made а statement saying there was nothing im­
proper in the relationship. 

Woollard knew nothing to the contrary. What disturbed 
him was that the officer concerned was none other than his 
current boss, Herbert Grimm: the man who had given him 
thc Woo\f-Pickles job and was now interfering at every 
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turn. Woo\lard complained to his squad superintendent 
that he thought it very odd of Grimm not to say right at the 
outset that he knew Woolf. As soon as Grimm found out 
that Woollard had dug up the truth. he suddenly admitted 
the relationship. 

The two officers now distrusted each other so much that 
they could по longer work together. Woollard felt Grimm 
l1ad put him in an intoleraЫe position. so he asked to Ье 
1ransferred off the entire Fraud Branch. Не left the 
Pickles-Woolf inquiry under Grimm's supervision. 
Months \ater he heard it had Ьееn closed with а decisio11 
that there would Ье 'по further action'. This neatly resolved 
1wo embarrassments for the Metropolitan Police: the 
lraudsman-cum-informer Woolf would not stand trial, and 
l1i!i tapes of Pickles's outrageous Masonic threats would 
ncver Ье made puЫic. 

Woollard meanwhile had been moved only to another 
~cction of the Fraud Branch: the PuЬlic Sector Corruption 
S4uad. Here he was put in charge of an inquiry that would 
1-:ad to а far worse clash with Freemasonry. It was а classic 
t·ase of local government racketeering. ln 1977 the l.ondon 
Borough of Islington had bought hundreds of decaying 
lюuses to save their occupants from the negligence. 
cxploitation and ideological evil of private landlords. 
blington did not have enough staff to repair the houses so it 
~ave the work to two private contractors, under the 
!iupcrvision of outside architects. 

This consortium agreed to do the job for !1 .2 million. but 
later asked for another !750,000 to carry out unforeseen 
roof repairs. The council refused the extra funds so one of 
t/1e firms demanded payment for its work so far. then quit. 
Months went Ьу before the council realized it had paid that 
lirm twice as much per house as was agreed in the original 
~ontract. Surveyors were instructed to investigate this 
over-payment of more than !100,000. Оп visiting the 
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houses, they were shocked to see the work had Ьееn over­
priced or done badly or not done at all. In some homes the 
contractor claimed 10 have renewcd roofs, doors and 
windows when no sucl1 work had been peгformed. ln one 
house the roof was still Ьeing repaired when it fell in on the 
lenants. They stayed roofless throug.hout the winter. 
Ву now lslington was buzzing with tnles of corruption. lt 

cmcrged that the outside firm of supervising architects had 
\\.'incd and dincd the very council officials who later agreed 
to thc ovcr-payments, without seeing adequate document­
<11)' proof that extra costs had really Ьееn incurred. In turn. 
опс of thcse outside architects had taken an expenses-paid 
trip to lreland courtesy of onc of the contractors (bu1 only. 
he latcr clшmed. to talk aboul an entirely different job). 
Л1с rcvelations wcrc so shocki11g that the cou11cil's deputy 
cl1icf cxccutive. ВоЬ Trickell. sct up an iпquiry, but this 
wш; oЬstructed Ьу other scnior officials. The Evening 
Standard expo:ied the :->e<i.ndal a11d lslington called in the 
Fпiud Squad. Yct i1 was another nine months Ьefore Brian 
Woollard took charge, so any culprits had plenty of time to 
destroy the evidencc. 

Woollard very soon discovercd that he was mucking out 
.i filthy but deserted staЫe. The horsc had bolted. So had 
thc files. The detective senscd that all the employees 
implicatcd in the rackct were links in an invisiЫe chain of 
mutual oЫigation. Не was encountering something worse 
than the usual 'thcm and us' obstruction which detectives 
expect when problng crime in а closed organization. Нс 
could not quite define thc proЫem until the council's own 
investigators, Ыocked and sabotaged long Ьefore, told him 
of an additional bond. Some of the suspects were Free­
masons. So were leading council executives. 

At first thc evidence consisted of asides Ьу lslington 
employees to the council inquirers, but some chief officef$ 
(who were not suspects) latermade statements to Woollard 
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111 which they admitted their Freemasonry. One very high· 
,,шking Islington council employee who was а Mason said 
111· had no rerollection of words attributed to him at а 
rш•cting during OctoЬer t98t (which had been called to 
111,cuss the house repair scandal). One witness told the 
111vc1'tigating detectives: 

1 clcиrly recall this senioг officer saying ·corruption is not 
11t•t·1·,sarily а bad thing for the council'. 1 found 1l1is s1a1e1ш;nt 
, 111111ng from il man in l1is posilion unbe1ievaЫe. No опе prc~cnt 
, 11.111 .... ngcd him aЬout this comme1н and l thcrefore asked him to 
• '11.1r1ll . 1 cannot remember thc exact woгds he used but 
1 ••• ""·ally he saicl that it was his cxpcrience that soofteп in cases of 
• н1111plit1n the rouncil ended up with lhe hest con1ractor fот thl." 
1••1• 1 found what hc W<iS s;1ying unЬelicvablc hut. . forrncd the 
""l''l."'~ion thal the 01her oflice~ present acccdcd to thi~ rшш·, 
'•··~. а~ попе of them challcnged his statcmenl. 

l\t lhis stage Woollard did not belicve Freemasonry held 
1111· kt·y to the affair, nor did hc ;:assume everyone who had 
l11·r1t·lited from thc inl'l.ated paymentswas а Mason. lndeed. 
111· kш•w that most building contractors in Londoп are Irish 
1 .11l111lics: unlikely recruits for the CraH. Не was morc: 
1"·1111r\)ed when ВоЬ Trickett, the non·Mason who had set 
нр тl1с council inquiry, confided that one Mason who had 
\\<•1ketf for lslington Borough Council for thirty-five years 
1.111.t who was himself а member of the Borough of 
l•.l111~~1tin Lodge) was coлfidently predicting Woollard's 
111\~·,11gation would come to nothing. When Trickett asked 
111111 "·l1y. the man replicd: ·вecause two police officers in 
1111· l·raud Branch are in the same lodge as men in our 
l•111l1l111{o: works department.' Both Trickett and Woollard 
~ rн·w 1h;1t 'building works' was the department most deeply 
1111l'l11·:11cd in the scandal. 
Wшllard considered all his colleagues in the Fraud 

ll11111t·h: in the puЫic sector corruption squad where he 
11""' wщked, and in the commercial fraud squad which he 
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had recently left. After his nasty experience over Pickles 
and Woolf, he felt he knew one officer who must Ье а 
Mason. And because the Pickles-Woolf file had Ьееn 
slammed shut markcd 'no further action', he reflected that 
'NFA' might also end up on his Islington files unless he 
forestalled every Masonic move. 
Не continued his рrоЬе Ьelieving that any f urther 

ohstruction might Ье Masonic-inspired. ln February 1982 
he formally interviewed one of lslington Council's most 
senior officers. Woollard advised him not to discuss the 
intcrview with anyone. especially another key official who 
was а suspect in the inquiry and whom Woollard planned to 
interview in thc next few days. The n1an gavc Woollard his 
word but went straight back to Islington Town Hall where 
l1e was seen disappearing into an office with the suspcct, 
talkiпg in hushetl tones. That evcning thc suspect locked 
l1is filing cabinet containing documcnts crucial to 
Woollard's inquiry. Не then took an u11planned but instant 
one-month holidиy. Woollard could not help wondering if 
these moves had anything to do with the adrnission that 
hoth of these men were Frcemшюns. 
Оп the ncxt Monday. 15 l<"e\,ruary. Woollard was out of 

l1is officc when he was telephoned Ьу а director of thc 
building 11rm which l1ad reccived the suspect payments. 
When told of the call. Woollard was surprised that thc 
caller had asked for him Ьу name, for neither he nor any 
member of his team had ever approached the firm. Нс 
assumed the builder was getting nervous and was anxious 
to know whether or not thc police were about to bring 
charges. 

Woollard was even more intrigued when told that а 
second call had come in а few minutes after the builder's. 
from another man to whom he had never spoken. This wa~ 
Richard Thomas, а senior official in the department of thc 
Director of PuЫic Prosecutions. Woollard gucssed that 
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l'lюmas was the person who would decide if there were 10 

l•c any charges over Islington. Не returned the call but. 
'"l1en Тhomas said he had telephoned only to see how the 
111<;«.' was going, Woollard did not believe him. Suspecting 
• 11llusion, he told Тhomas about the call from the builder. 
l lюmas repeated that he had called spontaneously. but 
W1юllard made it plain he thought the two calls were 
it·lated. Не felt sure someone had phoned Thomas after 
1l1t· huilder had failed to get through to Woollard himself. 

The Chief Inspector now had to make а decisio11 which. if 
lн· got it wrong. would finish his career as а detective. Не 
l1.1tl Ьесоmе convinced that Thomas was himself а fit 
,,1111ect for investigation. Why had he suddenly expresscd 
.111 interest in the case at the vcry moment w:1en suspects 
.,.,,·rc scuttling off оп 'holiday· or ringing up for по logital 
11·J-;on? 
Wtюllard decided he must interview Thomas face-to­

la1·c. But how to go aЬout it? As an officer of the chief 
p111~ecuting authority for England an<i Walcs. Thomas was 
11111 without protection. Also the relationship Ьetween the 
1 • of РР and the Mctropolitan Police is cxtrcmely sensitive. 
11 а D of РР man were conspiring to pervert justice it would 
,,,. of great concem to Scotland Yard. Indeed. the Com-
1111\~ioner himself might want to consider how the matter 
•l1ould Ье handled. 

lf Woollard were to play it safe he would refer the 
11·чuest up through his Fraud Squad chiefs, but that way he 
1111gh1 run into the very Mason detectives who (he had 
11,·сп told) belonged to the same lodge as his lslington 
~••"rccts. If he was then barred from approaching Тhomas, 
11,· would never know if the decision had Ьееп 'straight' or 
1lк1н1еd Ьу Masonic vows of fraternal protection. It also 
1 111sscd his mind that Thomas might Ье а Mason himself. 

Woollard pondered for а week, then decided to inter­
\'IL'W Thomas without telling senior offtcers. Оп Wednes-
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day 24 February he took а detective constaЫe with him to 
tl1e offices of tl1e D of РР in Queen Anne's Gate. Calling 
froш reception. he told Thomas they needed to speak 
about an urgent matter which could not Ье discussed on the 
phone. Thomas agreed but was surprised when Woollard 
came in a11d aпnounced this would Ье а formal interview 
which his colle<1gue would Ье writing do,vn. 

Woollard told Thomas he \\'as concerned that leaks and 
nbstruction were affecting his inчuiry. Не then asked what 
had rrovoked Tlюm<1s0 s call of 15 February. At this point 
Thomas aske(.l: 'Аш 1 being arrested'?' Woollard said: 'No. 
1 havc just come here to make inquiries.' The D of РР man 
tl1c11 said he could not rcmember making any call. Нс 
checkcd а file which notcd hc had called Woollard but gave 
no clue \Vhy. Не theп said his secretary had brought the 
case to l1is atteпtion, but in front of Woollard she could 
1·ecall no such action. 'lt \vas obvious she had no idea what 
hc w<1s talking about,' says Woollard. Thomas explained 
this away Ьу sayiпg she was ·а Ьit thick'. Unconviпced, 
Woollard said hc thought thc sequence of calls was not а 
coiпcidcncc. Нс suspccted Masoпic connectioпs апd that 
Тlюmas had called him at thc requcst of the suspect 
contractor. or of tlюse Isliпgton Masons who werc allcgecl 
to have been obstructiпg the anti-corruption probes. 

According to Woollard, Thomas said he was right to Ье 
concerned about obstructioп апd so he would haпd the 
inquiry to another division of the О of PP's department. As 
they parted Thomas asked if the interview was а political 
move agaiпst him Ьу СIВ2, Scotland Yard's anti-corrup­
tion squad. WooHard said по. Не had acted оп his own 
initiative. Thomas then said, 'Perhaps there was а phone 
саlГ, which Woollard interpreted as an admission that 
someone had iпdeed phoned Thomas. 

Woollard knew the spaghetti would now hit the fan. Не 
went straight to Scotland Yard to tip off the Commis-
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·11111t·r\ staff officer. Не was out, and the Commissioner 
1.1111\t·lf was on holiday, so Woollard dictatecl а note for the 
.1111 111юn of the Deputy Commissioner justifying his meet­
"'H with Thomas. 

1 k spcd back across London and told his overall boss, 
1 1.11111 Branch Commander Peter Westley, what had 
11 1ppe11cd. Не also told Westley for the first time about the 
Ч11-,11nic bond between Fraud Branch officers and Islington 
.11 ·f'tтls. The Commander asked Woollard if he had 
.," 111111ncd this Masoпic aпgle in his note to the Deputy 
1 '•1111111s~ioner. Woollard said no. West\ey hurried to 
. 111l.1щl Yard to tind out what was happening. Не 
'. 111111t·d at four o'clock and asked Woollard if he felt under 

11 1111 a11d did he \\1ish to Ье p\ace(i sick. Woollard said he 
" 11 11c1tl~cr· strained nor sick. Far from it. Не wishcd to 
• ' 0 1111nш: with the Islingtoп inquiry because it had reached а 
. 11111 ;11 stage and \1е intende(l to intervie\\' the principal 
"'·\"'l'\s v.•ithin the next week. 

·.,..1l1ft:11ly Westley ordered him to 'hand over' all his 
1111p1111t·s. Не said that, in interviewing Thomas without 
1. \11щ a11yone in advance, he had ignored the chain of 
· · 1111111aiн.I and acted 'irrationally'. Woollard responded 
111.11 111· liad do11e this solely to protect his inquiry, which 
1, нl .1lrc..'aLly been shot through Ьу Freemasonry. Westley 
. 1111111 argument aside andspoke insteadofthe paramount 

·•1111• 111апсс of maintainiпg good relations with the D of 
1·1· . ,1flice. because 'we have to live \Vith thesc people'. In 
111 1111· circumstances (irrespective of any Masonic con­
''''' 1.1111111s). the non-Mason Westley must have felt he had 
"'' .1llt'111ative. 

\\1011llard walked out of West\ey's office and handed 
·"' 1 .111 hi~ duties to his detective constaЫe. The Com-
11111111 kr lн.1d left him in по doubt that he would Ье moved 
11~111 1111 rhe Fraud Branch, but he had по idea how far he 
" 1 111111 f:.ill. ln the next twelve months he would take а 
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career plunge which at times was as excoriating as the fiery 
furnace in Dante's Jnferno and, at others, as farcical as 
Alice's experiences on falling down the hole after the 
White RabЬit. Woollard fcels it was more of а Masonic 
'Black Hole', from which no light was intended to escape. 
Again. the outsider must judge whether to accept his 
perception of an all-emL)racing Masonic conspiracy or to 
plump for the 'long-arm-of-coincidence' - or perhaps to 
thiпk it was а blt of both. 

One decision soon taken at tl1e Fraud Branch shows lю\v 
what may have been mere cuincidence might easily Ье 
taken for part of а conspiracy. This was the appointment of 
а Freemason to replace Wool\ard оп the Mason-riddled 
Islir1gton inquiry.111 1984 the ufficerconcerned, Det. Chief 
lnsp. Robcrt Andrcws, told the Observer newspaper that 
hc was no longcr а Mason. 1 Не also said Frccmasonry 'has 
по bearing on my job and has not influenced me at all'. No 
doubt this is the case, but if Woollard's replacement liad 
пever been 'on the square', the D of PP's later decision not 
to prosecute anyone over the Islingtoц scandal for lack 01· 
cvidence might have Ьее11 easier for Woollard and Isliпg­
ton's long-suffering ratepayers to stomach. 

When Woollard first coПided with the Craft there was no 
great public interest in Freemasonry. This was stimulatecl 
in 1984 Ьу The Brotherhood, tlle puЫication of whicl1 
coincided with the first newspaper reports about hi~ 

proЫems. Wl1en the terminal letters 'NF А' ('no furtl1c1· 
action') were stamped оп the Islington inquiry back i11 
1982, any Masonic network composed of men in Н1с 

council, the building trade, the Fraud Branch and thi.: 
Departrnent of the Director of PuЫic Prosecutions woultl 
not have dreamed its clandestine decision-making woubl 
ever Ье subject to puЫic scrutiny. 
То this day no evidence has leaked from Masonic circk~ 

to prove or disprove Woollard's most disturЬing claim: tha1 
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l·raud Branch officers were in the same lodge as lslington 
•.11spects. Yet evidence has emerged that оп 15 Мау 1975 а 
1 1vil engineer working for Islington Council was initiated 
11110 the Barnaby Rudge Lodge in Romford, Essex. The 
Master who initiated him was а detective inspector jп the 
1 ondon (no. 9) Regional Crime Squad, one of several 
•ll·lt:ctives in that lodge. Neither these policemen nor the 
•'11/~ineer had anything to do with corrupt goings-on at 
l·.li11gton. All this fragment proves is that London detect-
1\'t'S and lslington cmployees can indeed belong to the same 
l111l~e. If this could occur in а lodge in R01nford -· twelve 
1111le:\ from Islington - it must have occuпed in several of 
1 l1t· lшndreds of Jodges \Vhich meet far nearer to Islington 
l 11\v11 Hall. 

\Lr·ipped of all duties, Brian Woollard was now forced to 
''' 1loing nothiпg in an open-plan office, as Scotland Yard 
• fщ:fs apologized to the Director of PuЫic Prosecutions, 
.,щl а senior dctective investigate<.1 Woollard to find out 
\\l1y tl1ey were apologiziпg. Woollard was convinced this 
111.111 was yet another Mason, а view reinforced when the 
111.111 did not bother to interview Woollard himself. Меаn-
111щ·. О of РР official Richard Thomas was cleared. We 
l.1111\v this from the surprisiпg source of Lord Cornwallis, 
1'111 CJrand Master of Eпgland's Freemasons, who later 
11·\•1·aled that the О of РР 'was satisfied that there was 
11111l1ing witltin his office to suggest that Masonry was used 
'' • М1· Woollard's detriment'. 2 Тhomas has since retired. 

( 111 11 March 1982 Woollard was summoned before 
l •··rнty Assistant Commissioner Ron Steventon, who had 
.11"1;.ill disciplinary charge of all London's detectives. In 
1t1c J(,)70s l1e had played а leading role in the war on 
• • 11111ption among Scotland Yard's elite squads. 3 In 1982 he 
1•111/.. щ1 the job of completing and closing down Operation 
1 111111tryman, another massive inquiry into crookery 
.11111111g London detectives (see Chapter 17). 
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Ron Steventon was, and remains, an ardent Mason, а 
memЬer of the Hertfordshire Masters Lodge. Не is а Royal 
Arch Companion and in 11)85--6 was 'Scribe Ezn1' 
(sccretary) of the Charles Edward Keyser Chapter. Не also 
Ьelongs to an order known as the Mark Masons. Now 
retired from his lofty post in Scotland Yard, in 1985--6 he 
was but а humЬ\e sleward in the James Terry Lodge of 
Mark Masons. 

Back in 1982 Steventon told Woollard he was being put 
back into uniform because he was not considered fit to Ье 
cmployed in а specialist department or in plain clothes. 
Woollard asked if anyonc had made а foпnal complaint. 
Steventon !><!id по. Woollard then asked why he had not 
Ьееп sccn Ьу thc officcr who was in"·estigating him. That 
was not necessary, said Steventon, Ьecausc his offence was 
clear: he had tried to see thc Commissioner and Deputy 
Commissioner, by-passing the clн1in of command. Wool­
lard argucd that hc had never sought to see the Commis­
sioner, only his staff officer. 

This drove Stevcnton to the heart of thc matter: ·vou 
have c:шsed embarrassment.' Не did not say how, to whom 
or to what. Neither man mentioned Frecmasonry. Pre­
sumaЫy Steventon meant 'embarrassment' to Scotland 
Yard's rclatioш; with the Director of PuЫic Prosecutions, 
but Woollard thought otherwise. 

Steventon told him to return to lhe Fraud Branch and 
'wait there'. For forty days hc sat in enforced idlenes~ 
beside three officcrs who. before the uproar, had been 
working ror him. Не says he was 'stood in the corner like ;.i 

naughty little Ьоу'. His immediate boss was sympathetic. 
Не said he could not understand how Woollard could stay 
so calm in such humiliating circumstances. 

At last Woollard learned of his punishment: а posting 1<1 
WemЫey police station as а uniform chief inspector. Thi~ 
would Ье seen Ьу all his colleagues as demotion, far when ;.i 
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1lctective is pushed into unifoпn without going up а rank he is 
1aking а clear drop in status. Тhе move was listed in 'Police 
< )rders' which, Woollard felt, was meant to stigmatize and 
l1umiliate him Ьefore the entire force. The trouЫe was that, 
.1r1er twenty-two years as а detective, he did not have а 
1111ifonn. Не was told to get one ovemight Ьecause nex1 day 
111· w<is Ьeing intervicwed Ьу the area's chief officer. another 
•kputy assistant commissioner. Не rushed offtOr а fitting and 
1 l11ly presentcd himself in Ыuе but, as he says, wearing а 
1111ifonn after twen1y-two ye1:1rs was an ·uncomfonaЫe 
1·"t·rcise hardly calculated 10 put me at my ease' - especiaUy 
wl1cn the 'uniform· DAC tumed up in plain clothes. 
Ву now somc readen> may feel Woollard is а whinger, if 

11111 :i 'loonie'. What kind of а сор is it who moans about 
wl..'aring а uniform? Is1t't it the uniform which attracts men 
111111 the job i11 the fir.it place'! As for sitting doing nothing: 
111· was getting paid. wasn't he? Why cry forWoollard with 
111 ... pctty gripes? 

Woollard's gripes are worth mentioning precisely 
l11·(·:1use they are petty. They are just а few of the 
, 0111plaints he has poured out in the past seven years, but 
tl1L·~· help tell the story of what seems to Woollard to Ье а 
1"щ~. calculated campaign to break his spirit. То him it was 
•11·:.t/1 Ьу а thousand cuts. 

At this point the relevaпce of the Мапоr of St James's 
1111lge Ьecomes clear. Мапу of its memЬers have played 
·.i)lnificant roles in thc Woollard saga, although it was not 
11r11i\ the 'Manor' list leakcd out in 1986 that Woollard had 
·1111._·umentary proof that these men were 'оп the square'. 
ll1·lшe that he was workingon police gossip and the casual 
1111~ of some of the men Jhemselves. Today he bases his 
•l.11111 that he was in the midstof а Masonic nexuson the fact 
111111 he was posted to WemЫey when Manor Masons were 
•·•1"1Ccially thick оп the ground there. Тhеу included three 
lщшdcrs or the lodge: 
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William Alan GiЬson: Commander of О District, including 
WemЫey. 

Ben Pountain: Chief Superintendent of О. GiЬson's 
Deputy. 

Edgar Maybanks: Не Ьесаmе DAC in overall charge of 
No. 2 area, including WemЫey, shonly after Woollard's 
posting. 

lt is а singularly unfortunatc coincidence that а police­
man who is claiming that Freemasonry has played а major 
mle iп а bad case of puЫic corruption is sent to а district 
where the line of commund is solidly Masonic. Of course 
Masons may Ье so 11uшеrош; in the force thal Woollard 
would have becn surrounded Ьу them wherever he was 
postcd. Viewed from thnt perspe.ctive. bls WcmЫey post­
ing might indeed have Ьееn щеrе сhсщсе. However. the 
fact that Mayba11ks, Gibson and Pountain would all later 
emerge in the Manor i11dicates that WemЫey was а 

singularly inappropriate place to remove Woollard's 
obsessive suspicion that he was the victim of а Masonk 
plot. No other area (outside 'С' District) had so great а 
concentration of future Manor memЬers. 

As sооп as Woollard anived at WemЫey police station 
he was ordcrcd to report to Commander Gibson's office. 
Gibson and Pountain ruled from offices two floors аЬоvс 
where the fallen chief inspector now had to run 'uniform 
!!!.dministration'. Soon afterwards another new man arrived 
as his opposite numЬer in charge of 'uniform operations': 
Chief Inspector Mike Bedwell, also а future memЬer of tht: 
Manor. 

The climate at WemЫey was inhospitaЫe. Only а few 
weeks earlier Woollard had Ьееn investigating major 
crimes. Now he was doing а clerk's job, mundane at the 
Ьest of times but particularly tedious for а man who had 
Ьееп а detective for twenty-two years. His first annuul 
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1·t·rort from WemЫey catalogued а startling decline. It was 
written Ьу Chief Supt. Ron Poole and his successor, Ron 
l'lunkett, who rated the man 'unsatisfactory' or 'fair' in ten 
out oftwelve qualities, 'good' only in written work ('poetic 
t·ommand of words') and 'very gond' only in verbal 
1·1Jmmunication. 

Plunkett's widcr comments were accurate but destruct-
1vt·. Не said Woollard had arrived 'unprepared for tbe 
11~ours of unifoпn duties and snmewhat rcsentful of his 
tr;шsfer'. Не had а 'gond inteJJect, а sbarp wit which is 
'.lllllt:limes waspish, but is clearly not at ease iп his present 
1111с'. Не said Woollard did not know what that role was, 
•"•rccially wben it came to chccking eпtries in variш1s 
l111oks and registc111. In short, hc was 'r.::ompletely unsuited 
10 rhis very responsiЫe posl. Не has rю incentive апd I 
"щsider it very unlikely that he will make any grcater 
,·\f11г1.' Plunkett then recommendcd Woollard Ье moved to 
,, чuiet station where he may Ье аЫе to соре with all his 
1l11tic~·. 

Woollard admits he was disoriented and unsure of his 
1l11tit:s but his unit was very short-staffed, as even Plunkett 
ll'~·orded in his report. Despitc this, Woollard was given 
""'-"" more work such as invcstigating complaints against 
111._· rolice, а job which was under the control of the 
l·н·._·m;isons. Gibson and Pountain. This time~consuming 
.111ll highly sensitive duty is the worst job in а police station: 
\ 1111 are either fobblng off crazy people complaining that а 
l't · lшs refused to get а cat down from а tree, or dressing 
1l11w11 your colleagues. The job was even more irksome to 
.111 нfficer preoccupied with his own complaints against the 
1111!ke. Woollard wasconvinc.ed he had Ьeengiven thisduty 
"" lop of all the others just to make sure he performed 
1 t1~n1 all badly. However, il may have Ьееn just one more 
• "111cidental misfortune. 

l1lunkett does not Ьelong to the Manor of St James·s. Не 
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told Woollard he used lo Ье а Mason but had quit the Craf1 
Ьecause it was 'silly'. Again, it needs to Ье said lhat lhere is 
по way а man сап stop Ьeing а Mason. Не may Ье excluded 
for misconduct or not paying his dues. Не may tell the 
lodge secretary he is resigning. Yet he is still Ьound 10 а 
Jifetimc of oЫigation lO his brethren because of those 
Ыoodcurdliпg oaths whkh he swore оп the Holy Book. lf а 
Маsоп were 10 go 10 а Commissioner or Oaths, unswear his 
oath оп the same Holy Book, and puЫish this fact in the 
local newspapcr, then. ап outsider might have to acccpt that 
u man has purged himself of l1is Masonic bonds. As far as l 
know, this has пever happened. 

Acccptiпg that Pluпkett was по longer а Mason in spirit. 
1 find it difficult to measure the remark which two other 
WemЫey policemen rccall that Plunkctt made to а group 
of junior officers whcn he first arrivcd at the station in 
ScptcmЬer 1982 rrom Scotlaпd Yard: 'Thcy've seпt me 
dowп lo get rid of that waпker Woollard. · Wheп по опс 
ultcred а word of support for this cause, Plunkett left thc 
room. 

Woollard meantime had complaiпed to C.ommandcr 
Alan Gi!)Son that Pluпkctt's report оп him was а travesty. 
During а three-hour confrontation in OctoЬcr 1982 Gibson 
accused him of having а fixation aЬout Pluпkett. Не 

ordered him to see Scotland Yard's chief medical ofticer 
who would, if necessary, arrangc for him to have а 
psychiatric cxamiпatioп and treatment. 

Woollard could not help wonderiпg if this move had 
anythiпg to do with the fact that two months earlier he had 
sent а highly sensitive account of his case to his МР, Sir 
George Young. ln this he had laid out the Masonic 
dimension апd complained against пamed senior officers. 
all of whom were Maюns. The only policeman whom 
Woollard had meant to see this document was the Metro­
politan Commissioner. Sir David McNee. Young asked 
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M\Nce to give Woollard а personal interview but this was 
1"111~d. Young sent Woollard's account to Scotland Yard 
1111vway, which Woollard says was against his expressed 
'lfl.1~h. Woollard had also asked the МР to ask Home 
'•l'".-ri.~tary William Whitelaw to set up an independent 
1111111iry. This too was refused. Woollard was not surprised 
l •0·1111~ he Ьelieved Whitelaw was yet another Mason. The 
111•\\' l.ord Whitelaw tells me he is indeed а Frcemason, but 
11,1\ 1юt Ьееп active in the Craft since he became an МР in 
111"~ Не also says this connection 'had aЬsolutely по 
1"·.щ11g оп any actions 1 may have taken as far as Chief 
l11~11i.'('tor Brian Woollard was conccrned' .4 

W11111lard Ьelieves that news of his various atteшpts to 
.,,.111 111slice must havc reached WcmЫey not long Ьefore 
1 1111ш1•inder GiЬson packed l1im off to the chief medical 
·•IJ11·L·r. Already languishing in lhe Melropolilan Police 
· •1111\•alcnl of the Gulag Archipelago, Woollard now fcared 
.н111t/1~·г Stalinist fate: compulsory e)(amination Ьу а 

l'Ф·lшtrist in the рау of thc state. This is the tradi1ional 
.1 •. 11!1-knell to а policcman's career. Sure enough, the 
1 Mt) 11ucstioncd him оп his state of mind, but gave him а 
• ll-1111 liill of health'. As а result there was no trip !О а 
рФ l1ia1rist, but Woollard saw the medical as an attempt to 
•1·1111· l1im off as а 'nu1' and to discredit bls anti-Masonic 
•11111pl:iints. 

j 1/ course, it may have bcen just another coincidence; 
1"·1l1.1ps и non-Masonic commander wou\d also have 
,,,,1,·1ctl him to undcrgo а medicэl. 11 may also have been 
• l111ш·t· that Commander Gibson was one of the prime 
111••vcr.~ ofthe Manor of St James's Lodge. ln January 1987 
11.· 11,·п1mе its Master. Indeed, Worshipful Brother GiЬson 
1• "11111!;1 active Mason: 1wice Master ofthe Stone Lodge of 
llo11111w unda founderofthe Bodina Lodge in Radlett. Не 
1101\ t'\'СП t"teen raised to the rank of Past Grand Sword 
Н1 .iн.·r for Middlesex. Ву helping to found two new lodges 
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in sixteen months he must Ье on the verge of national 
Grand Rank: а fitting tribute to his Masonic labours. 

ln contrast Wool\ard spent most ofhis spare time fighting 
Freemasonry. Convinced he had exhausted every internal 
police mechanism, he approached more MPs and finally 
the media. Early in 1984 his campaign surfaced in Privare 
Еуе, the Observer and other papers. In March and April he 
appeared оп two local television shows without the per­
mission of а senior officer. Не had not sought permissioп 
because he knew it would Ье refused: all five officers in the 
chain of commaпd аЬоvе him wcre Frcemasons! 

This fact does not make thcm part of а Masonir 
cortspiracy. Police forces rightly have powers to stop 
officers 'shooting their mouths off' to the media about 
sensitive criminal inquiries ог controversial policies. 
However, WooJlard was not questioning or interfering in 
any way with legitimate policing. Не was challenging not 
Scotla11d Yard's due authority but its pcrversion Ьу а 
private organization, stitched into the fabric ot' the force, 
which (he claimed) had smashed his career to protect it~ 
ascendancy. Не was, of course, bound Ьу the Official 
Secrets Act, which in theory applies to everything he had 
learned throughout his years in the police, but it would Ьс 
an outrage if а police chief invoked that Act just to stop 
officers puЫicly expressing anti-Masonic views. Free­
masonry's power in Britain's police forces is still an 
unofficiaJ secret, not an official one. 

In this case Woollard knew he had по hope of getting 
permission. It would have had to соте from some of thc 
very Masons aЬout whom he was complaining. Once hc 
had shown his face оп television, of course, he knew he 
would Ье disciplined. Both programmes stated he might he 
sacked or even Jose his pension for speaking out. Surr 
enough, on 26 ApriJ 1984 Chief Superintendent Plunkett, 
acting on behalf of СIВ 2, served him with ап instruction 
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n11t to involve yourse\f in any way with the media'. 
l'l1шkett then said: 'Do you understand that this invo\ves 
,,11 the media, te\evision, radio and press?' Wool\ard 
1eplicd 'Yes' but added that, whi\e Ье understood this 
111"1ruction was designed to silence him and to prevent him 
' .111..,,ing embarrassment to the senior command of the 
~1'-tropolitan Police, he had no intention of obeying it. 

с )11 1 Мау 1984 he was formally interviewed Ьу СIВ 2. Оп 

1111-. occasion he knew his interrogator could not Ье а 
"~·11l~r Mason: Det. Supt. Coleman.was а woman. After 
rlн· interview the pair found themselves waiting for the 
.. 1111t· lift. During these seconds Marie Co\eman confided 
111.11 -.hc had been selectcd to conduct the interview Ьесаще 

111· У•а'> а woman. just so Woollard could not allege а 
M.1"1111i1.: conspiracy to prosecute him! That afternoon her 
1 1 1•·.~. Dct. Chief Supt. Churchill-Co\eman (no relation), 
•· 1•·1·Jt:d н request from Woollard's so\icitor to attend the 
1111.·1 vi~.,..,. Churchill-Coleman was another future founder 
"' 1111." Manor. 

\Voollз.rd was then ordered to appear before DAC 
M.1yl1;шks, another Ma11or founder. Не advised Woollard 
'" ~1ау away from the media but told him that Deputy 
• • 11111111!-i!oiioner Albert Laugharne had 'specially selected' 
111 111111.:cr from another police force to investigate his 
· 11111plaint. This move did not satisfy Woollard, for it came 
•11• 11 ,. 1l1an two years after his original request for an 
1111 k Jt<'rrticnt inquiry. lt was only being made now precisely 
1,, • .111~~ Woollard had dared to involve the media! How­
. • • 1 111 the intervening years he had complained against 
1 • •1111111s!>iioner McNee (for refusing to see him) and Home 
·"•. 11·1ary Whitelaw. Не therefore felt any inquiry now 
"""' lit· i11dependent of the entire police service and the 
11. 11111· Office, and answeraЫe only to Parliament. lt was 
111,111•11·,tly invidious - and without precedent - for the 
.1" ...... " investigator, Assistant Chief Constable Tom 
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Meffen of the West Midlands Police, to inquire into the 
conduct of а Metropolitan Commissioner and two deputy 
commissioners, for they far outranked him. Не was equally 
ill-equipped to investigate the ministerial actions of Deputy 
Prime Minister Whitelaw, а job which surely cou\d Ье 
performed only Ьу Parliament. 

Woollard refused to co-operate with Meffen, whosc 
inquiry he condemned as 'а cosmetic exercise in damage 
limitation to get the most senior officers 1 had complained 
against off the hook'. Meffen went ahead rcgardless. In 
April 1985 he concluded there was no evidence that 
Freemasonry had played а part either in the Islingto11 
Council affair or in Ыocking Woollard's cureer. This was 
just what Woollard had predicted. Meffen presumaЫy 
knew nothing of the moves already mctde to start the Manor 
Lodge. Such knowledge шigl1t l1ave hclped him to reac\1 
another conclusion. 

At the outset Meffen ha<t assured Woollard he was 
wholly independent of Scotla11d Yard l>ecause his ow11 
West Midlands Chief Co11staЬ\e was responsiЬ\e for his 
terms of reference. У et beforc he had time to complete tht· 
Woollard inquiry, Meffcn was under а new Chief Con· 
staЬ\e: Geoffrey Dear QPM, DL, LLB. Dear had comt· 
straight from the Metropolitan Police, where he was one ol 
the very officers whom Woollard had named in his co111-
plaints. Thus the wholly independent outsider, Meffen. 
was now investigating his own boss! This was just anoth1:1 
unfortunate coincidence, but опе which increasc<I 
Woollard's doubts about the impartiality of апу polict· 
inquiry into his complaints. 

From 1981 to 1984 Dear had been assistant commi!> 
sioner in the Metropolitan Police responsiЫe for personш:I 
and training. In this capacity he met Woollard оп l11 

January 1983. Woollard says that Dear promised him hi~ 
case wou\d Ье reviewed and he would Ье granted а11 
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interview with Commissioner Newman within three weeks. 
Neither event happened,!i so Woo\lard made а formal 
complaint against Ьoth Dear and Newman. 

Mr Dear is not enthusiastic aЬout inquiries into the 
Craft, as he made clear in а letter responding to а 
чuestionnaire which 1 sent to all Britain 's chief constaьtes 
(see Chapter 21). Не refused to say if he was а Mason. 
lr1stead he found the 'over-weening interest' in this 
·11egative and hackneyed· subject 'rather tedious' and was 
1lisappointed that it should Ье 'resurrccted yet again'. His 
private life. he said, was entirely his own concern, provided 
11 Jid not adversely influence his professional standing, or 
1l1at of the force, or interfere with the i'mpartial discharge of 
professional duty. 
Мг Dear gi\'es no advice оп Masonry to his officers 

11 .... t·ause it would Ье 'wholly wrong to single out Free-
111mюnry for specific advice when criticism might cqually Ье 
kvi:lled at those who belo11g to а large nuшber of other 
111 ~anizations or institutions, whether secret or not'. 
l l.1ving served in five forces, he has never found а shred of 
• ''"lence that police Masons 'con1port themselves in such а 
"'av as to bring discredit upon themselves, their colleagues, 
1111: service or the good reputation of the force'. Не has 
11·t·n nothing which runs contrary' to the policeman's 
ilt..-laration of service. 

1 assнme from this remark that Mr Dear has seen quite а 
1,,, 11f Freemasonry and may have studied it from within. 1 
11111111: his views at length because they are diametrically 
"l'J'lll~l·d to those held Ьу Scotland Yard - so long as The 
1 '1 щ1·iples of Policing remains compulsory reading for all 
Mrlropolitan recruits. Born in 1937 Geoffrey Dear is а 
lщ1h t1ycr', а comparatively young man who could reason-

11l1lv cxpect to head а force Ьigger than the West Midlands 
l11•l11rc he retires. Although only four years younger than 
1111· p1c~nt Metropolitan Commissioner, he might still 
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aspire to that job. Were he to get it, he would presumaЫy 
strike out the anti-Masoпic passage iп the Ьооk. 1 do not 
know for sure, because he told me he had 'no wish to 
proloпg this correspondence'. 

Woollard would labour оп at WemЫey for four and а 
half years. This brave man who had protected royaJty, 
prime miпisters and cablnet ministers, who had tracked 
down teпorists and armed robbers, поw perfonned such 
intrepid tasks as running the charge centres at WemЬ!ey 
Stadium for thc FA Cup Final and other events. His 
Maюnic masteп; clearly believed his talents were Ьest 
devoted to those twin scourges of modern sport: footbaJI 
hooligans and ticket touts, among whom there are Ьelieved 
to Ье few Freemasons - unless they are cops working 
undercover. 

Among other irritations at WemЫey, Woollard suffercd 
job sal:юtage to makc him look incompetent. Not long aher 
the first newspaper articles appeared a.Ьout him in 1984, а 
hox of thirty-three minor traffic case files disappeared from 
the process room (or administration section) ovemight. As 
the officer iп charge, Woollard had locked his door to the 
room but there were other ways of getting into it, and any 
Ыаmе going would fall оп him. Не reported the theft, and 
soon Superintendcпt Alan Stainsby was telling junior 
officers that Commaпder Gib.son had deputed him to 
investigate. Не was abruptly told Ьу one long-serving 
consta.Ыe that everyone knew the theft was pan of а 
'Masonic plot to discredit Woollard'. It might, of course, 
have Ьееn another non-Masonic coincidence, or а prank, 
but the files were never found. А few months later eight 
major files (breathalyser offences and traffic injuries) 
disappeared from the same room while they were awaiting 
dispatch to Scotland Yard. Luckily, Woollard had copies of 
them all or else he would have had more than egg оп his 
race. Weeks later the originals miraculously reappeared. 
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Throughout these years Woollan:Гs annual reports had а 
patronizing tone and recorded only bare improvements. 
Their authors admitted he would Ье far Ьetter employed 
back in the CID, but there was no chance of that. Instead, 
in the interests of 'career development' he should move on. 
ln August 1986 he received а call from ChiefSupt. Lionel 
Stapley of D 15, а department devoted to specialist train­
ing. Stapley visited him some days later. Hespent much of 
the interview asking when Woollard intcnded 10 retire сщd 
what he intended ю do then. А few weeks later Woollard 
~w Stapley's name on the Manor of St James's Lodge list. 

Jn September 1986 he was pooted to West Hendon 
slation, still within the inanor of C.ommander Gibson of the 
Мапоr [.Qdge. The move did поt dimiпish his puЫicity 
drive. For two years he had Ьееn fighting оп all fronts. 
~nding sackloads of documents to MPs, judges in the 
l louse of Lords, journalists- anyone who got in touch with 
l1im. Ву this time hc had spent some !15,000 оп rescarch, 
photocopying and postage. yet his campaigning had still got 
him nowhere. Indeed, he appeared 10 many media people 
1О Ье going 'round the twist'. However, when the Manor 
l..udge list fell into his hands, some reporters changed their 
tune. Suddenly his seemingly maпic fanlasies Ьесаmе 
tтcdiЫe. Newspapers retold his tales of Masonic machin­
.ations and married them with names from the Manor list. 

In DecemЬer 1986 Woollard wrolc а letter to the 
f iuardian in support of John Stalker, thc rctiring Deputy 
L ·11ief ConstaЫe of Greater Manchester, and himself no 
lover of Freemasonry {see Chapter 19). Referring to 
Stalker's struggle against false allegations of corruption 
.шd misconduct. [Ье feisty Chier lnspector said it was time 
Britain·s 4 million puЫic service workers had an independ­
t'nt channel to investigate their complaints of injustice at 
work. What was needed was an Ombudsman for the PuЫic 
Scrvant. Не then juxtaposed his removal from the lslington 
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corruption inquiry with а reference to the Manor of St 
James's Lodge. 

Hjs letter was puЫished the day after BGXing Day when 
almost noЬody read it, but the Guardian ran а cartoon 
captioned: 'If you want to know the way to join the 
Freemasons, ask а policeman.' Тhis caught the attention of 
Radio Manchester, which interviewed Woollard. Не said 
puЫic servants' employment complaints wШ never Ье 
properly handled as long as they are investigated Ьу the 
cmploying organizatioos themselves. Не was pinpoiпting 
an important issuc, which goes wider than the proЫem of 
Masonic mutual aid. At present employers such as the civil 
scrvice. the aпned forces and the police act as prosecutor. 
defence counsel, jury and jurJge in all intcrnal complaints 
<tgainst themselves. Almosl always they find themselve1i 
innocent. Тhis dissatisfies thc plaintiffs who feel forced to 
1urn 10 the media as their last mcans of redress. Yet if thcy 
do ·go puЫic' thcir carcers will Ье destroyed anyway. 

Woollard knew thcsc latest acts of self-adverйsemcnl 
would infuriatc Scotland Yard·s chiefs, but someonc in thc 
hierarchy with an impish sense of humour had given him <1 

newdu1y u.t West Hendon: liaising with the local press. Thii; 
was like putting Billy Bunter in charge of the tuck shop, bu1 
he wasca.reful not to let his privale ЬаНlе with the hierarchy 
and Freemasonry intrude. However, оп З February r987 
three local reporters walked into his orfice for а new ... 
briefing just when С1В 1 callcd to tell him he was to Ье 
investigated for his latest media dealings. When he put tht· 
phone down, one reporter asked to know more. so the 
policeman gave а five-hour account of his case. turning :1 
routine press conference into what the Hendon Time., 
called 'an extraordinary event'. Не won douЫe-pag~· 

spreads in the local wceklies but chaslis.ement from hi.., 
Ьosses. Тhеу cited his alleged undenaking to Plunkett back 
in 1984 not 10 involve himself in апу way with the medi;1 
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l lc pointed out that in the meantime he had Ьееn ordered 
10 brief the media twice а week and could hardly Ье 
f"Kpected to ignore questions aЬout his own case. 

Woollard had manoeuvred Scotland Yard into а ·no-win 
'11uation'. His repeated puЫic onslaughts оп top officers 
(including Commissioners) broke standing instructions, so 
l1c C()Uld Ьesuspended orsacked at any time. Yet ifhe were 
,,icked or suspended he would cry ·мason!' and claim this 
....-ш. ultimate proof that thc brotherhood was running the 
1мilicc. Worse still, the puЫic would believe him. Yard 
··l11c1·s did not need such puЫicity. Тhеу also knew that. 
l111wcver much trouЫe Wool\ard wa.o; causing as а copper, 
J11· would cause far more as an out-of-work civilian. Нс 
y,·щ1td Ьесоmе the perfect mal"lyred hero fo1 newspapcrs 
p111"11ing their favourite pastime of 'knocking the fuzz'. As 
•111t· sr.:rving scnior police chief told me: 'lt was better to 
t1,l\'L' Woollard inside pissing out than outside pissing in. · 

l lit:re was another considcration. The greatest concent-
1.111щ1 of anti-Masonic hate lies within the police itselr. 
1 нт111шюnrу is the blggest single divisive faclor in British 
l.111 L'llforcement. Woollard's relentless, calculated cam-
1"1111.11 against the Crafl had won him many admirers among 
111r1Llon·s 27,000 coppers. Frigh1encd 10 support him 
·•111·11ly. they would surely rally 10 his side if he were 
.11~1111~sl.'d for doing no more than 1alking to the press. 

1111· tlilemma facing Scotland Yard was of its own 
11111J..111~ Over generations it had failed to see any danger in 
1111· Masonic 'firm in а firm' which, unchecked, had 
••, 1111tL·d up to 20 per cent of London's bobbles, set сор 
·•11·1111~1 L'op, and fouled relations between the force and the 
''"'• M.1м•nic puЫic. Woollard's Ьelief that he was the 
• 11 11111 11f ;1 Masonic conspiracy may Ье exaggerated, but he 
• 1111111 ~1.:arr.:cly come to any other conclusion when at every 
111111 l1L' c11countered yet another Freemason, many of 
"1111111 liclongt:d 10 the same lodge. 
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At the top of Scotland Yard а few men sympathize with 
Woollard. They share his views but they have never come 
out in his support, either because they fear for their own 
careers or they feel there is too much madness in his 
method. It is true that discretion 110 longer plays any part in 
Woollard's valour. Не long ago concluded that the only 
way to combat Freemasonry in an organization so riddled 
with the Craft is Ьу opcn war - ordeal Ьу fire. 

One clue to Freemasonry's overall strength in thc 
Metropolitan Police is thc role played Ьу known Masons in 
various a~ociations of senior officers. In 1984 futurc 
Manor Master Alan Gihson represented all London 
commanders in negotiations with Scotland Yard and thc 
Home Office. Likcw1se, Brother Веп Pountain wa~ 

chairman of the London Superintendents' Association. 
More disaЫing for Woollard. in 1986 another Manor 
founder, Alan Turner. l>есаше secretary of the Inspectors · 
Branch of the Metropolitan Police Federation. Hencc · 
forth, if Woollard needed 'trade union' help against thc 
Masons in the Manor. he woнld have to seek it from one of 
the Manor Masons. 

Today Woollard recalls his final report at Bramshill 
. College in 1982. Despite all that has ЬеfаНеп him and his 
wife. Deborah, who had the bad timing to marry him fош 
months Ьefore his sacking from the Islington inquiry, hc 
has retained 'his unquestioned loyalty to the police servicl.' · 
Ьecause, he says, this applies to 'the concept of а policL' 
service of complete integrity, unhampered Ьу а secrctivt: 
sub-culture of self-interest which wants to rule the roo~I 
and crucify those who dare to challenge the extent of iti. 
iпfiltration'. 

lt now seems clear that the Manor Lodge was conceivctl 
Ьefore the puЫication of Commissioner Newman \ 
Principles in April 1985- and even before its anti-Masonk 
paragraphs appeared in Тhе Job nine months earlier. Lortl 
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( ornwallis claims discussions started 'early in 1984'.6 Yet 
1·vcn then Woollard had been fighting Freemasonry for two 
\1·ar!i, as WemЫey brethren who helped found the lodge 
k щ:w at first hand. 

Лccording to the Daily Telegraph, Woollard's 'anti­
Mшшnic views undoubtedly led to Sir Kenneth Newman 's 
.11Jvice to his men to think twice before joining the society'. 7 

1'1·1 liaps his views also provoked the founding of the 
Ma11or. When he was given а clean bill of health in 1982 and 
• 1111ltl not Ье discreditcd as а 'loonic' - and especially whe11 
tlн· шcdia took up his case in January 1984 - it may have 
l 11·1·n fclt that some central Ьоdу was needed to co-ordinatc 
t 111· Mctropolitan Masonic lohby against all comers. What 
11,·нсr than а lodge for dear old 'С' District, where so many 
• 11111н;nt Masonic coppers had prospered ovcr thc years? 
Moo,t would have jumped at the idea, especially those who 
11.111 1ю idea that therc might havc becn something clse 
l11·l1111d it. But, of course, tlte coiпcideпce of the Manor's 
''"" and Woollard's fall may Ье nothiпg inore than that: 
• 11111cidcnce! 



13 
The Meaning of the Manor 

Some twelve members of the Manor of St James's Lodge 
havc figured in the Brian Woollard affair, but what is the 
strength of its entire mcmbership - and what does that tell 
us about the role of Freemasonry in the Metropolitan 
Police as а whole'! 

With only limited sources of information, 1 have dis­
covcred the ranks of seventy-two serving and retired 
oflkcn; (together with two 'specials' and one civilian) 
among the ninety-5evcn mcn whu had juined the lodge Ьу 
thc start of 1~7. Police yearbooks and newspaper fi\cs 
usually idcntify only senior officers, so my findings may 
exaggeratc the scniority of the membership as а whole. 
Evcn so, it is clear that the Manor recruits шainly from thc 
upper ranks of the Metropolitan Police. The seventy-two 
includc: 

1 as.-;ii;tant commissioner 
2 deputy ш•sistant commissioners 
12 commanders 
23 chief superintendents 
1 о superintendents 
7 chief inspectors 
12 inspectors 
2 sergeaпts 

3 constaЬles. 

An assistant commissioner has reached almost the peak 
of the force. There are only four ACs in the Metropolitan 
Police. They are outranked only Ьу the Commissioner and 
his deputy. Тhе АС and DAC ranks are unique to London 
and are considered equal to chief constaЫe in any othcr 
force. 
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Лt the time the Manor list was printed, twenty-six of 
1l1t:se seventy-two members were retired and forty-six were 
~•ill :;erving. As 1 write, the retired men include the АС and 
1 >ЛСs. nine commanders, ten chief superintendents and 
llV\: superintendents. Among Manor members still in the 
l11н.~с are three commanders. thirteen chief superintend­
c·111~ and five superintendents. They include recent 
• 111nmanders of the Fraud Squad and the Anti-Terrorist 
\1111ad (in both of which Brian Woollard used to work); and 
1 l11el superintendents in Central, North, South. East and 
w,~,t London. Today there is barely а department of tbe 
/\ktropolitan Policc in which the Manor does not have а 
1111·111l1cr. so that when it mects in Mark Masons· Hall in St 
l;1111cs's Street four times а ycar, it must Ье ап excellent 
11,1t·11ing post for hot ·shop' gossip from all quarters. 
l 111 l1idden to discuss politics and rcligion, its members 
"1111IJ secm to have little to talk alюut except their own 
1 r alt': policing. 

111с Manor was sponsored Ьу ап existing \odgc. the Prior 
Y.',1llt·1· (по. 8687). whose members belong to the Order of St 
1, •1111 'Пtis chivalric cltib claims descent from the шedieval 
t.. 1щil11s Hospitallers yet it was founded only in 1831. Today it 
•·· lч·,t known for tl1e St John Ambulance Brigade and other 
• t1a11t;1hle work but its 'knigl1ts' are mostly titlcd people, not 
,11 o:·tt·l1c..·r-\,earers or first aiders. The Order is not ostensiЫy 
~l.1ч11111с l>ut contains vcry many Masons. According to the 
l •1111 l 1 оп Manor l...odge summonses, it also has а 'close affinity 
~ 1111 1 l1t· JIOlice service •. 

Wl1t·1l1er its members are now retired policemen or still 
". r \ 111~. the Manor constitutes one of the strongest 
~н 111111111 interests in the force. It looks even stronger when 
1 •··w(·t.I as an element within the CID. Thirty-one of the 
•1 11·111y-1wo were identifiaЫy detectives, including the АС, 
~• ~ 1 0111manders and twelve chief superintendents. 1 Such 
11~1111·" 11шу indicate that more than two-fifths of all the 
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Masons in the Metropolitan Police are detectives. even 
though detectives cons1itute only one in seven of London•s 
policemcn: some 3,500 out of а total male strength of 
.ц.ооо. Thus the Craft appears to Ье far stronaer amona 
detectives than uniformed officers, which Jong-time 
observers of London's CID would find easy to believe. lt is 
not posNiЬle to say if men join Freemasonry as а prelude to 
(ог in the hope of) joining the CID, or if men who are 
alreиdy detectives are subsequently persuaded to Ьесоmе 
Маюпs. 

ln recent yean Freemasonry's strength in ·с· District has 
Ьeenimmense. ln 1981 at leastsixoutofthetwelvetopjoЬs 
in ·с• wcre filled Ьу Masons: all future founders of the 
Manor of St James's Lodge. At the tnp were the District 
Commandcr. Edward Stow. and Chief Superintendent 
Alan Gibson (who in 1982 as Commander of 'О' District 
would clash with Brian Wnollard). Other Masons included 
the detective i1upe1intcndent heading Savile Row CID, the 
superintendent in 'Clubs Office' (whi<:h watches over Wesl 
End nightspots, drinking clubs and restaurants). and thc 
chicf superintendent and superintcndcnt at Воw Street. ~ 

Several more of 'C's' 1981 top twelve are said to havc 
Ьссn Masons but, cven if опlу six were 'оп the square', th-.: 
Craft clearly dominated the district at that time. The san1c 
seems true today. Reorganization means that 'С" по longcr 
has its own commander - indeed 'С' (like all othcr 
'districts') по longer exists - but as rccently as 1987 chicl 
superintcndents, !IUperintendcnts and inspectors at each of 
the old ·с· stations (West End Centtal, Vine Street ашl 
Bow Street) were members orthe Мапоr. 

Did these mеп rise high in the force solely оп their poliet: 
skills or has the brotherhood played some part in their 
success? Has попе ever Ьееn helped up the laddcr - t11 

saved from falling off it - Ьу fellow-Мasons? And сап thcy 
all honestly claim that, in performing their duties. thcy 
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have never done favours for their Masonic brothers outside 
the police? According toone of the highest-ranking retired 
11rficers in the Manor, the Craft played no part in his police 

[n all my years 1 never allowed Freemasonry to influence my 
tkalings with the puЫic. 1 was never promoted Ьecause 1 was а 
М11юn and 1 never backed anyone else for promotion Ьecausc he 
wa~ а Mason. ln fact until this new lodge stancd 1 had unly ever 
ltelnnged to а lodge where 1 was the so1e policeman. lt was only 
11,·110:11 I tumed up at the Lodge's firsl meeting that I realize'i 1 had 
11,·orked wilh some offic:ers for thiny years without even knowing 
!ht:y were M<1i.ons, :r.o 1 assure you wc: never sal around in our 
.1pюns plotting lhe futurt of Scotland Yard, let alone the wor1d. 

The Manor has united in Masonic fellowship two police-
111cn who once haJ <1 serious falling-out. 111 the latc 197os 
1111с future Manor memЬer stripped another of his top 
•ktective's job and put him into uniform. This a1nountcd to 
1kmotion, just us it did when Woollard suffered the !;ame 
1шlignity. In this cnse the detective was transferred because 
l1t' had taken thc wife and children of an imprisoned 
..:11minal оп а caravan holiday with his own wife and 
<l1ildren. Не had only the best of motives- the criminal's 
l11111ily were decent people and they needed а break - but 
111..; overall chief thought he had displaycd very poor 
J11tlgement. Imagine what the Sunday newspapers would 
lщ\•с done with the story if they had found out ! As it 
l1,1ppcns, they did not find out, and the officerwent on todo 
н·rу well in uniform. Не waseven promoted. Не once told 
rщ•: 'Getting out of the CID was the best thing that could 
lщvc happened to me.' 
л~ а reporter specializing in police affairs, 1 have been on 

11:111Jd terms for many years wilh several officers who now 
11~·long to the Manor. l am now tempted to say to each of 
1l"·m. ·wьat'sa nice guy like you doing in а place like this?" 
111, ·1 thought you would never join а club that would have 
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you as а memЬer', but such flippancy would trivialize the 
threat which the lodge may pose to policing in London, а 
threat perceived in а lot of correspondence Ьetween puЫic, 
press, police and politicians. 

One week after the 'consecration · of the Manor, а citizen 
named D. G. Parker of Exmouth wrote to Home Secretary 
Douglas Hurd to ask what action Ье proposed to take 
against it. In Parker's view, the new lodge clearly contra­
dicted the Commissioner's advice that policemen should 
not Ье Maso11s. 
Hнrd (tid not. reply, but а Mrs С. Fitzpatrick wrote hack 

оп Ноше Office paper without saying \\'hat her job was. 
Shc watcred down Sir Kcnneth's Princip/es of Policing Ьу 
stating. 'very \ittle of the considerahle amount of con­
jecturc аЬонt the effccts of freemasonry upon the police 
scrvice has been supported Ьу evidcnce'. Officers should 
co11sider whether Masonic oЫigations are really compat­
iЫe with their declaration of impartiality to the puЫic at 
large, but the Home Secretary felt they should make up 
their own minds as any attempt to ban them from the Craft 
wou\d Ье а11 'unwarranted interfercncc with private life'. 

Mr Parker was not impressed. Не wrote back to Douglas 
Hurd in robust terms. lt was hardly surprising, he said, that 
there was little evidencc about Frcemasonry and the police 
becausc 'this secret society works with great finesse'. 
witness the 'extraordinary difficulty in getting any 
questions on the mattcr acccpted for discussion in the 
House of Commons ... The decent, law-aЬiding puЫic 
have become disillusioned with the corruption and cover­
ups which occur. · said Parker beforc Ыasting the Home 
Office view that it would Ье an 'unwaпanted interference' 
if policemen were banncd from Freemasonry: 

lt if> not considered such an interference to prohiblt worker5 at thc 
Che\1enh11m Communications Centre (GCHQ) from Ьeing 
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memЬers of а trade union, and the trade unions are not а secret 
society. In this connection one тау ask why freemasons are 
a\lowed to Ье memЬers of the various government intelligence 
services when owing allegiance to а secret society as well as the 
Crown, and the same сап Ье said regarding the judiciary.3 

The time is approaching when this matter wil\ have to соте into 
the open. There is no question of аnуопе wanting secrets to Ье 
tlivulged. and freemasons сап practise tl1eir rituals as nшch as they 
wi~h. but а secret society cannot Ье allowed to use its influence 
against thc puЫic interest, no matter how many of its memЬers 
occupy high plaa:s. 

Mr Parker's dyspeptic onslaught оп the Craft got Ьim 
1юwhere, just another Ыand response from а Home Office 
1·lc.:rk. If а mcmber of thc puЫic only gets the 'brush-off" 
rrom the Ноте Sccretary, members of the House of 
с 'ommons fare no better. as Parker says. For six years 
l .abour МР Austin Mitchell has fought to bring the issue of 
1:rt:emasonry into the open, repeatedly petitioning Parlia-
111ent оп Brian Woollard's behalf. 

The Man6r membership list breathed new life into 
Mitchell's cumpaign. In f'ebruary 1987 he wrote to Douglas 
l l11rd saying the new lodge had been formed in clear 
1ktiance of the Comrnissioner. Since several of England's 
11ю!it senior Masons were among its honorary members, it 
.1ppc:ared to have l)een givcn 'а particular imprimatur' from 
rl1c: rnovement. lt even had а direct connection with Hurd's 
p11litical party throug}1 its lюnorary member, Sir Peter 
1 ;1n~. former Chairman of the National Union of Con­
\t·1vutive Associations. 

f >n Woollard, Mitchell said he found it hard not to 
'1•11clude that Masons had not only interfered with his 
'ан:еr but had sent him to а place where he would Ье 
,1111ounded and constantly watched Ьу Masons: 'This is 
1111r1icularly worrying because it gives real substance to 
W1юllard's complaints about the role of the masons in his 
• ,1\с and more generally in the police. ~ 
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Woollard himself has Ыudgeoned successive Home 
Secretaries and all the main party leaders, demanding to 
kпow where they stand оп Freemasonry iп the police and in 
society as а whole. Hottiпg up his campaigп for ап 

Ombudsman for the PuЫic Servant, in 1987 he re­
canvassed all the party leaders, попе of whom had 
previously sent him more thaп а Ыапd acknowledgemeпt. 

As usual, Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher's staffers 
thaпkcd him for his letter which (as always) was 'receiviпg 
atteпtion'. Woollard kпew this meant that пothiпg would 
happen. LaЬour leader Neil Кiпnock did not еvеп reply. 
Wheпever Woollard seпt David Steel, tl1en Liberal leader, 
а fresh pack of Woollardiaпa l1e received 011\у unsigned 
ackпowledgemeпt slips. In March 1987 SDP leader David 
Оwеп wrote back saying, 'qucsrioпs of tlte iпflue11ce of 
freemasoпry iп the policc f orce ёШd the lack of retiress for 
legitimate grievanccs are extremely serious ones'. Не 
promised to talk the matter over with his Alliaпce 

colleagues. Since tl1en Dr Owcn has split from the Alliaпce 
and from most of his ow11 party, so tackliпg the Masons 
cannot now Ье his highest priority!4 

Like political leaders. police chiefs fiпd Freemasonry 
difficult to confroпt. Iп I986 1 wrote to all Britaiп's chief 
coпstaЬles concerпiпg the Craft. Their answers are 
analysed in Chapter 21, but Sir Keпneth Newman 's pain­
staking reply deserves attention here. Не said he was not 
апd never had been а Маsоп. The formatioп of the Мапоr 
Lodge was 'admittedly а disappoiпtmeпt', but he felt it 
quite likely that 'many have поt joiпed who might have 
dопе but for the puЬlication of my policy'. Не Ьelieved 
officers were takiпg notice of his Principles, which was 
given to all new recruits at Непdоп traiпing school. 
Instructors there use it as the basis of early lessoпs. 

As he wrote this letter Sir Kenпeth may not have known 
that опе Мапоr member, Commander Aпthony Speed, 
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was in charge of а key part of the school. When later asked 
if he faced any difficulties in teaching the Principles, Speed 
pointed out that, as head of detective training, he 'had 
nothing to do with recruits and cadets'. Не said Free­
masonry was part of his personal life and not 'involved in 
my police duties'. Не derided the idea that Freemasonry 
was а key to promotion: 'lf that's the case we would Ье 
inundated with calls to join up.'~ This answer overlooked 
the fact that policemen - especiaUy detectives - have been 
11ooding into the Craft for more than one hundred years. 
The rush to joiп the Manor proves that they still are. 

Commissioner Newman told me that Freemasonry was 
rюt а divisive issue in the forcc. Non-Masonic officers may 
l"cel Masonic supervisors have discriminated against them 
in matters such as promotions, but he was confident these 
pcrceptions are now 'n1istaken'. Neither he nor any of his 
шost senior collcagues were Masons, so it couJd Ье argued 
rhat 'non-Masons have done very wcll in the most senior 
ranks'. This will 'not Ье lost on thosc who aspire to these 
ranks in the future'. 

1 am grateful for the carc taken Ьу Sir Kenneth over this 
rt·ply, but 1 feel he did not address the fundamental 
11ucstion raised Ьу the forrnation of the Manor Lodge: who 
п:ally runs the Metropo\itaп Police? The Principles seems 
111 have had no practical impact. Aouted Ьу men of high 
r ank, its anti-Masonic strictures are in disrepute. Brian 
Wuollard thinks they were never more than а cosmetic 
1kvice to appease him and his sympathizcrs. Sir Kenneth 
\•юuld deny this, but he does seem to have underestimated 
1 Jн: impact which even the notoriety of the Manor may have 
1111 junior officers. That it ftourishes without specific 
1 ondemnation from Scotland Yard will also 'not Ье lost on 
1/111sc who aspire to the highest ranks'. Ambltious young­
•·lt~rs may decide, 'lf you can't beat 'em, join 'em!' 

'111с present Commissioner, Sir Peter Imbert, has also 
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told me he does not see Freemasonry as а formidaЫe 
element in Britain 's police forces. If it were, he does not see 
how he could have risen to the highest ranks while some 
alleged Masons 'continue to strive for advancement in rank 
unsuccessfully'. In April 1988 he told lndependent Radio 
News that neither he, his deputy nor his four assistant 
commissioners were Masons. 1 hate to contradict Sir Peter, 
but one of his assistant commissioners is а Mason, alЬeit 
one who has quit active memЬership precisely Ьесаиsе of its 
corrupting and corrosive quлlilies. Even if Sir Peter counts 
this man as а non-Mason, he should know that another four 
serving or recently retired deputy assistant commissioners 
arc staunch members of the brothcrhood. 

The lack of active Masons among Scotland Yard's 
cuпent 'Ьig six' proves little. Most Masons may never want 
to become assistant commissioner, let alone Commis­
sioner. Not for nothing has the Craft been called 'the Mafia 
of the Mediocre': far better to sit out а police career in the 
middle and upper ranks than to risk having one's weak­
nesses ruthlessly exposed under the constant pressure of 
life at the very top. Nor would most Masons want their 
brother Masons to fill all the top jobs. They know that, if 
they did, Britain's police would Ье deprived of the much­
needed leadership skills of thoнsands of non-Masons. 
Nevertheless, the presence of so many Masons in senior 
operational ranks such as commander and chief super­
intendent (which are often the most enjoyaЫe) may still 
justify the feeling that, even today, Masons are over­
promoted at the expense of non-Masons. 

lt is also а cause for dismay that, at the end of thc 
twentieth century. so many senior police jobs are filled Ьу 
men who look for 'Truth' in the re-creation of а murder 
which never took place, who see no folly in submitting 
themselves (and others) to Ыindfold humiliation, who 
mouth Ьoyish passwords and perform occult rituals, and 
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who have sworn loyalty to hundreds of thousands of men 
they have never met - even though they have also sworn the 
C.onstaЫe's Oath to perform their duties 'without favour or 
нffection, malice or ill-will'. 

What is even more depressing is that many of these men 
work at London's world-famous police headquarters: New 
Scotland Yard. Stephen Knight was wrong when he said 
the building has its own temple. We may now know why! 
tJsing the Manor as our guide to tl1e Craft's strength in thc 
L1pper ranks. we know the 'Big House' does not have а 
гооm Ьig enough to accommodate all the inmates eligiЫe 
10 join. If а Scotland Yard lodge were ever formed 1 suggest 
11 might Ье called the 'Вlue Lamp', but such а creation is 
1110st unlikely after tbe uproar 0\1er the М:anor. Of course, 
it'i founders had no reason to foresee that it would arouse so 
1nuch bad puЫicity, or that their own names would fall so 
i:asily into hostile hands. Even so, tbe lodge's creation was 
1111politic: а puЫic relations disaster for Ьoth Masonry and 
1l1e 'Met'. 

Not that the anti-Mason, Brian Woollard, has fared any 
l1~tter. After swapping forced labour in the WemЫey 
·<lulag,' for cultural еЮiе in West Hendon, he was 
"till dogged Ьу the Masonic issue. Оп his 1987 annual 
чualification report his new Chief Superintendent, Alistair 
к~п. wrote that he 'can allow onc idea to warp his 
asscssment'. When another officer suggested that Wool­
lard had Ьееп the victim of а Masonic plot Kerr retortcd: 
· Лhsolute nonsense! Poppycock!' 

ln September 1987 Woollard was forced to stop work 
111.:cause of high Ыооd pressure. Нis doctor diagnosed 
\lr<1in brought оп Ьу the long fight against Freemasonry. 
Whcn the pressure subsided Woollard declared he was 
willing to go back to work, provided he was given an 
11!>!\urance that he would not Ье placed under the command 
11r any officer who was а Freemason - otherwise his Ыооd 
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pressure would shoot back up again. No such assurance was 
forthcoming so he informed Commissioner lmbert that he 
would wait at horne until the matter was examined Ьу 
Judicial Review: а High Court procedure whereby he 
hoped to expose Freemasonry's role throughout the 
Metropolitan Police. 

In а symbolic gesture he sent lmbert l1is waпant card. А 
few days later he received а message from West Hendon 
saying his warrant card was at the station. Chief Supt. Kerr 
then rang to say he was making arrangements for Woollard 
to see the chief щedical officer. This sounded like 1982 all 
over again, so Woollard fired off another Jetter to Imbert: 
'Ву the single act of returning my warrant card to the 
masonic fold of the Metropolitan Police you have displayed 
abject moral cowardice in the face of freemasonry.' 

This astoпishing onslaught and the accompanying 
puЫicity - Woollard had released the text to the press -
would have brought any other officer instant suspension, 
but Woollard boycotted work for four more months before 
he was suspended оп 8 F ebruary 1988 for 'persistent refusal 
to attend for duty'. It was not until 25 Мау that he appeared 
before а Scotland Yard discipline board. Through а 

barrister he asked for а postponement so that he could call 
dozens of witnesses, iпcluding Commissioners Newman 
and Imbert: 'То show 1 had acted reasonaЫy in not going to 
work 1 had to prove that 1 had been persistently oppressed 
Ьу Masons. 1 therefore needed to cross-examine my 
oppressors.' No postponement was granted and he was 
dismissed there and then. After thirty-three years he was 
o.ut of а job. Не promptly lodged an appeal and gave notice 
of а court action alleging unfair dismissal. ln the meantime 
he would remain on full рау. 

Before this hearing the Woollard saga had taken yet 
more serpentine twists. In February the lndependent 
puЫished а series of articles Ьу James Dalrymple giving 
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Woollard the blggest and best puЫicity he had ever 
н~ceived. The series also provoked bltter exchanges in the 
li:tters column. Pro- and anti-Masons, in and out of the 
r•)lice, expressed outrage or enthusiasm over the articles. 
The outraged included Lord Cornwallis, Michael Higham 
апd the non-Masonic President of the Royal Institute of 
British Architects, Rod Насkпеу, who was offended Ьу an 
~·11itorial itnplying that architects in general find bot\1 
1:1·eemasonry апd corruption appealing. Two furious 
ktters also came in from the Police Federation (the 
corpers' trade union) over remaI"ks implyiпg that it had not 
1:1vcn Woollard full support. 
Лs far back as 1984 tbe Federation had agreed to рау up 

11) (1,500 towards his legal advice, but he never received а 
р.·1111у. At а meeting witl1 Woollaпl and his solicitor оп 9 
i\ 11gust 1984 the Federatioп 's deputy secretary, Patrick 
l11l111son, stipulated that it would support Woollard's call 
101 ап inq11iry, provided that 'it would пос relate to matters 
• •f 1:reemasonry within the police etc'. Woollard felt this was 
1.11l1cr like asking а Jew to accept ап iпquiry into World 
W;1r Н оп cor1dition that no mention was made of the Nazi 
1'а1 ty or the Final Solution or tl1e Holocaust. Оп reviewing 
1 l1t· t'Пtire case, his barrister concluded that the best way to 
1•r11cccd was to request the Home Secretary to set up an 
11111t1iry into the inflнencc of Freenшsonry in the Metro-
1" •litan Police under Section 32 ot· the I964 Police Act. This 
••11111iоп was sent to Pat .Johnson who wrote back to 
\'v'ool\aгd on 20 Juпe 1985, in the light of the enthusiastic 
1 1 11·s~ coverage which Woollard was then receiving: 

1 .11111listurbed to note increasing reference to this Organisation in 
., """"' wliich may Ье construed as indicating support for an inquiry 
1111111/11: .:ffects of Freemasonry in the police service. As indicated 
,, • р111 Jнring а conference at this office, it is not intended that we 
0 l11111ltl hc involved in such an inquiry, we are merely concerned 
... ,,,, rlit· ~ingle issue of natural justice. Our involvement will Ье 
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reviewed at each stage and 1 hate to see our involvement 
prejudiced Ьу injudicious impulsiveness. 

From this letter it seems that, while the Federation 
wanted 'natural justice' for Woollard, it djd not wanl it at 
the expense of Freemasonry- or, at least, not at the cosl of 
upsetting those thousands of its own memЬers who are 'оп 
the i;quare'. The tJюught that Freemasonry might have 
Ьееn what had deprived Woollard of 'natural justice' in the 
first place does not seem to have crossed Johnson's mind, 
even though hc knew оп excellent authority lhat Woollard 
had Ьееn greatly wronged. Acrording to the attendance 
nole written Ьу 1he Federation 's solicitor about the meeting 
of 9 August 1984 (referred to above), 'Pat Johnson told us 
that he had spoken lo (Deputy Commissioner] AIЬert 
Laugharnc, who lakes the view that this man was very 
badly treated at the outset Ьу the Metropolitan Police and, 
had he been more "kindly" handled, this proЫem would 
not have ariscn.' 

Johnson made these remarks Ьefore Woollard and his 
solicitor aпived at that meeting. It was only three апd а half 
years later, in February 1988, when Woollard was sent а 
package of internal Federation papers, thnt he found out 
what Laugharne had felt. It was Laughame, of course, who 
had written the brilliant dis.~ction of Freemaюnry in The 
Principles of Policing. As Deputy Commissioner he was also 
in charge of discipline in the entire Metropolitan Pol.ice. Yet, 
despite his strong sympathy for Woollard, he was unaЫe to 
reverse tЬе punishment which the Masons heading the CID 
had inflicled оп the detective in 1984. А year later Laughamc 
retired, aged fifty-three, оп health grounds. lf he could spot 
that 'natural justicc' and Freemasonry do not always march 
side Ьу side, it is aJI the more shocking that Woollard's own 
"trade union' wouid fund his fight for 'natural justicc:' onlyon 
coпdition th.at he dropped all mention of Freemasonry from 
his campaign. 
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In 1987 Ноте Secretary Hurd turned down Woollard's 
1cques1 for an inquiry into the brotherbood, so his barrister 
lcl1 that now was the time for Woollard toapply to the Нigh 
( 'ourt for Judicial Review. This would require more funds 
~о Woollard again turned to the Federation. In February 
11)88 his soliciton submitted their first-ever ЬШ for l90C>, but 
1.-t·tlcration Secretary Peter Tanner wrote back saying that 
11 had never agreed to meet Woollard's expenditure, so he 
l101d decided that it should not рау. Не added, however, 
rlш1 his decision could Ье overturned at the March meeting 
111 the Federation's governing Ьоdу, the Joint Central 
t 'on1mittee. Just beforc that meeling it Ьесаmе clear that 
1t1t· committee (made up of ten coпstaЫes, ten sergeants 
.11нl ten inspectors) might support Woollard but at the lasl 
ш111ute Tanner argued for the Woollard item to Ье 
"·11l1drawn from lhe ageпda. Не felt thal, as Woollard was 
11ow seeking Judicial Review, this constituted а fresh 
.1pplication for Federation funds. Не must therefore apply 
.111 over again through the inspectors' commitlee of the 
l·t'{lt:ration's Metropolilan branch. 

This was devastating for Woollard because it meant that 
lш. request would now Ье considered Ьу а board chaired Ьу 
.\lan Tumer: а founder member of the Manor Lodge. Не 
1\·m1 rюt surprised when (just before the discipline hearing 
.11 wl1ich he was sacked) he received а letter from Тumer 
~.1ving the inspectors' board had 'decided not 10 recom-
111~·11d thal you reccive financial assistance for Judicial 
lt1·view'. Later Woollard had to рау hisenlire lawyer's fees 
"' ( 1 .345 from his own pockel. This convinced him lhat 
l 1·•lcration decision-making had been distorted Ьу the very 
IФ11l1crlюod Ье was seeking to investigate. То stop him 
tl1111kingthat way, all Masons оп the board would have had 
10 \Vithdraw. 

( )n 9 March I988- just before the Federation was due 10 
,·щ1~ider Woollard's application for funds - Lord Com-
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wallis had brokeп the Uпited Graпd Lodge of Eпgland's 
loпg sileпce оп the affair. His remarks were puЫished in 
the Quarterly Communication and distributed to aU 
subscriЬing Masons, including every member of the Мапоr 
Lodge, every other police Mason, and every Mason in the 
Police Federation. Uпder а bold caption CНIEF INSPECIOR 

WOOLLARD Cornwallis proclaimed: 'lf there had Ьееп any 
substaпce in his allegations the Director of PuЫic Prosecu­
tions and the Metropolitan Police Commissioner would 
have asked Grand Lodge for assistance. They had not and 
it was therefore reasonaЫe to assume that the allegations 
were unfounded.' 

f"rom this unlikely source, proof had at last emerged that 
at по point during the Fraud Branch's lslington inquiry 
(after Woollard's removal), or the Meffcn inquiry, had 
anyone seriously tried to find out who was а Mason - cven 
though the role played Ьу Freemшюnry was at the heart of 
Woollard's complaints. If апу investigator had really 
wanted to discover ifthere was а conspiracy uniting Masons 
in Islington Cou11cil, in the building firms working for it, in 
the Fraшt Branch, and in the Depurtшent of the Director 
of PuЫic Prosecutions, the first thing he should have done 
was approach Grand Lodge to find out which suspects were 
Masons. Only then could anyone decide if Woollard's 
allegations were unfounded or well-founded. 

Grand Lodge had по reason to assume that the 
'allegations were unfounded' simply because it had not 
been asked for assistance. All it should have assumed is 
that по опе working for the D of РР or in the uppcr 
echelons of the policc had tried very hard to prove the 
al\egations true. 

In England's Masonic hierarchy, Pro Grand Master Lord 
Cornwallis is second only to the Duke of Kent, so his 
comments might well have influenced those Masons in the 
Police Federation with а say in whether Woollard should 
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~ct funding for his anti-Masonic cause. То some folk the 
words of the Pro Grand Master would have the force 
almost of the Ten Commandments. It was as if the Supreme 
Architect himself had said, 'Тhou Shalt Not Believe 
Woollard'. When Woollard found out about Cornwallis's 
'itatement, he condemned it as an outrageous interfereпce 
in his case. 

Cornwallis had also lameпted that 'Scotland Yard does 
not comment on matters of police discipline'. but he felt 
rhat an exception should now Ье made to 'dispel the 
suspicion which attachcs to нndenied allegations апd here 
was doing as little good to Freemasonry as it did to the 
Metropolitan Police'. Astonishingly, four weeks later the 
Yard gave him just the clean hill of health he was seekiпg. 
Even better. it was cndorsed Ьу Ноте Sccretary Douglas 
Hurd. On 13 April Hurd and lmЬert joiпtly issued а 

statemcnt saying there was по cvidencc of Masonic cor­
ruptioп: 'The Commissio11cr cmphasizcd that there was 110 

evidence that 111cmL,ersl1ip had influenccd the high stand­
ards of police oftkcrs in thc cxecution ot· thcir duties or in 
the internal running of their force.' 

Of coursc Scotland Yard had по cvideпce of Masonic 
corruptioп: по one at the Yard had ever made any serious 
effort to find it. Comwal\is's rcmarks proved that. Hurd 
and Iml,e1·t had not пamcd Woollard but, in absolving 
Freemasoпry, thcy had in effect branded him а f<1ntasist. 
The only beneficiary was tl1e Craft, but this was not the first 
timc Cornwallis had turned the Woollard controversy to 
Freemasonry's advantage. ln September 1984 he had 
puЫicized а statement Ьу Sir Kenneth Newman that по 
officers would Ье forced to resign because they were 
Masons and that promotion 'would contiпue to Ье оп merit 
and merit alone'. 6 Four years on, the first policeman ever to 
Ье dismissed from any British police force over Free­
masonry tumed out to Ье а non-Mason: Brian Woollard. 
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1 was with him on 9 August 1988 when he learпed that his 
dismissal from the force had been made fiпal. Оп 19 August 
'Police Orders' were sent to the entire force stating baldly 
that he had been dismissed for being 'absent without leave 
from 12 October 1987 to 8 February 1988'. Тhis was а 
strangely odourless way to describe the last act in 
Woollard's extraordinary six-year struggle against the 
Craft, but it ensured that there would Ье no пшtiny 
demaпding his reinstatement. What officer:;, however 
anti-Masonic, would rally to support а mап who had Ьееп 
fired, at last, for not coming to work for four months? 
Scotland Yard had given him so much rope that, in the end, 
he had hanged himself. 
Тhere was life in the body yet, however, for Woollard 

was determiпed to keep up the pressure from outside the 
force. Не would continue to fight the brotherhood in print, 
in court and through the House of Commons. Не would поt 
rcst until the Masonic grip оп the Metropolitan Police had 
Ьееп brokeп. 

Scotlaпd Yard did not try to take away Woollard's 
pcnsion. It would not havc succeeded had it tried, for he 
had paid his contributions since the I 95os and had com­
mitted по crime. Iп law his pension was safe. With 
cncouragement from his long-sufferiпg wife, Deborah, he 
might now apply his taleпt with words and pictures to 
writi11g childreп's stories. If so, his first book could have all 
the пightmare quality of Maurice Sendak's Where The Wild 
Things Are: full of grotesque beasties pursuing а bold little 
hero. Of course, in any book Ьу Briaп, the Wild Thiпgs will 
рrоЬаЫу wear aprons and delight in cutting throats, tearing 
out tongues and burning bowels to ashes. 

Recently, three of Brian's former WemЫey colleagues 
have also left the Metropolitan Police, but voluntarily. 
They are all Manor memЬers: Brother George Wise, а 
former chief superintendent, is now head of security at 
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WemЫey Stadium where he hires Brothers Ben Pountain 
:ind William GiЬson as part-time security advisers. Folk 
with suspicious minds might think this а case of 'jobs for the 
lюys from St James's' but these Masons may well Ье the 
hest men for tbe task. Either way, Woollard thinks he will 
get no offer to work at WemЫey, except perhaps as а 
football. 



14 
The Phoenix 

If the Manor of St J ames 's Lodge was formed in defiance of 
the anti-Masonic views of а Metropolitan Commissioner, it 
would not Ье the first time the Brotherhood has waved two 
fingers at the most important police chief in Britain. 

Back in 1958 the new commissioner was Joseph 
Simpson. Не was the first man ever to reach the top job 
after starting as ал ordinary ЬоЬЬу. Не was puЫic school­
educated and а university graduate but, unlike his 
gentlema11 predecessors, he had done thrce years on the 
beat апd had the deserved respect of most [,ondon coppers. 
ln short, he was а policemaп's policeman. 

One shaft of light which Sir Joseph brought to the job 
was а distinct hostility to Freemasonry, or at lcast а dislike 
of its most arrogant manifestations. During his early years 
in office he was greatly irritated Ьу an organization calling 
itself the Metropolitan Police Masonic Association. Тhе 
title gave it а11 official air, ~Jut its founders had по authority 
for using the words 'Metropolitan Police'. They might have 
l1ad the unofficial ·nod' from а previous commissioner, but 
Sir Joseph took а dim view and demanded its abolition. 
Тhе МРМА 's members were not prepa1·ed to disband on 

the say-so of а mere commissioner - especially as earlier 
commissioners, such as Sir Charles Waпen, had them­
selves Ьееn Freemasons. Rather than abolish their frater­
nity in а fraternity. they decided just to change its name. 
Тhеу also decided to keep the initials МРМА. Тhеу were 
determined to keep 'Masonic' in the title, and 'Association' 
was harmless enough, so they would have to substitute 
another word for either Metropolitan or Police. Some wag 
in the leadership had а little classical education. As this new 
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hody was going to rise from the ashes of the old, he 
thought, it could have по more appropriate name thaп 
'Metropolitan Phoenix Masonic Association'. This would 
get round Sir Joseph Simpsoп's vexatious objections, but it 
would still Ье the МРМА and the same old Ьird. 
Simpsoп died in office, from а heart attack three days 

after the battle of Grosveпor Square in Н)68, but the 
Phoenix lived оп. In 1971 it had 288 memЬers. Its rulebook 
reveals that the iпclusion of Mctropolitan in its title was 
gratuitous and misleading for its members only needed to 
Ье 'Master Masons who are regular, serving and retired 
officers of апу police force'. 

The ruleЬook makes clear this was по Masonic lodgc. 
Ritual was forbldden at its gatherings. lnstead its objccts 
were: 

1. То introducc Master Masons of the Force who would 
otherwise have по opportunity of meeting as Brother 
Masons. 

2. То promote fraternal intercourse Ьу arranging social 
functions. 

3. То rendeI" assistance to those who may Ьс distressed hy 
sickness or adversity. 

4. Loyalty to Her Majesty the Queen апd the Craft in 
general. 

Aside from the genuflection to the Crown, these aims 
might strike ап anti-Masoп as а sugar-coнted code of 
mutual aid, arousiпg fears in the outsider that the Phoenix 
was а meaпs of achieving а kind of Masonic apartheid in the 
service. Could it have acted as а wedgc betweeп Masoпs 
and noп-Masons, or а jungle telegraph, or а 'firm iп а firm'? 
Its memЬers would doubtless dепу it, but the club does 
seem like а collective support system: ideal for help up the 
promotion ladder, or saving skins. 
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The 1971 list contains one man still serving at Scotland 
Yard: а deputy assistant commissioner. Another is а 
detective chief superintendent. Most memЬers left the 
service long ago. Many held humЫe rank, so either the 
mutual aid principle never helped them gain promotion or 
they never sought to use it. Perhaps the Phoenix was just а 
social club for men with а common hobby. If so, one 
brother was such an enthusiast that he took the hobby with 
him to а Mediterranean retirement. ln 1971 Brother А. J. 
Fookes was running а рuЬ in Gibraltar called the Masons 
Arms. 

The Phoenix list shows that in thc early 197os there was а 
network of police Maso11s, in lodges all over south-east 
England, who were douЫy committcd to mutual aid. Today, 
it seems, the Phoenix may not Ье thc Ьird it was. 1 have Ьееn 
unaЫe to nnd out if it is still flying. lt may now Ье in one of its 
'ashes' periods: about to burst forth in full plumage. Perhaps 
the Manor of St James's Lodge is its latest incamation. As it 
happens, no 1971 Phoenix реор\е slюw up as Manor 
members. Perhaps this is only becausc there is а fifteen-year 
gap Ьetween tt1e lists, but it seems to confirm that there must 
Ье thousands of London police Masons, otherwise there 
would surely Ье names in common. 

Another indicator of the Craft's strength in the force 
emerged when barrister Andrew Arden presented his 1987 
report оп the running of the London Borough of Hackney 
(see Chapter 26). During his research Mr Arden was 
assisted Ьу Grand Secretary Michuel Higham. Не gave the 
'profane' Arden forty-four lodge lists to help him identify 
Masons working for Hackney Council but, in performing 
this unprecedented favour, he knowingly divulged the 
identities of over 3,500 Masons who had no connection 
with Hackney and whose individual permission he did not 
seek. 

Higham also divulged the occupations of 2,534 named 
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Masons. Of these ninety-eight were policemen, amounting 
10 3.9 per cent of Arden's sample or slightly less than one 
Mason in every twenty-five. lf this were typical of the whole 
l·ountry, and if (according to Commander Higham) there 
are Ьetween 250,000 and 500,000 Masons under Grand 
IJodge, then between 9,700 and 19,400 policemen in 
(::ngland and Wales are Freemasons. However, if my total 
tigure of боо,ооо living Master Masons. whether active or 
lapsed, is correct (sec Chapter 9), then some 23.400 serving 
and retired policemen are Masons. In December 1985 
there were slightly fewer tlнш 108.000 serving male police 
officers in England and Wales. Even if we exclude шу 
l1ighest estimate an<.I stick to the Higham figures, it would 
seem that betwcen 9 and 18 per ce11t of all policemen may 
Ье Masons: onc in elevcn or one in six of all mеп in the 
English and Welsl1 forces. Yet. as ever. when it сошеs to 
calculating Masonic streпgth, hugc statistical crevasses 
have to Ье vaulted. The rccords at Frcemasons' Hall are 
ulways out-of-datc because they show only thc occupations 
dcclarcd when mcn Ьесоmс Mastcr Masons. Should they 
change jobs or retire, thesc records stay the same. Yet even 
if 20 per cent of men who said they werc policcmcn havc 
siпce retired, it seems that hetween 8.ооо and 16,000 

policemen are '011 the square'. ln addition, however, young 
policemen are being drawn into Freemasonry all the time. 
which may bring the total back to 20,000. There are 
thous.1nds more in Scotland and Northern lrelaшl, where 
they рrоЬаЫу form ап even higher proportion ot' the police 
service, for reasons explaincd in Chapter 19. 

Higham supplied Arden with the names and occupations 
of men in fourteen individual lodges. One lodgc had fifty­
two members, of which eleven were policemen. Another 
lodge contained eleven policemen out of eighty-eight 
members, another had five out of fifty-four. Of course 
these high numbers are outdone Ьу the Manor of St 
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James's, but the Manor is not Britain's only all-police 
lodge. According to the Grand Secretary of East Lanca­
shire, 1 three lodges are composed entirely of ex-police 
officers: in Wales, Kent and Liverpool. The Kent lodge 
meets in Sittingbourne and is called the Watch and Ward. lt 
was founded as recently as 1977, yet it has already won а 
place in Freemasons' Hall Museum Ьу presenting а 

Masonic gavel made in the form of а police truncheon. ln 
the carly J98os the Watch and Ward could muster only 
twenty-five mcmbers, but this is no proof of i\1-health. 
lndeed, Masonic consciousness among policemen, both 
seгving and retired, is growing stronger. The Liverpool 
lodge, Sove1·eign's Реасе, was founded in 1979. 

Most policemen beloпg to general lodges where they get 
to know men from other walks of life - that is one of the 
main \)enefits of Freemasonry - yet they are usually 
proposed Ьу other policcmcn. А r<indom samplc of lodge 
ы1mmonses reveals that policemen are valued candidates 
for admission into almost any lodge. 

Iп 1976 thc Derby Allcroft L0<.fgc of Loпdon iпitiated а 
Scotland Yard detecti.,,·c sergeant and а builder on the same 
tlay. It already contained several policeшen. includiпg one 
future member of thc Manor of St James's. 111 1982 thc 
Gateway Lodge of Witney initiated а Thames Valley 
<1fficer along with an electrical cngineer. а British Telccom 
wardeп and an Oxfordsl1ire fireman. Tl1ese lodges cuntain 
а mix of cmployees, puЫic servants and the self-employed. 
Whatever а Mason·s job, on \odge days hc must Ье аЫе to 
stop work e<irly erюugh to arrive for the meeting at three or 
four o'clock. Policemen can almost a\ways manage this 
because they work shifts, or bccause senior officers are also 
Masons and wil\ turn а Ыind еуе if brothers slip off during 
working hours. 

Thus it was that in January 1972 а thirty-two-year-old 
detective sergeant took а half-day off from West Hamp-
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!itead police station in north London to Ье initiated in the 
Fryent Lodge alongside а Со-ор produce controller. The 
Fryent is а general lodge but, over dinner, brethren 
proposed several toasts to the 'Blue Lamp', in bonour of 
the Metropolitan Police. This may have something to do 
with the fact that the lodge meets at Hendon Hall Hotel, 
close to Hendon Police College from which it recruits some 
of its members. 

lt might Ье wondered how men whose work requires 
brain as well as brawn, а sense of truth and reality, and 
consideraЫe courage, can allow themselves to Ье drawn 
into а fraternity whose ritual requires а total suspension of 
disbelief and а taste for the occult. The outsider might Ье 
concerned that men who must take so many crucial 
decisions in their careers - concerning life and death, 
imprisonment or liberty, kidnaps and sieges, as well as 
helping old ladies cross the road - сап sub ject themselves to 
such а welter of gobЫedegook concocted in the eightecnth 
century Ьу men who were, in part, superstitious fantasists. 

Let us look at the other side of the coin. Instead of caning 
cops all the time for rushing into the Craft, we should pause 
to consider why the Craft wants them in. Му Masonic 
informant Badger explaine<.t it this way: whatever police· 
men may get out of Freemasonry, Freemasonry gets еvеп 
more out of the police. 

Why do nearly all Masonic lodges likc to have а copper in their 
midst? Because Freema.sonry is а vehicle for bringing together the 
various threads of а general view. It's а form of social cement, а 
pyramid erected on the class system. It should go without saying 
that the police are а vital part of that pyramid, or rather the 
strongest shield thc status quo possesses. That is why policemen 
must Ье continually suckett into Freemasonry: to maintain the 
deferential structure of society and to ensure that Freemasons and 
Freemasonry is perpetually favoured Ьу those who enforce the 
law. 
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Evidencc appearing to support Badger's view came in а 
letter in the lndependentin 1988.2 It \\1as from М. Е. Rowe. 
а retired policeman with thirty years' service. In 1980, 
while а senior officer in the West Midlands Police: 

I was approached lJy а local businessman I knew personally, 
who at that time was lobbying on beha\f of а group of businessmen 
\Vho were concemed \\'ith the effect of proposals in which the 
police апd local autlюrity were invo\ved. I declined to discuss the 
matter. 

This refusal was followed Ьу tl1e offer of membership of his 
l.odge. I was told that l1e y..·as in а positioп to ensure my 
acceptance as а member, <tnd he wot1ld regaпl it as а personal 
favour if I would accept his offer. 1 refuscd, saying that it was поt 
consistent witl1 the independence I thought was esseлtial in my 
positioл. 

However. I did iвdicate that iв thc пехt eighteen nюnths I 
\Vottlcl Ьс retiring ашl then I might considcr l1is offer - I was told 
Yiitl1 some fervour that tl1e ·offe1·' would not Ьс орел to ше when 1 
retired. 

lt' policemen pursue the Craft as an amusing hobby or an 
antiquarian game which tl1ey leavc behind at the temple, it 
1nay Ье as \1aпnless as Masonic spokesmen claim. The 
puЫic nee(l to Ье convinced. In the meantime there is 
evidence to suggest that so111c Mason cops go оп duty still 
mentally wcaring their regalia <tnd are not as impartial as 
their ConstaЫe's Oath requires. 
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Many Masons tell stories of favours Ьу policemen whom 
1lн:у have come to know through the Craft. One brother 
111ld me how his Masonic connections came in handy in 
1111foreseen circumstances. 

А friend and I were developing an industrial heating system in 
онr spare time. We uscd to do research iп а work~hop at the back 
11f l1is hoнse. On one occasion, while he and his wife were away on 
lюliday, I was working therc as щ;ual when suddenly the police 
tнrned up. They'd l'ee11 called to tl1e lюuse Ьу а neighboш· who 
tlюught 1 was an intruder. I proшptly explained who 1 was ai1d 
produced my key, but I had no identification on ше so they 
weren't satisfied. They took mc to the police station and told me 
tliat, unless I could provc my bQ11ufitles, l'd Ье spending the night 
1n the cells. 

1 was trying to think my way out of tbls mess when I 
н:membered that 011 several Masonic occasioпs I'd met а chief 
~uperintendent who was based at t\1c statio11. After one \odgc 
function he ha(1 in\•itcd us back to that very station's social club 
where we had а few drinks. Now l found myself in this jаш l 
11aturaHy asked the arresting officcrs to let mc talk to him. l le 
carne into the charge room, immediately recogпized me and then 
took my captors iпto another room. А few seconds later tl1ey 
came out again and told mc, most civilly, 1 was free to go. 

l"m sure if l hadn't been 'on the square' 1 would have been kept 
in clink all night, maybe longer. Му Masonic brother, the police 
chief, l1ad done me а favour: а small one perhaps, but а favour 
nevertheless. Freemasonry lшd worked like а magic wand. 

Such interventions look less beпign to non-Masons 
inside the force who see them as inextricaЫy intertwined 
with Masonic manipulation of the service as а whole. 
Among the hundreds of letters which Stephen Knight 
received from readers of The Brotherhood, several came 
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from policemen who felt they had spent most of their 
caree~ battling against а Masonic mafia. 

John Thompson retired from the Metropolitan Police in 
1970, having reached the rank of inspector. When he 
joined the force in the late 194os he was aware that many 
senior officers were 'on the square' but like most constaЫes 
he pooh-poohed the power of the Craft with what he calls 
'childish fl.ippaпcy'. Не опlу became concerned in January 
1953 when he was about to take the competitive examin­
ation for promotion to the rank of sergeant. 

Rumours were rife that masonic candidates h.ad been given the 
questions in advance. [ also heard that they were going to identify 
themselves as masonson theirexam papers 10 masonicexaminers. 
1 thought these rumours were stupid nonsense but they were so 
rampant 1hat they came to the attention or high-ranking officers 
who were then oьtiged to tightcn up security. r sat the exam with 
all the other candidates and - you have guessed it! - it had to Ье 
cancelled and rearranged. As you might al'IO guess, the inquiry 
which rollowed was inconclusive. lt was generally acccpted that 
questions had been leaked bu1 the masonicconnection remained а 
1nystery. 
Тhroughout my career 1 was aware of too many incidents 

involving patronage and favouri1ism to dismiss them with the 
same ease as masonic policemen are alwayi; аЫе 10. Somc: of the 
incidenls were so 1rivial 1hat 1 was amazed l1igh-ranking officers 
deigned to involve themselves. but some were soserious 1ha1 they 
Ьordered оп criminal conspiracies. 

As а young sergean1 а1 No11ing Hill 1 Ьegan to note lhe very 
cffective influence of freemasonry. One night 1 was оп duty as the 
~t<11ion officer when at one o'clock in the moming r had tocharge а 
man with being 'drunk and indecen1·. Не wasa mason andwason 
his way home from а Ladies' Night. accompanied Ьу his wife and 
oth~r~. when а constaЫe arrested him for urina1ing in а shop 
do,!rway. At about 3 л.м. the chief superintendent (now Com­
m~nder rank) suddenly turned up at the station. Such а visit was 
unknown and he had obviously Ьееn dragged from his bed. Не sat 
:1round for а long 1ime. reading and re-reading 1he charge, but 
when he realized 1bere was nothing he could do, he left. The 
gencral consensus at the stalion was lhal lhis visil had masonic 
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11vertones. It seems nothing was too trivial for masonic inter-
1,·rcnce. 

Later. a.s an inspector at MaryleЬone, 1 was called ou1 Ьу two 
l't "s who had arres1ed а nine1een-year-old youth for stealing а 
.1nving licence and using it with inten1 to deceive. Не had 
111anaged 10 escape and reach his home in а Ыосk of luжury flats 
wl1ere his father was rcfusing 10 let the constaЬles in to re-arresl 
h1m. When 1arrived1he fa1her allowed me in and 1ook me into his 
,111dy. where photographs were prominently displayed of him in 
1щ1юnicdress. t no1ed that he had been masterofhis lodge and he 
1·lc:arly expec1ed me 10 direcl the PCs 10 forgel the matter. 1 told 
t1i1n he was 'not on' and left him in по doubl he was backing а 
l11ser. 

We took the юn to the station. Hi~ father followed soon aftcr, 
"taying in the waiting room. As 1 was preparing the charge sheet 
1hc ~tation sergeant told me that а Commander (now DAC rank) 
wished lospeak to meon lhc phone. 1 had ncvermet this man, so 1 
1old 1he sergeant 10 tell him 1 wa.<; no1 prepared to discuss tl1c 
ша11еr. You see, 1 had lcamed to f11ce frcemasonry in thc forcc 
l1cad-on wilhout fear. 

Вefore lhe father Jcft hc askcd ifthc Commander had spokcn to 
те. 1 replied he had nol. Не lhen told me they werc in the ~me 
lщlge and thcn a.<;k.cd mc if 1 was 'оп the square'. Не had cle.1rly 
a~sumed 1 was. so 1 l1od to disappoint him. As it happcns, thc 
incident did me some good. 1 hnd not hit it orr wilh my PCs 
Ьeforehand. but this brokc tht: icc. 

Masons usually claim such storics иге invented Ьу 
cmblttered non-Mason~ who cannot accept that thcir 
careers huve failed Ьecause of their own lack of 11Ьility; 
instead thcy fantasize about malicious wrongdoing Ьу 
Masonic colleagues. Thompson rejects this argument а!; 
itself а canard. 

1 admit we non-masons were resentful al our lowly rank.. Yet 
mus1 of os werc not bitler. Оп th.e contrary, th.e men wh.o were 
Ьitter were those frecmasons wh.o had expected patronage and 
prefermenl but never got it. What non-masons such as 1 did resent 
was entering а бve-forlong sprint race but Ьeing forced to start at 
the mile and 1hree-quaner gate. 
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We аlю resented that our masonic colleagues wcrc likcly to 
ha\·e their erтors. omissions. inadequacies, incompetencies and 
i ndi~pline covercd up. sometimes at thc expensc of non-masoпs. 
1 concede that тапу masonic policcmcn had an aura of greater 
competence and many became more аЫе Ьecause they had less 
pre~ure and could acquit themselves Ьctter оп Ьoards. 

1 put my hands up to Ьeing Ьitter in one respect. 1 object when 
masons dismiss their victim~ as jealou.c; and vindictive. 1 am 
r1cithcr but what do they expcct us 10 Ье? They expect us toact like 
tl1c three wise monkeys: scciпg по cvil, spcakiпg по evil. and 
hearing по evil - of frecmasonry of course. 

Люm~оn says he received at least six approaches to 
bccomc а Freemason, varying from the subtle to the 
obvious. ·Thc fact that 1 was а known atheist did nol scem 
to concern my would-be proposers who advised me to Jie Ьу 
profcs!iing а helief. 1 never madc апу attempt 10 Ьесоmе а 
freemason 1,ecause. 1 hope.1 did not pos...es.c; the necessary 
hypocrisy.· 

Some reuders may feel that Thompson's ri.:collections 
can now Ье dismissed because he retired in 1970, but other 
police correspondents Ьemoan presen1-day Masonic 
goir1gs-on. Tl1ames Vallcy Polici.: was forшed in 1968, 
through thc merger of ftve f1нces in Oxfordshire, Berkshire 
апd Buckiпghamshire. Recent lodgc summonses from 
thcse coun[ies show that today Freemasonry is recruiting 
just as strongly among policemen in lhis force as it is in 
Lotнlon. Опе non-Masonic sergeant knows to his cost the 
llrotherhood's power in Oxfordshire. 

ln 1983 l had some building work done оп my house. When it 
wai; finished 1 was not cntire1y satisfied апd paid the builder only 
parl ofhismoпey. J-leput mostofthe faults right but Iwasstill not 
cumpletely happy and we had quite а disagreement. Не then told 
me he was а freemasoп and he knew various people thal 1 also 
knew, one of them Ьеiпg а chief superiпteпdent. 

Not Jong afterwards the builder Ьаd а саг accidenl and he 
finished up in hospital. While he was there he received а visit from 
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111~· chief s.uperintendenl who asked ifthere was anything he could 
il11forhim. 
А few days later 1 was summoned to headquarters to see this 

~·1111~f superintendent. Не ·advised' me 10 hurry up and son out my 
,\i~rute with the bui\der Ьecause his Ьeing in hospital gave him 
чuite cnough 10 worry aЬout. Now whilst по threats wcrc madc, 
1l1crc was undoubtedly юmе moral pressure and 1 camc away 
fюm headquartcrs fecling dccidedly uneasy. The obvious diffcr­
cпcc:- in our ranks made it а very simplc task for him to ·put lhe 
:-..:rews on·. As <1 result 1 felt tюund 10 рау the builder 1!1е 

rcmaining money. 
1 find memЬership of this organization quite odious and not 

ФmpatiЫe with Ьeing а policc officer. lnciden!s h:appen - intcmal 
politics, you understand - which defy rational explanation and сап 
only Ье put down to the influcnce of these people. Thcy are 
1111known. unseen, hut seem f(I pull strir1gs Ьehind the scenes andget 
1hings done. 

Even back in the 1фusJohn Thompson !illW the Ьeginnings 
of what he regards а~ thc most sini~tcr phenomenon involving 
Frecmasonry and the forcc;. Нс had just moved to the nonh 
London агеа known to the poliet: as ·у' Division. Не soon 
lean1cd thut the divi~ion<tl commandcr <1пd l1i:.; deputy wcrc 
Romun Catholics but that all thc other senior officers werc 
Masons. 

1t wa.~ on ·у· Division that l lin;t notk'cd how furmer high-ranking 
offn::г.; -- Ьuth unifunn апd CID - were m;1king ncv.· саrеег.; а.~ 
~urity or inцuiry agents for solicitors, finan'"-e houses and other 
org:anizalions hungry for confidential informatюn. This ha.\ now 
Ьссоmеа huge industry and freemasonry is an imponant '-"Onstituent 
in this web of inlriguc. Now that more and morc infonnation i~ 
ston:d on computer (and ils dissen1ination is subject to serious legal 
curЬs under the Data Protection ActJ. so employers have reuJized 
that the only people who <:an gct round the regulations are high­
r:inking ex-policemen - especiaJly freemasons who are particularly 
wcll-pШced 10 oЬlain confidential infonnation with no chance of 
ехроsше, l>eciluse they сап get it all from their oolteagues in the 
Brotherhood. Thoroughly i11egal. of cour.;e. 

Recently, police computen; have Ьееn criminally abused 
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for the purpose of keeping criminals out of Masonic 
employment. In 1983 the Warwickshire Grand Lodge 
dismissed the catering manager at its Birmingham Temple 
Ьecause of the way he had disciplined а memЬer of staff. 
The brethren alleged that the manager, veteran Mason 
Derek Yeomans, had shouted at а junior employee but 
Yeomans says he was fired for 'telling off' his own boss at 
the Temple. 
Не took revenge on the ungrateful brethren Ьу squealing 

about their criminal wrongdoings. Не disclosed that опе of 
the province's top Masons habltually checked whether 
applicants for senior joЬs at the Temple had criminal 
records logged on the West Midlands Police computer. 
According to Yeomans, this wholly illegal service was 
performed through а retired chief inspector, himself а 
Jeading Mason, who used to pass the applicants' names and 
dates of blrth 10 ап officer who workcd for the local force 
and had acccss to the computer. 

Such abuse of police intelligencc systems is now taken 
very seriously Ьу all forces, so а local superintendent was 
appointed to investigate the allegatioп. Не later reporled 
that Yeomaпs's опlу specific claim - tl1at а cenain appli­
cant's паmе had Ьееп fed into the computer оп а certain 
day -was поt true. Yeomaпs says that the name might have 
Ьееn fed in оп the day before or the day after but, in any 
case, it cannot Ье satisfactory when а policeman is 
appointed 10 investigate abuses of his own force's computer 
Ьу another member of the same force. 

Whether or поt that inquiry was performed Ьу checking 
computer records or searching old-fashioned criminal 
record files, it seems Warwickshire'!> Masons did call оп 
police connections forsuch а service. As Provincial Grand 
Master Thomas Wood told the Вiтmingham Post: 

1 Ьelieve lhat on one occasion when someone was ncedcd for а 
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Ycry rcsponsiЫe position 1 was told 1ha1 репоn had Ьсеn vetted. 
1houвh 1 вm not quite sure whв11ha1 meanl. Refcrencesare not в 
1111 of use these days. You reвlly hвve to- ifyou are talking aЬout 
cmploying someone in в very responsible position - make odter 
inquiries. 

One Маюn 1old me thal his lodge always checks if any 
candidate for memЬership has а criminal record: 

Thвl"s why we've go1 а copper in lhe lodge: to check candidвtes 
oul оп the computer! lfthey have а record, their applications are 
withdrawn or they are Ыackhalled - unless scnior lodge memЬers 
are nominating them. in which casc nothing is said. Of rourse 
nowadays, if а policemon is caught using the computer for non­
police purposes. he cauld Ье charged with а criminal offence 
hiniseJr. All this is strictly illegal. Ьut you c:an Ье sure i1 goes оп. 
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А Firm in а Firm: Freemasonry and Police 

Corruption 

Is а Brother off the track? 
Try the Square; 
Try it well оп every side. 
Nothing draws а craftsman back 
Like the Square when well applied. 
Try the Square. 

ls he crooked, is he frail? 
Try the Square. 
Try it early, try it late; 
When all other efforts fail. 
Try the Square to make bim straigl1t -
Try the Square. 1 

Since the Metropolitan Po\ice was t'ounded in 1829 there 
have been two complete reorganizations of its detective 
department. Both were provoked Ьу massive corruption 
scandals leading to criшinal trials exactly опс hundred 
years apart. in 1877 and 1977. In each scandal Freemasonry 
played а dominant role. 

Scotland Yard's first 'Detective Force' was set up in 
1&р. lt consisted of only two inspectors and six sergeants. 
Ву 1869. 18о detectives were dealing with minor crime in 
outlying divisions but serious investigations in London 
were left to only twenty-seven officers out of 9,000. ln the 
187os most of this squad was itself а criminal conspiracy in 
which not only were the prime culprits Freemasons; 
Freemasonry was what brought them together. 2 

In 1872 а confidence trickster named William Kurr was 
running а bogus Ьetting operation. Like апу shrewd small­
time criminal with Ьig ideas, he saw that the way to make 
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rcal money was to bring policemen into the racket. Briblng 
1lctectives after you get caught is costly and uncertain. Far 
t)e\ter to cut them in on the profits beforehand and avoid 
arrest altogether. The one safe place where Kurr could 
proposition policemen was his Masonic lodge. 

At а \odge meeting in Islington Kurr made friends with 
just the man: lnspector John Meiklejohn. ln return for!:100 
- nearly half his annual рау - Meiklejohn agreed to give 
Kurr advancc warning of any police action against him or 
l1is betting racket. At first thc corrupt officer kept the pay­
off to himself but as the racket expanded, he ir1volved three 
<.:hief inspectors iп tl1e Detective Force whom he also knew 
as brother Masons. 

Kurr ncedcd Ьigger and better protection Ьecause he was 
cxpanding his operation with the skills of а new friend 
called Harry Benson. Here was а virtuoso con-man of 
international disrcputc. In 1872, posing as а French count, 
he had deluded the Lord Mayor of London into giving him 
f1 .ООО for relicf work in the wake of the r-·ranco-Prussian 
War. Не was found out und imprisoncd in Newgate where 
he tried to burn himself to death. Instead he mcrely 
crippled himself but in 1873 he hobЬ\ed out of jail and came 
to know Kurr. Together they planned new scams to part 
mug punters from their funds. 

One Ьу one, lnspector Meiklejohn sucked his Masonic 
colleagues into Kurr and Benson's network. First he found 
out that Chief lnspector Nathanie\ Druscovitch was inquir­
ing into the swindles. Не also discovered Druscovitch was 
!бо in debt and suggested Kurr might help him out. The 
deal was done, Kurr gave him the money and Druscovitch 
was neutralized. His senior chief inspector, George Clarke, 
was also оп the swindlers' trail, but he agreed to \ose the 
scent in retum for а pay-off. А third chief inspector, 
William Palmer, was also Ьought up. 

Now assured of tota\ immunity from police zeal, Benson 
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set up Sport, а news-sheet offering punters foolproof 
betting systems. In 1876, using the alias Hugh Mont· 
gomery, he deluded the Comtesse de Goncourt of Paris 
into 'investing' !10,000. Не rewarded her with several 
non-existent winners and then requested she invest а 
further !30,000 with а bookmaker of his choice. At this 
point she had а belated spasm of suspicion. She hired а 
London lawyer, who reported Benson and Kurr to 
Scotland Yard. They were soon jailed for fifteen and ten 
years' hard labour respectively. Only then did they reveal 
the role of the bent coppers. In the subsequent investi­
gation tbe Yard's chief of detectives, Supt. Frederick 
Williamson, was dismayed to discover that three of his four 
chief inspectors were corrupt, along with their uniformed 
seducer, Meiklejohn. In 1877 all four were tried at the Old 
Bailey. Clarke was acquitted, but Meiklejohn, Palmer and 
Druscovitch were convicted and sentenced to two years' 
hard \abour. lt was а bad day for the police and hardly а 
distinguished one for Freemasonry with its principles of 
brotherly love, relief and truth. 

This scanda\ discredited the entire Metropolitan Detect­
ive Force whicl1 was scrapped and re-formed as the 
Criminal Investigation Department. The CID was to have 
а separate career structure and higher rates of рау than the 
main uniform force, а distinction which was to cause 
grinding irritation over the next hundred years. Ву 1884 the 
new structure of twenty-four detectives at Scot\and Yard 
and 254 in the divisions, all under the central command of а 
new Assistant Commissioner (Crime), appeared to Ье an 
effective answer to corruption, Masonic or otherwise. 

It took а hundred years for that illusion to Ье pricked, 
although close observers of the CID had known the truth 
for decades. А Цint of what went wrong in the meantime 
comes in the story of Chief Inspector Reginald Morrish, а 
Metropolitan officer from 1911 to 1937. Morrish worked in 



А Firm in а Firm 271 

1 lн: CID for sixteen years, winning forty-four commend­
ations and eighteen awards. Не also served in Scotland 
Yard's fraud and homicide squads. From 1943 to 1967 he 
wcts а senior instructor at Hendon Police College and wrote 
scveral textbooks. One book he did not write was an 
aL1toЬiography. Not long before he died, aged ninety-two, 
l1c burnt his cntirc роНсс papers. Нis son Ivor was 
lюrrified. Не wrote: 

During the who\e of my early life at home. including а period in 
which we lived at а very busy police station in south London. my 
father's cl1ie.f topics of conversation were the police. religion, 
hribery and corruption (which he saw as rife at all levels in the 
police force) and freemasoпry. Tl1e опе tl1ing wi1ich seeшed to 
worry him most of all was the connexion which he felt cxisted 
IJetween freemasonry and corruption, апd between freemasonry 
an(_i self-advancement in the t"orce. 111 l1is view there was no room 
for doubt about tl1csc connexioпs. Не usetl to list all the officers 
\Vho were masons. Не noted the dates of their proшotions, 
wl1ether they had juшped anyone else of eqнal or greater abllity, 
and all their connexions witl1 otl1cr officers in the force. 
Оп many occasions he was invitcd to joiп the шasunь (his two 

brotl1ers we1·e members) and he щ;еd to tell numcroщ; stories of 
how both police officers and criminals sought favoнrs of him in his 
pursuance of thc detection of criшes. Tl1ey seemed to assume that 
- like most other 'sнccessful' officers in the Met - hc was а mason 
ot' some standing. Не received nias\\nic handshakes Ьу the score 
wl1cn investigating crimes, and l1e was offered \)rihes in the form 
of money, goods апd cvcn thc scrvices of women. in order that he 
might overlook vital pieces of evidcnce. Of course, not all those 
attempting bribery we1·e masons Ьнt, accordiнg to my father. 
many were. 

The most common exp1·essions used Ьу my father in relation to 
work were 'he is on the take'. 'he is taking backhanders·, 'he is 
receiving the drop' and 'l1e is on the square' until I personally 
(quite wrongly?) came to equate bei11g ·on the square' with being 
amenaЫe to bribes, corruption and perjнry. so often did he use 
these phrases in juxtaposition. Later оп in life, when we discussed 
the position of freemasoпry in the force апd its connexion with 
corruption апd self-advancement at the expense of others, it 
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Ьесаmе clear that he regarded freemasonry as an evil per se which 
was to Ье held responsiЫe for the larger proportion of corruption 
in the police force. 

In 1933 or 1934 Det. Insp. Morrish had to run the 
Croydon Division while the divisional inspector was off 
sick. Looking through various registers and record books 
he became very suspicious of the way crimes were being 
recorded, so he carried out his оwп investigation. Не 
concluded that the division's relatively high success rate for 
crime c\earance was thoroughly bogus, beca~1se many 
crimes were being entered up as something e\se. А woman 
would have her handbag snatched. but this would Ье 
entered in the register as а case of 'Lost Property". 3 Many 
other entries were far more ingenious. 

After а thorough exami11ation of every Ьit of routine and every 
crime over а period ofscveral шonths, my fatherwrote а report on 
his findings and sent copies to his Ьosscs: thc divisional detective 
inspector and the area superintendent. As my father (tid not spare 
perso11alities, the facts he revealed militatcd strongly against both 
1пC:n's honesty. According to him, Ьoth were freemasons. 

They met him together in private. sought at first to mollify him 
and thcn Ьegan to threaten and pressure him. Не was told in по 
uncertain terms tl1at, if he went on investigating the investigators, 
it could only lead to his own downfall. But he was adamant, and 
felt he had а duty to society. as well as his own integrity. to pursue 
the rnatter. Не ob\•iously had rattled his superiors who clearly 
warned him they would Ыосk all possiЬ\e promotion for him. 
Гm afraid thcy didn't understand what motivated him. Nothing 

and no one could ever browЬeat him. Не forthwith typed out an 
even fuller report which detailed all the criminal statistics he had 
investigated, and concluded with an account of his dealings with 
his superiors including their interview with him and the threats 
they had made. This 100 page report (which unfortunately he later 
bumt) he addressed to the Metropolitan Commis.c;ioner, Lord 
Trenchnrd. 

Trenchard was soon paying personal visits to each station 
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in the division, and insisted on seeing the records and 
tlocuments referred to in Morrish's report. Eventually 
Trenchard called him up to his office but, moments Ьefore 
/1е was due to enter, Deputy Commissioner Norman 
Kendal tried to divert him. Не suggested he need not see 
the Commissioner, as everything could Ье put right at tbls 
late stage - even his promotion- if he would only withdraw 
his report. 

Behind this soft approach my father detecred а threat that, if Ье 
didn 't withdraw, he could say goodbye to any future advance­
ment. Не politcly refused and iпsistcd оп seeiпg the Commis­
sioner. Later, as а rcsulr of thc iпterview апd the report. chaпges 
were iпtroduced - in lhe Croydo11 Division at least - in the 
шethods of rccordiпg and clearing up crime, and the way statistics 
оп crimc с\саrапсс were preparcd. 

Very sооп &1fterwards thc two superior officer.; rctired. Му 
father w~ traпsfcrre<.I to the lrainiпg ccпtrc at Scotland Yard апd 
bcgan his lecturiпg carccr. Abo11t six n11111tl1s l;.iter. whcn l.ord 
Treпchard estaЫished Heпdon Policc Collcge, hc told my fat/1er 
he was promoting him to chief inspector and m<1king him а scпior 
instructor. Wheп he later met my fathcr at the college, hc insistcd 
it \VЗS /1е an{t no onc else who had promoted him. Thc mc~~agc. if 
oЫique, seemcd quitc cleal' 10 my fathcr. 1 dor1't kпow whethcr 
Trenchard, or for that m:itter Kendal, was а mason or поt, bul my 
fathcr always rcgarded the wlюlc busi11css as an indication thnt 
even the Brotherhood could Ьс outwitted 011 occasi<m~. 

As evidence agaiшit Freemasonry, this account is 
difficult to assess. Sccptics would strcss th11t thc alleged 
incidents took place more than fit'ty years ago. might have 
been much exaggeratcd in the original telling and are 
recollected here Ьу а son who migl1t Ье !ipicing up his 
father's account. No documents have survived and we have 
по proof the 'villains' were Masons. А lawyer would 
dismiss it all as 'triple hearsay'. However, lvor Morrish is а 
respected author of numerous teaching textbooks and а 
lifelong educationalist. Не is unlikely to have invcnted so 
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much delail. His father was а man of unquestioned 
integrity. an outstanding instructor, and deeply trusted Ьу 
Lord Trenchard who was this century's greatest police 
reformer. As such, Reg Morrish's perceptions of Free­
masonry should not Ье lightly discarded. What is more, 
they marry only too convincingly with the incontrovertiЫe 
evidence revealed when scores of corтupt detectives were 
investigated in the r97os. Тhе full s1ory of Metropoli1ao 
Police coпuption at the time is told in The Fall о/ Scotland 
Yard, а book which 1 co-authored in 1977 with Barry Сох 
and John Shirley. 4 Here 1 isolate the Masonic aspects of the 
scandal. 

Jn 1977 lhree Old Bailey lrials revealed the tip of an 
iceЬerg of oorruption in London 's CID. Thirteen detectives 
were jailed, including two commanders, one chief super­
intendent and fivc inspectors. In the course of the investi­
gation it emerged that most wcre Freemasons. The 
probaЫlity is that they were all 'on 1he square'. 

One trial focused on the Flying Squad, once legendary 
for its detective brilliance but now notorious for having а 
commander. Ken Drury, who was 'on the take' (cash, gifts, 
entertainments and holidays) from а professional criminal 
and pornographer, Jimmy Humphreys. The other trials 
revolved around thc OЬsc:ene PuЫications Squad. It 
emerged that Craft membership was а prerequisite for any 
detective who wanted а share of the rich pickings to Ье 
extorted from London 's profiteering pomographers. 

The 'Porn Squad' was at that time а unit within the CID's 
central office, known as С 1. Getting into 1his team was а 
prestigjous step up for any detective, but selection was 
largely in the gift of the С 1 commander or the super­
intendent heading the squad. From 1964 until 1972 its 
tminence grise was Det. Chief Supt. ВШ Moody who has а 
unique claim to infamy in tbe history of Scotland Yard. 
While heading one of the blggest-ever investigations into 
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police corruption he was simultaneously collectins huge 
111 ihcs from the dirty booksellers of Sobo, London's 
1н1torious vice district. 

Moody's extraordinary douЫe life is revealed in ТМ Fall 
о/ Scotland Yard. The essential details are that in 1977 he 
wш; convicted of conspiring to take money from porno­
~raphers over an eight-year period. Moody was convicted 
rin sample charges, one of which involved а paymeпt of 
[14,000. Тhе trial showed that forsome years he had Ьсеп 
rocketing annual kickbocks worth Цо,ооо. His pay-off at 
1he Old Bailey was twelve years' imprisonment. 
ВШ Moody was an ardcnr Freemason, so ardent that he 

look some of his pomographer friends to his Masuпic 

~atherings. One was Ron 'the Dustman' Davey whom he had 
met at another pomographer's blrthday party in Tradcr Vic's 
Restaurant in the Hilton Hotel. ln 1975 Davey was 
questioned Ьу officers who had Ьееп appoiпted to investigale 
the pom squad"s roпuption. Не told them he came to kпow 
Det. Sgt Cyril Jones (later sentenced to seven ycars in jail) 
through Moody's Masonic functio1is. 

1 have Ьееn to numerous or thesc and in fact DШ introduced me 
i1110 his lodge. [t has been put to me that 1 Ьouked а coach on 1he 
followingdates-6.11.fМ)toDerry andToms( юреорlе); 17.11.69 
10 Тор Rank Suite. Croydon ( 12 peuple); 25.9.71 Regent Street. 
All were masonic funclions ;Н which 1 was а guesl. Normally 
present were Bill Moody, Cyril Jones, 1 other police officers 
[ whom Davey names] and our wives. I am quite sure there wc:re 
many more outings. 

It was part of Bi11 Moody's discredited defence that he 
had no idea Ron Davey was а pornogп1.pher. lf so, he had 
overlooked Ron's conviction and six-month jail term in 
196о for puЫishing 744 improper photographs of men and 
105 of women. This fact was availaЫe to Moody not simply 
as head of the Obscene PuЫications Squad; he would have 
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read aЬout it in the News о/ the World, for tbe newspaper 
had revealed how Davey was aпested in his darkroom with 
2,486 dirty photographs. At another of his premises, police 
discovered 15,000 pornographic negatives and 15,000 

snaps. Ron 's home was ап Aladdin 's cave of naked lads. As 
the magistrate packed him off to prison, he told Davey he 
did not suppose anyone had ever before seen 'such а vast 
volume of absolute filth'. 

Davey had been а pornographer for three years, after 
eight years working as а dustman. In 1975 when giving 
evidence against ВШ Moody, he described himself as а 
'maintenance engineer'. 1 have been uпаЫе to discover 
which of these three occupations he disclosed when apply­
ing for membership of the Craft. 

Masonic activities in the dirty book trade went far 
beyond coach parties of pornographers, policemen and 
their wives living it up оп the town. When Scotland Yard's 
anti-corruption squad went digging into the pom squad's 
later years, all sorts of Masonic connections emerged. 
One prosecution witness was Frank R. Andrews, who 
spent three years in the porn squad as а detective 
constaЫe. When Moody recruited him in 1965, he already 
knew that everybody posted there immediately bought 
new cars or expensive houses. In short, he said, they 
'sprouted wealth'. 

Andrews was introduced to the system Ьу another 
witness, О.С. Ernie Culver, himself later convicted of а 
cheque fraud. Culver explained how briЬe moneys were 
shared out. Andrews recalled опе chat with him aЬout а 
forthcoming Masonic Ladies' Night. 

Не said words to the effe{:t, 'Have you got enough money for 
the new dress for your wife?' 1 indicated that 1 didn't want any 
help but he then handed me а brown envelope and said, 'Put that 
towards the cost of а new dress for your wife.' I did not want the 
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111oney and decided to ditch it in а nearby waste-paper Ыn. We 
altcnded the ladies' evening as planned. Bill Moody was there 
with his wife and another sergeant. 

Another convicted officer was Leslie Alton, а detective 
inspector and а Mason. Не instructed Andrews to collect 
the weekly bribes in packets from pornographers, then 
share it out among the other officers. Andrews had known 
Alton as а friend for many years and tried to keep an еуе on 
him when he got drunk. 

On one occasion he got drunk and said, 'Come оп, let's take а 
walk around the West End.' 1 was full of trepidation. Не walked 
into а Ьookshop with me and said in а loud voice, '1 am detective 
inspector Alton of New Scotland Yard. How much have you 
taken today?' Не then went to the cash register, opened it and 
started checking the proceeds. 1 was embarrassed and left him in 
thc shop. When hc came out he said words to the effect, 
'Discipline. That's what these people need: discipline!' 

Andrews assumed that, on past form, Alton must have 
stuck his hand in the till and grabbed а fistful of notes. They 
Ьoth left the squad in 1968 but from 1970 to 1972 its 
overlord was Commander Wally Virgo who, 1 understand, 
was also а Freemason. Originally jailed for twelve years for 
corruption, Virgo was Iater freed Ьccausc the appeal court 
felt the judge's summing-up had been unduly hostile. 

Under Virgo the porn squad was almost entirely 
Masonic. When one brother. Detective Inspector Anthony 
Kilkerr, Ьесаmе а prosecution witness his colleagues came 
up with а disarming explanation for the !20 in porno­
graphers' pay-off money they had stuck in his desk drawer 
each week. Those crisp fivers were not the fruits of 
coпuption·, one suspect told an investigator, but whip­
rounds to help Kilkerr рау his Masonic initiation fees. This 
was а lie, of course, but the choice of lie was revealing. 

Because Кilkerr would not take the money (he threw it 
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away or left it in his desk), he was suspected of being а 'spy 
in the camp'. Нis 'Mr Clean' image so upset another 
detective named Peter Fisher that he told Кilkerr not to 
open his mouth because he was now 'involved' himself and 
would go down with the rest of them. If they were aU 
caught, Fisher added, they 'cou\d form а football team on 
the Isle of Wight'. This was а reference to the island's two 
high-security jails. but in the late 197os convicted detect­
ives were sent to оре11 prisons in such large numbers that 
they could have formed their own Masonic lodges. 

The porn and Flying Squad invcstigations were part of а 
massive anti-corruption drive Ьу Sir Robert Mark. Soon 
after he became Commissioner in 1972 he sct up а squad 
knovm as А 10 to 'rubber-heel' thc entire force. Ву the time 
he retircd five years later, А ro had forced the dismissal or 
resignation of nearly 500 offk:ers: 100 а year. The old 
regiшc had oustcd ап avcrage ut' just sixtcen. Most of the 
mеп sacked under Mark were dctectives. among whom the 
concentration of Freemasons was far greater than among 
uпiformed men. There is по way of finding out exactly how 
many were Masons, partly because Scotland Yard has 
пever divulged the namcs of all 500. 
То combat corruption Mark in1posed the most thorough 

reform of the CID for а hundred ycars. ln August 1975 he 
shuffted 300 detectives around London. in an attempt to 
break the dangerous custom of leaving them in опе area for 
so many years that they tended to develop а corrupt 
intimacy with local criminals. In 1976 he infticted an even 
less welcome reform: systematic interchange Ьetween 
detective and uniformed branches. No detective could 
expect much promotion unless he served in uniform for 
sevcral years. This was devised not gratuitously to humШ­
ate the plain-clothes men, but to destroy the closed 
mentality and corrupt traditions of the 'firm in а firm'. 
То what extent was this 'firrn in а firm' Masonic? That 
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1 •l1rase was immortalized Ьу Detective Sergeant John 
'iymonds оп а surreptitious tape-recording made Ьу two 
l'imes reporters in 1969. The tape appeared to support the 
.-laims of а smaH-time thief that Symonds was extorting 
"mall sums of money from him. Symonds was suspended 
and charged, but he fled abroad in 1972 after а threat 
tlisguised as а tip-off from the Mason in charge of his 
imminent trial. Тhis was Det. Chief Supt. Bill Moody who, 
while taking huge kickbacks from pornographers, had been 
appointed Ьу Scotland Yard to investigate the Тime.~·s 

allegations of relatively modest graft against lower-ranking 
t.letectives. Sevcn years later Symonds returned to give 
himself up. Нс was tried, convicted and given а two-year 
jail sentence. However he continues to proclaim his 
innocence, alleging (with justification) that he was offered 
up as а rilual sacrifice Ьу corrupt шеn runniпg the CID at 
that tiшe, notaЫy Bill Moody. 
Оп the tape Symonds was alleged to have said: 

Don't forgel always 10 let mc know straight away if you need 
anything Ьecause 1 know people everywhere. Веашsе Гm in а 
little firm in а firm. Don't matter where. anywhere iп Lопdоп, 1 
сап get оп the phone to someoпe 1 know 1 сап trust, that talks the 
same as me. Апd if he's поt the right pcrsoп that сап do it, he'l\ 
know the per.юn that сап. All right'! ... That's thc thiпg, апd it 
сап work - well. it's worked for years, hasп't it? 

Symonds was а Freemason, and his 'firm in а firm' was 
essentially Masonic. Freemasonry was the security Ыanket 
- the ultimate in con1forters-for а network of crooked cops 
throughout the metropolis. Their fraternal bonds re­
assured them that they could rely оп each other's absolute 
discretion. Оп that basis the 'firm in а firm' provided 
whatever service was required. lt cou\d get criminal 
charges dropped against the guilty or ensure their acquittal. 
lt could secure the conviction of men who did not рау 
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bribes or who got in the way of Ьigger fish who were paying. 
It could protect bribe-paying gangs Ьу preventing their 
detection. It could even supply the direct participation of 
sqme policemen in serious crimes such as robЬery. This 
standing conspiracy had several protective layers or shells. 
First, everyone in it was а policeman. Second, they were all 
detcctives. Third, they were all corrupt. Fourth, most were 
Freemasons. 

Within this carapace crooked cops could get away, if not 
with murder, then with almost everything else. There was 
the classic case of Det. Sgt Harry Challenor, а West End 
Central officcr who planted knives, hatchets and iron bars 
оп dozens of innocent citizens. Ов one occasion he evcn 
'found' detonators for explosives. His undoing came in 
1963 wheп he frarned а cluster of young mеп who had been 
dernonstrating agaiпst а visit Ьу Queen f'rederika of 
Greece. Не claiшed that pieces of brick hatl been found in 
their pockets. presumaЫy to throw at the Queen or at the 
policerncn guarding her hotel. The accuseti were all 
cleared, eventually, because по brick dust could Ье traced 
in their pockets. Challenor himself was now put on trial for 
conspiring to pervert the coursc of jt1sticc. Thrce young 
constaЫcs who worked with him wcrc convicted and jailed 
for three years, but Challenor was found unfit to plead and 
detained in а шental hospital at Her Majesty's pleasure. 

According to а psychiatrist, he 1ш1st have been 'very mad 
indeed' - clinically insane - for over а year. 5 Yet 
throughout this time his collcagues were apparently 
unaware of his lunacy. It had passed unnoticed while, with 
фeir connivance, he planted offensive weapons оп at least 
twenty-six men. These same officers could not see he was 
crazy even as they held down some of his victims so he 
could beat them up with unimpeded brutality. 

Harry Challenor was а Freemason. So werc several of his 
very close CID colleagues. So, too, was one recently 
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1 etired high-ranking London detective who told me how in 
t lн: i 96os he was appalled Ьу the way other policemen used 
10 cxploit the Craft. 

1 became а Mason at the suggestion of an officer who is now а 
tlcputy assistant commissioner. Не wanted me to join his Jodge 
lщt most of the members weren't policemen. Indeed he asked а 
rюn-policemaп to propose me, so that other mcmbers did not 
1hink the police were trying to take over the lodge, as sometimes 
l1appeпs. 

Т sооп realized that not all police Masoпs wcre as hoпouraЫe as 
my sponsor. At thc time [ was а junior detective in Scotland Yard. 
One day а seпior colle<1gue came in crowiпg that he had been 
selected for а place оп the iпtermediate commaпd course at 
Bramsllill. 1 was taken alJack апd asked liim Iюw lie did it. 
Не said. ·11 cost me .{3сю. 1 put it about in the right place.' 
'You mean you bribed someoпe?' 
·No. 1 took out "Х" f а CommanderJ for а few lunches and 

invited him алd his wifc to п1у lodge ladics' пiglit. 1 bought l1er а 
Iittle present. paid for the n1eal алd the drinks. And what do you 
know? I"m off to Bramshill ncxt month!' 
Не then told mc that he'd гealized thc <.:onшian<ler could gct 

апуоnе frшn oi11· sчuad оп tl1e course. Witlюut his recommen<l­
atioп you clidn't sta11d а chance. Now the Cummander clearly 
\vasп't someonc you could l1ung fifty quid ог take to а пigl1tclub 
and get laid. You couldп't bribe or compromise I1im because t1c 
wщ; straight. However. he was also naive so it was fairly easy to 
buy your way into his good \юoks Ьу luпching him or inviting him 
and his lady to your ;11шual lodgc sl1inllig. Не rnay have guessed 
what was in my colleague ·~ mir1d but, cven so, he felt аЫс to 
accept as а fraterлal Masonic gesture what in any other circum­
stances would have constitнted an 'inducement". You appreciate 
that а non-Mason would have по such opportunity. 
Му colleague was exceptionally unpleasant: а real crawler. 

Tr:шsparently obse4t1ious, he'd do anything to get on. Most 
Masons are all right. so it would Ье uпfair to dainn them all 
Ьecause of him, but I have seen how such men 1nanipulate 
Masonic connections to perpetrate acts of evil. 

Some years earlier this same man worked on the same team as 
me. Не found two villains in possession of stolen goods. They 
offered him а substantial bribe and he devised а way to get them 
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out or trouЫe. Тwо fall guys were to Ье arrested and charged in 
their plac:e. Не went on holiday and our govemor, а chier 
inspector, pU1 me temporarily in charge orlhe c:ase. However, at 
this stage [ knew nothing of the crooked deaJings which had 
already taken place. 

J soon had to attend c:oun Ьec:ause two men who had Ьееn 
charged with the crime were Ьeing remanded in custody. At the 
coun one of them came up to те and said, 'You needn't think 
we're going to prison to save 1he skin of your Masonic friend' -
meaning my police colleague. I asked him what he meant. апd he 
co11vinced me that they l1ad Ьoth Ьееn framed so the two villains 
who had committed the crime could get off. 
Му colleague always used Masonic phrases when ~peaking to 

a11yone. Не would ask p«iple wbether they were 'taught to Ье 
cautious', ·regular allendc~·, 'on the levcl' and the likc. These 
two prisoners were not stupid and they knew from his talk that Ье 
wa..; 'оп the square'. even thnugh tbey wcre not. 

1 was in а quandary. 1 had not lxen involved iп the arresls and 1 
did поt wish to see thc wrong men go to jail. 1 went back to 
Scotland Yard апd reported 1he affair to а senior offi.cer: а 
detectivc superintendent who was also а Mason апd whom 1 
trusted 10 sort it Qut. WJ1en my colleague came back from holiday 
he admitted 101he superintendent thal he had framed the two men 
оп !'IChaJf of his villainous friends, and that he had takcn а bribe. 
Thc superintendent was wild, but mycolleague appealed to him 115 
u brother for help. 

1 dreaded what might now happen. Would my colleague Ье put 
on trial forcorтuption? Wo.ild 1 Ье fitted up for Ьetг.tying him? Or 
would the trial go ahead, with the defendanls !'.qUealing in open 
court that they had been thc victims of а frame-up? 
То my relief at the time, the matter was soned out - but iп ап 

extraordinary way. The defendants were given а Masonic solicitor 
whose brother wa~ а barri5ter. The solicitor pe~uaded them to 
plead guilty to the crime which they had not committed. The 
barrister then did а deal with the judge who 1et them off with а 
suspended sentencc and а fine. That fine and all their legal fecs 
were paid Ьу the villains who had committed the crime! No action 
was taken agains1 the cтooked officer, but 1 was moved to another 
job Ьecause he said h~ could not work оп the same team as me! 

1 asked this fonner detective why he had done nothing 
aЬout this gross perversion of justice апd why, twenty years 
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l;11t:r, he was still not prepared to Ье named in this account. 

1 cannot go puЫic even now Ьecause, although 1 was only the 
111nior officer, 1 was implicated in the conspiracy as deeply as 
:шуоnе. 1 had Ьееn involved in а trial when 1wo men plcadcd 
1tuilty to crimes which, 1 knew al the timc, they bad not 
t"11mmitted. The rest of tbe team were as angry as I at our 
пilleague's actions. 1Ъеу were equally innocent of any criminal· 
i1y, but we all became 'guilty' Ьу being caught up in the web of 
protection woven around а crooked Masonic brother who had 
appealed for help. 
RememЬer! This happencd in the 1960s when many detectives 

were Ьent. 1 bad reponed this matteron« and the powers.that-Ьe 
had made their decision. If 1 had opened my mouth again /mighl 
have ended up оп trial оп my own admissions, not the v:illain who 
put me into this mess. Besides. my only evidence against him was 
lhe word of the two defendants who later pleaded guilty and were 
paidoff. 

Му informan1 has told me this crooked Masoп's name. 
but 1 cannot nan1e him for legal reasons. То Ье fair to 
Freemasonry, however, these horror stories have to Ье 
weighed against the fact that in the Porn Squad trials of 
1977, threc Crown witnesses (Kilkerr, Andrews and 
Culver) werc themselves 'оп the square'. When it came to 
the crunch they were ready to tell the truth, even though it 
would send their Masonic hrothers to jail. 

Similarly. the officer who spearheaded Scotland Yard's 
anti-corruption drive in the 197os, Deputy Assistant 
Commissioner Gilbert Kelland, was а Freemason. At his 
right hand was another Mason, DAC Ron Steventon, later 
head of А 10. Neither spared their brethren from the anti­
corruption knife. This сап Ье explained partly Ьу the 
existence of two distinct Masonic traditions in the Metro­
politan Police at that time. Gilbert Kelland, for example, 
had spent the first twenty·five years of his service in 
uniform. Не was not а 'career detective' and he never 
allowed his Freemasonry to intrude into, or overlap with, 
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his police work. In contrast Freemasonry in much of the 
CID had Ьесоmе а cover for crookery and corruption. 

Towering аЬоvе all such distinctions, however, is the fact 
that по major corruption trials would have taken place at 
all if it had not been for the heroic if much-hated figure of 
Robert Mark, who was neither а detective nor а Free­
mason. Jt was Магk who created the climate in which. for 
the tirst time in а century, corruption - Masonic от 
otherwise - was по longer fashionaЫe among London 
detectives. lt was he who gave Kelland апd Steventon 
orders to clean up the CID. 

Jt would Ьс difficult ю argue that Freemasonry had much 
Ьencficial еПесt оп the Metropolitan CID between 1877 
зпd 1977. Yet in the years since Brother Moody and his 
clan were purged, the Craft's reputa1ion iп the force has 
sunk even lower. This is partly because Masonic abuse in 
the 197os propelled many honest and honouraЫe police­
men out of the Craft. Опе such man now holds а very high 
rank in Scotland Yard. 

ln the 19705 the old CID pom squad wa~so corrupt it had to Ье 
disbanded. 1 was assigned to the unifonn squad which replaced it. 
Wc used to raid one dirty Ъookshop after ano1her but. whenever 1 
lried to fix а fonnal inlerview da!e with lhe shop owners, lhcy 
would pull OUI their diaries and say pointedly. 'Sorтy, 1 can't make 
Tuesday. lt's my lodge night, you understand.' 

They automatically a...,.;umed I was а Mason, which was nol 
surprising since the crookcd detectives we had replaced were all 
Masons. Ву let1ing me know they were 'оп the square' the 
pomographer5 clearly eжpected me to drop my inquiries. Of 
course, the Masonic fix had Ьееn goingon forso many years they 
had every expectation il would soon Ье 'business as usual'. 1 was 
sO disgusted that 1 resigned from my \odge. 

Another Yard officer 11lso quit the Craft aЬout this time. 
Не is now ranked just below chief constaЫe in another 
force: 
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1 joined my lodge just after 1 had Ьесоmе а sergeant. 1 went 
;ilong for а year and met some splendid people. 1 confess it struck 
me as а wonderful thing for а policeman's career, but my career 
was going splendidly anyway. The lodge meetings were very 
horing - the most infernally Ьoring thing 1 have ever Ьееn 
involved in. Also, my job as а detective was takingsuch long and 
irrcgular hours that 1 could not get along each week to my Jodge of 
instruction. And when 1 was free 1 prefeпed to spend time witb 
my wife and children. 

For me the crunch came wben we raided а notorious West End 
nightclub where the hostesses were real\y prostitutes. 1 was aЬout 
to charge the owners witb living off immoral camings when they 
appealed 10 me 'оп the square·. They were my brother Masons 
and expected me to let them off. 1 ignored the approach and went 
ahead and charged them. When the case came up at thc Old 
Bailey they wcre ucquitted. 1 was appalled, but I don't think the 
ro11en verdict had anything to do with Freemasonry. 

Unfortunately, not even Scotland Yard's 'rubЬer-heel 
mob' - А 10 - was immune from Masonic manipulation. 
For many years 1 have known а London solicitor who is а 
Mason. In the llflUS he had а client who was also а Mason. 
Оп his behalf the solicitor made а complaint to А 10 
alleging serious criminal misconduct Ьу а de1ective. ln due 
course an А 10 officer was appointed to investigate. Не 
assured the solicitor that he had never met the detectivc 
under investigation, and that he would pursue the inquiry 
with the urmost zeal. Taught to Ье cautious, however, the 
solicitor used his Masonic connections to discover more 
about the А 10 investigalor. 

То my horror I discovered hc was in the same Jodge as the 
suspect detective. 1 promptly made another complaint to А 10 
53ying these men knew each other and chat, in the circumstances, 
tbey should appoint another investigator, No1hing of the kind! 1 
received а curt reply saying lhe two men did not know each other 
and 1 was mistaken. But 1 had documentation 10 prove lhey had 
Ьoth Ьееn masters of the same lodge, and must have known each 
other very well indeed. 
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1 immediately told my client aЬout this connection and А 1o·s 
response. Не was astonishingly philosophica\. Не said the investi­
gation was now cenain to Ье а whitewash, for no Mason would 
ever bring criminal charges against а brothcr Mason in thc same 
lodge. 1 wantcd to have а go at А 10 and produce my conclusive 
Masonic evidence, Ь1.11 my client insis1ed on dropping the 
complain1! Wha1could1do?1 was ac1ing on instructions. 

At this time А 10 may have Ьееn going through tee1hing 
proЫems. No such excuse oould Ье made for the Com­
plaints Jnvestiga1ion Bureau, CIB2, which replaced А 10 in 
the lttte 197us. There are many potcntial contlicts of 
in1erest when one policeman invcstigates another. One of 
these is f"reemasonry and CIB 2 must always Ье aware that 
hidden Masonic connections might contaminate the fair 
invcstigation of complaints. Jn its short existence CIB 2 has 
had enough Masons among itschiefs 10 Ье aware ofthe very 
~lюrt odds that а Mason could Ье given the job of 
investigating one of his Masonic brotheп;. Iп 1979 CIB2 
was heuded Ьу Commander John Cass. Two years later 
Commandcr А. W. Lampard was in charge. In 1979 CJ В 2 's 
allied disciplinary leam k110wn as CIB3 was headed Ьу 
Chi~f Supt. WШiюn Gibson. Two years la1er he was 
succeeded Ьу Malcolm А. Ferguson. Later still, Kenneth 
Churchill-Coleman took over. When the Manor of St 
Jamcs's Lodge list leaked out in 1986 who should Ье оп it 
but Cass, Lampard, GiЬson, Ferguson and Churchill­
Coleman. 

Perhaps all thesc men would pursue any complaint laid 
against а Masonic co\league with cvcn greater dedication 
than one agains1 а non-Mason, if only to prove that 
Masonic loyalties would not get in their way. But where 
Would <1 memЬer of the Manor of St James's Lodge stand if 
he were told 10 investigate another memЬer? With some 
fifty serving officers in the lodge. this may very likely 
happen (if it has not happened already). ldeally, the 
invesligator would refuse the job and suggest а non·Mason 
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1111 it inslead. Heaven help Freemasonry if the puЫic ever 
t1nd out that а policeman under investigation Ьelongs 10 the 
"ame lodge as his investigator! 
А policeman who recently retired from Hampshire 

( ·onstabulary wrote to me expressing his concern: 

А detective 1 knew was а practising mason and had Ьесn master 
11r his lodge. Не made no sccrcl of the racl and always wore а 
шшюniс ring, tie and cufflinks. This man was, 10 say 1Ье leasl, 
1111scrupulous iп his methods and i1 was well known in the Jegal 
profc!>:iion 1hat he 'doclored' his cvidence in C('lurt. This wa.<t. 
~·onfirmed to ше Ьу а barrister. This o[ficer was the subject of 
~veral internal di5cipJine inq11iries but always appeared 10 esca.pe 
prosecution. Senior officers seemed 10 Ье arraid of him and 1 
always felt 1his was Ьecause of infJucn1ial people he moved witl1 
~ocially. 

These days internal discipliпe and anti-corruption units 
nccd to Ье seen to Ьс above repronch and suspicion, 
otherwise al\ sorts of lobЬies and prc.-.sure groups (not just 
disorganized anti-Masons) will cry 'Whitewash!' IП. 1987 
Scotland Yard's self-cleansing squad was put to the test 
again as anothcr 'Masonic' corruption scandal broke. 

Early one morning in July 1987 Detective ConstaЫe 
Alan Holmes shot himself dead in bls back garden. Eight 
months later а coroner's jury confirmed that he had 
committed suicide, but it did not have to suy why. The 
answer lies in а tangle of pcrsonal and work proЫems 
complicated Ьу Holmes's Masonic bonds - not that Free­
masonry was mentioned 11t 11ny point during the inquest. 

'Тaffy' Holmes was а stocky t5-stone, broken~nosed. 
rugby-playing Welshman who drank to ехсе1». Не had а 
wife and children. Не also had а mistre1». Не w11s totally 
devoted to the Metropolitan Police in which he had served 
ror twenty-six years. At work Ье was gregarious, convivial 
and he would do anything for а friend. At 1he inquest one 
colleague said Taffy Ьelieved 'а proЫem shared is а 
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proЫem solved'. Another officer felt he had 'misguided 
loyalties'. His perceptive father-in-law explained bow it 
'seemed essential to Alan that he shouJd Ье liked Ьу 
everybody'. 

ln the days before he died Holmes was under great 
pressure from the anti-corruption squad, CIB 2, which was 
investigating alleged links between а detective commander 
and а man con\·icted of receiving some of the !26 mi\lion 
'Brinks-MAТ' gold bullion stolen in 1983. The receiver, 
Kenneth Noye, is also а Freemason; the commander may 
Ьс one too - but it seems unlikely that the two men have 
cvcrmct. Even so. СIВ 2 felt that Ho\mes (who worked on 
the Brinks-MAT robbery investigation) knew about such а 
relationship. СIВ 2 may have arranged for another officer 
to secretly tape-record Holmes as he gossiped about 
corrupt acts Ьу fellow-detectives. When Holmes learned 
about the alleged tape \1е was plunged iпto depression, 
partly because it seems tl1ese crooked officers were also 
Masons. Не felt 'set-up' and betrayed. At the inquest one 
colleague (hiшself under no cloud) explained how, five 
days before he dicd, Holmcs had returned very upset from 
an all-day grШing Ьу СIВ 2. Не talked about another officer 
whom he had considcrcd а friend but who had 'let him 
down and told lies about him ·. Не said he was going to kill 
that man and then kill himself. Thc collcagнe told the 
Coroner: ·не \Vas vcry upsct, but 1 didn't think he'd do it.' 

Holmes was douЫy appalled Ьу this alleged treachery 
Ьecause he had only just introduccd the •traitor' into his 
own Masonic lodge. The treachery was even greater 
Ьecause that year Taffy was Lodge Master. What aЬout the 
Five Points of Fellowship'!: 'Breast to breast, your lawful 
secrets when entrusted to me as such 1 will keep as my own.' 
Lawful or not, many brothers' secrets- Ho\mes's inc\uded 
- had been betrayed. 

At his funeral Taffy received full police honours. Deputy 
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( 'ommissioner John DelJow led dozens of Scotland Yard 
111ourners. Hotmes was eulogized as having •а face as hard 
as granite but а heart as soft and vulneraЫe as а buttertly'. 
Most of the eighty wreaths came from potice officers, 
~lations and squads, but several were sent openly Ьу 
1-'reemasons, including one large floral square-and­
compasses. Another Ьоrе the inscription: 'То our brave, 
wonderful and worshipf ul master who chose death rather 
lhan dishonour his friends and workmates.· 

Death шау Ье better than revealing one's own dis­
honour, but killing oneseif tu cover up for others is taking 
loyalty too far - even for а Maso11. In any case, what did 
Holmes krюw which could have dishonoured his friends 
and workmates? In а suicide note he told his wife, 'I loved 
the police and never ttid them un ouncc of harm', but might 
not his suicide bring more dishonour on the police than 
telling the truth ahout crooked collcagнes? 

Taffy Holmes was Master of Lodge по. 71 14. When I 
was first told this fact. 1 thought it might Ье part of а 
patter11. Lodge 7114 is anotl1er 'Manor' lodge: the Manor 
of Bensham. 1 wondered if thcre was а 'Manor' lodge for 
each of the twenty-three old divisions of the Metropolitan 
Police. Might they all Ье likc the St James's: jam-packed 
full of fuzz? With а hundrcd cops in cach, the full slate 
would Ьс 2,300. Furthcr researches uncovered ten more 
lodges in Greater London with 'Manor' in the title. but only 
three correspond with а Metropolitan Police district and 
попе of them is an all-police lodge. Even the Manor of 
Bensham recruits from all walks of life, but it does have а 
strong police connection. ln 1986 at least five members 
were past or present policemen, including retired Com­
mander Arthur Howard, QPM: once head of С I. Scotland 
Yard's chief detective branch. lt seems all these officers 
joined the Lodge while living in Croydon or serving in the 
local 'Z' District. 
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The full story behind the death of Bensham's Master may 
never emerge, but in March 1988 а report appeared in the 
News of the World saying he died for nothing. 6 It claimed 
another officer had told Holmes that а tape of his crooked 
colleagues' conversation existed when iп fact no such 
recording had been made. Taffy's shame at having in­
advertently betrayed his Masonic brethren was baseless. 
Whether or not that shame is what drove him to suicide, 
may the Great Architect have mercy оп his soul. 
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Master of the City 

ln June 1978 Detective Chief Superintendent John 
Simmonds - not to Ье confused with Detective Sergeant 
John Symonds who featured in the last chapter - departed 
1·rom the Metropolitan Police to take on the most exciting 
job in his career: head ofCID in the City of London Police. 
Не might not have had the stomach for the move had he 
known he would spend the next five years fighting а war on 
corruption, а war which would drive him out of Free­
masonry. 

The City Police lшs only 830 officers t>ut it is independent 
ot' thc 27 ,ooo-strong Metropolitan force around it. It 
polices the historic area of Roman Londinium, which today 
is exceedingly rich, full of banks a11d а monument to 
Mammon. It attracts bank-robЬel"$ and pay-roll snatchers. 
but also white-collar con-men and fraudsters Ьу thc 
hundred. То Ье its chief detective was а challenge 
Sintmonds greatly relished. 

Yet even :.is he took the job there was а proЫem of which 
his boss. Commissioner Peter Marshall, was already awarc. 
Mars/1all was another recruit from Scotland Yard, а 

Catholic and ccrtainly not а Mason. Togethcr the men 
tiiscerned а disturhing tradition in the City CID. It was 
'co!iy' and inb1·ed: the weak offspring of а tiny force which 
!1ad promoted from within for generatio11!i. Simmonds was 
worried that its defects might include graft and corruption. 
lndeed. corruption had Ьееn rife in the City CID for 
decades. Two years before Simmonds took over, it seemed 
to win control. The 'Square Mile' suffered three violent 
robberies, each executed with an impunity which indicated 
that the robbers had а prior deal with the police. ln Мау 
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1976 four gunmen stole !175,000 from the Fleet Street 
offices of the Daily E.xpress newspaper. Iп SeptemЬer 1977 
six men stole !:270,000 from Williams and Glyn's Bank in 
Birchin Lane. On the last day of Мау 1978 а security guard 
wasshot dead as he delivered !200,скю in wages to the Daily 
Mi.rror. Many mеп would Ье charged with these crimes, but 
попе would Ье coпvicted or jailed. 

Simmonds startcd his new job the day after the Mi"or 
robbery. То distance himself from the mеп he was now 
leading (and might have to iпvestigate) he made а 
resolution: he would поt get sucked iпto апу Masonic 
network withiп thc force. This was а sacrifice, for he was а 
regular Маsоп, поt jus1 iп his own lodge but in the social 
side of Scotland Yard Freemasonry as а wholc. Не well 
knew how the Craft had operated among Yard detectives. 
so he reaHzed that. as soon as he took over the City CID, 
he would Ье tested to see if he was 'one of the boys'. 

Masons rerognize each other not just Ьу their much­
ridiculed handshakes but Ьу all sorts of gestures and 
phrases - even Ьу the hours they keep. What othcr group 
о( men regularly quit work in mid-aftemoun carrying little 
cases, mumЫing ritual they have Ьееn trying to learn all 
week from little books they stuff in their pockets when­
ever they think someonc сап see them? Simmonds 
avoided all such traits, ignoring the Masonic signals 
dropped at апу opportunity Ьу the detectives under his 
authority. Не carried this act off so well that, after а few 
weeks, his staff reluctnntly concluded he was поt 'оп the 
square'. 
· Sooner or later Simmoпds's ploy was Ьound to соте 

unstuck. At а Masonic gathcring which he did not attcnd, 
а City detective called Philip CuthЬert struck up а 
conversation with а man who was поt а policemaп. Whcn 
he found out CuthЬert was in the City Police the man said, 
'ln that case, you must know my frieпd Johп Simmoпds.' 
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l'o CuthЬert's astonished disЬelief, the stranger then 
rcvealed that Simmonds too was а Mason. 

Next day CuthЬert popped into Simmonds's office and 
<;.;1id, 'You've Ьееn tellingporkies!' -Cockneyrhymingslang 
1·or lies (pork pies). Hechattered оп. spillingout invitationsto 
J1is lodge. to Ladies' Nights and other Craft gatherings. 
Simmonds swallowed hard, admitted he was 'оп the square' 
\)ut indicated he would prefer to keep his Freemasonry to 
t1imself. This way he hoped CuthЬert would take not offence 
but the hint lhat 'brotherly love' would not soften Sim­
monds's judgement over such matters as corruption. Philip 
CuthЬert misread these signals. Within hours Simmonds wu!> 
aware that many suhordinitlC:s wегс itctiпg much friendlicr 
towanJs Ыm. They seemed relaxcd, even relieved, now thcy 
knew the Ьoss was 'оп the level', а titblt CuthЬert had spread 
around the department in по time. 

Only а fewweeks later Cuthbert was in desperateneed of 
а Masonic shouldeг to cry оп. Out of nowheгe, in August 
1978, an inquiry had been set up to look into statements 
made Ьу criminal informers allegingcertain City detective!> 
wеге corrupt. Тор of the list was Chief lnspcctor Pbll 
Cuthbert. 

This was the origin of 'Operation Countryman', а 

massivc inquiry which at its hcight l1ad cighty provincial 
detcctives invcstigating their London cousins. lt was 
ordered Ьу Home Secretary Merlyn Rees who had 
11.c.cepted civil service advice that the alleged corruption 
went so deep and so high in Ьoth City апd Metropolitan 
forces that only non-London policemen could investigate 
them to the satisfaction of puЫic opinion. The job could 
поt Ье left to the City's own discipline procedures or to the 
Met's Complaints lnvestigation Bureau. lt was later 
alleged that Freemasonry was not only involved in the 
corтuption which Operation Countryman was invcsti­
gating. but had later caused its overall failure Ьу saЬotage. 
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То my knowledge, however, there was no Masonic 
saЬotage of Countryman. Certainly many а crooked 
detective under suspicion was а Mason, but so was the man 
heading the inquiry: Dorset's Chief ConstaЫe Arthur 
HamЫeton. His battle with Scotland Yard chiefs (Masons 
and non-Masons) over the direction and depth of the 
inquiry was fought so hard and so Ьitterly that clearly he 
never let Freemasonry or anything else weaken his deter­
mination to root out corruption. 1 As it happens. 
HamЫeton was well aware of the way in which non-police 
Masons sometimes try to pressure police colleagues. When 
he moved to Dorset to take up his appointment as Chief 
ConstaЫe, he refused to join а lodge in that county until 
198о - after he retired. 

Countryman secured its only convictions against police 
ot"tkers in 1982. when Phil Cuthbert was found guilty at the 
Old Bailey of taking up to f8o,ooo in briЬes to secure hail, 
overlook past convictions and not to gather evidence 
against eight men who had been charged _with the 1977 
Williams and Glyn's robbery. Не was sent ю prisun for 
three years, but back in 1978 he had no intcntion of going to 
jail and pulled every Masonic connection to obstruct the 
Countryman inquiry. One of them was his chief. John 
Simmonds. 

One day that Scptember Cuthbert asked Simmonds ifhe 
could have а quiet word 'оп the square'. Simmonds knew 
that this meant Cuthbert wanted to tell him something as 
between two Masons: in total confidence and ·off the 
record'. The senior officer said he would Ье willing to 
listen. and agreed to meet CuthЬert in а pub а few days 
later. As for the chat being 'on the square', Simmonds was 
not prepared to treat confidentially any criminal admission 
which Cuthbert might make in апу conversation - 'on the 
square' or not. Indeed, he took the precaution of notifying 
Commissioner Marshall of Cuthbert's approach. Marshall 
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notified Operation Countryman and together they decided 
Simmonds should go to the pub 'wired-up' to tape-record 
the encounter. 

Their three-hour conversation turned into а Cook 's Tour 
of London crime, corruption and Freemasonry- oiled Ьу 
Ьооzе and laced with obscenities. Irnmortalized оп tape 
were choice remarks from а man who was oncc Britain 's 
youngest inspector but who had embraced witl1 enthusiasш 
the appalling standards of many London detectives in the 
11)боs and 197os. Не was holding Masonic court with а pair 
of legal friends when Simmor1ds arrivcd at thc rcndezvous 
and the recording Ьegnn. 

'lt's my Ladies' Night, Saturday,' said Cuthbert who was 
reigning Master of his lo<lge, the Waterloo (no. 3475). 

1RVING SНINF.. {а solicitor's managing clerk): Норе you've got а 
пiсе disco now, 1 don't wa11t any more fights. 
сuтнвЕRТ: l'm paying. I'm evcn trcating you to your own 
ticket ... 
rлu1. oлv1s (а solicitor): Thaok you. 
сuтнвЕкт: . . . iшd Laur<1 's ticket but you сап buy your own 
fucking booze. 
oлv1s: Bollocks. 

ruтнвЕRт: Vcry short, quick speecl1es. I'm making one. 

oлv1s: 1 must Ье seventy Ьу the time 1 get the chair. [Become 
Master.] 
сuтнвЕRТ: Serves you right - you got to lear11 the words, see! 
[Memorize the ritual.] 

сuшвЕRТ: I just want to say thank you vcry much for coming. 
s1ммoNDS: Well, по. 1 think it's right that 1 should Ье here. 
сuтнвЕRт: Мау 1 just say, you are the first Chief Superintendent 
that has worked with me for а number of years that would have 
done it. and thanks very much, but I've got nothing to fear 
honestly, по fucking way, governor. 

Cuthbert was especially revealing aЬout 'one of the 
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greatest unhung villains', а senior officer whom 1 shaJI c.all 
Ьу the pseudonym 'Georgie': 

сuтнвЕRТ: Georg.ie did the Daily Ехрги$ job, governor, and I 
know what Georgie copped on the Doily Exprts$ job off 
Chadwick. I know only it doesn't ma11er, 1 mean, you're new 
on 1he finn, i1 doesn't maner but 1 know what he did and 1 know 
who got it for him. I know who took it 10 him and 1 know what he 
give 1hem Ьасk. • 

SIMMONOS: Well how mucli are we 1alking aЬout on lhe Express 
job? 

~ВЕRТ: Twenty grand (!10,000]. 
s1мм0Nos: You told me !300 the other day. 

~~~НВЕRТ: One of the sergeants got !300. That was hisshare out of 
lhe twenty g111nd, ;ind he got tbe fuc.king hump 'Nith il, tbought 
it was а liЬerty. 

(elsewhereJ That was а Georgie job and he's а grcedy bastard, 
always has Ьееп. 

Of anothcr criminal investigation: 

cUТНBf.RT: А lot of money changed hands, govemor, it's 
happened in the Met, it's happened intheCity, it's happenedin 
the counties, it has happened for years and years. The job is 
differenl now. 1 don't do fucking things like tha1. J'm not saying 
someЬody doesn't get а blt of bail and а drink goes in. Fuck it. 
That will always happen, you will never stop it, bul we don't let 
fucking robbers go for money. I've never let robЬers go for 
money in my life. I never would. And if anyЬody has, il's not 
down to me. 

CuthЬert also alleged that Georgje had 'had а drink' (а 
briЬe) over the Williams and Glyn'srobЬery, even though 
he was working оп the Regional Crime Squad at the time 
and had no direct role in the investigation. 
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!'il'.tMONDS: Well, how c:an he have а drink out of il when he is on 
1he Regional? 

t'UТН81!RТ: Because he was Georgie and Ьecause he work.cd with 
all or us. and, you know, he was in а posilion of power up thcre 
оп the rucking Regional Cгime Squad and covered things, sвme 
as all 1he Ыokes оп the RobЬery Squad had а drink out of it, 
going гight up to the fucking top ofthe tree. all fucking sJagging 
us off, it was а silly drink, wasn't а Ьig drink, silly drink. 

:-.1ммоND.!;: Yer. well, why is it people pul you. 
("UТНВtсkТ: They're putting me in as а bad man Ьecause 1 did the 

fucking bublness, tha1's why, 'cause 1 had to go and du, see the 
people. 1 never met any of the villains, nobody like that. I was 
fucking askcd to do it ... Ьу а senior offic<r. 

Of the briЬe over Williams and Glyn's: 

stMMOfllDS: What аЬоu1 sluries uf Ьetween sixly and ninety grand? 
сuтнвЕат: Governor. ;а [OI of Ьollocks. Well. as far as 1 know, а lot 

of Ьollocks ... 1 didn't do fuck all. All I did was go and mcct а 
couple of g11ys and took an envelopc ... lf somebody's fucking 
had it, 1 don'I know аЬо111 it. 

:-;1~~0N1>S: Nu, nu. llut whcn pcoplc turn round to mc and say it\ 
.. !iix1y grar1d 

CUТНl'IF.RT: Evi:rybl1dy 011 the lncidt.:11! Roum l1ad а drink. 
everyЬody. We'rt: 1alking about 5os, honestly. А !>Орру drink 
for nu1hing. 'Cos tbey grafted and knocked themselves out . 
all tl11: fucki11g cvidcncc wt: н:ivc was Ьеn!. 

Cuthbert h<td 3\so scrvcd with the Robbery Squad at 
Sco1land Yard and said he knew the system was eкactly the 
same over therc. Нс claimed hc had given insurance 
reward money to У ard cnmmanders who took their share 
and then handed the rcst to assistant commissioners, 'the 
fucking top of the tree'. Simmonds gently responded, 'Yer, 
well, things are slightly different today, Phil.' 

lп due coursc Simmonds's 1аре ensured CuthЬert and 
anotherofficer were convicted and jailed. The tape was not 
the only evidence. Тhere was also testimony from а junior 
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officer who said Cuthbert had paid him bribes over the 
Williams апd Glyn's robbery and also from an underworld 
figure who had given Cuthbert that money оп behalf of mеп 
arrested for the crime. However, it was the tape-recording 
which finished Cuthbert Ьecause it amouпted to а con­
fessioп that he had participated iп corruption not only over 
these robberies but contiпually iп his fifteeп-year detective 
career. 

What is the Masonic sigпificance of the Simmonds­
Cuthbert affair? For а start, it proves that а Mason may 
make еvеп the most self-incriminating confession to 
another Mason on the assumption that the confessor's lips 
are scaled as surely as а Catholic priest's. Second, it shows 
that Freemasonry in the City Police at this timc went hand 
in hand with corruption. and proves yet agaiп that Masonry 
rarcly clevates the conduct of its members аЬоvе the norm. 
If anythiпg, it debases that norm even further. Third, 
before he went to meet Cuthbert, Simmonds had decided 
that his duty as а citizen and а policeman over-rode thc 
prir1ciple of Masonic шutual aid. The Third Degree 
Ohligation supports his judgement, for it states that the 
bonds of secrecy do not apply to 'murder, treason, felony 
and all other offences contrary to the laws of God and the 
ordinances of the realm'. 

Simmonds's integrity shouJd therefore have Ьееп 

applauded Ьу all Masons. This did not happen. Far from 
receiving fraternal congratulations, he was ostracized and 
sent to the Masonic equivalent of Coveпtry. Many Masons 
felt that Worshipful Brother Cuthbert had come to him in 
desperatioп but that Brother Simmonds Ьeguiled him into 
а false sense of trust in order to betray him. As soon as it 
was known in police circles that Simmoпds had let Cuthbert 
hang himself оп his оwп words, fraternal warmth evapor­
ated. Не was shunned at Masonic fuoctioпs, cold· 
shouldered at normally coпvivial Craft gatherings and 
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hoycotted Ьу some brother officers who, only wceks 
before, had treated him as а trusted memЬer of tl1e 
fraternity. At а large gathering at the Connaught Rooms. 
Simmonds saw а detective he had known for twenty years 
staring back and shaking his head. The man ran his index 
finger across his tbroat from ear to ear: the first-degree sign 
for cutting the throat of а treacherous brother. 

This was too шuch for Simmonds, who decided it was 
time to leave the brotherhood. When he knew he would Ье 
giving evidence at Cuthbert's pre-trial committal hearing, 
he resigned from his lodge so as not to cause discord. In 
contrast, Cuthbert continued to attend his Waterloo 
Lodge, of which he was now an esteemed Past Master. His 
brothers there did nothing to oust him. Не still went to its 
meetings long after he was suspended from the City Police. 
lt seems most members resolved to stand Ьу ;the Philly', а 
decision which forced two other City policemen in the 
lodge to 'withdгdw'. Had the elders asked them, they might 
have confirmed Cuthbert had Ьееn at the heart of а corrupt 
network of cops and crooks responsiЫc for а series of 
violent robberies and even the murder of an unanned 
guard. 

Astonishingly, it seems, по one in the Lodge wanted to 
know. 
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А Со/итп of Mutua/ Defence 

Тhе пorth Loпdoo suburb of Southgate basks in obscurity. 
It is the on\y place iп Britain best kпown for its hockey 
team. 

Southgate also has а Masoпic temple, very popular with 
brethren from the pro1,'iпces of Londoп, Hertfordshire апd 
Middlesex whose borders meet near tbere. In 1986 по less 
tban 139 \odges, chapters апd other Masoпic groups 
performed their ritua\s at Southgate. They also coпsumed 
48,ооо worth of a\coholic drinks. One of the Jodges 
deserves special attention Ьecause f or some years it has had 
а Ьizarre mix of memЬers. Whether it is typical of all 
Southgate lodges опlу their 6,ооо or so brethren сап tell. 
Оп Tuesday 13 November 1979 Brother Leonard John 

Gibson was installed as Worshipful Master of the Water­
ways l~odgc (по. 7913). Не had achieved this distiпctioп in 
very quick time, having been iпitiated only seven years 
earlier. 

Just before GiЬson took office, his predeccssor William 
Sherborn iпtoпed the qualifications cssential iп every 
Master. Не must Ье 'of good report, true апd trusty, and 
held iп high estimation among his brethreп апd fellows'; he 
must have passed through all three degrees; he should also 
Ье 'exemplary in conduct, courteous iп manner, easy of 
address, steady and firm in principle' апd 'well-skitled' iп 
the Antient Cbarges and Laпdmarks of the order. Тhе 
Charges were then read to Gibsoп, iпcludiпg this опе: 'You 
are to Ье а реасеаЫе Subject, апd cheerfully to coпform to 
the laws of the country iп which you reside.' 
GiЬson assented Ьу giviпg the sigп of Fidelity. Не then 

promised to 'maiпtain and uphold, pure апd unsu~ed, the 
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genuine principles and tenets of the Craft'. Duly installed 
as Master for the next twelve months, he was saluted Ьу 
each degree in tum: Master Masons, the Fellow Craft, last 
the Entered Apprentices. 

Worshipful Master Gibson was given the lodge waпant 
and complimented that 'whilst it is in your charge it will lose 
попе of its lustre, but will Ье transmitted to your successor 
pure and uпsullied, as you now receive it'. The Installing 
Master now offered him this guidance: 

As а pattern of excellence. consider that grand luminary the 
Sun, which, rising in the East, diffuses light and lustre within its 
circle. ln like manner, Worshipful Master, it is within your 
province to impart light and iпstruction to the Brethren of your 
Lodge. ForciЬ\y impress upon them the dignity and high import­
ance of Freemasonry, seriously admoлish them never to disgrace 
it. charge them to practise out of thc Lodgc those excellent 
precepts they are taught within it, and Ьу vinuous, amiaЫe and 
discreet conduct, prove to the world the l1appy and l)cnctkial 
effects of our ancient and honouraЬ\e Institution. so that when а 
man is said to Ье а Frecma:юn. the world пшу k1юу.· that lн: is or1c 
to whom the burdened heart may pour forth its sorrow. to whom 
the distressed may prefer their suit, whose hand is guided Ьу 
Justice and whose heart is expanded Ьу Benevolence. 

Finally, the new Worshipful Master and his assemЫed 
brethren were exhorted 'to Ье faithful to our God, our 
country and our laws'. 

These beautiful evocations all sounded fine but there was 
one snag. Worshipful Master Gibson was not quite right for 
the job. The brethren may have lauded him as а man of 
'good report, true and trusty', but GiЬson was а crook. 
Indeed, he was an underworld figure of consideraЫe 
status. 

Even as he became Master of the Waterways, Gibson 
was one of London's top 100 criminals, according to а 
secret Ьooklet then being circulated in the Aying and 



302 Freemasonry and the Police 

Robbery Squads of the Metropolitan Police. The booklet 
was put together to help detectives identify likely robЬers 
and contained mugshot and profНe photographs of each 
gangster. Gibson's number (42) reflected not his criminal 
ranking in the ню most wanted, just his place in the 
alphabet. 

From his entry Gibson does not seem much of а puЫic 
cnemy: 

Leonard John Gibson. C.R.O. No. 4939~, Ьоrо Hertford­
shirc 1~3-42. 6 ft. heavy build. complexion fresh, hair light 
brown, eyes Ыuе, mole on Jeft cheek. 

Convictions for going equipped to steal, handling stolen goods, 
shop-breaking, etc. 

However, the criminal intelligence officers who com­
piled it delivered their most serious oЬservation in the last 
line: 'Modus Operandi [criminal speciality). Anned 
Robbery.' 

The existencc of this document does not Ьу itself 
discredit either the Waterways Lodge or Freemasonry as а 
whole. No lodgc сап Ье expected to have access to secret 
police reports оп every incoming Mastcr. Also Gibson 
probahly did not disclose his record when he applied to join 
iп 1971. Certainly he did not list his occupation as 'armed 
robber', preferring something like 'property developer', 
which is how he decribed himself when he became Master. 
lt may Ье that he told his brethren about his criminal past 
but, as his first conviction went back eleven years, they 
might have felt he had rehabilitated himself and was now 
good Mason material. 

Yet the Waterways Lodge cannot Ье so easily exoner­
ated. Ву the time it elected Gibson as Master, its memЬers 
included several policemen, One was Superintendent John 
Brian McNeil who. until 1978, had Ьееn а chief inspector iп 
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the Flying Squad. lt seems odd that, baving joined the 
lodge five years earlier, McNeil had picked up nothing 
aЬout GiЬson's criminal background. Не seems to have 
been unaware, for instance, of the 'Тор ню' list circulating 
iп F1ying Squad offices. Yet, with so many serving Flying 
Squad detectives 'on the square', it would seem extra­
ordiпary if попе of them had tipped off McNeil aЬout his 
fast-moviпg Masonic colleague. If they reaUy did Ьelieve 
GiЬsoп was опе of London's top roo gangsters, they must 
have carried out surveillance оп him апd very рrоЬаЫу 
tailed him to lodge meetiпgs at Southgate. 

Worse was to come. The first major ceremony during 
Gibsoп's year as Master was the iпitiation of three candi­
dates. They were а self-employed garage proprietor; а 
Home Office immigration officia\; апd а twenty-seven­
year-old Metropolitan Police sergeant. The policeman, 
James Charles McNally, had Ьееп proposed Ьу Super­
intendent McNeil. lt would have been ironic if the сор had 
l>een initiated Ьу the robber b\1t I have heen told Ьу one 
Waterways member that Sgt McN1t\1y was initiated not Ьу 
Worshipful Master Gibson himself but Ьу one of his police 
colleagues. 

After such an elevating ceremonial, it might Ье assumed 
that Entered Apprentice McNally and Worshipful Master 
Gibson were now оп the same side, dedicated to every 
virtue under the Masonic Sun. Indeed Freemasonry might 
11ave so elevated Gibson's conduct since his own initiation 
eight years earlier, that he could have wholly rejected а life 
of crime. His F1ying Squad top 100 rating might Ьу now 
have constituted а wicked libel оп а reformed character. 

However, it was only too accurate. Only two weeks after 
presiding over the Waterways' next meeting in March, 
Gibson took part in what was then Britain's biggest-ever 
hullion robЬery. 

On 24 March 198<> GiЬson and three other men were 
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waiting in а layby оп the А13 road in Barking, Essex, when 
their prey came into sight: а lorry carrying !3 .4 million 
worth of silver to the port of Tilbury for onward shipment 
to East Germany. One of the gang was dressed in а police 
uniform, but this seems not to have Ьееп borrowed from 
any of the policemen in Gibson 's lodge. Не strode out into 
the road and waved the lorry into the layby to Ье 'checked' 
Ьу two bogus Ministry of Transport officials wearing white 
coats and dark glasses. Suddenly they pulled out а pistol 
and а sawn-off shotgun and forced the buШon driver, his 
companion and а security guard into the back of а van. Ву 
the time they were discovered, bound up in а locked 
garage, their 10-ton load of 321 ingots had disappeared into 
another van, then hidden in а garage rюt far from Gibson's 
home. 

The team wcre shocked Ьу their success. At that time the 
price of silver was buoyant and !3.4 million worth was more 
than they could handle. ln the next two months its value 
dropped Ьу !1 million but still they could not shift it, 
physically or fi11ancially. Ву this time underworld informers 
had betrayed the gang's nюck policeman, Мichael 

Gervaise. Не turned s\1pergrass and informed on his 
colleague.<;, including Worshipful Master Gibson. Taken 
into custody in June, Gibson confessed and led Flying 
Squad officers to the gar!:lge where the silver was stored. 
Twelve ingots had disappeared (where they went is still а 
matter of fierce controversy), but his captors treated this as 
а minor infelicity. They were grateful for Gibson's help, 
cven if his contrition rang hollow: 'When we heard about 
rhe value of the silver. we realized it was too hot to handle, 
;шd we decided to give it back.' · 

Gihson was remanded in custody but this caused no 
iinшcdi.ite proЫem for the Waterways Lodge. which had 
jш;1 bcgun it!i 'close season' and did not meet again till 
Octubcr. Unfortunately, when OctoЬer came round, the 
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Worshipful Lennie was still in Brixton, so before he could 
complete his year 'in the Chair' the Lodge had to elect а 
!iuccessor. The Waterways has installed its Masters in 
October ever since. 

In January 1981 Gibson and the two bogus Transport 
officials pleaded guilty at the Old Bailey. In а staggering 
cxample of special pleading. Gibson's defence descriЬed 
the three men as 'amateurs'. No one оп the prosecution 
side could reveal Gibson's prestigious ranking on the 
flying Squad's top 100 list. Ьecause it amounted to mere 
opinion or hearsay. The trio received surprisingly light 
sentences of ten years each in prison. 

Masonic apologists might say that GiЬson was only one 
Freemason and 'there is always one rotten apple in every 
barrel'. Howevcr. as every gardener knows, one rotten 
i!pple in the Ьапеl corrupts the lot. So it was in this 
fermenting tub. There was not just one Mason оп the silver 
robbery, but three! Thc two ;men from the Ministry of 
Transport', Rudolpho Aguda and his nephew Rcnalto, 
were also 'on the square'. 

Ironically, the only robbcr who was not а Mason was the 
'policeman', Micky Gcrvaise. His confession caused 
Gibson and Rudolpho Aguda to crack and admit their role. 
Renalto was made of sterner stuff and refused to admit 
anything. When interrogated оп 4 June 1<)8о, he asked 
detectives to read him the two other Masons' confessions. 
ln shocked disbelief he then asked to see his uncle. Тhе 
detectives demanded he tell them why. '1 can't.' said 
Renalto, 'it's оп the square.' 

Vexed at this attempt to bring Masonic influence to Ьеаr 
on the investigation, опе detective responded: 'Look, you 
can forget all aЬout Freemasonry, Ьecause what we're 
talking aЬout - the biggest robЬery in this country - is 
totally unrelated . . . NoЬody other than yourself сап help 
you out of your present situation.' 
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North London 's Masonic crime network stretched оп 
and on. One man who received а controversial !135,000 
reward for 'grassing' the silver bullion robbers was also а 
Freemason. Тhis was а millionaire club-owner. Roy 
Gamer, who iп 1989 was sent to gaol for twe11ty-two years 
over а huge importation of сосаiпе. Не belonged to the 
Bishop Ridley Lodge (по. 6196), along with several more 
policemen. In 1984 he had been gaoled for keeping f2 
million in У АТ which he had received from legitimate 
cornpanies when they Ьought gold from him. Не had thus 
defrauded Her Ма jesty 's Customs and Excise, overlooking 
the stirring patriotic call in his Masonic initiation 
ceremony: 'to Ье exemplary in the discharge of your civil 
duties ... above а\1, Ьу never losing sight ofthe allegiance 
due to the Sovereign of your native land'. 

One tclevisioп programme included material implying 
that Roy Garner was prep<1red to set fire to shops and ЬоmЬ 
tenaпts off his \and in order to gct vacant possession. 1 А 
police detective sergeant. Peter Docherty, belonged to the 
same Iodge. They became so t'ricndly that Garner gave the 
detective permission to slюot on l1is land. '1 walked round 
with him and I Ьесаше interested in shooting.' Garner later 
testified. 2 'Не obtaincd а shotgun which 1 bought and he 
assisted me iп applying for the certificate. 1 purchased а 
number of guns through him.' This was, of course, before 
Garner was in trouЫc over the gold fraud. То Garner's 
credit, he withdrew from the Bishop Ridley Lodge as soon 
as he was charged with that crime. 

Another criminal informer, supergrass Billy Young, was 
also а suЬscriblng member of north London's Masonic 
undcrworld. Не was the main witness against yet another 
mcmher of the Craft, David Spicer. At first Spicer was 
convicted on Young's evidence, then cleared оп appeal, so 
he has no criminal record. Questioned Ьу officers from the 
Thames Vallcy Police on 31 March 1С)8о. Spicer admitted 
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knowing Lennie Gibson and drinking with him in а local 
pub, but claimed he knew nothing of his criminal activi ties. 

IJETECТIVE INSPECТOR JOHN IRELAND: Why should you keep the 
company of an armed robber? 

SPICER: 1 didn't know he was an anned robЬer. 
t>ET. INSP.: You've known him for ten years, you drank with him? 
SPJCER: l've Ьсеn 10 his meetings with him in the lodge. Не was 

Master. 
оп. INSP.: So in fact you were friendly with hjm then. and you're 

trying to tell t1s that you didn 't know he was а robЬer? 
SPJCER: Yes. 
оп. INSP.: 1 take it obviously that you're а Freemason, then? 
SPICF.R: Yes. 
оп. INSP.: And 1 would think that tlшt form of following would 

not tolerate liars, would it? 
SPICER: No. 
DET. JNSP.: Yet there we have an ideal exampk of one of their 
numЬer being an armed robЬcr and you were н~sociating with 
him. 

sPtcER: Не m\L4'1 have lied to get in the lodge. 

There was another Masonic twist to thc silver bullion 
robbery. lt was through Freemasonry that the 'inside man' 
knew the main men in the conspiracy. William Parker was а 
transport manager for the company transporting the sHver 
when it was stolen. Не had tipped off the robbers, for which 
crime he was jailed for seven years. Не was not а Mason but 
had often attended Masonic socials such as Ladies' Nights 
with Gibson, Garner and the Agudas. Не frolicked with 
these felons at Masonic temples in Southgate, Finchley and 
Chingford. They plied him with hospitality while he was 
pressured to betray his employers, and put three men's 
lives at risk Ьу delivering them into the clutches of his gun­
toting Masonic cronies. 

Lennie Gibson came out of prison in I 986. When the 
Waterways Lodge met again after the summer break, he 
was back in attendance. Не did not have to rejoin thc 
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lodge; he had never left it. During his five years away 
he had remained on the roll as а 'country member'. This 
struck other Masonic criminals as most fiaing; for much of 
his incarceration he enjoyed the rural delights of Spring 
Hill Open Prison in Buckinghamshire. 

Jn 1987 one frightened Waterways membcr told me: 
·GiЬson'sname isstill оп the list, but what сап 1 do aЬout it? 
1·m just an ordinary brother. Of course it's а scandal, but 
don't tell anyone 1 told you. It's morc than my life's worth.' 
Gibson himself feels he has paid his debt to society, and 
tlшt the code of Brotherly Love includcs mercy to а fallen 
brother. After all, in the third degree а Mason swears his 
l1and. given to а Master Mason, is 'а sure pledge of 
brotherhood'. Не swears to unite with him 'in forming а 
column ofmutual defence and support', and to 'dispose my 
l1earl to succour his weakness and relieve his necessities'. 
Тhе Watcrw<1ys brethгen havc disposed their hearts to let 
l.ennie Gibson remain among them. 
Тhс continuing presence in Freemasonry of men like 

Gibson a11d thc Agutlas c<1uses grc<1I embarrassment to 
Grand Lodge, which constantly expresses its concern aЬout 
criminal activities in and around lodges. Grand Secretary 
Higham requests that any joumalists with knowledge of 
Masonic wrongdoing should report it to him. In February 
1988 оп the Channel Four television programme A/rer 
Dark, I referred to the overlap between criminals and 
policemen in the Waterways Lodge. 1 did not, however, 
name the lodge. А few days later 1 received а letter from 
Commander Higham asking me to give him my inform­
alion 'so that 1 may investigate and take appropriate 
i.ICtion'. 

1 replied saying he already had the information Ьecause 
Grand Lodge lnformation Officer Ken Garrett had 
discussed lhe Waterways proЫem with Observer reporter 
Paul Lashmur the same week. 3 Lashmar was astonished to 
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leam 1ha1 there were nol just two or three policemen in the 
lodge, but as many as eight when GiЬson was Master. 'Тwо 
resigned when he was convicted,' said Garrett, 'four retircd 
from the force while GiЬson was in prison, апd two 
resigned from the Masons when he reappeared after 
serviпg his sentence. There is only one active officer in the 
lodge now.' Seven months later Garrett told Lashmar that 
all three robЬers would shortly face Grand Lodge's disci· 
plinary system - eight years after their conviction. 
Worshipful Bro. GiЬson says по one had bothered to tell 
him! 

Grand Lodge is exa~perated whcn lodges like the 
Waterways refuse to cxclude mcn like Gibson. Непсе, thc 
chastising tonc of а statement оп 'Masonic Discipline' 
made Ьу Pro Grand Master Lord Cornwallis which was 
distributed to а11 membcrs of the Cгdh in March 1988: 

lf an individual fails signific:шtly in his duty to society or to his 
Lodge. his own conscience may compel him to drop out for а while 
or resign. His lodge may find his conlinued mcшhership 
unacceptaЫe and exclude him. Masonic authority may take а 
люrе serious view алd su~pend him or even rc:commend hi~ 
ex:pulsion. 

Cornwallis did not slнte that in the twenty-eighl years since 
11)6о Grand Lodge had cxpelled only three convicted criminals. ~ 
Не wcnt оп: 

This disciplinary sysiem has Ьееn with us for some time. 1 ат 
concerned, however, thal sometimes the tear of sympathy may 
have Ьееn too readily shed over the failings of а brother ... 1 am 
not suggesting а series of exemplary sanctions: simply that we 
rememЬer 1ha1 the way in which we deal with unmasonic conduct 
reflects the value we place оп lhe standards we profess. 

Exemplary sanctions are exactly what followed. ln 
SeptemЬer 1988 Grand Lodge expelled another five 
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brethren. Four had been convicted of crimes (arson; 
corruption; concealing а will and obtaining property Ьу 
deception; and sexual offences against small boys) while 
the fifth had misappropriated Lodge funds. 

Yet in March 1989 Comwallis had to announce а 
humiliating climbdown. А Grand Lodge committee l1ad 
decided that silver robbers Len Gibson and Renalto Aguda 
should not Ье expelled (Rudolpho Aguda had let his 
membership lapse). As the pair 'had played а full part in 
the affairs of their lodges for two and а half years' since 
leaving gaol, 'it would not now Ье rigl1t to apply апу 
disciplinary sanctions in retrospect'. Many Masons felt this 
decision was а disgrace, for the puЫic might think Masonry 
was really an ex-coлvicts' mutual aid society. Some 
brethren felt the lodges should Ье disbanded for not 
throwing the crooks out long ago. 'Of course, if we did 
that,' said 011е Masonic сор, 'we'd have to shut dozens of 
lodgcs which turn а Ыind еуе to crime.' 

Eventually Grand Lodge might get rotшd to dealing with 
the Hammcrsшith Lodge (по. 2090}, опс of whose 
members, Kenneth Noyc, was convicted ot· rccciving part 
of the .f26 million worth of gold stolen in the 1983 Brinks­
MAT robbcry (sce Cl1apter 16). While he is serving 
fourteen years in prison his brethren arc paying his lodge 
subscriptions. This generous gesture may reflect their 
belief in l1is continuing protestations of innocence, but it is 
all tl1e more remarkaЫe because, during his trial, Det. 
Chief Supt. Brian Воусе, who leti tl1e Brinks-MAT investi­
gation, claimed Noye had offered him f1 million if he could 
ensure Noye did not go to prison. Noye allegedly made this 
offer after giving Воусе а Masonic l1andshake. Воусе is not 
а Mason but says he returned the handshake, leading Noye 
10 IJelieve hc too was 'on the square'. 

Would N оуе have received а friendlier response if he had 
Ьееп interviewed Ьу а detective who was а Mason? And 
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i:ven if such an officer had rejected the bribe, would he 
have revealed the offer of а cool million made on the 
i;trength of а Mason's grip? 
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The Encompassing of John Stalker 

MASON WIТCН·HUNТ ON ТОР СОР 

MASON МА1'1А fRAMED СОР CHIEF 

On 29 June 1986 those two deadly riva\s for our Sunday 
morning favours, 1he People and the News о/ the World, 
ran almost identical stories aЬout Johп Stalker, Deputy 
Chief ConstaЫe of the Greater Manchester Police. Four 
wceks earlier he had Ьееп suddenly removed from а highly 
sensitive inquiry into allegations of а shoot-to-kill policy Ьу 
the Royal Ulster Constabulary. Why he was removed 
Ьесаmе а massive media guessing-gamc. Sooncr or later 
somcone was bound to Ыаmе the Frecmasons. 

The press had already bl<1med the RUC. i1s Special 
Branch. Stalker·s rivals in the Manchc!>tcr force. the SAS, 
MI~. thc Nonhern lrcland Office. the H()mc Office and. of 
co~rse, thc British government. Ench was accused of 
crucifying а fine ЬоЬЬу. yet little evidence was produced to 
sup1юrt thesc claims. This may Ье why the newspapers hit 
оп Freemasonry. The joy (and the danger) of а Masonic 
conspiracy theory is its elasticity: you can ехрапd it to 
embrace апу other group you care to name. Hence the 
People's catch-all opening: 

Тор сор John Stalker is the victim of а plot Ьу Freemasons that 
~tr~tches all the way from Ulster to Whitehall. according to his 
rriends and colleagues. They arc: oonvinced that а 'get Stalker· 
order originated in Ulster, where hc: made enemic:s with his 
inчu1ric.<. into an alleged police 'shoot to kill' policy. The order was 
1;iken up in Manchester . 

The Nf'ws of the World offered а less global but equally 
!;ini:;;ler sccnario; 
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James Anderton, Chief ConstaЫe of Greater Manchestcr, i~ 
studyingsecret infonnation naming eight keyofficers. They arc 11.ll 
memЬers of the same Freemasons Lodge. Friends of Roman 
C'.atholic Mr Stalker believe the eight were ask.ed Ьу their mason 
collea.gues in the Royal Ulster Constabu1ary to 'dish the din' on 
him. 

Throughout the 'Stalker Affair' 1 subscribed to а cuttings 
service which sent me every story linking StaJker and 
Freemasonry printed anywhere in Britain's press. Тhere 
are 200 such cuttings, yet попе contains taпgiЫe evidence 
against the Craft. Even the News о/ the World's tale of а 
\odge packed with eight key officers sank without trace. 
Тhе newspaper never identified the Jodge or the officers. 
Such stories drove East Lancashiп:'s Grand Lodge to hold 
its only press confcrencc iл fifty-seven years to deny the 
existence of а 'Mason Mafia'. Instead, Manchester's 
Masons claimed the witch-hunt was оп them. 

Jt was not that simple. Masons were active at almost 
every twist in 'Stalker·. Sorne Masonic involvement was 
inevitaЫe because Masons are numerically strong in the 
organizations with wblch Stalker was bound to clash if he 
were doing his job properly. However, what lhe objective 
researcher must try to do is work out whether these Masons 
were acting not coincidentally but in concert: to protect 
each other, to protect Freernasonry or to protect the 
estaЫishments in which Masons thrive and prosper. 

First 1 attempt а brief account of the Stalker Affair. 
Some of my (mostly puЫished) sources argue there was по 
conspiracy to 'get Stalker'. 1 Others, including Stalker 
himself, seem to tblnk there was one. 2 Stalker himself 
identifies no conspirators, nor does he specify Masonry as 
one of the conspiracy's components, but he produces 
evideпce which (in my opinion) points towards а con­
spiracy of interests, if not of individuals. 

In Мау 1984 John Stalker was asked to lcad an inquiry 
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i11to three 1982 incidents in which an undercover RUC 
'Moblle Support Unit' had sbot dead five suspected 
RepuЫican terrorists and а seventeen-year-old Ьоу. All six 
were unarmed so questions were asked as to why they had 
not been taken alive. The fear was that RUC men had 
committed multiple murder. The deeper concern was that 
the 'murders' were not unauthorized acts Ьу police marks­
men committed in the heat of the moment, but the product 
of а cold-Ыooded policy. 

In 1984 four of the marksmen were tried for murder but 
were acquitted. This distressed the familics of the dead 
men (all Catholics) and outraged RepuЫican sympa­
thizers. The two separate trials had disclosed systematic (if 
badly co-ordinated) police lying. One defendant revealed 
that senior Special Branch officers had told hiш what false 
story to tell, allegedly to protect their informers (some 
south of the border). Stalker's job was to investigate not 
just the shootings but thc cover stories and also the local 
CID's limp search for the truth, for it seemed as if RUC 
шarksmen had been acquitted because tl1eir CID col­
leagues had deliberately failed to make а murder case 
against them. 

ln his own book, John Stalker tclls how his Manchester 
team found out that, shortly before these kiltings, an 
informer had told the RUC that four of the suspects had 
been involved in ап IRA landmine attack which killed 
three policemen. This incident had occurred just three 
weeks Ьefore the suspects' own deaths so it seemed likely 
that they were tbe victims of RUC revenge killings. Stalker 
asked for the intelligence file оп the landmine attack, to 
check if the dead men had indeed been named as suspects, 
bur RUC Special Branch (SB) repeatedly denied such а file 
cxisted. This was revealed as а lie when Stalker interviewed 
а very senior RUC man as а criminal suspect. Не handed 
Stalker the thick dossier whose existence he and others had 
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earlier denied. This was typical of the oЬstruction which 
Stalker claims to have encountered from the SB right from 
the start of his inquiry. 

Stalker's staff were told so тапу lies that it seems the 
R UC had decided to swamp them in mendacity, but Stalker 
perceived enough truth to realize the CID inquiry into one 
triple killing was 'slipshod, and in some aspects woefully 
incomplete'; some RUC detectives were either 'amateur 
and inefficient' at murder investigation or 'they had been 
deliberately inept'. This approach may have been forced on 
them Ьу Special Branch. In two of the incidents (in which 
five men were killed), SB had 'targeted the suspected 
terrorists, they briefed the officers, and aftcr the shootings 
they removed the men, cars and guns before the CJD were 
allowed any access to thc crucial matters. They provided 
the covcr storics, and thcy decided at what point the CID 
were to IJe allowed to commence the official investigation 
of what had occurred. · They decided what was evidence 
and who was an 'on-the-rнn terrorist'. Stalker had ncver 
expcricnced 'such an influence over ап entire police force 
Ьу one small section'. Low-ranking SB officers would tell 
high-rankiпg CID men what to do: -Тhе power of the 
Spccial Branch pcrvadcd the RUC at all levels.'3 

The Moblle Support Unit (MSU) which carried out the 
shootings was not part of Special Branch, but Stalker's 
team confirmed that senior SB men had told MSU 
memЬers what false evidence to state when they went оп 
trial. SB had also told them the monster lie that the Official 
Secrets Act allowed them to tell lies in court because the 
'lives of an informant and others were at stake if the full 
story emerged'. In the most sinister incident. the 'Hayshed 
shooting', а scventeen-year-old named Michael Tighe, 
who had по terrorist connections or criminal convictions. 
appears to have Ьееп killed in cold Ыооd. Не had the 
misfortune to Ье in а hayshed which may have Ьееn an IRA 
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arms store. lt seems top officers covered up this рrоЬаЫе 
murder and hid evidence from а senior CID investigator. 
'This is the act of а Centra\ American assassination squad­
truly а police force out of control,' says Stalker. 'The cover 
stories, the lies, the obstruction were insignificant when 
placed alongside possiЫe state murder. 1 expected others 
to think the same. 1 was mistaken. '4 

In September 1985 Stalkcr wrote an interim report which 
roasted the RUC. Howcver, he was in an invidious 
position. Не was oЫiged to submit the report to Sir John 
Hermoп, the head of the very force he '"'as investigating. 
Astonishingly, he had been appointed on Hermon 's own 
terms, which gave Hermon the right to sit on the rcport 
until such times as he chose to pass it to Ulster's Director of 
PuЫic Prosecutions - witl1 I1is own commcnts appended. 

Stalker's rcport was so damaging that anyone deter­
mined to protect the RUC might have thought the only way 
to do it was Ьу destroying Stalker's crediЬility. lt was 
shortly after (and оп/у after) he had submitted 11is rcport 
that Manchester ClD stcpped up its i11quiries into hoary 
tales аЬонt Stalker and а bнsinessman fi-iend naшed Kev·in 
Taylor. The principal allegations had sprung from the 
mouth of а jailed informer named David Burton who was 
also ап informer for t}1e RUC. 

RUC Special Branch in particular had so much to hide 
over its role in the six killings that it was bound to Ье 'anti­
Stalker'. It was especia\ly determined tu stop him getting 
one piece of evidence which could l1elp him discover what 
had really happened at the Hayshcd. Оп the RUC's behalf 
MI5 had hidden а bugging device in the Hayshed. This was 
transmitting throughout the attack when RUC men killed 
Tighe and severely wounded another yoнng man. Stalker 
nceded to know if the RUC men had shouted а warning 
heforc they fired, as they had claimed in court. If not, they 
would Ье guilty of murder as well as perjury. The MI5 tape 
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\Vou\d contain the answer, yet Stalker was deпied it. The 
SB's head, Assistaпt Chief ConstaЫe Trevor Forbes. to\J 
him: 'You will never Ье аЫе to hear it.' А junior officer, 
who had been monitoring the bug as the shooting occurred, 
refused to divulge what was on it. Thus а mere constaЫe 
\'v·as allowed Ьу his RUC bosses to obstruct а top-level 
'independent' murder inquiry, in which there was а c\ear 
puЬJic interest. 5 The inquiry would also Ье subject to the 
closest scrutiny not just Ьу Ulster Catholics and British 
politicians, hut Ьу the goverпment of the RepuЫic and Ьу 
influentiaJ Irish sympathizers in the USA. 
Ву this t"imc Stalker wondered if the Hayshed was an 

IRA arms store after all, and if the 'informant', acting as an 
agem provocateur, had planted the guпs there himself. 
Stalkcr dcmanded acccss to the informant's file. Тhis was 
refused. In April 1985 he asked Hcrmon to suspend two SB 
chief superintendents who had Ьееп the priпcipal initiators 
of the cover-ups. Hermon refused to suspend the officers 
ai1d still refused to let Stalker havc the tapc. Alnюst опе 
ycar later he told Stalker the tape no longer existed. lt had 
l)een destroyed. Stalker could have а tпшscript, but even 
this would require authority from Ulster's Director of 
PuЬ!ic Prosecutioш; or the UK Attorney-General in 
London. 

At last, on 4 March 1986, Ulster's DPP told Hermon to 
haпd Stalker everytl1iпg оп the Hayshed, iпcludiпg the tape 
transcript and all paperwork оп the tape's destructioп. lt 
was only on 30 April that Stalker got his hands оп а portion 
of this materia\, but even this victory was short-lived. 
Within weeks he was told he was 'removed forever' from 
the RUC inquiry, allegedly because of an inquiry in 
Manchester into his friendship with Kevin Taylor. lt 
emerged that policc informers who were themselves 
criminals had claimed there was а sinister side to the 
friendship. If true, Stalker had committed а serious 
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disciplinary offence but, even if the claims were false, he 
was told he would never resume the RUC inquiry. Stalker 
was sent оп instaпt exteпded leave. А few weeks later he 
was suspended. 
Не would now sit at home for twelve weeks wblle the 

allegations were iпvestigated Ьу the Chief ConstaЫe of West 
Yorkshire, Coliп Sampson. Sampson was aiso put in charge 
of the RUC рrоЬе, а move which would delay the completion 
of Ьoth inquiries. Stalker did not wait to Ье judged. А week 
after Ьeing sent оп leave. he told а packed press conf erence 
that he had committed no offence, criminal or disciplinary, 
and that his friendship with Kevin Taylor was wholly proper. 
Не had still not Ьееn told what he had allegedly done wrong. 
Тhе disciplinary charge merely stated that Ьetween 1971 and 
1985 he had 'asюciated with Kevin Taylor and known 
criminals in а manner likely to bring discredit оп the Greater 
Manchester Police'. 

Taylor had по criminal record but his friends included а 
few folk on the edge of Manchester's underworld. They 
also included Тогу MPs whom hc kпew in his capacity иs 
Chairman of the Ma11chcster Conscrvative Association. 
This had not stopped Manchester CID rummaging through 
his affairs, coming up with rumours that he had committed 
business frauds, used his yacht to smuggle drugs and, most 
sig11iticantly, given Stalker frcc holidays in Florida. 

lп his book on the affair, (\ televisiun reporter Peter 
Taylor said the allegations against Stalker 'invariaЫy 
emanated from criminals (who have а vested interest in 
undermiпing the police) апd tJrat there was never апу shred 
of evidence to substantiate them' (Peter Taylor's italics). 
Yet some detectives regarded them as strong enough to 
raid Kevin Taylor's home, using а search warraпt for fraud 
to seize photographs of Mr and Mrs Stalker attending 
Taylor's "fiftieth Ьirthday party in 1982 in the fleeting 
company of а few one-time petty crooks. 
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Sampson spent the summer of 1986 investigating this 
material, as well as claims that Stalker had made occasional 
private use of official cars. Meantime а pro-Stalker lobby 
grew up. All sorts of newspapers alleged all sorts of plots 
against honest John. When Sampson presented his report 
to Greater Manchester's Police Authority on 22 August it 
contained so little dirt on Stalker that many observers were 
convinced he had been 'set up', the victim of а vendetta, 
brought down not Ьу his own failings but Ьу а malicious 
whispering campaign - whipped up to protect tl1e interests 
о( the State, to savc RUC men from jail or to advance the 
carcers of other Manchester officers at l1is ехрелsе. 

Sampson criticized Stalker for а 'less than excellent 
st:шdard of professional performance' and advocated а 
further investigation Ьу tribunal. Yet Sampson produced 
110 evideпce of wrongduing. and admitted no one had ever 
claimed Stalker had comn1ittcd crimes. Even the ·official 
саг' abuse was 110 such thing. although Sampson persisted 
with it. Thc authority fclt Stalker was cleared, told him he 
could return to work but ~юggested he Ье 'more circum­
spect in his political and criminal associations in future'. Не 
stuck thc joh for four munths, thcn announced he was 
quitting. Thc tJccision was forccd оп him because of 
impossiЫe relationships with two kcy colleagues: Chief 
ConstaЫe James Andcrton. and Dct. Chief Supt. Peter 
Topping. head of CID, who had zealously investigated 
Stalker in the months beforc his suspension. 

Yet even as he departed in March 1987. no one was any 
v.•iser about all those conspiracy theories. Sampson had 
found по evidence that the RUC or the security services 
had inspired the allegations. As for а Masonic connection, 
he did not mention it. Some anti-Masons might conclude 
that Sampson himself must Ье 'on the square' but, although 
he did not reply to tl1e questionnaire on Freemasonry 
which 1 sent to evcry chief constaЫe (see Chapter 21 ). hc 
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has told Yorkshire newspapers that he is not а Mason. As it 
happens, author Peter Taylor also found no evidence to 
support any conspiracy theory, so where does this leave 
those lurid ta)es about Masonic pJots? 

At its broadest the 'Mason Witch-Hunt on Тор Сор' 
theory embraces Masons in the arrny, MI5, the Whitehall 
civil service, and the UK government. All these insti­
tutions' Masonic bonds are revealed eJsewhere in this 
Ьооk. Here I focus on the two bodies most deeply involved 
in 'Stalkcr': the RUC and the Greater Manchester Police. 

The Mason Mafia theory is rooted in the idea that 
Masonic elements in the RUC, already shaken Ьу the 
decision to hold any 'shoot-to-kill' inquiry, were incensed 
that the outside police chief chosen to lead it was а 
Catholic: John Stalker. The RUC is maпned almost 
entirely Ьу Protestaпts. Мапу of them are aпti-Catholic. а 
prejudice which is по longer surprising. Iп twenty years of 
these latest 'TrouЫes', more thaп 250 RUC men have Ьееп 
пшrdered Ьу mostly Catholic RepuЫicans. Howeve1·, if 
most RUC men are now deeply hostile to Catholics. they 
would a/l have waпted Stalker off the job, not just the 
Masoпs amoпg them. 

In any case, was Stalker's religion а factor? РrоЬаЫу yes. 
According to Private Еуе, RUC men were soon calJing 
Stalker that 'fuckiпg Fenian'. 7 Stalker himself rcfers to an 
early eпcouпter with Sir John Hermon, wheп the RUC 
Chief handed him а flattened-out cigarctte packet with his 
mother's Irish Catholic aпcestry sketched out on the plaiп 
side. lt iпcluded distant cousiпs of whom Stalker had never 
heard. Hermon produced по similar packet showing 
Stalker's Protestant forebears through his father. What­
ever this incident proves ( and Hermon says it never 
happeпed), Hermon is рrоЬаЫу not а Mason. The 
Manchester Evening News has described him as а 'reported 
membcr of а Northerп Ireland lodge'. 8 Му reports indicate 
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otherwise, but 1 cannot Ье sure because he refused to 
answer the Freemasonry questionnaire which 1 sent 
to every UK chief constaЫe. 

Even if we assume that anti-Catholic elements in the 
RUC had an interest in 'getting Stalker', what proof is 
there that Masons in the RUC - or anywhere else in Ulster 
- are anti-Catholic? An answer requires some study of 
Freemasonry throughout all of Ireland because, ironically, 
U\ster Frcemasonry is goverлed from DubHn where the 
Grand Lodge of Ireland presidcs over all tblrty-two 
counties. This is not repugnant to Ulster Protestants 
because f"reemasonry in the South is also largely Protest­
aпt. lndeed, it may have been onc of tl1e means used Ьу 
Protestants to retain disproportionate wealth and 
economic power in the RepuЫic, thus counteracting tt1eir 
political Josscs arising from Ircland's i11depe11dence in 
1922. 

Ireland's Grand Lodge is thc sccond oldest in the world, 
founded in 1725. only cight years after its English counter­
part. At first Catholics joined freely but thcy steadily 
withdrew after the Рарасу declai·ed its opposition in 1738. 
Ву the cai·/y ninetee.nth century, Irish Frceщasonry was 
largcly Protestant, Ьнt it J1ad no strong political line: somc 
meшt,ers favourctl contiпucd union with England, others 
Ноте Rulc. Throughoнt Ircland the C[aft рrоЬаЫу 
functioned as it did in the southcrn city of Cork: 

The Craft in Cork seemcd much пюrе concerned with charit­
aЫe works than with fostering а sectarian or evangelical stance 
amongst Protestants, even after the departure ofthe Catlюlics. Its 
influe11ce and sigпificance, the11, lies entirely in the sociill sphere. 
The Craft allowed Freemasons to identify friends and enemies -
those who shat1\d Ье helped and those who should not ... the 
Craft acted for the middle and upper classes in the same manner as 
the Orange Order did for the lower. ~ 

ln his early life the Irish nationalist Daniel O'Connell 
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was ап active Mason. In 18оо, aged twenty-five, he Ьесаmе 
Master of Lodge 189 io DuЫin and Ьelonged to two other 
lodges, in Limerick and Tralee. Не was а Catholic but the 
Papal ban was not promulgated in lreland until 1799. At 
first O'Connell ignored it, then he quit. Не later said that 
he had offered to make а puЫic renunciation. but the 
Archblshop of DuЫin 'deemed it unnecessary'. Many 
years later O'Connell said that Irish Freemasonry·s only 
physically evil tendency was the consumption of too much 
drink. lt therefore undermined the work of the temperance 
societies. However, he also declared: 

The great, the important spiritual objection is this-the profane 
taking in vain the awful name of the Deity - in thc wanton and 
multiplied taking of oaths - of oaths administered on the Book of 
God either in mockery or derision, or with а solemnity which 
renders the takingofthem, without any adequate motive, only the 
шоrе criminal. This objection ... is alone abundantly sufficient 
to prevent any serious Christian from belonging to that hody. •n 

ln the North, Freemasonry was also а middle-class social 
club but. as southern demands for Home Rule developed 
into а campaign for outright independence, the lodges 
became more like а high-grade Orange Order, staunchly 
committed to union with Britain. This was certainly bow 
the RepubHcan heroine, Maud Gonne, viewed the Craft 
early this century: 'Freemasonry as we Irish know it is а 
British lnstitution and has always been used politically to 
support the British Empire.' 11 

Masonic spokesmeп iп Eпglaпd апd Irelaпd wШ point to 
the ban оп the discussioп of politics and religion as proof 
that the fraterпity сап play по part in sectarian politics. 
However, in 1952 in Light lnvisiЫe (subtitled, 'The Free­
mason's Answer to Dark1iess VisiЬle') the pseudonymous 
Vindex wrote: 

ln lreland а.о; long as there is а danger of а backward, il\iberal, 
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•t11d Popish state perpetrating the injustice of absorЬing free 
prutestant Britons who hнve no wish to Ье absorbed, there can Ье 
little doubt on which side the influence of Freemasons is to Ье 
lc:lt. 12 

'Vindex' has never been disowned Ьу the United Grand 
I.odge of England. His book remains the only officially 
rccognized responsc to Walton Hannah's ritual expose. 
Vindex's pride in Freemasonry's sectarian role in Ulster 
politics only confirms the shadowy power which it exerts 
ovcr <tnd witl1in tl1e Orange Order. The Loyal Orange 
1 nstitution was fonned in 1794 to defend Protestantism and 
the lrish constitutional connection with England. The 
prime mover in its creation was а wealthy farmer named 
James 'Buddra' Wilson. According to one Orange histor­
ian, Wilson was: 

а memЬer of the Society of Freemasons which fully qualified 
him for estaЫishing а пеw order of а secret character. Не was 
alrcady familiar with ~igns and passwords, and he was likewise 
conversant with the history of the Prince of Orange, who was 
himself а freemason. It is therefore clear lhat he knew the services 
which had bcen rcndered Ьу the ancient craft in keeping alive the 
principles of the Revolution and in preserving the name of 
Orange, many of the Freemason Lodges Ьeing called Orange 
Lodges. 13 

lt is doubtful if King Billy (William of Orange) was а 
Mason but the myth that he was is pervasive among Ulster 
Masons. The Orange Order is avowedly Christian - unlike 
Freemasonry - but it shares the Craft's secret society 
structure. lts rituals. passwords, grips and signs are based 
on Freemasonry. lts initiation ceremony apes the first­
degree Craft ritual with rolled-up trouserle~. the hood­
wink and the poniard to the naked left breast. Two allied 
Protestant orders, the Purple and the Black, are also based 
on Freemasonry. The Sovereign Grand Master of the 
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mainly in the Anglican Church of lreland. Тhere are lodges 
for lawyers (like the Good Counsel Lodge no. 553) and for 
prison officers in the Maze and Crumlin Road jails. А lot of 
Ulster journalists are also 'on the square', as the respected 
rcporter Liam Clarke discovered in January 1984 when he 
was working for the Belfast Sunday News. 
Тhе newspaper"s editor had agreed that Clarke could use 

the puЫication of The Brotherhood as the news 'peg· for ап 
anicle оп Freemasonry in general and in Ulster in particu· 
lar. Тhе editor was оп holidav when Clarke finished the 
piece, which was nowsubjected to hold-ups and changes Ьу 
other Sunday News staff. Clarke bowed to their advice Ьу 
inserting а few remarks aЬout Masonic charity. Then he 
discovered that the newspaper group's chairman. Captain 
Bill Hcnderson of Century Newspapers, was а prominent 
Mason and was pcrsonally vetting Clarke's article. Не 
madc several valid corrections but also struck out sentences 
which Clarke felt should stay in. 
То sort the matter out, Clarke was told to speak to 

Hcnderson оп the phone. Гhе Captain immediately stated 
that he was а Mason, but then he said: 'You know there are 
70,000of1hose characlers out there and there is по пееd to 
offend them needlessly. 1 am thinking of the company. 
That is the concern 1 must keep uppermost.' 1 asked 
Captain Hender:юn if Liam Clarke's recollection оп this 
point was corтect. Тhе Captain told me: 

· How right he is and how right 1 am ... lt is а fact that there are 
wmelhing like 70,000 Masons in our circulatioп area. I'm nol 
~oing to stick а squib up 1heir 1ail, am 1, and send 1hem up'! Am 1 
going to send up my market'! ... lt doesn't matter whether 
yuu·re ~шng ball-Ьearings, French letters or margarine or 
n.:w"r:.ircrs. you don't offend your customen. And anyЬodyelse 
1vьо·, dealing with his cuslomen doesn't do anytЬing to offcnd 
th.:m. if hi: .;;_in ::ivoid it, just to salisfy rhc whims ofsome Jinle 
p11nk journali~t. 
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Qarke says that Hendenon oongratulated him оп the 
piece, but then suggested that the password Boaz should 
not Ье disclosed Ьecause 'it is like а thing Ьetween а man 
and his wife, you don't want to go puЫishing it'. Не also 
said that there was nothing in Freemasonry which he felt 
conflicted with his own Christian sensibllities. 

Clarke told Henderson, 'You're the ьoss· and thanked 
him for his time, yet aher he put the phone down, he 
reflected how odd it was 'that the chairman of а puЫishing 
company should сопсеm himself in an item of editorial 
detail, giving as his reason his fear of the influence of а 
secret society of which he said he was himself а memЬer'. 

Despite having agreed а text with 'the Ьoss', Clarke 
found that at 8 r.м. оп the Saturday his article was 
dropped from the Sunday paper. Не was told this decision 
had Ьееn made оп the basis of 'news values', but he could 
not help wondering if Masons lower down the pecking­
order had decided the Ьetter part of valour was discretion. 

Captain Henderson told me: 

1 w<1s paying Liam Clarke 10 work for щ;. lf l decided that 1 don't 
want his little offerings in our paper.>, right, that's my privilege. 
Bang! Finish story . . The facts were not accurate. J'm not going 
to puЫish а Jot or garbage aЬout people who happen to Ьс our 
customers. 1 would not puЫish articles оп Freemasonry which 1 
Ьelieved were to Ье send-ups of the ins1i1ution and unfairly 
critical. Fair criticism yes, unfair criticism no. 

Whatever the brethren's strength in Ulster press, 
business and political circles, it is even greater in the RUC. 
The tint puЫic hint of this came in an article in the Вelfast 

;~~~~у ~:;:~ ~=rc~:!.~~ w°ь~n ~a:~:~ei~ 
April 1984 Oarke was wamed not to write any more aЬout 
Freemasonry or he would Ье sacked. Not long after he quit 
the Sunday News of his own accord. 
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Fortnight had pointed out that in Ulster, puЫic proof 
that an RUC man is а Mason may emerge only оп his death, 
when his lodge puЬlishes а sympathy notice in the local 
newspaper. Such notices in the early 198os revealed that 
several deceased superintendents had been Masons. Тhis 
macabre yardstick alone indicates that а large proportion 
of the RUC hierarchy is 'оп the square'. Fortnight also 
reported that in March 1984 twenty-two RUC men from all 
parts of the province set up а new police lodge, named the 
Harp and Shamrock after the emЫems displayed оп the 
RUC coat of anns. This caused consternation among the 
few Catholics in the RUC who were worried aЬout 

increasing Masonic memЬership among their Protestant 
colleagues and the sectarian implications. 

Fortnight revealed that among the Ma.'iOns at the top of the 
RUC is the head of its Special Branch: As.'iistant Chief 
Co11staЫe Trevor ForЬes. An old Ьоу of DuЫin's Royal 
Masonic School, ForЬes is the third Ma.'iOn in recent times to 
head SB. Alongside Sir John Hermon, ForЬes was Stalker's 
stemest adversary during the Manchestcr man's battles to 
obtain the Hayshed tape material and sensitive intelligence 
files. 1 have since Ьееn infonned Ьу RUC sources that 
ForЬes's father was murdered Ьу the IRA in 1944. 

Not every Protestant in the R UC is а Mason, as is proved 
Ьу one personal tragedy which occurred during the years 
wben John Stalker came to grief. Detective ConstaЫe 
Robert Patterson had been working for the RUC 
Fraud Squad until 1984 when he went оп sick leave. Не was 
а trouЬled mап. Не draпk heavily, was violeпt at home and 
eventually agreed to uпdergo psychoanalysis. Although off 
sick. he coпtiпued to pursue police investigations from 
wl1icl1 he had Ьееп officially removed. This upset his Fraud 
Sqшtd chiefs, оп whose apparent behalf а detective showed 
up at Patterson's home and removed his police gun and а 
casc of private papers. 
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Patterson now felt he was in the pincers of а Masonic 
conspiracy comblning from two directions: several senior 
Fraud Squad officers were Masons; and Freemasonry had 
cropped up in several frauds which he had Ьееп investi­
gating until he went sick. Тhе frauds implicated British 
Army caterers, several Masons employed Ьу the Property 
Services Agency, and some solicitors handling an inherit­
ance of valuaЫe land which mysteriously ended up in the 
hands of а property developer. Patterson was convinced 
that Masonic bonds were preventing proper investigation 
of all these cases, but his views were easily dismissed 
l1ecause of his unstaЫe state of mind. ln the words of his 
psychiatrist, his life had been 'completely taken over and 
destroyed Ьу events at his work'. 
Оп 28 July 1986, Patterson wrote to Chief ConstaЫe Sir 

John Hermon. lt was а long, confused tirade against senior 
officcrs. Не referred to 'serious cases of corruption with the 
Fraud Squad in relation to the cover-up of fraud Ьу 
1-'reemasons'. Не said he was willing to make а statement 
about these cases to any se11ior officer who was not а 
Mason. Не closed with these ren1arks: 

1 have Ьееn intimidated out of my career with the Ыunderings 
and negligence of my superiors, my marriage and family relation­
~hip has been destroyed ... If 1 am denied an opportunity to 
inake а full statement of complaint and denied an interview with 
НМ lnspector of Constabulary then as а final protest 1 sha\l take 
iny own life. 

Two days later RoЬert Patterson was dead. His body was 
found on the foreshore of Belfast Lough. His legs had been 
Lюuлd with nylon rope, his hands tied with а pair of tights, 
and he had а shotgun wound to his head. The Belfast 
Coroner said the bonds were loosely tied and would not 
lшve greatly restrained him. The verdict was suicide. 

Some of Patterson 's friends were not so sure. Certainiy, 



330 FrumtUonry and the Police 

he had threatcned to kill himself in Ыs letter, but that was 
only two days earlier, and even Patterson would have 
known this was too short а time in which to expect а reply 
from his Chief ConstaЫe. Also, if he really did have 
evidence of any corruption among his colleagues, he might 
have Ьееn murdered. Тhere was, after all, one huge 
ргоЫеm about the 'suicide'. Patterson had а shotgun 
wound to his head, but the shotgun was never found: а very 
odd suicide indeed. One superintendent admitted that the 
missing wеароп left 'а gap in the investigation'. The RUC 
searched the foreshore but failed to find it, and the tide was 
not strong enough at that point to have washed it away. 

Doubts over the 'suicide' remain, not least because of the 
place where Patterson was found dead. lt recalled the 
grotesque first-degree oath sworn Ьу all Masonic initiates 
until 1986. Any Mason who Ьetrays any of the brother­
hood's secrets сап look forward to having his 'tongue tom 
out Ьу the root, and buried in the sand of the sea at \ow 
water mark, or а саЬ!е's length from the sea, where the tide 
regul11rly ehbs and flows twice in twenty-four hours'. As 
one Ulsterman observed: 'lf that's what they do to each 
other, ту God! What do they do to their enemies'?' 

In April 1988 а former RUC officer wrote to the 
Guardian aЬout his own encounters with the Craft. 18 Не 
called for the enforced resignation of all Masons in 
Britain's police forces, 'especially in Northem lreland 
where the police are thought not to Ье impartial Ьecause of 
their association with lodges'. Не referred to 'colossal 
numbers of RUC men' iп Freemasonry and all its Protest­
.int offshoots. During his service he claimed to have noticed 
thal Masons 'wielded enormous power in promotion 
~lection and in al\ appointments to specialist branches'. 

[n Norther11 Ireland the proЫem of frtemasonry is aЬout more 
1l1an the Ьenefits and privileges of masonic memЬeпhip. It has 
much to do wi1h 1he credibllity and acceptabllity of the police in а 
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deeply divided society. Thc proЫems of policing in the Provinc..­
are cxacerЬated Ьу thc ract that so many RUC offittrs arc 
memЬers or lodges. 

When this man 's letter was puЫished his name wu:;; 
with.held, but 1 have since spoken to him at length. Не is а 
Catholic, which may prejudice him against Freemasonry. 
Yet even allowing for bias, 1 think his talk of the brothcr­
hood's 'omnipotence' in the RUC rings true. Не says 
Catholics have no hope of joining Special Branch because 
of 'Ьlataлt discriminatian·. Не also bclkves there is а 

special RUC Masonic grouping which co-ordinates tbls 
discrimination. lf this is untrue, по doubt RUC men who 
read this Ьооk will write to correct me. 1 may even Ье sent а 
breakdown of SB strength, proving that at leasl aquarterof 
its personnel are Catholic. Until that happens. however, 1 
shall fcel 'name withheld' is speaking the truth. 

lt may now Ье clear that Freemasonry in Ulster is not 
only anti-Catholic; it also dominates the RLJC. Yet the 
'MASON MAF1A FRЛMED СОР снтн:· theory dcmands mnrc 
evidem"-e to Ье convincing. For instance. it rcquircs some 
proof th11t RUC Masons could expect а symputhc1ic 
hearing for any 'get Stalker' pleas they may h11ve made to 
brethrcn across the Irish Sea. lf the Cro.ft did lend itself to 
anti-Catholicends, then police Masons in Manc.:hester must 
Ье almos1 as anti-C11tholic as their Belfast brethren. Is this 
so' 

Today there are three forces in the old Lancashire area: 
Greater Manchcster, Merseyside and Lancashire itself. 
Until the late 196os there were seventeen smaller forces in 
the county. According 10 letters seлt Ьу retired police 
officers to both Stephen Knight and myself, these forces' 
most striking common feature was а ferocious anti­
Catholicism. 
Опе of these correspondents is himself an ardent Mason. 

Now in his eighty-third year, he received me in his country 
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cottage and confinned all he had said in his letters. 

1 joined the Liverpool Police in 1928 as а Ьоу of twenty-one. 
У ou will know well the absurd animosity occurring Ьetween 
Catholic and Protestant in that city, which of course stemmed 
fram complete Ьigotry on each side. As 1 had Ьееn brought up in а 
village in the south-west of England. 1 was complete\y ignorant of 
this state of affairs. r was reared as а Protestant but, after а year in 
Liн:rpoo\, r tnet а you11g woman who was а Roman Cathulic. Нег 
faith made no difference to ше. We married and had а son. 

As the years went Ьу, 1 took my pronюtion exam and passed 
quitc well, but 1 s\ow\y began to rea\ize that there e:<isted ап 
нndercovcr movemcnt which went very much in favour of the 
Freemasons and against the Catlю\ic ofticer. lt was 110t iшtil some 
years had go11e \Jy, wl1en 1 had been overlouked for promotion, 
that а retired Inspector told mc an undcrcovcr order had been 
issued that 1 was not to receive апу dutics even as an Acting 
Scrgcant. Ап cxtremc Protesta11t had seen my marriage certificate 
(which \VC al\ had to bring in for pension purposes) and spotted 1 
had married а Catlю\ic. It шigl1t not lшve 111attcrcd so much if 1 
had been born into Catholicisш, but the Orangcnшn thought 1 
had embraced it. 111 fact I ncvcr cmbrace~t it, although 1 had по 
objcctions to atteпding а Catholic servirc with 111у far11ily. So I was 
ruined for nothing. 

I received eight coшшendatioпs and rewards during шу 
fourteen years in Liverpool, but 1 was never promoted. lnstead, 1 
sought а transfer back to thc policc forcc of my native county 
where 1 servcd for а further e\eYen years. 1 fclt а lot happier here 
even though 1 missed the Ыg city dutie~ 1 had perforn1ed in 
[.iverpoo\. Now, at last, I began to detest Freemasonry because of 
its injustice both in the pron10tion ficld and even worse against 
Catlюlic policcmen. 

When 1 returned here, however, 1 discovered my Ыооd brother 
\шd gone into Freemasonry and wished me to do the same. 1 told 
l1i111, from what 1 had seen in Liverpool. in no way was 1 going to 
ally 111ysclf with it in шу police career. Later, when 1retired,1 did 
l)ccome а freemason and in time occupied the Worshipful 
МшФ.:r'!i chnir. 1 was then exalted into the Royal Arch, advancing 
to tlн: Murk, Knights Tcmplar, and Ark Mariners degrees. I have 
1)1:1:11 vcry happy in Freemasonry and dearly love the movement. 

№.:vcrllн:lc~~. 1 could name many good men in Liverpool who 
wcrc rohl)ctl of promolion Ьу this stupidity, much to the shame of 
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Freemasonry. Many а competent man was ruined Ьу the accident 
11f his religious blrth. Тhе police lodge was then the St John!i 
l.odge, numЬer 673, so when we knew someone Ьelonged to it wc 
could Ье sure he was going to Ье promoted. At that timc 
t.iverpool's chief constaЫes pretty well had to Ье Masons. ll1is 
wickedness went all· the way up. 

1 was puzzled Ьу this Mason 's schizophrenia towards the 
Craft. As we parted he assured me that, despite everything. 
· r-·rcemasonry is one of the finest thi11gs in the world if 
liandled properly.' Even so, he begged for anonymity, as 
he feared some Masonic veпgeance for speakiпg so frankly 
10 one of the profanc. 

No such cover was requcsted Ьу а Catholic police officer, 
Louis Wooldridge, whose clashes with Freemasoпry Ьegan 
after he had risked his life with the RAF throughout the 
Secoпd World Wai·: first щ; а grou11d staff mechanic in 
Singapore and Southern Africa, then through four years in 
Bomber Command as а rear acrial gunner. Iп 1944 he was 
a\Vi!rded the DFC. 111 1946 hi:: joiпed the Stalybridge 
Boroнgh Policc Гоrсе, in what is now Greater Manchester. 
'During my early service one of my colleagues expressed 
surprise tl1at 1 had joiпed the police because, he said, 
"unless you are а Маsоп you have по сhапсе of risiпg to 
sergcaпt апd abovc, апd попе at all if you are ап RC".' 

This was Wooldridge's first taste of discrimination iп the 
police. Не sооп left Stalybridge to joiп tl1e British Trans­
port Police апd then the Fife Constabulary in Scotla11d, 
with which he servcd uпtil 1976. His experience of anti­
Catholic Freemasonry iп those f orces опlу rciпforced his 
experiences iп Stalybridge. After thirty years' conflict with 
the Craft Ье says: 

Until its inftuence is removed, especia\ly over promotions, the 
police service will never achieve its true potential, due to good 
officers being denied promotion Ьecause they are Romиn 
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Catholics or simply Ьecause they are not memЬers of the Masonic 
fraternity. 

Greater Manchester Police has long since swallowed the 
Stalybridge force, but in doing so it may have perpetuated 
this anti-Catholic Freemasonry. If so, in 1986 any Masons 
in the GMP would рrоЬаЫу sympathize with the desire of 
their brother Masons in the RUC to sink StaJker. Of 
course, these Catholic or pro-Catholic officers may Ье 
crying 'Mason !' merely because they were never promoted. 
However, we must also consider the testimony of а 
Protestant policeman who rose quite high in another 
Lancashire force. Не confirms tl1at Masons have long 
exercised а pernicious power over the region's police 
forces, way out of proportion to their numbers. 

Stanley Holt joined Bolton Borough Police in 1947. Не 
made fast progress and received two commendations for 
bravery. Не was posted to the headquarters patro\, then to 
the operations room. After thirtecn ycars' scrvicc- а short 
time in those days - Holt was promoted to sergeant. Не 
came top in the inspector's qualifying exami1шtion, but 
when the right vacancy arosc it went to another man who 
was а krюwn Mason. 

1 naturally felt annoyed as this man had several ye.ars' lcss 
~ervice and had done nothing to warrant promotion except, as 
anotl1er officer commented, 'getting himself into debt to рау his 
\Vay into freeшasonry'. 

Some days later I had occasion to meet the new inspector in the 
cantecn. 1 reme1.rked to him that he had done extremely well to get 
rromoted and that his sacrifices to get into freemasonry had Ьееn 
worthwhile. Не had the courtesy to Ьlush and say nothing. Not 
lo11g aftcrwards my new boss, а detective superintendent, said to 
rщ·. "У1111 l1ave the wrong attitude iп the police force and you will 
r1cн:r \)с promoted to higher rank. · 1 had Ьееп told that this officer 
wa!i also а frccmason. 
Fюm this timc on 1 received open hostility from the higher 

rilnks. including thc ncw assistant chief constaЫe. 1 served the 
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ш:хt thirteen years in charge ofOD administration, rejected al all 
rromotion Ьoards. At my last promotion Ьoard the chairman 
'aid, 'I cannot understand why, with your excelleot assessments 
and record, you have oever Ьееn promoted to inspector. Сап you 
tell me why?' 

1 had to reply, '1 do not know why.' Ifl had said, 'lt is Ьecause 1 
have spoken out against freemasonry in the police force,' 1 may 
have scuppered the Iast chance of promotion. As it was. 1 did not 
get promotion anyway. 

Ву 1974 Bolton had merged first with Lancashire 
Constabulary then with Greater Manchester. yet Holt 
remained а detective sergeant. Не retired after twenty­
eight years' service, sorry to leave but desperate to get 
away from endless slights which, he felt, were inflicted 
because he had never kowtowed to the Craft. Assuring me 
he was not writing out of 'sour grapes', Holt lamented: 

It was amazing from being а very popular member of the force 
how, with а few remarks about freemasonry. you are suddenly а 
leper. Even for а non-ma:юnic officer to Ьс fricndly witl1 ше would 
have been akin 10 showing me support. though onc inspector and 
а retired superintendent did tell me the wi1y 1 was treated was а 
disgrace. 

Freemasonry gives the police а bad name. Proportionally there 
are as many scoundrels in the forcc as out of it, and not all are 
freemasons. The trouЬle is that а freemason policeman cannot 
carry out his job without fear or favour because of the oaths he has 
taken in the satanic rites to help а brother when he transgresses. 

Even where 1 am livi11g now in Scotland, local folk complain 
they have seen а policeman helping а drunken freemason into his 
car after а lodge meeting. Had he not been а freemason, the 
policeman would have locked him up Ьefore hc could spit. 

None of these men 's anecdotes is supported Ьу evidence. 
Taken together, however, they chart а consistent pattern of 
conduct Ьу а fraternity perversely strong among south 
Lancashire policemen for at least sixty years. 1 should add 
that none of the quoted officers knows each other. Each 
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wrote independently to Stepben Knight or myself. Ву now 
their testimony might Ье dismissed as out-of-date, so we 
still have to assess Freemasonry's strength in Stalker's own 
force in the rnid-19&Js. 
Оп is July 1986the Manchester Evening News puЫished 

the only major prcss attempt to pinpoint Freemasonry's 
rolc in the Stalker Affair. In 'The Masonic Connection' 
reporter James Cusick claimed that almost everyone whom 
Stalker had come up against was а Mason: RUC Chief 
ConstaЫe Hermon, senior officers in the Мanchester 
force, Home Office Iлspectors of Constabulary, and the 
clcrk and chairman of Мanchester's Police Authority. Yet 
even in this douЫe-page feature, real evidence of these 
men 's Masonic affiliations was hard to find. Readers had to 
trust unidentified sources. All the named individuals were 
either 'герог1еd' Masons or 'regarded' as such. Only one 
man's lodge was identified, but even this detail was denied 
at а singular occasion h.eld within Manch.ester's Masonic 
Temple twelve days after the article appeared. 

At а conference attended Ьу 100 press 1tnd television 
rcporters, East Lancashire's Provincial Grand Secretary, 
Colin Gregory, announced that there was по 'Masonic 
connection' in the Stalker Affair. The Evening News had 
branded several local lodges as 'police lodges', but Gregory 
said each had only one or two police memЬers and they 
were of low rank. '1 do not know of any senior police 
officeгs who are Masons in the Greater Manchester area.' 
None of the city's 129 lodges was а police lodge. As for the 
Manchester Ulster Lodge (а title which was mesmerizing 
scveral conspiracy theorists) it had thirty memЬers, only 
one of whom was а copper. Gregory explained how the 
lodge had Ьееn fonned Ьу expatriate Ulsteпnen in 1956, 
but today only four or five memЬers even h.ad lrish names. 
l-le did not know if any were Catholics but he proudly 
claimcd many Catholics Ьelonged to East Lancs's 395 
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ludges. Не seemed а linle less proud when а reporter told 
him thal Kevin Taylor, S1alker's controversial friend, was 
tю1h а Catholic and а Mason (Taylor himself told me he 
used to belong to а Cheshire lodge before allowing l1is 
memЬership to lapse). 
А moustached and Ьespecracled man in his sixties, Mr 

Gregorysaid he had spent his working life as а retailer, but his 
1hiny years as а Mason had never brought him commercial 
Ьenefit. Не handled the press well bu1 failed to satisfy 
reponers who wanted а figure for the numЬer of Masons in 
the Greater Manchester Police. Нс also refused to say if апу 
GMP officers who had crossed swoгds with Stalkcr, and 
whom the News had named as Masons, were indeed in the 
Craft. After all. they need not Ьelong to а Manchester lodge. 
They could just as well have Ьееn members in nonh Cheshire 
нr West Lancs. Gregory claimed the Dat<i Protectioл Act 
prohiblted him from divulging na1nes. The ungraleful hacks 
groaned and trooped out of the Temple, while Manchester's 
Masons mutrered oaths not to le1 them in again for another 
fifty-seven years. 

The Evening Ne"·~··s most aslonishing claim had been 
that Police Authority Chairman Norman Briggs. was а 
Mason of Grand Rank. This fuelled speculation that the 
Masons had indeed ·got' Stalkcr. Some reo.dcrs mighl even 
have thought Briggs had led the conspiracy for. back in 
Мау 1986. his agreemen1 would have Ьееn decisive in 
pack.ing 1he Deputy Chief ConstaЫe off on extended leave. 
Was this startling пеw 'fac1· the missing piece in the 
Мasonic jigsaw'? 

Alas, по! lt was the wrong Norman Briggs. The Grand 
Officer in ques1ion was no1 Norman Briggs of the Police 
Authority but а Nonnan D. Briggs, JP, who lived twenty 
miles north of Manchester, near Blackbum. According to 
Provincial Grand Secretary Gregory, plain Norman Briggs 
had never Ьelonged to апу East Lancs lodge. 
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The real Briggs had little time to issue а deniaJ. Within 
days he was dead of а heart attack. His family says it was 
brought оп Ьу the Freemason tale, which literally mortified 
him Ьесв.usе he was not а Mason. Не was а prominent 
LaЬour politician, and most party colleagues would have 
thought less of him if they had Ьelieved he was 'оп the 
square'. What рrоЬаЫу killed him, however, was the 
cumulative strain of 'Stalker' over three months, not just 
the last 'Masonic' thrust. 

For its part, the News admits it il!entified the wrong 
Nonnan Briggs, but still claims the right one was а Mason. 
Who knows'? Until Masonic memЬel"3hip is а matter of 
puЫic record, Mason-spotting will remain а falliЫe art. 
Not good enough, the Freemasons' Colin Gregory told the 
scribЫers, 'Comment is free, but facts are sacred', quoting 
а legendary editor of the Manchesler Guardian. Yet if the 
Guardian's sister paper had gol as many facts wrong as 
Gregory claimed, the Ыаmе lay partly with Manchester"s 
Maюns for failing even now to divulge the only facts 
anyone wanted 10 know: which top Maпchester cops were 
Masons of any description'? Gregory's fog of unknowing 
reinforced suspicions that Masonic 'civil scrvants' have а 
rosy illusion aЬout whal goes оп Ьetween Masons outside 
the lodge. Whatever its principles, Freemasonry is open to 
cxploitation Ьу many different groups, al\ Ьent on their 
oWn ends. Тhere is 110thing in the Constitutions which says 
the Craft supports one Manchester Police faction over 
another, or Protestant ascendancy iл Ulster. or the RUC's 
right to cover up the killing of unanned suspects. Yet 
groups within Freemasoпry might hijack the Craft in 
!'upport of а\1 or any of these ends. 

Throughout the Stalker Affair loomed опе significant 
tigure whom even the Evening News did not brand а 
Ма!ЮП: Manchester's Chief ConstaЫe. James Anderton. 
А combustihle Ыепd of Methodist lay-preacher and 
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Catholic con..,ert, he long ago declared he is по Mason: '1 
11c\ler have Ьееn, and 1 ne..,er will Ье.' Не e\len distributed 
Sir Kenneth Newman's anti-Masonic Principles of Policing 
among his own force. 

Responding to the questionnaire which 1 sent to every 
i:hief constaЫe. Mr Anderton kindly agreed to discuss 
f."rcemasonry with me in his Manchester headquarters. 1 
wrestle now wjth the diffi.culty of reconciling the affaЫe, 
witty and caring man whom 1 met with the cold, aloof and 
lreacherous figure who emerges from John Stalker's Ьооk. 
1 was not аЫе to question Anderton оп that Ьооk because it 
was not puЫished until after our meeting. One of the 
lragedies of the 'Affair' is that these two аЫе men rould not 
(or did not) trust each other. They should have Ьееn оп the 
!-i:tme side. ln our con\lersation Anderton oonfirmed he was 
not а Mason. Неге 1 greatly compress his remarks. 

In my working-class Lancashirc l1;1ckground, Frcemaюnry w:is 
;1 mystery. Wewondered, 'Wh:it(lid it m.:an?' We regardcd it ;1sa 

kind of plaguc, and Freema~n~ а~ people who were not to hc 
(untacted or Ьefriended. 

I do not like thc secrecy ыirrounding Freema.soпry, but 1 do not 
know if Masons are unnrcess11rily secret. If they iifc 10 Ье 
criticized for their scnse of kinship and muн1aJ aid, lhat criticism 
could just as well apply to Methodist.<; and Catholics. 1-!owcver, 
Frcemasonry seems to Ье neither fish nor fowl. lf it is а serious 
1щsiness it may have aspects which iirc uпассерtаЫе, especially 
for а policc officer. Оп the 01her hand, is it ajoke? Ifso. whatsort 
of а man are you 10 indulge in such practices, when you iire meant 
to Ье а rcsponsiЬle person? 

Anderton's doubts aЬout Freemasonry do not drive him 
to conclude that it has exercised а bad influence over his 
force. 

I do not Ьelieve Freema.юnry plays а role, or ever has played а 
role in the conduct of the Greater Manchester Police. I know 
some memЬers of my force are Freemasons. 1 ask по questions. 
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Some have volunteered to tell me privately that they are Masons, 
in order to assure me of their loyalty and integrity. Freemasonry 
has had nothing to do witb force promotion, including the final 
promotion to superintendent rank. 1 have appointed many 
officers who are not Masons, so there are two sides to every coin. 

As for John Stalker's trouЫes, James Anderton gave me 
this assurance: 'Freemasonry played по part in the Stalker 
Affair. It was uninfluenced Ьу Freemasonry in any way.' 
Stalker himself takes а less benign view of the brethren's 
activities, yet even he told me that he had по firm evidence 
of Masonic influence at work during his difficulties. 

1 have always expressed personal rcservations and unease 
aЬout Masonic connections in the Force and 1 have occasionally 
suspected that some police officers Ьenefited unfairly from their 
Masonic memЬership, but 1 cannot say so with certainty. 1 have 
Ьееn а policeman а\1 my working life dealing in fаск Despite all 
that has happened 1 cannot change now. 

Since neithcr Stalkcr nor Anderton, nor indeed Man­
chester's Masons, had any hard information about Free­
n1asonry's strength in the GMP, I asked Mike Unger, 
editor of the Manchester Evening News, if he \Vould puЫish 
u letter from me appealing for information оп Freemasonry 
and/or 'Stalker'. Не kindly oЫiged. Most of the replics 
were strong on opinion and weuk оп fact, but one 
'dcdicatcd' if 'regretfully anonymous' twenty-seven-year 
vctcran ot· the Manchester force claimed that its amalga­
mation in 1974 with several other forces had allowed 
'nrothers· from Lancashire and Cheshire to reinforce the 
Masonic 'Mafia'. Не named а recently retired high-ranking 
oftker (not Stalker) whose 'evil influence' has caused the 
rift i11 the force today. 'The people he promoted are in 
pt)Wer today. No wonder it was easy for them to get rid of 
John Stalkcr if he crossed their path.' The writer went 
on: 
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1 know James Anderton has declared that he is not а Mason and 
lн: has stated that Ьeing а police officer and а Mason is 
rncompatiЫe. But what does he do about it? 1 hear that privately 
ltc.: has said two-thirds of his senior officers are Masons and he: 
would have great difficulty in enforcing а ban. So much for the 
1·rusader who has а hot line to the Almighty! 

1 contacted а recently retired Manchester officer, Det. 
lnsp. John Park, whose views on Freemasonry had Ьееn 
4uoted in the local press. In 1983 Park had wоп persoпal 
commendation from his chief constaЫe f or crackiпg а 
major crime ring, yet within а month he was suspended 
while his alleged underworld relationships were iпvesti­
gated - just like Stalker. After eighteeп moпths the 
Director of Public Prosecutions decided to take по action, 
hut Park's chiefs refused to reinstate him. Не retired а few 
days later on an ill-health pension, but promptly demanded 
ап independent inquiry into his case. Не stipulated that по 
Masons should Ье оп the team. 

1 wi~l1e(t 10 pursщ: а lмge numbc.:r 01· complaints about policc 
officen; whom l believed to Ье Freemasons, so I cndeavoured to 
cnsurc that thc officers undertaking the inquiry were not fтom the 
'Craft'. lt took me five months to achieve this, although it was 
never confirmed Ьу the police service. You may consider it 
unusual for an ex-detectivc inspector to go to such lengths, but 
cven without 'hard-core' evidence, 1 am quite satisfied that within 
the police service there is one law for those who are memЬers and 
another law for persons like myself who have no hesitation in 
voicing their opposition to the movement. 

After plumblng so many possiЫe sources of information, 
are we any nearer knowing which top Manchester cops in 
'Stalker' are indeed Masons? The Evening News claimed 
that the GMP's curreпt head of CID, Det. Chief Supt. 
Peter Toppiпg, is а Mason. Не never denied this but, even 
so, 1 wrote to him to ask if he is 'on the square'. Не did not 
reply, which tempts me to conclude that he is. However, 1 
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sent my letter not long Ьefore he resumed his search for the 
remains of two child victims of the Moors Murderers 
twenty yean; earlier, so he was рrоЬаЫу too busy to reply. 

Topping had cropped up at mапу stages of 'Stalker'. 
lndeed, it was over Topping's astonishing search for those 
remains that Stalker finally felt driven to resign in mid­
DecemЬer 1986. Neither Anderton nor Topping had 
consulted him or giveп him advance warпing. Тhis Ьесаmе 
all the more bizarre when Stalker fouпd himself iп charge 
of the entire force as Апdеnоп suddenly took ап in­
communicado three-day trip to London just before the 
search began. Не was completely in the dark about 400 of 
his officers Ьeing Ьogged down оп Saddleworth Moor, uпtil 
newspapers and television companies called him up to find 
out what was going оп. The entire probe seemed а massive 
puЫic relations exercise to lift the force's image after six 
months' stinking press over 'Stalker'. Stalker himself found 
it odd that, whereas he had worked оп the originaJ Moors 
Murders probc, Topping had пever Ьefore worked оп апу 
murder. 
Не had known of Stalker's friendsblp with the business­

man Kevin Taylor for two years before Stalker was 
suspeпded. Nasty rumours had first surfaced опlу sixteen 
days after Stalker began his RUC inquiry iп 1984. 19 Early 
that Juпe а senior detective was golfing with а stпшger who 
let drop that Stalker weпt to parties at Taylor's house which 
were also attended Ьу criminals. The detective reported 
this to Topping, who was then chief of tbe complaints and 
discipline departmeпt. Topping told him to 'put it оп 
paper', Ьecause (unkпown to lhe golfing detective) he was 
already ruппing an iпquiry into underworld rumours of а 
corrupt relationship Ьetween Stalker and Taylor. 

Thesc seemed to take оп 'flesb' about February 1985 
wheп а professional iпformer, David Burton (or Bertel­
stein), told damag.ing slories aЬout Taylor and Stalker. 
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1·hese later turned out to Ье lies. As Bunoп was in jail at 
1l1c time, he was рrоЬаЫу looking for favours and anxious 
111 please anyone in authority. Ifwe assume that noone had 
.,uggested these fabrications to Bunon ( or otherwise 
111duced him to tell tales discrediti.ng Stalker), it would have 
IJcen wholly legitimate, indeed oЫigatory, for the Greater 
Manchester Police to investigate them with vigour. At the 
~ame time, however, it would have Ьеео apparent to any 
(lctective оп this job that if Taylor werc to Ье jailed - for 
fraud, drugs, anything - Stalker would Ье destroyed with 
him. 
AЬout thistime, Manchester's Drugs lntelligence Unit was 

told to ooUect information оп Kevin Taylor and to send it to 
the head ofCID Operations. This job was now filled Ьу Peter 
Topping. If necessary, Topping was empowered to pass the 
infonnation direct to Chief ConstaЫe Anderton without 
John Stalker seeing it. Ву now the phantom dirt was piling up 
ю fast on Taylor that Anderton felt oЫiged to pass the 
paraJlel allegations against Stalkcr to the Home Office's 
regional Inspector of Constabulary, Sir Philip Mycrx. Sir 
Philip was also re.'iponsiЫe for Stalker's role оп the Ulster 
'shoot-to-kill' рrоЬе. Even so, Stalker was not wamed aЬout 
his relationship with Taylor, or told that Taylor was Ьeing 
investigated, or forced to quit the RUC inquiry. 

Another year went Ьу but, despite in(ensive investi­
gations, Kevin Taylor was not found to have committed 
any crime. Nor had any new 'mud' heaped up оп Stalker 
who Ьlithely attended another party at Taylor's house. 
When Taylor discovered Manchester CID poking into his 
bank accounts, he told Stalker. This was the first Stalker 
knew of the investigation. Не promptly told Andenon he 
would steer clear of Taylor. Ironically, Taylor was now 
seeing more о( Anderton than Stalker. Тhе businessman 
was prominent in Manchester's social and political circles, 
and often rэ.n into the Chief ConstaЫe at official functions. 
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Peter Topping's pursuit of Taylor was рrоЬаЫу moti­
vated Ьу genuine alarm at tales of а top cop's corrupt links 
with an associate of minuscule criminals. lt was not his fault 
that later the tales tumed out to Ье bogus. When he heard 
about an expenses-paid holiday in Florida, he might have 
suspected Stalker was а north-country Ken Drury, the 
Masonic Commander of London 's Flying Squad in the 
mid-197os who holidayed abroad at the expense of porno­
grapher Jimmy Humphreys. 211 Such а comparison would 
have been nonsense, of course. Drury was corrupt and 
jailed for eight years. Stalker was clean. Humphreys had а 
long criminal record. Taylor had по record at all. As for the 
Aorida holiday, Stalker had paid his own way but no опе in 
the Greater Manchester Police knew that because по one 
had asked Stalker. 

In 'Stalker', chronology is all-important. Manchester 
CID turned its full investigative heat оп Taylor-Stalker 
only after Stalker had delivered his interim report to RUC 
Chief, Sir John Hermon. The process leading to Stalker's 
suspension was activated only when Stalker had finally 
manoeuvred Herrnon into handing over the surviving 
Hayshed rnaterial. Stalker was granted complete access to 
this crucial evide11ce in March 1986. Не did not get his 
hands оп any of it until 30 April. Even then the crucial 
papers eluded him because оп 29 Мау, shortly before he 
was to fly to Belfast to get them, he was 'removed forever' 
from the inquiry. 
Ву this time Manchester CID had discovered that in 198 r 

Taylor had used his American Express card to buy air 
tickets to Мiami for Stalker and himself. Оп 7 Мау 1986 
Taylor's home was raided and the 'Stalker' Ьirthday party 
photos were seized. Оп 15 Мау Topping was told of а new 
golf-coursc conversation linking Taylor and Stalker. Не 
promptly wrote а note which left Chief ConstaЫe 
Лndcrton with no choice but to call in Ноте Office 
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J 11spector Sir Philip Myers. Не in tum interpreted the 'new' 
111lormation as giving him по choice but to remove Stalker 
lrшn the RUCinquiry. А few days laterStalkerwasindeed 
rcmoved. Yet even at that late stage nobody had checked 
out David Burton's original tales. Manchester CID meo 
l1ad visited him four times in jail, but по one had Ьothered 
111 verify anything he had said. His lies were al1owed to 
-.tand unchallenged. Ву the time Colin Sampson took а 
look at them, Burton had died behind bars. 

Unknown to Stalker, Burton's allegations had surfaced in 
~:ebruary 1985, very soon after Stalker had first roused RUC 
Special Branch over the Hayshed tape. The most significant 
and Ьest-concealed fact aЬout Burton is that he was an 
шfoпner to the RUC, and was himselftied in with terrorist­
l)ucked crime in Ulster. The suspicion therefore arises that 
RUC elements, who felt threatened Ьу Stalker, may have 
"uggested the kind of lies which Burton latcr told Manchcster 
CID investigators. (Thc other agcncy who n1ight have stoked 
Rurton up is MI5. The Hayshed bug was planted Ьу MJ 5, and 
Rurton may have Ьесn one of its paid infonners.)21 

Ulster's Mason-dominated Special Branch certainly has 
thc guile to use а man like Burton in this way. It did far 
worse during the three 'shoot-to-kill' incidents and the 
subsequent trials. lt would also have had the motive ю 
exploit Burton against Stalker, who made clear very early 
on that he condemned its goals and methods. In his 
September 1985 interim report (which Hennon finally 
passed to Ulster's Director of PuЫic Prosecutions in 
February 1986) he made these savage observations: 

SB has too much power. Senior SB officers feel that its covert 
operations should not Ье questioned. 

SB should cease to invoke the Official Secrets Act in а way which 
prevents officers from telling the truth. 

SB operates as а force within а force. It should Ье opened up so 
that it is по longer а self-perpetuating elite. 
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Following an 'incident' [а killing or shoot-out} officers should not 
Ье debriefed Ьу SB Ьefore ttley are interviewed Ьу the CID. 

Stalker concluded that he had found no evidence of а 
'shoot-to-kill' policy. How could he? Не wasstill deliЬerately 
deprived of the only possiЬle evidence to the contrary: the 
Hayshed tape or its transcript. The only other proof of 
'shoot-to-kill' would have Ьееn the posthumous testimony of 
the men who died Ьecause of it. There was little chance that 
the officc~ who fired the bullets wouJd confess to murder, 
and their Ьosses would certainly not have committed апу 
'revenge kiШng' or 'lethal response' policy to paper. 
Тhrough March and April 1986 Stalker had stepped up 

his pressure to get the Hayshed tape material. lronically, at 
one point, he threatened to quit unless he got it. Тhе RUC 
Special Branch boss Trevor Forbes may have felt he was 
fighting а last-ditch stand. !n Maпchester, CID Ьoss 
Topping t.hought he was closing in. 

According to the E~'ening News, one of Stalker's team in 
Belfast was а Mason: Supt. John Simons. Iп 1985 he 
bcc1tn1~ t1ead of the Manchcster Fraud Squad while staying 
on the 'shoot-to-kill' team. In DecemЬer 1985 Stalker 
asked him why his squad was investigating Taylor. Simons 
said he could not help but suggestcd he speak to Topping 
who was in overall charge. About this time Taylor con­
tacted Simons to say he was ready for interview and to 
supply ail financial papers. Simons rejected the offer. Тhе 
Evening News hasclaimed that nol опlу is Simons а Mason; 
hc is in the same lodge as Topping. Indeed they are 
hrothcrs-in-law. When 1 spoke to Simons aЬout the 
E1·ening News article, he would not talk aЬout Free· 
musonry. lnstead he referred me to legal actioп being taken 
against the пew!ipaper. It emerged that the Evening News 
would Ье apologizing for any imputation of а conspiracy -
Masonic or otherwise - involving Simons and Topping. 
Their memЬership (lf Freemasonry is поt in dispute. 
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Л1юther possiЫe Mason in this Byzantine maze is Sir 
l'l11l1p Myers, the Home Office lnspector who played а 
, 1ш:i0tl role in Stalker·s RUC appointment and his sacking. 
Myt·rs is 'widely regarded as а Mason', said the Evening 
M·w.\'. 1-Us predecessor, James Page, and several other 
11·t·cnl Home Office Inspectors were definitely 'оп the 
"'ltiare'. 22 ln August Н}86 Myers ducked the issue wheп 
111r1lronted at а routine meeting of Manchester's Police 
Л11tlюrity. LaЬour councillor Ken Strath asked him aЬout 
l·rccmasonry and was sbocked Ьу his response: 

l le just rubЬished my questions. 1 started off Ьу asking him 
"'hcther he was а mason, then 1 asked him whether, ifthere was а 
111;1.юnic link Ьetween lhe polict in Ireland and the locaJ force, he 
would investigate it. Не told me he had Ьееn asked whether he 
w1L\ а mason some 1ime ago in а ques1ionnaire, and his response 
"'а~ to put j( in а rubЬish Ьin. Не said he would do the same to my 
чucstion.2.J 

Strath later accused MyeN of Ьeing 'cxlremely rude, 
wl1en you consider the responsiЫe position thal he holds. 
These are questions tbat need to Ье answered.' The 
чuestionnaire which Myers had put in the rubblsh Ыn had 
соте from Stephen Knight. 

Throughout 'Stalker', Masons in key positions took key 
decisions. In Manchester, Belfast and tЬе Home Office 
they were deeply involved in Stalker's fall. Tbree months 
111.ter the same men did nothing to resurrecl him. None of 
this proves they 'conspired" against him. There is по 
evidence thal they did. Ву the same yardstick, however, 
there was never any evidence 1ha1 Stalker was crooked, yet 
for two years empty allegations against him were allowed 10 
lie uninvestigated, strengthened only Ьу repetition, until 
the moment when he was making such an intoleraЫe 
nuisance of himself in Belfast. 

Mighl the 'dirt' оп Stalker have Ьееn kept back as an 
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insurance policy? lf Stalker were to have written а tame, 
'responsiЫe' repon, stating there was nothing much wrong 
with Ulster's SB or with the way policemen had handled 
themselves during the three fatal shoot-outs, the 'dirt' 
could then have Ьееn swept under the carpet. However, if 
he were to write а critical report, or display some other 
excess of zeal, he could always Ье sacked for consorting 
with Kevin Taylor. 

The ·evidence' against Stalker was hardly any stronger in 
June 1986 (when he was suspended) than in March 1985 
(when Burton's tales had emerged and Andcrton had first 
notified Sir Philip Myers and the Home Officc). It would 
have been as 'right' to pull Stalker off the RUC inquiry at 
the first date as it was fiftee11 months later. А 11eat 
opportunity arose in April i985 wheп Stalker threatened to 
quit over the Hayshed tape. If he really was dirty, why not 
let him resign? That way his departшe could ltave been 
portrayed as а disagreement over principle rather than а 
sordid matter of а top cop's venality. However. tl1is would 
havc left Stalkcr without а stain оп his character. As such, 
he would represent а continuing threat to the power bases 
whom hc had alrcady criticizcd. The press could paint him 
as а good guy fighting an RUC cover-11p, rather than а bent 
сор keeping bad company. If Stalker was not prepared to 
give the RUC а clean Ы\1 of hcalth, his rep11tation and 
career would liave to Ье destroyed. 

This may Ье too Machiavellian а view of the world. 
Perhaps а\1 concerned (including the Masons) thought 
Stalker's trouЫes, as well as his trouЫe-making, would get 
sorted out in time. What happened thereafter may have 
be~n coincidence or cock~up, not conspiracy. In any case, 
who nceds to write Masons into this plot? Тhе other clans 
i11volvcd - cops, spivs, spooks, snoops, snouts and snipers­
are а\1 chronic conspirators. 

Stalkcr makt:s по claims about а Masonic conspiracy in 
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111:-. h<юk, but he does relate а remarkaЫe conversзtion. 24 
Л 11cr his reinstatement the Deputy Chief ConstaЫe asked 
Pt·lcr Topping about press reports that the Drugs and 
1·1 aud Squads had 'соте to Ье members ofMasonic lodges' 
·.1~н:е Topping had taken over as operational head of 
Manchester CID in 1984. 

llc: said, 'They are there оп ability. 1 emphatical\y dепу any 
w11111gful inftuences [ ... ] 1 would welcome any scrutiпy of their 
.1t·11vities. 1 choose people оп their aЬility - пothiпg else - апd 1 
ri:м:nt any inference that 1 do not.' 1 asked whether he would 
always exercise а prefereпce for а fellow-Masoп. all other things 
l1c:iпg equal. Topping replied, 'Yes. 1 would. апd 1 do: and 1 see 
1111thing wrong with that. lп seпsitive departmeпts 1 пееd to know 
1 сап 1rust my officers. The ones 1 have choseп are all there оп 
pt.:Г!loпal merit. 1 know without doubt 1 сап trust them; others 1 
1mly think l сап trust.' 

When Stalker taxed Topping aЬout his lack of CID 
cxperience, especially of murder inquiries, Topping, who 
Jщd spent the fin;t twenty-five yean; of his career in 
uniform, said thett he could have conducted а murder case if 
l1c had wanted to. 'Anyway 1 have been too busy with the 
Taylor inquiry to take on that son of а job. · 

If Stalker's recollection is correct, here Topping was 
almost boasting of having put brother Masons оп the two 
squads which had targeted Kevin Taylor. Topping was 
properly investigating the 'Taylor' allegations and did not 
let Freemasonry influence his decision-making aЬout 

targets. After all, Taylor was himself а Mason. Тhе 
unfortunate consequence, however, of the presence of so 
many brethren at key stages of the Stalker Affair is that 
oЬsessional anti-Masons might Ьelieve their worst fantasy 
had соте true, even though it would still Ье unwarranted 
and unjustifiaЫe. 

ln January 1988 British Attomey-General Sir Patrick 
Mayhew announced that, in the light of the Stalker-
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Sampson inquiry, Ulster's Director of PuЫic Prosecutions 
had found there was evidence that RUC officers had 
perverted, or attempted or conspired to pervert, the course 
of j ustice during inquiries into the fatal shootings of six men 
in 1982. However, having considered the 'puЫic interest', 
said Mayhew, the DPP 'has concluded, with my full 
agreement, that it would not Ье proper to institute any 
criminal proceedings'. 

This verblage being interpreted, it seems to mean there 
was а shoot-to-kill policy; that, having appHed it, some 
RUC men tried to cover up the consequent murders; and 
that the British govemment (in Conor Cruise O'Brien's 
words) 'approves and maintains the cover-up'. 25 Mayhew's 
statement caused uproar in the House of Commons, 
threatened the shaky Anglo-lrish Agreement. and out­
raged American politicians with an interest in Irish affairs. 
lt also showed how, when the state requires and whatevcr 
the evidence, t1sses - including Masoriic asse.r - сап Ье 
saved. 



20 
Parrish's Council 

111 October 1983 Harry Lowe, Chairman of Derbyshire's 
1'111 ice Authority, paid his chief constaЫe а surprise visit. 
1·111.: chief's staff said he was not availaЫe but Lowe told 
tl1cm Ье was willing to wait. Не walked into the chief's 
11111er office and gasped. It had been transformed into an 
t"Xt.:cutive suite fit for а Hollywood movie mogul or the 
clшinnan of а Ьillion-pound corporation. 

Derbyshire's police headquarters had Ьееn built only 
1:ight years earlier to the highest standards. Yet these were 
rюt good enough for serving Chief ConstaЬle Alf Parrish, 
'vhose taste ran to the most expensive desk, armchairs, 
lamps and wallpaper that I~owe had ever seen. Не was а 
tlown-to-earth Labour councillor elected in one of Britain's 
poorest regions. Нс was also flooded with complaints about 
the run-down housing i11 which young policemen were 
1·огсеd to live. This conspicuous luxury appalled him. 
Believing hc was alone, l1e sneaked into Parrish's chair, 
saw а button on the huge desk and pressed it. Just like 
Aladdin when he uttcrcd 'Open Sesame!'. Lowe gaped 
with amazement as an entire wall slid back to reveal а 
thickly-carpeted private lounge where Parrish was jovially 
entertaining guests to alcoholic drinks at the ratepayers' 
expense. 

Lowe apologized to Parrish for disturblng his intimate 
beano and left, but he soon reported to the County 
Treasurer. 'l'd like to knowhow much that Ыoodylotcost!' 
he spluttered. His Labour colleagues оп the authority felt 
the same way, so they ordered an investigation which later 
tшned into а running national news story. When aU the 
Ьills and invoices were added up, the cost proved to Ье а 
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staggering !28,000, but this was only part of the puЫic 
money which Parrish was wasting on personal indulgences. 
Тhе story of Alf Parrisb is the Stalker Affair turned 

upside-down. Stalker was ап honest man crucified for 
fictitious offences before he had а chance to speak in his 
оwп defence. Parrish was а chiseller who was given every 
opportunity to explain himself yet who, even when his 
misconduct was proved beyond reasonaЫe doubt, rctired 
with а full pension and а huge lump sum. 

There was one other difference: Stalker was not а 
Mason. Parrish was. If you want to get to the top of puЫic 
life in Derbyshire, Freemasonry still offers the smoothest 
ride up - not that anybody outside the Craft knew how 
smooth until after Parrish was exposed. It then emerged 
that even his appointment had been irregular. Early in 1981 
the previous chief, James Fryer. had died in harness. Тhс 
sudden need for а successor naturally favoured his deputy, 
Alf Parrish, but, even so, the vacancy \Vas filled in haste 
without the proper involvement of the full Police Authority 
(the committe~ of couнcillur.; and magistrates which 
ovcrsees the performancc of the police force and the way it 
spends ratepayers· money). 

The Authority should have elected а special sub­
committee to choose the new chief constaЫe. lnstead. оп 
10 April 1<)81 an existing sub-cшnmittce dominated Ьу 
Masons usurped this function. Its forceful chairman was 
Councillor Angнs MacDonald Millar, an ardent Mason. А 
grand provincial officer of the Craft. he belonged to four 
шоrе orders: Royal Arch, Mark, Knights Templars and 
Rose Croix. Also present were Masonic councillors 
Royden Greene and Walter Marshall, who held Derby­
shirc's top political job: Leader of the Conservative­
controlled county council. Marshall was also а memЬer of 
thc Royal Arch, Knights Templars and Rose Croix. Even 
the Homc Oftice lnspector present was а Mason. Не was 
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1.1111cs Page СВЕ, QPM, who had been Commissioner of 
rl1c: City of London Police when it was so crippled Ьу graft 
rl1at Operation Countryman had to Ье formed to clean it 
11р. 1 Far from being punished for maladministration, Page 
.... :а~ promoted to tbe Home Office where he had the task of 
c"mшring other police forces met his own standards. 

The power of these four Masons far outweighed the clout 
11f the other four suЬ-committee members: two more 
councillors - а Tory woman and а LaЬour man - and two 
111ale JPs. The woman was not а Mason (not а 'regular' one, 
a11yhow) nor, it seems, were the three men. They might 
l1ave chosen any of the other candidates for the job. All 
1·our had excellent credentials and later Ьесаmе chief 
t·1щstaЫes elsewhere, and yet Brother Parrish was 
appointed. Of course, hc might have Ьееп appointed even 
if the selection committee had been properly elected. After 
all, he was not in the sаше lodge as any of the men who 
chose him. However, he did belong to the Derwcnt Lodge, 
along with the l.ord Lieutenant of the County whose duties 
included recommending the appointment of all the 
шagistrates. 

Appointing Parrish was not the only improper act Ьу this 
sub-committee. lt also urged the Ноте Office to approve 
its clюice of а пеw deputy chief constaЫe (also а Free­
mason) without advertising the vacancy. This was so 
irregular that the Authority later received а formal rebuke 
from the Home Secretary. Forced to advertise the post 
after all, it chose the same man anyway without interview­
ing any of the other candidates. 
PresumaЫy по sub-committee memЬer knew of 

Parrish's extravagant tastes, but he immediately displayed 
so cavalier а regard for puЫic f unds that it must have Ьееn 
clear to any impartial observer that he was the wrong man 
for Chief ConstaЫe. Не asked the Authority to рау his 
removal expenses 'in the interest of the efficiency of the 
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force •. If he had joined Derbyshire from another f orce 
mапу miles away he would have deserved removal 
expenses, but he was а local man living only nine country 
miles from police HQ. 

Chairman Millar was so convinced of Parrish's urgent 
need to move that he had already agreed to the request, а 
decision which the sub~committee hastily rubber-stamped. 
They had no need to rнsh: Brother Parrish did not move for 
another eight months, and then to а house only one and а 
half miles from where he was a\ready living! The cost to the 
ratepayers was .t:3,881, including !232 to shift his house 
contents, f500 for carpets, !800 estate ageпts' fees, !800 for 
conveyancing and !1,300 in stamp duty. Tbls worked out at 
more than !1 а yard, door to door. 

Years \ater people asked why this decision- as well as the 
irregular appointment of the new deputy chief constaЫe -
had been rushed through on 6 Мау 1981. The answer may 
have been that the Jocal elections wcrc taking place next 
day. Thc Conservatives knew they were going to lose 
cuпtrol of t\1e Couпty Council and the Police Aut.hority. 
Parrish may havc guessed that if Labour took over, they 
would reject his nonsense request for removal expenses. 
However, now this had been approved in principle, the 
expenses would have to Ье paid whichever party won 
power. 
Оп 7 Мау the Conservatives were duly defeated and 

their Masonic leaders ousted Ьу Labour councillors with а 
Puritan streak. Two and а half years \ater, when the Parrish 
affair Ыеw up into а national scandal, по one outside 
Freemasonry knew how he had been appointed or had 
wangled his removal costs. Some newspapers portra~ed the 
investigation into his office costs as а 'frame-up': а chief 
constaЫe victimized because he had sent officers into 
combat against striking coal-miners whose cause was dear 
to Derbyshire's socialist bosses. As it happens, Parrish and 



Parrish's Counci/ 355 

111,· 11cw council leader, David Bookblnder, were united in 
"l'l'11"iпg the use of outside police forces to police the 
11, 1 IJy:-;l1ire pits. BookЬinder had по vendetta against . 
l'.1111'>h. 

111 t·act. tbe matter was out of BookЬinder's hands. Ву 
1111\v tl1e County Treasurer had evidence that police 
,, , oшits had Ьееп 'cooked' to рау for Paпish's tastcs. А 

· l1.1i11 of police officers, from chief superintendent down to 
"' '~eant, were caught up in а spider's web of forged 
111\'oices, large bills sub-divided into small sums to avoid 
l'•1licc Authority scrutiny, and expenditure backdated into 
tlн· prcvious financial year so unspent funds would not Ье 
l 111 ft·it but could Ье splashed оп Parrish 's magic wall. 

The real cost was becoming clear: the armchairs had cost 
111110 each, the desk more than !3,300, conference tаЬ\е and 
шatching drinks cabinet !1 ,900, wal\ units f8,500, and that 
··kctric partition f3,200. Worse still, а\1 this money had 
l11·cn filched from the Police Housing Account апd should 
kt\'C L1een spent 011 the dilapidated homes of young single 
1·011staЫes. What had occurred was, in strict accounting 
rerms, а 'planned fraud'. Parrish meantime had not only 
lшaxed the authority into paying him to move into а new 
lюuse; he was receiving f58 а week rent allowance to live 
thcre. 

In June 1984 he told tbe Police Committee he had no idea 
Jюw much the office had cost until his deputy came up with 
tl1e total. Не also c\aimed that the higli-ranking police 
officer who had supervised the refurЬishment had never 
told h.im the overall figure. These excuses did not satisfy the 
committee wblch promptly suspended him. Parrish called а 
press conference, at which he talked of left-wing plots and 
claimed his suspension was the price he had to рау for 'not 
licking Ьoots'. 

At this point some of the Freemasons who had selected 
him in 1981 came to their brother's aid but, as Conser-
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vatives, they may also have believed his talk of left-wing 
plots. The former council leader Walter Marshall claimed 
LaЬour councillors wanted to get rid of Parrish so they 
could appoint а chief constaЬ\e who would do what they 
wanted: 'Тhеу are not in favour of authority of any kind. 
Law and order does not interest them.' 
Тhе saga got Ьetter as it got worse, especially when it was 

revealed that Parrish's own notions of law and order 
included paying his chauffeur more overtime in one year 
than the total paid to all members of the county's traffic 
squads. This was because Parrish was using his official car 
for private visits: to а golf tournament, а race meeting, 
dinner parties, and to the Jaguar Warrant Holders' Dinner 
in London for which he also claimed overnight expenses. 
Не even had the gall to claim trips to his London lawyers to 
plan his defence against the investigation into his own 
profligacy. 
Не had also arranged that оп 19 September 1983 his son 

and daughter-in-\aw could stay in VIP rooms at police НО 
bcforc they tlew off оп holiday from East Midlands Airport 
next morning. It was even rumoured that the сонр\е had 
been served breakf ast in bed and that а police car had taken 
them to the airport. In the meantime their car was safely 
parked at police НО. The cost had been borne Ьу tbe Police 
Authority which only found out about it а year Jater. 
Suddenly Parrish claimed it was а mistake and offered to 
рау up. 

Other tacky truths were emerging. The County 
Treasurer confirmed that !1 ,ооо of puЫic money was spent 
on fitting а burglar alarm at Parrish's home without 
approval. This money had been fraudulently diverted from 
the Crime Prevention Account where it was meant to Ье 
spcnt on telling the puЫic how to deal with burglars, not on 
kecping burglars out of the chief 's home. 

At this point Parrish summoned the aid of another 
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~1 .• "1111, albeit а dead one. Не claimed Neil Ashcroft, the 
• • 111111у Clerk, had told him the authority would рау for his 
1 l .11111. However, Ashcroft had just died. The a\arm had . 

111·1·11 tht: subject of long discussion between Ashcroft and 
1111· 1 ouпcil\ors, yet he had never said he l1ad told Paпish he 
, 1111111 have it. As it happened, Ashcroft belonged to the 

1111е Derby lodge as Parrish's staunch supporter, Walter 
r"i. l .11 o.;l1all. 

1 i v October 1984 Parrish chaпged his strategy. Now he was 
11 \'1111,!. to rcsign оп grounds of ill-healtl1. This way hc would 
н·111с оп full pension with а large lumpsum, and he wouldnot 
11.1\'t: to face а disciplinary tribunal. There were по coпes-
111111tling advantages for the authority. lndeed, Pnrrish was 
.11"0 demanding !15,000 to cover his legal costs. Councillor 
l 11 юkЬinder and his colleagues realized that. if they agreed to 
р.1у them, Parrish woulcJ shout from tltc rooftops that this 
11111vcd hc had nevcr done anythiпg wrong. 

Лt the authority's Decembcr mceting Parrish's Masonic 
-.11pporters said he should !1е allowcd to rctire i111mcdi<.1tcly, 
cve11 though tl1is woнl<i dcprive him of the chancc to prove 
l1is iпnoccnce, wl1ich he and they so loudly proclaimcd. 
l .abour membcrs prcferred to fight it out ut а tribunal. 
l 'l1cy did not bclievc he was ill. First they had been told he 
\Vas suffering from gastric ulcers, then exhaustion, then 
·1cactive depression'. In Junc i985 he was said to have 
co\lapsed aitd was being treatcd in а private hospital. This 
,·oincided with another request for him to Ье allowed to 
1etirc on medical grounds, and for all charges against him 
10 Ье withdrawn, but very soon he was out of hospital 
again. А solicitor hired an inquiry agent to observe Paпish 
i.:oпvalescing. Не rcported that Parrish was driving around 
in his car (often breaking the speed limit). playing golf and 
\Vorking in the garden. Snaps showed him fitter and 
healthier than he looked in апу of the old photos appearing 
in local papers. 
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ln the meantime Derbyshire had no working chief 
constaЫe. At last the Ноте Office decided the authority 
must retire Parrish io the interests of force efficiency, thus 
avoiding the issue of his health and the pending tribunal. 
Council Ieader Bookblnder saw that, if this were done, 
Parrish could get back all his legal costs. Тhе Chief 
Inspector of Constabulary, Sir Lawrence Byford, told him 
Parrish would get по 'undeserved costs'. ВookЬinder 

thought this ап odd turn of phrase because, he felt, попе of 
Parrish's costs was deserved. 

ln September 1985 Bookblnder says he told Byford and 
his Regional Inspector, John Woodcock, that some people 
believed 'this was just а cop-out, whereby the police were 
looking after their own. Parrish would get his pension, he 
would get his lump sum and he would get out of facing the 
tribunal or - as local gossip would have it - Masons were 
looking after Masons.' 

Neither Byford nor Woodcock took thcsc remarks well, 
but they conksscd this was the 011ly \.\'ау the Ноте 
Sccrctary could :)<н.:k Parris\1 ~о а 11cw chicf could Ье 
<ippointe<.l. BookЬinder i11sisted that, if this was so, the 
Ноте Secrctary should state puЬ\icly that the Police 
Autlюrity l1ad acted properly tl1roughout and that Parrish's 
psychiatric condition was thc reason he was going. On 25 
September the Home Secretary made that statement. 

Parrish was gone, hut the committee had to kiss him 
goodbye with а !74,000 lump sum payщent as well as а 
f16,ooo-a-year pension. At first the pension was mis­
calculated but within а few hours Parrish was on the phone 
telling the Treasurer's Department he should Ье getting 
{.700 а year more. Bookblnder was astonished: 'Mr Parrish 
turned out to Ье correct, апd we were all relieved that he 
<tppcared to Ье making such а speedy recovery. · Не had 
also rccovcred enough to know there was no point iп trying 
to recover his costs all over again. 
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l /1c battle was not over. The Authority had given up the 
• 1111\1.:. but the ratepayers had not. Тwо complained about 
1111· cost of Parrish's office and forced а puЫic inquiry in. 
111Ht1. Out came all the grubby details of false accounting. 
1 '"" ish tried to Ыаmе the officer who had supervised the 
•··l11rhishment. The lower ranks Ыamed each other, except 
r. н 'inc disarmingly honest superintendent who admitted 
111· /1ad connived at the entire deception. 

lly this time а recent edition of the Derbyshire Masonic 
1 ,·ar llook had fallen into Bookblnder's hands. Suddenly 
111а11у mysteries of county politics began to make sense. 
l l1e memЬership list for the Tyrian Lodge (по. 253) 
111t·\i1ded two former Conservative County Council leaders, 
1111 l".: successive county clerks who had run the council for 
11111r1.: than twenty years, the High Sheriff, and foпner Chief 
1 1н1-;tаЫе Sir Wa\ter Stansfield. Clearly the lodge had 
1l11щinated county affairs throughout the 1C)6os and 197os. 
lщlccd, as it had Ьееn founded in 1785 and was the oldest 
1111lgc in Derbyshire, it had рrоЬаЫу run the county for 200 

\'l':IГS. 

< )ther names loomed out from other lodges: Alf Parrish, 
• 11 t"ourse; several more Conservative councШors; countless 
111agistrates, solicitors and cstate agents; the Lord Lieuten­
.1111; <1nd that celebrated landowner the Duke of Devon­
-.l1i re. This slim Masonic volume amounted to а business, 
pofitical, police and social directory of the entire county. 

When the time came to choose а new chief constaЫe, 
llookblnder sat оп а specially appointed sub-committee 
alongside Home Office Inspector John Woodcock. The 
1·11uncil leader asked each candidate if he was а Mason and 
whcther Freemasonry was likely to affect him in the course 
11f duty. Bookblnder claims this raised Woodcock to а state 
11f controlled anger, which nearly Ьoiled over when the 
J .aЬour leader asked one candidate 'if he could Ье affected 
''У grown men playing ring-a·ring-a-roses with aprons 
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round their waists, опе nipple bared and one trouser-leg 
rolled up'. 

Despite this, Woodcock and Bookbinder agreed that the 
serving deputy chief constaЫe, Alan Smith, was the right 
man for the job, having thoroughly earned it after eighteen 
difficult months as Acting Chief while Parrish was sus­
pended. The decision was unanimous. Amid the bonhomie 
that followed, BookЬinder tumed to Woodcock and asked 
if his questions aЬout Freemasonry had upset him. 

'No, not at all,' said Woodcock. 
'Are you а Freemason?' asked BookЬinder. 
Woodcock beamed а Ьig smile and replied, 'Of course 1 

am.' 
Their choice, Alan Smith, was not. 
There was а curious sequel to this conversation, when 

the two men met again in 1987. 'Still оп the square?' said 
the council leader. '1 am not а Freemason,' responded the 
Ноте Office Inspector. 

Bookblnder then repeated their earlier exchange, which 
Woodcock did not challenge. BookЬinder therefore 
concluded that in the interverting two years Freemasonry 
must have fallen out of fashion among Britain's top cops. 
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Tough at the Тор 

ln 19871 wrote to all fifty-two chief constaЫes in the United 
Kingdom requesting their views on Freemasonry. 1 asked if 
they were themselves Masons, ifthey gave any guidance to 
officers about Freemasonry, whether it was а divisive issue 
in their forces, if it had ever been raised at Police Authority 
1neetings, and whether memЬers of the puЬ\ic had ever 
raised it in complaints against officers. 

Not wishing to waste police time or puЫic money, I 
t:nclosed а stamped addressed envelope with each of my 
iпdividually typed letters. Despite this, twenty-eight of the 
lifty-two did not reply. Of the twenty-four who did, eleven 
ri:fused to co-operate. 1 was thus rewarde(I with а mere 
thirteen full replies оп which to arrivc at а few conclusions: 
а sample of 25 per cent. 

lt would Ье tempting to conclude that the other 75 per 
cent are all 'on the square'. This would not Ье fair or true. 
Some may share the view of Lincolnshire's Chief Con­
staЫe, S. W. Crump, who told me hc was not а Mason but 
he did 'not propose to participate' in my 'divisive venture'. 
Some chiefs might Ье in the position in which Ian Oliver of 
Central Scotland found himself, when Stephen Knight 
шаdе а similar approach to which Olivcr did not reply. Не 
says the inference was drawn that he must Ье а Mason when 
in fact he was not and still has по intention of Ьecoming 
one. (This time he kindly sent me а detailed reply.) 1 also 
know that several police chiefs who did not reply to me 
have told local newspapers they are not Masons. 
Оп the basis of the replies received, all 1 сап say with 

certainty is that fifteen of Britain's fifty-two chief con­
staЫes are not Freemasons. 1 have no proof that any of the 
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others асе Freemasons, though 1 guess some of them are. ln 
Chap1er 11 1 quoted at length the reply of Geoffrey Dear. 
Chief ConstaЫe of the West Midlands. Не did not say if he 
was а Mason, preferring to stress that his private life was his 
own concem, 'provided of course that it does not adversely 
influence my professional standing or that of the force, or 
interfere with the impartial discharge of professional duty. 
And it does none of these things.' 
АН the non-Masons who replied said it was 1101 а divisive 

issue in their forces. Only in Derbyshire has it been raised 
at Police Authority meetings {after the Alf Parrish affair), 
and only Chief ConstaЫe George Charlton of Norfolk is 
awarc that any memЬer of the puЫic has ever complained 
aЬout it: 

In DecemЬer 1982 u written complaint was rcccived alleging 
that 011 an unspccificd date poli\."e oflicen. in Norwich had ignored 
drinkldriving offences committed Ьу members leaving the St Giles 
Ma.~onic Lodge and inreпed that опе ofthe drivers involved was а 
lne:11 ~nior policc offkcr. Whcn thc alleged author w~ su~­
quently interviewed J1e disclaimed all knowlcdge of the complaint 
and, upon submission of the Ше, the Pulice Cumplaints Board 
granted forma1 dispensation fтom further inquirics. 

All but two said they gave no specific guid1U1ce on 
Freemasonry. Only Greater Manchester and West Mercia 
have followed Sir Kenneth Newman in advising officers on 
rhe basis or his Principles о/ Policing. One reply pointed 
out that the 1964 Police Act forblds policemen from 
Ьelonging to а trade union. This does not apply to 
Frcemasonry, despite the Craft's claim to Ье descended 
from " medieval rrade union and despite its continued 
adl1crc11cc to the same principles of comblnation and 
mutual aid for which policemen are banncd from joining 
union~ tOOay. 
Тhс only hint thot Freemasonry might Ье hi-jacked for 
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1111properendscame in Ian Oliver'sreply: 'During mysixteen 
vt·aп in the Metropolitan Police until 1т. it was not 
11nknown for officeв 10 join the Masons in the hope that it 
1111ght just helptheir promotion prospects, but 1 ат not aware 
tlщt it ever did.' Peter Joslin of Warwickshire, another non­
Mason, is even more dismissive of Freemasonry·s negative 
polcntial: 'Тhе опlу danger to thc policc scrvice from 
l·rccmasonry seems to occur when Ьooks such as The 
Пrotherhood raise doubts in the puЫic·s mind aЬout the 
p;1rtiality or policc officcrs who are Frccmasons.' 

Most police chiefs (Mason!i and non-Masons) wish the 
11'.'iUe of Freemasonry would go away. They find it easier to 
l'lame the media for inventing а proЫcm than to admit it 
exists. Many as..'lert their officers have по iпterest in lhe 
'>t1hject, despitc the frequcnt appearance of anti-Masonic 
k:lters in policc journals. Many chiefs are mistakcn whcn 
1l1cy claim the issuc has 11ever cun1c up in puЫic cumplainls 
against thcir forces. 1 liave а pile of lcttcrs fron1 citizen!i 
wlю havc l'nclo.'iCd corics of for111a1 cuшplaiпts thcy IHl\"C 
~с111 to policc forcc.<> a\leging Mawnk wrungdoing Ьу 
policemen. Muny arc froш 'crazics' and arc propcrly 
r..:jected, but it defics statistical odds tlшt попе has cvcr 
11ееп fouпd to Ьс jus1ified. 

ln thc fulurc chief co11stahlcs muy have lo act оп 
increasiпgpuЫic. pressaпJ political coпccrn aЬout the rolc 
(lf Freemasonry in the police servicc. Early in 1988 Home 
Office lcaks implied Ноте Secretary Douglus Hurd was 
thinking of rcquiring police officers to declare thcir lodge 
membership if Frccmasonry emcrged as а factor in any 
matters in which they wcrt: involved - whether these were 
intcmal issue~ such as pronюtion and discipline or extemal 
criminal investigations. Тhat idea came to nothing when 
Hurd and Commissioner ImЬert concluded there was no 
cvidence of Masonic corruption in the Metropolitan Police. 
(See Chapter 13.) 
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It is my view that Masonic membership should Ье 
declared Ьу all police officers and that а regularly updated 
register of Masons serving in each force should Ье kept at 
every police station and at the headquarters of the force 
concerned. This register should Ье readily availaЫe to 
fe\low police officers and to members of the puЫic. If this is 
not а service which police forces are williпg to give their 
paymasters. then the register should Ье оп display in all 
puЫic libraries, just like electoral rolls. There will Ье 
arguments over whether memlJership of other secret or 
quasi-secret societies, or fraternal organizations, shoнld Ье 
declared. If а convinciпg case сап LJe made that any other 
society is as extensive, po\verful an<J cohesive as F1·ee­
masonry. then its mcmbers should indecd declare them­
selves. 

If рнЫiс opinion were to demand this registcr for 
policemen, it might also rcquire othcr puЫic servants to 
comply. It might cvcn demand thc display of eвtire 

Masonic lodge membership rolls at puЫic libraries. This 
woultl t'~ stoutly opposed оп the grour1ds that it is not the 
'British way' of doing things, hut that is for the British 
people to decide. They have only receнtly gained access to 
the Land Registry. f'or ceпturies it has been considered an 
invasion of property owners' privacy for other people to 
know wlю really owns what in this couпtry. However, this 
grossly infringed otl1er people 's rigl1t to informatioп -
especially to i11formatio11 which cou\d affect themselves. 
The same principle applies to membership of secret, or 
private, mutual aid societies. Their secrecy (about both 
1,•;tшt tl1ey do and wlю they are) is а standing invasion of the 
lil1erty of а\1 non-шembers. 

Tl1e <lifficulty which non-Masons have always en­
~oш1tcrcd over Freemasonry is epitomized in an exchange 
which 1 witnessed in the Palace of Westminster. 1 was 
pre~c11t whcn а non-Masonic Tory МР met one of his 
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• • •11\l 1luents: а businessman who claimed he was the victim 
• •I а Masonic conspiracy. The businessman felt that police-
1111.·11 investigating the affair were dragging their feet in 
••rikr 10 protect Masons inside and outside the force. Не 
"'.111\t:d the МР to mention Freemasonry in а letter of 
• 11111pluint to the chief constaЫe. Тhе МР advised against 
11 

1 tlo11't think you should mention the Freemasons. If you want 
1l1oc rcople to do their job propcrly, it's best not to upset thcm. 
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Judging Ьу Results 

1 11Фteen circuit judges, four Queen's Bench judges, three 
l11111ily division judges, two judges in Cl1ancery, three Lord 
111~1iccs of Appeal and one Lord of Appeal in Ordinary. 
1 lш; is Freemasonry's strength in the highest ranks of the 
1111liciary today - or, rather, its 1ninimum strength as 
11·vcalcd in Masonic reference books to which 1 have had 
111 ..:css. Many other sources (such as provincial yearЬooks 
.11111 rпcmbership lists of lawyers' Jodges) have eluded me, 
··• • 1 am forccd to guess that many more judges are 'оп the 
-.ч11аrс'. Certainly, many rcccntly rctired judges are 
Masons: fifteen circuit, onc Quecn's Bcnch, two family 
1l1\·ision, one Сtншсеrу. three Lord Justiccs of Appeal 1шd 
••11с Master of tl1e Royal Court of Protection. 
Л recent l .. ord Chicf Justicc. the latc Lord Widgcry. was 

11;1,1 Senior Grand WarJen ot" England. The current Chicf 
l11stice of Australia, Sir Harry Oihbs, is ·on the square'. 
1 i1l1[15 is also thc only Australian оп the judicial committee 
,,j 1he PrivyCouncil. Thc presidcnt ofthc LandsTribunaJ is 
.1 Mason. So is England's Chicf Rcgistrar i11 Bankruptcy. 
So was his immcdiatc prcdcccs.<\Or. Beyond thc Royal 
1 "iюrts of Justice sit many more Masonic judges. from the 
~·urrent Rccordcr of So11thport to an English Advocate­
CicneraJ in thc European Community's Court of Justice. 
Still more barrister Masons choose to stay where real 
пюnеу can Ье made: as QCs. 

So what if а lot of judgcs and OCs are Masons? That may 
~ау less aЬout lawyers than that an even higher proportion 
went to puЬJic schools and Oxford or Cambridge: networks 
which are perhaps more powerful than Freemasonry. The 
difference is that thosc institutions (privileged and self-
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perpetuating though they are) are dedicated largely to the 
gaining of open educational qualifications which are 
essential in а lawyer. What the outsider might wonder is 
why many of these men, who judge the rest of us. need 
Ьelong to а secret (or would~Ьe secret) society; how сап 
these men Ье trusted to find the truth in а court of law. 
when as Masons they swear Ьelief in - and repeatedly enacl 
- the mythical murder of а bogus historical figure whom 
1hey glorify as the stonemason architect of а temple built 
mainly of wood, even though he was neither а stonemason 
nor an architect! 

For enlightenment оп what Freemasonry means to so 
nнiny esteemed dispensers of justice 1 wrote lo Loпl 
Tcmpleman, а 1-ord of AppeaJ in Ordinary who sits in thc 
l-louse of Lords. Tcmpleman is England's highesнanking 
Mason judge. Не has also raken part in а tclevision series 
оп 1he legal profession. 1 had hoped tha1 someone wilh the 
independencc of mind to ignore rhe rhen Lord Chancellor. 
Lord Hailsham's oppositioп to puЫic commeпt Ьу judges, 
might ~е some poiпt iп puЫic discus!i:ioп of Freemшюпry. 1 
reccived по reply - not that l really expected опе because 
Templcmaп did not reply to Stephen Knight cither. 1 did 
поt approach any other senior judges Ьecause Knight had 
wastcd many stumps оп our legal hierarchy. few of whom 
acknowledged his letters. 

Еvеп judges who are not Masons refuse ro say so. This 
may reflect traditional reticence about disclosing any 
aspect of their private lives, but а man's privacy is hardly 
iпvaded if he voluntcers he is поt а Маsоп. Perhaps пon­
Masonic judges fecl they bclong to а greater brotherhood 
- of judges - which takes precedence ovcr any feelings they 
havc aЬout their colleagues' Masonic frolics. They may fear 
tlшt ·coming out' as non-Masons would provoke retri· 
lщtion. Onc Crown Coun Recorder told me, 'l'm not а 
Mason, but don't quote me or 1 may end up hanging under 
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111 •• , 1.lва~ Bridge.' 1 reacted as if this reference to lhe 
•·• • "1 lt' Jcath of the ltaliaл banker-Mason Roberto Calvi in 
",111 was а joke, but the Recorder assured me Ье was 

\\.'l11lc rt:scarching the Craft's role in British politics, 1 
•11• 1 1l1t· !{t Hon. Sir Jan Percival ОС. А former Conser­
. ,,1,.,.,. МР and Solicitor-General, Sir lan is also а Free-

1111'"'" ln his chambers in the Temple (not Freemasons' 
11 .• 11. l111t tl1e Inn of Court) he kindly gave me an hour of his 
н11н· 10 1liscuss one of thc pitssions of his life: the Craft. 

Mv f;11hcr wa.'i а Freemason and а man ofprinciple, forwhom 1 
1, !111111 only love and affection, bu1 also respect and admiration. 
111 1l1t· time 1 came back from the war he was dead. 1 mel some of 
!111 M,11onic friends who asked me if 1 would consider joining his 
1."l"t·. 1he Canada (l'm а seventh-geпeratioп Canadian). They 
•·•l·I щt· il Ьit aЬoutit and l liked what 1 heard, ~о I joincd and Гvе 
'" ,.,., н:grettt:tl il. 

S1r lan's views оп Freemasonry in politics are quotcd in 
t l1;1ptcr 34. As а Crown Court Recordcr. he speaks with 
111111iraЫe rigour on its role in thc l3w. 

11 ;шother Mason ever sought favour from me in а trial, l'd sec 
111111 i11 Hell first. Bul it's never happencd. No dcfcndant or 
, 1111ni;el hasever tricd it. Ifi1 did happen, and thedefc:ndanl were 
r. •1ind guilty, 1 would ha\•e to Ье vcry careful not to increase his 
,,·r11cnce Ьу а year, rather than let him off lightly! 

Sir Ian's views reflect the formal position of Grand 
l.odge which, in 1984, took action against а Mason charged 
w11h stealing money from his employer. ln his trial this man 
.1llowed defence counsel to mention his Masonic activities 
.1~ proof of good character. Не thus committed the Masonic 
tiffence of using his membership for personal advantage. 
l lc was reported to Grand Lodge which investigated and 
dccided to 'admonish' him. 1 lt alighted оп this modest 



зп Мшопiс AClivities 

punishment Ьecause of 'mitigating circumstances'. А cynic 
might say the Masonic horse had long since Ьolted, for the 
defendant had already achieved the result he wanted: 
acquittal! FJaunting his Masonic virtue may have Ьееп just 
what swayed Masonic jurymen or even the judge into 
letting him off. 

Sir Ian was not involved in that case. His views reflect 
what he sees as the essence of Freemasonry. and that rules 
out any attempts to interfere with justice. 

lf а Freemason understood the Craft he would not try any such 
thing. No опе gets anyching out of Freemasonry. except those 
whoare Ьeneticiaries of eharity. What you do get are principles Ьу 
which to live. That's а good thing. The saddest thing is people who 
don't have any principles-young people who've becn left to work 
it out for themselves. The more we live Ьу such principlcs, the 
bctccr lives wc will have and the more we oontribute 10 socie1y. 

1 asked Sir Ian if it was mere ooincidence that so many 
judges are Masons. Do Masnns never help each other up 
the Jegal ladder? 

For judges you wзnt men of integrity. lc's по coincidence, 
perhaps, that Freemasons are such men Ьecause the principles of 
Frecmasonry are idcal for puЫic servicc. Masons do nnt go 
around rccommending cach other for advancement. It is their 
individual conduct which recommends thcm. 

lt's the same in the police. Of course, you'll get some folk 
steppingoul ofline, masonically, but wbatdo you need in apolicc 
officer? Principl~ such as honour, proЬi1y and upholding the law. 
Тhese are iden1ical to what is required in Freemasonry which 
!itresses аЬоvе al\, duty 10 God, Queen and Country! So it's 
nacural lhat good Masons makc good police offic:ers and good 
ju<lgcs. Indeed, 1 Ьelieve i1 would Ье а much Ьetter world if 
every11ne were in it. 

Judgcs play а \lital role within English Freemasonry: they 
preside over ils complex intemal system of law. lf а Mason 
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11l1jt.~ts to Ьeing 'excluded' from his lodge for whatever 
11·11~on, he may seek remedy in а Masonic appeats coun. 

ln r985 memЬersof Вoumemouth's NonhЬoume L.odge 
t 111). 6827) won а glorious victory in the Dorset Masonic 
1 )11rts Shield. Months later they were ashamed to learn that 
"11i.- NorthЬourne memЬer named George МШеr would Ье 
1111ahle to attend the lodge for some time, as hc was now 
11\·Ainning six years in jail for anned robЬery. The tocal 
l1r~thren felt his 'unmasonic conduct' warranted expulsion 
1111111 Freemasonry. ю in 1986а Grand Lodge appealscourt 
·.al 1О hear Ьoth sides of the malter. As Miller could поt get 
.1 ilay out from jail, he was allowed to state his case in 
v.·1 rting or lhrough another Mason speaking оп his behalf. 
l lowcver, his 'jury' would not Ье twelve locals at Win­
,·lн:stcr Crown Court but five Masonic поtаЫеs from а 
pa11el which included Sir John Arnold (then president of 
111~ High Court Family Division), Sir Edward Eveleigh and 
Sir George Waller (Ьoth retired Lord Justices of Appeal), 
1шl the awesomely namt'd Sir William Stabb (а foпner 
··i1тuit judge). Unsurprisingly, the five recommended the 
1 obber's eкpulsion. 

Their decision was puЫished in the Quarterly Communi· 
··11tion which i:i; distributed to all lodges, prcsumaЫy 'to 
i.-11courage the others'. 2 Yet, if а criminal brother is 
l11rgiven Ьу his own lodge. he will рrоЬаЫу not Ье punished 
l1y any higher Masonic authority. Тhis partly accounts for 
1l1c extraordinary survival of silver bullion robber, Lennie 
<iibson, in his police-packed Waterways Lodge, and the 
t.•11during membership of the other fratemal gangsters 
111entioned in Chapter 10 - until adverse press oomment 
rorced Grand Lodge to act, eight years after the crime. 
Then these men were all 'tried' again in а Masonic court of 
appeal. 

One career criminal (а specialist in fraud) told me his 
Masonic friends include not only senior policemen but 
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judges whom he has met at festive boards and ladies' 
nights. Judges usually prefer the company of their own 
cloth in lodges restricted mainly to barristers, such as the 
Grays lnn (по. 4938); the Chancery Ваг (no. 2456); the 
Midland, Oxford and South Eastern Bar (no. 2716); the 
Northem Bar (no. 1610); and the Western Circuit (по. 
3154). Outside London they may mix with solicitors in 
lodges such as the South WaJes Jurists (no. 7092) which 
meets in Bridgend, halfway between Wales's main \egal 
centres, Cardiff and Swansea. One OJd Bailey judge, 
Edward Clarke ( who died in I 989), Jiad the rare privilege of 
belonging to а lodge named after his celebrated grand­
father, the advocate Sir Edward Clarke (no. 36o1).0ver 
the years many Scotland Yard detectives have also 
belonged to this lodge. 

Many judges who bclong to lawyers' lodges alsa jain 
lodges where they сап rclax with men of similar social 
standing in other walks ot' lit'e. Thus, as members of the 
Kaisar-1-Hind Lodge (по. 1724) circuit judges Marcus 
Anwyl-Davies ctnd Michael Goodman may dine at the Cafe 
Royal four times а year with I~ord Belstead JP, the 
Conservative Leader of the House of Lords; Derck 
Pattinson, secretary-general of the General Syпod of the 
Church of England; and Dr Derek Wylie, consulting 
anaesthetist at St Thomas's Hospita\. 

Circuit Judge Eric McLellan and his retired colleague 
Norman Brodrick belong to the all-lawyers' Western 
Circuit Lodge in London, and to the Phoenix Lodge (no. 
257) in Portsmouth where they may dine with two Surgeon 
Rear-Admirals, dozens of other navy officers, doctors 
galore and several JPs. Recently deceased Phoenix 
memhers include а Bishop of Portsmouth and Sir Norman 
Skclhorn, thc former Director of PuЫic Prosecutions. 
Beyond the Craft, judges may also join excJusive Knights 
Templar and Rosc Croix lodges where they сап dress up in 
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11111н• cxciting costumes and swear even more Ыооd­
, 1111lling oaths. 

Пн.::~е details of а few judges' Masonic connections may 
" 1·111 unimportant, yet they support the view that Free-

111.1 ... onry bonds а cross-section of the EstaЫishment 
'' 1p,cthcr in а highly conservative organization. Far from 
f, '"rcring tolerance, Freemasonry's 'apartheid' structure 
111.1у lюttress the prejudices of its members. Most Mason 
1111111,cs may Ье good men with fine war records, who have 
.р,·111 their best years in puЫic service, but it is wrong that 
pнl!!,CS in particular should Jock themselves in so tight а 
,, tl' i al circlc when they are paid to serve all the people. most 
• •I \vhosc ideals, aspirations and circumstances are very 
, bltcrent from their own. More worrying still, these judges 
.11 t· likely to interpret the \aw in ways which reflect 
1 н:cmasonry's particular ethics. Most of these are нn-
11·1ш1rkаЫе bt1t some are 1·eactionary in the extreшe. 

Bretl1ren, such is thc nature of ош Co11stit11tion. that somc 
11111st of necessity rule ;шd teach; others, of cour!;e, must learn to 
·.11t1mit and оЬеу, humility in each bei11g а11 essential virtue. 

J 'hcsc words are spoken in every lodge, wl1en а new Master 
is installcd. Non-Masoпic seekers after justice sometimes 
kar that Freemasonry's 'Constitution' and its code of 
111utual aid dictate how Masonic judges interpret the laws of 
I ·:пgland, evcn driving them to 'Ьend' \aw in favour of 
J,rother Masons who come before them. 1 have many 
kttcrs from реор\е convinced that legal decisions have 
gone against them because of а Masonic •fix'. Wives who 
lщve fallcn out with Masonic husbands often fear divorce 
and custody hearings may Ье manipulated Ьу а covert 
Masonic axis which Ьinds judge, barristers and solicitors to 
the male side. Such fears may rarely Ье justified but, even if 
а case were rigged Ьу Masons, the chances of proving it are 
almost nil. 
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The fear may Ье so great that most non-Masonic litigants 
dare not mention Freemasonry lest they provoke а 

Masonic backlash. For instance, if you dare ask а judge if 
he is а Mason and he says he is not, you have made а fool of 
yourself. lf he is а Mason, he will deny prejudice, refuse to 
withdraw, and then may treat you and your lawyers with 
hostility throughout the case. In any event, your barrister 
and solicitor will try to stop you raising the subject, partly 
out of tactical wisdom. partly out of fear for their own 
careers. Of course, the only sure way to avoid male Masons 
is to hire а woman solicitor and barrister, and to demand а 
hearing Ьу а woman judge. Of course, they may all belong 
to some branch of women's Freemasonry, which, un­
fortunately, 1 have not yet explored. 

1 know of only one case where plaintiffs succeeded in 
getting а case heard Ьу а non-Mason. Ironically, they were 
а group of Frcemasons who felt they could not get а fair 
trial before а brother Mason judge. From 11)85 until 11)87 а 
Ьitter dispute raged over plans to sell the Royal Masonic 
Hospital (see Chapter 37). In favour of sale were most of 
England's hierarchy: Grand Lodge satraps, charity chiefs 
~nd provincial grand masters. Against were rank-and-file 
Masons, а group of doctors and somc charity buffs to whom 
the hospital was the jewel in England's Masonic crown. For 
twelve months they fought а battle in Chancery against the 
hospital governors, to Ыосk the sale and estahlish terms for 
the election of а new board. 

The rebcls belicved that any Mason who becomes а 
judge is instantly awarded Masonic Grand Rank and is then 
Ьound to support any scheme schemed Ьу England's 
Masonic mighty, including selling the hospita\. Ву the time 
the case reached court, tbey had made sure it was heard Ьу 
а non-Mason. Mr Justice Warner. It ran for much of 1986, 
and there nшst have been times when Wamer wished he 
were а Mason aftcr all. so he could have been spared from 
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l11·a1ing the most tedious of legal arguments. His thoughts 
111.1у cven have wandered to his favourite recreation, as 
1kclared in Who's Who, 'Sitting in the sun with а cool 
'l1111k •. 

1 \vrote to Mr Justice Warner to ask him how he came to 
lн·аг the hospital case (known as Brooks v Richardson) and 
'~·l1t·ther it estaЬlished а precedent. [f Masons сап have а 
111111-Masonic judge when it suits them, [ inquired, surely 
111111-Masons should have the same right? Warner saw it 
1 l1tkrently. Не said the intense controversy surrounding 
llll· hospital had led the 'parties' to fear that any judge who 
1\·,1, а Mason would already have formed his views, whereas 
1l1cy wanted the case to Ье heard Ьу а judge who could Ье 
• 'pccted to start with an open mind. 

1 am told that the initial request for а judge who was not а 
Ma~on came from the Richardson (pro-sale] side. Brooks v 
l{1('hardson therefore affords no ·precedent' for the kind of case 
11111 mention whcre there is а dispute between Masons and non­
.\t."1)n5. 

'Nonsense!' said one Mason in the aпti-sale camp. 
· \Vl1en 1 got to court 1 found the case was aiюut to Ье heard 
1,,. Mr Justice Mervyn Davies - а Freemason of Grand 
J{a11k! 1 told the clerk there was 110 way we would accept 
()avies, so he switched the case to Warner.' 

Whichever Jot of Masons first asked for а non-Masonic 
11нlge, the Royal Masonic Hospital case shows how easily 
1l1cy сап get one. lf Masons could secure а non-Mason 
111dge оп that occasion, how often have they arranged for 
r:rcemason judges to hear their pleas without their non­
Masonic adversaries even knowing? 

Mr Justice Warner told me he had 'personally never 
1·1 ime across а case where it was even suggested that the fact 
1liat the judge was а Mason might affect or might have 
.1ffected the result'. Four weeks later just such а case came 
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before three of Warner's senior colleagues in the Court of 
Appeal. Here again а pseudonym is necessary. 

ln the 197os 'Bill Rugman' was running а rapidly 
expanding high-street business across south-east London, 
when he was forced into bankruptcy Ьу the National 
Westminster Bank. Не claims bank officials forged а 

document and swore а false statement which persuaded the 
High Court to allow the bank to f oreclose оп him without а 
hearing. 

As soon as Rugman realized what had happened, he 
applied for his bankruptcy to Ье lifted and his claims against 
NatWest investigated. In Мау 1985 he tried to present his 
own case at Croydon County Court but he has since sworn 
an affidavit saying that, as soon as the hearing began, Judge 
Murray-Band treated him like а hostile witness. What was 
meant to Ье а two-day hearing was over Ьу 2.30 on day one, 
when the judge dismissed the application without allowing 
Rugшaв to argue his grounds for overturning the bank­
ruptcy. Rugman says Murray-Baod obstructed him and 
refused even to put i11 writing that he had rcfused to consult 
Rugman 's legal sources. Не has further sworn that 
Mшray-Baвd's 'Ьlatantly improper conduct is the clearest 
possiЫe indication that he completely failed to carry out his 
function as а judge'. 

1 was not present during the hearing so 1 have no idea if 
Judge Murray-Band was guilty of 'Ьlatantly improper 
conduct', nor do 1 know if he is а Freemason. Howevcr, I 
do know that hc has never had the chance to defend himself 
against these allegations, because they have never been 
tested in any court. In his affidavit Rugman had also 
accused а court official of acting in а hostile manner: he 
twice passed his right hand across his right eyebrow as if 
wiping away some drops of perspiration, but ostent­
atiously. Moreover, he did this in the judge 's line of vision. 
This, thought Rugman, was the Masonic sign of Grief and 
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1 •1·.rre~s. According to the ritual, this has compelling 
. lf1.111licance. 

Wl1cn adversity has visited our Brother, and his calamities call 
1· '' our aid, we should cheerfully and liberally stretch forth the 
l1o1111I of kindness, to save him from sinking and to relieve his 
,,, ., 't'\Sities. 

1~ 11~щап swears that the use of this Masonic sign was 'an 
1llt·1~al secret appeal to the Judge to make certain 1 was 
.111ppcd from succeeding оп rny Application, so that my 
''l'tюnent could benefit'. 

J."ccling he had been denied а fair hearing, Rugman took 
lш. t:use to the Court of Аррса\ where three judges ruled 
1l1ey could not i11vestigate Judge Murray-Band's co11duct, 
11111 tl1at Rugman was e11titled to ask the bankruptcy courts 
ro overturn his judgement. Lord Justice Sir Francis Purchas 
11l1served, 'lf only one or more of these allegations were to 
l 1t: substantiated they would amount to а serious mis­
' .11тiage of justice and miscoпduct on the part of the judgc. · 

The Appeal Judges had a\ready Ьееп forced to рау 
.111ention to Rugmaп's Masonic claims because at the 
oнtset he had applied for his Appcal to Ье heard Ьу non­
Masonic judges. Не even cited the Royal Masonic Hospital 
i.:ase as а precedent. Lord Justice Purchas responded that 
l{ugman was in sоше difficulty because Freeшasons swear 
ал oath not to reveal their membership. 

This was an extraordinary statemcnt coming from а Lord 
Justice of Appeal, for Purchas seemed to Ье saying that 
some of his colleagues would lie rather than revea\ they 
were Masons. They would thus place their Masonic oath 
above their oath as а judge! As it happens, Purchas was 
рrоЬаЫу incorrect. According to а 1984 Grand Lodge 
pamphlet, What is Freemasonry?, 'all members are free to 
acknowledge their membership and will do so in response 
to inquiries for respectaЬ\e reasons'. Rugman's reason was 
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overwhelmingly respectaЫe: he was trying to reverse 
alleged Masonic interference with justice in а Jower court. 

Purchas had an excuse for his mistake - he is рrоЬаЫу 
not а Mason- but one of the judges sitting with him was 'on 
thesquare': LordJusticeSir JohnStocker. We donot know 
if Stocker gave Purchas the correct information while they 
conferred, but we do know that Rugman was refused а 
Mason~free hearing. 

It is extraordinary that Mason judges do not voluntarily 
withdraw from such cases. As memЬers of а fratcmity 
sworn to mutual aid, they clearly have an interest to 
declare. After all, 'justice must not only Ье done - it must 
Ье seen to Ье done.' 
ВШ Rugman promptly dcclared his intention to take his 

case to the Strasboнrg courts: 'lt seems to Ье the only place 
1 will get а fair hearing.' МауЬе. but he will not necessarily 
get а Mason-frec hearing! 
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с 111 tl1is island you cannot breathe, fart, piss or whistle 
1~·11lнн1t them knowing about it.' The island ofwhich former 
1111•.htclub-owner Derck Smith speaks is the Isle of Wight. 
1111·111 are the Freemasons. 
Тlн: island's sixteen Craft \odges claim 1,500 members. 

W1gl1t's cntire population is only 110,000 of whom some 
1с 1,000 are adult malcs. so one man in twenty-seven must Ье 

.1 Mason. lf we discount unlikely Masonic recruiting 
111atc:rial (men under twenty-five. the poor, derelicts and 
11111~t inmates in Albany and Parkhurst jails) the ratio 
··orncs down to опе in ten. Most are in business, local 
1~· 1vcrnment. thc police a11d the law, so it follows that а very 
largc percentage of all island busi11ess goes through 
Masonic hands. 

Certainly, Freemasons know everything about Derek 
S111ith, who qualifies as the islander least likely to Ье а 
M<ison: he is raflJsh, contcmptuous of class distinctions and 
l1e does not suffer fools gladly. At first meeting hc seemed 
to me rather like an end-of-the-picr arcade proprietor, so 1 
c.:ongratulated myself when he \ater told me that arcades 
;ind slot machines is how he started in business. In the 196os 
l1c was operating400 machines on the island, as well as nine 
restaurants and cafes, some Ьetting shops and two casinos. 
In 1968 when Britain tightened its gaming laws, he quit 
casinos and Ьetting to concentrate on running nightcluЬs 
and discotheques. That is how he came nose-to-nose with 
the brothers. 

ln 1985 Derek was the owner of the Blitz discotheque in 
Newport which he ran with his son Nigel. Crucial to а 
nightspot's success is а \ate-night drinks licence. Without it 
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you soon go out of business. Blitz's licence allowed the 
Smiths to serve drinks until 2 А.м. but the law obl.iged them 
to serve food as well. The 1964 Licensing Act states that 
drinks should only Ье incidental to the business of food and 
dance. Тhе Smiths served food such as ЬeefЬurgers but, 
like every other disco, people went there to dance, drink 
and make friends, not to stuff their faces with hot dogs and 
onions. Smith says: 

No discotheque complies strictly with the Jaw. If they did. they 
would have to Ье аЫс to feed everybody at the same time. One 
local disco сап pack as many as 1,500 customers in during the 
tourist season. but it has only thirty eating places. The police 
could 'do' that place any time, and all the others on th~ island. lt's 
entirely up to them who they choose to shut down. 

ln October 1985 eighteen police raided Blitz 011 suspicion 
that Sшith was not serving food as tl1e law demaпded. They 
then applied for his licence to Ье revoketl. Smith said that if 
he were guilty. so were all his compctitors. Не claimed he 
was the victiш of 'discretio1шry policing'. Нс шау Ье right. 
Nowadays chief constaЫes perpetually cry that policing is 
about 'priorities'. There are !Ю many laws, and so many 
crimes, that they do not have the manpower to enforce 
evcry law all the tiшe. This leavcs the choice of target in апу 
field of crime - drug-dealing. gamЫing, prostitution, or 
after-hours drinking - to the discretion of local officers, thus 
giving them awesome power, which is wide open to abuse and 
corruption. Even if they act only in response to complaints 
from the puЫic, they are still suscept.iЫe to manipulat.ion Ьу 
any groups who choose to conduct а vendetta against а 
particular individuaJ or his business. 

ln Occember 1985 Smith found himself before three 
licensing justices, fighting for his discotheque's survival. 
Не t"cared Frcemasonry might have played some part in Ыs 
trouЫes. so whcn the officer who led the raid, Inspector 
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4 11·r;1ltl Marsh, stepped into the witness Ьох Smith asked 
111111 directly if he was а Freemason. At first Marsh refused 
'" ;111swer, then (says Smith) Ье dropped his eyes and 
.1,\opted the Masonic stance of grief and distress. Smith 
1110,1s1cd he reply, 50 the lnspector said he would like to 
, ошшlt the police prosecutor. She told him: 'You must 
111,wcr as you "'·ish. 1 cannot advise you.' At last, Marsh 
"11tl: '1 am.' 

Smith then tumed to address the three Justices of the 
1•.-.1се who were hearing the case: 

1 am concerned at the possibШty that any memЬerofthe ЬеnсЬ 
11,·aring this case might Ье а Freemason, and under the terms of 
1l1~ir oЫigation, would Ье oЫiged to Ьelieve the evidence of а 
llrother against my word ... 1 am not aware that any of their 
"'"rships are Freemasons but 1 know that Inspector Marsh is. 

The JPs were flummoxed. The chairman told Smith his 
чш:stioning was irrelevant, but then volunteered that he 
l1i1пself was not а Mason and ncither was опе of his fellow 
Justices. This was no news to Smith because one of the 
·11~aks' was а woman. The third remained deafeningly 
-,ilcnt throughout. 

Smith claimed he did serve meals till two in the morning. 
l le was backed up Ьу the chairman of the local amenities 
L'ommittec, Councillor Jeff Manners, who testified he had 
~cen food served in the early hours. Despite this impec­
L'aЬle evidence, Smith's tactics did him по good at all: he 
lost his licence, was forced to shut down, and sold the 
prernises а few months later. 

Other people had been battling with Isle of Wight 
Masons for years, especially over the widespread abuse of 
licensing laws Ьу Masonic puЫicans. One of these had Ьееn 
doing roaring after-hours trade, damaging the legitimate 
business of а neighЬouring landlord who had no Masonic 
protection and 50 had to operate within the law. Com-
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plaints to the police had no effect until ang.ry islanders (not 
Smith) approached one superintendent who was а lapsed 
Mason and applied the law without fear or favour. One 
aftemoon well past closing time, he drove Ьу the pub and 
saw а dozen cars outside. Тhе hostelry stood аlопе in а 
country lane, so it was obvious that heavy Ьoozing was 
going оп inside. 

GrabЬing an inspector, the superintendent гaided the 
pub and found it was full of other puЫicans. The landlord 
claimed he was hosting а private meeting of licensees, по 
one was paying for their drinks, and Ьesides they were all 
'оп the square'. Rejecting this Masonic approach, the 
inspector said: '1 don't give а fuck. You're nicked.' After 
taking the drinkers' namcs and addresses, the officers told 
them to leave. They were all so drunk they had to Ье taxied 
home. 
Тhе puЫican was fined but he kept his licence, which 

some islanders feel was remarkaЬJy soft treatment com· 
pared with Smi1h's outright loss of licence years later. Не 
says the power of Masonry on the island is so great that 'lf 
you'rc not in it, you sufferthe pain of exclusion. No onewill 
do business with you. You are sent to Coventry.' 

Smith is а rough diamond, and his Ыunt manner may Ье 
the cause of some of his misfortunes. Yet hiscase raises the 
possibllity that Masonic Ьonds Ьetween police, puЫicans and 
magistrates may lead to the arbitrary application ofthe law, 
and to vendettas agains1 апуоnе who dares challenge 
traditional ways of doing business in а small, controllaЫe 
community. 
Тhere is по doubt that throughout Britaiп Freemasonry 

is very strong оп 'the Bench' (the collective term for 
magistrates and licensing justices). In 1973 а survey in one 
provincial city discovered that twenty·nine out of forty· 
three magistrates were Masons or Rotarians. Some of the 
Masoпs' own yearbooks reveal many brethren with 'JP' 



Masonic Jшtices 3R5 

11llt·r their names. Warwickshire boasts twenty-eight JPs 
111111ing Masons of provincial grand rank. Many more 
M:1iюns in this heavily popula1ed county are JPs, but the 
v1:11rЬook has оо space to list their worldly honours. In East 
.11111 West Kent the tally is twenty-six. The 1985--6 Knights 
1·~·шplar yearЬook names sixty-one JPs as memЬers of this 
Mmюnic order in England and Wales. Such factual morsels 
1щlicate that the true numЬer of Mason JPs in Britain runs 
111111 hundreds. Anyone's chances of appearing Ьefore а 
M;1son-free slate of three magistrates are almost nil- unless 
.111 uf them are women. 

l;or almost twenty-five ycнrs lan Monon worked as an 
.1tlministrator in Derbyshire magistrates' couns. spending the 
lasl thineen ycars as an assistant principal officer in Chester­
l11:ld. Не was also а Conservative Ьorough councШor for 
\t.'vcn years. His father had Ьееn а Ма.<юп iп Scotland and 
Мшtоп himself was perfect Mason material. Yet he never 
joined, either as а young шап or when he achievcd suitaЫe 
worldly status. What he saw going оп at the oouns was more 
1l1al) enough to put him off joining. 

All this stuff aЬout Masonicsignals may well Ье true, but in my 
1·xpcrience Masons aren't let off in court. l11ey don't cven get into 
rourt! We used 10 see all thc police files and we could never 
11nderstand why some pcopJe were prosecuted and others were 
1юt; why working-class men under thirty were breathalysed, but 
rюt professional people; why Ьоуs on 125 Yamaba bikes were 
(lone for speeding but not older men driving Rolls-Royces or 
Juguars. Over тапу years we found out who the Freemпsons 
were, and that's when all these decisions made sense. 

Mr Morton's present wife, Rae, used to Ье married to а 
Mason and came to understand how the Craft juslified its 
covert control of so much of British society. '1 was always 
rold Freemasonry was "the Ьenevolent Mafia" апd that 
"we know Ьest'". • When 1 showed the couple а Derbyshire 
Masonic Yearbook, theyidentified not only а large numЬcr 
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of JPs, but also many justices' clerks, councillors, police­
men, solicitors and estate agents. This only reinforced lan 
Morton 's opinions which he had expressed two years 
earlier in а letter puЫished in а locaJ newspaper: 

lt is high time that Freemasons were oЫiged to state their 
interests and the mere fact that they are reluctant to do so is more 
than adequate reason to demand that they do. Anyone in or 
standing for puЬlic office should Ье prepared to Ье open, as to 
their interests and affiliations. That is all th:it is Ьeing asked. If а 
list is successfully completed, it must Ье pu:)lished. Aпything lcss 
would Ье an iшш\t. 

f'urther evidence of how Freemasonry operates in 
magistrates' courts сошеs from the far north of England. А 
Justice of the Реасе had read The Brotherhood and wrote 
to offer his own experiences aЬout life оп the Bench. ln 
later conversations he asked rne not to name him in this 
Ьооk. for obvious rcasons. 

There are some sixty JPs on our be11ch iiПd vacancies come up 
пю:;L years. Тh~у arc filled un the advice of а small group of 
magistrates who are kпown as the Lord Chancellor's Advisory 
Coшmittee for that area. То my surprise 1 was asked to go оп this 
coшmittee - 1 was thc lirst Ccttholic choseп for many years. 

What I saw going оп i::i the committee astonished me. For а 
start. по one is meant to serve on it for morc thaп six years, but 
one mап had been there for more thaп twelve. 1 also noticed the 
same two me11 were constantly nominating people to fill the 
vacancies. I was amazed at their raпge of acquaintances, people 
from al\ wa\ks of professional life, and all of them thoroughly 
competent. They were ОК in themsclves. lt was the way they 
came to our attention which was obnoxious. 

1 sооп found out that the two men who пominated them all, and 
the man who had served more than twelve years оп the 
committee, were all Freemasons. Thcir whole operation was 
$uhtk and well-planned. Even thewomen they nominated tumed 
out 10 Ьс the wives of Freemasons! 

Although our Вench was very efficient, the Lord Chancellor's 
representative came to tell us that our appointments were getting 
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"111 111 balance. There were too many teachers and too many 
• · •1м1 vatives. This encouraged me to use my power of veto. All 
1•111 l111vc to do to stop the appointment of а new JP is to say you 
• •' • 1(·1 ·1. No one may ask you why - you simply say so. Whenever 
'''" 11vo Masons pushed their luck Ьу putting up too many of their 
1111·1111\ 1 wou\d say, '1 cannot support this nomination.' They got 
1111 1111:ssage after а while and cut down on their offers. 

1·111 off the Committee now, having served my maximum six 
, ..••... IJut the other fellow is still on it! One of my colleagues 
"l'!:t·\lcd our whole selectio11 procedure should Ье made puЫic, 

1°111 llш; did not go down very well and was rejected. Certain 
I" 1 •plc must have thought their way of doing business would have 
1., 1·11 cxposed at last! 

· 111с coroner's court is another place where Masons often 
l''c~i(le. Т11is merely reflects Masonic dominance in the 
11111l'cssions from which coroners arc selcctcd: tl1c law and 
111C"tlicine. Uпtil receпtly Gloucester's District Coroner was 
1 l1e l;reemason Rнssell .Jessop. In 197Н this solicitor was 
1 '' a11d Registп1c Englaпd's fiftl1 highest Mason that year. 
1 01· lcn years he was aliю Grand Sccretary of Oloнccster­
"lшc, overseeing sixty-seven lodgcs with some 5,000 

11к·111t1crs. Нс i~ also а 3oth degree member of thc Ancient 
.111tl Acccptcd Ritc. His St Thomas's Chapter collc<.1gues 
1c\1cre him as Grand Elected Knigl1t Kadosh and Knight of 
1l1l· Black and Whitc Eaglc. 

ln 1t)83 Jes..<;op presidcd ovcr а coпtroversial inquest. 
J'lшt July а ninetcen-year-old motorcyclist named Mark 
Bilney had died from multiple injuries after colliding with а 
police constaЫe and crashing into an oncoming car. At tl1e 
inчuest РС Peter Rowlands testified that he had 'walked 
crisply' into the road und used his torch to signal Bilney to 
stop, but that Bilney accelerated straight at him. Rowlands 
claimed he was hit and spun round, but made 'no action at 
all to add to а collision'. Не said that Bilney's action was 
·110t far short of а suicide attempt'. 

Death Ьу misadventure, recorded Coroner Jessop. 
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However, three eye-witnesses had given him а different 
description of the tragedy. They said that Rowlands hвd 
appeared from Ьehind а police car and jumped into 
Bilney's path. Far from deliberately dri"Ying at the police­
man, Bilney had slowed to avoid him but Rowlands ran at 
him, waving his torch and shouting 'Stop'. An eig.hteen­
year--old girl, named Jane Manning, saw what happened: 

The police officer ran into the road. Mark wa.~ nearly оп top of 
him. The police officer was facing Mark. His right arm was held 
uul wilh lhe torch in it and 1 heard him say 'Stop'. Mark had to 
swcrve 10 a'ioid the officer. There was not tiшcfor Mark to pull to 
а :c.top. 1 saw him swing his right arm forward and hit Mark оп 1he 
right side of his face or shoulder. Mark seemed stunned. His Ьike 
went off into а саг that was bchind us . 

Магk died in the гоаd fгom multiple injurics. His mothcг is 
convinced that when she saw his body in hospital, tl1ere was 
а maгk оп bls right cheek: 'Jt was а circulaг indentation and 
had not brokcn the skin.' When the pathologist was Jater 
askcd Ьу а jouгnalist if he had recorded this indenlation, he 
refused to discuss his rcport because il was 'confidential to 
1he Coroner'. 

Following complaints Ьу the dead Ьоу's parents, the 
Director of PuЫic Prosecutions investigated the incident 
but decided theгe was insufficient evidence to support 
cгiminal proceedings against РС Rowlands. Lateг Мг and 
Mrs Bilney were denied legal aid for а private prosecution 
against the police. Howeveг, the Bilneys' grievance is 
against not only the police but also Согоnег Jessop for the 
way he handled the inquest. They claim he accepted only 
thc police version of what happened and played down all 
evidence ron11icting with it. Мг and Mrs Bilney wanted him 
invi:stigated but the D of РР has по jurisdiction over 
coroncrs' cuurts, nor could they get legal aid to fight his 
'misadventurc' verdict. 
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k.;"юр served as Gloucester's Coroner for twenty-four 
,• 111,, а reign topped and tailed Ьу controversy. When he 
""11\ arpointed in 196c:J twenty-three docton objected. They 
11·11 thc post should have gone to the acting coroner, whose 
1.11l1cr and grandfather had held it for the previous fifty 
yi·111s, but Jessop was confirmed. Тhе post, after all, was 
11111 hcreditary. Yet when he retired in 1984 Jessop 
' 'lk't:ted the job to go to his depuly: а partncr in Jessop·s 
"\~·11 tirm of solicitors. When another solicitor was chosen 
111·.tc<td, Jessop called it а slur on his оwп man. 

111 а letter to the Gtoucesler Citiu•11, he said he found it 
•l1ll1cu\t to understand how а coroner could supply the Ьest 
1•0,.;iЬle puЫic service when he had по expcrience of the 
1•111. Не lhus overlooked the circumstances of his own 
.1ppointmenl hack in Н)6о. Jessop had to C<tll оп а11 his 
1·krt:rience when he conveпcd the Mark Bilney inquest. Не 
111,111:1ged il all оп his own, without the aid of а jury. 11 took 
~··ars for Mark's pareпts to realize how odd this wщ;. 
Лt:cording to the law governiпg inquests. а coroncr shall 
11r11t:ced to ~ummon <J jury if thcrc is rea!>4.JП to suspct:t 'thal 
1!н: death oa:urred wl1ile thc dcccnscd was in policc 
~11sюdy, or resulted from an injury c:шsed Ьу а police 
• 1r1icer in the purported execution of his duty'. 1 

Scveral witncsses say i11 their statements (availaЫe ю 
lessop before the inquest) thal Mark Bilпey cп1sbed 
l1ccause of thc actions of а police officer purportedly doing 
l1is duty. This is clear evcn from РС Rowlands's statement. 
l le denied deliЬerately hitting Bilney with the torch 
( which, incidentally, was not produced in evidcnce) but the 
collision was clearly caused when, doing his job as he saw 
111, he walked out оп the road into the path of the advancing 
1notorcyclist. Не himself said, 

1 felt I had no time to react Ьefore I felt а strong Ыоw tomy right 
11rm just Ьelow my eJЬow. 1 rememЬeritspun mc round but 1 don't 
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recaJI whether I fell or stumЫed. 1 don't know whether it was the 
deceased or the motor-cycle that collided with my arm, but the 
collision wrenched the torch fтom my hand. 1 did not see the torch 
again. 

This version, alongside the accounts of other witnesses, 
would seem to demand that Jessop summon а jury. Yet he 
did not do so. 

In 1963 Jessop himself had been оп trial, over an accident 
which occurred when he was travelling bome from Cardiff. 
ln order to overtake а vehicle he drove his car onto the 
opposite side of the highway. This caused а head-on 
collision and the death of two people. Charged with 
dangerous driving, he pleaded not guilty but was convicted, 
fined f. 1 оо and disqualified from driving for three years. The 
killings had occuпed in another coroner's territory. 
Otherwise, surely, Coroner Jessop would have Ьееn 
compelled to stand down. 
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Тhе Cotton Inheritance 

Ма11у of Britain's most prominent solicitors are Free-
11111,ons. They all appear in Who's Who, yet none of their 
1 111rics contains any reference to the Craft. 

"111 l>c~mond Неар, President of the Law Society 1972-3. 
St 1licitor to the Corporatioo of London for twenty-six years aod 
l ·.11gland's greatest expert оп towн and country planning law. 

'111 Etlmund Liggins, President of the Law Society 1975-6. An 
··111i11ent Warwickshirc solicitor. 

'>11 1 >avid Napley, President of the Law Society 1976-7. England's 
ka1ling defence solicitor. А Iapsed Mason. 

'щ John Stebblngs. President of the Law Socicty 1979. Member of 
11 Derbyshire lodge (deceased December 1988). 

1 •avid SumЬerg МР, partner in а Manchester firm, member of а 
Staffordshire lodge. 

lkrt Мillichip, Chairman of 1l1c Footbal\ л~~oci<llion, scnюr 
panner in the family firm in West Bromwich, whcre he i~ active in 
Staffordshire Freemasonry. 

Other prominent Masonic solicitors includc Julius 
1 krmer, Lord Mayor of Cardiff 1987-8; John Evans, for 
l\vcnty years Official SoHcitor to the Supreme Court of 
Judicature; and Colonel George Kelway, High Court 
f{t•gistrar for Pembroke and Carmarthen from 1940 to 
11)62. 

These folk are not household names. Тhеу do not match 
-.iнgers, sportsmen or soap opera stars in puЫic recog-
11ition. Yet they are the backbone of Britain, men of status 
a11d respect in the regions where they have built their 
cilreers, and nationally influential in the legal profession. 
Most are Masons of Grand Rank and all are citizens above 
rcproach. 
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ln contrast. rank-and-file Masonic solicitors are re­
garded as pillagers and looters Ьу many anti-Masons. 
Stephen Knight's post-Brotherhood fileswerefull of letters 
alleging all manner of conspiracies against the profession. I 
too have received dozens of complaints from the under­
standaЫy distressed, as well as the near-paranoid aod tbe 
clinically insane. Most of these correspondents suffer from 
the same proЫem: they have по evidence that Free­
masonry has played any part in their trouЫes. Тhеу write in 
not to provide evidence but to ask for it. 

Their allegations are а shocking litany of businesses 
destroyed, bankruptcies precipitated, investments mis­
handled, trust funds defrauded, trials rigged and murders 
covered up. The writers all claim Masonic solicitors have 
conspired with а permuta1ion of Masonic bank managers, 
estate agents. business rivals, policemen, judges-andeven 
Masonic relalives. Тhеу usuully send stacks of documents, 
often illcgiЬ\e. stretching back many years. Each tragic tale 
has dozens of characters with an apparently Ьottomless 
c:.ipacity for evil. Sume ·victims· are themselves solicitors. 
drivcn out of busincss Ьу Masonic competitors, or so it is 
cJ<1.imcd. Even if 95 pcr cent of lhis stuff is fanlasy, thc rcst 
shows there are а lot of wicked people in the world, Ье they 
Masons or not. 

Freemasons did play а large role in one miseraЫe story 
of ап old Lancashire lady who came to sign а new will only 
days before she died. ln 1С)8о Mrs Esther Cotton aged 
ninety-two was sick with cancer. She was living alone at 
home, taking taЫets to kill the pain and slow the cancer's 
growth. Оп 9 December her doctor discovered she was 
suffering not just from cancer but from bruises to her face 
апd legs, Ыасk eyes and cuts, broken riЬs and collapsed 
vcrtebrae. Не promptly put her in Ormskirk General 
Hospital whcrc she complained of leg and neck pains. Нег 
anklcs werc swollcn and the cancer had completely 
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.i.-,1111yed her right breast. Tests also showed she was very 
111·111 and suffering fromsevere heart trouЫe and anaemia. 
1 w11 days Jatershe was sinking fas1: noisy at times but very 
.11owsy in Ьetween. Ву 12 DecemЬer, despite fairly heavy 
·•·1lation, she was in constant pain. 

1 >n this same day Mrs Cotton was lbe subject of frenzied 
111e11tion which was far from medical. Shortly ahermidday а 
·11l1t·i1or named Gordon Brown appeared at her Ьedside 
111~1 ... 1ing she sign а new will. Не was not her regular solicitor 
lщt wrLS acting on instntctions from her son, Ernest. Because 
111 1hc noise and bustle in the ward, Brown asked that the 
,l\·111g woman Ье moved to а private room where, witnes.sed 
1,,. two hospital adnUnistrators, she scтawled а mark where 
-.111· was meant 10 sign her name. 

Within hours her condition rapidly worsened. Her face 
111111ed grey, shc suffered а relapse, and had 10 Ье treated 
ror congestivc c.'lrdiac failure. Her condition further 
1kt~riorated. Оп 17 DeccmЬer shc slipped inlo а coma and 
1l1t:(I. Her funeral wa.,; atlendcd Ьу her son Ernest and her 
.taughter, Mrs Juneth Pilkington. 

Juneth had been visiting her mother twice daily but thc 
l1rst she knew of the will was on щ Dccember when а сору 
L·;i1ne th.rough the letterbox. She thought it strctnge that her 
щother had never told her about this will but strangcr still 
1 lшt she could have made it at а\1. In hospital her condition 
lщd Ьееп so bad that she could say almost nothing, could 
rccognize по опе and, says Juneth, had quite lost her 
111ental faculties. 

As Juneth read through the will (in which she and her 
lнother were namcd as executors) she was stunned. It said 
~ье would get just one-quarter of the value of her mother's 
house. Each of four grandchildren would get а mere I.100, 
but the rest of the estate would go to her brother, Emest, 
'for his own use and Ьenefit aЬsolutely'. Тhе estate was по 
pittance. lt was worth some !6о,ооо, much of it tied up in 
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the family business, а motor соасЬ firm. Yet only five 
months Ьefore she signed this 'hospital will', Mrs Cotton 
had signed another with а very different message: she was 
going to leave each grandchild !:1 ,ооо, but everything elsc 
was to Ье split Ьetween her son and daughter 'in equal 
shares absolutely'. 

What shocked Juneth was not the loss of so much money, 
but the clandestine way in which the new will had Ьееn 
concocted. Тhе solicitor Gordon Brown had never acted 
for her mother Ьeforc, whereas her solicitor for the past 
thirty years was not consulted. Indeed, no onc had even 
told him she was ill. 

lп the period Ьetween these wills the future of the coach 
firm had cetused great family blttemess. Тhе trouЫe went 
back to 1948 when old Mr Cotton had died without а will. 
The business had been held in trust evcr since, with shares 
divided between Mrs Colton and lhe children. Juneth 
refused to scll her shnrcs to Ernest, who ran the business 
and wanted total ownership. The 'hospital will' did not give 
tiim thal - it cuuld nut take away thc: shares Juneth already 
had - but it gave him his mother's 50 per cent share, апd 
thus majority coпtrol for the first time. 

Juneth herself had Ьееn very Ш during her mother's last 
days at homc but she had called in to see her оп 4 
DecemЬer, when she found hersquatting оп а settee in an 
incoherent state. Juneth called the doctor but does not 
know if he saw Mrs Cotton before 9 DecemЬer when he 
sent her to hospital. However, she is sure that on 4 
December the old lady was not suffering from cuts, bruises, 
broken ribs or collapsed vertebrae. 

Years later Juneth gained access to previously withheld 
hospital notes and discovered that оп 6 DecemЬersomeone 
had called the hospital to repon that Mrs Cotton 's back had 
·caved in' and she wascovered in bruises Ьecause of several 
falls. Juneth also leamed that оп 8 DecemЬer Mr Brown, 
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". 1111~ 11n her brother's inslructions, had twke visited Mrs 
• , .111111 :-11 that she could dictate а new will. Neitherhe поr а 
. ·•ll•·111t1.1e could have noticed her caved~in back, or they 
•. •11111 /ыvе realized she was in по condition to make а will. 
111\1\":111, Gordon Brown took down the details and later 
1, .• ,1 1hcm typed оп to the appropriate form. Оп 1:i 
11,' .-inher, Ьу which time Mrs Cotton was in hospital, she 
'f'"•·tl her new will. Two hospital employees initialled а 

1· ·~· l1arн.lwritten words !iaying 1hc contcnts had been read 
"1·1·1 t11 her, 'she appeэring perfectly to understand the 
,,ш,··. 

ltt'-rcading the will with care, Juneth felt her mother 
.• 1111~1 have had по idea what she wassigning. Hersignature 
"·1~ illegiЫe, and 1.1nlike her normal signature as it 
1ppcarcd оп the earlier will. The Е (for Esther) was 
• .11~неlу recognizable, but the А (for Annit') was like an М. 
111 рlш:с of 'Cottoп', 1here werc а fcw gnnrlcd loops with по 
1·~ 11r an ·n·. 

l11neth did not dispute that her mother m<1de that scrawl 
1•111 IClt that maybc her hand l1ad Ьееn held, but wh1.1t was 
,·,1r:юrdinary about the will was that it cont:.1ined two gross 
.-1iors. Mrs Cotton·~ 'dwellinghousc' is descriЬcd as '22 
111 ighouse Close. Ormskirk', whcreas 11he !ived at number 
1_\. Cven morc astonishi11g, the document is madc out in 
rlн: wrong name: 'Hester Annie Cotton·, not Esther Annie 
( ·01100. At по timc in her lifc had Esther cver Ьееn called 
llt's1er. 

Would anyone in his or her right mind voluntarily sign а 
wi11 made out in the wrong name and address'? c.an such а 
wi11 Ье valid? 

In succeeding months and years Juneth tried to find out if 
licr mothercould possiЫy have known what she was doing. 
ln 1981 her doctor wrote that, on 9 DecemЬer 19&;t: 'Му 
patient appeared to Ье in agony and under а great deal of 
Llistress. I therefore did not think it appropriale to assess 
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her meпtaJ capacity. 1 immediately arraпged her urgeпl 
admission into hospital.' 
Оп 10 DecemЬer а hospital physician (whom Browп had 

approached) wrote, 'She is in а fit meпtal state to sign а 
will.' Later he explained that оп 12 DecemЬer he thought 
her сараЫе of understanding and sigпing а will, апd could 
appreciate the extent of her property, the persons who 
should Ье considered, and the way her estate should Ье 
divided. 

If so, how did she not protest that her new wШ made а 
hash of her own name апd address? Тhе орiпiоп also 
clashes with Juпeth 's experience оп 1О DecemЬer when her 
mother failed to recognize her and two other familiar 
visitors. Next day she did not recognize her grandchild. The 
day after, she agaiп failed to recognize Juneth, оп/у опе 
hour before she signed the new wi/I. 

Just bcfore that happened, one hospital witness had read 
tlte will out very loud to Mrs Cotton. While doing this, he 
stopped to ask а doctor about her condition but was told 
shc understood what she was doing. The witness later 
recalled that she 

was wearing а hearing aid, but 1 did not check to see if it was 
working properly, as I had по rea.c;on to suspect that it wasn't. 
When 1 spoke to Mrs Cotton 1 did so in а loud voice, bending over 
the patient. Mrs Cotton did not makc any comment regarding 
1nistakes in her name and the address of her property. I asked the 
patient if she understood what I had read out and if she agreed 
with it. As far as 1 сап recollect Mrs Cotton did not make any 
comments. Mrs Cotton appeared to Ье an elderly, i1I lady. 

Juneth 's solicitors sent all availaЫe hospital records and 
statemeпts to а consultant physician in Liverpool. In his 
Opiпion he stated Mrs Cotton had been very Ш for six 
weeks Ьefore she died. Wheп she signed the wi\l, her mind 
may have Ьееп clouded Ьу pain from widespread cancerous 
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"1""111 ~ impairment of metaЬolic and cardiovascular 
111111 111111" tl1rough cancer, and toxic aЬsorption; lack of 
''''"" 111 '>lt:cp; effects of drugs against pain and for sedation; 
11111 1111/i~нlty in communication and resulting frustration 
1111 '" ;1tlvanced deafness. Не went on: 

11 1'· 111Jccd quite possiЫe th<1t Mrs Cotton may have given the 
111" .11.111сс of not only hearing, but also understaпding the 
."1. 111\ of the will, as read to her. lt is, however, more doubtful 

· '" 1l1cr l1cr cerebral functions were sufficiently unimpaired for 
1 .• '" 1·xpгcss her ow11 viewpoints 011 the contents of the wil\ and 
•·• ,,." \1cr independent judgement ... J am inclined to believe 
• 1, '' , 111ly an extraordinary effort on her part would have enaЫed 
,,. 1 ''' 11sc above her suffering in order to conccntrate her mind on 
,,,, 1.1~k presented to hcr Ьу the so\icitor 011December12th 1(}8о. 

Nt 1 iпdepeпdent evidence exists to show that Mrs Cotton 
11.111 e\•er wanted to makc а new will. In а letter to Juneth's 
.1J1citors, Gordon Brown said that Ernest Cotton had told 

111111 111 visit his nюther and take instructions. Не cannot 
'. 1111111ent now becausc he died in 1984, vet the чuestion 
11·111ains: for whom was Brown really acting? Even if Mrs 
1 111ton were compos menti.~. she would not have known 
ll111wn from Adam. Her son 011ly brought him into her 
11111~ty-two-year life at her last gasp. So what was the 
11·la1ionship Ьetween Cotton and Brown? 

J"hcy were both Frecmasons - both members of 
1 11111skirk's Pilgrim Lodge (по. 6207). ln 1946 Cotton's 
1.11her had been one of its founders. Ernest was Master in 
11)(12 and \ater achieved the mighty provincial rank of 
"ii:11ior Grand Deacon. Не was а Ьig wheel in West 
l .<шcashire Freemasonry, whereas Brown had on\y just 
lн:en initiated. When Brown drew up the 'hospital will' he 
'vas still а mere Fellow Craft. Just three weeks later he was 
1·aised to the third degree and became а Master Mason. The 
~ар in the two men's Masonic status was immense. 
1юtwithstanding that, in the wider wor\d, Brown was а 



398 Masonic Activities 

prosperous solicitor while Cotton ran а modest coach firm. 
When Cotton asked him to make а wi\l for his mother. i1 
was an offer Brown could not refuse. The job had even 
been arranged in the lodge. Оп 3 December 1980, as somc 
brothers stood drinking at the bar in Ormskirk Masonk 
Hall, Cotton walked over to Brown and was heard saying. 
he 'had а little job for hiш'. 

Such deals may go on all thc time in Orn1skirk, v.·hicb ha~ 
many Masons. The mid-Lancs town has а population uf 
27.oou. of which about 10,000 are men ovcr twcnty-onc. 
The Masoпic Hall in Park Roa<.i caters for eleveп lodge~ 
with some 700 members. Even if many of them live in other 
communities nearby, it seems one Ormskirk man in twenty 
is 'оп the squa1·e'. Tl1e town·s most powerful lodge is 
Ormskirk Priory (110. 4007). At six o'clock оп the fourth 
Wednesday of each шопth from Septeшber to April, its 
members slip into the hall to perform rituals, quaff а gi11 
and tonic and sup at the festive Ьoard. 

This lodge showcd its power one morning in July 1985 Ьу 
bпngi11g thc юwn to а halt fu1 thc 1·uш;ral lJf une ut· its must 
revered members. Ву 11i11e o'clock Ormskirk was paralysed 
hy traffic. Everyone was late for work and shops coнld not 
open Ьecause the assistants had not arrived. Tradesmen. 
office staff and shoppers sat in their cars and fumed 
Ьecausc. without waming. the main carpark had Ьееn 
closed to the puЫic so mourners would have only а short 
walk to the parish church. 

The dead man, Howard Ballance, had been а pillarofthe 
community since World War 11. А dentist. he had been а 
councillor for town and county for thirty-eight years. Не 
was chairman of Lancashire Police Authority for three 
years. and was still а JP and chairman of the Magjstrates' 
Bench when cal\ed to the 'Grand Lodge Above'. 
Notюdy begrudged Ballance а good funeral, but giving 

his mourncrs sole use of the carpark sent the town wild. 
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1111 с l1a111her of Trade was furious and rang tbe police to 
· ·111pl11111. The cops said the council bad told them to do it. 

1111 с ·1шinber's president Ыasted the council's 'Кremlin-
111 .. 11111otle' of 'we are equal, but some are more equal 
111 111 111 la:rs '. The council Ыamed the idea on the police, but 

·11& l 1 lшt, anyway, 'it was а sensiЫe way out of what could 
11 "1 ltl'l'11 н ticklish proЫem'. The рrоЫет may have heen 
11. '" 111 appease Lodge no. 4007, whose memЬers included 
• ' , 1 "l 1110re council\ors, and Ormskirk 's ten other lodges. 

l •1 111 1l1ey could са\1 on а total of fifteen of the town's fifty-
11, • IP~ and quite а few brcthren among the local police. 

r lr1t' policeman belonged to Pilgrim Lodge with Ernest 
1 ""' 111 and his solicitor. Other memЬers were factory 
"" 11,·,~. engineers, builders, shopkeepers, estate agents, 
111 .1ccountant, а printer, а farmer and an instrument 
1·. l1111cian named Derek Pilkington. Не was Juneth's 
1111·l1aшt, and it was herbrother Ernest who had nominated 
111111 111 1978 at old Mrs Cotton's insistencc. 

1 kri:k was raised to Master Mason in October 1979 and 
•· 1•11larly attended lodge meetings unti\ November 11)8о 
1 111·11 the family was in dispute over the future of the coach 
1111"1111:~. Until this was sorted out Derek decided to 
1\ 11 l1draw', thus avoiding а row with his brother-in-law and 

· • 1111plying with Freemasonry's Antie11t Charge that, 'no 
1•11vati: piques or quarrels must Ье brought within the door 
· •1 1!1с lodge'. 

1 lowever, the Pilkingtons did complain to а lodge elder 
.11•11111 what they felt was Cotton's 'unmasonic' Ьehaviour. 
l l1t'Y said he had put undue pressure оп his mother to sign а 

1\·111 to his own advantage and the near disinheritance of his 
•l'lcr. Не had also damaged the interests of а brother 
Mason (Derek Pilkington), breaking the Masonic 
, '1111mandment of brotherly love. The elder was upset and 
1o111g Ormskirk's top Mason (another JP) for advice. The 
l'1lkingtons hoped this call would result in а pledge of 
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Masonic justice, but they received none. Far from getting 
help from Freemasonry, they were soon ostracized Ьу it. ln 
Juneth's words: 

We very soon gathered that our past Freemason friends and 
their wives no longer desired our company. After learning the 
good points of Freemasonry, and Ьelieving in its foundations, and 
having enjoyed so much the company of the brethren and their 
families, this sudden treatment came as а shock. We were 
obviously being treated with the alternative treatment to murder. 
as laid down in the rituals. lnstead of having our throats cut 
across. wc were brandcd as 'wilfully perjurcd individuals. void of 
all moral worth and totally unfit 10 Ье received into this worshipful 
lodge'. 

Derek was promptly struck off the lodge stewards' list, 
perhaps in retribution for branding Ernest Cotton's 
conduct 'unmasonic', perhaps because hc had stayed away 
fron1 tlнee meetings ratЛer than clash with his brother-in­
law. lt was оп the advice of hcr mothcr's doctor that Juncth 
decide<.I to fight thc 'hospital will' but she ran into 
widcsprcad ubstructiun. Shc \\'antcd to sci;: insurance 
papers for the coach tirm of wl1ich she had long Ьееn а 
partner. Swinton Insurance's local manager, George Parr, 
refused to lct her have them. Не said she was 'оп dangcrous 
ground' and added, ·my firm has not got enough money to 
fight this'. Не did not explain these remarks but Juneth 
tlli11ks he was referring to the 'secret and silent power of 
Freemasonry'. Нс may not have been а Mason but he was 
in Rotary: 'Many Rotarians are Masons and it seems clear 
that if Parr was to help me in my lrouЫes he would Ье 
working against the interests of his close professional 
collcagues.' When Parr died in 1983 many Masons 
attended his funeral, including two bank managers who 
had refused to give Juneth details of thc family firm's 
ассщшts. Pilgrim Lodge kept its funds in опе of those 
banks. 
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l\k:шtime, Derek had been the victim of а forgery which 
".,1.1 only have Ьееп perpetrated Ьу а Mason. According 

'" 1l1t· constitutions every lodge memЬer should receive а 
• 11 .i11Ll l.odge certificate as soon as he is registered as а third­
.1. f'.ILT Mason. Derek's certificate aпived twenty-three 
11111111l1s late: оп 28 August 1981 in а dirty crumpled 
. 11\l'l• •re dropped through the letterbox at dinnertime. Не 
. · •111plained to the Provincial Grand Secretary, who wrote 
1, •• 1-- ~aying Pilgrim Lodge had kept the certificate in order 
1" f'lt'st:nt it to him in person. When he did not tum up. it 
" '" -;cnt on hy registered post. 

1 lшt letter contained two errors. fed to the writer Ьу 
· "111t: Pilgrim Lodge mcmЬer. Derek had attended all its 
111t·\·tings for а full twelve months after he became а Master 
11.1.1 ... on: ample time for him to reccive the certificate in 
р··1 ... 011. As for ·registered post', he had never signed for the 
. l11t ument because it had bcen stuffed through the door 
'' 11"·11 no one was at home. 

1 krek got in touch with the local acting post master who 
1 "k rred to the registered mail receipt Ьооk. This contained 
1 ,j~11ature iп Derck's name which showed he had received 
111~· lt:tter оп 26 August 1981: а full two days bcfore it 
J,111Jed оп the doonnat. The official admitted the signature 
l1111ked new and stood out from the page, but said it must 
l1avc Ьееn made оп that date. 

lf so, it had not been made Ьу Derek Ьecause he and 
11111cth were on holiday in France on 26 August, апd did not 
1t·turn until two days later. No one else had Ьееn at home to 
\1gn оп his Ьehalf or in his name. Besides, the Jetter Ьоrе по 
•t·gistration slip. The Pilkingtoпs called in the police. А 
( ID man confirmed that the signature looked 'fresh' Y.Ct 
1юt\1ing came of his inquiries, еvеп though the suspects 
were obvious. The forgery could have Ьееn perpetrated 
1111 ly Ьу а high-ranking Post Office official with access to the 
rcgistered mail реп, or with such а persoп's co-operation. 
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This may sound trivial, but it proves Freemasonry сап 
pervert even the Royal Mail. If it interferes with registered 
letters, what else does it contaminate? The incident also 
shows how far some Masons will go to cover up а breach of 
their own rules. First forge the signature, then lie to the 
Provincial Grand Secretary (а former policeman!), then 
get him to regurgitate the lie to the victim, even though he 
юо is а Mason. 

Handing out certificates оп time and in the correct 
manner is the job of а lodge secretary. ln 1981 the secretary 
of Pilgrim Lodge was Ernest Cotton. In NovemЬer that 
year Derek sent а cheque to cover his annual subscriptions 
and !10 for Masonic charities. Не also enclosed а note 
which he asked the Master to read in open lodge to the 
assemЫed brethren: 

Please accept my apologies for my non-attendance at Pilgrim 
Lodge. Being unaЫe to attend has Ьееn а Ьitter disappointment 
to те, but, as you know, there is а brother in the Lodge with 
whom I am at variance over matters which have caused deep 
distress for almost two years to my wife and myself. 

1 regret so few of my Brothers feel аЫе to discuss my proЫems 
with me or are prepared to listeп ... flowever, when the time 
comes, the Great Architect of the Universe will surely as always 
Ье оп the side of righteousness. 

The letter was not read out and Derek never got а reply, 
only retribution. In 1983 he lost his job. The manager who 
sacked him was also in the brotherhood. Freemasons are 
exhorted to give а brother work, not deprive him of it, yet 
Derek's dismissal was unfair and unnecessary, as he later 
proved to an industrial tribunal which found wholly in his 
favour. 

ln January 1984 the Masonic solicitor Gordon Brown 
dicd aged little more than fifty. His funeral was attended Ьу 
many Pilgrim brethren, but not Ьу Ernest Cotton. Some 
Pilgrim mcn felt Brown's health had declined largely 
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1 .. ' 1111•.с hc had spent three years trying to defend the 
""1. I• 11~iЫе 'hospital will'. The Pilkingtons are convinced 
, 1, 1111"takes' were deliberate. 

1111 iш;tance, the will says Juneth Pilkington is to get 
.,,, •1•1arter of the value of Mrs Cotton's 'dwellinghouse' 

1,,,, 1t1e11 gives the wrong address. This might have been а 
"'1 .1.1kc. hut it could have been а deliberate ploy to cut her 
· ·•11 ''' lhe inheritance altogether. As it is worded, she 
· · •11111 J1ave received one-quarter of а property which her 
"'"1l1cr ncver owned - in other words, nothing at all. 

l ltt' Pilkingtons also say the mistake over Mrs Cotton's 
"1111с i~ а Masonic sign. Falsely named 'Hester Annie', not 
1 "1 t1t·r Лnnie', her initials become Н.А. These also stand 

1° ,, l l1ram Ablff, the 'architect' of the Temple of Solomon. 
1111·11 'Widow· is inserted, а word which did not appear in 

•11• carlier will. However. if this is а 'Masonic' will, 
\\'11l11w' is there to show that Ernest is the 'Widow's Son'. 

111 Masonic ritual Hiram Ablff is the 'Widow's Son', а 
11111 ;l'•l" Masons use to identify themselves to other Masons. 

1 lt·rck Pilkington has often complained to top Mason.ic 
• •1111 ials, but they refuse to get involved, saying his dispute 
., 1111 Cotton is а legal mattcr in which Freemasonry cannot 
1111crfcre. Не retorts that Masonic lawyers have interfered 
l 111111 the start, first Ьу drawing up а 'Masonic will' and then 
111' e11ы1ring по other lawyer in town dare fight it. When he 
'11111plained to Freemasons' Hall in London, Commander 
/l.l1cl1ael Higham wrote to suggest he consult another 
J.1wycr 'in another town'. 1 

П1is is just what the Pilkingtons did, when they eventu­
.1lly found а non-Masonic solicitor in Manchester. ln 1987 
1l1t:y were about to fight the will in court, when Emest 
1 11tton's side made а last-minute offer: half the value ofthe 
11юther's house and 4,500 for Juneth's share in the 
l1ш;iness. This came to !18,000 out of an estate worth some 
ню.ооо. Her barrister urged her strongly to accept, to avoid 
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а legal contest wblch would exhaust the estate and leave her 
with nothing. 

As а result the will's glaring mistakes (or Masonic signs) 
were never tested, nor was the legality of Mrs Cotton's 
signature nor the issue of her mental state. lnstead, а highly 
suspect will - perhaps made under duress - was laundered 
and legitimized Ьу the legal process itself. Now the law took 
its own cut. Juneth had to рау costs of .t::9,ooo: halt' herentire 
share of the estatc. 

Cotton meantime had been Master of Pilgrim Lodge а 
second time. Не l1as rюw Ьееп awarded the lofty rank of 
Past Provincial Grand Warden, an lюnour which goes only 
to me11 who embody wl1at the Antient Charges call 'the 
benign inftuence of шasonry, <lS all tпie masons have done 
froш the beginning of thc wurld, and will do to the encl of 
time'. А t'ormer town <~ouncillor, Cotton has even had а 
гшнl named after him. 

In co11tra~t. i)erek Pilkington t1a~ l1ee11 'excluded' from 
Pilgrim for non-payment of dues 1,ut. as he tokl officials, he 
coukl 1юt attt:nd until tlie a11ti-Masonic <.teeds ot' other 
members had been remedied. His unfair dismissal Ьу 
anotl1er Mason ilnd sнbsequent u11empJoyшent were two 
more reasons why he could not рау .€35 а year. Yet his 
brethren resolved that it was Pilkington. an<.I no one eJse, 
who was 'void of all moral worth and totally unfit to Ье 

received into this worshipful Lodge or any other warranted 
Lodge or society of men, who prize honour and virtue 
abovc the external advantages of rank and fortune'. 

For many years Worshipful Brother Cotton ran а funeral 
business from the same prcmises as the family coach firm. 
А decade later, on the shelves of the unlocked and deserted 
garagc. а plastic bag was discovered. It contained the 
rcnшirts 1)f а named individual incinerated at Thornton 
Crcmatorium on 15 November 1974. Out ofrespect for this 
man &an(t his family 1 shalJ not name him here. However, his 
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' r t·nшtorium reference numЬer was С9856. Perhaps he too 
"·11' u Freemason. Even if he was not, his ashes deserved 
1.11l1cr Ьetter care from а Masonic undertaker. 
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ln June 1987 Derbyshire County Council issued а new 
employment application form. In one section it stated: 

The Council Ьelieves it is essential to maintain puЫic con· 
fidena: in 1he fair and impanial way in which it conducts its 
business affairs and that memЬership of а Мasonic Lodge Ьу an 
employee oould seriously undermine that coлfidence. 

(а) Are you а memЬcr of а Мasonic Lodge? YESINO 
(Ь) If 1he answer is 'yes· would you Ье willing to 

reconsider the que.o;tion of your continued memЬership 
of the organization Ьefore а final offer of appointment 
was made? 'l'ES/No 

The council leader, David Bookbiпdcr, warncd that i( 

Freemasons did not agree to give up Masonic membership 
1hey risked поt Ьeing appointed to ·sensitive' posts which 
involved handling council contracts. The couпcil's ех· 

perience during the Alf Parrish affttir ju.<>tified а robust 
approach (sce Chapter 20). but singling out Masons might 
raise ап issue of civil liberties, especially as the samc form 
states that all applicants for council jobs 'receive equal 
trealment in employment regardless of thcir нgе. sex. 
marital status, disabllity, sexual orientation. race, сгееd, 
colour, ethnic or national origin'. Bookblnder responds, 
'Because of Freemasonry's undue influence hеге in the 
r~cent past we merely ask, "Аге you а Freemason and, if 
so, are you prepared to leave thc order?" We take the 
sccrccy out of it and 1 think that is healthy.' 

ln 19К8 in neighЬouring East Staffordshire. а Labour 
move to force councillors and officers to declare Masonic 
memhership W&!i parried Ьу а Тогу motion demanding 
par:illcl disclosure Ьу members of trade unions, the Со--ор, 
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M1l1tant Tendency, CND, Amnesty lnternational and 
1 •11·1·11реасе. Тhе poinl was well made but, even so, 
l 11·l·niasonry flummoxes the liЬertarian Ьecause it is itself 
.11,l·1iminatory - and not just against women. Despite 
11111t·lcnting denials, it discriminates perpetually against the 
·1• l lt'f cent or so о( all men who are not Masons. That much 
1'· written into its Constitutions, in which а Mason is 
• 11.11 ~cd 'to prefer а poor brother that is а good man and 
11 tll' Ьefore апу other poor people in the same circum­
.1.1n1.:cs'. 1 

Mcntion Freemasonry in any local council chamЬer and 
":111.:11 democracy explode. Since The Brotherhood was 
1111l1lii;hed in 1984, the Craft has Ьееn angrily deЬated in more 
tl1.111 1ooauthorities, includingsomeof Britain's biggestcities 
1 ll11111ingham, Mnncl1cster, L:eds, Bradford, Bristol, 
Ntittingham, Plynюuth, Reading), eleven counties (Lan­
.. 1~hire, Cheshire, West Yorkshire. Cumbria, DerЬyshire, 
\laffordshire, Е.~х. Cambridge, Hampshire, Devon, Com­
\~·;111) and ten London Ьoroug.hs. 

S11ch debates are characterized Ьу posturiпg оп both 
'·ltks. Тhе aпti-Masons, usually lcft-wing LaЬour or 
1 1l1cral (SLD) couлcil!or:", are drivcn hy а gut fccling that 
l·rccmasonry is the prescrve of thcir Conservative or 
right-wing LaЬour opponents. Yet they rarely have 
~·vidence that other councillors are Masons, or proof that 
Masonry has ever perverted council decisioп-making. 
Freemasoпs апd their defeпders are just as dissemЫing. 

111 accord with the Antient Charges they try to 'divert the 
1liscourse' Ьу eulogiziпg Masonic charity, attacking 
pressure groups favoured Ьу anti-Masoпs, and claiming 
any move against Freemasonry invades the privacy and 
liberty of everyone else. 

When all this cant has Ьееn decaпted, anti-Masons 
ui;ually demand that councШors and senior officers declare 
Masonic memЬership оп а register of interests kept at the 
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town or county hall. Labour and Alliance-ruled council~ 
tend to pass such motions, but Tory councils throw them 
out. ln 1987 а Liberal councillor in Slough proposed thal 
his fellow councillors declare their membership and not 
stand for re-election or 'resign from the Masoпs forthwith". 
А Tory саше back with the standard libertarian response: 
'We \ive in а free country апd as long as people are within 
the law then it is up to them if they want to Ье Masons.· 
Slougl1 opted for voluntary declaration, but this may have 
little effect. In nearby Reading iп 1988, foнr out of fifteen 
Tory councillors had declared theinselves in accord with 11 

ruling Ьу the town's Labour-controlled council. This wasan 
admiraЫe response, but usually few Masons 'come out' 
because no real penalty сап Ье applied if they do not. 011 
sоше councils they might get banпed froш committees, but 
tl1e fact that they have been democratically electecl give!> 
them an absolнte right to their council seat. No sanction 
сап force them to 'own up'. 

Typically futile v.'as tl1e 1985 rcsolution Ьу the Loпdon 
Borough of Enfield tliat all councillors sho11ld declare 
membership of societies sнch as the Masons. Two years 
later the Enfield Gazette discovered only twenty out of 
twenty-eight Labour councillors had filled in tl1e con­
fidential form, just опе admitting he was 'оп the square'. Of 
thirty-eight Tories only fourteen complied, none of whom 
was а Маsоп. Yet the newspaper claiшed at least ten Tory 
councillors were in the Craft. 2 Labour councillors said they 
suspected Enfie\d was run Ьу Masons but one Tory who 
puЫicly admitted he was а member rctorted: 'There is по 
rcason why Masonry should clash with council business. 
В111 l сап "t tell you anything about it.' 

Such cvasive dismissals reduce socialists to maniacal 
frш;tration. Trying to pin something оп Freernasons is like 
cutting soup with а knife. Yet left-of-centre folk feel their 
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1,".11l1tv to the Craft is justified when its defenders speak 
11111""' a!i members of the Conservative Party: 

t 1 \'1111 really want to see idiots at work, then attend а few 
""11111 ,,1 rallies, such as those perpetuated Ьу Messrs Scargill and 
" t/\111mymous letter in Enfield Advertiser, June 1987) 

• ·••11 lнюts are getting bigger ar1d bigger. It is not the Coпser-
111\·1· Clroup оп Bradford Couпcil you are damaging. it is 

.1, 111• •lтасу. If you carry on abusing your power central govern­
"" 111 will take it away. (Cllr Ronnie Farley, leader of Conser­
. 111\·cs оп Bradford Council, October 1986) 

• 111111ps such as thc Militant Tendency are much пюrе dangerous 
111.111 1Jн: Frecшasons. (Топу Mazey, Conservative, Caldcrhead 
1 • •1111cil, Deccmber 1<)86} 

11 " 1юt masonry which has brought tl1is country to its kпees with 
111kcs. riots and violence. This witch-hнnt is being conducte<I Ьу 

111. ~.1me termites who have Ьееп gnawing away at the pillars and 
111·.11111tions of British Society, our backbone, and strength in а 
,, 11·111\ess cffort 10 lmng <1.bout its collupse. Thank hcavcns we 
l1.1vc а govcrnmcnt which knO\\>'S а bit about pcst control. (R. R. 
1~"J111ore, а non-Mason, Bristol Evening PosJ, July 1987) 

Т11is last letter was written during а furious controvcrsy 
1111 Bristol Council over а movc for compulsory Masonic 
1k1.:laration. The propose1· was Cabuur councillor Vernon 
1 Jicks, who is adamant tl1at hc and his t'amily had been on 
1!11.." receiving end of а Masonic hate-campaign for many 
11юnths. Mi110rity leader Sir ВоЬ Wall said that his Тогу 
~пшр would рrоЬаЫу 'tell theш to get stuffed'. Even so, 
tlн~ council voted to set up а new register оп the basis of 
~1~tailed questions - for couпcil officers as wcll as elected 
шcmbers. In thcory, at least, Bristo\ians will now Ье аЫе to 
o,;l'e which of their leaders are 'оп the square'. Мапу will 
1·ush to \ook, if another letter to the Evening Posl is any 
guide. 3 This was from а former employee and 'friend of 
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some Masons': '1 did not find them all honest and law­
ablding, in f act quite the opposite. U nless perjury, drunken 
driving and purloining other people 's property is nonnal 
procedure - plus hatred of unions.' 

'Letters to the Editor' columns may Ье unreliaЫe gauges 
of puЫic opinion, but whenever Britain's town, city and 
county halls reverberate to rows about the Craft, scriЬes 
spit Ыооd on the pages of local rags. Sometimes the editors 
join in. In July 1986 the Labour-controlled Manchester 
Council banned Masons from using the town hall for their 
functions. At this time the city's Masons were Ьeing Ыamed 
for John Stalker's downfall, but Oldham's Evening 
Chronicle rushed to thcir dcfence: 

They may have secret ceremonies and special handshakes. but 
they arc not in the business of subvening the state and democracy. 
For that you need to go into smoky back rooms, where left-wing 
cabals set out to infiltrate the Labour Pany, oust those whom they 
do not like, and then ride to their dictatorial power on the backs of 
the deluded electorate.4 

Two Manchester Evening News letters spat out simiJar 
views: 

lt appears that \esblans, gays, ethnic minorities сап, and are, 
encouraged to use council preшises with the statement that 'tbey 
also рау rates'. I would think that Freemasons рау rates . . . more 
than others if in business. 

Anyone who seriously believes that Freemasonry poses а 
dangero11s threat to democracy should seriously think of having 
his/her head examined. The on\y threat to democracy comes from 
those who control Manchester City Council. s 

At this time High Peak Council in Derbyshire was 
discussing whether to check on the Masonic connections of 
all companics to which it awarded contracts. Cllr Jane 
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l11Rlcfield protested that if this scheme went ahead the 
• 11uncil should also find out who were Roman Catholics. 
"il1~ later explained she was not attacking Catholics but saw 
1 ahour's attack оп Freemasoпry as the thin end of the 
wcdge: 'From what we hear, religious freedom is not giveп 
•• lot of encouragement in left-dominated countries such as 
l{11ssia and Poland.' 
Лnother defence of Freemasonry works оп the principle 

1lшt 'my enemy's enemy is my friend'. Iп 1986 Alan 
t 'ornelius wrote to the London Standard pointiпg out that 
l·1ccmasonry was persecuted Ьу Hitler and Franco, and is 
1юw attacked Ьу aпti-Semites, communists, fascists and the 
1.abour left. Не went on: • Апу organization reviled Ьу such 
~~roups is ап irresistiЫe attraction. How do 1 go about 
1oining?'6 

Cornelius would have relished а 1987 London Daily 
Nt·ws article Ьу socialist Ken ljvingstone, in which 11е 

11\.:1юunce<l the 'corruption' he l1ad found оп joining 1!1е 
l лndon LаЬош· Party in 1969: 'Half the members of some 
1 abour councils are in the saine Masonic Jodge, scratching 
l':н.:h other's backs and filling their own pockets. '7 

Readers anticipated juicy revelations, bttt Livingstone 
oH"ered none. This matcl1ed his 1981 response to а letter 
lrom Stephen Knight asking for information aЬout Free-
111:.isonry in local government and County Hall, whcre 'Red 
Ксп' then reigned as leader of the Greater London 
{ 'ouncil. The politician said he had 'no knowledge of 
1:reemasons at the GLC but that there is а lodge'. Не thus 
шissed а golden opportunity to tell Knight of all the 
Masonic back-scratching and pocket-filling he later 
t·laimed to know aЬout. 
АН this huffing апd puffing is по substitute for evidence, 

which local govemment conspiracy theorists rarely 
produce. This might Ье taken to prove Britain's town halls 
are free of Masonic wrong-doing, yet this too would Ье an 
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illusion. On the rare occasions whcn oouncillors and 
reporters h111ve used their investigative nous, tbey have 
proved the Craft's extraordinary influence. 

The seaside resort of Worthing in Sussex is Ьest known as 
the destination оп а first-class ticket in the pocket of а very 
charitaЫe gentlcman who found а ЬаЬе in а handЬag in the 
..:loakroom at Victoria Station, ln The lmportance of Being 
Earnest Oscar Wilde does not say ir Emest Worthing's 
beпefactor was а Freemason. ln Wilde's day there was but 
опе lodge in Wonhing. Today there are fourteen and, if 
anyone wants to Ье mayor, memЬership is пеаr enougЬ а 
necessity. 

In 1986 few Worthing folk understood how а hеавс 
driver named Mike Parkin could suddenly Ьесоmе mayor 
when he had only reccntly Ьееп clected оп to the council. 
Certainly he lJeloпged to lhc ruling Tory group, but so did 
several loпg-serviпg councillors who had been passed over. 
Reporter Mike Monlgomery touched оп the mystery in а 
Worthi11g Guz.eue anicle headlined. 'Carve-Up or Со· 
incidcnce'!' 11 Не revealed that пolonlywas Parkin а Mason; 
so too were three out of si.x. mеmЬеГ5 оп the committee 
which chose him. Two others, Liberal non-Masons, were 
so ou1raged 1ha1 they walked out accusiпg 1he Tories of 
'procedural skulduggery'. 

Montgomery discovered Parkin was the sixth male Tory 
mayor ou1 of the past seven who was 'оп the square'. The 
only recenl noп-Masonic mayors had Ьееп three women 
and а Liberal. One loser Ьecause of this cosy nexus is 
another Tory councillor, John Cotton. Most oЬservers 
1hough1 he would Ье mayor in 1986 but. as he told the 
(iaume, '1 don't know why 1 was поt pul forward. 1 have 
hccn asked at least six times if 1 wanted to Ье а Mason Ьut 
h;ivc always declined. This has given me food for thought.' 

('ot1on mis.\Cd out again in 1987. The new mayor was yet 
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,111111l1t·r Mason: Eric McDonald, а fonner policeman 
1111111·1! ;iccountant. Like undertaker Parkin, McDonald is а 
11"_1 1щ1ster of Worthing's oldest lodge, the aptly named 
1 . ••ly.t· of Friendship. or coune, both men reject 
,щ~~t·,tions that Ma.ronic friendship helped thern don the 
. 1111111 of office, but do а mere 8оо Masons deserve to 
що •11opnlize Worthing's civic honours wl1cn its total popu-
1.1111111 is 90,000? Apparently not, for in 1988 the non­
~1.1"on John Cotton finally became mayor. 

111с same qucstion could Ье askcd in North Wales wbcre 
м.1,ons have an octopus grip on local government. Onc 
• '·'"rcrated hotelier wrotc to me claiming he was being 
t •• ,tcJ out of business Ьу the 'Mason Mafia' in Llandudno. 
\\ lш·t1 he calls 'Masonville'. Не has since quit. Thirty-fivc 
1111ko; away in Ruthin therc агс so many Masons th:it in 19~3 
•li-111ocracy 11.lmost broke down. ln July Gly11Jwyr District 
1 щщсil resolved to buy а church hall for community u~. 
~·-1 live months later it had still not donc so. Several non­
f..l:1~onic counci11ors sщ;pecteJ this W<J.$ Ьc\:ausc tt1c lщ;al 
1 o:ilнiel Goodman Lodgc (по. 4533) wanted thc lнill for 
11111al purposes. If 1ruc, 1hi'!i would have Ьссп against lhe 
p11blic interest because mапу Glyndwyr council\ors arc 
Masoпs and might have exploited insidc informatioп for 
11.11anal advantage. Suspicions hardened with rumoun 
1l1;1t the council·s offer had Ьсеn 'gazumped' Ьу а bld from 
1l1c lodge. 

The affair came to а head at а council meeting when the 
!t·~:il officer stated that, in these circumstances. elected 
шcmЬers and full-time officers ought to declare their 
Mnsonic affiliation and w:ithdraw. First to walk out were 
1l1c chief executive and а councШor who Ьelonged to 
another lodge. the Denblgh Castle (no. 4916). Other 
Masons followed, including the cblef technical officer and 
1hree more councillors. Another councillor stayed after 
insisting he had resigned from the Craft. MemЬership of 
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the Church in Wales (vendors of the hall) caused yet 
another to withdraw, along with the treasurer and the chief 
administrator. Six more councillors had already left, for 
reasons they did not disclose. Ву the time the debate 
began, there were barely enough councillors to form а 
quorum. 

Only now did the trutl1 come out. Despite а previous 
denial, the Gabriel Goodman Lodge had made а written 
offer for the hall. At .f12,000 this was а persuasive !2,000 

more than the council Ьid. It never Ьесаmе c\ear why the 
council had not closed the deal before the lodge slipped in 
with its offer, nor did any councillor or officer admit 
belongi11g to Gabriel Goodman. Even so, in Welsh Wales 
suspicions still linger that а direct link was unnecessary. 
Thc \ocal i11ter-lodge grapevine would have done the trick 
instead. 

Embarrassed Ьу bad puЬ\icity and cl1astencd Ьу vitlage 
support for the councit Ьid, the Jodge withdrew. This 
triumph for local democracy was achieved only because of 
exrosures Ьу а few <.kterшined councillors and the 
LJenЫglishire Free Press.', 

Elscwhere, Masonic 'insider dealing' has succeeded 
because no one outside tl1e Craft found out what was going 
on until too Iate. For instance, the 1972 Local Government 
Act reduced the status of the Lancashire town of Blackburn 
from county Ьorough to urban district council. During the 
change-over the delightful medieva\ pele tower at Turton, 
previously avai\aЬ\e for а variety of puЫic functions, was 
leased to \оса! Masons for their exclusive use. Citizens were 
astonished to discover the brethren had secured so long а 
lease that it would Ье almost impossiЫe to get them out. lt 
took five years before the tower again became availaЫe to 
the general puЫic. 

Tl1e villagers of St Agnes, Cornwall, were not even this 
lш:ky. А few years ago they also had the chance to acquire а 
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111111. wt1ich had been built as а grand entrance to British 
1 • fl,11111 premises. Тhе Legion could not afford to finish the 
1••• •1c.·ct, so the hall was put on sale. lt looked ideal for the 
, 1ll11~crs who had no hall of their own. Тhеу held а puЬlic 
'"' 1·1i11g to decide whether to buy but, when it came to а 
• · ·•··, шost people present voted against. 

l l1c defeated enthusiasts could not understand why such 
, popular scheme had been lost, but they later found out 
1 l1.1t local Masons had gone to the meeting to vote it down. 
·,,,, ,, tly afterwards the Masons themselves Ьought the place 
1"1 а n1ere !3,000, but not for use as а Masoruc temple. 
l l1ey just wanted the land around the British Legion hall as 
1 ' ,, 1 park for their existing temple next door. Meantime the 
'1lla~i.:rs looked оп in dismay as the Masons rented the hall 
1°1 .1 wholesale papcr supplier who uses it to store thousands 
"1111ilct rol\s. As one appalled villager put it, 'We've been 
,, 1ping the shit off our faces ever since.' 
S1кh unreported scan<.lals occur literally from one end of 

ll11tain to anothcr: 800 miles north of Cornwall, in 1986, 
111~· < >rkney lslands Council policy and rcsources com-
111111cc decided to exempt Frcemasons' halls in the North 
11111 South lsles from paying any local rates. Councillor J. 

1< Т. RoЬertson later asked how many councillors were 
1щ·111Ьеrs of this 'wonderful organization' and if they 
·;lн 1t1ld not have declared their interest when the decision 
\\'olS made. 

t 'hief executive Ron Gilbert explained that Masonic 
lцll!i had paid only 50 per cent rates for several years, but 
1l1c fall in population was making it difficult for the 
l•1ethren to рау even this amount. There was no logic in 
с 11ll'1Crt's answer. lf the population was falling, there was 
1111 reason why the few folk remaining should bear the even 
~rcater burden of rate-free Masonics. As one letter to the 
1 ,,t·adian pointed out: 'Cllr Robertson does not seem to 
l111vc received an answer to his very pertinent question.' 
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In Yorkshire, Freemasonry has Ьееп а Ьy-word for 
racketeering ever since the Pontefract architect John 
Poulson scooped up contract after contract in the 19(юs Ьу 
corrupting local and national politicians. iu However, Mr 
Poulson rejects the idea that Freemasonry ever helped him 
in his career. Iп 1987 he told me that hc never used Masonic 
activities for business advantage: '1 w;is an enthusiastic 
loyal memЬer of my Jodge (De Lacy, по. 4643] for man)' 
years. 1 found Masonry fascinating and 1 gave myself 
enthusiastically to its service. 1 сап only say 1 did not use 
Masonry to further my business interest.' 

Joumalists who spent years researching Poulson апd his 
cmpire felt that, оп the contrary, the Craft was of 'great usc 
to him in his business-seeking activities'. 11 Не attended 
lodge meetings not just with his solicitor but also with Sir 
Bernard Kenyon (the powerful Clerk of Yorkshire Wesl 
Riding Council who later chaired one of Poulson's 
companies). the Secretary of Lceds Regional Hospital 
Board, and Bradford's City Architect. lt happens that 
Bradford, Leeds and thc Wcst Riding were three councils 
from which Poulson extracted huge, lucrative contracts. 
Не also picked up nearly !1,000.000 in fees forbuilding two 
Leeds hospitals. 

Poulson's right-hand man and 'puЫic relations' fixer was 
Т. Dan Smith, thc most powerful politician this century to 
emerge from the city of Newcastle. For hustling оп 
Poulson's behalf Smith was sent to jail forsix years in 1974. 
Не was not а Mason but found his Masonic handshakes 
could open doors that would have stayed shut if he had 
hееп considered а non-Mason. ln а television interview in 
1988 he told me, 'There may Ье some Masons who join for 
the highest of motives. If there are, it hasn't Ьееn my good 
fortune to meet them. All the ones 1 have met joined simply 
and explicitly for commercial gain, and most have Ьееn 
unashamed in admitting that the advantage was in getting 
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,."нl 1:11ntracts.' 12 Ву himself exploiting COП'Upt Masons 
11t11tl1 was аЫе to buy а !6.5 million housing contract from 

111" l.ondon Borough of Wandsworth for just а few 
1111111"and pounds in briЬes . 

..,111i1h contradicts his one-time paymaster Ьу claiming 
l 1··1-111asonry played а Ыg part in their success. Не says 
1·"111~"on told him he had Ьесоmе а Mason to get business 
1111111 1he many authorities controlled in the 196os Ьу 
r 01/111ur councillors whowere also Masons. As а prominent 
r , ••у. Poulson did not need Freemasonry to win business 

1111111 Conservative councils! According to Dan Smith, the 
-y~1c.·1n is the same, whichever party is in power. 

1 11..: only агеаs of conuplion in local govemment are over 
. ••11lracts, supplies, professional services and building. And thcse 
'' ,. thc areas where Masonic pressures are applicd. You know tl1e 
1••щ...::..~: а building site comes up for planning pem1is.~ion. [f an 
•1 •11lication comes in from the developer. and the Mason1c people 
~11"w Ьeforehand, 1h..:n they met:I Ьeforehand, discus.<; i1 tкfore-
11.11111;ind1ake the decision Ьeforehand. 

1 п:тninded Smilh that а lurge proportioi1 of council 
l111ilding contracts are g.iven 10 Catholic non-Mшюnic 
11111lding firms. 'But they haven't got the iron di:>eiplinc.' he 
·.;11d. 'lt's like thc party whip in Parliament. l1's difficult for 
t '11nservative MPs to dcfy the whip, thщagh some do. The 
Masonic structure is just as disciplined, whether Masons 
.1llmit it or not. Wherevcr it is necessary for Masoпic 
111fluence to Ье applied at а decisive point - Ьс it com-
111ercial, political, iп thc provision of local authority 
..crvices or not - then that influence is ап evil iлfluence, 
l1ccause it c11n operate across the political Ьoard, the 
professional divide, and across the contractual divide.' 

The Poulson-Smith tale may seem а little dated now, and 
~mith might Ье accused of special pleading, but Bradford's 
1 in 12 PuЫications Colleclive (а group of uпemployed 
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young people) recently eitposed even more intricate 
fratemal dealings. In 1986 one of its investigations was 
priпted in the Ueth Orher Paper. It was а рrоЬе into 
Masonic scheming over council plans to drive а by-pass 
through the suburb of Headingley into Leeds city centre. 11 

In 1966 twelve local lodges formed the 'Shirc Oak Property 
Company· to buy five acres of land in Headingley for 
.Е30,8о6. То build astretch of the by-pass LeedsC.Ouncil had 
aJready resolved to buyhalflhe land, butonlydidso in 1971 
when it paid Shire Oak {23,500. The lodges had planned to 
dcvelop оп the other two and а half acres which previously 
had по road access but which would become prime building 
land as soon as the by-pass was built. 

Five more years went Ьу. Тhе council had still not built 
tlie road, partly Ьecause of intense local opposition, yet the 
Shire Oak Masons were поt dismaycd. lп 1976 they applied 
for plaппing peппissioп to build оп their two and а half 
acrc..-s, but at this puint their plaпs collapsed. Thc Labour 
govemment announced that there would Ье far less money 
for roud iinprovt:mt:пts. The couпty council had to cut 
spending Ьу !30 millioп and the Headingley by-pass was 
shelved. ln 1977 а rcport recommended that nothing Ье 
dопе until at least 1982. Ву theп Shire Oak was iп voluпtary 
liquidatioп. 

The trouЬ!e was that, without the by-pass, по vehicles 
could gct оп the Shire Oak land. Оп опе side stood 
Headiпgley Castle, оп the otheг а house of nuns knowп as 
the Little Sisters of Mercy. The Little Sisters spumed the 
advances of the 'Big Brothers' and would not let them bШld 
а road across their grounds. This left the Masons with land 
which noЬody could reach апd noЬody waпted to buy. In 
1 ~82 the Sisters relented, Ьщ only if the land were sold to а 
non-Masonic housing association to build sheltered homes. 
With only one possiЫe buyer the Freemasons were forced 
to at.-cept Ц2 ,ООО for land which would have Ьееп worth 
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1 1 ''1.1мк1 оп an open market. If the by-pass had ever hееп 
1°11111, it would have Ьееп worth far. far more. 

Лflcr deductiпg the liquidation costs. Shire Oak share­
lшl1kr~ made а notional profit: they received 83р for each 
•"1' ,Jщгс. However, since they had Ьoughl the land nearly 
1 • ...-·111у inftationary years before, the 'profit' was in fact а 
••• .1vv loss. They would h~ve done far bcttcr investing thcir 
що1ш:у in а buildiпg wciety. 

l l1c significance of thi~ story is not thal еvеп Masons get 
l•щ 11cd sometime~; it is rlшt whcn thosc twel\•e lodges gol 
L• •t~cthcr in 1f}(IO to buy the l<1nd, they had every reason to 
kl1cvc: they were going 1О makc а killing. Personal 
111\~·~lors in Shirc Oak induded: 

1011111 л~11е JP. а Leedsci1y counci\lor 011 thc 1r;1r1sporl and traffic 
, "n1mi11ccs (1ос1 ~harcs). 

11 .... 111 Hcllow JP. councillor and 1..cadcr of Lceds Citv Council 
1•11~-9· Creatcd Lord Bcl1wi11 in 1979 Ьу Marg:ircl тhatchcr 10 
l~come Mini~lcr •>f S1;11c for l<X<!I govcrr1mcnt i11 the Deparl­
шcпt of 1hc l::;n\·irщ1mcn1 ( тоо sl1arcs). 

111111ald 8r;1dk-y, councillor on Lhc lirшrкc ;шd rloшning t"oni-
11111\cc (200 sharcs). 

-\JJ;m BrelhcricJ.:, councillor and L.ord Mayor пf Lccds. 
l l.1mld Jowitt, councilloron lhc ti11a11cc and planning rommittec. 
111111ald Wolstcnholme JP. anothcr councillor. 
l'\·ter Whi!e :ind his wifc. lю1l1 coi1ncil1ors. Мг Whitc (611 sh:нcs) 

1~·'1.' also political пgcnl for Sir Kcith Joseph (МР for Lecds 
North-EilSI, 1956--87). 

Л!fred Vickcr.;., councillor (Ко sharcs). 

л further 1oushares were held Ьу thc husbandof another 
\·ouncillor. Other shareholders promineпt iп Yorkshire's 
1hсп West Riding included two deputy lieuteпants: 

Bernard Lyons JP and Joscph Hiley. Conservative МР for 
(Judsey for fifteen years and а Lord Mayor of Leeds. 

Another curious twist is that Shire Oak had lent money 
ю the Leeds Masonic Hall Company, whose shareholders 
included three more councillors. one of whom was another 
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Tory МР: Sir Donald (later Lord) Kaberry of Adel, who 
held Leeds North-West from 1951 to 1983. His constitu­
ency included the very Headingley area which faced 
destruction if the by-pass were ever built. When angry 
locals complained in 1972, the Yorkshire Evenitrg Post 
reported that Kaberry told them: 'l'll keep an еуе оп those 
road plaпs.' Two moпths Iater the newspaper revealed that 
work would start оп the road iп 1975. 

As individuals, попе of Shire Oak's eminent Yorkshire­
men сап Ье shown to have besmirched their hoпour Ьу 
using knowledge gained through puЫic office for personal 
gain, yet the concentration of so many local politicians in а 
company set up to benefit from а local government decision 
ought to disturb anyone who expccts elected represent­
atives to ilCI for the good of а// the рсор\е. Listed Shire Oak 
shareholders alive today claim thcy cannot rememЬer why 
the land was lюught. The local past G rand Master has even 
forgotten he was а shareholder. 

Today, Leeds is а Labour-controllcd council which 
rt:чuircs counci\lors. employees ilnd evcn head teachers to 
declare Masonic membership. ln 1987 it banned the 
Masonic Knights Templar from meeting in а local high 
school. ln neighЬouring Bradford. Кirklees and Calder­
dale similar measures arc in force. West Yorkshire's Fire 
Authority requires firemcn to admit if they сапу а Masonic 
square-and-compasses alongside their ахе. This may smack 
of McCarthyism, but the Shire Oak affair seems to justify 
it. Local Masons have brought fear and loathing on 
themselves. 

ln most of England, however, anti-Masons are less 
reюlute than in Yorkshire. The Essex resort of Southend 
seems to Ье controlled Ьу Masons, yet the citizens are too 
apathetic or scared to overthrow them. The Masonic hall 
hoш;es f orty-three Craft lodges, twenty-three Royal Arch 
chapters and many side orders. This town of 50,000 adult 
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1111111". contains 31000 Masons who dominate not only the 
11.нl11i111шl Masonic power bases but also new growth 
1111l11'itr·ics. Essex Radio, formed in 1982, has no less than 
111111· ( irand Provincial Officers among its shareholders, 
111• lшling а Past Essex Grand Master. 

• 1111.: of Southend's most eminent Masons is William 
'-l11ekky, Worshipful Past Master of Crowstone Lodge 
111• • .1298). Не spent most of his adult life working for 
""111l1cnd Council. For more than ten years he controlled 
'''' 111wn's council house allocations, а position of immense 
1''" ronage, if abused. 

lrr 1982 Muckley's private life was in flux. Не had left his 
"1k and moved in with а deputy headmistress named 
1 111 istine Holliday. She had just Ьееn allocated а council 
''' 111sc Ьу the very department which Muckley headed as 
."~1stant director of housing. Even odder, the marital home 
"l1~·гс Mrs Holliday had left her husband was not in 
<.1111thend so it is not clear why Southend had any responsi­
l•1lity to rehouse hcr. 

с 'hristine was allowed to live in thc council house only 
\\'l1ilc the sitting tenants spent а year in Wales but, when 
t l1t:y returned and she moved out. mail kept pouring 
1l1rough the door addressed to а William Muckley. The 
tcnants concluded that Southend's housing mogul must 
l1avc lived there with Mrs Н. for quite а while. 

Paul Foot of the Daily Mirror asked Muckley for an 
1·xrlanation. but the handsome six-foot-four-inch officia\ 
told him he had never lived with Mrs Holliday so he had по 
itlca about the mail. Unconvinced, Foot stated in print that 
Muckley used to spend his nights there with Mrs Holliday. 
l le also revealed that when Mrs Н. moved out, Southend 
l lousing Department quickly awarded her а brand new 
lюusing association flat, where again she and Muckley were 
rюcturnally conjoined. 

Later the couple bought their own house and married. 
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but Ьefore this happened Muckley had to get а divorce 
from his first wife. Mrs Joan Muckley did not want to move 
from her marital home. but the divorce settlement required 
it to Ье sold and the proceeds divided. This would have 
meant Mrs Muckley had nowhere to live, а proЫem which 
would obviously delay the settlement. 

It may have Ьееn coincidence, but while Muckley was 
still marrieJ to Joan, Southend Housing Depзrtment 
nominated her for а housing aswciation flat under her 
rnaiden narne ofThoroughgood. Нег noinination form was 
signed Ьу none otl1er than her husband: assistant housing 
director William Muckley. Chalknged agc.iin Ьу Paul Foot. 
Muckley said he signed hundreds of letters every day but 
had not noticed his own foпner address оп the form. When 
the housing association director found 0111 that Joan 
Тhoroughgood was really Joan Muckley. he protested to 
the town clcrk. The haplcss Mrs Mucklcy was struck off the 
list, but 110 action was takcn against her adulterous 
lшsband. 

Mucklcy's profcssi~1m1lis111 lшd lк~еп чuestioned long 
L1efore l1is оwп сошрlех lюнsing arra11ge111e11ts became 
puЫic knowledge. In i978 he \Vas on the examination 
hoard of the Instit11te of Housing. ln this capacity he made 
an approach to а twenty-six-year·-old trainee named Mrs 
Jane Saxl1y who was about to sit tl1e Institute's exam. 
Suggesting shc takc notcs, he asked her if she hud studied 
such unusual areas as underleasing and distress. Jane was 
suspicious because she kncw hc had access to the exam 
questions as а member of the board. '1 glanced at the paper 
hc was reading from. 1 could sec it was laid out exactly the 
~ame way as а question paper. although it was not an 
official question paper.' 

Janc fclt that if Muckley was telling her the questions in 
advance, it would Ье improper for her to take the exam. 
Shc was furious Ьccause she wanted to pass оп her own 



Masonic Light in Town Halls 423 

"'' 111·. She went to see the lnstitute's secretary, Denis 
• , , 1111 11. who read her notes of Muckley's hot tips and 
. •11l11111cd that they referred to the forthcoming question 

·• • ''" 1 k also told her she could not sit the cxam. Shortly 
,,,, 1 \\'ards Muckley resigned from the board. Не told the 
1. ••11/"·nd Standard that he did not see eye-to-eye with the 
••111111!L'. Crouch also downplayed tl1e affair when asked 
1. ,, .1 comment. Не said Muckley had been guilty of 'no 
"" ,, ,. tltan а minor indiscretion which anyone might have 
. •111111itted'. 

l l1is scarcely rnatched what Crouch told Jane Saxby: 
l'10111pt action has been taken ... to ensure there сап Ье 

"" 1ccurrence of the situation you have reported, and 
1ppropriate disciplinary measures have been imposed.' 
l l1t' only loser turned out to Ье Jane herself. She had to 
11.111 another year bet'ore she could take thc exain. Mcan-
11111t· Muckley prospered. Не was promotcd 10 lhc job of 
'' •\\'11 housing boss and given thc ncw title of Clticf Housing 
с l!ticer. 

Muck\ey was made redundant in 1985. ostensiЫy 

l •t·l·ause Southend had too many chief officers and hc was 
11L'<1Г retirement. lt is unclcar if the council had been 
"11amed into ousting him Ьу Paul 1-·oot's revelations. These 
t l·rtainly did not imprcss the folk in Crowstone Lodge who 
lll!italled him as Master only days after his masterly housing 
arrangements had Ьееп exposed in the Daily Mirror. 

Paul Foot now switched his attentions to one of 
Southend's other Masons. In 1985, Councillor Geoffrey 
Baum was а member of the planning committee which 
rccommended that. in future, anyone wanting to turn а 
~cmi-detached house into an old people's home should Ье 
refused planning permission. 

Months later just such а scheme came before the town 
planning officers. They advised refusal but а sub­
committee recommended approval Ьу yet another com-
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mittee with the final say. Councillor Baum sat on this too, а 
fact which might have embarrassed а lesser man Ьecause he 
owned the semi-detached in question. Challenged Ьу Foot 
he retorted: 'Тhis is an exceptionally large propeny. It's 
not like any other semi-detached house in the town. Every 
case should Ье treated on its merits.' Baum said he would 
declare his interest when the scheme was discussed, an act 
Ьefitting ап Essex Grand Chapter Mason. Following Foot's 
expose, his scheme was turned down. Today Southend"s 
grandest Freemason is still Jiving in its grandest semi. 

Freemasonry is so strong in towns like Southend that the 
song 'Oh, 1 Do Like to Ве Besidc the Seaside" deserves to 
Ье included iл books of Masonic music. Оп England's 
South Coast the ncighbouring resorts of Bournemouth and 
Poole contain thirty-two lodges. a11d it sometimes seems 
that, even оп this sunset strip, Maso11ic apron-strings are 
pulled. 

Back in 1972 Artlшr IJoyd-Allcn \vas Conscrvative 
leadel" of Poole Coш1cil and 1.:l1airman of its policy and 
resour1.:cs conнnittee. l lowcvcr. hc did not usually attcnd а 
subordinate highмtys committee so it was а surprise \vhen 
he turned up at н mceting of that committee а1кt pressed for 
а \vide new road to Ье built through the outlying rural 
district of Mcrley. Such а road \Vas vital. he said, Ьecause 
Poole was short of lюmes. Serve(t Ьу а new road. Merley 
would Ье just the place to build the right kind uf houses. 

A110ther Conservative. Counci\lor Edna Adarns, 
smelled а rat. This doughty lady, who later became sheriff 
and mayor of Poole and who still scrvcs оп Poole and 
Dorset councils, felt Lloyd-Allen was concealing an 
intcrcst. She did not know what it was until she went to 
Londo11 and searched files at Companies House in which 
~hi: found irrefutaЫe evidence: Lloyd-Allen was а director 
of а firm called Broadstone Developments, along with а 
promini:11t Jщ:al building contractor named Harry Palrner. 
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1 • ••k11lly the company aim was the exploitation of the very 
•• • 11 rl1rough which Lloyd-Allen had been pressing for the 
"' w 1oad to Ье built. Mrs Adams instantly realized that this 
"' "' would greatly enhance the value of land which 
ll111a1l:.tone Developments already owned. Yet Lloyd­
\lk11 J1ad never declared his interest to the committee. 

M1s Adams wrote to the Town Clerk reporting her 
.1,", 11very. She pointed out that Lloyd-Allen should have 
"1e1I within estaЫished local govemment guidelines, not 

r. 1-.1 \1ccause he was also а magistrate. The Town Oerk 
· l111wc.:d the letter to Lloyd-Allen who demanded that Мrs 
\1lams withdraw it and give an amount to charity. She 

11·/11scd, so Lloyd-Allen put her though а twelve-day liЬel 
.1111110 at the High Court in 1977. The jury found in Mrs 
\1la111s's favour. Lloyd-Allen was required to рау alt her 

, 1111rt costs. Even so, she was still !1 ,500 out-of-pocket 
wl1c.:n it was all over. 

1 .loyd-Allen could well aff ord to рау, for the jury verdict 
1l1tl 110t stop the road getting built. Sure enough, the acres 
11w11ed Ьу Broadstone Developments bccame prime build-
111~ laпd, enhancing Lloyd-Allen's st1bstantial fortune. lt so 
lыppens that in 1975 he and his partner Harry Palmer 
l11unded а new Masonic Lodge, the Broadstone (по. 8641 ). 
1 llher founders included the financial director of Palmer's 
own firm, Н. J. Palmer Ltd. Cynics now wonder whether 
1 hcy named the lodge after the locality of Broadstone or the 
company. 

Poole is overshadowed Ьу its Ьig neighЬour, Bourne-
1110uth, where everything is done оп а grander scale. For 
~cnerations this town relied оп seven miles of golden sands 
and its Winter Gardens Pavilion to attract holidaymakers, 
/)ut sunshine and discos in Mediteпanean fleshpots had 
~aten away at the resort's appeal. Ву 19& Bournemouth 
resemЫed а dowager in moth-eaten gladrags, down-at­
heel and very short of funds. 
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At this moment some town council memЬers came up 
with an idea which, they claimed, would reverse the 
resort's decline. What Вoumemouth needed was an inter­
national conference centre to thrust it into the twenty-first 
century. It would eam millions of pounds of revenue from 
multi-national corporations holding business jamЬorees. 
ТV companies would rush to hire its arenas for showblz 
spectaculars and dance competitions. It would also Ье ideal 
for political party conferences. Continual media coverage 
would keep Bournemouth in the news and attract thous­
ands more holidaymakers to its traditional delights. 

The council as а whole approved the idea, but now the 
real battle began. Wbere would the centre Ье built, who 
was going to build it, how much would it cost, and where 
was the money coming from? 

The first proЫem was that there was по space Ьig enough 
for the project. The town centre was all built up, while the 
beach front to the east and west was hemmed in Ьу cliffs оп 
which hotels and apartment Ыocks already occupied all 
habltaЫe land. At last it was resolved that the only suitaЫe 
site lay 011 the West Cliff, \щt even this requircd the 
deшolition of twenty hotels. Some ratepayers felt this was а 
shocking start to а scheme aimed at attracting more visitors 
to the town, especially as the land occнpied Ьу the doomed 
hotels would cost f.6 million. This was а sizeaЫe chunk of 
the f.16 million which the council had approved for the 
entire scheшe. which now paraded under the grand title of 
'the Bournemouth Intemational Centre'. 

The choice of architect-contractors was equally re­
stricted. Dozens of conference centres have Ьееп built 
across Britain in the past decade. Nearly all have Ьееn built 
Ьу onc fiпn: Module Two. In open competition Module 
Two predictaЫy won the Boumemouth job, much to the 
clшgrin of many councillors and citizens who felt the 
rroposalsof it~ rivals were more suited to the town's needs. 
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1 ншпсе поw Ьесаmе paramount, for neither Boume-
111• 111th nor Module Two had any money to bankroll the 
.• 111·me. Тhе council turned to merchant bankers Morgan 

1 11cnfell for funding. Ву the time the centre was completed 
11 li.1d cost !25 million, leaving Bournemouth's citizens !9 
1111llion more out-of-pocket than the elected represent­
•11\'L'S had led them to expect. The centre was also а 
, ••111ptctely different shape. Module Two had won with а 
1•111pusal for an oval structure, but built а stark rectangular 
l1l1>ck. 

1'11е huge excess was made up largely of over-runs Ьу 
'1111tractors. Heating and ventilation equipment was 
111\lalled for а breatl1taking !2.4 miltion Ьу an Aпglo-Dutch 
• ompany, ADEC. For this much ratepayers might have 
1·xpected а summer temperaturc of Jess than IOO degrees 
l·al1reпheit in the ccntre's swimming-pool rcstauraпt, but 
11ю dcgrees was what they got. Thc contract had becn 
.1warded to ADEC оп the assнmption that it held exctusive 
patents on the system chosen Ьу Motiule Two. It turncd out 
1 l1at the firm had по such pateпts. All it did was asscmЫe 
l1its and pieces madc in Britain Ьу British companies. 
\Vorse still, ADEC went into liquidation owing sub­
contractors over !1 million оп thc Boumemouth job alone. 
These firms are suing Bournemouth for the full amount. 
The council's only defence is that, since it paid ADEC the 
full !2.4 millioп, it canпot Ье held liaЫe for ADEC's debts. 

The cost over-ruп and the heatiпg fiasco might both Ье 
forgivaЫe if the Bournemouth Interпatioпal Ceпtre had 
~oon yielded profits to help рау off its huge capital debt, but 
it has yielded only ruпaway debts. ln the finaпcial year 
1985-6 it lost !1.2 million. ln 1986-7 the council finagled 
this down to !86t ,ООО Ьу iпcluding profits eamed Ьу the 
Winter Gardens Pavilion. Meanwhile the council has 
reduced the capital debt only Ьу selling off 100 acres, 
previously eaпnarked for housing and sports fields. Far 



428 Masonic Activities 

from adding to Bournemouth's civic amenities, the centre 
has reduced them substantially. То cut the debt further, the 
council has sold some heavily mortgaged properties. Today 
t he mortgage interest on these properties still runs at some 
.(175,000 а year, but this pay-out is not listed оп the centre's 
deficit sheet, which clearly it should Ье. 

lt is doubtful if thc centre l1as brought the town апу 
!Jenefit. Nothiпg could deter visitors more effectively than 
television pictures of security checks at Tory Party confer­
ences. For weeks beforehand Boumemouth is invaded Ьу 
Special Branch officers and anti-terrorist squads оп the 
alcrt for guns, bombs and booby-traps. During the confer­
ences hundreds of police search bags, hote\s and шotor 
cars, while traffic jams ensure the entire West Cliff area is 
·off-limits' to anyone wanting а quiet holiday. Docs the 
conference bring any revcnue to the tO\vn? Some hotel­
owners benefit, but Bournemouth's Tory-controlled 
council lets natiuoal political partics use the centre for 
<1hsolutcly nothing! 

Wl1at has Jll this got t\J do with F1cemasunry? Simply 
this: if it had not Ьееn for the presence of Frcemasons оп 
Bournemouth Council the ceпtre might not have Ьееn 
approved and the townsfolk would never l1ave suffered the 
resulting financial catastrophe. 

In 1981 Councillor Margaret Hogarth was sitting оп both 
Bournemouth and Dorsct Councils. She was а popular 
member of the borough Conservative group, to which she 
had been elected since 1969. She was due to Ье mayor the 
following year. 

Mrs Hogarth carefully studied the economics of the 
1.·cntre and knew it would Ье а disaster. The sums did not 
add up. ln February 1981 she asked for а special council 
mecting at which she tried to Ыосk the dccision. The puЫic 
turned up ir1 drovcs, including members of many residents' 
ш;sociatiuns opposing the scheme. 
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1 w11' doing quite well in getting it defeпed for further study 
1 ",~, Mrs Hogarth), indeed, 1think1 gave the Ьest speech 1 bad 
• • •· 1 111ade, when up stood another Conservative councillor wЬо, 1 
• 111·w. used to attend а local Masonic lodge. 1 knew he was an 
. 1111111,iast for the scheme, but 1 was astonished when he suddenly 
, 1 н·1I '[ call on the Great Architect ofthe Universe to support me 
.,1 1/11' hour.' 

1 kпcw instantly what this man meant. Му former husband was 
' l 1ccmason so 1 was well aware that 'T.G.A.0.Т.U.' is how 
11.1,,",IП!'. descriЬe God. Тhе chap was summoning all his brother 
r..1.1\or1~ to support tbe Module Two scheme. Sure enough, they 
. 1,, 1 1 lust Ьу four votes, the centre was built. and this town has 
lн·1·11 asset-stripped to рау for it. 

Soon after the meeting Mrs Hogarth visited Boume-
11111u1h 's most senior Mason to complaiп about this puhlic 
1111..,use of Craft mcmbership. Не sympathized but said he 
\\'а~ powerless to do anything about it. Henceforth she was 
1 lit· victim of а concerted Masonic onslaught Ьecause of her 
11pposition to the scheme. 

·1ncre is no evidence that Module Two is а Masoлic firm 
111 1hat its directors krюwingly exploited а Masonic political 
.1xi~ to win the Bournemouth contract. Yet within weeks of 
'P~aking out agai11st the Module Two scheme, Mrs 
l logarth was dropped as а Tory candidate in the county 
t·lcctions, even though she was а sitting men1ber. Her 
1~placement was Gordon Anstee, а 31st dcgree memher 
a11d Grand lnspector lnquisitor Commander of the Rose 
( 'roix Masonic order, in which he belongs to three 
prcstigious chapters. 

Still а member of Bournemouth council, Mrs Hogarth 
found that her outspoken opposition to the centre had 
ii;o\ated her within the Tory group. Realizing its supporters 
would no longer back her for mayor, she left the group and 
:-;at as an independent. Today she sits on the committee 
responsiЫe for the centre's finances: 'The only thing that 
makes а profit there is the carpark.' 
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Margaret Hogarth wonders if her proЫerns with Free­
masonry really Ьegan back in 1979 when she was оп а slatc 
of three candidates in а Boumemouth election. Тhere is а 
convention that all puЫicity material should display all 
three names with equal prominence. Mrs Hogarth dis­
covered that the other two candidates were putting out 
puЫicity omitting her name altogether. Тhis prompted her 
to distribute personal cards with her name alone. She won 
Ьу а landslide but one of her Conservative colleagues was 
defeated. At an angry inquest in а private house а few days 
\ater, he swore vengeance. Mrs Hogarth says that he 
threatened to make sure she would never get any responsi­
bilities оп the council and he would get her out of the 
Conservative Party. 

The constituency chairman was also present. As the 
шeeting reached а Ьitter climax he suddenly said to the loser, 
'We were taught to Ье cautious, weren't we?' and thc two 
men gave each other а Masonic handshake. Mrs Hogarth 
knew that the expression, 'taught to Ье cautious'. was а direct 
чuote fron1 the second-degrec ritual, and she could not help 
noticing tl1e handshake. Arюther Мшю11 who witnes..<;ed the 
incident was astonished at the ftouting of Masonic sccrecy: 
'l've never see11 such а thing done outside the lodge.' 
Subsequent protests to Masoпic elders failed to bring any 
r·ebuke fol" the offenders. Instead, Margaret was given а 
rocket Ьу local Tory bosses for distributing those canvassing 
cards. 

Her Masonic advcrsary did not oust her from the 
Conservative Party; instead shc left when she saw the 
Ma~onic writing оп the wall. Since 1979, however, that man 
l1as done very well. Не was re-elected to the council and 
cvcn became mayor of Bournemouth, а post which Masons 
liavc made sure Mrs Hogarth wШ never attain. 

1 n 1987 in Torbay, Devon, the council rejected а plan for 
<1 ncw S.iinsbшy·~ superstore Ьу just one vote. А few days 
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1 ,,, 1 111 an additional council meeting two Conservatives 
. 11.111~~e1I their minds and voted in favour, so the scheme 

'11111 I 11,11 uhead after all. Both men were Freemasons, so 
1111110111~ were soon flying that they had changed their 
".11111•, 11n Masonic orders. The pair said these tales were 
1"1.1lly untrue' and 'unsubstantiated'. Тhеу had simply 
11.щ~t·tl their minds оп looking into the scheme more 

· 1, ' ply. The local Herald E.xpress promptly puЫished а 
1. 11.-1 1·rom а high-ranking Mason, containing this message 
100 1l1e gcneral puЫic: 'You have nothing to fear from 
01·. . Relax, we are on your side. Our civic duty comes 
'" lщi: any allegiance to Freemasonry.' 14 

l l1i:se sentiments might ring hollow to some readers, 
· ·.peci<tlly when they consider the words of one Conser­
' 111vc councillor who wrote asking me to remove а true 
.1111 v from this book for fear of fraternal vengeance: 'The 
'' 11·;11 Masons are waiting for me to make а false move and 
1lн·у are gunning for me. · 

J 'his might sound like the politics of paranoia but in fact it 
1·. 1l1c reasonaЫe fear of а sane person. How outrageous -
11111 dismaying - that democratically elected politicians in 
ll11t<1in at the end of thc twentieth ccntury feel forced to 
, ш\) their tongues lest they upset а sccretive and still, in 
111.шу ways, secret socicty! 
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London Belongs to Them 

Nowhere in Britain has the battle over Freemasonry been 
fought more Ьitterly than on London's local councils. It i~ 
поt always Labour versus Conservative; the roughest fight!i 
have broken out between rival factions within the Labour 
parties which have ruled most inner London boroughs for 
most of this century. 

For generations Freemasonry was not an issue in 
London 's town halls. Nobody dared raise it because of ош· 
stark truth: the power-brokers in both main parties werc 
Masons and usually belonged to the same lodge. Many 
lodges were crcatcd especially so elccted council1ors and 
full-time officials could socialize together off-duty. Tht: 
lodges were often named after the boroughs themselve.s. 
but now many have lost their municipal connection. Todav 
it would Ье wrong to conclude, simply because а lodgc 
bears the name of your L.oшion boroнgh, that а nest of 
knuckk-cпшchers is diverting the entire council budgcl 
into the pockets of brother Masons. 
Еvеп so, some lodge~ are still active town hall frater­

nities. Опс such is thc Wandsworth Borough Council 
Lodge (по. 2979). Founded in 1903, this survived а 1970 
corruption scandal which revealed long-standing Masonic 
lюnds between Laboнr leader Sydney Sporle and Ronald 
Ash. his Conservative opposite number. Ash was not 
iinplicated in any crime but Sporle was later jailed for six 
years for corruption in the first of the 'Poulson' trials. 1 

lJndaunted, the lodge continued to bridge Wands­
worth ·s party divide, as an underground newspaper Lower 
Down proved in October 1976 when it surreptitiously 
photographed nнmerous male personages arriving at а 
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1 1,1 .11111t: suite in Clapham Junction, clad in dinner jackets, 
1° 1" 11~·~ and carrying regalia cases. That evening they wcre 
"'' 1.1ll1щ: the new lodge master. 

111• l111k(I in tl1eir number were Norman В. White, the Chief 
1 '' . 1111vc: Cllr Dennis Mallam, l.eader of the Tory Minority; Cllr 
- 1111111 •· l Ieaster, Tory Whip; Tory Cllr Micltael Chartres: ех­
' .. , · 11. 1 ·11r Jimmy Hill; ex-council solicitor Натту Sargent; plus а 
,,",1"-1 of other Council officers and local notaЬ\es. 
1 "·,·111asonry attempts to Ье а secrct society. MemЬers of 

· 1 · . ''"'- lлdges are swnm to givc primary allcgiancc to their 
· 1 • "•111.- l1rethren. and to keep sccret all the doiпgs of their order. 
1. 11 11~~111 tl1at officers апd elected members of our Council, whose 
'" 1 1l11ty should surely Ьс to the puЬlic. should belo11g to an 

',"11111atior1 that rcчuires this of tl1cm? 
l l1пc are а пumber of ex-employecs of the Council who 

· ... 1н·tl the cold shoulder frum tl1cir colleagues for refi1~ing to join 
• 1" 1 111\!!с; thcy are only too ready to idcntify those wlю arc 'оп t\1e 

,,,.",.·, and tell somc hair-raising stories of what 'they' get up to. 
'"' l 1l1cy don 't mean performiag silly rites and ccremonies <Jrrolling 
,,, 1111.· carpet in silly aprons. Thcy allt1de to mucl1 more sinister 

1 · '"1'" 1111. The implication i~ that thi: Г-recmaюns oonstit11tc а 
•1•1111ю111t. mainly non-elected p0\ve1· elite within our Corporation. 

l 111\\1crful stLlff ! Yet Lower DOlt'fl never pнЫished tl1e Jow­
' '' ''''11 l)ecausc it shut down soon afterwards. At the time 1 was 
111.1J..i11g а te\evision programme aЬout Freemasonry. so 1 
1111 ·1 I to find these folk who were 'only too ready' to tell 'hair-
1.11~111g stories'. None matcrializcd, but in 198о another 
l•io;кlsheet, Hard Тimes, puЬ\ished the summons for а 1979 
1111·l·ting of the same lodge. This carricd the пamcs of two 
1 с •rv council\ors, seven former Tory and Labour councillors, 
11111 thc directors of the technical services and deveiopment 
• kpartments. lt also revealed that the Lodge of Instruction (а 
1.·l1carsal class where Masons practise rituals and go through 
1J1c1r lines) met at the Tooting Conservative Club, а fact 
'' l1ich caused its Labour memЬers по obvious embaпass-
111t·nt. 
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ln the 198os Wandswonh has consistently retumed а 
Conservative majority, but it seems Freemasonry's power 
within it has рrоЬаЫу diminished. Across the Thames, one 
Mason-dominated Tory group has cenainly taken а 

drubblng. 
In 1984, whcn the Borough of Brent was Conservative­

coпtrolled, а letter was seпt out through the town hall 
post-room addressed to 'Brother W. R. Moody'. Post 
office staff could поt locate this fellow, ~о they stamped the 
letter 'uпdelivered' and returned it t.J the towп hall. А 
mail-clerk i.potted the title 'Brother' оп the eпvelope, 
assumcd it w.as а fraternal socialist commuпicatioп апd sent 
it to the office of Labour group leader, Martin Coleman. 
Imagiпe Coleman's surprisc when he орепеd the letter 

and fouпd а notice headed Anse/m Lodge No. 7685. It was 
writteп Ьу Coпservative Couпcillor Eric McDoпald. As 
lodgc charity steward, McDoпald was seekiпg spoпsors for 
Masonic teams ruппi11g the Loпdon Marathoп 'iп the паmе 
of the Provincial Grand Master'. His letter named other 
Jodge mernbcrs who had already pledged support: the Tory 
group secretary and finance co1nmittee chairman, the 
deputy leader. the former leader, the chairman of the 
developmeпt committee, the district buildiпg surveyor, the 
senior education awards assistant апd the former chief 
architect. 

Coleman used this windf all to demand that all couпcil­
lors who were Masoпs should declare that fact. If they did 
поt, and were later caught out, they coutd Ье banned from 
serviпg оп council committees. Не argued that lodges 
whose members include councШors, officers and Iocal 
builders 'give rise to suspicion that decisions оп jobs апd 
contracts are Ьeing taken away from the puЫic еуе'. 
·111erefore the puЫic 'have а right to kпow whether а 
memЬcr is а f'rcemasoп'. Brent's Tory leader claimed this 
!oitank of Nazi (icrman discrimination against Masons and 
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• ·• . l1ased on nothing more than а 'vague vision un­
-11• ·~• antiated Ьу any factual evidence'. His arguments 
''''"''1 10 convince LaЬour and Liberal councШors who 
'·••пl for compu\sory declaration. Within two years 
1111 r11's register of interests contained admissions from 
/, •111 t~cn Tory council\ors out of thirty that they were 'on 
1111· ·.чuare'. 

111 the mid-198os similar moves were tried in other 
'" 1111ughs but only in Brent were Masons forced to own up. 
1 1",·where anti-Masonic spleen yielded по action, largely 
l•1·1·ause по one produced апу evidence proving Masonry 
"'·'" to Ыаmе for the corruptioп, inefficiency апd waste 
"·l1i1.·h had plagued London local government for decades. 
1 1111: man who spottcd this logical cavity a11d decided to call 
111,· anti-Masoпs' Ьluff was Graпd Sccrctary Michael 
111.!Фаm. 

ln September 19Н5 thc Borough of Насkпеу actcd оп 
pl'rsisteпt tales that thc council was in the grip of corrupt 
l\·lasonic employees and crooked Masonic contractors. In 
"110rt. Hackney was runюurcd to Ьс а Masonic honcypot. 
1'11е borough's socialist lcadcrs hircd а non-Masonic 
liarrister named Andrew Arden to head 11n inquiry into 'the 
t·xtcnt of Frecmasonry within the щ1thority a11d its effects 
11n tl1e operations of the council'. An cxpert in \оса) 

~overnment Jaw, Arden realized after going through the 
11шterial put before him that Freeniasonry was not the only 
proЫem. This was because Hackney had по evide11ce 
whatsoever against thc brotherhood, unly (as Arden later 
reported) 'loosc slander' and paranoid allegations against 
~lefenceless individuals whipped up in the town hall's 
prevailing 'climatc of gloom'. There was reason to believe 
!iOme officials. even whole departments, had acted 
corruptly. There was no evidence that any of the culprits 
were Masons. 
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For this reason Hackney decided to widen his terms so 
that he could look into 'such other abuses' as his team 
discovered and to recommend ways of eliminating them. 
Не would consider not only Freemasonry but maladmini· 
stration as а whole. Arden would produce an organiza­
tional Ыueprint for Hackney and all Labour authorities 
trying to regenerate impoverished inner city areas in the 
face of financial cuts and ideological lюstility from the Tory 
government and internecinc Ыckering from the left. When 
Arden subшitted his final report in March 1987, he proved 
there was nothing socialist about running а Labour council 
into the ground. 

This conclusion may have been foreseen Ьу the Hackney 
branch of tl1e town hall union, NALGO, which boycotted 
Arden. It claimed his cxpanded tcrms of rcference were а 
sneaky way of conducting а 'duЫous ovcrhaul of council 
procedures' and bashing thc union in thc process. Cynics 
might say that NALGO was all in favour of attacks оп 
Freemasons, but did not waпt апу inquiry into thc poor 
perforшance of its own шembers. 

NALGO's boycott contrasted ill with the action of 
Grand Secretary Higham who had already approached 
Arden, offering to co-operate. Wl1e11 Arden asked for help 
in identifying Freemasons on Hackney Council Higham 
agreed. Не is also а qualified barrister, so it was under the 
quasi-Masonic trust which barristers operate among them­
selves that he told his staff to give Arden any information 
he wanted from Grand Lodge records. 2 

Arden duly handed over the names of 500 senior 
Hackney employees and 500 contractors who carried out 
work for the council. These were checked against the roll of 
somc half а million brethren at Freemasons' Hall. Such 
'l1istoric co-operation'3 would have backfired on Higham if 
it had slюw11 members of the Craft were up to their neck in 
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• 111 ruption, as was likely in а 'rotten borough' likc 
llщkney. However, the news was good. Arden discovered 
•111ly thirty Masons on а council payroll of 8,ооо. Not а 
·111~k Mason was caugbt with his hand in the ti\l, and no 
••111· who was considered corrupt was found to Ье 'on the 
'·•111аге'. In short: there was no Masonic conspiracy within 
1 l.1L·kncy Council. 

1 lowever, Arden did not exactly 'clear' Freemasonry as 
111.· p1cced together а frightening шosaic ofwhat it was like 
'" work for а couвcil weighetl do\vп Ьу 'widespre;id 
111alaise'. Hackney's greatest resource was its staff, yet how 
•lнl it 'get so little performance out of the commitment ofso 
1шnу?' Employees werc trampled underfoot Ьу ·confront­
,1tional' industrial relations. Thc working environmcnt was 
·positively cruel. The sheer lшman waste is outrageous.'4 

1 kcisio11-making was i11 pcrpetual motion. Arguments 
.1lюut what was to Ье done, how and Ьу whom, went оп for 
•.·vcr. 

At the same time, bad money management prevailed in 
11юst areas: from lюusc tluilding to highway repairs to 

l111ying photocopiers and cars. Strict accouвtiпg fell into 
1lisrepute. In some departments the 'sheer want of doc11-
111cntation' was а matter of policy: if you don 't kcep record!! 
or write anything down, the wicked Tory government 
c<tnnot prove anything against the council or strip it of more 
р11Ыiс funds. Alas! This ideological purity encouraged 
1t1ievery алd corruption: if you do not keep precise records 
11f work done Ьу contractors, you cannot challenge their 
;iccounts. Some firms exploited this negligence Ьу sub­
n1itting grossly inflated bills. First Hackney would refuse to 
рау. Тhen it was forced to рау because it had no records to 
~lispute the bllls. 

Arden listed kickbacks and freeЬies taken Ьу Hackney 
staff from contractors and suppliers seeking more council 
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business. Out of an annual !ню million budget, million~ 
were lost through inefficiency, the coпupt payment ol 
crooked contractors' bills and the purchase of computer~ 
nobody knew how to use. Meanwhile long-sufferintt 
council tenants had to wait months for basic repairs to thcir 
ramshackle homes. 

Where did Freemasonry fit in this tragi-comical saga'' 
Arden found that no Hackney staff implicated in th\: 
building rackets were Masons. lndeed, it \vas а Mason who 
had first exposed the rackets. As for 168 firms of 
contractors who had done work for Hackney, 31 per ccnt 
had а 'Masonic connection'. b11t Arden felt this only 
reflected Freemasonry's strength in the building industry ш; 
а whole. Of firms suspected of making excessive claims 2Х 
per cent were Masonic, а statistic which might Ье made to 
prove Masonic builders are margina\ly less dishonest than 
non-Masonic! 

Arden made only one serious charge against Hackney\ 
Masons. but it was dam11ing. From the 197os until the early 
198oi; tl1c council's central core of five was solidly Masonic: 
the chief executive. the dep11ty chief executive and tiirector 
of personnel, the borough solicitor. tl1e head of computer 
and audit, and the head of building works. None was guilty 
of corruption or active misconduct, yet 'they did not 
succeed as а force for good or for progress'. Their overall 
standard of performance 'permitted serious abuse'. They 
held the top jobs during а most trouЫcd era, so they must 
Ье held responsiЫe for the chaos. corruption and disorder 
beneath them. ln а roundabout way Arden was saying, 
these men were lords of misrule. Their inertia allowed the 
lunatics to take over the asylum. 

When he sent а сору of his report to Grand Lodge. 
Commander Higham responded Ьу saying he could accept 
r-·гeemшюnry may not have acted as а force for betterment. 
hut this was as much а criticism of Hackney as of 
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111' 111.1\onry: 'Ifstandardsof supervision are low, it takes 
". ·•111"1a11ding man ... to start improving them.' 

1111" \\'Шi also true of Freemasons' Hall. In seven years 
11111lm111 had wrought astonishing changes to а rigid insti-
111111111. Jle had dragged it grumЫing into the twentieth 
· · 111111v. А few years earlier his pact with Arden would 
''''" l)t•cn unthinkaЫe, but it was а triumph for tl1e 
• '•111111a11der when. despite complete access to Masonic 
•.' 11111'>, Arden discovered no evidence against the Craft. 
l l11!lt.1111's paymasters, the Board of General Purposes, 
'"''' l1avc felt less happy when they saw Arden's final 
• • ' • 1111111cndations: 

1 , •11111.:illors and council eшployees slюu\d Ье oЫiged to declarc 
11" 11 Masonic membership and lodges. 

1 11т111a~onry n1ay he incompatiЫe with шembership of certain 
• ''"'' rl coшmittees and with certain cou11cil posts. Contractors 

.111111/11 l)t' 1·equired to dcclare 1t1eir Masonic connections. 

l l 1~ham complaincd that to suggest Frcemasonry may Ье 
'"' •1111rutiЫe with puЫic service was 'at variance with 
\11lc11's findings' an,f reflectcd 'uш;ubstantiated pre­

p11l1ct··. Не may have fclt the sашс about one Arden quip: 
11 1" 1юt believed that there is any basis in the rumour that 

1 11·c111asons whip donkeys, give poisoned sweets to school­
, l11l1lн.:11, or dri11k boilcd nail-clippings.' 

l l1gl1am was right to fccl wrongcd, but thc lack of а clear 
, ••1111cction between Freemasonry and corruption was not 
.щ prising. Arden had started work four years after Chief 
111,pcctor Woollard had smelled Masonic rats in Hackney 
.11111 lslington's . dealings with private building firms. 
\\',111llard's removal from the PuЫic Sector Corruption 
'••111ad stopped him proving а case (see Chapter 12). If 
1l11·rc had ever been cvidence of corruption, Masonic or 
нllн:rwise, it was 'lost' during those four years. Hackney's 
"111:cr want of documentation' might have Ьееn the work of 
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socialist visionaries; it smacked rather more of guilty mcn 
destroying evidence. 

Next door, LaЬour-controlled Newham did not need an 
independent inquiry to prove а Masonic nex.us. In 1977 11 

summons headed Borough of Newham Lodge No. 8о27 
had fallen into the hands of some young LaЬour 
councillors. They were shocked to see the lodge included 
senior LaЬour and opposition councillors, and senior 
employees. In 11}8о а full roll of sevcnty-five memЬer!'. 
leaked out. lt named seven LaЬour councillon, ninc 
couпcil officers, four lower-ranking council employces, а 
supplier of 'one-arm bandit' fruit machines, and а fellow 
who happened to Ье the heavie~t man in England. ~ Non­
Masons wcre perturЬed Ьу the influcnce which these lodgc 
memben; collectively w:ielded in council affairs. They were 
also alanned at Masonic links between councillors оп 
committees which ovcrsaw blg-spending departrnents and 
those same departments' full-time directors. Newham 
housiпg was the concern of tcn lodge mcmbers, includiпg 
Couпcillors Bill Watts JP and Peler Billups (chairman and 
depuly chainnan of the town planning and housing com­
mittee), John Tumer and Brian Platt (director and deputy 
director of housing), George Tovey JP and Brian Rom 
(head and deputy head of housing improvemcnts) and 
another three employees. 

For some years the housing department had Ьemused 
non-Masonic councillors with its allocatioп decisions. In 
1979 !12,<ХЮ had just Ьееп speпt on а house iп Prince 
Regent Lane when а divorcee moved iп. Оп the surface 
Mrs lvy Willis seemed deserving: she was single, with two 
soпs (one suЬ-nonnal, the other incoпtiпent) and an 
unmaттicd pregпaпt daughter. Yet she already had а 
thrce-hedroom council house and swept into this far larger 
homc without going through the council's пonnal pro­
cedurcs. Shc was not оп its transfer list. had never applied 
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••• w1111ng and, ifshe had ever applied verbally, there was 
"" •·-~ord of it. When she first occupied Prince Regent 
1 ••t1r 1hc house had not Ьееn formally offered to her. She 
•·~·1 ~ot it solely on the say-so of housing chainnan 
• · •1t11t·1Jlor Bill Watts. She had told him that she needed to 
111k•· 1klivcry of new fumiture which she had ordered Ьut 
•\1111 /1 thc shop couJd no longer store itself. 

l'11vcrly and deprivation are so widespread in Newham 
•11111 l1undreds of local families were far worse off than the 
\\'1IJ1~s. Iп 1979 there were 8,()(Ю homeless people in the 
1 .... "ugh. They had nowhere to put апу fumiture but, of 
, "111~с. they did not have any. More significantly, they did 
11111 liavc а Masonic connection. Ivy's connection was Lou 
1"'1if the Newham Lodge. Brother Lou was an ex-LaЬour 
• 111111cillor who had serve<I 011 thc town planning and 
l11111\111g committee. Не could not apply for Prince Rcgent 
1 0111с l1imself Ьecause hc was the named tcnant of anothcr 
. •11111cil houseoccupied Ьу hiswife 0tndfamily but, when lvy 
11111\'l.'d in, Lou moved in too. Тhс next Jodgc summons 
1·.ivc the Prince Rcgent Lane love-ne~t ;is Lou Fox·~ lюme 
11l1lrcss. 

1 .011 had bccn il couпcillor in the rнling l,abour group 
.1l11r1g with the housing chairman, Worshipful Bro1her ВШ 
\Уаш;. Тhе pair drank in а pub where lvy worked as а 
l•:1rmaid. Another Labour councillor, Fred Jones, 1ook а 
1l1ni view of this cosy Masonic axis. Не was particularly 
11p!;ct Ьecause а family in his electoral ward had Ьееn 
lюping to move into the house in Prince Regent Lane. They 
w..:re in far worse straits rhan the Willis-Fox 'family' and, 
11nlike the Willises, had put their request in writing. Cllr 
Jones was already pressing their claim to Prince Regent 
l.ane when Bill Wattsgave lvy the all-clearto move in. The 
tlirector of housing at this time was the Lodge's Master~ 
clcct, Brother John Turner. 

ln DecemЬer 1979 the Newham Recorder printed the 
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Prince Regent Lane story, with questions from Fred Jonc' 
about expensive central heating gear installed to replac.e а11 
adequate existing system. Тhе following week the di.,. 
appointed applicants wrote to the paper saying they an.J 
their children had to sleep in damp rooms with soaking wcl 
walls. They also had по heating Ьecause the gas fires werc 
unusaЫc. А secoпd letter claimed that а family living in 11 

condemned house had caught two rats in their only 
Ьedroom. Whcn local citizens took to the streets to protesl. 
one Ьоу was pholographed carrying а placard, 'wouLD r1 
llF.LP IF 1 WAS А l'REEМASON's SON?' 

In 1981 Chairman Wattswasco11fronted оп ВВС Radio\ 
'CheckpoinC programme about his intervention ovcr 
Prince Regent Lane. Не claimed Lou 1-·ox's name had nol 
been mentioned when he made his personal decision 10 

rehousc Mr$ Willis. All Watts knew was lhat her husband 
'had buggered off and gonc·. The house was 'just for lhi~ 
woman and hcr children·. Then. said Waнs, 'all hell bre.aks 
loose with people sayi11g ['ve done il Ьecause it was Lou 
1-·ох. who 's а friend of mine, and that again is absolute balL-;. 

~o~::~n~=~ at niglн and sleep with an absolute sound 

In 1981 'Checkpoi11t' fentured another odd decision 
which was closcr to Waнs himself. 111is involved lhe 
housing of Mrs Marie Brown, а housing improvements 
officer who worked right next to Watts's office and often 
drove him round 1he borough. Newham banned its 
employees from bcing housed in any council accommo­
dation excepl its least desiraЫe tower Ыocks. Despite this 
rule. Marie was given а flat in а charming house, descriЬed 
in council literaшre as 'restored 10 а very high standard' 
and 'one of the Ьest examples of Victorian architecture in 
thc area'. There was an even better reason why Marie 
:>lюuld not have been given this home. She already had 
<.inothcr in rur;il Essex, in the grounds of а mansion owned 
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'·• N• 1~·!1аш·s newly retired head of housing improve­
"'' ",· .. с it·orge Tovey. Не enjoyed the douЫe distinction 

1 l•н11м: Marie's recent Ьoss and а mernЬer of Newham 
1."1111 

\\' lн·11 'Checkpoint' doorstepped Maric Brown ·and 
11, .• 1111·1 J'ovcy Ьу the rolling lawns and swimmingpool that 
• 1•·1• 011с tl1cir hornes. neither had anything to say. Marie 
1-11111111·11 /1cr door and Tovey said hc had retircd. 'Check-

1 · •1111 1t1сп accosted Bill Watts. Не clairned nul to know 
''""'t l1i~ own council's written policy hanning the housing 
,1 11·. cmployees in anything Ьш юwcr Ыocks. When 
• I•· 1 i..roint" referred to st1ggestions thal he knew Marie 
1.1111,·1 too well' Watts Ыustered: 'Nonsense. ['vegot а wife 
•• l111111c. We go out socially оп occasions with her and her 
1щ,l111r1tJ. 1 mean, if soшeone's !iUgge~>ting there's any 
1°.111l111i.,:goingonorsomething. wcll theywш111oforget it, 1 

111 IL'll \"OU.' 

\1·~·o;ding to Eric Partridgc's Dictionory о/ S/ang. thc 
. , 11• t11 'Ьottle' means to'coit with а wom'1n·. ln 1978 I had 
11111·rv1cwed Bill Wa1ts оп televi!iion fur lhc ·London 
1'1"i..:1a11tme'. Не told me: 

~ "11 m11stn't romc inю Frccmшюnry cxpt:cting \о gct anylhing 
·•••4 11J i1 excepl fel1owship and gondwil1 for e;1ch other. 1 mcan 
,""·,.:: 1юt suppo!ICd to, it\ ma(le quitc сk:н lhat you mustn't 
• •111.·t:f to make any pec1111i<1ry gains or bui;iness gains al all. And 
111•'"' i~ nothing tha! уо11 ge1 oui except what you pul in. 

Watts said опе of Freernasonry's channs was that it gave 
111с11 un excuse to get away from 'thc wife'. Не also told me 
1t1a1 wheп it came to appointing men to council joЬs, he 
\\'1H1ld always want the best man forthe job, even ifhe were 
11111 "Mason - but if two men of similar abllities applied for 
1t1c same job, he would favour the Mason. Three years later 
'( "hcckpoint' (in the person of Roger Cook) confronted 
Walts aЬout the choice of Newham Lodge Brother Brian 
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Rom as deputy head of housing improvements. Watts 
countered any hints of impropriety with the tale of what 
happened when the job of deputy housing director came 
up. Не said that one favourite was а Mason, but '1 couldn't 
stand the Ыоkе. As far as 1 was concerned, as chairman of 
housing, по way was he going to Ье deputy director of 
housing. But to hear some people talk, you've only got to 
say "l'm а Freemason", it's "Oh, that's it! Тhе job's 
yourst" 1 mean, aЬsolute nonsense and balderdash.' 

'Checkpoint' reminded Watts that this job went instead 
to yet another Mason, Brian Platt. 'Не is now, yes,' 
admittcd Watts, 'he's а junior memЬer of Freemasonry, 
but it wasn't Ьecause he wasa Freemason.' In facl Platt wa.~ 
initiated into the lodge in н176, lhree years before Brother 
ВШ backed him for the job. 

Watts is а Past Master of Newham Lodge which he 
helped found in 1975. Не was initiated twelve years earlier 
in the Bomugh of Finsbury (по. 3901), another town hall 
lodge.6 Watts says. 'Nearly every borough's got а lodge'. 
and he should know, for both hc and Peter Billups used to 
work for Mason-run Hackney while serving as elected 
councillors in next-door Newham. Such cosy arrangements 
spilled over into thc world of sport, for Newham Lodge is 
intima(ely bound up with West Ham United Supporters 
Club. lt even holds its meetings in its Club House in Castle 
Street 'Ьу special dispensation' from Grand Lodge.7 

West Ham supporters are notorious for their 'Inter-City' 
mob of designer hooligans. lt is unlikely that any of these 
louts Ьelong to Newham Lodge, even though the sup­
porters' chairman for many years was CllrTom Jenkinson: 
chainnan of highways and works and Past Master of 
Newham Lodge. When Scottish footballer Ray Stewan 
joincd West Ham in 1979, his girlfriend, Caroline Bell, was 
pining for him back in Perth. Тhе council soon found her а 
job in the housing department, and then а council-owned 
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11111111· This was no coincidence, as she giggled to а Daily 
\1111.1r sleuth: 'I me1 someone through lhe club who knew 
.,1."111 а job that was going. 1 was taken in оп а temporary 
'"'"•~. l)ul now 1 work full-time. There were а few strings 
1'111lt•1I, actually, '11 

1 ·11с most serious allegation against the lodge concems 
111.· ~·(1uncil's 'sale' ofthe Woodlands Community Centre to 
, p111J1ican named Edward Smith. The deal had many 

••1111111s features: 

1 111 1977 the ccntre was badly damaged Ьу fire and then 
н·paired for (20,000. 1 t was heavily in debt so Newham 
(lccided to sell it. Housing Chairman Bill Watts was to 
t·onsider suitaЫe offers, in consultation with his staff. 
l'hc propcrty was advertised only in the Morning 

11 clveniser. the newspaper ror puЫicans and the 
licensed tradc. 11 w11s later discovcrcd thilt thc sale and 
consumption of alcohol оп the preшises w:is pruhiblted. 

1 1:our offers were receivcd for the freehold. The sccond 
highest bld was f38,()(К1, jщt {2,О(М) less th:in а Цо.ооо 
l1id from Edward Sшith, licen:\Cc of the D<trtmouth 
Лrшs. ln NovcmЬer 1978Smith's bld was accepted. Не 
renamed the Centre the 'Кing Edward Club' - after 
himself. 

1 Smilh was wcll known 10 Bill Watls and his Masonic 
brethrcn. Thc Newham Lodge of Instruction met each 
Wednesday at the Danmouth Anns. Now thc lodge's 
general purposes committec lransferred its meetings to 
the Кing Edward Club . 

.'i· Twoyears :ifter 'buying' the premises Smith had still not 
paid the 40,000, Ьecause the Ьооzе Ьап had not Ьееn 
lifted. However, he had Ьееn selling alcohol at the club 
ever since moving in. Despite this profitaЫe business he 
paid по renl and only paid the rates fifteen mon1hs in 
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6. In March I981 а reporter for the Daily Mirror's Paul 
Foot rang the club. А man responding to the name of 
Edward Smith told him: 'Look, I'll tell you something. 
mister. You print \\•hat you like. And if you prinl 
anything, your feet won't hit the dust, mister. I'll take 
you people for а few quid.' 

7. The same month the slight but terrier-like Cllr Fred 
Jones was working in his cafe when two men came to sei: 
him. One told him to ·Jay off the Кing Edward'. as Ьis 
'interest' was 'upsetting а lot of people'. Не claimed 
Jooes had been shooting his mouth off 'оп the telly'. 
because he 'had а grudge' against some people 'in the 
council'. Only at the end of the chat did tl1e man admil 
to а name: Clancy. One John Clancy was then bar 
manager at the Dartmouth Arms and the Kiлg Edward. 
both sometimes known as Clancy's. 

8. In December 1981, Newham Council finally received 
Цо,ооо for thc Кing Edward Club, but it got nothing for 
Smith's free use of the premises ovcr the previous two 
years. 

Mea11time, Brother W atts had come in for more stick 
from the local press. W eek in, week out the Neи1ham 

Recorder was running stories of housing department cock­
ups, but the newspaper said it was impossiЫe to get hold of 
Chairman Bill Watts to check the facts. Reporters left 
messages оп teleplюne answering шachines at his home 
and office but he never called back. 9 In cuntrast, his 
Masonic brothers could easily get hold of him. As Newham 
Lodge Secretary he had put his office answer-phone 
number on all fraternal circulars. 

When 'Checkpoint' reminded him that this number was 
for thc use of local people who needed to report urgent 
housing proЫems, Watts said it was for incoming calls only, 
!ю l1i!i Mшюnics did not cost ratepayers а penny. Sipping а 
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1.1111 ••I l>cer at the Кing Edward Club, he complained that 
111 1lн:~с half-truths and innuendoes about Freemasonry 
111·.1 1~ct on your wick'. Soon afterwards he resigned as 
11.111111:..in of housing, Ыaming the press for its anti-Masonic 
'' 1,1,·ks. In 1982 he was 'deselected' Ьу his party, so he 
I •" i.I as an independent in the next borough election and 

1· '"' 11 is successor as housing chairman was the inde-
1111,1.a l1lc Fred Jones. In 1985 Joпes became council leader, 
, 1• 1l1 l1c still holds. Не feels Freemasonry is а chronic threat 

I • • local democracy. 

1 lt~re is good reason fог сопсеm about the Masonic infiuence 
'" tlн: lюrough. If а councillor makes а solemn declaration to 
.,. , 1·t· the electorate eve11-handedly, btH also takes а more solemn 

".1111 (оп pain of fcarful penalties) to prefer а fellow-Mason to 
11111tl1er in all his dealings. rnany people will see that it is 
1111·concilaЫc, and ultimatcly favouring tl1e Mason against the 
111111-Mason. 

lt шust a\so Ье of concern that Newham Borough Lodge 
• 11111prises (anюng othcr:)) council members апd officers. when 
1 l1t· i,oca! Govcrnrncnt Association tш~ adoptetl <t Code ~)f 
1 1111duct poiпting щ1t thc daпgers of fraternizing bctweeп 
111t:111l)ei-s and officers of the same authority. Therc can Ье little 
. /o,er familiarity than taking part iп Masoпic cercmoпies wl1ere 
, oнncillors and officers partially disrobe each other, and attend 
шtimate sщ:ia! functions together. 

Гhе presence of Ma:юns in positions of power rnay not in itself 
l•e an insidious and corrupting inftuence, but Freemasonry's 
'caetive nature, апd examples of anomalous treatment involving 
otl1er Masons or their friends, add credence to the belief that it is 
potentially corп1pting. 

Fred Jones once said he was 'not of а mind to sit back and 
sce my people screwed up'. Without his determination the 
Newham Lodge might still Ье running the borough as а 
kind of Masonic repuЫic. 

The Ьiggest screw-up in Newham Council's history 
occurred in 1968 when the twenty-two-storey Ronan Point 
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residential tower Ыосk collapsed, killing five people. lt was 
merely coincidence that Ronan Point had been built in 
Freemason's Road, that CounciJlor Harry Ronan (after 
whom the tower had been named) was а Freemason, and 
that the Borough Architect in charge during its erection 
had also been 'on the square'. 



27 
Every Breath Уои Take 

\\ .11J111gton is а town of only 2,000 souls оп the south 
• 1,1.11·dshire plain. Robert Hilton used to Ье Chairman of 
''. tшу Ratepayers' Association. А retired London local 
1•• l\·t:111ment officer and former JP, he owns а small farm оп 
,,,,. town's outskirts in Hill Road. At the beginningof 1983 
-.11111с folk living closer into Watlington on the same road 
", .111cd to complain aЬout music C{)ming from а pub called 
1111· Carriers Arms. Being self-employed and having some 
l11т time during the day, Robert Hilton offered to repre­
\1·111 J1is distressed neighbours when the Carriers' drink 
111 crice came up for rcnewal. 

/'11is act of puЫil.:-spiritedness would bring him по end 
''' trouЫe bccause the ma11 who had just bought the 
1 ·;щiers, John Watmaп, was passionate about live niusic. 
Л scmi-professio11al bass-guitarist, he had lюught the pul> 
111 1 ()82 fo1· thc exprcss purpose of making it the best niusic 
\·t·1ше in thc rcgion. 'Лs а businessman.' says Watman, ') 
\\'as always оп thc lookoul for а good proposition. As а 
11шsician 1 was always looking for venues where 1 could 
prcsent and play nюsic. And 1 needed somewhcre to livc. 
П1е Carricrs Arms in Watlington seemed to fit the Ьill 
Jk'rfectly.' 

Bom in London in 1944, Watman had served а tool-
111aking apprenticeship and worked in the plastics industry 
l1cfore setting up his own engineering firm with а dozen 
cmployees. Не comblned business with pleasure in а 

venture called the 'Oxon Sound Studio' where entertainers 
such as Уа\ Doonican, the Wurzels and Jimmy Savilc used 
to record. Не launched а record label, Roxon Records, and 
t he Roxon Roadshow, а company of country artists who 
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played at top nightspots and made many radio an{I 
television appearances. The Roadshow mounted concert11 
for the Stoke MandevШe Hospital, raising !250,000 in all, 
much of it from an outdoor show attended Ьу the Prince о/ 
Wales. 
Ву 1982 Watman was having so much fun with music that 

he decided to buy the Carriers Arms. То raise the money hc: 
sold ltis engiпeering firm to two employees, but they coulJ 
not afford the factory lease оп which he still owed f38,ooo, 
so his bank Jent him !ню.ООО to buy the pub freehold al 
f 142 ,ооо. The risk seemed worth taking. Watman had oftcn 
played at t.he Carriers and knew its potential. As soon as hc 
moved in he was putting оп different music each night: 
traditional and modern ja1.z. rhythm and Ыues. country 
and middle-of-the-road. Тhс mix was so successful that 
1983 looked like being а great year. W atman sees his life in 
terms of certain songs he has performed over many year.;. 
Kris Kristofferson's "For thc Good Times' sums up his 
feelings while the Carriers boomcd. 

It was а drcam comc true, but it was а dream that gradually 
disi11tegrated as r entered а world where 1 had very little control 
over my own destiny. Jt became а living nightmare in which 1 w~ 
to lose every material thing 1 posscssed. Му health would Ьс: 
affected and my personal relationships wou\d crack under the 
strain. This sounds like а Victorian melodrama. but it all 
happened in the 198os. 

Watman's Ьig proЫem was the Carriers' drinks licence. А 
pub's licence to serve alcohol must Ье renewed every year. 
So must its music licence, if it has one. Drink had been 
ы:rved at the pub for 200 years and music had Ьееп played 
thcre for decades. However, Watman's amЬitious music 
programnн: upset some local residents. Ву January 1983 
police wcrc paying frequent visits to the pub, responding to 
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'""" 11 \' a1юnymous protests. John was sure his music was no 
• .".1. 1 1/шn the previous landlord's but he wanted по 
·,, •111111·. Не fitted !3,000 worth of sound-proofing but some 
' ... ,1, t·11ntinued to complain. 

\\ 111·11 lhe drinks licence came up for renewal in February 
• ·1111 o,cvt:ral Hill Road residents registered opposition. So 
1,, 1 l 11111 Butcher, chairman of the parish council, who 
.11. ,.,.,1 ·an unbelievaЫe high levcl ofmusical noise', yet he 

11 "1 1111 authority to appcar. His fellow councillors swiftly 
1. 111.111tkd to know why he had objected in the council's 

•1°•1111· lюt without its pennission. Не explained that he had 
'" '11111t: involved 'with certain people' in Hill Road. 

1 , .. 1tling the Hill Road opposition was RoЬert Hilton. 
".11111<111 could not understand why Hilton had become 
""''l'тd whcn he livcd а quarter of а mile away and could 
''"' l1ave Ьссn disturЬe<.t Ьу any pub noise. Hilton, of 
• • 0111 'с. was objecting not for himself but as chairman of the 
t1111·rayers· Association. but Watman took it pcrsonally. 

111~ licence was renewed anyway. The n1agistrates dis­
••1мL·d thc noise complaints as irrelevant to the issue of 
.• 11"lher Watman was а 'fit ашt proper perso11' to run а pub. 
l l1t"\' may also have l>ecn imprcsse<.I Ьу several townsmen 
'' 1111 spoke forcefully оп his behalf. Undeterred, the 
.. t11cctors promptly raised а pctition against Watman's 
11111 ... ic licence. which was due for rencwal two weeks \ater. 
l l1cy cou\d muster only twenty-four signatures. Watman's 
111cnds retorted with а petition in his favour signed Ьу 16о 
\\larlington resideпts, but now anonymous telephone 
, 11lkrs told him 'friends in high places' were making sure he 
1\11uld losc his music licence. Не very soon learned that this 
11111с the parish council would Ье objecting officially, 
·k~pite а letter from Watman costing all his efforts to 
"111ind-proof thc premises. 
Не now sought the support of other Watlington traders, 

.111юпg them his old f riend Gerald Hollis, а transporter who 
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used to supply lorries free for John's charity concerts. 
According to Watman, Hollis said he could not sign the 
petition because he was in the local Freemasons' lodgc 
along with RoЬert Hiltoп. Watman alleges that green­
grocer Terry Vartey said the same. This started а train of 
thought in Watman's head which would eventually becomc 
ап aпti-Masoпic obsession. Before asking Hollis and 
Varley to sign his petition. Watman had Ьееn wholly 
unaware of Freemasoпry. Не had по сопссрt of what it 
was, апd по aпimosity towards any individual Маsоп. Не 
did not even know Watlington had а lodge. Henceforth. 
however. he could поt help wondering what kind of 
fraternity could tum men who had formerly Ьееn his 
friends iпto adversaries. 

When 1 first met Watman in 1986 I was concerпed that he 
might not have an accurate recol\ection of these men's 
remarks, especially as he could produce по proof that any 
of the trio in qucstion werc indced Masons. 1 even 
wondered if he Jщd invented the eпtire talc. but 1 was 
rcassurcd when 1 acquired а f"reemasons' Directory tor 
Oxfordshire whicl1 named all thc members of the lcknield 
Way Lodge (no. 8292). This showed th<1t Worst1ipful Bro. 
Hilton had been its Master in 1977 when Bro. Varley had 
been Almoner. А few years later Bro. Hollis had become 
Charity Steward. 1 showed Watman the directory. It was 
the first Maso11ic document he had ever seen. After careful 
study he identified three more Past Masters of Icknicld 
Way Lodge among his neighbours in Hill Road. 

Back in February 1983 the music liceпce had been а 
matter for South Oxfordshire Council. Its own tests proved 
that, contrary to all Hill Road protests, his music was not at 
·nuisance level'. Не therefore retained his licence, after 
offering to put оп live music only four nights а week. This 
good neighЬourliness won him no friends. The police kept 
coming back: once over noise complaints - when the only 
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11111·.11· came from an unamplified acoustic guitar - often 
• r ··laims of after-hours drinking. These always proved 

1,,,.,,., indeed they were slanderous. but the police would 
,,, •t ·,ау who had made them soJohn had noone tosue. The 

11111· applied to numerous allegations about under-age 
.11111kc.:rs, when almost all his customers ranged from 
.,,,·111y-year-olds to pensioners. ln ten months the pub was 
1. "( cnded оп forty times Ьу Thames Valky officers, yet 

111• ' пcver caught anyone drinking under age. 
l l1cir visits were now so freqнent that Wa.tman felt he 

,, ," 1he victim of а vendetta. When he obtained а supper 
1111·11се. enaЫing him to serve food and drink in his 
11·\l;111rant until the early hours, the police trooped in 
11•;1111. They interrogated customers and ruined their 
, ,,·11ing. Watman made an official complaint but nothing 
l1.1prened. ·wьу are you harassing us?' dcmanded one 
.1111cr. They mumЫed а few words, so hc said, 'lf you don't 
111'1 out. ПI ring your s11perior to find out what's going on.' 
\" l1e picked up the phone thcy lcft. 
Watmaп felt that his distinctivc American Ыасk r:ord 

r-..krcury was also rccciving spccial attention. Не was oftcn 
·.111pped on suspicion of drinking hut not charged. Despite 
1l1is constabulary zeal, he found 'there's never а copper 
.11щшd whcn you necd onc·. Не was espccially worried 
;1lюut а violcnt criminal \Vhom he had refused toserve. One 
11ight John told him to leave the pub but he would not go, 
cvcn when John called the Thame police. Не started 
1l1rowing punches so John phoned again for immediate 
assistance. As the thug was carted out Ьу friends he 
~lюuted, 'Thc next time 1 see you, you're dead.' When it 
was all over the police arrived. 
А few days later the pub was burgled. John wcnt for help 

l1ut the same criminal jumped out from the shadows and 
gave him а beating, cracking his cheekbone and ribs. lt was 
September 1983 and John now felt hc was in а predicament 
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whtch по puЬ11can сап afford: the pol1ce were 1nvestiga • 
every petty complaint against him but at the same time. hlJ 
fell, they had withdrawn aJI protection for him or • 
property. Worse was 10 come: 

А friend wamed me tbat the police were planning а drv.p raid 
оп the Caпiers. 1 jus1 laughed, but my friend insisted it wu true. I 
told him 1 did not take drugs and never had 1hem on the premisa. 
The police could check all they wanted bt11, as оп all lheir otЬer 
visits. they would Ье wasting their lime. 

Cven so, Watman decided to shut down Ьefore any raid 
could take place. Не went to Thame police slation to report 
he was closing the Caпiers uпtil Ье could find а buyer. Не 
told office~ where he would Ьс staying and said he would 
visit every few days to make sure the alarms were workiПJ. 
Не then put the pub оп sale for {155.000. This was!13,oon 
more than he had paid а ycar earlier, hut he had installed 
thc sound-proofing and had greatly increased the takings. 
Hisestate agent felt sure hc would gct а buyer иt that price­
until hc rang John w1tl1 lн1.d news. 

Rumours were Ьcing 1iprcad aroiind Watlington thal thc poliL"C' 
were going to орро~ the Carricn;.' liccncc. Would-Ьe buyers soon 
lost interest Ьeeause а pub v.·ithoul а liL"Cll\.:..: i~ wnnh по more than 
а house. How do yuu fight rumours ofth1s kind':' 1 only knew thal 
anonymous calls I had receivcd in thc pa.~t tl1rc<1lcning uppo:silion 
10 my licences had always proved right. Thesc peuple didn't wanl 
те as а puЫican but now il scemed they didn 't want me to sell 
either. 

lt was now December 1983. One freezing evening Jobn 
made а routine visit to the pub und discovered а burglary. 
Не a11led the police апd showed them some valuaЫe goods 
which had Ьееп shihed to the back door. apparently so tbe 
thieves could remove them promptly оп а return visit. Не 
wcnl to а friend's pub and had а few drinks. then plucked 
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•1• 1111· 1·ourage to go back to the Carriers late thal night in 
t111pl' of catching the thieves. This time, however, the 

1 .. 1,, ,. lшLI acted оп his information and were themselves 
1111111~ 10 ambush the thieves. When the hapless Watman 

'""•·•1. thcy bundled him into а police van alongside а 
." ... 1111~ tlog. At Тhame а breathalyser showed he was 

1 tl11: limit. Не was allowed to leave, but when he asked 
• ., 111,· kt·y to his carЬout (in which he had lockedhisother 
1., .) 1111..- police refused to give it to him. Не was left 
• 1.0111kU оп the street with nowhere to stay and по money. 

11, 11.111 to break into his own factory nearby to avoid 
1" ,·.•111~ to death. Не was later fined and banned from 
111, 1111~ for eighteen months. 

111 l-el,ruary 1984 thc police added their objections to 
\\' 11111a11·s driпks licence un the grounds that the Carriers 
I• "1 lk:cП shut for four months. This struck him as 
".1 •• 11l11us bccause tt Jicence statcs only lhc hours during 
А 111111 <t pub is allowcd to Ьс орсп. поt the hours it musrЬe 
·i···11. 1:urthern10re. they kncw that thc Carriers was shut 
•111\· 11111il he L"ould tiпd а buyer. Worse followed. Оп the 
l.11 l)f the heu.riпg the policc announccd five surprisc 
.11111·~~е5. Wat1пan's bnrristcr argucd lhar these shou\d nol 

1" tн:ard as tl1ere hud Ьееn по advancc warning. The 
"'·'~:•~trates agreed and only a\lowcd evidence which the 
.1,·11·11сс already knew about. This consisted of twoofficers' 
111.1<тurate accounls of break-ins at the pub апd Watman's 
, , ш i1y measuгes. Опе ofthem admitted that Watman had 

1 11.l'П all геаsопаЫе prccautions. Еvеп so, he lost his 
1,, 1·11се оп the grounds that the pub should have stayed 
"\'l'll to provide а service and that storiпg liquor оп 
111111ccupied premises incited burglary and posed а danger. 
'.elt'-evidently this decisioп could only delay the day when 
tlil· pub would finally re-open. It thus further deprived 
\\'allington's citizens of that very service they allegedly 
11.·o:ded. The magistrates clearly felt that the town's 
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alcoholic dependency could not Ье slaked Ьу five othcr 
puЬs within 200 yards of the Carriers Arms. For Watma11 
himself the decision was а catastrophe. It knocked onc· 
third off the Carriers' value. Watman was bereft. 

1 had entered the court owning а pub and left it owning no mori: 
than а house. The song says, 'There's nothing so lonesomc:. 
morЬid and drear, as to stan(I in the bar of а pub with по becr · 
Don't you believe it! You try standing in а pub mth по Jicence! 

Watman's life fеП apart. Не owed Barclays Bank, 
Norwich Union and Ushers Brewery more than f170,ooo. 
His entire future depended on а flourishing pub, but this 
was now gone. With interest rapidly mounting, he wa~ 
forced to sell the Carriers for !1I2 ,ооо-!30,000 less than hc 
paid for it. This settled most of his bank debt, but he could 
find no buyer for the factory. In 1984 he was forced into 
bankruptcy. Norwich Union took the factory but did not 
sell it for two years, and only then for fбо,ооо. Ву then it 
c\aimed interest. and legal charges had boosted Watman's 
debt from f38,ooo to f78,tюo, so he still owed !18.000. 

As he handed the Official Receiver his last one-pound 
premium bond (а gift from his mother when he was а child), 
the most appropriate song he could think of was 'There 
Ooes Му Everything' until he remembcred '1 Who Have 
Nothi11g'. Watman had 11othing: по money, no credit, по 
home, no car, по job and по idea why all this had happened 
to him. 
Не talked the whole affair over with his friend Brian 

Bonner, а retired policeman who was clerk of the local 
courts. Ву now he knew that Bonner was а Mason in the 
samc lcknield Way Lodge as thirty other Watlington 
rcsidents, but Вonner shocked him Ьу revealing that 
!ievcral local policemen were also Masons, including 
lnspector Ron Duncan of Thame police station. In 1(}8о 
Duncan had been Master of St Mary's Lodge (по. 1763) 



Every Breath Уои Take 457 

,, l11L·l1 rneets at Thame Masonic Hall. as does the Icknield 
\\ .1 у [.odge of Watlington. Coincidentally, Duncan was in 
' 11111 ~с of the officers who had come to the Carriers over the 
11111~е complaints and had himself paid formal visits to the 
1'1111. Не had also turned up in coun when the magistrates 
,Jc,·ided to take away the Carriers' drinks licence: he was 
• ·щ~ of the five surprise witnesses against Watn1aп who were 
11111 allowed to testif у. 

1 t goes without saying that lnspcctor Duncan had always 
,,, tcd in accordancc with his puЫic duty and his oath as а 
1 т1:-;tаЫе (to servc 'without favour or affection, malice or 
111-will'), but Watman's state of mind wa.~ such that hc saw 
11111spiracy where he had по proof of such а thing. Merely 
l•~cause almost everyone he came up against - objcctors, 
1 alcpayers' leadcrs, parish councillors and policemen -
l1appe11ed to Ье Masons who all happened to meet at the 
... aine Masonic hall ( and in most cases k11ew each othcr very 
\vcll) did not prove а conspiracy. Nevcrtheless, such а 
... cries of coincidences is likcly to provoke а 1nап who 
alrcady fccls 'got at' to focus his Ьittcrпess on а particular 
l1uilding апd on all those who meet therc. 
Natшally Icknield Way's RoЬcrt Hilton takes а diffcrent 

vicw: '1 сап undcrstand а man feeling aggrieved if he fcels 
that justice hasп't been done. but it is по way ту 
responsibllity or that of othcr people that 1 know ... This 
1-·reemason's sidc of it is Ыown out of all proportion. lt's а 
silly little lodgc, а local lodge. 1 don't thiпk there's that 
many in it. 1 don't know where or why the connection came 
about. None of my friends have had anything to do with Mr 
Watmaп or his proЫems.' 

The coпnection had come about because Hilton's own 
lodge brother, Brian Boпner, had planted it in Watшun 's 
brain. Не then stoked him up further Ьу telling him l1e 
should Ье aware of а planning application which had gопе 
bcfore South Oxfordshire Council one month before he 
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\ost his licence. Watman acquired the relevant papers ашl 
saw that а field Ьehind the Carriers was to Ье developed as :а 
recreation ground. This would require new parking placc:\ 
and changing rooms. On the grapevine Ье leamed ol 
further plans to erect ап office Ыосk behind the pub. lk 
also saw that the application had Ьееп submitted hy 
Beechwood Estates, thc company which had just boughl 
the C;нricrs for {30,000 less thaп he lшd paid. John reaLizcJ 
that, so long as he had owned the Carriers, he would havc 
becn an obstacle to such а scheme. Now he was ou1. 
Bccchwood could do almost anything they liked. 

But why, thought Watman, <ii<l Watlington need а ne"· 
recreation ground when it already had one? Не read th(· 
papers agai11 and saw that Becchwood also owned thc 
town's prescnt ground which, it claimcd, it wanted to 
rctt11"n to agricultural use. This stп1ck Watman as odd until 
hc gнined опе шоrе piece of information. For the past 
twcnty-onc years the parish council had leased the ground 
from Beechwood at а pcppercorn rent. То keep it. а\1 thc 
co11ncil had to do \V<lS r·cncw t\1c lcasc Ьу Scptcmher 19S3. 
Accordi11g to cщ1ncil minutcs. this was not donc 'd\lc to а 
tcchnical default'. Sщ1dcnly, it scen1ed, Watlington wou\(\ 
have nowhere for its townsfolk to play. 

The councillors mt1~t have realized that, as soon as this 
news leaked out, they would facc а mass of seething 
Watlingtonians, from lusty footballers to dog-walking 
pensioners, furious at thc loss of the town's main open 
space. Another site would havc to Ьс found vcry soon. This 
duty fe\l mainly оп the ncw chairman of the recreation 
committcc: Councillor Robcrt Hilton of the Icknield Way 
Lodge. This selfless pillar of society now faced а very 
(lifficult task because all the suitaЫe land around Watling­
ton was owned Ьу Beechwood Estates, yet the only land 
which it was offering was the field Ьehind the Carriers 
Arm~. 
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11.' • l1wood is owned Ьу Lord Macclesfield and run Ьу 
'" 1 .... 11 "щ1s. Nопе of these men are Freemasons. In 1986 
11,, 1 l1w11od revea\ed new plans for the old recreation 
~111111111 No longer did it seek to bring it back into 
· ,, 1 11 11lr1ir:tl use. It wanted to drive а road right through it 
'"'' lщ1ltl 350 houses on surrounding land. At а parish 

·11111 11 шccting Robert Hilton summed up 'the advant· 
,, .. ·, н1 not' of а fifty-year lease оп the field Ьehind the 
• 11111.·1~. According to the Watlington Times, he said 
'" 1"111.1tions had been going оп for over two years and the 
,, 11\·11 ·~tюuld поt lose any chance of obtaining а recreation 
1•111111111 оп good terms'. 1 

l l1c council submittcd the scherne to а town referendum. 
• 11.111 шаn Eric Newman (another Icknield Way Lodgc 
111• 111111.:r) strongly recommended а 'yes' votc but got а 
" ·-111111ding ·110'. Now the taЫes werc turttcd. The scheme's 
11111"1 voca\ opponcnt. Norman Greaves. kr1ew notl1ing 
.,1111111 Freemasons or f'reemasonry. Нс slamшcd the 
" rmli:rs. estate agcnts and landowncrs \vlю stoo<.! to gain 
11 от пюrе lюusiпg: 'Fortuпatcly. tl1cy аге а small 
11111111rity. albcit very vocal.' Не asked how tlic council 
.• 11111! have so misjudgcd thc tow11's fccliпgs апd pilloricd 
11 ·. lailure to re11cw thc old recrcation grotшd lcase. 

Пн: referendum result cпsurcd tl1at. for а few years at 
l1·ast. one small towп had held off tl1e dcvelopcrs. 
\\.'atliпgton had been saved from suburl1a11 sprawl. At the 
11111е of writing its townsfolk are still usiпg the old 
1cereation ground. Robcrt Hilton iind Eric Newn1a11 
1~~1gned from the parish council in November 1986. 
Ni1rman Grcaves - по anti-Mason - observes. 'lt happens 
1l1at those peoplc with Masonic connections are off the 
council. We're all "Green Yuppies" now.' 

John Watman meantime has got nowhere. Не made 
~папу complaints against Thames Valley Police alleging 
conspiracy, harassment and mistreatment, but а twenty-
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month inquiry Ьу Hampshire Police found insufficient 
evidence to justify criminal prosecution or disciplinary 
action. Watman took bis anti-Masonic allegations to Grand 
Secretary Micbael Higham, who made inquiries and wrolc 
а paiпstakiпg reply. Не said both Теrепсе Varley (the 
greengrocer) and Gerald Hollis (the transport contractor) 
independently stated thн.t they refused to sign Watman'11 
petition becausc thcy objected to the noise and nuisaщ:c: 
caused Ьу his pub entertainment. 

lbey deny that any mention of Freemasonry was made to you, 
Jnd morespecifically. refutc cntirely your allegation tha1 they said 
111еу did not wish 10 upset thcir lodge. 

Enquiries have also Ьееn made of scnior memhers of lcknield 
Way Lodge and 1 сап confirm that at по timc has your name щ 
mattersconcerning your PuЫic Housc, ever Ьееn raised as а point 
of discussion in Lodge business. 

1 have no reason to doubt the veracity ofthe statemcnls of these 
m..::n. 

ln th..:: circumsta11ces. although recognizing thc ~trength of your 
l>elief that Masonic inRuence has been brought to Ьеаr on your 
Jtfe, 1 сап only say that the fact thal someofthose involved in the 
difficulties you have faced are Freemasons is purely coincidcntal. 2 

No doubt Commander Higham was accurately reporting 
what he had been told. However, Watman had по idea that 
Robert Hilton was а Mason - and по knowledge that а 
Watlington Lodge existed - until Varlcy and Hollis had 
told him so. Similarly, they would have had по reason to 
disclose these facls except in conversations aЬout the 
campaign against Watman's music licence. Fuгthermore, 
Watman had never claimed his name or pub had been 
raised 'in Lodge business'. What concemed him was wbat 
might have goneon outside the lodge. lt рrоЬаЫу was 'pure 
i:oiщ:idence' that 'some of those involved' were Masons, 
hut Watman was trying to make sense of а long series of 
l'oi11i:idcnces which caused him to feel perpetually sur-
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"111111lcd and spied on. Ву now а psychoanalys1 mighl havc 
.1 ... i11111!<>Cd some form of paranoia. Some hint of this mighl 
111 ш lhc facl thal Watman feels his current predicament is 
·•1111111cd up in one song Ьу Police (the group, not the 
•·••• ··): 'Everybreath you take, everystep you make, 1'11 Ье 
..... 1.·l1i11g you.' 

l11lш Wa1man is lypic:al of hundreds of people in small 
• • •111111unities all over Britain who feel. rightly or wrongly. 
111.11 l1м:al Masons have interfered with their business and 
1шщ·1l lheir livelihoods. ln Ьig ciйes Masonic influence is 
11 ""1ипgiЫе but, as it is almost impossiЫe to distover who 
1111· Masons are in towns like London, Birmingham апd 
1 1la!o.~ow, it is equally impossiЫe ю asses.s their true power. 
l l1t· !>iUSpicion that Masons abuse their connections would 

111· lcss rampant, of course, if oomplete and up-to-date 
l111l~c lists could Ье scrutinized at puЫic libraries. Even 
l•1·11cr, were the fraternity itself to display such information 
1·11luntarily, its individual mcmЬers would Ьс far Ьetter 
1•1111ccted from Ьecoming lhe victims of any unjustiliahle 
11111spirac:y theory, such as thal which still haunts several 
1111.."шЬеrs of the Icknield Way l.odge. 
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А Masonic Education 

There are more than 150 old boys' lodges in Britain, eacli 
founded on а puЫic or grammar school. Against Masonic 
tradition these openly canvass for members, although onc 
Watford Grammar school-leaver was surprised at а recent 
old boys' dinner: in the midst of this non-Masonic rcunion 
up sprang the chairman to propose а toast with meшbers of 
the Old Fullerian Lodge (по. 4698). Had the youngster 
scrutinized the school шagazinc, hc would havc known he 
too could join the t"raternity just Ьу contacting its secretary 
(home address supplied). No god-fcaring old Ьоу would Ье 
turned away, nor are such Jodges restricted to old lюys. 
Teachers have long Ьее11 allowed to join and at least one 
such lodge 'welcomes any caпdi,Jates who l1ave close 
associations' with former pupils. This could mean their 
workmates, drinking coщpa11ions. garage шechanics or 
rnilkmen. Many public school lodges havc thrown 
membership wide орел to keep the lodge going. ln 
contrast, tl1e Adeste Lodge (по. 5445) for old boys of 
Whitgift School. Croydon. preferred to 'surrender its 
wютant' and close down rathel" than dilute its connection 
with the old school. 

ln 1979 Haileybury's school magazine puЫished а letter 
headlined Freemasonry from the secretary of its old boys' 
lodge (по. 3912). 'Anyone wishing to become а mason' 
could join if he was cither ·educated at or connected with' 
thc school; 'attainment of 21 years of age and Ьelief in а 
S11preme Being are the only other qualifications'. This 
(lisguslcd one non-Masonic reader who complained to 
.lantcs Stuhbs, 1hen Grand Secretary of Grand Lodge. 
S1ubl>s hrushed the man aside Ьу saying he did not think 
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11..,1 111 <1 closed community magazine such as this any 
. •. •· pr i11n could or should Ье taken to а letter of this kind'. 

111..- most prestigious old boys' lodges Jink up through the 
1•,jf1l1l School Lodges Council which holds annual festivals 
"' 111,toric piles such as Hai\eybury and Marlborough. 
11111l"1s also а PuЫic Schools lnstalled Masters' Lodge (по. 

· ~ • 1 1). Some schools muster Royal Arch and even Rose 
• 1111\ chapters with prominent men at their head. ln 1979 
111• · 1 llll Wykehamist Rose Croix Chapter had the Viscount 
• •· 111~!11 as its 'Most Worshipful Sovereigп'. while the 
tf, ,11rtler of the Eton and Harrow was His Honour Judge 
\, 111су. 

1111: Masonic bug has Ьitten deep into higher education. 
1 .нl~cs named aftcr Trinity Col\ege. Cambridge. and 
l 1111ity. Duh\in. meet in London. So do lodges called 
l 1111i1y Collcge and its 'd<tughter". Trinity College Juhilee. 
l 11 1 tJR4 Trinity College Lodge initiated а quantity sur­
"· y11r, а structural enginecr and the director of а con­
"1r1кlion firm. When they meet with forty like-minded 
lщ·1l1ren, it would sсеш that scholarship plays а smaller 
1'·''' in their conversation than thc ins-and-outs of thc 
l•11iltling trade. 

Several univcrsity lodges meet in the capital (Durham. 
1 1li11burgh. City L111iversity. and London) while many 
• ol/egcs have their own lodges: lmpcrial, Guldsmiths. 
( i11ildhall School of Music and most teaching hospitals (see 
с ·11apter 29). Many London polytcchnics and training 
t o/leges have lodges, and more university lodges meet in 
IJurham, Cardiff, Sheffield. Birmingham, Aston, Man­
t·hester and Nottingham. In Cirencester there is а Royal 
Лgricultural ColJege Lodge. In 198о its Almoner was а 
local landowner, the Earl of Ducie. 
MemЬers' lists for these lodges (indeed, а/1 Jodges) are 

,lifficult to соте Ьу. but it seems that less than half the 
l)rcthren are academics. Most are administrators, tech-
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nicians, porters and other staff. Few are students, if only 
Ьecause no man can Ьесоmе а Mason Ьefore he is twenly 
one, except Masons' sons ('Lewises') who may join :&1 
eighteen. However, some university lodges actively recru11 
undergгaduates who are the sons or Freemasons. This 1) 

true of Cambridge's Isaac Newton Lodge (по. 859) and 
Oxford's Apollo (по. 357), the most celebrated universi1y 
lodge of all. Traditionally the Apollo has had а huit(' 
memЬership: more than 400 in 1974. ln 1976 it initiatc1I 
seventeen men wheп most Oxfordshire lodge~ took in thrcc 
or less. Ву 1983 membership had fallen to 28о, but this i~ 
still far greater than most British lodges. The decline muy 
reflect increased anti-Masonry among the 'educatc1I 
classes' or just increased fees driving older memЬers 1~1 

resign. 
Тhе Apollo has some dis1inguished members - formi:1 

Grand Secrctary Sir James Stubbs (initiated in 1930) andS11 
Lionel Brett, а one-time colonial judge-but most have nol 
scooped up any of life's glittering prizes: по опе notahle in 
the ans. sciences, politi~. thechurch, or indeed educalion 
The Apollo's academic members seem as obscure as tht· 
college porters. lt seems most brethren today are yeomen, 
small-town accour11ants and village Hampdens, rather than 
great 'achievers'. 

What а far сгу from 1875 when the Apollo rai~d Oscar 
Wilde! His father, Sir William. was Master of Duhlin'!> 
Shakespeare Lodge, but perhaps young Oscar found а 
particular thrill in donning an apron, waving wand-., and 
performing occult rituals in all-rnale cornpany. Of all 
England's lodges only the Apollo demands the wearing of 
white ties. tails, white waistcoasts, knee breeches and 
buckled shoes. 

School, college and university lodges may Ье seen as 
extensions of the 'old Ьоу network', with Masonry's vinuei; 
and viccs added оп. Most rnen joiп to keep iп touch with 
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11" 11 11/та mater, but British socialists will think these 
1."1 11,..~ 11!' pemicious as the puЫic school system itself. Less 
,,", 1r11111irc folk may feel they are the harmless resort of 
, , •11~r111ing male adults in private•, with little or по impact 
"tl1·· rcst ofsociety. 

t 11111 cannot Ье said when Freemasonry affects education 
·• • 11 11 is а common complaint that seniOr teachingjoЬsgo 
," 111tor11peteпt or second-rate men because they are 
rо.1,1·.о1в~. while Ьetter teachers of ЬоtЬ sexes are rejected 
1", •111~\~ they are non-Masons. Such allegations are difficult 
1 •• 1•1•1vc or disprove. One distinguished teacher writes that 
.1"·11 l1c was а puЫic school housemaster he was strongly 
I"' .,"11rcd to become а Mason. 

1 «•11ld not sce how such а s1ep could benefil me, and 1 
, · 111щ1lly Шlined Ьс-саu.с;е 1 refused to enter into wn1ethi11g 

1"''' ч• indefinite and !ieefel. Yet 1 haveohen wondered to whal 
.1. 111 шу career prospects might have Ьееn affectc..-d. Now а5 а 

'", I' ...,,_-Jнюl head responsiЫe for kceping his scbool full. 1 wonder 
.• 11"1111.'r memЬership ofthc Brotherhood migbt iпПuence rиruit­
'"''11t 

ll11taiп's !>t::tte cducation systcm i!> Ыightcd Ьу Frcc­
щ.l\1111ry. if lettcrs 1 have rcccivcd from teachers arc to Ье 
1" l11.·v1.·d. One letter came from а retired Nottingham 
1•1111шry-school head, Maurice Hemstuck, who has since 
1111·11. 

lkfore che war 1 was on thc local committee of the National 
111111in ofTeachers. Our secretary. Cyril Jackson, was а friend of 
1111111.·, aЬout twelve years older. Не joined the Masons and was 
·'" 111 оп 1he ladder со promotion. In Nottingham there were two 
..... .,.~ to promotion: (а) grease certaiп LaЬour aldermen (Ь) 
ltc"<'llПIC' а Mason. The Masons were clever. They dragged in 
1 11l10ur councillors, Conservatives and ю on. Оле LaЬour 
.11i1 ... rman, an ex-engine driver named Joe Baldwin, was very 
11111~1rtan1 on dle educa1ion committee. although he ba.d по 
, •l1ю1tion at all. Не was also а Freemason. Cyril confi.ded in те 
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that he would Ье getting the next headship, but he didn't gel il '" 
one day when he was giving me а lift home, he asked me to w1111111 
his Austin, whilst he went in to complain to Brother Joe Bal<lw111 
Cyril was there twenty minutes, and he got the next headsh1p ~• 
Bulwell Hall Junior School. 

In the r93os we had only опе assistant to the Direclor "' 
Education. His name was Peat. Не was а Mason and there W('I• 

three more оп our staff. On Friday aftemoons опсе each mon1l1 
they arrived at school in Ыасk tie and dinner jackets and kft 11 
three o'clock to go to their lodge meeting. Their classes wt·r· 
divided up Ьetween the rest of us so that we had а class of fощ 
plus half of another (often of а different age). After the war 1111· 
meetings took place at night so this practice stopped. 

Some years after the war 1 walked into the Grosvenor 11111• 
Mansfield Road, and met two other teachers. • Arc you puttinit 111 

for 1he Peveril School headship?' one asked. 'Of course 1 am. 1 
replied. Не said, 'Don't bothcr. StanleyWard hasgot it.'Thi~ \\'11•­

impo!isiЫe. as the applications were not duc in нntil two w~rk\ 
\atcr, Ьнt 1 was told he had already held а party to celebrate. 111 
had even askcd staffto go with him to the new headship. Mr W:111I 
was confirmed in that job three weeks later. I needn 't say thal t11· 

was the Freemasons' organist. The Deputy Director had hc~·11 
Master of the teachers· lodge (Semper Fratrcs, по. 4467]. М1 
Hutchi11son, the Chief Clerk, was а Mason, the Inspector 111 
Schools Mr Wa\\ was а Maso11, a11d so tlie dreary Jist goes оп. 

Another lctter Ceime from Ci man who taught in furtll\:I 
education for many years. Не became head of а largc: 
engineering department Ьefore retiring in 1978. Не admil:o. 
that the situation today may not Ье as bad as it was in hi~ 
day, but he suspects it is. 

Freentasonry has Ьесоmе а scourge and disease in jobs in tht: 
puЫic ~ervice. It reigns supreme in Manchester where, when 1 w:u 
working, the Chief Education Officer. all senior education 
officials and most if not al\ Headmasters and college principals 
were Masons. 1 was опе of the few non-Masons in а senior post. 
They did their best to make life awkward for me. All the top bras.~ 
wcre Masons. including two successive incompetent Principals 
wh() worked, together with Freemason lecturers in my depan· 
mcrн. to hy-pass me. Discipline was therefore dreadful. 
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•t, ·1111111111tmcnt was а mistake. Тhе brothers had fixed it for 
·t 111•11 1111mber. but а very determined woman, Dr Kathleen 

·11 ', 11•l111w who was very famous in educational circles. 
·" .1о1о 11 111с appointments committee unexpectedly. With her 
, , , .. 111 r11l1llc'i l>ecame impossiЫe so 1 got the job. They never 
' ·tl ••• 1111·. 

1 •11111 liavc become а Mason but I have always regarded the 
" ·, 1111 111 а~ childish. evil and sinister. What has happened in 

' 1, l1k 1·. lh;it the mcssage has got around that thc way to Ьс 
1111 a111I get senior posts is to become а Freemason. so that 

' ""' .1 1111-;crupu\ous cэndidates use the movement as а ladder 
"'· 1··", lt is alanning that these people now control large 

• 11. "'" 111 our educational system. 
1 1 •111.o/it 111 five collegcs and encountered the movement all ovcr 

1. · · 111111ry. One example of its strength is that many yean; ago а 
• 1 , , '" 1 )1н:ctor of Education for G\oucestershire stonewalled 
""1 1lt-k;1tcd а Board of Govemors who were investigating а 
•' '""" l1t•atlmaster. 

1111" inan claims Freemasonry is getting even strongcr i!S 

"" 11 111sh to join. 111 11orth-west EnglaщJ, where he still 
11. 1 ". ·11 ii'i almost П1and<ttory to join, if опе is to e11joy апу 

1.1111·. 111 the con111шni1y·. There are, hc suys. thrce 
1.111,\анl~ of service in this part of Britain: 

1 нтmason to Freemason: nothing is too much trouЫc. 
:\ 11 oЬstacles wШ Ье removed. Scruples count for 
1111thing. 
l·н~cmason to non-Freemason: the non-Freemason 
111ust take what is Jeft. lf the intcrests of another 
l·н:emason clash with those of the non-Freemason then 
tl1c Freemason must Ье given priority. 

1 Non-Freemason to non-Freemason: what опе would 
гхресt. Cases judged on their merits. But the non­
/•'reemason sector is not very strong and has little 
111fluence. 

Masonic defenders will claim these letters reek of sour 
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grapes. Many years on, it is impossiЫe to prove whetl1cr 
the events they describe ever happened. Yet, as unco· 
ordinated tales from different parts of the country, thcy 
marry together in а believaЫe way. Such perceptionн 
convinced Leeds City Council in 1984 to require all its 8.()(н1 
education employees to declare if they were Masons. 'Л 
witch-hunt', Masons might cry, but а few months latcr 
some London Masons were casting the nastiest spells or1 а 
man who had never done tl1em any harm. For the purpo~t·i1 
of this book 1 give him а pseudonym, 'Kumar Patel'. Aflt'1 
extensive unemploymcnt, he now has а full-time job at la~I 
1 have had to change one nюre namc iщt all the rest шт 
genuine, so that no one сап doubt it rcally happened. 

In February 1985 Kumar was jumpiпg with joy. Born i11 
the West Indies this handsome man lшd just Ьееn offerctl ;1 

wonderful job: Chief Education Officer of the Comn11111 
wealth Institute. Не had won this prestigious Forci1:11 
Office appointшent i11 rigoroнs open competition. 11 wa•, 
the top job in his field and he was outstandingly qualitic1I 
Не saw it as а uniqнe chance to \VOrk for the good or all 
raccs, to travcl the world and to put his education theorit·~ 
into practicc throughout the Commonwealth. Astoni~I• 

ingly, he was the first Ыасk person ever to fill the post. 
Patel could not contain himself. In the educati1111 

department of the London Borough of Waltham Fore'>I 
whcre he worked as а youth and community officer, hc 111111 

his colleagues his good news. Не nalvely assumed tl1t'\ 
would all share his pleasure. How little he knew of huma11 
nature. The jealousy of petty-minded men was aЬout 111 

dcstroy his career. 
On 5 February Patel wrote а letter of resignation to 111, 

ultimate boss, senior education officer Richard Gan, givinм 
the usual three months' notice. However, he made tltt' 
111istake of stating that he was leaving to take the Commoi1 
wealth lnstitute job. А few days later Gan asked Patci·, 
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1111·· nшnager, 'Henry Tribe', 1 if he had heard Patel was 
1111\·111g. 'Yes,' said Tribe, '1 am glad he has gotsuchagood 
·'1'1'•1i11tment.' Gan seemed upset and replied, 'l'm glad 
111 \ ~~oi11g but very sorry he's going to such а good job.' 

с 11111 had known nothing of Patel's plans because Patel 
11.111 11ш11еd referees more suitaЫe for this particular job. 
1 11·11 :ю, Commonwealth Institute Director James Porter 
11 11 pl111ncd Tribe who told him Patel was an exceUent 
· 111pl11y~c. Porter explained the call was а formality, as 
1' 01\t'l lщd already won the job. 

Ni 1w Patel noticed that Gan had turned cold and hostile 
1111\·111tls him. Не brought one meeting to an end Ьу telling 
l1111o"I. '1 will hound you out of your new job - your 
1•11·~11~ious job.' Patel was appalled but the threat Ьесаmе 
".1l11v on Monday 18 March whcn Gan told him he had 
11, 1 11 •ю:used of fiddling his expenses. Gan suspended Patel 
1111l1 щlcred him to clear his desk. At а disciplinary hearing 
•11 1 Лpril he was suspended for four weeks, just until his 

1 · "11•11ation took effect and the co\lncil would no longer 
11111·1· 111 рау him anyway. 

l l1e charges were baseless. Patel had bcen framed. Не 
" 1" 111 tleep trouЫe and did 1101 know wherc to turn. The 
11 111·1 lormally suspending him allowcd only ten days for an 
11'p•·al. lшt six had already pas.-red because it had got stuck 

111 1 l1t· 1юst over the Easter break. Worse still, he could not 
· "111act his union representative who was away at а 
. • 111lt"п:nce. Patel re-read the letter and was relieved to see 
11 1lkgcd only 'irregularities', not dishonesty. Не felt the 
111111l1lc was not as bad as it had at first seemed. Also Gan 
11.нl 111ld him that the official council line would Ье that 
1·,111·1 was on \eave. Nothing was to Ье said about 
. 11\p1·r1sion. 

l 11 his horror. that same day а letter arrived from а 
• · 11111nonwealth Institute official saying he understood 
l',111·1 lшd Ьееn suspended without рау. Patel visited the 
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official to explain that the council had decided to dispute 
expenses which he had Ьееп claiming, оп а 'custom and 
practice' basis, for more than four years. These were 
suЬsistence and car mileage rates for пight visits to youth 
and commuпity ceпtres which were all less than six miles 
away. Не added that all his claims had Ьееп approved Ьу 
his boss and authorized Ьу the Audit department. Despite 
this, he got the message that because ofthe suspeпsion, the 
1 nstitute had по wish to employ him. 
Оп 19 April the Jпstitute wrote to say no final decisior1 

would Ье made without him having the chance to put his 
case to its director. James Porter. А few days latcr Porter 
gave him по such opportunity before he told him the job 
offer was withdrawn. In а letter Porter said he uпderstood 
the 'incorrect claims' had Ьееп 'admitted or substaпtiated'. 
Had he giveп Patcl а сhапсе to speak, he would have 
1·calize1.t Patel w<1.s dcnyiпg all 'incorrcct claims· and that 
1юnе had Ьесп suhstaпtiated. 

Patel faced ruin. Не had по job and less than а 

rcputation. Нс asked Waltham Forest if he could withdraw 
l1is resignation but was answered with а flat 'No'. Не and 
his wife had to sel\ their house (they could not keep up the 
mortgage) and move into а frienc.l's fiat. Yet Patel was so 
sure the Institute would see he had been frame(I. and 
reinstate him. that he did поt clain1 unemployn1ent benefit 
for two months. 

Down, but not out, Patel vowed to find out who had 
inspired the bogus charges. and who had poisoned the 
Commonwealth Institute against him. On his own initi­
ative, without help from his union, he launched ап 

industrial tribunal case against Waltham Forest alleging 
racial discrimination. Through sympathizers still working 
for thc council, he learned that two white employees, guilty 
of far worse offeпces, had been treated far less brutally. А 
man l1ad hееп reinstated after striking а Ыасk youth in his 
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· l1мi.:c, and а woman who had claimed excess expenses was 
,,, .1 ~1ven а warning and told to рау the money back, but 
.111· kcpt her job. 

Wl1cn Patel's case came before the tribunal in 1986, the 
••l1111licators drew two distinctions between these folk and 
l1.11cl: they were white and he was Ыасk; they were guilty 
11111 111: had done по wrong. In evidence the council auditor 
., .1-. l11rced to admit that Patel's claims were valid after all. 
11, .11:.о admitted he had never checked what was 'custom 
11111 practicc· in thc youth and community department. The 

111l111nal decided the worst Patel had done was use two cars 
1111 '>cparate occasions for work. Waltham Forest said he 
· 11111,1 only use the саг he was buying on а council loan but, 
l 11 11sing the othcr car. he had not cost the council one extra 
111·1111у. The tribunal said he 'had bccn trcatcd very. very 
l1.11'il1ly' and found the council guilty of discriminating 
''"1111st him. in breach of the Race Relations Act. 

Waltham Forest lost the case mainly becausc of thc 
" 1 шns of two cmployees: Richard Gan and Neil Hobday 
11 1. who \vas а youth and community officcr like Patel. The 
111lч111al was 'quite unaЫe to accept most of Mr (.Jan 's 
1 1 ,,~елее. His recollections of events suffered from con­
' "11ient amнesia ·, while his attitнde towards Patel 
''l'lк·ared to Ье 'vindictive'. Gan tcstified that he had never 
1111,1 Patel, 'I will hound you ot1t of уош new job - your 
1'1 t·stigious job,' but the tribunal believed another witness 
''' \vhom Gan adшitted the remark but said he had been 
1p111ted out of context. Не thus conceded that he had said 
11 

Оп Hobday. they accepted the view of one witness that 
11,· would not Ье 'very partial to working with а Ыасk 
t1)llcague ... The fact that he (Patel] was Ыасk would 
la.ivc registered most acutely with Hobday.' The tribunal 
• 1111cluded that 'the degree of malice and vindictiveness' 
~lюwn to Patel cou\d not have been motivated only Ьу 
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'dislike, jealousy and envy. Тhе only inference we could 
draw was that the additional dimension was racial.' 
Тhе first person at the Commonwealth Institute who had 

heard of Patel's suspension was Dr Moses ldem. Не told 
the tribunal how, оп his own initiative, he rang Waltham 
Forest to speak to Patel's boss, Henry TriЬe. НоЬdау 
answered instead and told him Patel had been suspended 
for irregularities in his trave\ claims. А day or two later 
Hobday twice rang back to say he might lose his job for 
telling Idem what had happened to Patel. Hobday said 
that, if he were ever confroпted, he would deny giviпg him 
the informatioп. 

Sure enough, at the tribunal Hobday testified on oath 
that he had told по опе at the Iпstitute of Patel"s predica­
ment. Не had simply to\d Idem tl1at Patcl was оп leave. The 
tribunal reported, 'we do not believe Mr Hobday's 
evidence'. Evcn Waltham Forest decidcd that Hobday had 
to a11swer а casc of 'gross misconduct'. 

Wl1at has all this got to do with Freeш<tsonry'? Over 
many nюntl1s some of Hobday's youth and community 
colleagues had noticed he \Vas spendiпg а lot of time wit/1 
Ga11. Fraternization between differcnt пшks iп loc&tl 
government is discouraged and usually reseпted. Gan was 
two tiers above Hob(iay, so their friendship madc difficult­
ies for Henry Tribe. who was in charge of Hobday апd Patel 
but was aпsweraЫe to Gan. 

Eve11tually, onlookers realized that Hobday and Gan 
were drawn together Ьу Frecrnasonry. Thcir tete-a-tetes 
were often dedicated to Masonic business: they werc 
overheard talking about а City of London lodge. and about 
а function at Sion College (а one-time Anglican theological 
school оп the Thames Embankment which is now home to 
muпy lodges). In 1986 the council's own inquiry into thc 
Patcl affнir required that all witnesses Ье asked ifthey werc 
Мшюn~. Hobday and Gan declined to answer, as did Gan's 
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·.11licitor. This seemed unnecessarily clandestiпe оп 

l l11lxlay's part for he had previously talked орепlу about 
111" Freemasoпry. Years Ьefore he had told а colleague that 
111· joiпed the Craft in Solihull and that his father had also 
l11·cn ·оп the square'. 

< iап 's fraterпal bonds did поt become clear uпtil а 

l\liddlesex Masonic Yearbook came into my ha11ds. This 
.1111wed that in November 1984 he had been iпstalled as 
\\11m1blpful Master of the Robert Mitchell Lodge (по. 

·•1<i6). Не was also First Лssistant Sojourпcr in the 
"' r;1\vberry Hill Royal Arcl1 Chapter, a11d Marshal in the 
1 lrrtlivided Trinity Chapter of the Rose Croix. All thesc 
'l11stt:rs meet at Freemasonry's Twickenl1am premises, half 
.1111ilc from the Borough of Houпslow wherc Gan Ьеgап his 
1ш·ll'oric rise in local goverвmeпt. 

Scveral observers. iпcludiпg Patcl. Ьelievc Мшюпrу has 
1 >1 t)\ccte<.t Gan an<.t Hobday. Wl1y e\se shollld the com-
1111! ll'e of inqlliry, set up Ьу tl1e Labour-rur1 counci\ to 
'1111sider the tribuпal findings, claim tliat court had got its 
1."·1s wrong? The comшittee said there was по evidencc 
111.11 G<Jп or anyone else ha<.I uctcd wit\1 и racial motive, but 
11 1litl say Gan accepte<.t his 'houпding· rcmarks 'could Ьс 
111 ·1 L'cive<l as а threat' to Patel. lt also reported that the man 
\\ lн 1 prepared thc couпcil's tribunal case hнd felt hampered 
l•v 'lack of co-operatioп ... spccifically from Mr Gan'. 

1 ·11е committee found по evidence that the probe iпto 
l'.1tl'l's expenses was started other tl1an on the impнrtial 
11111iative of council auditors. ln that casc. was it mere 
. 111ш:idепсе that Patc\'s 'irregularities' were brought to 
1 •• 111·s atteпtion only three days after he had threateпed to 
l 111нnd Patel out of his new jоЬ? How odd too that, despite 
1111ior1 protests, Gап himself conducted the discipline 
l11·aring and suspended Patel. Gan, it seems, was deter-
111111L'd to Ье Patel's judge, jury апd prosecutor. А few 
1\'l'L'ks later he told the Commonwealth Institute there was 
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no evidence that Patel's colleagues were claiming са1 

mileage оп the same basis as Patel. The tribunal had found 
it 'difficult to believe' Gan could have been so unaware of 
custom апd practice. But then, Gan had never discusse<I 
the matter with Patel's immediate boss, Henry Tribe, who 
had approved his expenses and everyone elsc's in thc: 
department. 

The committee reported that Gan and Hobday should 
have Ьееn suspended as soon as Waltham Forest received 
the tribunal findings. After al\, Gan had suspeпded Patel 
instantly without рау, but Gan suffered no such fatc 
Ьecause of 'scepticism about the decision апd because an 
appeal was being considered'. As it turned out, the council 
withdrew its appeal but claimed this was 'not in any way an 
acceptance of the tribunal's findings'. This was mere 
bluster because it later paid Patel not only maximum 
damages of !8,ооо to settle the tribunal judgement, but also 
substiшtial damages to avoid legal proceedings. This 
second payment сап only Ье interpreted as an admissioп 
that Patel had been wronged a11d ruined hy Waltham 
Forest employees. 

What price did the main offcndcrs рау? Gan had niftily 
applied to Ье head of schools in another London borough, 
Kiпgstoп. Не got the job 011 20 June 1986: the day the 
tribunal puЫished its report. Kiпgstoп's personnel com­
mittee had по idea hc had becn condemпed Ьу апу tribunal 
until after they had appointed him. Gап did not tell them. 
Now Кingstoп had to explaiп its humiliation, so in 1987 it 
held its own iпquiry which, like Waltham Forest's, rejected 
the tribunal findings. Now at last Gan took up his new job. 
Не told а local paper: '1 am delighted that 1 have Ьееn аЫе 
to clear my name unequivocally. · Не claimed both 
councils' iпquiries were 'independent', despite the fact that 
hoth were preoccupied with covering up their own 
mistakes. As for the only truly indepeпdent iпquiry, the 
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1111lшarial tribunal, Gan claimed that, as а mere witness, he 
1 •• 111 \)cen unaЫe to defend himself. All along, however, his 
·.11p1юrters knew he 'was Ыameless and that the truth would 
'1111 in the end'. 

Whatever suffering Gan had endured, he had endured it 
111 1 l1c comfort of his home where he had sat оп full рау for 
.1, 11юnths. This contrasted grotesquely with how Gan had 
11·.pcnded Patel without а penny. When the Surrey Comet 

.1"kcd for his comments, Patel responded: 

l l1c appointment of Brother Gan, а convicted racist, а man 
"'"' has Ьееn estaЫished as an aпant liar with great facility for 
11111lictiveness, envy and jealousy is disgraceful. Mr Gan is а 
111• •rally defonned character and consequently is unfitted for such 
1 111•~ition. It !>eems it's now up to the parents of Kingston to do 
,11n1t•t hing about this aЬerration. 2 

Т11е Rt Hon. Norman Lamont, Kingston's Coпservative 
l\·IP and а minister in Mrs Thatchcr's government, said: 
l '111 very concerned at the council's decision and surprised. 

1 "iшply cannot see lюw а group of councillors сап overturn 
.1 ''icw taken Ьу а сошt of law.' Immigrant groups and the 
1\ i11gston branch of the National Union of Teachers said 
1l1cy had secn nothing to diminish their grave concern at 
1 ian's appointment, but they now had to work with him to 
t'tlucate Kingston 's children. Gan had stressed how he too 
l1ad come to Britain as а refugee child from Poland and was 
l·ommitted to helping all immigrants. Yet some Kingston 
lol k cannot understand why their council went so far out of 
1l1eir way to defend him. They sense he must have had 
-;щnething extra going for him, some hidden force. 

Neil Hobday has fared almost as well. Не was suspended 
for ninc months and then reinstated, but he had Ьееn оп 
full рау throughout - unlike Kumar Patel who, of course, 
had been suspended without рау. At the end of 1987 
Hobday quit the council. This came as а surprise to his 
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former colleagues until it was learned that he had Ьееп paid 
i:16,ooo as а redundancy pay-off. Even more surprising, 111: 

was still а JP even though а court of law had found hiш 
guilty of racial discrimination. After protests from Mr~ 
Patel, the Lord Chancellor's Department stood him dow11 
for а while but (just like Waltham Forest) reinstated him. 
for reasons which it later gave her in writing: 

Mr Hobday was not а respondent tu the proceedings Ьefore thc 
lndustrial Tribunal anct was unable ю (lefend himse\f ... Не l1a~ 
si11ce been аЫе to give his fi1ll accouпt of the matter ... to tht· 
Committec [responsiЫe for his appointmeпt] who, after tl1e mosl 
careful considcration. have accepted his version. То do otherwis1: 
... would have required clear corroboratioп of the vcry seri011~ 
allcgation. Мг I-lobday has Ьееп on rhe Ьепсl1 since 1977 and i~ 
held in l1igh regard. 

When Waltham Forest dropped its inquiry into Hobday"s 
alleged 'gross misconduct". tl1e Lord Chaнcellor's Depart­
ment felt it was only fair to reinstatc him as а JP: 'I-lad both 
sidcs of tl1e matter been profcssional\y argued, and then 
decided in а proper judicial manner, thc outcome would 
liave been more readily appreciated. · 

This betrays breathtakiпg douЫe standards. The depart­
шent was spurniпg the tribunal verdict, 'proper' and 
'judicial' though it was, because а local council had 
dropped а non-judicial inquiry for fear of exposing its own 
dirty linen. How many other men. condemned of racism in 
а British court, are allowed to sit in judgement in another? 
How сап non-whites who come before Hobday JP have any 
faith in British justice? The answer is, they won't know he is 
Hobday, for no defendant has the right to know а 

magistrate 's пате. 
Magistrates' courts are thick with Masons, as I showed in 

Chapter 23. ln 1ne Brotherhood Stephen Knight quoted а 
Мшюn in а senior post in the Lord Chancellor's department 
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• 1111 \aid that many of his work colleagues were 'on the 
i'ш i:'. When the book appeared Lord Chancellor 

11.111·.lшm wrote to several newspapers denying that his 
1"1111111age office was staffed Ьу Masons, but how did he 
l 1111\•/! Не said he himself was not а Mason, so how could 
''' 11"11? PresumaЫy the Department does not oЫige its 
1 .• 11 to declare Masonic membership . .If it does, that rule 
111111111 Ье extended to other puЫic bodies. If not, he was 

111.1k111g his claim without valid supporting evidence. 
1 11rd Hailsham's repeated, and sometimes unsolicited . 

. 1, l1·11cc of Freemasons puzzled me from the moment 1 
1,. 1~;1n my researchcs until 1988 when 1 acquired а book 
l1·.1111м all Grand Lodgc's former officers. This revealed that 
111 1<J27 Hailsham's father, the first Viscount Hailsham, was 
•11p11i11ted Past Junior Grand Warden. This means he was 
, •11с nf Englaпd's leading f'reemasons. 3 Ап emincnt 
1 1111scrvative politician, the Viscount preceded his sоп as 
1 •Htl Chancellor. It seems likely, therefore. that tl1e 
l'1 ··~~11t Lord Hailsham regards Masons as citizens above 
.11\picio11, if only out of regard for his fatl1er. lt would l1ave 
l1,·i:r1 Hailsliaш, acting оп sнbordinates' advice, who ulti-
111.1ti:ly cleared Neil Hobday. 

Brotl1er Hobday has many qualities. Не is dedicated to 
1 t1c puЫic service. For ten years he was full-time camp 
'111111nandant of Gilwell Park, the Scout Association's 
11 ;1ining centre. Ву chance an anonymous correspondent 
\\·1 ote to те claiming that Freemasonry plays а major role 
111 lюth scouting and the professional youth service, the two 
f1i:lds in wblch Neil Hobday lщs spent most of his working 
l1fc. Му informant said the Red Scarf Lodge (no. 8448), 
\vl1ich meets in the City of London, is 'especially for people 
\\'lю took part in the famous Scout "Gang Shows" under 
l{a\ph Reader'. Не also said Gilwell Park is often used for 
Masonic gatherings. This seems unlikely but from another 
'ource 1 learned that the Essex Scout lodge, Venturer (no. 
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7897), meets nearby at Chingford. Every year, оп the 
evening before the Scouts' Gilwell Reunion, lodges 
associated with youth work used to hold а joint meeting al 
Freemasons' Hall. They may still do so. If so, there would 
Ье representatives from many Scout lodges but also from 
four Boys' Brigade lodges, each of which includes thc: 
Brigade motto 'Sure and Steadfast' in its name. 

Rudyard Kipling, whose Jungle Book stories provided so 
much of scouting's inspiration, was а staunch Freemason. 
Не was initiated in Lahore, India, in 1886 in а lodge which 
included Catholic, Hindu, Muslim, Sikh and Jewish 
brethren. Back in England he wrote а роет recalling his 
'Motl1er Lodge', and the integration which it alone offered 
in the race-, class- and caste-Ьound structure of British 
lndia: 

Out!lide - "Sergeant! Sir! S<tlutc! Salaam!" 
lпside - "Brother,'' an' it doe~n't do по 'arm. 
We met u(Юn tl1c Lcvel an· we parted оп the Square, 
An' 1 was Junior De;,icon in my Mother Iлdgt: out there! 

'1 wish that 1 might see them, Му Brethren Ыасk and 
L1rown,' wrote Кipling. When 1 read this poem to Kumar 
Patel. he responded, '1 wish Rudyard Kipling had joined а 
Jodge in Waltham Forest. 1 could have used а good роеп1 
about Masonic racial discrimination at the industrial 
tribunal!' 

For all its claims of multi-faith and multi-racial tolerance, 
Freemasonry underwrites apartheid in South Africa. 
England's United Grand Lodge has more than 275 lodges 
in the RepuЫic, Scotland has I56 and Ireland 56. All these 
lodges are for Whites Опlу or. as Masonic historians put it. 
'those of European descent'. Even in the USA, with its tens 
of thousands of lodges, it seems only one lodge is inte­
grated. in New Jersey. Elsewhere America's Ыасk brothers 
Ьelong to 'irregular', all-Ыack 'Prince Hall' lodges. In most 
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·•1111·1 countries Freemasonry seems to Ье integrated, but 
..• 11 111 Britain many lodges are self-segregating. For 200 

1. '"" 1110st Jewish Masons have been initiated in all-Jewish 
l11•l111·s: partly out of choice, partly because of discrimi­
" 1111111. Now non-whites are following suit. Half the 
•111·111lн:rs of the Pearl of Africa Lodge (по. 9052) are 
\ ·.1;щs of East African descent. 

111 Waltham Forest the Patel Affair had one last racist 
, ,, 1·.1 ln 1985 the council introduced а register of interests 
., 1111 11 required 250 malc cmployees handling outside 
· 111111at:t work to dcclare 'membership of the Freemasons 
111tl 11thcr secret organizations'. Less than 6о per cent 
•• 111111cd the forms, and only опе man stated he was а 
~1.1 ... 011. Far from extinguishing the issue, this response led 
1" 1k11нщds for the Masonic declaration to Ье required of 
1111·11 i11 other ai·eas of council work, including education, 
1" 'at1se of 'questions raised ahout it in connection with 
1111111tles оп racism and sexisin'. 

Not long after, three Ыасk Labour oouncillors were 
111111 aged Ьу the council's whitewash inquiry into the Patel 
1llair. Two werc sacked from senior posts foropposing the 

1'1 cvailing Labour view. so all threc resigned other party 
1''1-.1s iп solidarity. Thcy said thcy '\\•ere not preparcd to 
·" п~rt the view of an al\-white committee, sitting in secret, 
ol\'t'rturning the decision of а properly-constituted court 
~·l111:h sat in puЫic'. 

lш1dvertently, these men had given а classic definition of 
.1 Masonic fix. 



29 
What's Up, Doc? 

Just mention 'Freemasonry in the medical profession' anJ 
fearful images ЬuЬЫе up in the miпds of the paranoid. 1 
have letters from several people, apparently оп the ou1c1 
edges of sanity, who claim Masonic doctors have poisonc\I 
them, murdered their parents, or covered up Masoni\ 
murders Ьу writing false diagnoses оп death certificates. 1 
have discounted these tales as lunatic ravings or the work ~\I 
agents-provocateurs testing Stephen Knight's gullibllity ш 
mine. 1 am still Jeft with several accounts which, aflcr 
careful scrutiny and consideration, seem worth airing. 
А noл-Masonic geлeraJ practitioncr who has worked i11 

Liverpool since the mid-197os writes: 

When l lirsl came here medicine in this city was very inbred an1I 
very Masonic. 1 obtained а consullant appointment iп а leading 
teaching hospital. Everyone 1hereaftcr assumed that 1 was il 

Mason and the Craft was spoken offreely in my presence. 1 foun~I 
1his mildly amusing and Ьесаn1е an avid Mason-spotter. AЬout 
1981 word c1early got back to the org.anization thal 1 was not ol 
their numЬer. Since that time 1 have received fourovertures from 
very senior figures in the local Masonic estaЬlishment. 1 find it 
amusing thal 1hey seen1 so keen toenlist me: I have по intention of 
joining and am presumaЫy seen as an embarrassment Ьу vir1uc ol 
Ьeing 'profane'. 

1 would add 1ha1 Masonic influence within medicine does not 
seem 10 Ье used in а manner deleterious to patients or profession. 

А young doctor's mother. writing from the Chanпel Isle 
of Guemsey, takes а less benign view: 

1 have Ьееn very worried aЬout Freemasonry for various 
rешюп~. h111 mnst aЬout ils poss.iЫe influence оп my son's medical 
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., . , , . 1111J 1 have not known where to шm for advice or any юn 

,1,,,.11у after qualifying as а doctor. my son married tl1e 
1 .• "~1111·1 of :1 fairly eminen1 ronsultant gynaerologis1 who is :1 

•1.".11 lk strongly advised my son to join the Masons. 'as it 
."1.1 t11:lp your career'. The maпiage broke up after а while, 

,,,, to щ;ide my daughter-in-law's family very bitter. She passed 
,, ., 1111'\'><lge from her father that he 'would see that hc wouldget 

111нl11:г in hi:. carecr'. 

111, 111 this point the young man had done very well in his 
. • 1111111;1tions. А qualificd physician, hc wanted to Ьесоmе 
, "lil!·'.i.:on and had already passed pan one of the FRCS 
. • .1111\ rirst time. This is unusual, as part one is considered 
11.11.lt·i- to pass than the second and final part, which is 
"''1щlly а formality. However, the sоп was to fail pan two 
l1щ1 1iщes and was forccd to givc up hope of Ьecoming а 

111 f!.~·on. Не is now happily settled а~ а GP. yel lhe worry 
,, 111ains thal his former fathcr-in-law somehow put the 
l\l.1~onic in11uence on lhc Royal College of Surgeons 
1 •vl1ich has many Masonic Fcllows) to makc surc he would 
1.111. 

l li~ motherwas not le11ring to the conclusion that herson 
l1.1tl definitcly been 'fixed' \)у Freemasons. She says, 'lf 1 
A11r111 the whole thing wos only coincidence and that there 
w;1\ по undue or unfair influence whatsoevcr in lhis matter 
1 would not Ьс the slighlest Ьit worried.' Therc is, of course, 
1111 way that the Royal College is ever going to admit the 
possibllity that its exam procedures are anything but wholly 
11l1jectivc. lt seems, therefore, that neither mother nor son 
will ever know the truth. 

Masonic yearЬooks Ьillow with the пames of doctors and 
,,1rgeons. Just two of Surrey's most prestigious lodges, the 
SI George's (no. 370) and the Suпey (no. 416), together 
lюast some· nineteen Pil.st Masters who are medical men, 
including thineen surgeons. Almost all London teaching 
hospitals have their own lodges, including Ban·s. St 
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Mary's, St Thomas's, Кing's College, the London and the 
Westminster. One doctor within Guy's Hospital listed 
seven senior surgeons and physicians whom he claimed 
'ran' Guys. Не also relayed this tale: 

Sir Rowan Bolaпd was Dean of the Medical School from 1945 
until shonly Ьefore his death in 1970. А prcstigious new hospital 
block was named aftcr him. Sprung from an old Highland family 
which had alwa)'!I kepl the Ca!holic faith. he was forced to 
renounce his religion and enter the Craft un Ьewming а Guy's 
house physician in 1934. Through hj" Masonic connections he 
thc:n r~ swiftly to the highest po~ition in the ho5p1tal. 

1 have been unaЫc to prove the truth of this story. 1 must 
also allow for an excess of zeal in my informant who hopes 
10 have 'the :>atisfaction of seeing [he demise and complele 
cxlinction of this uнerly coпupt and evil movemen1·. 

Undoubtedly his anti-Masonry wШ Ьс reinforced when 
he learns [here is а Masonic aspecl to а prese11t-day medical 
CatL'ie c~l~bre. ln July 1986 fourteen villagers from the far 
пщ1l1 uf Si:otland lri!.velled to Lo11don to give cvidence to 
thc General Medica\ Council against their GP, John 
ForЬes-Proctor. The 'Melness Martyrs' (as lhey came to he 
known) coпsidered him а chronic boozcr, and had 
stomached cnough of his inloxicaled prcscriptions. Drink 
is the occupational disease of doctors. but in most of Britain 
discontented patients сап go 10 another GP for treatment. 
ln 400 square mHes around the Kyle nfTongue, the forty­
six-year-old Forbes-Proctor was the only doctor. lf any of 
the 500 inhabitaпts did nol want his treatment, they would 
get по treatment at all. They might drive thirty or forty 
miles to see another GP, and then Ье turned away because 
1)f а no-poaching deal be1ween local physicians. If forced to 
choose Ьetween death and 'Dr Dram·, some Tongue 
residents would have chosen death. 
То ilvoid that fate, the villagers trekked 750 miles south 
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1 •• lt·11 the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee of ten 
. "\ a~ions when Dr Dram attended patients while under the 
111llщ:nce of drink. Once Ье mistook а fit man for his sick 
l11111l1cr and congratulated him оп а miraculous recovery. 
\1111ther time а fellow nicknamed Red Pete knocked 
l1r111~clf unconscious in а tavem. While examining prostrate 
l'•'lt' (who fell ovcr so ofteп. said ForЬes-Proctor, it was 
•1·.11al to ignorehim). the doctorconsumed а whisky offered 
1., lhc house. То Dr Dram whisky was itself а medicine 
v.·1111.:h he prescrihed for many ailmi::nts and rrequently 
·.11pt·rvised the dose. Not everyone approved, nor did they 
".,. the joke in his favourite prescription: а 'lcather 
mp:ction' (а kick up thc backside) for alleged hypo­
, l11111driacs and malingerers. 

f"he plainliffs wanted ForЬes-Proctor struck off tbc 
(.мс list, but the committee was unimprcssed. оме 
1'н.:sidenl Sir John Walton announced that, under cross­
,·\a111ination, а strong prima fac1e case did not reach the 
·.1~111dard of criшinal evidencc: proof Ьeyond reasonaЫe 
.1.1нЬt. ln fact the witncsses had bcen overwhclmed Ьу the 
kюcity of lhe cross-cx;ш1ination. Country folk are not 
11\~·tl to the wiles of whizz-bang l.,ondon lawycl1' l1ircd Ьу 
1l1e Medical Defence Union. Forbcs-Proc1or was fighting 
tot his profe~sional 1ivelihood !i(I he dcscrved thc bc~t 
1kknce. but what ~hocked oЬservers was that the 
prosecutor' did nol re-e:rami11e the witnesses to re­
··~tablish lheir credibllity. lt was as if tbe са~ against Dr 
l)ram was being put forward half-heartedly. For pro­
~-c.·dural reasons some of the strongest witnesses were 
t·xcluded, including one holidaymaker who claimed that а 
~ash in his daughter's head had been erтatically and 
painfully stitched Ьу the doctor when he was lhe worse for 
•lrink. 

On the GMC steps а stocky, bearded ForЬes-Proctor 
11t.1sed triumphant in а fine kilt, enhancing his eccentric 
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image. This kilt irked the pants off everyone else from 
Tongue, for Fol'Ьes--Proctor is not а Sc:otsman Ьut an 
immigrant from England. His patients shuffled Ьэсk to the 
Highlands in defeat, dreading what would now happen if 
they or their relatives fell sick. They vowed to stick 
together. One·third of the families оп Dr Dram's register 
rcquested а transfcr, but the Highland Health Board 
turned them down. ForЬes-Proctor could have told them 
thcy would gct nowherc. for he hung а sign in his surgery 
saying: "lf you want а second opinion, ask MacTavish.' 
MacTavish was his dog, who often took lunch in the surgery 
itself. 

ln five years as many as 100 complaints had Ьссn made 
alюut MacTavish's owner, but the Hcalth Board rejected 
them all as trivial, unjustifiedorout of time (six weeks after 
the cvent). ln response to prompt complaints. the board 
sent out intimidalory wamings aЬoul defama1ion. What­
ever his cap1ive patienls nung at him, they could gel по 
salisfaclion. They were s1uck with Forbes-Proctor until he 
died - or 1hey did. 

Some brave locals decided to do а little research into the 
man's background. They found he had an equally colourful 
and convivial record near Gateshead, England, where he 
had lasled live years. and in Lagan near Inverness where he 
had achieved notoriety for treating а girl"s bumed breast in 
а hotel barwith а slab of butter meant for lhe sandwiches. lt 
also emerged that Dr Dram was 'on the square' and he had 
le1 it Ье known Ьefore the GMC hearing that he had 
•friends in high places' who would see him right. After that 
evenl he said: 'It didn't Ьother me from the start. 1 spoke to 
lhe GMC Ьeforehand and I knew 1 was in the clear.' Не 
indicated Freemasonry had been the mechanism. 
Ву this time а local landowner of impecca.Ыe pedigree 

had decided to call а square а square. Lt-Colonel John 
Mcmcrieff, with :ц,ооо acres and thiny yean in the Blac:k 
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\Vatch to his credit, Ыasted ForЬes-Proctor for his 'bastard 
1.11 lan' and went fortheMasonic jugular. Не lambasted 1hc 
l l1~hland Health Board for Ьeing packed with Freemasoпs 
,щ(I for erecting а 'legal and masonic smokescreen': 
Whose side is the Board оп? It should Ье protecting 

p.11ients, not doctors.' Не despatched leнers to the Ьoard 
.11tackingone official fordoing а 'marvellous job in keeping. 
l·orht=S-Proctor iп Tongue and we all know that this is 
l1(·~·ause they are both Freemasons'. 

lл 1987 поt even the Мшюns could sa\.·e Dr [)ram. when 
lll' drove 200 miles to а vintage car rally in Forfar. While 
ll1ere he drank too much and was observed, Ьу police . 
. кting in an inebriate manner. As he drove off. traffic 
patrolmen followed and broughl him to а halt. lп 
1 kcember he was fined i150 and banned from driving for 
<111е уеаг. This nieant hc cou\d по longer 1ransport himself 
.1round his hugc parish. Лt the same timc yet another 
patient complaincd he had injected her with а painkiller 
11ne ye<1r after its 'use-by' date had cxpired. ForЬes-Proctor 
1calized that he could по longer go оп. and resigned at last. 

The true rolc played Ьу Freemasonry in !his <tffair may 
11cver Ье known. Howcvcr, in January 19НН thC' Craft°!: 
local Grand Secretary broke cover in а newspaper letters 
'olumn Ьу asking Moncricff to send him the names of all 
1he village Masons who, the Colonel had said, backed Dr 
l)ram. Тhе Secretary said he had 'по personal knowledge 
of апу Masons in the Tongue area'. Moncrieff could have 
named several men but if he did so, he realized he might Ье 
cntrapped in а liЬel action. As no lodge meets in Tongue 
itself, he could have responded that Ьу the time hrethren 
have travelled thirty miles to the nearest lodge, they would 
Ье in their aprons but out of Tongue. 
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ln Тhе Brotherhood Stephen Knight descriЬed а Н)82 
meeting of the most prestigious lodge in the City of 
London: the Guildhall (по. 3116). Knight revealed that 
almost every Lord Mayor who is а Mason (and that means 
almost every Lord Mayor) Ьecomes Master of GuildhaJI. 
This exposure so upset Grand Lodge that it has since 
claimed, 'many of the persons Knigh1 categorically states to 
have Ьееn present at the meeting ... were a~nt'. 

lп fact. Knight categorically asserted the presence of only 
four people: the Master. Master Elect, Senior Warden and 
Chaplain. As the Master Elecl was to Ье ceremoniously 
'installed' in the Cha.ir that night, it would have Ьееn а very 
poor 'do' if these four brethren did not show up. Knight 
said another ten men were invested in office that evening. 
Wl1ether they attended ur not, illl ten were Guildhall 
l.odge officers in 1982-3. А summons to the meeting lists 
а11 their names and ranks. 
Тhе Masonic upper echelon is very touchy aЬout the City 

of London. ( felt this at first-hand wben ( wrote to Sir Peter 
Gadsden. Lord Mayor of London 1979-So and Guildhall 
L.odge Master H}So-81. During his year as mayor 1 had 
altended а dinner which he hosted for memЬcrs of another 
network: the college at which we had Ьoth studied (though 
at different times). Не had kindly laid оп the Mansion 
House for the occasion, and the diners paid for the 
privilege of being his guests. 1 thought this сluЬЬаЫе Ьond 
might h<tve encouraged him to tell me about Freemasonry's 
role in the City. in Australia (where he has suЬstantial 
in1erests) and in the business community at large. 

1 misjudged the man. In а terse reply he said: 'Free-
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11ы!.<1Пrу has по role iп the City of London or in the lщ!iiness 
, , 1111munity.' Не added that if 1 needed 'further inforш· 
мюn' J should contact Commander Higham {with whom 1 
l't'.1~ alгeady in contact). Sir Peter'sown 'infoлnation' -that 
1 r.:cmasonry has по role in the City or business - was no 
111formation at all, so 1 wrote back. 1 poinled out that lhe 
1 ;11io of Masons 10 non-Masons among men in England is 
jlюнt one 10 tweпty, yet among male Lord Mayors of 
1 1indoп this century the ratio was reversed, а1 some twenty 
to one. 1 added: 

lf my rough estimales are anywhere- near correct bul if, as you 
,,1у. Freemasonry has по rolc in thc City of London, we have 
•ll'>t:OYered an exlraordinary st<1tis1ical freak. The oddsagainst so 
111any Lord Mayors being Freemasons bychance would appear !о 
111.: many lhousands 10 one. There must Ье ano1her cxplana1ion. 

Whatever the explanation, this Past Senior Grand 
l>eacon chose not to answer а qucstion which any non· 
Mason might reasonaЫy ask. Onc of at least sixty-four 
tiuildhall Lodge Lord Mayors since 1905, he is deluding 
l1imself if he believes Freemasonry has по rolc in the City. 
No doubt hc has achievcd his cяrccr success on his own 
rncrits, for this 'self-employed Mining Consultant' (as he 
tlcscrihes himself оп lodge applicatioп forms) is а mineral 
L'xpert of the first rank. While digging deep iп search of 
1i1anium. zirconium and hafnium, he has also plumЬed the 
шysteries of Freemasonry. Не is а Past Master of Mount 
Moriah Lodge (по. 34). Just to Ье invited into so ancient а 
club. founded in 1754, requires excellent conncctions. ln 
1967 he joined his school lodge, the Old Wrekinian (по. 
5481), Ьecomiпg Mastcr in 1975; 1hen the City of London 
lnstalled Masters (по. 8220), thc Guildhall, and the 
Barblcan (по. 8494). For years an honorary memЬer of 
Farringdon Wi1hou1 (по. 1745), named afterthe City Ward 
which he had representcd as an alderman since 1971, he 
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hccame а full member just before he was paraded through 
the City as its new Lord Mayor. 

Sir Peter belongs to many other City institutions with 
Masonic bonds. Не is an honorary liveryman of the 
Worshipful Company of Plaisterers whose lodge meets in 
Plaisterers' Hall - one of at least twenty-one City Livery 
company lodges. Не has been Master of the Cripplegate 
Ward Club. Like most City Wards, Cripplegate has а 
lodge. Не is а governor of St Bartholomew's Hospita\ and а 

'Knight of thc Vcnerahle Order of St Jolш of Jerusalem. 
both of which have their own lodges. Sir Peter also sits оп 
the committees of the City of London and City Livery 
clubs, at both of which dozens more lodges meet. In short, 
the very density of Masonic activity in the City makes а 
nonsense of his assertion that the brotherhood 11as no role 
there. In truth, the 'Square Mile · has been squared, and 
encompassed, шаnу times over Ьу the mеп iп lamb-skin 
aprons. 

All the City's great commercial and finaпcial pillars are 
also pillars of Freeшasonry. Take Lloyd's, рrоЬаЫу still 
tl1e world's prcmicr insurance market. Опе underwriting 
member is Sir Peter Gadsden. but he play~ no part in 
running the place. That is the job of а committee composed 
of fцll-time insiders: а self-electing elite of underwriters 
and brokers. From r982 until 1985 one committee member 
was the most successful underwriter of modem times: Ian 
Posgate. Не made so much money for the 'names' who 
invested with him that they called him 'Goldfinger'. In 1982 
his syndicates were handling f150-million-worth of 
prentiums: almost 10 per cent of Lloyd's total market, and 25 
rcr cent of all marine business. 

Posgate 's success had been upsetting rivals for years. 
J_ikc them he went to puЫic scbool, but he was always an 
ou1sider i11 rhis patrician club. А self-made man, he told 
authPr Ciodfrcy Hodgson: 'Lloyd's has а second-gener-
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1111111 proЫem.' 1 All his competitors had inherited their 
.. " ·.cted positions from their fathers, but he was earning an 
1111 н:diЫе !1 million а year on his own merits. That fell 
.1р.11·1 in 1984 when а scandal broke over the massive 
1 lowden syndicates for which he was а lead underwriter. 
111· h:td nothing to do with the worst affair (the 'disappear-
11ю:' of !55 million of investors' funds) but Lloyd's 

,,,,,cipline committee found him guilty of planning to buy а 
-.\~·iss bank and receiving а Pissarro painting intended as а 
111 ihe. The new ruling council tried to expel him, but а 
111tlge toned this down to а six-шonth suspension. Many 
"rнinent people, for whom he had earned fortunes, backed 
111~ attempts to return but in 1986 thc council declared he 
1\·;1s not а 'fit a11d proper person' to start underwriting 
.1,~;iiп. Ousted at last, 'Goldfinger' was now melted down. 

Many Lloyd's folk share Posgate's vie\v th<tt he was shut 
1 1111 for doing nothing morc than а lot of Iess talented 
111cmbers do all the time. What he lacked was their special 
lnand of reinsurance. Не \vas not а Frcemason. Over luncl1 
.11 а self-service cafc iв tl1e Barbican, Goldfingcr hiшself 
111/d me а remarkaЬ\e story. 

1 v.•as first approached to become а Frccmasoп in 1966 when I 
.1lrcady had something ()f а rcp11tation <1t I.Joyd's as an under-
11·riter. The approach came from Ke1шeth McNeil who was 
1k•puty chairman of Lloy(i'S and Sheriff of the City of London. 
1"11en my own boss, Frank Davey. asked ше to join. When he died 
1 l1anded all his Masonic paraphernalia to Ian McNeil, because 
1/1еу wcre both members of the same lodge, Lutine. 
Му wife is а Catholic, so naturally I discussed these approaches 

11•ith her. It was partly because of thc Catholic Church's 
11pposition to Freemasonry that I didn't join. But in the early 
197os I received an altogetl1er more fonnal approach. It came 
from а man who was simultaneously а director of а merchant 
hank, а director ofLloyd's and the Lord Lieutenant ofhis county. 
This was the heavy artillery. Не impressed on me that it wou\d Ье 
good for my career, but again 1 turned the offer down. 

Years later when 1 was suspended from Lloyd's. this same man 
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came up to me and said: 'You see, lan, if you had accepted my 
offer all tlюse years ago. попе of this would have happenel.I 
Everything could have been sorted out.' 1 was in по doubt that h\"' 
was referring to his Masonic approach. 

Freemasonry's power over Lloyd's сап scarcely Ье over· 
estimated. Its seat is the Lutiпe Lodge (по. 3049), founded 
in 1904. Posgate claims that, from the first moment hc 
stt:pped into Lloyd's, ·there has never пос been а Lutinc 
Lodge member оп the committee. At апу time either thc: 
chainnan or deputy chainnaп beloпgs to Lutiпe. Somc 
peoplc say that as many as half the committee may belong. 
Nothing сап happen at Lloyd's without the Lutine Lodgc 
knowing aЬout it: Posgate does not claim he was 'framed'. 
Не does claim that Lutine memЬers look aftcr each other. 
lf he had accepted the whispering Lord Lieutenant's 
suggestion. he might still Ье earniпg а million а year as 
Lloyd's top underwriter. 
Опlу опсе has the Masonic axis at Lloyd's been openly 

attacked: in а row over а 1981 robЬery in Los Angeles 
\\·hсп $2. 7-million-worth of diamonds were stolcn t·rom а 
jcwellery store. The diamonds were insured with forty­
one syndicates ctt Lloyd's which refused to hear the loss. 
The diamonds' owner. Moshe TuЬero. was shocked to 
disco\•cr he was now being Ьilked as well as robbed, so he 
instructed London solicitor B1·ian Chase Grey to try апd 
gct thc pay-out to which he was entitled. Chase Grey had 
по alternative but to sue all 12,000 syndicate 'names' 
(investors). In November 1984 the case was about to Ье 
heard in the Royal Courts of Justice Ьу Master Robert 
Turner, but at the very last minute it was switched to the 
Scnior Master, John R. Bickford Smith.2 Не Ыocked the 
<Jction for reasons which outraged Brian Chase Grey. Не 
l:.itcr appealed Bickford Smith's decision but another 
jшJge upheld it. Even so, in December 1985 LaЬour МР 
Brian Sctlgcmore (а scourge of City corruption) used the 
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11, 111..,с of Commons to attack Bickford Smith for taking thc 
· .,",· 111 the first р\асе: 

1 R. Bickford Smith. for reasons that noЬody сап understand, 
~· ·•l•lit•d it for himself and insisted that he should deal with it ... 
1 н1111..сl said to him. 'Do you really fee\ you сап deaJ with this 
· ,,". hecause one ofthe defendants is called J_ Bickford-Smith?' 
t Н Bickford Smith does not have а hyphen in his name. but J. 
'''' l. l11rd-Smith does. Master Bickford Smith lied to counsel. Yes. 
111 l1t'd. Не said. 'You will not find another master in this corridor, 
'" •• а single judge in this building. who is not а Lloyd's 
11111lcrwпter. · This statement was manifestly untruc because all 
'''' 111aster.; arc not Lloyd\ ur1derwriters. 

Sctlgemore alleged that, with or without а hyphen, the 
ll1t·kford Smiths werc cousiпs. Tl1e implication was that the 
'н·11ior Master's conduct arouscd suspicions of an extended 
1.1111ily interest in the ensc. The МР tl1en pointed to а closer 
l•11шl than Ыооd. Нс statcd that Mastcr Bickford Smith's 
l1l·st frieпd. anotl1cr Master 'just down the corridor'. was а 
1 loyd's underwriter аrн! а dcfendнnt in the case. Sedge-
111orc tl1en seized on а Мшюniс coш1ection: 

Maste1· J. R. B1ckford Smitl1 - who l111ppc11s \о Ье а member of 
111~· Athlt1mney Freemasoщ; Lodge, i1nd therc appear to Ье other 
l·rccmasons in this casc (wc havc а curious combination of 
lп:cmasonry a11d thc powcr of Lloyd's) - actually makes orders 
1vl1ich are outside tl1c rule Ьооk for which he is personal\y 
rcsponsiЫc. When the Lord Chancellor looks into this case. he 
1vill find а viper's nest. 

This speech was made at three o'clock in the moming. In 
the cold light of а winter's day further explanation was 
nceded, notaЬ\y from Bickford Smith. Не told The Times 
he had 'по recollection of any point on а relationship 
having Ьееn raised'. Wben the diamond merchant's 
solicitor, Brian Chase Grey, read the quote he was 
appalled. Не distinctly rememЬered walking into the Law 



.JIJ2 Masonic Activities 

Courts а year earlier to see clerks scurrying from Master to 
. Master, and to Ье told that the case was Ьeing switched tn 
Bickford Smith seconds before it was to start. This hac.1 
infuriated Chase Grey. Не felt even more perturbed when 
he recalled glimpsing а 'J. Bickford-Smith' among thc 
12,000 investors. Не instructed his barrister to bring this 
possiЫe clash of interests to the Master's attention. f 111· 

frnm taking the point that family relationships oЬliged him 
to withdraw, Bickford Smith шаdе this astonishing 
challenge: 'You will not find another master in thi~ 
corridor. nor а siпgle judge in this building, who is not а 
Lloyd's underwriter. · 

Chase Grey instantly guessed that there must Ье dozens 
of judges in the Law Courts who are not Lloyd's under­
writers - these days you need to Ье а lot wealtl1ier than 
many judges to become а 'name' - but l1e assumed that, 
ncvertheless, Bickford Smith wantcd him to belicve that all 
judges qualified to hear thc case were рrоЬаЫе defendants, 
tl1erefore he llad по hopc of an impartial hearing so he 
~lюнld shut up. Не thcn felt that Bickford Smith acted with 
а l1eavy Ьias against him and his American client. How­
ever, Chase Grey could not force а change of judge because 
l1e still had по proof that the Bickford Smiths were related. 
That came one year later when а genealogist tracked down 
the precise Ыооd tie. 

When Lord Chancellor Hailsham and Attomey-General 
Sir Michael Havers read Sedgemore's remarks, they were 
outraged. Nothing so upsets England's law officers as 
attacks оп а judge's integrity. Sedgemore had demanded а 
Lord Chancellor's inquiry but Hailsham waited almost а 
year bef ore replying, and only then through the odd device 
of а written Commons answer Ьу Havers to а question from 
а government backЬencher. The answer should have Ьееn 
givcn directly to Sedgemore, as the Speaker later con­
firn1ed whcn he ruled that the Attorney-General had 
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.1.11, .. ,1 parliamentary privilege. Havers had also used that 
l'""kl-'.c unjustly to attack Chase Grey (though not Ьу 
."11111·) with а ferocity that made even the brute-tongued 
"1lн1·11юrе look а softie. Extraordinary though it seems. 

• 11.1"1' (irey had not been interviewed for this 'inquiry'. 
1 11-.1 Havers implied that the Los Angeles robbery had 

'" 11·1 takcn place, and the claim was а fraud. Не then said 
111.11, lar t'rom grabblng the case, Bickford Smith had taken 
•t .11 1l1c defendants' request, 'in view of his knowledge of 
11111le<I States law'. Chase Grcy read this with astonish­
.111·111. t'or this was the fi1·st lte had heard of such а movc. Не 
1111,·1 pюtested that any \,earing which Arnerican law had 
'•11 t 111.: case should have been decided оп expert evidencc, 

11111 Master Bickfo1·<.t Sшith's personal interpretation'. 
l lavcrs also stated that, wl1en Bickford-Smith the 

1lt'll'11dant was first mentione<.t, the Master 'has а clear 
11 1·111 lcctioп to the eft'ect that 11е cxplained that the 
11111kr·writer was рrоЬаЫу а cousin of his'. Chase Grey saw 
1111\ as more deception, for Bickford Smith had previously 
111111 The Times 'he did not remembcr itny counsel in the 
· .~ч· telling him that one of thc defcndants had the same 
11.1111с'. Furthermorc, in Septcmbcr 1985 TuЬero's 

\111crican lawycr had received а letter from the Lord 
с ·11ancellor·s departmcnt saying. 'You assume that it is 
Master Bickford Smith himself, or one of his relations, who 
l1{·longs to Lloyd's Syndicate 127/128. This need not Ье so 
j 111y italics). Bickford Smith is an unusual but not unique 
-.нrname in this country. • 

Chase Grey reasoned that if Master Bickford Smith had 
.1<.lmitted he was the defendant's cousin during the hearing, 
this would have Ьееn stated in the Lord Chancellor's letter 
11) America, which was surely sent after consultations with 
Bickford Smith. Chase Grey felt this sleight-of-hand 
1)roved some folk had changed their stories, perhaps so that 
lfavers could dismiss any sinister interpretation of the 



Masonic Activities 

Bickford Smiths' relationship. Had the Master ad1nitted 
this during the original hearing, Chase Grey would havr 
insisted he withdraw. Reading the admission two yeari1 
after, he felt Ьig fish must Ье hooked оп the end of Ьig lies. 

Havers claimed Bickford Smith had never said there wa~ 
not 'а single judge in this building who is not а Lloyd\ 
underwriter'. The allegation Wits 'fantasy or fabrication'. 
As Bickford Smith was not an underwriter himself. sai1I 
Havers, he was 'living disproof of the assertion'. Chasc 
Grey says he knew that Bickford Smith's remark was no1 
true even when he made it. but that thc Senior Master W&l\ 

relying оп the near impossibllity of estaЫ1shing who is or i!i 
not а member of Lloyd's. Chase Grey had managed to gcl 
lists of the 12,000 defence 'names· only after the lead 
undcrwriters had tried to suppress them. 

Havers also attacked Chase <."Jrey and his clients Ьу 
quoting Bickford S111itl1 \ view that they lшd abused thc 
process Ьу suing in both Britaiп and Amcrica. In fact. 
claimants havc tl1c right to st1н·t proccedings wherever they 
Jщvc а claim. Bi(;kford Sшith had ovcr-ruled that right. 
then dismissed а sccond action Ьу claiming Chase Grcy had 
made 'а crude attentpt' to obtain money ·ьу trick wording· 
at the expensc of а US bank which had а share in the claim. 
This was а slander оп Chase Grey who had writtcn to the 
bank"s lawyers asking them to join in the London action. 
They wrote to decline. as Chase Grey had explained to 
Bickford Smith who ignored the point. 

Havers n1ade much of the fact that Chase Grey did not 
appeal the last of Bickford Smith 's judgements in the affair. 
Не also tried to debunk Sedgemore's 'Masonic conspiracy' 
Ьу mouthing а testimonial from Hailsham: 'So far as is 
known to the Lord Chancellor, Freemasonry is а perf ectly 
lawful organization and in any case, apart from the Senior 
Master, none of the persons involved in the proceedings 
appear to Ье Freemasons.' 
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t l1asc Grey studied Havers's attack before writing to 
1. l··11tl himself and his clients on every point. First, 1he 
.11.111юnd robbery had taken place. Even the defendants' 
''" 1111.:-spot assessors reported there was по reason 10 
'" l1l'\'e it was anything other than а genuine crime. Second. 
111 Лmerica, the underwriters eventually had paid $2 
1111llion to sett\e the claim. As soon as he knew of this 
11111111ph. Chase Grey dropped а\\ English proceedings. 
111.11 was also why he did not арреа\. Third, Ьу not 
11·krring to the $2 million pay-out. Havers had given the 
1.11-..: impression thal the claimant was а crook and Chase 
1 •ll'Y was his knowing accomplice. 

t 'hase Grey ended his letter saying: 'The distortion of 
1.1t·1s and miasma of untruths which have besct these 
н 1 юns havc hccn multiplied Ьу your Answcr to the House 

• •I < :ommons. · Eighteen months luter neithcr Havers nor 
1 lail!ihaш had rcplied. Have1·s told Sedgemorc he wou\d 
11·ply 'shortly' to Chasc Grcy, but ncver did. In Мау 1987 
1 ·11ase Grey wrote to Hailsl1a111: · As you wcll know. the 
111ai11 purposc of your inqui1·y was tu suppress evidence of а 
111ajor conspiracy to perverl lhc course of justice and to 
, ll'i..:cive the House of Comnюns.' Hailsham nevcr replied. 

1 [ailsham had earlier fclt oьtigcd to state he is поt а 
Mason. Не a\so explaincd that, though а паmе at Lloyd's, 
l1l' was not in апу syndicates sued Ьу Chase Grey. No doubt 
John Bickford Smith. 32пd degree SuЫime Priпce of the 
l{oyal Secret in the Rose Croix and Deputy Great Sword 
lkarer of the Masonic Kпights Templar, feels he acted 
1трессаЫу throughout this affair. ln 1987 he retired. 

J'here is far more to the City than Lloyd's, lawyers апd 
l .ord Mayors. Thc blggest City busiпess is рrоЬаЫу 
l1<inking. Here again Frcemasoпry is rampaпt. Lodges are 
i:cntred on the Bank of England (по. 263), Lloyds Bank 
(Black Horse of l.ombard Street, по. 4155) and National 
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Westminster (no. 3647). It was from within the Midland 
Bank that 1 gained some real insight into the Craft's role in 
banking. Му source had already been а Mason for some 
years when he was asked to join Midland Bank's lodge, the 
Holden (по. 2946). Some years ago he went as а guest and 
found himself alongside four senior officials in the Midlaod 
Bank Trust Company: the then managing director. general 
manager, chairman of the investment cornmittee and u 
regional director. Others present included а director of 
Midland Montague merchant bank and other Midland 
moguls. 
Му source could not decide if these men had become 

powers in the bank because they were already Masons, or if 
Masonry had co-opted them once thcy had achicved 
power. Не chose not to join the lodge bccause Ьу then he 
klt the Craft was spiritually flawed. Whcn this became 
known to his Masonic collc11gucs, his carecr collapsed. Не 
was dc11ied promotion and told his services werc no Jonger 
requircd. Не now reflccts. 'Тhс lodge seemcd composcd 
cntircly of scniш· 111anagcп;. I ~pottcJ nu Jow-lcvcl stat"t·, no 
mcssengcrs or mainterшncc mеп ·-· апd of course по 
\Vomen. If the lodgc does l1ave any say over who gcts on in 
thc Ьапk, its existencc certainly can't do women bankers 
any good. · 'Would any Masonic prcscnce in thc bank 
reduce the quality of its service to custo1ners?' 1 asked. 
·sшcly, if Masor1s live<I up to their principles, it might 
improve it?' Му ПО\\' former bankcr shook his head and 
jestcd, 'You know why the Midland calls itsclt' the l .. isten­
ing Bank'? That's because it darcn't speak in case its tongue 
gets юrn out Ьу the root. · 

1:rccmasonry's strength in the London HQs of England's 
clcaring banks is more than matched in thc regions. One 
northern lodge secretary wrote saying it was nonsense to 
l'cli~vt: bank managers join Freemasonry for business: 'То 
illustrate tl1at point let me tell you that every bank manager 
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111 11ur towп is а Маsоп. so how do you thiпk they сап get 
·• • • ~· aJv aпtage f rom апу of our members? In fact when they 
.". шl ine their cards. they all ask to Ье seated together!' Тhis 
"'• •ry. far from proving baпkers do not join Freemasoпry 
1111 husiпess, raised more serious questions: 

1 What specific talents do Masonic bankers alone possess 
10 justify their moпopoly of managers' joЬs iп any 
i.:ommunity? 

· Ba11k munage!"!i may not Ьс in Freemasonry 10 get new 
l1usincss. bul if cvery other manager in town is 'оп the 
sчuarc·. а 11on-Mason may feel l1e must join, 10 ensure 
he docs not lose business. 
If these fellows often meet at Masonic fuпctions, where 
they gossip the night away over bottles of wiпe, how сап 
1heir no11-Masonic customcrs hopc to keep their 
personal and busiпess tinances secrct? 

Л non-Maso11 wrote tn explain how the Masnnic grip in 
lianking is just as strong ovcrseas. and how 'demoralizing 
.шtl denюtivating' it is to work as а s~nior manager in а 
British bank i11 Africa: 

Whcn I took uver the job. I was asked Ьу my outgoing colleague 
10 l1and thc financial records of his Masonic lodge to another 
~·olleague who was to succeed him as treasurer. They were open 
and included а subscription list. 1 unashamedly studied the names 
and was horrified to find I was virtually the only executive in Head 
Office who was not а memЬer - with the exception of the 
managing director who had got his job through his family, not 
1--reemasonry. Не was frequently scathing in his comments aЬout 
the organization - qнite unaware that he was surrounded Ьу secret 
members. 

1 wa~ in а first-hand position to observe their activities and was 
mesmerised Ьу their Ыatanl self-promotion. 1 saw people totally 
unqualified for rcsponsiЫe posts being promoted Ьeyond their 
abllity. to the chagrin and bewilderment of officials who had every 
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righl to expcct the posts themselve:o. In the peculiarly school-tike 
n11.:thods of a.ssessing bank s1aff aЬility, 1 saw the appallingly sub 
... 1:щdard work of brotherhood memЬers receive all the plaudi1' 
while the sterling efforts of more worthwhile staff went un 
remarked. When promotion openings arose, their names were far 
<1head. Independent assessments of two of these executivn, 
Ьefore they came to the territory. stated 1hey bad already Ьееn 
promoted greatly in excess of their abllily. Both are now making ;1 

frightful mess of their appoin1men1s and lnsing shareholder. · 
funds. 

In one instance the ltalian managing director of а company 
complained to me lhal one nf our braneh managers had refused 111 

increase hi~ overdraft or give him foreign exchange facilili~ 
Foreign exchange was in shon supply in this country and rationcd 
оп а national priority basis. 1 was also well aware that he used hi~ 
increased overdraft to purchase foreign exchange Шicitly оп lhe 
Ыасk market which he smuggled back to his native Italy. 
Не was а member of the brotherhood, and 1 knew he assumetl 

that I also Ьelnnged - an illusion which 1 did no1hing 10 Шspel. 1 
was aware lhal he valued his memЬership chief!.y for the engineer· 
ing con1racts which were awarded 10 his business from thc mining 
company which was the chief suurce of weallh in lhe area. Тhе 
masonic brelhren in 1hc minc s.aw to il that his tendcr.; werc 
succcssful. Нс was a:.tonishcd when 1 st11d 1 could not agree to 
increased facШties for his company. However, 1 knew him quite 
well and let him appcal tu lhe ullimatc authorily - the general 
manager's assistant for advaш:c5. 1 added that he was а fellow 
Mason and that he was to Ье sure 10 give him the proper 
handshake! 1 in1roduccd them and left them togelher. Не called al 
ту offiu оп the way out, wreathed in smiles, giving а thumЬs·up 
sign to indicate 101al succes.'\. His Ьoпowings are now а1 un­
preccdented levels and are in 1he 'doubtful' category - meaning 
they will inevitaЫy Ье written off and deducled from lhe 
shareholder.;' funds. ln the meanlime, many wonhy applications 
have Ьееn tumed down - including one for the importation of 
ethical drugs for the hospital. 

This letter's author cannot Ье nam(.(f Ьecause he is still 
"1юrking for the bank. lf he is telling the truth, Freemasonry 
canrюt only make and break careers; some Masons will 
even hctray thcir employers Ьу diverting company funds to 
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'""lн·d hrethren. Тhе commercial survival of а company • 
.. 11 .1 nation, could thus Ье subverted Ьу Masonic 

"1"1•kr-1rading'. · 
111 rl1c City, insider-trading is the crime por excel/ence. 

1 •1•l1111ing infonnation for financial gain isthe 'name of the 
,, 1111···. and the tine line betwcen 'inside' and 'outside' 
• 1111wkdge vexes many а stock-and-share trafticker who 
, .1111, ю stuy out of jail. I am told there is at leasl one lodge 

1 •• , шl'rнbers nf the Stock Exchange: the Verity (по. 2739). 
11, t• •tl' ·Big Bang· this included both hrokersand jobЬers, а 
.11·.111к1ion which no longcr exist~. Doubtle~ all lodge 
""·111l1crs exen:isc super-hum11n restraint, lest they utter а 
.., , ·• (1 which might help brolher Masons makc money. Тhеу 
'111ely remeinber their initi11tion plcdge aЬout wanting to 
1"111 1;·гeemasonry 'uninflueпced Ьу mcrcenary or other 
1111\н~rthy inotives'. but they may fcel more Ьound Ьу а 
111l·Lтe wish to render 1l1cmselves more extensively 

.• ·1\'lt:caЫe to their fcllow-crealures'. Thc outsider might 
,щ mise thut а Маsоп could becomc по morc serviccahle to 
111, lcll0\~1-Masoп~ tlшn Ьу tipping thcш off about where 10 
1 °.·11!1е fastcst rcturn оп inv~s1mcnts. 

Masonk spokcsmeп citc- ~uch plcdges to show по truc 
~la·юn would evcr ~ck а financial or carecr advantage 
1l1rough thc Craft. This must he nonsense when а lodge is 
lщcd entirely оп one coшшercial instilution, Ье it Lloyd's 
, •f Londoп or Lloyds Bank. There is an inevitaЫc overlap 
l1ctwecn the social life of the lodge and the commercial 
1·1mcerns of the business оп which it bas Ьесn erected. 
l)ocuments have come to me conceming what seems the 
11ldest company lodge. For more than 250 years the Union 
l.odge (no. 52) has met in Norwich, lt is closely involved 
with Norwich's Ьiggest company. Norwich Union Insur­
;шce, although it may Ье that the lodge name has а different 
origin (there are eight other Union ladges in England). On 
the first Tuesday of every month from OctoЬer 10 April 
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Union brethren troop straight from work to the Norwicl1 
Masonic Hall in St Giles Street, with their aprons hidde11 
neatly in their briefcases. 

ln 1959"-6<> the Union Lodge's Master was Worshipful 
Brother Basil Robarts, who was also the General Managcr 
and Actuary of Norwich Union Life lnsurance Society. 0(1 
13 December 196о Mr В. О. Rolph, а top official in the 
firm, wrote to а senio1· ешрlоуее in the London office on 
Norwich Union's headed stationery: 

Dear Bro.-
On tl1c 3r,1 January next Bro. Tom Barton is Ьeing installed а) 
Master of Union Lodge and 1 am wonderiпg whether it would ht: 
coпvcnient for you to come down to visit us at Hcad Office оп thal 
<lay. What I have in mind is that you cotild thcn stay the night arnl 
at!l:пd Union Lodge as my gue!;t. We havc no panicular point' 
wl1ich ncc:d discu~sing b\1t 1 feel that а visit from you once а year al 
least ii; helpful in general, discussing arrangement~ regarding tht 
run11ingofthe l.ondon Board. etc. 1 hope you will Ье аЫе to соте: 
and on your advising me 1 will let you have а formal invitatian and 
al~o put in hand thc reservation of act"ominщlation for the night. if 
rcчuirc<I ... 

With kind regards. 
You~ sincerely ... 

Mr Rolph was himself а Past Master of Union Lodgc, so 
his letter was а command from the hierarchy of both 
company and company lodgc. Не makcs little distinction 
between them: the lodge seems to Ье the natural extension 
of Norwich Union - or perhaps Norwich Union is an 
cxtension of the lodge. Whichever, in the 1')6os Free­
masonry was so woven into the company fahric that careers 
may have hung Ьу а Masonic thread. This might по longer 
Ье true, yet at the top of Norwich Union today sits one of 
Britain's highest-ranking Masons: the 7{h Marquess 
Townshend (past Senior Grand Warden) has been vice­
chairman of NU Life since 1973, NU Fire since 1975 and 
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•н' Jloldings since 1981. As heir to the legendary 
•• '1· 11tccnth-century agriculturalist, 'Turnip · Townshcnd. 
111111 one of Norfolk's richest landowners. the Marquess 
"'"11IJ рrоЬаЫу have penetrated the NU Ьoardroom if he 
l1.11l 11cver become а Mason. In contrast, many employees 
1•111l1hing away at full-time joЬs may have had no choice. 
l 11111ing the Lodge may still Ье the best insurance they сап 
11111~· out- better even than а Norwich Union policy. 
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The Regimental Square 

No British institution, not even the police, is more steeped 
in Freemasonry than the army. England's first recorded 
initiate, Elias Ashmole. was а captain in Lord Ashley's 
Royalist regiment when he joined а Warrington lodge in 
1646. In his tiiary he says his fellow-initiate that day was 
Colonel Henry Mainwaring. who was а Parliamentarian. 
Не was also Ashmole's father-in-Jaw. Ashmole had been 
captured Ьу the Roundheads, but also Ьу а Roundhead's 
daнghter and Ьу Freemasoпry. Не changed sidcs and 
1·eturned to London а Roundhead himself. It seems likely 
that hc became а Mason to appease his captors, evcn to 
save his own skin. 

On this evidence Masoпic lodges may httve l>ee11 cells of 
sedition from their earliest rccorded <lays. So much for the 
A11tient Charges tl1at oЫige а Maso11 ·chceтlully to con­
form to tl1e laws of the count1·y· and ·not to \)е concer11cd in 
plots ог conspiracies against govcrnme11t'. Howevcr. а 

Mason also promises 'patiently ю submit to the dccisions of 
the Supreme Lcgislature ·. so it scems hc still lшs the choice: 
to back Parliament or the Crown! 

ln later centuries Field Marslшls Wcllingto11, Roberts, 
Wolseley, Kitchener. French, Haig, Alexander and 
Auchinleck all belonged to the fraternity. along with 
thousands of humЫer soldiers who fought for king. queen 
and country. lf trade followed the tlag, so did Free­
щasonry. lndeed. the formation of а lodge seems to have 
happcned as soon as British soldiers or sailors claimed 
son1e corner of а f oreign field for the empire. Many lodges 
travclled with their regiments. From 1776 to 1812 the 
garrison town of Dover played host to regjmental lodges 
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lыiling from Lancashire. Middlesex, Devon, Stafford and 
1 11rnwall. When the regiments moved оп, so did the lodges 

in one case. to the West lndies. 
Today the Grand Lodge of England recognizes по 

.1щbulatory' lodges. yet two British regiшents still hold 
1r<.1velling warrants from the Grand Lodge of Ireland. It 
"t·c:ms extraordinary that the 4thl7th Royal Dragoon 
( i11ards and thc Worcestershire & Shcrwood Foresters 
.11\ow their soldiers to join lodges controlled Ьу а foreign 
.1111l10rity, espccially one based in Dublin. This might Ье 
111stified on antiquarian grounds but thc same cannot Ье 
'ai'I of cleven English Jodges in Germany, most of whosc 
111cmbers are soldiers in the British Army of the Rblne. 
1 ·11ese lodgcs come under the ultimate authority ot· the 
t Jnited Grand l.odges of Germany which (as explained in 
1l1c: Introdt1ction) has twice sincc thc war been headed Ьу 
~·x-Nazi Grand Masters. 

Dozens of Londoл Jodges have military origins: the 
llloomsbury Rifles. City nf Lnndo11 National Guard. City 
11f London RШes, Hertfordshire lmperial Yeomanry, 
l lousehold Brigade. Kensiпgton Battalion, l,ondon lrish 
l~illcs. London Scottish Rifles, London Rifle Brigade. 
Middlcscx lmperial Yeomanry, National Artillery. 
Paddington Rifles, Royal Engineers, Second Middlesex 
Лrti\lery. Third Midd\esex Artillery, United Artists Rifles, 
Victoria Rifles, and the Warrant Officers. Today only а few 
,,f.these Jodges' members haveserved in the army. Most are 
юо young to have done National Service. 

Some lodges still recruit only military personnel, such as 
1 lertfordshire Regiment Lodge (no. 4537). Its membership 
щnsists of officers and men from all three services. Recent 
111asters have included privates, aircraftsmen, sergeants, а 
11ight sergeant, lieutenants and majors. In 1986 its stewards 
(thc men who pour the drinks) were а major, а gunner, а 
warrant officer and а signalman. Тhе St Barbara Lodge 
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(no. 8714) of Staines, Middlesex, is an all-army lodge 
founded in (976. It makes no distincйon Ьetween officers 
and other ranks. lts Past Masters range from colonels to 
corporals, all of whom seem to have Ьееn serving in the 
army when installed. Тhе Fort Royal Lodge (no. 4565) of 
Worcester is less democratic: officers only. 

Jn recent years the United Grand Lodge hierarchy bas 
included seven retired major-generals (the late Sir Allan 
Adair, Sir Leonard Atkinson, Sir Stuart Greeves. Sir 
Ralph Hone, Dennis Beckett, Rudolph Green and 
Andrew MacLellan) and two Jieutenant-generals (Sir 
RoЬert Drew and Sir Alexander Drummond). What role 
Masonry played in their careers is difficult to gauge. Тhree 
of the most distinguished generals of modem times are 
unaware of any negative Masonic activities in the army. 
First, Sir John Насkен. acourageous warrior in World War 
11 who Ьесаmе Commander-in-Chief, British Army of the 
Rhine, and а distinguished acнdemic: 

1 am not, and have nevcrЬeen, а Frecmason though my fa1her. 
whodied in Western Auмralia in 1916, wasa Grand Master and 1 
still have somewhere his Masonic jewel. l kш'w virtually nothing 
aЬoul Masonry and do not have the slightcst cvidence of 1he 
influcnce that membership of the Order may havc had upan 
military careers. You may lind thisdifficult lo credit, but 1 cannol 
think of any officer in my whole acquaintaлce, duri11g thirty·five 
years of service. who wш а Mason. 

1 asked Sir Johп if he had everseen officers promoted far 
аЬоvе their aЬilities for inexplicaЫe reasons: 

Thc вnswer to that must Ьс ycs, panicularly into the very 
highesl appointments. [t had neveroccurred to me, however, and 
1 cnn honestly say 1 bave never heard it suggested, that Masonic 
palmnage played any part in this. It is much more the case thal the 
very l1ighest appoinhnents demand qualities which are not very 
widely ~prcad and it is рrоЬаЫу inevitaЫe that men should find 



The Regimental Square 505 

1!1cir way into them wlю are not in every respccl up lu lhc 
ikmands made upon them . . If 1 had any close frii:nd 11mong 
mili1ary mcn who was, to my certain knowledge. а Маюn 1 
~щ1роsе 1 rould ask him aЬout lhis, but the simple fact is that 1 do 
rюt know of any. 

А similar view is held Ьу General Sir Harry Tuzo, one­
time Gurkha Commander. GOC Nonhern lreland, and 
deputy Supreme Allied Commander, Europe: 

1 am nol а Freemason and know little or no1hing of the Craft. 1 
krюw 1hat 1 must have mel military Freemaюnsduring fony уеав 
in the anny bu1 Icenainlycannot iden1ify them at thisrange ... 1 
;1m afraid 1 simply do no1 believe that Masons reccive preferential 
lreatment in some regimcnts. The promotion syslem depends, in 
1he junior ranks, on 1ime and passing cxnn1s. Aftcr lhe rank of 
Major it dcpcnds on а selection system which is ba~d in lhe 
Military Secret;1ry's Branch in Mr>D. lt is. 1 ы1рроsс, possiЫe 10 
imagine that the branch migh1. 11.1 а givi:n momcnt, co11tain а few 
Masons but even their <1dvooicy would have to ovcrcome the 
great care and fairnes.'i exercised Ьу Selec1ion Boar,ls drawn from 
oflicers oulside MS hranch. 1 pcrsonally do not Ьelieve that а 
1nore equitaЫe sy5tcm rould Ье devi~d ... 1 havc certaiпly 5een 
ofliccrs pronюlcd ahove thi:ir ability. hut 1 havc ncver connected 
1his with Freemasonry. lt i~ morc am;iltcr ofhumiln falliЬilily and 
faulty judgcn1en1. 

Sir Harry does nol give Masonry а wholly clean blll of 
health: 

From 1he little 1 know of Masonic vinues. I would 1101 say that 
they equale with military ones. So far as is possiЫe, the army is 
run оп lcam work and mutual loya\ty. These demand opennes.~ 
and а complete understanding in all ranks of the objectives to Ье 
atlained. There is no room for secrecy or whispering in corridors. 

1 also asked the opinion of General Sir Anthony Farrar­
Hockley, former Commander-in-Chief Allied Forces, 
Northem Europe, and а respected military historian. Не 
too feels the system of promotion Ьу Ьoards, based on 
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annual reports, is so carefully structured that 'the army 
would have to Ье riddled with Masons to ensure their 
preferences through this system'. Не believes this is not so. 
lndeed: '1 have more often heard people say that favour­
itism is shown Ьу one Roman Catholic to another than Ьу 
membership of the Masonic order!' Sir Anthony expressed 
one very serious reservation: '1 am not а Mason. and even if 
1 had been invited to become one, should not have 
accepted. 1 do not believe that membership of апу society 
of that sort, however innocent, is compatiЫe with holding 
officc under the Crown. · 
А brigadier wrote to condemn Masonry оп principle and 

cxperience: 

1 was open-miпded on the subject of Masonry in the Scrvices 
until 1938 when а псw rank ·- Platoon Sergeant Major - was 
creatcd to overcome thc shortage of junior officers in preparation 
for the approachiпg war. In my regiшent tlнee NCOs were 
promoted. They were all incfficie11t and quite нnsuitaЫc, and they 
all failed. They were alsu all Frcc11111son~. Frum tl1c11 on. l took а 
~·егу jaundiced vicw of the po!isiЬ\e 11nfortunatc effects of 
f--reemasonry in the Services. It's а side of service life which is very 
difficult to research, as one comes in contact witl1 'towers of 
sileпce'. 

1 sent the brigadier а Jodge list for the Aldershot Army 
and Navy Lodge (по. I 971 ). some forty of whose memЬers 
were army officers. Не pointed out that none had risen 
higher than colonel: 

The Aldershot-CamЬerley-Fleet area is where а lot of 'Ьelow 
p<tr" officers are put out to grass. Most are incapaЫe of estaЫish­
ing ~cond careers, so they supplement their pensions Ьу getting 
johs "~ · Retired Officers Re-employed'. or REТREADS, in the many 
lo~·al military estaЫishments such as Sandhurst and the Staff 
Collcgc. They рrоЬаЫу use this lodge a."i а means of retaining 
мx:ial contacts. 
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What RПREADS do in their spare time has little cffcct оп 
1 l1c rest of us. Greater concern surrounds the usc Ьу 
l·rccmasons of one puЫicly-owned military building in 
н·ntral London: the Duke of York's Headquarters in 
King's Road, Chelsea. Here twenty-six Jodges mcct, 
шcluding the Anny & Navy, National Artillery and 
Victoria Rifles. They contain few 4'erving army officers. but 
there is greater overlap with tlte purt-time Territorials, 
whose national HQ is in the Duke of York's НО. lt is also 
lюme for the TA's most glamorous regiment: the 11st 
Special Air Services, which supports the regular 22nd SAS 
1n acts of derring-do and counter-terrorism at home and 
a\}road. It was the 22nd which broke the 1981 siege of the 
lпш Embassy with ruthless precision. Based in Hereford, 
tlte soldiers of the 22nd are too busy trнining tu havc much 
time for Freeшasonry, but thc 21 st is different. Опе lodge 
wl1ich meets at the Dukc of York's is the Rosemary (по. 
2851). which (1 am told) includcs а nшnbcr uf men in the 
ltst. One non-Mason in the 21st takes а tlim view of the 
l1rotherhootl's power uver thc regimcnt. 

During my service i11 thc rcg11lur ;mпу. 1 fo11ght in ы:vcri:il sccret 
\vars overseas in which Britaiп had no rublic involvement but in 
which our governmcnt had а political and !ilro1tegic intcrest. As an 
SAS officer, I killed more 'enemy' soldiers and terrorists than any 
British serviceman has had а chance to kill openly since Malaya 
i:lnd Korea. 

When 1 came out of thc army I joined the 21 st (Territorial) SAS 
as а reservist. There is а rule that even if you were an officer in the 
22nd, in the 21 st you go back down the ranks. At first this did not 
worry me. as 1 was doing well in my civilian career and wasn't 
interested in military status. 1 Ьесаmе less philosophical when 1 
saw how poorly led the regjment was. Very few of the officers 
have served as full-time soldiers. They have worked their way into 
the ofticer cadre without firing а shot in action. Meantime those of 
us who know how the real SAS fights, languish in the ranks. This 
sounds arrogant. but we feel like British 'tommies' during World 
War 1: 'Lions led Ьу Donkeys'. 
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After some years without promotion, 1 found out what was 
lюlding me down: 1 wasn't а Freemason. Thc Masons havc got il 
scwn up: not just in the i1st but in 1hc rcst of the ТА. 1Ъеу 
rromote each other ovcr non-Masons, to 1Ьс dctriment of thc 
dcfcnce of the realm. lf we wcre talking abou1 the Catering Corps 
tbis WQuldn't mucb matter, bu1 wben it comes to thc SAS you 
~annot afford 10 have incompetent or inexperienced men in 
chargc. Highlytrained soldiers' livcsare at stakc. Whelheryou'rc 
iп London or1imbuctoo, whcn you go iп to brcak а siege. releasc 
bostages and kill terrorists. you mus1 Ье sure tbe pcople in 
t"ommand know what they're doing and are up to the job. r do not 
feel that way about tbe 11st and l think it's а scandal. Sooner or 
later military or civili::ш dead will рау the price for а promotion 
~ystcm based поt оп aЬility bllt оп Freemasonry. 

What сап non-Masonic colonel:;; do to curb the Masonic 
prc!icnce in their regiments? Nothing at all, if the memoirs 
of former Grand Secretary Sir James StubЬs are any 
guitlc. 1 ln 1979 the Certo Cito Lodge (по. 8925) was 
founded especially for the Army Corps in which Stubbs had 
served: 

Almosl cvery corps in lhe Army and а good many regiments 100 
hatl ;t 1odge connccted with them: yet Royal Signals did nol, and 
efforts ovcr many ycars seemcd to come up againsl the perpetual 
hrick wall ofa minule, many yearsold, in which а numЬer oflong 
~ince dead-and-gone Colonels C11mmandan1 had recorded lheir 
opposition. J-lavi11g nothing to lose Ьу incurring the displeasurc of 
the current Corps Committce and feclir1g prc1ty ccna.in that 
Brigadicr Fairweatber ... and Colnnel Dicker (IWQ senior 
Ma~ons] . . were quite а malch for the committee if therc was 
still opposilion rather than inenia 1 pressed on. 

Stubbs then gathered together Signals personnel, past 
:шd present, to plan the lodge's formation. At the 
'cunsecration' the role of Senior Grand Warden was 
pcrrormed Ьу а former Signals major: Earl Кilchener of 
Klщrtoum, а Mason like his great·grandfather of 'Your 
Cnuntry Needs You' fame. lt was 'а great evening' and the 
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lodge has since met поt only in London but also at Catterick, 
H.1dtmond and Blandford (presumaЫy, near Signat Corps 
B11rracks). StubЬs's account shows how Masons ignore even 
111nnal anny hostШty to а new lodge. The samecontemptuous 
;1pproach was displayed in 1986 when the Manorof St James's 
1 лdge was founded in conftict with Scotland Yard policy. If 
1:r1..--emasons can defeat even official military and rolice 
11pposition with such ease. по wonder they treat the puЫic's 
,111in10siry with disdain. 

Tl1e Royal Navy hos less of а Мшюпiс traditioп than thc 
.11my. Many noteds.ailors h<i\'e been Мшюns. bur рrоЬаЫу 
1101 Lord Nelson who is claimed as а brothcr оп very weak 
~·vidence. Admiral Jellicoe, Commander of the Fleet in 
World War 1 and laler Chief of Naval Staff, became а 
M<ison in 1922 aged sixty-three, when Governor-General 
11!- New Zealand. Не promptly Ьесаmе thot country's 
(irand Master. which provcs again that Freemasonry's 
kaders value а man's puhlic status (and lhe glory it reftects 
1щ rhe Craft) more th<in liis know\edgc of. or devolion to. 
l;reemasnnry. One recent sailor who dcspises the hrother­
lюod is Reitr-Admiral David Kirkc: ·1 consider thc Craft to 
1JC а dangerou!;, malicious and malignant Mafia, exerting 
an evil effect in our sociely. lt necds to Ье dcnounced, 
t•xposed and preferaЫy cradicaled. 1 find it utterly 
(\isgusting.' 

Among today's Grand Officers there is опе admiral: 
Surgeon Rear-Admiral John Holford. The oldest lodge in 
Portsmouth, the Phoenix (no. 157), Ьoasts two more 
Surgeon Rear-Admirals: William Forrest and Edward 
Cadman, Ьoth retired directors of №val Dcntal Services 
алd Ьoth trained at Guy's Hospital. The lodge contains 
four more naval surgeons but does not appear to admit 
'other ranks' (see also Chapter zz). However, Free­
masonry can Ыur social distinctions, according 10 one 
fonner officer who asked me not to пате him: 
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ln 1937 our ship was docked in Aden when the Govemor·s car 
appeared alongside, with two Naval Officers inside. А Leading 
Stoker got in алd shook hands. As the car moved away, the Ыinds 
were pulled down! You will Ье aware that social distinctions were 
very rigid in those days, but there was only one Lodge in Aden, so 
RN Rules had to come second to Masonic Rules. This рrоЬаЬ\у 
would not have arisen in UK ports or other outposts of the Empire 
where there were separate lodges based оп class and occupation: 
011е for dockyard foremen, another for the better-educated 
service personnel, and yet another for Р&О stewards, among 
whom Freemasons could always Ье found. 

These class distinctions sound appalling nowadays, but the 
Navy was riddled with them forty years ago, which is what made 
Freemasonry's ro\e even more extraordinary. As an ofticer 1 had 
my own servant, who was а stoker of more than twenty years' 
service. Once he told me, 'Sir, there are only two things that 
over-rule RN disciplinc: (1) Freemasons and (2) Arse'. 1 hope you 
know what tlшt rcfc::rs to! 

The nюst famous sailor in Frecmaso11ry today is Grand 
Secretary Commander Higham RN, whom 1 have often 
quoted in this book. Here 1 givc а fragment of his Masonic 
career, which he seems to have built largely round service 
lodges. Не Ьelongs to Navy Lodge (по. 2612) and to the 
Masonic Knights Ternplar and Knights of St John. In 1986 
'Eminent Knight Commander' Higham Ьоrе the title: 
'Preceptor and Prior of thc Connaught Army & Navy 
Preceptory and Priory. No. 172 .' 

His brother knights include а major-general, а brigadier, 
two lieutenant commanders, an RAF squadron leader, а 
clutch of colonels, majors and captains, and retired police 
commander Jim Nevill QPM. Nevill also belongs to the 
Manor of St James's Lodge of past and present policemen. 
ln September 1986 this Preceptory installed а regular army 
major, currently serving in the Royal Electrical and 
Mechanical Engineers, as а Knight Templar. 
Мапу years earlier Michael Higham joined а most 

influential chapter in the Rose Croix: the United 
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"iludholme (no. 67). This Ьoasted no less than eight ш1val 
'111nmanders, а general, а brigadier and many other 
11tticers. In the 1974 Rose Croix Yearbook Higham was 
Ji-;ted as а mere lieutenant. Just four years later he had risen 
111 commander, but Ьу then he was out of the navy and 
working full-time as deputy Grand Secretary. 

There are four high-ranking Royal Air Force men in 
с irand Lodge: Air Marshals Sir Victor Groom and Sir 
1 >011ald Hall, Air Vice-Marshal Sir Bernard Chacksfield 
a11d Air Commodorc Sir Peter Vanneck, who was also 
l .ord Mayor of London and is Щ)W а Euro-MP. There are at 
li:ast four RAF lodges: Ad Astra (no. 38о8) and Pathfinder 
(rю. 7255) which mect in London, Daedalus (по. 3843) for 
l{ЛF Cranwell, and Hcnnes (по. 6861) for RAF Manby. 

1 have received по lcttcrs alkging Masunic malpracticc 
111 the RAF but four peoplc - unknown to each uther- have 
\\'Гittcn tu complain of Freemasonry's role in civil aviation. 
Two are pilots (one formerly with British Airways, the 
other with British Caledonian) who allege their careers 
were salюtaged Ьу Masoпs. They have по firm proof that 
any of the 'saboteurs' are Masons, so it woнld Ье unjust to 
puЫish their claims uпless suppoгting evideпce emerges in 
the future. The Lodge of Aviation (по. 7210) is said to 
include ma11y seпior British Airways staff. 

As with other areas of alleged Masonic back-scratching, 
it is difficult to pin the career advance of Masons in the 
forces on their Craft connections. However, fraternal 
literature shows us wl1at military Masons themselves 
regard as true Masonic conduct and helps us understand 
what Brotherly Love really means. 

One role model is Lord Moira, an Anglo-lrish soldier 
who at twenty-four was ап adjutant-general оп the king's 
side in the War of American lndependence. Не became 
Govemor-General and Commander-in-Chief in lndia for 
nine years. Не was also Masonic Grand Master of Scotland 
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and Acting Grand Master of England. One Masonic 
historian2 tells how the Earl was working one day оп papers 
in the tibrary of his country house when а woman forced her 
way in to see him. Her son had just been drawn for military 
service. '1 cannot help you,' was the Earl's rejoinder; 'if 
your son has Ьееп regularly balloted for and drawn in the 
Мilitia, he must serve.' The woman then told the Earl how 
her fathcr, three brothers and husband had all died in 
action. Her son nowsupported the entire family. lf he were 
sent to fight, the family would Ье destitute. When she 
named her husband, Isaac Wardropcr, Moira remeшbered 
him from their days together in the 63rd Foot Regiment. 
She then produced а vellum certificate and some insignia. 
Moira examined the documents and told her: 

'Your husband, it appears, was а Mason. Ofthat 1 <Ш1 satisfied. 
Не Ьelonged, unquestionaЫy. to а Military Lodge ... For you it 
is well. Go witl1 а light heart. So good а son had best remaiв where 
l1c is. Не will not Ьс tom from you. I require no thanks. I can listen 
to nothing furthe1, go and have по fears for the future.' 
А substitute for Stephen Wardroper [the son) was proc11red -

who provided him'? Wlю sougltt him'? Who paid for him? And 
who, before the week's end, sent а f.10 notc Ьу post to the Mason's 
widow'? Тl1е poor woman accurately conjcctured, and so without 
а doubt will the reader. 

This tale may tell Masons that Moira was а wonderful 
chap. to help а poor Mason's widow so. Non-Masons may 
draw а nastier conclusion: he wou\d have happily des­
patched her son to war - which, with his family's luck, 
would have meant certain slaughter - if his father had not 
been 'on the square'. TI1e patriotic sacrifice of his five male 
relatives wou\d have counted for nothing. All that 
nшttercd to Moira was that Masonic certificate. For young 
Stephen it was the difference between life and death. 
А similar tale of Masonic preferment is told in that 

Masonic classic, Preston's Illustrations of Freemasonry. 3 
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А Scottish gentleman in the Prussian service was taken prisoner 
,,1 the battle of Lutzen, and was conveyed to Prague along with 
·1'"' of his companions·in-arms. As soon as it was known that he 
wa~ а Mason, he was released from confinement; he was invited 10 
1l1c raЫes of the most distinguished citizens, and requested to 
• 011~ider himself as а Freemason, and not as а prisoner of war. 
Лlюut three months after the engagement, an exchange of 
p1·i~oners took place, and the Scottish officer was presented Ьу the 
1 1 atcrnity with а purse of sixty ducats to defray the expenses of l1is 
1111ап1еу. 

lt is tl1erefore considered laudaЫc among Masons that 
l1rcthren should [}е spared the dcprivation of military 
captivity inflicted оп their non-Masonic comrades-in-arms. 
Лrюther tale froin Preston illustrates how Masonic sailors 
~11are this pervcrse morality: 4 

The Mason is а citizcn of the world; and in whatever clime 
111isfortune may overtake him, should he meet with Brothers, his 
1~lief is certain. Jn this particular Masonry is respccted even Ьу 
pirates, who are а terror to every otl1er order of n1cr1: arнl I rcjoice 
rlшt it is in my power to rect)rd а trrumphant and wcll­
;шthenticated illustration of tl1e fact. At а mccti11g of the l.eith 
a11d Canongate Lodge 011 Thursday c\·eni11g, March Sth 1829, а 
~·1sitor, who was the captai11 of а ship. stated, that, when saili11g in 
1l1e South American seas. he was hoaнlcd Ьу pirates, whose 
rшmbers were ~ю overpowering as to render all resistance 
11navailing. Тhе captain and several of the crew were treated with 
rudeness, and were about to Ье placed in irons while the plunder 
of the ship went on. 

ln this situation, when supplication and entreaty were dis-
1·egarded. the captain, as а dernier resort, made the mystic sign 
·which none but Craftsmen ever knew'. Тhе commander of the 
piratical crew immediately retumed the sign and gave orders to 
stop proceedings. Не grasped his newly-discovered brother Ьу the 
hand with all the familiarity of an old acquaintance. and swore he 
should sustain no injury. Mutual acts of kindness then passed 
hetween them; every article that had Ьееn seized was restored to 
its place, and the two ships parted company with three hearty 
cheers. 
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There is an unintended hilarity to this story. The idea 
that any pirate chief would dare order his crew to give back 
their loot is risiЫe in the extreme. This would seem the 
surest way to provoke а mutiny and win yourself а Masonic 
funeral. Whether or not the tale is true, many Masons want 
to Ьelieve it is true, for it symbolizes true Freemasonry at 
work. You may Ье in the direst straits, but а brother Mason 
will always help you out. 

An even more grotesque tale is told in one of J. S. М. 
Ward's Ьooks. 5 

Iп 1917 1 was on а steamer goiпg through the Red Sea and 
noticed ап Arab dhow evideпtly iп difficulties. The AraЬs were 
shoutiпg and gesticulating wildly to us, and 1 said to the Captain (а 
brother Маsоп with whom I was very frieпdly): 'Captaiп, won't 
you stop?' 

'Stop,' he almost ye\Jed, 'по fear. l've mails on board, and in 
any case it may Ье а trap, there's а war оп. Catch me delaying my 
boat for any -- пiggers.' 

Seeiпg the Captaiп was annoyed, 1 cleared out ( we had Ьееп оп 
the \JJ·idge). and fetching ту glasses watched the Arabs from the 
~eck. Truth to tell, I felt sorry for the -- 11iggers, for the dhow 
was obviously sinking. Suddeпly one of the Arabs ran to the bow 
of his boat and Ьеgап to make the Scotch sign of Grief and 
Distress quite correctly. 1 could hardly believe my eyes, but there 
was no doubt aЬout it. 

1 rushed up the steps of the bridge and said, 'Captaiп, you are а 
Mason. Look what that Arab's doing. • So saying, 1 pushed my 
glasses into his hand. 'Ву God,' l1e replied. 'that's done it. 1 shall 
have to stop now,' whkh he did апd we took the lot off. Half an 
hour afterwards that dhow sank. 

Now how was it they knew that sign, for they weren't Masons as 
we understand the word? 

Today's Masonic revisionists may claim all these stories 
are bunkum, even though they appear in Ьooks Ьу Masonic 
historians which are still sold in Masonic shops. Yet the 
rnmantic ideal of а Masonic internationale was put into 
practice during World War 1 in а blzarre way. Every 
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1 rt~cmason serving in the British forces could арр\у for а 
•.p1:cial Masonic pass known as а 'Service Certificale'. Ettch 
1 11glish lodge could issue certificates identical to the one 
l\~ued Ьу а Bradford lodge, the Кing Edwш·d VII (no. 
ц.р) - 'under the jurisdiction of the Grand Lodge of 
l · пgland' - to Brother Е. Vincent Heaton. lt was signed Ьу 
1t1c Lodge Master and Secretary on 9 September 1914. The 
шscription reads: 

The aЬove-named Lodge prescnts and vouches for the Brother 
I•• whom this card is issued as а worthy Master Mason. and so 
11нnmends him for brotherly care and lawful aid to any Mason 
\vho may find him in distress or need - incident to his service as а 
llпtish sailor (soldier) - with the assurance that any courtesies so 
1.·xtended will Ье deeply appreciated, and reciprocated should the 
с .c:casion arise. 

The pass is printed in five languages. English, f'rench a11d 
llalian were spoke11 Ьу the Allies, but German and Turkish 
wcre spoken Ьу the enemy Axis powers. This pass, 
1 herefore, was а11 atteшpt Ьу thc highest Masonic authority 
10 procure special treatmcnt f or Masons, not just from 
l;rencl1 and ltalian сошп1dеs l1ut from the епету. lt is 
grotesque that the Masonic brotherhood which included 
Field Marshals Кitchener, French, Haig and Joffre - who 
despatched millions of soldiers to their deaths - should 
have tried to soften the war just for its own memЬers. Even 
to conceive this passport was а Ьetrayal of the millions of 
Britons who spilt their Ыооd in that war but who did not 
Ьelong to the Craft. The certificate Ьears а note: 'Тhis card 
is not avai\aЫe for use within the United Кingdom and 
мusт ВЕ REТURNED to the Secretary of the Lodge as soon as 
possiЬ\e after Реасе has been declared.' 

No wonder! lf any non-Mason had got his hands оп it 
during the war, Brother Heaton might have been lynched. 
ln fact, Heaton was discharged from army service in 1917. 
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Не returned his card to the \odge апd took а job as 
company secretary of а Bradford textile firm. Не later 
became Lodge Master, boss of the firm, а JP and deputy 
lord mayor. It is not known if his Masonic Service 
Certificate did him any good, but thousands of these 
documents were issued during thc war. For example, one 
was handed to а Т. С. W. Molony of Aldershot's Апnу & 
Navy Lodge. 6 П1е St Andrews Lodge (по. 1046) of 
Farnham, Surrey, had spare passports, already signed Ьу 
the Master, ready for the next member sent off to the 
front. 7 Another such pass was 011 display in the Grand 
Lodge Museum thc last timc 1 was ther·e. 

Freemasons' Hall is dedicate(I to tl1e 3,533 English 
Masons kлown to have (fied in World War 1. Theirsacrifice 
\vas supreme, but тю grcatcr than the sacrifice of а million 
other Britoнs who could not c<ill on thc Masonic inter-
11ario11ale for protection. У ct in retrospect it seems that the 
·service Certificate · might havc increased the dangers 
facing а Masonic prisoner-of-war, rather than diminished 
thcтn. When Gencral LU(lendort"f puЫished his Destruction 
of Preemasonry Т11rougl1 Revelation of its Secrers, his 
lшtred of Freemasonry in the German army was so great 
that he included а photograph of а military field Iodge 
mceting on the Somme. If any British Tommy bearing а 
Masonic passport l1ad fallen intu Ludendorff's hands, it 
would liave become а passport only to а firing squad. 



32 
Your Masonic РиЫiс Servant 

1 ate one night in February 1987 fire officer David Grove 
.. ,vigged а last drink at the lodge festive board, bade 
l;1rcwell to his brethren and walked out of the Masonic Hall 
111 Llanelli, west Wales. Filled with good fe\lowship, this 
Л 111manford station chief climbet! in his car and drove off 
l 11 }те. Не was in for an unbrotherl у shock. Not а\1 the )оса\ 
1 )yfed-Powys policemen were with him at the lodge that 
1щфt. Some were оп duty. They saw him careering a\ong 
1 l1c streets and brought him to а halt. Не was thrust into а 
p:rtrol саг and drivcn to thc policc station. Не now did 
··xactly what many non-Masons tl1ink Masons always do 
\~·l1cn arrested. Не grabbed the right haпd of Sergeant Glyn 
l lнgl1es and applied an inebriated Masonic grip. Twisting 
1!1с officer's finger Grove told him: 'I will not forget this.' 
1 lнghes was 'absolutely di~gustcd with his behaviour' and 
'lн1rned the gesture. 

Undeterred, Grove then asked if the police surgeon was 
.1 Fr·eemason, before stнmЫing down the corridor witl1 his 
iгouser-leg rolled up as а t'urther advertisement ofMasonic 
111embcrship. All thcse efforts came to nothing. Grove was 
!llUnd to ltave more than twice the legal amount of alcohol 
i11 l1is Ыооd. lndeed he was so drunk he could neither stand 
110r dial а phone number. When the case came to court, he 
\vas banned from driving for eighteen months and fined 
.( 125. Fraternal to the end, he showed no bitterness towards 
1!1е coppers who had testified against him. Indeed, he 
lollowed one out of court shouting: '1 want to shake that 
шап's hand. ' 1 

Like Falstaff, Grove had mistaken his erection. Free-
11iasonry is not meant to Ье а passport to break the law. 



.'i IM Masonic Activities 

Grand Lodge would condernn his conduct as an abuse of 
the Craft, but such abuses often occur. Grove's rnistake 
was not playing the Masonic card but playing it too soon. 
too Ыatantly and рrоЬаЬ\у to а non-Mason. Had he asked 
for а quiet word with а senior officer whom he knew to Ье а 
Маsоп, he might have got away with it. 
А non-Masonic fire chief wrote to Stephen Кnight 

claiming Freemasonry plays а significant part in fire 
service promotions. Не produced по evidence but he is 
now one of Britain's top firemen (а fire inspector in the 
Ноте Office), !Ю he cannot Ье dismissed as а thwarted 
careerist trafficking in 'sour grapes'. Some support for his 
claim emerged from the Hackney survey into 2,500 

f'reemasons' occupations: опе Loшton \odge contained 
ten firemen, including two chiefs апd one (Jeputy (see 
Chapter 9). 

Most firemen work for local councils, but 2 per cent of 
Masons in the Hackncy survey were State employees. lf 
this were true of all Masons under the Grand Lodge of 
England. there would Ьс hetween 5,000 and 10.000 Masons 
in thc Civil Service. which seems rather low. Recent lodge 
st1mmonses from across the country show puЫic servants 
are still being iшtiated into the Craft in substantiaJ 
numbers. А Home Office immigration official was initiated 
into the Waterways Lodge, the mother lodge also of 
gangsters and policemen. Other lodges have recruited 
Customs officers and British Telecom engineers (before 
the telephone network was privatized). 

1 have no evidence to suggest that these particular men 
would use or abuse Freemasonry in their working lives. 
However, one lapsed Scottish Mason showed how easy it is 
to use Masonic phraseology to get confidential infonnation 
out of puЫic Ьodies. Не needed the ex-directory telephone 
numЬers of two fonner associates who had taken every 
precaution to hide their present whereaЬouts from him. 
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с 111l' was а former mistress who had disappeared from his 
1111111с late one night with all his property. The other was а 
1111-.iпessman who had registered а false address оп all 
' • 1111pany records. 

< )n 12 November 1983 the Mason wrote to British 
1 l'lccom's Londoп headquarters in these terms: 

11c;i1· Sir, 
l'lca!Oc Ье assured that 1 am оп the level and am looking for а 
·•111arc deal. 

1 rcquire two addresses and telephone numbers. The locations 
,,, с cither in Wesl London or Middlesex or Preston; somewhere in 
111,:~е areas. 

"П1е names are D. J. S-- (1nale) and 1. or А. L-- (female ). 
Гhank you. 
Yours, in distress ... 

"The Mason signed and typed his паmе at the Ьottom of 
1l1c letter. The phrases 'оп the level', 'square deal' and 'in 
,Ji~tress' would Ье instantly picked up Ьу any Mason. А 
\\:cek later he received а reply from the chairman 's office. 
1latcd 18 NovemЬer, saying that 'arrangernents are beiпg 
111ade for the matter to Ье looked into'. Оп 28 November а 
British Telecom employee c<.1lled to give him Ьoth people's 
aJdresses and telephone numbers. The Mason comments: 
'You will readily appreciate that any common criminal 
wishing to harm these people could have obtained their 
addresses, iп their cases highly secret iпformation, Ьу 
pretending to Ье а Freemason. That information was 
released with the approval of the head office of а major 
rшtioпalized company.' 

The Mason coпveyed this informatioп to Commander 
Higham оп 1December1984. Не received по reply. which 
is hardly surprising siпce his letter was full of anti-Masonic 
remarks. Before signiпg himself 'Yours fraternally', the 
Scotsman had cast а last swipe: 'Let us hope that the Great 
Architect of the Universe gives you iпsight апd persuades 
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you to tackle rogue Freemasonry before it destroys democ­
racy in this country.' 

In contrast, another Mason who is а high-ranking Inland 
Revenue official told me (over lunch in his Pall Mall club) 
that по other Mason had ever asked for or received 
fratemal assistance from him over tax proЫems or other 
lnland Revenue matters. Не has identified only one other 
Mason in the depanment, and their relationship has not 
involved Masonic mutual aid. back-scratching or 'fast­
track' career advance for either of them. However. а 

recently retired Ministry of Defence employee complains 
about the Craft's 'clandestine operations· in the Meteoro­
logical Office. Не docs not claim Maso11s tamper with thc 
weather forccasts - or the weather - but he does attack 
Masonic preferment. 

Tl1e Met Office. wherc 1 worke(/ for thirty years, ha~ <1 high 
pe1·ce11tage of Freemasons hecause 11f tl1e large ovcrscas commit­
me11t i11 remote locatiш1s. wl1crc the local loclge has to recruil all 
rca~onaЫe 'whites' to have а11у hnpe nf keering itself going. Thus 
some meteoюlogist~ are Maiю11s who, lшd they stayed in Britain. 
would not nor1nally Ье considered for membership. 

Mason!i сап easily sway Met Office administration through the 
sy~tem of Annual Contidc111it1I Reports (ACRs). Despitc the 
'cleaл-up· of the early 11по!., when Job Assбs1t1e11t Reports 
(JARs) were introduced, rhe systc1n 1·cmains а Masoлs' Charter, 
enaЫi11g individuals to Ьс damnc:d hy faint praise or derogatory 
remarks from 11 l1igh-ranking officer, without the victims' know­
ledge. As usual. tl1e Masonic systcm does not give the laurels of 
pюmotion to the technic<Jlly аЫе, but to its own kind. As in my 
own case, il is reasonably simplc for а person to Ье 'detr<iincd' and 
denied certain rights Ьу the pressures of Masons iл higher office. 

lt is difficult to evaluate these claims, which are linked to 
the weatherman's belief that he was retired early because 
of а false 'reduced efficiency' accusation, brought 'directly 
as а result of masonic activity'. 'Reduced efficiency' is а 
euphemism for saying someone is по longer any good at his 
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1• 11}, 1 have по way of kпowiпg if this mап was cfficieпt or 
11111, or if Freemasons pushed him out. lt may Ье that, еvеп 
11 all or попе of his bosses were Masoпs, he was retircd 
'"'rly for iпcompeteпce. Оп the other Ьапd, he may Ье 
• 11rrcct in claiming hc was the victim of а Masonic fix. 

Stronger evidence comes from а retired British am­
l 1;1~sador who worked iп both thc Colonial and Foreign 
1 Hnces for forty years. 

1 :,aw Freemasonry at work in the diplomatic service over at 
lt-;1~1 thirty-five years. ln the old Colonial Office 1 felt its impact 
11111st stroпgly in 1953 when 1 was working as an assistant district 
mшmissioner iп Africa. Тhе provin1.'C to which 1 wш; sent was full 
"' diehard, patemalist, aпti-lndependence colonial officers who 
l\•'r·e mostly Frcemasons. Тhеу did thcir worst to stop me fulfilling 
111v appointed t:tsk of updaling local govcmmcnt in preparation 
r. 11 lndependence. 1 only overcame thcir opposition Ьу threateп-
1111: 10 expose them to my non-Maso11ic busses. 

l 11 the Diplomatic Service Frcemшюnry is pretty strong among lhc 
.11f111inistrativc (А stream) ~r<idcs. Му moi;t traumatic cxpericnce 
, .1111с in а Commonwcalth соu111гу when 1 W<t!> !ierving us Head of 
1 ·11ancery. Our High Commissioner was а notorious hcad-cruncher 
.11111 а bully. proud of l1is <1hility to wreck careers. Нс and his dcputy 
l\cre bo1h F1·eemasons. 111е dcputy was afraitl that Ьecause the 
! ·, 1mmissioner and 1 had hoth ~tudied at 1hc same university college 
\\'С would combine :igainst him. This cert<1inly wasn't the case. but 
1l1a1 is how many Freemasons' ininds work. They think memЬers of 
.·very other fraternity conspire jusl like they do. 

The dcputy set out to make trouЫe and he succeeded. The 
proof camc wl1en the High Commissioner told me 1 was in­
.1~lcquate in my job, and he would ensure 1 never attained any of 
1111: highest diplomatic posts. 1 happened to Ье wearing my breast 
pocket handkerchief in tl1e san1e Мшюniс way as he was wearing 
lrrs that day (protrudi11g in il straight line, parallel with the top of 
1111: pockct). This irritated him profoun<fly, for he suddenly took 
1111: l1andkerchief out of my pocket, crumpled it and stuck it back. 
1 >11 my return to Lonclon, the officer responsiЫe for personnel 
111ld me 1 had been 'fixed' Ьу the Нigh Commissioner, but the 
\ervice would do its best for me, whicl1 indeed it did as my 
'11h~quent career shows. 
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1 served as an ambassador in South America some years Ьeforr 
the Falklands War. Dr David Owen is quite right in saying thut 
·we got it right' during an earlier crisis with Argentina in 1978. Thr 
record clearly shows what steps were taken to avert war that yet1r 
Had the same steps Ьееn taken in 1982 we should not now Ьr 
paying!3 million per day to protect the Falkland Islands which, 111 

the long run, is а quite useless exercise. One of the principal actor' 
in 11)82 was а British defence attach~ accredited to а Soull1 
Amcrican capital. J cnuld ncvcr ur1derstand how such 11 

'dummkopf could Ье assigned to such а sensitive post. Yet hc 
was. and he remained there for several months after the outbrc:ik 
of hostilities. The subsequent White Paper provcd he was one ol 
two people directly responsiЫe. The other man has since Ьсс11 
promoted. The explanation which best covers the facts is that bo1l1 
men are Masons and have Ьееn protected Ьу the Brotherhoo1I 
The British taxpayer Ьears the burden. 
Му final posting was as High Commissioner i11 а country whicl1 

was а Masonic hotЬed. The last Governor General lшd Ьее11 ,, 
very senior Mason, as was the country's last British Cablncl 
secretary. The many former colonial officers maintained tl1crt' 
since lndepeпdeпce оп the payroll of Britain's Overseas Develop­
ment Admiпistration include а high proportion of Masoпs. Whill.' 
there 1 encouпtered constaпt obstructio11 fron1 parts of the Britbl1 
community and was excluded from the usual ~ocial апd no11· 
official activities. 1 cщ1cluded that а Мшюniс 'ring' was i11 
operation. 

From time to time 1 \Yas asked if 1 W<tS а Маsоп - thc 
implicatioп Ьeing that if I wasn't, 1 ought to he. Оп several 
occasions Freemasons attached to the High Commission 
sought special privileges because they were Masons. Oncc 
а communications expert, who hati bccn secuпded from 
GCHQ Chelteпham, wanted to visit а Masoпic lodge in 
the couпtry's second city several hundred miles away. 
There was an official High Commissioner's resideпce 
пеаrЬу. This man had the nerve to ask me if he could stay 
iп it for the duration of his trip. Не had по official business 
in that towп. Не was only goiпg for а Masoпic knees-up. 1 
tuld him that I found his request extraordinary and he 
would have to find his own accommodatioп. 

The ambassador recommends а series of measures to 
counter the power of Freemasonry wblch he sees as 'а 
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1•·•lpablc danger to the realm'. 1 list his ideas in the 
1 . 1ш:lusion to this book. His greatest concern is the 
1, 11ш1рh of mediocrity in the Civil Service which may Ье 
l111111ght about Ьу Masonic mutual advancement. Тhе 
•l••щ~cr of puЫic corruption is по less раlраЫе. In 1988 
11111ional newspapers reported guilty verdicts in а series of 
• lltl Bailey trials. and the judge's remark that corruption in 
.1 t11g-spending government department was 'rife from top 
111 l1ottom '. However, they failed to tell readers that many 
111 1J1c.: rackets were hatched and executed under the cover 

''' а Masonic lodge. 
· 1 ъс Property Services Agency has an annual budget of f.1 

l1111ion and cmploys 26,000 staff. lt manages and maintains 
11111re than 8,ооо puЫic buildings, including Buckingham 
l'al;ice and the Tower of London. Recently the PSA 
l•lтame so steeped in corruption tliat many senior staff 
11111!iidered gifts of cash, luxury kitchens, fine clothes and 
o.clusive club memberships as their rightful 'perks'. ln 
н·1шn they madc surc that the builders briЬing them won 
111ii.:y govcrnn1ent contracts. even though their bids were 
,~rщsly inflated. One dcal divcrted .t3-million-worth of 
111aintenance work on Hampton Court Ра\асе to con-
11 actors handing out frec holidays. The extra cost of such 
1 acketeering was paid ultimatcly Ьу the \ong-suffering 
1axpayer. ln six successive trials а total of nineteen puЫic 
11Пicials and contractors were convicted of fraud. Four 
l1clonged to the same Masonic lodge. 

Three PSA employces and one contractor had turned 
·Queen's Evidence', а fitting act for men who made 
fortunes out of roya\ palaces. Тhе key witness was Maurice 
1 learn, а builder who was also а Mason. In 1967 he joined 
the Queenswood Lodge (по. 4718), which now meets at 
London's Freemasons' Hall. The Queenswood had long 
l)een а hive of men in the building trade, but Ьу the early 
198os it had Ьесоmе а honeypot for Ьoth contractors and 
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civil servants. One contractor was sixty-year-old Hearn 
who now says the only way to get work from the PSA was 
'Ьу briЬing the civil servants and Ьу ringing [inflating] thc 
contracts'. Heam invited another builder named Кing to а 
lodge Ladies' Night. Не brought along а PSA technical 
officer, Eric Wenbom. Кing introduced WenЬorn to Hearn 
who encouraged him to join the lodge. Не was initiated in 
1981, and Kingjoined а few months later. The contractors 
now had the civil servant just where they wanted him. 
Ву OctoЬer 1983 Wenbom was flying off to I...as Vegas, all 

expenses paid Ьу а crooked Queenswood brother. Тhе New.f 
of the World exposed how company Ьoss Кing scnt high-class 
prostitutes to his hotel room, although WenЬom claims he 
never used their services. Throughout 1983 they paid f.1 .ООО а 
month into а Jersey bank account he had opened in his wife's 
name. In 1984 he was off оп another 'freeЬie', to Miami. Тhis 
time his mistress went too. She also benefited from .f33,ooo­
worth of briЬes, with which Wenborn bougl1t her а flat in 
south London. Other crooked money went оп lavish fumish­
ings for his own home and an f8,ooo car. 

In June 1988 Wenbom pleaded guilty to five charges of 
corruption and conspiracy to obtain bribes. Не was jailed 
for two years. His dcwnfall had two main causes. First, he 
was grossly underpaid. Не had joined the Civil Service 
aged sixteen, yet, forty years on, he was earning only .f8,ooo 
а year: а pittance in respect of his huge financial responsi­
Ьilities апd minuscule compared to the bribes which 
contractors were likely to offer. Second, he had worked 
incorruptiЫy for thirty-five years until he joined Free­
masonry. Не must have Ьееn а weak man, а plum ripe for 
picking but, instead of being suffused with Freemasonry's 
prctensions of civic virtue, he became contaminated Ьу the 
greed of his cynical lodge brothers. Yet Masons will still 
rebut claims that their fraternity is corrupt and corrupting 
Ьу citing ritual passages such as this: 
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с 111r order, Ьeing founded оп the purest principles of piety arнl 
, • '1Jc. should teach us to measure our actions Ьу the rule!i of 

,,., 1itude, square our conduct Ьу the principles of morality <1П(I 
~1111lc our conve1-sation. ауе, even our very thoughts, within the 
, , 1111pass of propriety. Hence we learn to Ье meek, humЫe and 
,, "g11ed; to moderate those passions, the excess ofwhich deforms 
·11111 <lisorders the very soul; to Ье faithful to our God, our country 
.1щ\ our laws. 2 

Masonic interplay between officials who hand out 
,L'.'"·crnmeнt contracts and the businessmen who get them is 
111 )\ rcstricted to the Property Services Лgency. lt extends 
1kl'p into the Ministry of Defencc and its procurement 
1·xecutive, which employs 30,000 рсор\е and has an annual 
1111(\get of .f8 billion. 
Ву the early 198os one of Britain's most successful 

private arms firms was QED Design and Development of 
1101·th-west Ke11t. The secrct of its success was u special 
1 c\ationship with the Ministry of Dcfcnce and regiments 
likc the SAS. f or which it dcsigned specialist weapons such 
а~ night sights, stun-grcnadcs and booby-trups. Tl1e firm's 
co-director Frank Turner also built up а flourishing trade 
overseas which occupic(\ so nшch of his time that day-to­
llay liaison with thc Ministry was left to QED's general 
manager. Peter Webb. 

Early in 1984 Turner l1ad just returned from а trip abroad 
wl1e11 he walked i11to QED's factory and noticed а civil 
scrvant named John Spellar sitting in the boardroom 
~urrounded Ьу company documents. Webb later revealed 
tlшt Spellar had been writing а report which would allow 
QED to claim for 'Post-design Services' (maintaining 
design drawings оп the Ministry's behalf). Тhis report was 
then typed up as if it came from QED and then submitted to 
the very MOD department for which Spellar worked. 
When the department cleared the claim, QED was paid 
f10,ooo out of Ministry funds. 
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Тhis was the maximum allowaЫe payment, which 
Tumer knew was far more than QED's due, for the firm 
was doing little if any post-design work at the time. Не was 
aJso outraged that Spellar should Ье doing this work for 
QED, which it should have done for itself. Не Ьесаmе even 
more suspicious when he discovered that Webb had told 
two employees, Christine Shaw and lrene FarreU, to 
remove all references to Spellar from the visitors' Ьооk and 
the telephone log. Mrs Shaw clearly rememЬers the 
incident. 

Мr Webb came down to the reception area and said that, from 
now on, we were not to enter Mr Spellar's name in the telephone 
Ьооk. Webb asked if Spellar's name was in there already. We said 
yes, and he Ыanked it out. Не told us that in future we were to 
write any notes of calls that came in from Spellar оп loose, plain 
pieces of paper. Не also said that from now on we were not to say 
anything aЬout Spellar's name in the visitors' Ьооk. Не didn't 
want it to Ье shown that Spellar had visited or Ьееn in touch with 
the company. 

Webb told Turner that, in the course of this clandestine 
affair, Spellar had Ьееn given а second-hand Commodore 
computer. It was later claimed that he bought it for some 
!.zo. Even so, Tumer thought it odd that а civil servant 
should get so involved with а company doing business with 
his own Ministry. Не also recalled that Peter Webb was an 
ardent Mason who often attended Masonic functions with 
his brother Mason, John Spellar. Webb was no mere 'knife 
апd fork' brother. Не attcnded his lodge meetings for more 
than the meals. Не sought advanccment in the fratemity 
and had Ьееп admitted into а chapter of the Royal Arch. 
Tumer was not sure if Webb was а typical Mason - he was 
always boasting aЬout rubblng shoulders with top brethren, 
including the Duke of Kent - but he thought Webb's 
attcmpts to hide Spellar's visits to QED did not match 
rhe standurd of conduct which Freemasonry claims 
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I• • instil. Turner also feared that, if the Spellar-Webb 
, ,· /ationship were corrupt, the firm itself would Ье indicted 
l11r bribery, so he reported the affair to the Ministry of 
1 >cfence. 

MOD police took almost two years to investigate, but in 
l11ly 1987 Turner received а letter which confirmed that 
111-c.:gularities had occurred. Det. Superintendent К. G. 
1 aylor told him that although there was not enough 
,.,,idence to take court action against QED's Peter Webb, 
1!11.:re was enough to take internal action against Spellar, 
,..,Jю had Ьееn suspended. Months later Turner inquired 
.1~ain, provoking а letter from Deputy Chief ConstaЬlc 
Norman Chapple, saying there was 'insufficient independ­
t:11t evidence to justify criminal proceedings'. Spellar had 
l)cen 'the subject of internal discipline within the Ministry 
;111d it would Ье inappropriate of me to provide further 
111.:tails of this'. 

Tumer was mystified. Не accepted that Chapple had 
lюпestly interpretcd tl1e evidence l,cfore him, but he could 
1юt l1elp wondering if Frecmasonry hutl cast its long 
'hadow over the inquiry. Many MOD policemen are 
Masons, IJecause most of thein are rccruited from two 
Masonic cruciЬ\es: the civil police and the regular army. ln 
1987 the all-police Manor of St Jam~s·s l.odge welcomed а 
1·ormer Metropolitan officer who now works f"or the MOD. 

Frank Turner had anothcr reason for suspecting Free-
111<1sonry. ln 1985 he had fallen out so badly with his QED 
partner, Gordon Harrold, that they could no longer work 
together. Ncither would agree to Ье 'Ьought out' Ьу the 
uther. so Turner won а High Court order allowing him to 
put the company into liquidation. Peter Webb sided with 
Harrold, so he devised а scheme to frame Tumer. On 27 
February 1985 Turner's home was raided Ьу а Kent police 
squad, led Ьу Sergeant Nigel Harrison, who was friendly 
with Webb and had lunched with him the previous day. 
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Turner was wrongly accused of keeping weapons at home 
which were not covered Ьу his firearms ticence. However. 
Harrison to\d him he would not Ье checking QED's 
firearms register (in which the guns could have Ьееп legally 
signed out to Turner) for one week. 

Turner suspected he was being 'set up' so he tape­
recorded а meeting with Webb, when the Mason admitted 
this was Ыackmail: unless Turner dropped his plan to close 
QED, Webb would tell Harrison that Turner had asked 
him to make а back-dated entry in the gun register, so he 
could get off the firearms charges. In another conversation 
Webb told Tumer that, if he gave in, he would arrange fora 
very senior officer to let him off with just ·а Ьollocking'. 
Turner assumed Webb was referring to one of many senior 
policemen he boasted of kno\ving throнgh Freemasonry. 

Turner refused to Ье blackmailed, so Webb told his 
policc frien(is. Turner was chargcd with attempting to 
pervert the course of justice, which carries а peпalty of 
seven years in prison. In July 1986 hc wcnt on trial at 
Maidstone Crow11 Court but, wl1en his defence produced 
the ·ыackmail' tape, the prosecution case collapsed. Не 
was cleared оп all charges except а technicality over an 
antique gun. and given an absolute dischargc. In December 
1987, two days before а Channel Four television pro­
gramme exposing this scandal was to Ье hroadcast, Kent 
Police finally charged Webb with perjury. ·' ln June 1988 Ье 
pleaded guilty and was jailed for one month, with а further 
three months in jail suspended. 

Because Ьoth the Ministry of Defence and Kent 
Constabulary were taking so long to inquire into his 
complaints, Turner felt he might Ье up against а wider 
Masonic alliance embracing Webb, the police and the 
М О D. This was why, months before his own trial, he asked 
me to investigate. 1 was unaЫe to prove such an alliance, 
11u1 1 did obtain evidence proving that Masons other than 
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'lp~llar worked in MOD procurement. Today, Service in 
1 '11ity Lodge (no. 7843) meets in Freemasons' Hall but it 
11\t~d to gather at the Кingsley Hotel. At first glance it seems 
111i.,t another armed forces lodge. Between i972 and 1982 its 
Masters included ап RAF flight lieutenant, two wing 
1111111nanders, two retired REME lieutenant-colonels and а 
111ajor. In 1974 two serving RAF officers were initiated on 
rlн~ same night. 
Му knowledge is derived from а discarded lodge file 

111 юght from а north London junk shop. The perturblng 
·.1tlc of the lodge emerged only when this file disgorged а 
1 luster of business cards. These revealed that some lodge 
нн:mbers worked in the defence supply industry, including 
1111: secretary and Past Master, W. Osl:юrne-Smith. lndeed 
1l1e file may have Ьееп thrown out following his death. In 
1l1c late 197os hc was employed Ьу the Military Projects 
1 >ivision of а firm called Industrial Service Outlets. ln 
1 ktober 1979 he scconded the Masonic candidacy of 
William Acton, а thirty-six-year-old electrical engineer 
working for the Ministry of Defence in Chcrtscy. The only 
MOD estaЫishment i11 that area is the Royal Armaments 
l{csearch and Development EstaЬlishment, f"ormerly 
known as the Military Vehicle Examination EstaЫish-
111ent, and Ьefore that as thc Fighting Vehicle RDE. This is 
а uivision of thc Procurement Executive. Acton 's proposer 
\\'tts ап RAF Wing Commander named J. D. Pattinson. А 
kw years later. one of Acton's business cards showed that 
lie had left the Ministry to work as а Military Sales 
Engineer for Westair. а contractor which relies heavily on 
MOD patronage. 

Other cards came from men employed Ьу Lucas Defence 
Systems, Honeywell (Aircraft & MШtary Markets 
(!ivision), Microwave Pathfinder, Electrothermal Engin· 
cering, and Pylon Developments. Nothing on the cards 
\ays these men are Masons. They may simply have met 
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OsЬorne-Smith and exchanged cards during normal 
business. Yet this would not explain why he kept the cards 
in а file devoted to Masonic business. I have confirmed that 
one of the card-givers was а Mason in another lodge, so 
perhaps all of tbem were 'оп the square'. 

Even more worrying, the file contains а confidential MOD 
contract report, marked 'specimen'. This shows how Мinistry 
staff, working for the contracts branch in St Christopher 
House, are meant to record day-to-day developments оп 
military purchases. The report concerns а !30,000 deal. 
'Specimeп' it rnay Ье, but Britaiп's security chiefs might 
twitch а little at the preseпce of an internal MOD document 
in а Masonic lodge file maintained Ьу someone workiпg for 
the defence supply iпdustry. 

If we rely solely оп Service in Unity's own documents, it 
is clear that defence industry salesmen, serving soldiers and 
civil servants in MOD's Ьiggest-spending departrneпt all 
belonged to the same lodge at the same time. Even the 
most sympathetic explanation cannot allay fears that such 
fraternization is not in the puЫic interest. lt justifies 
suspicions that government and democracy may Ье sub­
verted through the Craft. The British have loпg been 
taught to trust in an incorruptiЫe Civil Service. This trust is 
now revealed as folly, for it is clear that Masoпic apron 
striпgs may Ье pulled iп апу area of State activity. МауЬе 
по Service iп Uпity Lodge memЬer has ever dispensed or 
secured government contracts through Freemasonry, yet 
the puЫic cannot ignore the possiЬility that such а nexus 
might becorne а cell of def ence industry corruption in the 
future or that one of Britain's 9,000 other lodges has 
achieved that status already. 

This must have Ьееп obvious to Whitehall mandarins for 
decades, but most of them seem to view the world 
differently from the citizens who рау their wages. They 
may consider Masonic racketeering over government 
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contracts а sma\I price to рау for the 'anchor' effect which 
1111: Craft has had on British society for 250 years. This 
111ight also explain the government's remarkaЫy relaxed 
rc1tction to Stephen Knight's most sensational claim: that 
l{ussia's KGB could have infiltrated English Freemasonry. 
l'crhaps the State knew something that he did not. 



33 
Spooks in Aprons 

In The Brotherhood Stephen Knight asserted that KGB 
agents could have joined Freemasonry to infiltrate British 
society, and in particular the security scrvices. In support 
he cited а document written Ьу а retired high-ranking 
diplomat, whom he dubbed the 'Chinaman' because he 
happened to Ье an expert оп China. lt is inconceivaЫe, 
says Chinaman, that so conservative а force as British 
Freemasonry could Ье consciously suЬorned Ьу Soviet 
Russia, yet 'dangers arise from numerous possibilities for 
covert exploitation of а movement which is almost co­
terminous with "the EstaЫishment". ' 1 

This is fine as а theory. Any KGB hack would view 
Freemasonry as useful 'cover' in Britain, for he would 
рrоЬаЫу know it was опе tool used Ьу Brother Alexander 
Kerensky and his colleagues to make Russia's first 
Bolshevik Revolution in February 1917. The October 
Revolutionaries outlawed the Craft as а 'most dishonest 
and infamous swindle of the proletariat Ьу the radically 
inclined section of the middle classes ·. 2 In contrast, few of 
England's 'regular' Masons have ever Ьееn radically 
inclined. Most are conservative, as any communist in­
filtrating the Craft would soon discover. The sight of 
apron-clad members of Britain's middle and artisan classes 
- or the sound of their opinions in the bar - would make him 
realize the impossibl\ity of Marxist mass-conversion, and 
convince him to start the Revolution elsewhere. As Grand 
Librarian John Hamill has observed, most Freemasons 
treated Knight's KGB infiltration theory 'with hilarity' .3 

The proЫem with the 'KGB penetration' theory is that 
we have по proof any penetration has ever occurred. 
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1 )oubtless some unidentified traitors have joined Free-
11шsonry, but this would Ье по great achievement. lt is the 
'elub' most male Britons find easiest to join -provided they 
l1ave а white skin, а dark suit and the colour of money- and 
1rюuthing а Ьelief in God W\)Uld not strain а dedicated 
н1mmunist agent. For their part, Masons are usually under 
~~rcat pressure to recruit. Many \odges are desperately 
,1юrt of active members, and the Craft is а kind of pyramid 
-.alcs racket. If you want grand rank (and you are not an 
11ri!ltocrat or а High Court judge), one way to impress the 
l1it:rarchy is to help found а new lodge. Today more than 
tl•irty new lodges are formed in England and Wales every 
Vl'ar. Each demands а fresh clutch of initiates. In accord 
with Dr Oliver's golden rule, brethren are taught to 'Ве 
vay cautious whom you recommend as а candidate for 
McmЬership; one false step оп this point may Ье fatal ... 
lf you have а good Lodge keep it select. Great numbers are 
1юt always beneficial. '4 Yet even this would not exclude the 
"nooth-tongued Oxbridge graduatcs traditionally re­
eruited Ьу Britain's security services - and Ьу Moscow. 
Such men have always been welcomed into Freemasonry, 
as Chapter 28 shows. lt would Ье no surprise if а few KGB 
agents have been among them, but thcy could have joined 
r11any other British institutions - the Royal and Ancient 
(lolf Club, tbe Garrick, the House of Commons - with 
greater espionage returns. 

Bereft of Masons among Britain"s known traitors, 
Knight tried to justify his theory Ьу citing the al/eged spy, 
Sir Roger Hollis, М15's director-general from 1956 to 1965. 
Knight claimed Hollis almost certainly joined а Shanghai 
lodge while working in China in the 193os. Knight said 
proof was impossiЫe because inter-war membership of 
Shanghai lodges is а 'closely guarded' Grand Lodge secret. 
Grand Lodge says this is 'nonsense' and asserts that Hollis 
was certainly not а Mason.5 It has the records, so 1 must 
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accept its word. There is also still no incontrovertiЫe firm 
proof that Sir Roger was ever а spy. Indeed, Ье was 
acquitted in а recent ТV 'triaJ' .6 

Even so, Freemasoory might have Ьееn the British 
EstaЫishment's 'soft underbelly' precisely because, until 
very recently, it has been аЬоvе suspicion. As Chinaman 
explains, when he joined the Foreign Service he was 
oЫiged to sign the OfficiaJ Secrets Act and swear he was 
not, and had never been, а member of certain listed 
extreme left- and right-wing organizations. And yet: 

1 was never required even orally to state whether 1 was or had 
ever been а memЬer of any secret society whether ofthe Masonic 
type or not. Tl1is is less sшprising given the social respectabllity of 
Freemasonry and the assumption Ьу both members and non­
members alike that it could not possiЫy come to represent in any 
way а thrcat to the estaЬlished order. 7 

When The Brotherhood appeared, Knight's KGB alleg­
ations won huge newspaper coverage. PuЫication co­
incided with uproar over the goverпmeпt's ban оп trade 
unions at Britaiп's electronic spy centre, GCHQ Chelten­
ham. Some folk demaпded а ban оп Freemasonry at 
GCHQ because they felt Kпight's Ьооk proved the Craft 
was а blgger threat to national security than the unions. On 
26 January 1984 Conservative МР Patrick McNair-WiJson 
wrote to Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, asking if 
Masonic membership is taken into account when vetting 
members of the security services, and whether Knight's 
grave charges justified а full inquiry. Не wouJd also 
welcome her 'assurance that no threat either has, or does 
exist, as а result of membership of this secret society'. On 
13 February Mrs Thatcher replied that, 'while it would not 
Ье right for me to give details of positive vetting pro­
cedures, 1 can tell you that there is no information that tbe 
KGB have sought to use Freemasonry in апу way'. 
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Mr~ Thatcher's answer appears to confirm that memЬers 
"' М l 5. М16 and other intelligence agencies are not banned 
1111111 joining Freemasonry, and may not even Ье asked if 
1l11·v Ьelong. As for her remark aЬout the KGB, 1 assume 
.111· did not rely on а promise from the KGB itself but may 
l1.1vt: consulted two leading Masons in her party: her then 
1l1·puty Prime Minister and Leader of the House of Lords, 
V1"count William Whitelaw, and the former Solicitor-
1 •l't1eral Sir lan Percival. Тhеу would both have told her of 
1l1l' Craft's obedience to 'our God, our country and our 
laws'. Тhе security services' response would also have 
•l'Ш;sured her. Steeped in their own Masonic-type culture 
i~·lubЬish, covert, secretive), many MI5 men would have 
1lcrided the idea - especially if they were Masons them­
'•l·lves. 

The theory that KGB agents within Britain's security 
"t'rvices might have joined Freemasonry is douЫe-edged, 
lш it secms these services have themselves long regarded 
1l1c Craft as а positive, if unofficial, screening aid. In 
Spycatcher MI5's former assistant director, Peter Wright, 
1kscribes the laughahle vetting procedure he went through 
1r1 the mid-195os during an interview witlJ MI5's personnel 
tlirector, John Marriott. 

'Just wanted to have а chat- а few personal details, that sort of 
1hing,' he said, giving те а distinctive Masonic handshake. 1 
rcalized tben why my father who was also а Mason [and а wartime 
Naval Intelligence officer] had oЫiquely raised joining the 
brotherhood when 1 first discussed with him working for MI5 full­
lime. 

'Need to make sure you're not а Communist, you undcrstand. • 
Не said it as if such а thing were impossiЫe in MI5 ... But 

apart from this interview 1 was not subject to any other vetting. 
Indeed, although this was the period when MI5 were laying down 
strict vetting programmes throughout Whitehall, it was not until 
the mid-19()os that any systematic vetting was brought into MI5 at 
all.11 
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РrоЬаЫу some loyal security servicemen have joined tЬе 
Craft as additional proof of their patriotism. То Free· 
masonry's credit, if it really is the 'mechanism of social 
oontrol' which Badger descriЬeз in Chapter 10, then 
Masonic glue тау well have helped Ьond 'young Ml5 
recruits of generally poor calibre' (Wright's description) 
into а mildly cobesive counter-espionage organization. 1 
suspect that most government 'spooks' who join Free­
masonry doso for the same reasons as other men: to extend 
their circle of friends, to advance their careers and for 
mutual aid. lf they really are as 'poor calibre' as Wrigh1 
suggests, they would have even more need to reinsure their 
career5 through Freemasonry against the slings and arrows 
of any Ьoss who realizes they are not up to the jоЬ. 
Ву chance, another Ьооk puЫished Ьу Granada/Grafton 

in 1984 claimed Freemasonry was open to KGB infllt­
ration. Doorsofthe Mindwas written Ьу Michael Вentine­
comedian, clairvoyant and paranonnal researcher who has 
two c!ajms to credibility in this area. Не is а self-proclaimed 
pro-Mason;9 andduring World War 11 he worked in British 
lntelligence - in MI9 which helped allied servicemen shot 
down over Europe to evade capture and return to Britain. 

Вentine sees а 'danger that Freemasonry in the democ­
racies will Ье infiltrated Ьу Soviet so.-called sleeper agents'. 
Such men, who might work in trade, diplomacy or joumal­
ism, could easily infiltrate а Masonic lodge and 'mingle 
freely with many brethren whose professional background 
could Ье of use to the Soviets'. Не descriЬes how KGB 
agents, masquerading as refugees, could come to the West 
and join professional lodges whose memЬers work in 
govemment military contracting, and where 'mutuaJ trust 
Ьetween the Brethren would invite an easy flow of infoпn­
ation'. 

1 have talked over ttris scenario with а numЬer of top security 
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lll('П who also happen to Ье Masons. 1 was alanncd to flnd that my 
· •111jcctures (Ьased оп infonnation 1 had glcancd hom old friends 
111 wartime intelligence) are correct and that thcre is а Ыind spot in 
1r11c::mational sccurity organizations in this area. 10 

[)espite the comblned claims or Bentine, Knight and 
• ·11inaman, 1 sense that this 'КОВ infiltration' view or 
llritish Freemasonry is а distraction: not invalid, but far 
ks!; significant than the greater truth that stolid Wbltehall 
l1urcaucrats have joined Freemasonry in far greater 
1шmbers than any spies. Such mandarins may Ье mediocre, 
1·vcn incompetent. but they are the people who keep the 
\l1ip of state aftoat. lf а few of them corruptly feather tbeir 
ш:sts Ьу feeding juicy contracts to Masonic friends in 
11rivate industry, so Ье it. These men may not Ье the 
l111ckЬone of the civil service, but they constitute several 
1il)S. 

Knight went more dangerously off-course with а second 
KGB theory: tbat ltaly's Р2 Masonic Lodge conspiracywas 
а KGB plot. 11 Не was fed this idea Ьу someone whom he 
JcscriЬed as 'an impeccaЫe source within British Intelli­
~eпce', but his strongest e'.'idence appears to have been the 
r)Crverse fact that of all ltaly's leading political parties, 
'tmly the Communist Рапу had по links with Р2' and so 
could exploit the Р2 scandal with impunity. •from the 
Ьeginning,' hecontinued, 'Lodge Р2 was а KGB-sponsored 
programme aimed at destabllizing Italy, weakening 
NATO's southem flank, sweeping thc Communists into 
power in Italy, апd scnding resultant shock waves through­
out the westem world.' 

Even whcn The Brotherhood first appeared, this secmed 
an unlikely story. Five years later it is clear that Кnight's 
'impeccaЫe source' had fi.lled him with disinfonnatioo. То 
understand this govcmment spook's motives we have to 
explore the Р2 story from several angles, but first а brief 
summary of Р2. 12 
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ln March 1981 two Milan magjstrates were investigating 
the rake kidnapping in 1979 of а swindling Sicilian-Ьom 
intemational banker, Michele Sindona. They were also 
problng his role as financial adviser to the Vatican and thc 
Mafia. Тhеу discovered that, while he was hiding in 
Palermo, one of his 'minders' had travelled 6оо miles nonh 
to Arezzo to visit а textile manufacturer, Licio Gelli. They 
promptly ordered а search of Gelli's premises. Оп 17 
March finance policemen discovered 962 ltalian names оп 
lists kept in his office safe and а suitcase. The names 
Ьelonged to memЬers of а Masonic Lodge named Propa­
ganda Massonica, also known as Р2. Gelli was irs 
VепеrаЫе Master. 

What astonished the investigators was that the names оп 
the lists amounted to а state within а state. They included 
fony-three MPs (among them three cablnet ministers). 
forty-three generals and eight admirals (including thc 
current heads of all the armed forces), security service 
Ьosses, hundreds of puЫic servants and diplomats, thc 
police chiefs of ltaly's four blggest cities, industrialists and 
financiers, television stars and twenty-four journalists. 
including the editor and puЫisher of Corriere della Sera. 
Sindona was а member. So was another controversial 
baпker, RoЬeno Calvi, who would later Ье found hangiпg 
under Loпdon 's Blackfriars Bridge . 
. But who was Gelli? ln succeeding months the magist­
rates discovered that this seeming small-town industrialist 
was а fascist war criminal who had opportunistically 
Ьetrayed his colleagues as soon as he realized Germany was 
going to lose the war. А few years later his past caught up 
witb him, so he fled to Argentina and made valuaЫe 
political friends such as General Per6n. ln the mid-196C1s he 
retumed to Italy and was appointed Argentina's honorary 
consul. Не sооп had connections everywhcre. Не had по 
proЫems doiпg textile business in Eastern Europe, but he 
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.1l'>o11 popped up in Rome's right·wing circles. Не even had 
r11cnds in America's RepuЫican Party, through wbom he 
w11~ invited to President Reagan's H}8I inauguration. Не 
w11~ masterly at rollecting inOuential people. Не manipu­
l,11t:d them 10 aggrandize himself. At limes his motive 
~(·t:med 10 Ье financial, at others ideological, Ьut what was 
111\ ideology? What mystiбed the Milan magislrales - and 
111l1cr people on his lrail-was, who did he really work for1 
l·11r ltaly's secret services, for America's CIA or Russia's 
K<IB? 

IЪе KGB theory was always the least likely. There was 
l11tle evidence to support it, whereas there was overwhelm· 
111g proof of Gelli's continuous involvement with fascism 
lщ more than fony years. Significantly, the 'P2-KGB plot' 
10111tasy resemЫes а parallel propaganda myth which fooled 
шаnу other journalists at the time: that the 1981 assassi-
1шtion attempt оп Роре John Paul ll was а Bulgarian 
11lut. 1-' 'Western intelligence expens are now generally 
:igreed that the attempted killing was inspired Ьу the 
KGB,' wrote Stephen Knight. lf Western intelligence 
cxpens really Ьclieved that, the West was (and is) in deep 
lrouЬJe. 

It has now Ьееn shown that this theory wasconcocted Ьу 
two Americans: а former CIA operative named Paul 
llenze and а right-wing journalist named Michael L.edeen. 
Ledeen had previously known а rising ltalian businessman, 
1-·rancesoo Pazicnza, who had links with SISMI: Italian 
Military lntelligence. 1s However, Pazienza rejects the 
'Bulgarian plot' theory and claims he is himself the victim 
of Ыасk propaganda, falsely branded as а Р2 memЬer and 
as Gelli's nominated successor. Не is а Mason, but says he 
has never met Gelli. ln 1988 he was sentenced to ten years 
in prison over the 198о Ьomblng of Bologna railway 
station, but he claims he will Ье cleared on appeal. 

At а future date 1 hope to portray the political. military 
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and commercial rackets which Р2 members have continued 
to perpetrate years after Р2 was officially dissolved. Here 1 
show how the reactionary forces, in Italy and America, 
which created Р2 are tied in with British intelligence and 
British Freemasonry. Many of my comments are based оп 
evidence gathered Ьу an ltalian Parliamentary Inquiry into 
Р2. 16 Its 1984 report was never puЫished in English. 
Indeed, it has rarely Ьееn mentioned in the British or 
American media, even though its contents have worldwidc 
significance. The report also helps explain why - and оп 
what basis - British IntelJigence mislcd Stephen Knight 
into believing Р2 was а KGB plot. То understand Р2. 
however, we must have some idea of the history of 
Freemasonry in Italy. 

The brotherhood has had а controversial history ever 
since it first reached 1 taly in the early 173os ( see Chapter 8), 
but its political ascendancy was ended in 1925 when it was 
outlawed Ьу the fascist dictator Benito Mussolini. Twenty 
years later it was legalized again, but only after the 1JS 
Office of Strategic Services ( the f orerunner of the CIA) had 
pressured ltaly's weak and impoverished government. The 
OSS planned to use Freemasonry just as it used the Mafia: 
to prop up а sickly democracy threatened Ьу Soviet­
inspired destabllization and the prospect of а communist 
election victory. 17 

The OSS/CIA backed ltaly's strongest Masonic faction, 
the Grand Orient, which today has some 15,000 members. 
From 1961 until 1970 its Grand Master was Giordano 
Gamberini who (whether for the CIA or his own ends) 
sought to influence Italian elections Ьу canvassing for 
candidates who were Freemasons and giving them 
money. 18 At the same time he was desperate to win 
recognition from the United Grand Lodge of England, 
which most 'regular' Masons in the world regard as the sole 
юurce of legitimacy. 19 If England could Ье persuaded to 
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11 111gnize the Grand Or:ient, all other regular Grand 
1 щlges would follow suit. England had always refused, 
l,11~cly because of Italian Freemasonry's historic involve-
1111·111 in politics. This offends the Basic Principles оп which 
1 11gland's Grand Lodge decides whether to recognize any 
, 11 l1cr. Principle 7 states: 'The discussion of politics and 
11·lit~ion within the I.odge shall Ье strictly prohiblted.'20 Ву 
1щ·t.ldling in politics Gamberini was breaching this 
l'• inciple, so the Grand Lodge of England should have 
·.l 111nned him like the plague. Instead it acted as if in total 
1,1vour - or Ыissful ignorance - of his political game. 

In the 196os Grand Lodge was more distracted Ьу the 
1.н:I that the Grand Orient (also known as 'Palazzo 
1 ii11stiniani') was one of two Italian Grand Lodges 
1 laпюuring for recognition. There was also the Palazzo del 
1 ii.:su, with some 5,000 members. James Stubbs, then 
l·.11gland's Grand Secretary, described the dilemma in his 
1 ()Х5 autoЬiography, Freemasonry in ту Life: 

ll was ... well-known in ltaly that we were not p1·epared to 
pl11mp for one, leaving thc other out, or even to recognize them 
lюth; eventually the moment came when at least the cracks were 
papered over and the Palazzo Giustiniani seemed to Ье in control. 
\Vc felt justified in recognizing Italy. 21 

The man who had master-minded the unification of the 
(lrand Orient and Palazzo del Gesu, paving the way for 
rccognition Ьу England, was none other than the subse­
чuently notorious l.icio Gelli. 22 Не had entered Free­
щasonry only in 1965, yet he was instantly recommended to 
О rand Master Gamberini as someone 'аЫе to make а great 
contribution to the institution in terms of recruiting 
чualified people';23 in other words, to draw into Masonry 
inen dedicated to right-wing goals. If we remember the 
OSS's fierce anti-communist intent in resuпecting Free­
rпasonry after World War 11, and GamЬerini's 196os 
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electioneering, it is clear that the political meddling of 
modem Italian Freemasonry did not start with Licio Gelli. 
Не merely increased its effectiveness. 

In 1970 а Florentine doctor named Lino Salvini Ьесаmс 
Grand Master. This freed Gamherini to act as the Graшl 
Orient's roving ambassador in the search for intemational 
recognition. At the same time he sought to develor 
Propaganda Massonica Lodge (Р2) as а nexus for th{· 
Italian R.ight to seize control of ltalian society, if ever lht· 

need arose. Тhе lodge had been founded in 1877 to mc{'I 
the needs of provincial Masons living temporarily in Romr" 
апd thus uпаЫе to attend their home lodges. lt sощ1 
evolved into а 'reserved' or secret Iodge whose memЬe~ 
were known only to tЬе Grand Secretary, allegedly 111 

protect them from Papal wrath. 
In the mid-196os Р2 had only founeen memЬers, but in 

1970 Salvini asked Gelli to 'restructure' the lodgc 
Suddenly numbers soared. Within а decade it had 41111 

memЬers, а few years later almost 1,000. Gelli has receivc<I 
all the credit and Ыаmе for this achievement, Ь111 
GamЬerini supervised many of the initiation ceremonit·~ 
which GеШ performed in P2's Excelsior Hotel hcit\I 
quarters. Grand Mnster Salvini was just as involved. 111 

DecemЬer 1971 he told P:z memЬers that hencefonh thc~ 
could pursue their 'profane' ( worldly) aims under the covcr 
of their c.oncealed order: 

lf 11nlil now it has not Ьееn possiЫe to meet at our placcs 111 
work. with this restructuring we shall have the pos.sibllity and 
pleasure of more frequent meetings, to discuss not only 111~ 
various proЫems of а social and economic order which intere11 
our brothers. but also those regarding the whole of socicty.1~ 

The minutes of one Р2 meeting in the early ICJ70S reveьl 
what kind of society appealed 10 Gelli, Salvini an1I 
GamЬerini. Gelli wrote that memЬers discussed 
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1he political and economic situ•tion of ltaly, the threat of thc 
11"liвn Communist Party, in accord with clericalism, aimingat the 
, oшquest of power. thc lack. of power in thc forccs of law and 
111ilc:r, the spread of immorality, indisciptine and all the wom 
"'f>ects of moraJity and of civic virtue ... relationships with the 
ll11lian state.:u 

ln а note 10 aЬsent memЬers Gelli added: 

Many have ask.ed ... how we should Ьehave if one moming we 
11w11ke to find the clerico-Communists had seized power, whetber 
11 would Ье Ьest to re:;ign ourselves to passive aquiescence, or to 
1,,"1: оп well-detined positions - апd if ю, оп the basis of what 
· шi:rgency plan. 

111 other words, Р2 was а secret cell for the preparation of 
'' 1 igh.t-wing coup like those which engulfed Greece in 1967 
,щJ Chile in 1973 (in Chile's case, to ovenhrow President 
Лlli.:nde, who was а communist Freemason of an 'irregular' 
Ma~onicorder). 26 Gelli hosted frequent Р1 meetings where 
1l1t· politics of destabllization апd subversion were dis­
' 11.,,..;cd Ьу police chiefs, army generals, security service 
tк .... ..;cs and appeal court judges. Не knew this was not 
• '' 1 lюdox Freemasonry: 'Philosophy has Ьееn banished, 
1•111 we felt we had to do this in order to tackle only solid and 
, 1111crete arguments affecting national life.'27 

l>uring these уеа~ Grand Master Salvini knew exactly 
wlшt Gelli was doing, indeed he had told him to do it. The 
"11111: year that Р2 'banished philosophy' with Salvini's 
l•k~sing, Salvini himself was Ыessed Ьу the Grand Lodge of 
1 11.:1and. ln SeptemЬer 1972 Great Queen Street declared 
11 w11s 'convinced that the time is ripe and conditions are 
lavouraЫe' for recognizing the Grand Orient.211 After200 
1•·.1rs ltalian Freemasonry was respectaЫe, but if England 
11·11lly did Ьelieve in 'по politics', the time could not have 
l•1·~·n less 'ripe'. ltaly's Masonic bosses were in their most 
••м.м.rcssive political mood since Mazzini and Garibaldi а 
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century Ьefore, but whereas their efforts to bring аЬоu1 
ltalian unification had Ьееn а cause of which most politic­
ally aware Victorians could approve, the brutal politics of 
fascist subversion embraced Ьу Gelli and his backers had 
по redeeming features. 

The 19705 were some of the Ыackest years in the history 
of modem ltaly. Тhе state was torn apart Ьу left- and righl­
wing teпor, but many of the horrific acts originally Ыamed 
оп the Left (from the Red Brigades to the Communist 
Party) tumed out to Ье acts of Ыасk propaganda Ьу the 
extreme Right. These included the 'ltalicus' train ЬomЬing 
in 1974, in which twelve people were killed, and the 198<> 
Bologna Station massacre in which eighty-five died. ln Ьoth 
events Р2 had а guiding control. The most demoralizing 
crime of all was the 1978 kidnapping of Christian Democrat 
chairman Aldo Moro, in which five bodyguards were 
killed. This elder statesman was the one leader сараЫе of 
achieving the 'Historic Compromise': finally bringing the 
Communist Party into а coalition government оп the 
uпderstanding that it reпounced any iпtention of over­
throwing ltaly's democratic system. 
То the men of Р2, this was the ultimate betrayal. Also, if 

the 'communist threat' really did cease to exist, the extreme 
Right would lose most of its political appeal. There is по 
doubt that it was the Far Left which kidпapped Moro and 
killed him two months later, leaving his Ьоdу in а car 
dumped оп а busy Rome street: fifty-пiпe Red Brigades 
teпorists were later convicted of the assassination. Yet 
Moro's family and friends still ask why the government 
refused to negotiate his release, and why the security 
services acted so incompetently in their attempts to find 
him. 29 In 1981 the Red Brigades seized а far less important 
Christian Democrat politician, Ciro Cirillo, yet SISМI 
chief (and Р2 member) General Musumeci dealt with а 
jailed Naples underworld boss, Raffaele Cutolo, to win 
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с 'irillo's release. 30 Wben Aldo Moro was kidnapped, the 
·~curity services refused to deal with anyЬody. Their 
mnduct is the most disturblng aspect of the Moro affair. lt 
was as if his death served their interests and P2's. In effect 
1 l1c security services were Р2, but this emerged only years 
later. 

Throughout these tragic times, orthodox ltalian Free-
111 asons were appaUed at P2's activities. Despite the lodge's 
~·loak of secrecy, they attacked its political activities as а 
p.ross breacb of Freemasonry's avowed principles. In 1974 
tJrand Orient Masters from all over Italy met in Naples, 
1lcmanding Р2 Ье 'demolished', yet in 1975 Salvini and 
( iamЬerini did the opposite. They tumed Р2 into а lodge 
'vith а wholly secret memЬership and defiantly elevated 
Cielli from lodge secretary to VeneraЫe Master. 

The duplicity continued. In July 1976 the Grand Orient 
1·ormally suspended Р2, but Salvini secretly authorized it to 
сапу оп. At а meeting in Rome in SeptemЬer а 'demo­
cratic' Mason named Francesco Siniscalchi asked Salvini to 
answer а serics of questions on Gelli and Р2. Siniscalchi 
added that if а 'profane' (non-Masonic) magistrate ever 
asked him what he knew about Masonic wrongdoing he 
would have to tell the truth. Salvini not only refused to 
answer the questions; he expelled Siniscalchi and other 
'democratic' Masons from the Grand Orient as traitors for 
daring to confront him. 

Siniscalchi realized that this Ьоdу which England had 
recently recognized as its ltalian equivalent was а per­
version of true Freemasonry. Не was especially pained Ьу 
England's complacency for, in 1954, while an engineering 
student at Marconi College, he had often visited Chelms­
ford's Good FeUowship Lodge (no. 276). In DecemЬer 
1976 he gave Rome judges а dossier exposing numerous 
illegalities Ьу Gelli and his Р2 clan. lt was this dossier, and 
other discoveries Ьу Siniscalchi, which first exposed tbe Р2 
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oonspiracy to 'profane' eyes. Five years later, when finance 
police raided Gelli's office, they already had а good idea 
from Siniscalchi what they might find. 

In 1987 1 wrote to Grand Secretary Ernesto Zampieri 
and asked why the Grand Orient had not reinstated its 
expelled brother Siniscalchi and honoured him for the 
sterling service which he had done Italian Freemasonry Ьу 
exposing the evil of Р2. Zampieri's reply made no reference 
to Siniscalchi but stated: 'We сап assure you that our 
organs of Justice do act with а great sense of responsiЬility 
for the safeguard of our institution.' This presumaЫy 
means Siniscalchi wШ not Ье reinstated, рrоЬаЫу Ьecause 
the Grand Orient feels he has done it по good whatsoever. 
Like many Masons who practise the movement's finest 
principles, Siniscalchi has Ьееп ostracized Ьу· his Masonic 
Ьosses wbo, оо doubt, would have prefeпed him to keep 
his mouth shut. 

In SeptemЬer 1981 the Grand Lodge of England felt 
oЫiged to explain where it stood to its own bemused 
members, 'in view of the very wide puЫicity attracted Ьу 
the so-called Р2 Lodge'. 31 It said it had recognized the 
Grand Orient in 1972 when satisfied that it accepted 
Principle no. 7 banning discussion of politics and religion. 
Now, Grand Lodge said, it 'had been informed' that the 
Grand Orient had suspended Р2 in 1976 and had author· 
ized по Masonic activity Ьу Р2 since then. Licio Gelli had 
also been suspended, and the Grand Orient had recently 
reaffirmed adherence to the Principles of Recognition, 
including по. 7. Grand Lodge would keep the matter under 
review, but in the meantime did not intend to take action. 

Had Grand Lodge 'Ьееп informed' of the real truth it 
would have had to take action, even to withdraw recog­
nition, but its 1981 statement contained many untruths. Р2 
was not а 'so-called' lodge. It had Ьееn а legitimate lodge 
for almost а century. Furthermore, its suspension in 1976 
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l1:1d been а sham for, as we have seen, Grand Master 
·;,1Jvini promptly authorized it to carry on. In 1977 he 
111structed Gelli to continue 'perfecting the Masonic 
vocation' of Р2 members: 

You will answer only to me for what you do to this end, 
pюmoting and encouraging those activitics which you think of use 
.111'(1 interest to Masonry. 1 am sure that you wil\ conduct the task 
1v11h the fearless spirit you showed when faced Ьу the treacherous 
.11tacks of the traitors of the institution. 32 

'Тraitors' is а reference to the torch-Ьearers of true 
1:reemasonry, Siniscalchi and his allies. 

Grand Master Salvini resigned in 1978, but his successor, 
( ieneral Ennio Battelli, continued to accept all Gelli's 
1ccruits as legitimate Freemasons. In 198о the Grand 
( >rient was still accepting lump sum payments from Licio 
( ie!Ji as Р2 members' dues. Battelli also supplied Gelli with 
blank Grand Orient membership cards. In autumn 1981, 
when Р2 had at last been officially dissolved and Gelli 
щspended, the Grand Orient transferred P2's members to 
other lodges: an act which proved the Р2 shut-down was а 
cosmetic device. In reality, the Jodge's reactionary ethos 
was now spread like а virus throughout the Grand Orient. 

Salvini had been forced to resign Ьecause of intense 
Лmerican Masonic dissatisfaction over his relationship 
with Gelli. Yet the new Grand Master, General Ennio 
Battelli, brought even greater sbame оп the movement. lt 
tumed out that Gelli had paid for Battelli's Masonic 
clection campaign and then gave him regular pay-offs in 
succeeding years. Тhе general would later Ье charged with 
criminal involvement in the Bologna Station massacre. 

When England's Grand Lodge goes silent about а 
Masonic controversy the nearest thing to а Jeak may Ье 
found in the magazine Masonic Square. In March 1987 it 
puЬlished an article оп ltalian Freemasonry which referred 
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to the 'Ьogus P2 lodge, а spurious body not affiliated in any 
way to the Grand Orient'.33 Was this untruth puЫished 
through ignorance or had the writer Ьееn fed disinform­
ation to delude England's Masonic faithful? Either way, 
the writer also claimed that the Grand Orient 'enjoys the 
wannest relations' with the Grand Lodges of England, 
Ireland and Scotland. 

Perhaps these 'warmest relations' have Ыinded 
England's Grand Lodge to the need to discover and 
disseminate the truth atюut ltalian Freemasonry. То 
spread the myth that Р2 was а perversion, rather than the 
logical climax, of the Grand Orient tradition would 
obviously suit the Grand Orient. ln the early 198os not only 
England's Masonic masses but also much of the Western 
press were hoodwinked into thinking Р2 was not part of 
Freemasonry at all. This was necessary if а second act of 
deception - Ыaming the Р2 scandal оп the KGB - could Ье 
achieved without taioting the Grand Orient or the Grand 
Lodge of England. This may explain why British lntelli­
gence sought to mislead Stephen K11ight in 1983. 
То discover the source of this deception we must study 

that part of the ltalian Parliamentary Report which deals 
with the role played Ьу Italian lntellige11ce in the Р2 affair. 
ltaly has three secret services: SISDE (internal security), 
SISMI (external intelligence) and CESIS (which liaises 
Ьetween the first two). The investigating MPs were dis­
turbed Ьу the fact that these services seem to have stopped 
gathering information aЬout Licio Gelli in about 1950, just 
when he deserved intensified scrutiny. 

From 1945 to 1950 the secret services had showл great 
interest in Gelli, especially in his war service as а lieutenant 
in а parachute regiment, and as а fascist liaison officer with 
the German SS in the province of Pistoia. In 1944, when it 
became clear that the Germans would Ье defeated, Gelli 
contacted Jocal communist partisans. Secret service files 
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·.l111w he gave them advance waming of intended arresls 
,щ1J ferried them food and arms. When the Allies liЬerated 
1l1t· region, he co-operated with American counter-intelli­
µ1·11cc, while simultaneously holding а letter of recom-
111L·11dation (а free pass) from the local communist partisan 
'l1i~f. 

This mostly favouraЫe account ofGelli's war came from 
с i(:lli himself. The full story shows he had been а fascist 
,щсе 1936, fighting for Franco in Spain. During World War 
11 he rounded up anti-fascist fellow-countrymen and 
British prisoners. Не caused the arrest of а partisan priest 
:111d was involved in the execution of four deserters. His 
11)44 support for the partisans was no humanitarian gesture 
l1t11 opportunism to save his skin. 'Whilst still wearing а 
1 icrman uniform,' says the Parliamentary Report, 'he put 
l1imself at the disposal of the Communist partisans, in а 
constant and equivocal balance Ьetween the two sides, 
which allows us to understand completely the subtlety of 
1t1e man.'34 

ln 1945 \ocal magistrates saw right through Gelli. They 
'it:Пtenced him (in his absence) to thirty months' imprison­
ment for kidnapping and robbery, and ordered his arrest 
1·or war-crimes. This came to nothing because of а good 
word from the same partisan chief. In 1947 the Ministry of 
lhe Interior still had llim under 'careful surveillance', but 
<1bout this time he fled to Argentina, and was eventually 
removed from the Ministry's list of suspects in 1950. 

That year а report was lodged in the secret service files 
which painted а different picture. lt claimed that Gelli was 
an agent of Cominform ( the Communist Eastern Ыос) and 
that he disguised his activities Ьу posing as а manufacturer, 
trader and bookseller. lt also said that during this period he 
joined three right-wing political parties, but only to gain а 
respectaЫe cover and to get the passport he desperately 
needed for his covert activities. When the Italian Parlia-
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mentary team \ooked into Gelli they decided that tl1111 
'Cominform Report' was а masterpiece of disinformatiofl, 
hidden in the files until such times as Gel\i might have to lw 
disowned. 

The MPs interpreted it this way Ьecause if its tales ha1I 
Ьееn true, the security services would surely have со11 
ducted deep and oontinuing inquiries into Gelli. Yet n11 
significant reports appear in tbeir Gelli files for the ncxt 
twenty-nine years. The MPs were shocked Ьу thi' 
omission: 'Just when the secret services should Ье incre<1' 
ing their interest in Gelli, they suddenly lose it ... Thr 
Cominform Report, far from marking the end of inforш· 
ation-gathering about the man, sbould have increased it.' 1' 

Even as \ate as the mid-197os, the only agencies gatherinR 
information оп Gelli were the finance police and the anti· 
terrorist squad. They saw him as а fomenter and organizcr 
of right-wing subversion. Meanwhile the secret services dkl 
almost nothing. In 1978 when SISMI was finally forced to 
investigate ltalian Freemasonry, it produced а woolly 
phi\osophical analysis which said far less about Р2 thnп 
even the press had revealed at the time. lt a\so seeme<I 
more concerned about the motives of Masonry's critiC.\ 
(including the Communist Party) than checking if what 
they said was true. 

The ltalian MPs concluded 'that Gelli himself must 
Ье\опg to the secret services, since this is the only logical 
explanation for the oover tbey gave Gelli, Ьoth in а passive 
way (not gathering information оп him) and an active one 
(not providing information aЬout him to political authori­
ties wbo requested it)'. The Cominform Report was stuck 
in his file just when he joined the secret services as 'а sort of 
insurance policy', to give them the power of Ыackmai\ over 
а brilliantly manipulative individual, who might well 
change sides again. They hid the 'Red' Gelli file away for а 
rainy day. The heavens finally opened in 1981 when Р2 
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, ·•~1щled into Italy's Ьiggest postwar scandal. То limit the 
.1.1111agc to themselves and Italy's Right, the secret services 
11•vealed the Cominform Report. It was declassified Ьу 
',l\MI just two weeks after Gelli's P2 lists were discovered. 
111~ (listant communist past enaЬled them to paint Р2 as а 
11.С iB plot. SISMI declared: 

1 iclli could have Ьесоmе an agent of the Eastern Ыос in the 
11111111.-diate postwar period in exchange for his later salvation. Не 
t1111ltl have Ьееn 'frozen' according to а methodology typical of 
1111· ~ret services, and could have Ьееп gradually made to 
1к·11ctrate the sensitive sectors and Ьееn kept 'оп tap' for 
, ,ploitation оп more propitious occasions. 36 

The Parliamentarians said this analysis might Ье correct, 
11111 it would have rung truer if SISMI had written it before 
1111"· discovery of the Р2 lists, not after. The Cominform 
l{c.:port had been in SISMl's 'Gclli' files for thirty years. 
Wl1y did it wait so long to act? The MPs concluded that, 
while Gelli might have been an Eastern Ыос agent, he was 
11cvertheless controlled Ьу ltaly's secret services. Until 
1981 they had protected him with а wall of silence. 'The real 
rc.:ason' for their actions 'must Ье sought not in Gelli's 
rresumed control over the security services but just the 
11pposite: the control they have over him' . .п Far from being 
rhe 'Burrattinaio' (Puppet-master), manipulating people 
and events for his own ends, Gelli was the marionette of 
others far more powerful than himself. 

The secret services had another reason for unloading the 
Cominform Report when they did. The Gelli raid had 
humiliated them all, for all their chiefs were on the P2 lists: 
General Grassini (SISDE), General Santovito (SISMI), 
General Musumeci (head of SISMI security and control) 
and Prefect Pelosi (CESIS). They must have assumed their 
membership would never Ье revealed, nor would it have 
been without the extraordinary determination of Colonel 



552 Masonic Activities 

Bianchi who caпied out the raid. When Ье found the lis111, 
he received an intimidating phone call from bis Ьoss, 

General Giannini, tbe finance police commander. llt' 
wamed Bianchi to Ье careful about what he was doina 
Ьecause 'all the leaders' were оп the lists. When questioncd 
Ьу the Parliamentary team, Giannini was unaЫe to explain 
how he knew who was оп the lists. lt tumed out, of course. 
that he also was а Р2 memЬer. 38 

Тhе role of SISMl's Ьoss, General Giuseppe Santovito, 
is espe<:ially significant. His involvement with Gelli shows 
once again that in ltaly Freemasonry, politics and spyinggo 
hand in hand. lt may Ье that Santovito was duped inlo 
joining Р1 but this would Ье an act of extraordinary naivety 
on the part of а military intelligence chief. Не was also 
involved with American counter-intelligence. This wah 
only to Ье expected, as ltaly's secret services were creatcd 
Ьу tЬе OSSICIA after World War 11, and have remaincd 
essentially local intelligence-gathering operations rог thc: 
USA ever since. 39 

Santovito was also well known 10 Britain's secret 
services, sometimes visiting London to meet his counter· 
parts in MI5 and М16. During 1981, for example, he 
lunched with British lntelligence chiefs at Cunningham's 
Restaurant in Cuaon Street, а few steps from Ml5 
headquarten. The connections Ьetween British intelli· 
gence and leading memЬers of Р2 have never Ьееn 

exposed, but they existed. Bearing io mind the Masonic 
presence wblch Peter Wright encountered in MJ5, and the 
brotherhood's strength in the anned forces and the 
Ministry of Defeoce, the possibility of Masonic links 
Ьerween the security services of Britain, ltaly and other 
countries cannot Ье ruled out. 

Only now does it Ьесоmе clear why Stephen Knight's 
'impeccaЫe source' in British lntelligence misled him into 
embracing the 'P2-KGB plot' theory. This would have 
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ll("cn the only way General Santovito oould bave explaincd 
awit)' his own exposure in the Р2 scandal to his British 
ншnterparts. The Cominform Report of 1950 would have 
~111cn bim а plausiЫe excuse. Ву the eodof 1981 tbe scandal 
lшd forced Santovito to quit, but there was а continuing 
11ecd to shield NATO and the Western alliance from the 
р11Ыiс realization that all the security Ьosses of а memЬer 
\late were involved in а plot to overthrow that state's 
1lemocracy. lt was far less damaging for them to claim they 
l1ad Ьееn unwittingly sucked into Р2 Ьу 'КОВ agent' Licio 
( jclli, with his Ьogus ultra-patriotic ltalian sentiments, than 
11• admit that he and they had Ьееn running а huge 
eonspiracy against the popular will. 

Neither England's Grand Lodge nor any leading English 
Masons could have had any knowledge of а Р2 plot- KGB 
or fascist- to subvert ltaly. lf Grand Lodgehud known, it 
would not have displayed such naivety in its relations witb 
l1alian Freemasonry over the past twenty years. Only total 
ignorance could have allowed its leaders to stumЫe into tbe 
heart of the conspiracy in 1973. 

Early that year Grand Secretary James Stubbs and 
Board Prcsident Jeremy PemЬerton40 paid the first formal 
visit to Italy sioce Grand Lodge had recognized the Grand 
Orient. Engulfed in ltalian hospitality, the pair were 
escorted Ьу Grand Master Lino Salvini - who was at that 
very time con:spiring with Gelli over Р2. On а visit to 
Aorence the Englishmen were guests of honour at а lush 
reception at the mansion of Allessandro del Bene. Pre­
sumaЫy they were unaware that Signor del Bene was the 
'Godfather of Aorence' and that his malignant influence 
ran throughout Italy.41 Outwardly а respectaЫe import­
export merchant. 'witb all the appearance of а peaceful 
florentine gentleman',41 del Bene financed Salvini's 
successful eampaign for Grand Master in 1970. Не also 
sponsored Gelli's mercurial rise in Freemasonry and wa. ... 
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one of P2's most ardent members. А leading international 
arms dealer, he joined in Gelli's attempts to buy extra 
Exocets for Argentina during the 1982 Falklands War. Нi~ 
name also cropped up during inquiries into the Bologna 
bomЬing. In Monte Carlo he set up P2's daughter lodge­
mainly as а cover for gun-running and subversion. It wa!i 
also а bolt-hole when the Р2 scandal broke, and it was in 
Monte Carlo that he died in 1984. 

In 1973 the Grand Orient magazine, Revista Massonica, 
featured photographs of Stubbs and Pemberton in del 
Bene's home, and Stubbs dining alongside Lino Salvini. 
The Englishmen's unwitting frolic with Tuscany's crooked 
Masonic 'Mafia' had а historic justice about it. P2's 
sponsors were feting them in Florence because it was the 
seat of Italy's first Masonic lodge, founded in 1732 Ьу 
Charles SackviНe, Earl of Middlesex. And just like Р2, the 
old English lodge at Florence had been full of spies, con­
men and political intriguers.43 As Р2 seems (in some 
respects) to have been modelled оп this fraternity, its 
l1istory is worth telling here. 

The lodge l1ad floшished under the benign neglect of 
Grand Duke Gian Gastone, the last Medici. Early 
eighteenth-century Florence toleratcd а large English 
commu11ity. Many were there for trade, recreation or the 
purchase of art. Others were on а paramount affair of state. 
Their job was to collect intelligence about the Stuart 
Pretender, James, and his sons, who were sheltering in 
Rome under the protection of Роре Clement XII. No 
British spymaster could safely reside in Rome, but in 
Florence information could Ье gathered from paid agents 
and travellers returning from the Holy City. James 11 had 
been overthrown more than forty years earlier, but the 
JacoЬite threat to Protestant England was real. The 1745 
rebellion still !ау ahead. Sir Robert Walpole and his 
Foreign Secretary, the Duke of Newcastle, paid hand-
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·11шеlу for information about the Pretender's moves and 
1111cntions. 

lf this Florence lodge was а prototype Р2, then its 
pmtotype Licio Gelli was Baron Philip von Stoscb - а 
1 ierman-born archaeologist with British nationality. At 
lm;t he had spied оп the Jacobltes in Rome itself, but he had 
111 Псе in 1731, fearing assassination. Just like Gelli, Stosch 
\Yas later suspected of spying for both sides. 

The 'intelligencer' simply shifted his base to Florence 
.1ш.J joined the new lodge. Не maintained а spacious horne 
111 the aptly-named Via dei Malcontenti, mostly paid for Ьу 
l1is espionage activities. It was frequented Ьу many Italian 
111cmbers of the lodge, whom ardent Catholics branded 
'iщpious enemies of our Holy Religion'.44 According to 
1 те Masonic writer, Stosch 'belonged to that class of men 
of letters who thrive Ьу intrigues a11d the doing of dirty 
work'. 45 His brazen a11ti-Papal plotting and the 'heathenish 
talk'46 of the lodge's Italian members are what ultimately 
<Jюve Роре Clement ХП to issue his Bull /п Eminenti. This 
claimed Freemasonry endangered the soul, told Catholics 
rюt to become Masons, and ordered Inquisitors to put 
Catholic Masons on trial for heresy (see Chapter 8). 

Although Florence was rюt under the Pope's political 
control, its Grand Duke recognized the religious authority 
of the Inquisition so Florence's Freemasons promptly shut 
up shop. 'lf ever it Ье possiЫe to feel satisfaction at the 
extinction of а Masonic lodge,' says one Masonic writer,47 

'in this instance we сзn indulge in that feeling . . . When 
the brethren discovered that the plant they had imported to 
ltalian soil was not suited to the climate ... they wisely 
prefeпed to uproot it.' 

This action did not mollify the Holy Office which was 
determined to consume its first Masonic victim. In Мау 
1739 а poet and satirist named Tommaso Crudeli. who 
belonged to the Florence lodge, was arrested and jailed. AI 
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his trial the CЬief Inquisitor threatened Crudeli with 
perpetual imprisonment unless he Ьetrayed tbe Masonic 
goings-on in Stosch 's house. Crudeli said he had по ide11 
that Freemasons held meetings there, but this was not what 
the Inquisitor wanted to hear. Crudeli was convicted of 
heresy, but as he had already been locked up for а year and 
а half, he was sentenced to house arrest, and regained full 
liЬerty а few months later. His punishment could have Ьее11 
worse but, even so, he is hailed as Masonry's first martyr to 
Catholicism. 
Тhе notorious Baron Stosch had simply carried оп а!> 

Ьefore. The English lodge had Ьееп dissolved but many or 
its members continued to gather at his house. In 1739 the 
Papal Nuncio forced Grand Duke Francis to expel him but 
Britain's diplomatic resident, Horace Mann. arranged for 
the expulsion to Ье suspended, originally for а week and 
then indefinitely. Stosch lived in Florence for another 
eighteen years before expiring of natural causes. Не was on 
England's spy payroll until the day he died. 

His protector, Horace Mann. was а kinsman of Britain 's 
Prime Minister, Sir Robert Walpole. Mann rieeded to keep 
Stosch in Florence because he knew how valuaЫe he was to 
the government which paid both their salaries. Mann, 
'while still very young as а diplomat, was far from pleased 
at the thought of losing а serviceaЫe villain, skilled in 
espionage, counter-espionage, and the similar indispens­
aЫe but dirty jobs of high politics with which по gentleman 
could soil his own hands. '411 Thus 250 years ago, Free­
masonry was recognized as an ideal tool for espionage and 
political intrigue. The English lodge at Florence may have 
been founded without the authority of England's Grand 
Lodge, but one of its members was Robert, the 2nd Earl 
Raymond. Не returned to London and became Grand 
Master of all England in 1739. Не had рrоЬаЫу been 
initiated in Florence, so the 'Lodge of Spies' must have had 
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"' 1111с official reoognition or else its child would not havc 
l11:cn oonsidered fit to Ье made the grandest Mason of all. 

Horace Mann remained Britain 's diplomatic resident in 
Horence until his death in 1786. There is no proof that Ье 
"'"!i а Mason, although one reputaЫe modern Masonic 
\vriter claims he was,49 but he is а hero to ltalian Masons. ln 
t 11~ early 197os Grand Sccretary J ames Stubbs paid а 
~l·cond official visit to Florence to 'consecrate' ап English­
·.pcaking lodge named 'Sir Horace Mann 1732'. 
Thc name might have been chosen оп sentimental grounds, 
to honour one of Florence's greatest English friends, but in 
Masonic tenns it must have seemed like а 'green light' for 
'ikulduggery. То the power-brokers of ltalian Freemasonry 

Salvini, del Bene and Gclli-this handshake with the most 
1юtorious lodgc in English Masonic history must have 
:;cemed like support for their own subversive activities. 
Their Р2 lodge could now Ье secn as continuing а legitimate 
Masonic tradition in which politics, espionage, even 
ineddling against the Рарасу, were all 'OK' Ьу thc world's 
rremier Grand Lodge. Unfortunately, по one at Great 
Queen Street - certainly not James Stubbs - appreciated 
the symbolism. In 1976 he did it again: 'consecrating' а 
Royal Arch chapter in Florence in the name of the 'Martyr' 
Mason, Tommaso Crudcli, the most famous ltalian 
member of the 'Lodge of Spies'. 

In June 1982 Masonic symbolism and reality united to 
tragic effect when Р2 member Robeno Calvi was found 
strung up under Blackfriars Bridge, less than а mile from 
London's Freemasons' Hall. The death is still unsolved, 
despite two inquests, continuing inquirics Ьу Calvi's family 
and several excellent books investigating his proЫems and 
possiЫe motives for his murder. so In this book 1 do not 
exhume the entire Calvi affair or claim to solve the mystery 
of his death, but there are several Masonic aspects whicb 
deserve scrutiny. 
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Calvi was chairman of Banco Ambrosiano, Italy's largc~I 
private bank. Не had fied Italy because he faced four year.; 111 

jail for il\egal export of currency апd the Bank of ltaly 111 

Rome wanted to question him about $1,400 million loaned \11 

overseas companies which had disappeared in an apparc111 
fraud. Тhе Vatican Bank and its head, Archblshop 
Marcinkus, were implicated. 51 So were Мiche\e Sindona, th!! 
Sicilian-Ьom banker with Mafia connections, and Licio Gclli. 
both of Р2. Among those trying to sort out Calvi's рrоЫеш" 
were his 'consultant' Francesco Pazienza (the young Frec: 
mason with links to Italian military intelligence ), ашl 
Annando Corona, who had just become Grand Master of tltL' 
Grand Orient. А former President of Sardinia, Corona ha,\ 
given up politics to devote himself to cleansing the ordcr. 
which had suffered three scandalous Grand Masters i11 

succession. Yet Corona too was touched Ьу scandal. Не was а 
friend of millionaire рlауЬоу Flavio Carboni: the man who 
had procured Calvi's false passport, accompanied him оп hi!; 
secret flight to London, and was with him just а few houг.; 
Qefore he died. CarЬoni was not а Маsоп, but Corona knew 
him as а fellow-Sardinian. As Banco Ambrosiano 's proЬ\ems 
mounted, Corona met Calvi five times to try and sort out thc: 
debts. 

Five weeks after Calvi's death an inquest jury in London 
decided that the banker had committed suicide. Thc 
verdict was jeered Ьу Italian reporters, and overturned in 
June 1983 Ьу а second jury which recorded an open verdict: 
Calvi might have killed himself or he might bave Ьееп 
killed Ьу others. Jury foreman Bruce Kitchen continued to 
study the case in his own time, consuming the vast 
literature pouring out about the Italian background to 
Calvi's proЫems. Four months after the inquest he told 
The Times: '1 believe that had we known what we know 
now, а majority of the jurors would have retumed а verdict 
of murder .'5z 
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1'11с 'suicide' had always seemed doubtfuJ. Would а man 
... 1 •• , l>arely knew London walk five miles across town in the 
11111ltlle of the night, load his pockets with 12lb of bricks, 
, lin1l1 оп to scaffolding which was almost invisiЫe from 
ltl11l'kfriars Bridge itself, tie а горе round his песk and hang 
111111:-;clf? If he had wanted to kill himself, he could have 
.1, 111l' it many times over with the twenty-eight types of 
· l111~s he had in his suitcase. Or, since hecould notswim, he 
1111фt just as easily havc flung himself into the Thames from 
1 111·idge nearer Chelsea where he was staying. 

lt seems more likely that Calvi was murdered, Ьу being 
l1:111ged from the scaffolding - or Ьу strangulation, 
1111i~onous inhalation or drug injection а few minutes 
, .• 11 lier. Не could then have been tied on the scaffolding, 
l'ml1aЫy Ьу men in а boat, at about 2 л.м. (his time of 
okath) w\1en the tidal river's level would have Ьееп just 
lit·low where his head was found, slumped, six hours \ater. 

Calvi may have felt depressed cnough to kill himself, but 
l1c also knew he had not stolcn all $1 ,400 шillion himself 
.шd may have believed tl1at some creditors might eventu­
.1 lly get tl1eir money back. Ву 1988 some of the funds had 
l•ecn recovered. 53 In 1982, however, many people could 
l1ave wanted him dead: not just creditors but debtors, 
11audsters, employees, Vatican bankers, Mafiosi, even 
Masons. If, during his time in London, he did decide to 
r i:turn to Rome and talk to the Bank of Italy investigators, 
111any of his associates would have felt threatened. 

Who really killed Calvi - or had him killed - is still а 
п1ystery, but some people feel that the way he died was rich 
i11 Masonic symbolism. Here are some of the interpret­
ations which have been read into the death- Ьу Masons just 
а:-; much as non-Masons. 

The place of death, Blackfriars Bridge, was resonant of P2's 
сшЫеm. On the rare occasions that any Р2 memЬers performed 
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rituals. they were meanl to wear Ыасk cassocks like Dominicй11 
friars. 

The Bridge is only а few hundred yards from the Temple. Now 
one of the Four Inns of Coun to which all England's baпisteв 
Ьelong, in Medieval limes it was the home ofthe English w:ing 11f 
the Knights Templar, Christendom's avenging warriors. Thr 
Knights were suppressed and their leaders executed in 1311, but 
today а Masonic re·creation has many memЬers in Eng.land апс.1 
ltaly [see Chapter 7). The Kпights took their name from 1ht 
Temple of Solomon, оп which Freemasonry's central myth i~ 

based. Some Masonic fantasists have claimed the Freemasons arc: 
the sec:ret continuation of the original Templars, othcrwise know11 
as the 'murdered magiciaлs'.s.i 

The noose round Calvi's throat recalls the caЫetow round thc 
candidate's neck during Freemasonry's first deiree ccremony. As 
lhe hoodwink or Ьlindfold is removed from his eyes thc initiate i~ 
told. 'thc dangers you have esca.ped are those of stabЬing [from 
the poignard or dagger thrust against his nakcd lcft breast] ат.1 
strangling ... there was likewise this caЫetow with а running 
noose aЬout your neck which would have rendered any attcmpt al 
retreat fatal'. 

The traditional First Degree oa1h con1ains the penalty ofhaviПIJ: 
one·s юngue torn out a11d ·ьuried in the se1nd of lhe sea at low 
water mark, or а саЫе's length from the shore. where the tide 
еЬЬs and flows twice in twenty-four hour5 .. .' All this, an(I 
having one·s throat cu1 across. awaits the Freemason who Ьetray~ 
his brolhe!""!ii' secrets. Neither Calvi nor his tongue had Ьееn 
buried, of course, but he was found h::inged where the lide еЬЬ:> 
and fiows. 

The coaISe bricks and slones found on Calvi's Ьоdу recall how 
Freemasons are taught that when а man entcrs 1he Craft he is like 
а rough, uncul slone and is progressively hewn into а 'Perfect 
Ashlar·. Тhе newcomer learns 1ha1 the Rough Ashlar 'represents 
man in his infant or primitive state' until his mind Ьecomes 
cul1ivated 'and he is thereby rendered а flt memЬer of civilized 
society'. ln contrast the Perfect Ashlar (а smooth cuЬic Ыосk) 
'represents man in the decline of years, after а regular well-spent 
life in acts of piety and virtue'. Of course, the bricks may have 
Ьееn оп Calvi's Ьоdу to weigh him down and ensure strangu­
lation. but they may havesymbolized the murderer's Ьeliefthat Ье 
was not а fit memЬer of civilized society. 
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11 Calvi really was murdered, lhe ael would have 
11 11111red several conspiralors. Suspicion has inevitaЬly 
1.1llcn on the two I1alians who accompanied him to London: 
l l11vio CarЬoni and Sylvano Vittor. Both left Calvi shortly 
1 ... -forc his dealh, alЬeit at different times, yet по evidence 
, •111nccts either with his death. We therefore have to 
, нш;ider two networks with London conneclions which 
tюth had an interest in Calvi. The Mafia Ls one. As recenl 
, 11111inal trials have proved, several ltalian Mafia families 
.11 t' active in London and maintain а continuing presence. 55 

l l•~·y are only too сараЫе of committing murders, 
··~pccially symbolic ones. 56 

The other network is Freemasonry. No evidence liпks 
1111у Brilish Masons with а plot to kill Calvi. However, his 
"protector' СаrЬопi did contact опе Mason while he was in 
1 t1ndon with Calvi. His long-time girlfriend in ltaly had an 
l .11glish uncle named William Morris, а foпner !оса! 
r.<1vernment officer Jiving in Heston. CarЬoni asked Morris 
111 help him find а ftat, but the day CaJvi died, CarЬoni Jost 
111terest. Не told Morris to forget the idea and then flew to 
l{ome via Edinburgh, not the most convenient routeiпg. 

Calvi himself had Ьееn to London before on several 
occasions. His British fricnds included Peter de Savary, the 
шillionaire businessman who in 1983 Ьесаmе widely known 
l~Jr his bld to win yachting's Americas Cup. Two years 
l'arlier in London Calvi had signed а deal with de Savary, in 
which his Banco Ambrosiano Overseas Ьought 20 per cent 
11r de Savary's Artoc Bank. Calvi saw this as а way of 
in jecting large amounts of Arab cash into his flagging 
tinancial empire. De Savary appeared to have access to 
such money. but the deal never went that far. 

1 have written twice 10 Peter de Savary, ask..ing aЬout his 
Jinks witb Calvi. According to Calvi, they were not purely 
financial. Не used to say that he had visited а Masonic 
todge in London, of wblch de Savary was the Treasurer, 
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and that а member of England's royal family also belongcd 
to the lodge. As only two living •Royals' are active in 
Freemasonry - the Duke of Kent and his brother, Prince 
Michael - the only Craft lodge Calvi might have Ьееn 
talking about would Ье the Royal Alpha (no. 16) to which 
they both belong. Не might have meant the Navy Lodge 
(по. 2612) to which both George VI and Prince Philip used 
to belong. This would seem appropriate for а yachtsman 
like de Savary, but is it really possiЫe that the fallen ltalian 
banker ever attended either lodge? 1 assume not Ьut, 
because 1 have received по reply from Mr de Savary. 1 do 
not know. 

Some journalists have pointed out that the City of 
London Police, in whose bailiwick Calvi's Ьоdу was found 
(and which therefore investigated his death) is steeped in 
Freemasonry. This was demonstrated, only опе month 
later, in the corruption trial of Det. Chief Insp. Phil 
Cuthbert (see Chapter 17). It would Ье unfair to claim the 
force's grossly premature commitment to the 'suici<te' 
theory was а Masonic cover-up. All that emerges from 
studying the Masonic aspects of Calvi's life and death is а 
depressing realization: thc ring of suspects for his рrоЬаЫе 
murder should Ье widened to include not just his Italian 
enemies but memЬers of many British institutions affected 
Ьу his financial proЫems and Ьу the Р2 conspiracy as а 
whole. 

Calvi was one of many Р2 members to die а strange 
death. In 1979 Mino Pecorelli, а joumalist, was shot dead 
through the mouth after puЫishing damaging information 
aЬout Gelli's perfidious past. In 1986 Michele Sindona died 
after allegedly poisoning himself with а cup of coffee laced 
with potassium cyanide. Не had just started а life sentence 
for murder. 

In 1983 Gelli escaped from а Swiss jail to avoid extra­
dition to ltaly over the collapse of Calvi's Banco 



Spooks in Aprons 563 

Л111brosiano. Не fled to Uruguay but returned to Switzer­
la"d in 1987 and allowed himself to Ье extradited to ltaly 
.1fter all. Не now faces trial for fraudulent bankruptcy. Не 
lшs already Ьееп sentenced to ten years' imprisonment for 
cl)nspiring to protect the perpetrators of the Bologna 
St<ttion massacre but owing to the tenns of his extradition 
rhis sentence is unenforceaЫe. Gelli claims that he 
r ctumed to receive open-heart surgery. ln the meantime he 
•~ avoiding the kind of heart surgery made with small, 
rapidly-propelled metal objects - and refusing all cups of 
\."offee made Ьу anyone but his most trusted servants. 



34 
The Tory Party iп Aprons? 

ln June 1988 Mrs Тhatcher rewarded one of the Conser­
vative Party's most dedicated servants. In the Queen's 
Birthday Honours Neil Westbrook свЕ fRJCS МА was 
awarded а knighthood for puЫic and political services. 
performed largely in Manchester where he was once Lord 
Mayor. Не had served on the council and in senior regional 
party joЬs for more than twenty years. Now in his 
seventies, he is still оп the Conservatives' national Board of 
Finance. А chartered surveyor, Mr Westbrook is chairman 
and managing director of Trafford Park Estates, one of 
Britain 's blggest property companie!'. Naturally, his 
knighthood was greeted with eulogies and plaudits in Jocal 
пew:r;papers. yet попе of them mentioned another side of 
his life. Neil Westbrook is one of Lancashire's highest­
ranking Freemasons. 

Very early in my research my Masonic mole, 'Badger', 
Past Master of seven Jodges, told me, 'Freemasonry is а 
mechanism of social control' and the Conservative Party is 
one of the main beneficiaries (sce Chapter 10). The 
evidence l accumulated in the next three years proved how 
right Badger was, but it was only when I leamed one of 
Freemasonry's Ьest·kept secrets that I gained а necessary 
grasp of the brotherhood's modern political history. 

When the 'war to end all wars' ended in 1918, the class 
war Ьegan again at home. Shell·shocked survivors of the 
trenches retumed not to а 'fit country for heroes to live in' 
but to а land of unemployment, hunger marches and 
industrial unrest. Even police forces went оп strike. At first 
the enemy confronting Britain's ruling classes was not 
Ыооdу Вolshevik revolution but socialist reconstruction of 
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,, кiety through the ballot Ьох. In the general election of 
1 kt.-emЬer 1923 the Labour Pany won 191 seats. Ramsay 
MacDonald fonned Britain's first socialist govemment but 
1 t1is fell within а year Ьecause LaЬour MPs were greatly 
••111numЬered Ьу Conservatives and LiЬerals combined. In 
1 t1c OctoЬer 1924 election the pany lost forty seats and was 
1t·placed Ьу а Tory govemment with а massive majority. 
1:or the next four years а bltter working class had по 
(_·ffcctive Parliamentary voice. 
Тhе struggle took а non-Parliamentary turn with the 

1926 general strike. lts outcorne was а humiliating defeat 
for organized laЬour but this only strained Parliamentary 
<lcmocracy even further. Forced back down the pits for less 
1han they were eaming before, many miners joined the 
( :ommunist Party, which douЫed its memЬership in а few 
111onths. Some reactionaries fenred that, if this trend were 
to continue, there was а chance that Britain's royal family 
would go the same way as their Russian cousins, slaught­
i:red eight years Ьefore. One man who naturally hoped they 
would not was Edward, Princc of Wales. А means must Ье 
found, he vowed, to draw LaЬour into the middle ground of 
British politics. Не knew just lhe organiz.alion to do it: 
Freernasonry. 
Тhе future King Edward VШ had Ьееn Senior Warden 

of England's Grand Lodge in 1922 and Provincial Grand 
Masterof Surrey since 1924. Не was therefore farniliar with 
the Craft's first Antient Charge, that 'masonry is the centre 
of union Ьetween good men and true, and the happy means 
of conciliating friendsblp amongst those who must other­
wise have remained at а perpetual distance'. lf Labour MPs 
and local councillors could Ье encouraged to don the 
apron, class war might Ье mollified into consensus. The 
second Charge, that а Mason 'is never to Ье concemed in 
plots and conspiracies against the реасе and welfare of the 
nation', would funher ensure that any socialist joining 1he 
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Bntish brotherhood would shed his revolutionary zeal. 
Yet in the late 19юs the Prince was disturЬed to leam 

tbat Пsing LaЬour politicians who applied to join lodges 
were Ьeing Ыackballed and excluded. Such action not only 
went against Masonic principles; if it continued, the Craft 
would stand condemned as the Tory Party in Aprons. Ву 
shutting out the leaders of Britain 's most dynamic political 
movement, Freemasonry might lose all control over the 
nation's future. А future Labour govemment might even 
make it illegal, as Mussolini had made it in ltaly as recently 
as 1925. Edward consulted some of Parliament's leading 
brethren. Не had а lot to choose from. At this time some 
seventy members of the House of Lords were active 
Masons: including three other royal princes, at least four 
dukes, two marquesses, fifteen earls, ten viscounts and 
thirty-four barons. In the House of Commoщ; sat а further 
seven Grand Officers. 

The time had со01е, the Prince advised, to create а 
Parliamentary lodge in which to initiate Labour MPs: not 
just those whorn tl1e Craft had already rebuffed hut any 
other would-be Masons. The Prince felt such а lodge 
should Ье run with а perpetual Ьias in Labour's favour. For 
instance, if а choice had to Ье made over who should fill any 
office - including Master - а LaЬour man should always Ье 
given the job. A\so the lodge should have а name reflecting 
its spirit and intention. The founders chose 'New Wel­
come'. 1t was consecrated towards the end of 1929 and 
given the roll number 5139. The Prince's initiative had 
соте only just in time. In the Мау 1929 election LaЬour 
had won 287 seats. lt lacked an overall majority but for the 
first time there were more Labour MPs than Conservative. 

For the next two years Ramsay MacDonald led а LaЬour 
government which was increasingly torn Ьetween helping 
its impoverished supporters and balancing the national 
budget. ln 1931 the Cablnet split over а plan to cut wages 
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1111tl unemployment Ьenefits. The trade unions and most 
1 .• aoour MPs felt this was а Ьetrayal of the party's working­
' la!;s vote. MacDonald resigned as Prime Minister but 
promptly foпned а National Govemment of Conser-
1·atives, Liberals and his few LaЬour allies. ln the OctoЬer 
··lc:ction this alliance won 558 seats, while LaЬour took only 
l11rty-six. The 'national interest' had triumphed. Socialism 
lшd Ьееn Ьeaten back. lt took fourteen more years and 
.нюther world war Ьefore LaЬour won again. 

1 do not know if Freemasonry played any role in 
1 aЬour's trouЫes or in the formation of the National 
1 iovernment. Some aoti-Masons might espy а Masonic 
\·onspiracy but the split was so puЫic, and over so 
l1indamental an issue, that по one has cver nceded to Ыаmе 
1l1c Craft. lt so happens, however, that the continuity of 
11L1lional governments for the rest of the 193os (even after 
MacDonald lost his seat in 1935) accorded perfectly with 
1l1c brotherhood's second Charge, that а Mason must 
·нphold, оп every occasion, the intcrest of thc community, 
.111d zealously promote the prosperity of his own country'. 

Freemasonry certainly played а big rolc in what was left 
11f the Labour Party, particularly in Clement Attlee's 
~lection as leader in 1935. According to Hugh Dalton (the 
f11ture ChanceJlor of the Exchequer) hoth Attlee and his 
1·ival, Arthur Greenwood, were Masons. 1 Dalton says that 
а Masonic caucus of MPs and Transport Union officials 
l1acked Grecnwood in the leadership ballot. Не came 
lhird, so in the run-off the Masons switched their votes to 
Brother Attlee. This ensured his victory over the non­
Mason, Herbert Morrison. Attlee was still leader when the 
party won the 1945 election. Не was Prime Minister for six 
years and continued as leader until 1955, when poor 
Morrison again came second to Hugh Gaitskell. Neither 
Gaitskell nor any subsequent LaЬour leader seems to havc 
Ьееп а Mason, but if the Craft did play the role attributed lo 
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it in 1935. il might have inOuenced equally momeotoш 
British politicaJ decisions this century - despite its dmm 
never to interfere in politics. 

The New Welcome Lodge has Ьееп one or British 
politics' longest and Ьest-kept secrets. Peпistent rumoun 
that а lodge existed somewhere in Parliament have Ьесn 
laughed off until now Ьecause of false tales that it meeu 
within the Palace of Westminster. In fact it meets five tim~ 
а year at Freemasons' Hall. Оле Past Master is the highly 
respected Tory back-Ьencher, Neil Thome. А charteretl 
surveyor Ьу profession, he sports а monocle, not out of 
affectation but Ьecause of ал eye-wound sustained in 
military service. This 'vепау partit gentil knight' is the las1 
man to inspire fears of а Maюnic political conspiracy. Ht· 
was initiated in the lodge for City of London School old 
boys and he joined New Welcome after Ьeing elected МР 
for Ilford South in 1979. 

When 1 met Neil Thorne in 1986 he stressed Free· 
masonry's social and charitaЫe activities. Не said that or 
New Welcome 's sixty members, only aЬout twenty are past 
or present MPs. Тhе others are assoned Parliamentary 
slaffers. The current Master was а policeman wbo had 
worked in the lobby for many years. At the time Thome 
was nursing опе LaЬour МР through New Welcome. Не 
would not say which опе, nor would he identify any other 
MPs in the lodge. Не felt that ifhe named LaЬourmemЬen: 
their chances of re-selection would Ье damaged, but Ье did 
say that some recent New Welcome initiates have Ьееn 
Catholics. 
Тhome says the main reason why Masons keep their 

memЬership secret is that, if they went round proclaiming 
it, they might Ье accused of touting for business. Some 
commercially-minded brothers used to frame their 
memЬership certificates and stick them оп their shop or 
office walls. Тhis is now forbldden Ьecause it was open to 
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11lщse as а form of advertising. Masonic secrecy, sвys 
1 horne, is not motivated, therefore, Ьу clandestinity bul Ьу 

•• scnse that the reverse - pushy openness - might arouse 
t•vcn greater suspicions aЬout Masonic abuse. Не says 
1111.:re is nothing illicit aЬout the Craft. lndeed, Ье stresses 
11ne part in the Masonic speech which he most likes to 
pcrfonn - the lnstallation Address to all brethren when а 
11cw Master takes office- in which а Mason is reminded 'to 
1~ faithful to our God, our country and our laws'. 
Тhе current Masonic Year Book identifies twenty-seven 

111embers of tbe House of Lords as Grand Officers, but the 
only current MPs listed are Neil Thorne and former health 
шinister, Sir Gerard Vaughan. Four ex-MPs are Grand 
Officers: Sir Charles Taylor (EastЬourne 1935-74), Sir Ian 
Pcrcival (Southport 1959-87), the fonner Solicitor­
<Jcneral, Sir Ted Leather (Nonh SomerSet 195о-Щ) and 
Niall Macdermot (Lewisham and DerЬy North Ьetween 
1957 and lfJlO). Another Masonic high-flier is Euro-MP Sir 
Peter Vanneck, Lord Mayor of London 1m-8. AU are 
Conservatives, except for Macdermot who was LaЬour. 
Other foпner Tory MPs who are Masons include Sir John 
Langford-Holt (Shrewsbury 1945--83), Sir Donald (now 
Baron) KaЬerry (Leeds NW 195о-83), Baron Harmaт­
Nicholls (PeterЬorough 195()-'?4), Joseph Hiley (Pudsey 
1959-74), Sir Edward Brown (Bath 1964-79) and Michael 
Fidler (Bury & Ratcliffe IfJ]0-74). 

Dr Sir Gerard Vaughan has Ьееn МР for various parts of 
Reading since 1970. 1 wrote to him in 1986 asking aЬout 
Freemasonry but he did not reply. Тhе Reading Evening 
Post had Ьetter luck: 

l'm quite а way up in it. l'm а promincnt Mason with а low 
profilc. 1 havc always regarded it as somcthing likc Rotary. 1 have 
never seen any aЬuses and have never Ьееn askcd if I am а Mason 
or told anyone. lt's never Ьееn something particuiarly to mcntion 
to people or to conceвl. 2 
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Vaughan said he joined because two people who had 
helped him were Masons and 'they were very, very nice 
people'. Sir lan Percival joined for similar reasons (sec 
Chapter 22). Не believes that Masons make good policc 
officers and good judges. 'lndeed, 1 believe it would Ье а 
much better world if everyone were in it.' 

Sir Ian has an impish sense of humour and а disarming 
lack of pomposity - he once wind-surfed in the Thames 
next to Parliament in front of а crowd of press photo­
graphers and promptly sank. Yet. if pricked about the 
Craft, he can become very serious. After another Tory МР 
had expressed his dislike of Freemasonry, Sir Ian told him 
he had got it all wrong. Тhе other man restated his 
objections, so Sir lan cast his eyes up around the Palace of 
Westminster and said: 'Well. when al\ this has crumЫed. 
Freemasonry will still Ье going strong. · 

When 1 met Sir lan in his barrister's chamЬers, he was 
still МР for Southport. 1 said 1 k11ew that his predecessor. 
the late Roger Hesketh. was also а Mason. Now that the 
Lancashire seetside юwn hud been represented Ьу brethren 
for more than thirty ycars, was it fair to say Southport was а 
Masonic rotten borough'! Not at all. hc assured me. 

1 had never Ьееn to Southport until four days Ьefore 1 was 
selected as its prospective МР. lt's true Roger Hesketh is а 
Freemason - indeed. he was married to the daughter of the 1 tth 
Earl of ScarЬorough !the Duk6 of Kent's predecessor as Grand 
MasterJ- but at the time neither of us had any idea the other was а 
Mason. lf I'd said to Roger, 'l'm а Mason too.' that would have 
Ьееn curtains! Nobody on the selection Ьoard knew 1 was а 
Mason. 

People always put the worst interpretation on things. The truth 
is that, rather than trading on Freemasonry. most of us prefer to 
forgo any possiЫe advantage. 1 would find it offensive if any 
Masonic constituent were to ask а favour. like being put at the 
front of the council housing list, or getting preferment for а job. 
No one has ever come to my Southport ·surgery' and stated he was 
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, М1"1ш. Тhе town has many lodges (though 1 didn't find out until 
,. 111:. :.ifter 1 Ьесаmе its МР), so it's no coincidence that 1 know 
•1111tr а few Masons there. Тhеу may confide in me, yes, but ask 
l~\•11Uf!i? No. 

с )rrc of the nice things aЬout Freemasonry is that there isn't this 
r•·•l111nage thing. 1 think if 1werewrong,1 would have noticed it Ьу 
11>•w. Over а\1 these years 1 don't think 1 have had one case of а 
~l.1\on asking me а f'avour. Well, maybe one, but he's а man 1 
''"ultl have expected to consult me anyway. 

Sir Ian told me he did not often attend the New Welcome 
1 • •llge bccause it mcets оп а Friday, the day he had to travel 
1111r1h to Southport. Не also had other Masoпic duties. Не 
~1111 belongs to his mother lodge, Сапаdа (по. 3527), апd а 
'>•111thport Jodge, the Couпty Palatine (no. 2505). Не also 
··L'l\'CS оп Grand Lodge's Board of General Purposes. Sir 
1;111 is one of only twelve past and present MPs listed thus 
l.rr. so who might the New Welcome's other political 
1111:mbers possiЫy Ье? 

Today the United Grand Lodge has twenty-seven 
11lficcrs in the House of J_ords. compared with aЬout 
,\.·venty in 1929. Most declare а party affiliation, but few 
111volve themselves in day-to-day politics. An exception is 
lolш Ganzoni. 2nd Lord Belstead. who belongs to the 
l'Xclusive Kaisar-i-Hind l..odge (no. 1724). In 1988 he 
l1ccame Leader of the House of Lords in succession to 
Viscount Whitelaw, who had also Ьееn Mrs Thatcher's 
tlcputy prime minister. Whitelaw has long been accused of 
\}Cing а Mason Ьу Chief Inspector Brian Woollard who 
fcels he did not get а fair hearing in 1982 over his earliest 
complaints about Masonic interference with his Metro· 
politan Police career (see Chapter 12). Woollard had 
addressed those complaints to Whitelaw who was then 
Home Secretary responsiЫe for the policing of London. As 
1ю journalist seemed ever to have asked Lord Whitelaw 
about Freemasonry, 1 did so myself in 1988. 1 received а 
most helpfu\ reply. 
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1 am in fact а Freemason and was а memЬer of а Scottish lodftt' 
many years ago. 1 have never Ьееn an active Freemason sincc: 1 
entered the Hou~ of Commons in 1955. Needless to say, m}' 
connection has aЬsolutely no Ьearing оп any actions 1 may havt 
taken as far as Chief Jnspector Woollard was concerned ... А' 
Home Secretary 1 certainly could not have interfered in any 
individual police officer's career. 

With the Ьenefit of this kind of reply, I сап state that lh(' 
two latest Leaders of the House of LorШ are Ьoth Masons 
This is some achievement for а fraternity whose influence is 
generally Ьelieved to Ье on the wane. lnfoпnation on thc 
CПlft iп the House of Commons is more elusive, so iп 1986 I 
seпt а questionnaire to every male МР, except Peп::ival and 
Thorne whose views 1 already knew. Му letler containcd 
eighl questions: 

1. Are you а Freemason? 
2. If yes, when and why did you join? 
3. Jf yes. have you lapsed or withdrawn? 

. 4. lf not, have you апу objections to Ьecoming опе? 
5. lf not, have you ever Ьееп approached to join? 
6. Should MPs Ье oЫiged to disclose memЬersblp in 1hc 

same way as they register financial or economic 
interests? 

7. Should councillors, judges, policemen, civil servanl!>: 
and local government officers? (Yes/No 10 each) 

8. Do you have any other comments, for instance оп thc 
role of Freemasonry in British society today? 

At lhis time only twenty-six out of 650 MPs were women, 
so 1 sent the questionnaire to 622 men, enclosing а 

stamped, addressed envelope in which they could retum 
lheir answers. Two hundred and seveпty-eight did so. Ву 
adding in Percival and Thome, 1 now had the views of 28о 
male MPs: 44.9 per cent of the total. 1 have по idea what tЬе 
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1.·11шining 344 did with my envelopes or stamps. Pcrlшps 
1l11·y ~nt them to charity. After all, Richard Page МР tol{I 
1111· that only 'Receipt of а cheque for !ню made out to ~t 
l 1ancis hospice will secure this information'. Alas! Му 
1 •·-.curch budget did not stretch that far. 

l{oЬert Hayward (not а Mason) found 'it difficult to 
11шlcrstand why there should Ье this apparent neurosis 
.1l1щ1t ап overwhelmingly honest and charitaЫe organiz­
.11JtJn'. Richard Holt's entire response was '1 abhor 
1 ··•mmunism'. John Powley was 'not prepared to answer 
1l1is letter'. John Соре saw 'no reason to contribute to my 
11юrk' but did tell me, 'any club or society of any size will 
l1avc in it some people who misuse it. Any club or society 
' .111 provide а memЬer with extra contacts which сап Ье 
11-..cd or misused - socially, politically or at work.' John 
1 ·orrie, the famed anti-abortionist from Cunninghame 
N11rth, told me: 'This is попе of your business.' ln the 1987 
··lcction he lost his seat. 

All the аЬоvе 'refuseniks' were Conservative MPs. So 
\\erc several more who felt my questionnaire had а 
MtCarthyite tiпge. Sir Keith (поw Lord) Joseph suspected 
rliat it would 'Ье used - 1 do notwrite "intended" - to smear 
1x·ople because they are memЬers of а perfectly legal 
11rganizatioп', Jerry Hayes was more forthright: 

1 must say 1 regard with consideraЫe distaste circulars to 
.шуоnе, not just puЫic office holders, asking personal questions. 
1·0 Ье frank, whether 1 am а Freemason, а Roman Catholic, а 
t111mosexual, or have а decp and meaningful relationship with my 
l'~kingese, are all purely matteп. for me and me alone. As 
MemЬers of Parliament, all of us expect to some extent our 
11rivate life to Ье оп show. However, you must Ье aware that in 
r1iany countries where detajled files are kept on the personal 
lшЬits of individuals, the slippery slope to McCanhyism Ьegins. 

In all, forty Conservatives retumed the forms Ыank or 
'><lid they never fill in questionпaires. Four Latюur 
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members did not fill them in either. James Molyneaux. 
Leader of the Ulster Unionists, had more pressing calls on 
his time but at least his secretary replied. Nothing at all waa 
heard from Labour Leader Neil Kinnock or Sociul 
Democrat David Owen. Both RoЬert Maclennan, stand-in 
leader of the SDP's merger faction, and David Steel, hi~ 
then co-leader of the Social and LiЬeral Democrati,· 
Alliance, said they do not fill in questionnaires. Mr Stecl 
added that he is not а Mason. In this respect he differs from 
his father (see Chapter 2). 

I did not write to Mrs Тhatcher. As а woman she cannot 
Ьelong to regular Freemasonry, and 1 did not think it 
appropriate to ask if her husband was 'оп the square'. Тhа1 
might have verged оп McCarthyism. Iп 1988 Labour МР 
Мах Madden picked up а rumour that Mrs Thatcher was а 
memЬer of а Masonic organization, the Eastern Star, bul 
when he tried to ask her а Parliamentary question, it wa~ 
Ыocked in the taЫing office Ьecause it nright cause 
'annoyance'. 1 understand Mrs Тhatcher is not and nevc1 
has been an Eastern Star member. 

Excluding forty-three replies 'rejecting' my question­
naire, I had 237 respondents (38 per cent of all male MPs) 
to some or all of the questions. Nine said they were 
Masons; 228 said thcy were not. Just under half (133) 
revealed ап objection to joining, although in some casei; 
this was only 'lack of time'. Forty-eight (21 per cent) of thc 
non-Masons said they had been approached to join Free­
masoпry but had refused. Twenty-seven of these were 
Conservatives (24 per cent of all the Tories who replied) 
but а surprising fifteen were Labour MPs ( 16 per cent of aU 
Labour respondents). Six belonged to other parties. 
Опе hundred and ninety-two members answered 

question 6, оп whether MPs should Ье oЫiged to declare 
membership of Freemasonry. These included eighty-five 
Labour MPs. of whom eighty·one (95 per cent) said they 
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~1юuld. Their strength of feeling was perhaps predictaЫe 
11111, surprisingly, twenty out of eighty-seven Tories (23 per 
1 t·11t) felt the same way. Overall, 113 МРs or 58.9 per cent 
111 respondents Ьelieved Masonic МРs should come out of 
1l1r: closet. An even higher proportion (6о.3 per cent) felt 
1 ouncillors, judges, policemen, senior civil servaots and 
local government officers should Ье oЫiged to disclose 
Miisonic memЬership. 

When 1 Ьegan this exercise 1 expected that LaЬour MPs 
would Ье opposed to Freemasonry and that Tories would 
lч: uncritical or supportive. When 1 analysed the answers, 1 
was surprised Ьу the ferocity of Labour's near unanimous 
lюstility to the Craft, but astonished that almost а quarter 
нf Tories felt the same way. Тhis means that Freemasonry 
ii> а hotter issue - generating f ar stronger feelings - than any 
party boss has so far realized. 

Tory MPs who are not Masons but who are broadly 
1iympathetic with Freemasonry expressed these views: 

I do not see it in any sinister or secretive light. From my 
cxperience and contact, it is basically benevolent and hannless. 
(Jim Lester) 

1 have never encountered апу suggestion, let alone evidence, that 
in the constituencies 1 have represented for thirty-six years tbat 
Freemasonry plays а significant or improper role in British 
society. 1 would not hesitate to denounce improper influence 
being brought to bear if evidence was placed Ьefore me. (Sir 
Bernard Braine, Father of the House) 

People's private lives are their own affair and should not Ье 
subject to the whims of 'Big Brother'. That is а precious freedom. 
Whilst 1 have по interest in Freemasonry, 1 do not object to other 
people's memЬership. It is for the leaders of Freemasonry to 
ensure that its Ьond is not abused. (James Coucbman) 

Far too much silly fuss is made aЬout а harmless, indeed 
honouraЬle organization. The critics wou\d Ье Ьetter employed 
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conducting their lives as usefully as most Freemasons! (Sir 
Anthony Grant) 

There is nothing unlawful ог, as far as I сап see, improper about 
Ьeing а Freemason. We do not require puЫic disclosure of an 
individual's beliefs, religious practices etc, and I hope we nevc1 
shall in а free society. (Sir Eldon Griffiths) 

Freemasonry secms to get а disproportioпate amount ul 
attentioп. Why not а survey of membership of the Rotary Club or 
the МСС? (Michael Latham) 

1 do not believe that they are а siпister organization, which arc 
worth your time, or апуопе else's to investigate. Му personal view 
is that they are no differeпt from any other association, such а~ 
Rotarians, Lions, Kiwanis, Elks, Buffalos, Oddfellows etc. 
Therefore 1 see по reason to 'get up-tight' about апуопе in а11у 
named activity who happens to Ье а Freemason. (Sir David Price) 

I don't understand why there is such а fuss about Freemasonry. lf 
pcople wish to belong to secret societies, that is their own 
busiпess. (John Whitfield) 

I do поt wish to join Freemasonry and l shall not do so, but I don't 
t1elieve that any special oЫigations should Ье placed uроп those 
persons that do - such as declaring шeшlJership - а11у more than 
such oЬligations should l)e placed uроп those who are members of 
other 'closed' orgaпizations includiпg certain шinority political 
parties. As long as any organization is entirely legal and exists for 
purposes consistent with ош· шiwritten constitution, по special 
requirements are necessary. There is still sоше honour iп puhlic 
life. (An МР who requested anonyшity) 

Some Tories explained why they had never become 
Masons. Two Catholics, Sir Patrick Wall and the now Iate 
Sir John Biggs-Davison, said they were forbidden Ьу the 
Роре from joining. Sir John explained: '1 have по wish to 
enter а secret society contrary to the laws of the Church.' 
J ulian Critchley feels it is 'just not my scene'. Jeremy 
Hanley's father was а Mason but, when he was approached 
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1., 111i11, 'it was not something 1 felt cornmitted to, nor did J 
1l1111k 1 needed such membership as part of ту life'. Не 
1l1111ks there has been corruption in some cases, but 'there 
:~н· inany reasons why blas might Ье present in а decision-
111,1ki11g situation - politics, sexual reasons, family, colour, 
.• lюul, religion etc. - 1 find Freernasonry по more 
1 t11·catening" than any other organization or connection'. 

1 \•cn so, he feels judges should Ье oЬJiged to disclose 
Masonic membership. Sir lan Lloyd said that although he 
l1a1I never been asked, he would object to becoming а 
Мшюn because of 'possiЫe conflicts of interest and loyalty 
111 the puЫic domain'. 

William Powell, а barrister, said he had read The 
llrotherhood Ьу Stephen Knight and felt it exaggerated the 
1 la nger of Freemasonry, although 

1 do not exclude tl1e possiЬility/even probabШty that member­
"11ip has been used to secure influcnce, promotion etc. where it 
"1юuld not have so done. But уо11 must avoid equating Masonry 
1vith sпch abuses. Му own feeling is that it is mostly irrelevant and 
,11metimes ridiculous. You must avoid the temptation of libelling 
11у generalising. I kпow of judges who are Masons. I would take а 
1~1юd deal of convincing that а11у of tl1eш had misused tl1eir 
position through Masonry. 

Three recent government whips were critical of Free-
1nasonry. Richard Ryder feels Masonic membership 
should Ье like Rotary or the Lions: 'I see по reason for 
sccrecy.' The Hon. Archie Hamilton believes 'their claim 
to Ье beneficial to the community. However, secrecy can 
produce paranoia among outsiders and сап Ье counter­
productive .' Не therefore feels that MPs and the puЫic 
servants listed in question 7 should disclose membership. 
So does one high-ranking member of Mrs Thatcher's 198R 
government. In confidence he wrote: 

1 have never Ьееn certain whether to take Freem<1~or11 v 
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seriously or not. On balance 1 think not. То the eкtent that 1 •111 

prepared to take i1 seriously, 1 am not sure that 1 would rep11I 
either its initial purposes or its present-day activities either helplu1 
or constructive, so far as society at large is concemed. 

David Atkinson is sure they are а 'good' organizatinn. 
'but why the need for secrecy? And all the childisl1 
"mumЬo-jumЬo". lt does not belp their cause!' Sir Рц111 
Hawkins and Andrew Bowden Ьoth said they would 0111 

join any organization that will not tell you the rules be/mr 
you join. Dcn Dover was more critical: 'I consider it is n 
disruptive and unproductive movement, exc.ept in fund· 
raising. • Cecil Franks declined to join Ьecause of 'un­
resolved and questionaЫe "secret" influences'. R0Ье11 
Кеу feels it is 'anti-Christian, anti-social' and although il 
does good work, this is 'negated Ьу the furtiveness which 
surrounds it'. Michael Mates feels that it 'divides loyalties' 

Sharper criticism came from Labour MPs. Топу Lloyd 
says: 'At Ьest Freemasonry is childish, at worst а potential 
perverter of decisions.' Michael Martin feels it is а separatc 
religion (despite its denials) and that, in Scottish factorie" 
where he has worked, Masons discriminate in each other·~ 
favour. However, another Scot, Martin O'Neill, says thal 
north of the bordt"r there are rnany working~lass lodges 
without the 'insidious inПuence of the police, legal and 
business lodges found elsewhere'. Не does not Ьelieve MPs 
and puЫic servants should Ье forced to declare member­
ship Ьecause of the 'danger of McCarthyism'. In contrast, 
fonner Horne Secretary Merlyn Rees feels it should Ье 
declared: '1 expect most freemasons are ordinary decent 
chaps, but "it" is so often а means of advancement.' 

Some LaЬour MPs are еvеп more hostile. А Mason once 
told Robln Corbett he should join the Craft Ьe<:ause it 
would help his business. Not surprisingly, CorЬett feels it 
must Ье against the puЫic interest to have this restrictive 
'old pals' league' operating among councillors. judges and 
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p11lit:emen. John Evans says 'all secret societies tcnd 
•••ward corruption, Ьoth of the individual and society'. Ted 
1 ~·adЬitter feels Freemasonry should take every possiЫe 
1111tiative to say 'what it is, what it does, what privileges and 
l11vours memЬership Ьestows. It should Ье open and 
••l·countaЫe.' Hugh MacCartney says: 'There are still too 
11iany people iл infJuential positions who consider it their 
1l111y to protect their own at the expense and to the 
1k1riment of others.' 

Most LaЬour МРs object to Masonry Ьecause they are 
1•pposed to all secretsocieties. Alan MacKaysays it should Ье 
'>ttl}ject to а Freedom of Infonnation Act. Stan Тhome 
'><:nses, 'its tentacles stretch far and wide and who knows just 
where and when, and in what circumstances, they operate?' 
Martin Aannery says il is sexist, racialist and completely 
a111i-democratic: 'It should Ье Шcgal.' Rohert ParryoЬserved 
that: 'Stephen Knight's Ьооk exposed the danger of Free­
шцsonry in а free society. and he may have died through it.' 

All memЬers of Northern Ireland's SDLP and Wales's 
Ploid Cymru want MPs and puЫic servants to declare 
Masonic memЬership. Му sole Scotlish Nationalist 
respondent, Gordon Wilson. stated he was not а Ma.wn. 
Most Liberals are opposed to Freemasonry. but they do not 
support compulsory declarзtion. Michael Meadowcroft, 
who lost his seat in 1987, feels 'insidious secret organiz­
ations are not conducive to а healthy, open, liЬeral society'. 
Не says he greeted an approach 10 join with 'spontaneous, 
wild laughter'. Masonry 'needs to Ье marginalized Ьу 
promoting counter values of openness, visiЫe depend­
abllity and forthrightnes."'', but he is against а legal Ьаn, 
because 'banning one secret society catalyses two more into 
existence'. LiЬeral elder statesman Richard Wainwright 
feels lhat only Ministers of the Crown and those involved in 
the administralion of ;ustice, including JPs, should Ье 
compelled to declare Masonic affiliations. 
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Another non-Mason is Ulster Unionist МР Manyn 
Smyth, Presbyterian Minister and Grand Master of the 
Grand Orange Lodge of Ireland. Despite strong links 
Ьetween the Orange Order and Freemasonry, Revd Smyth 
has profound religious objections to Freemasonry (see 
Chapter 19). Yet he does not Ьelieve Masons in puЫic life 
should Ье forced to disclose memЬership, Ьelieving that 
'general awareness provides а defence against improper 
influence'. 

Of the seven MPs who told me they are Masons, one is an 
Ulster Unionist: Cecil Walker. МР for Belfast North, who 
joined the Craft in 1966. Five more are Conservative: 

Sir WШiam Clark, поw МР for Croydon Soutl1 since 1974, has sat 
in Parliament aJmost uninterrupted since 1959. Bom in 1917, 
he Ьесаmе а Mason in 1948. Не is ап accountant and company 
director. 

Anthony Nelson. МР for Chichester since 1974. А merchanl 
banker, he joined Freemasonry in 1969 at the age of twenty­
oпe. Не was attracted Ьу thc principles of fratemity and the 
charitaЫe activities: 'lt is whollycharitaЫe andcommendaЫe. 
lt is sad that ignorance breeds suspicion among some non­
Maюns.' 

Peter Rost, МР for Erewash since 1983 and for DerЬyshire SE 
197о--83. Вorn in 1930, he Ьесаmе а Mason in 196о оп his 
father-in-law's recommendatioп. An investment adviser, he 
·Ьаs had по personal experience of any financial or other 
Ьenelit, privilege or career promotion through Freemasonry -
опlу social enjoymeпt, like Ьelongiпg to any other club or social 
group with mutual interests. • 

Топу Baldry. МР for Banbury since 1983. Bom in 1950. he is а 
baпister, puЫisher and company director. 'I am not aware of 
anyscintilla of а suggestion 1ha1 MPs who are Freemasons have 
ever acted as such for their own Ьenefit or againsl lhe puЫic 
good. 1 think the burden of proof falls оп others to show why 
the groups you lis1 in para. 7 should disclose memЬership of 
Freemasonry. 1 am unaware of any suggestion that any judge 
has ever used his memЬenhip of Freemasonry contrary 10 the 
puЫic good.' 
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·~ъе last self-declared Tory Mason also told me he had 
w11hdrawn from the order: Sir Anthony Kershaw, МР for 
\troud from 1955 until 1987. Не was recruited at Oxford 
t l11iversity in the 193os Ьу his tutor. Не says he left the 
t 'raft at no particular time, so preswnably he just faded 
l111nself out. Не still respects it as •а charitaЫe and business 
·•~snciation, like Rotary'. 

The only other 'brother' to reply is also the only one 
l111stile to the fratemity: Stephen Ross, LiЬeral МР for the 
lsle of Wight from 1974 until he retired in 1987. Не joined 
Masonry in 1959 but resigned after twelve months Ьecause 
lн: "found the cerernonics and general structure unnatural 
апd hypocritical'. 

Of Mrs Тhatcher's 1988 Cablnet only Kenneth Clarke 
and John Major cornpleted the questionnaire. Neither is а 
Mason. Major (who was not in the Cablnetwhen l wrote to 
l1im) stated that all MPs and puЫic servants listed in my 
(1uestion 7 should Ье oЫiged to disclose Masonic memЬer­
~hip. Nigel Lawron, Douglas Hurd and Malcolm Rifkind 
did not complete the form but volunteered they are not 'on 
1he square·. 

Secretary of the Environment Nicholas Ridley said he 
was ·not prepared to answer my questions'. Perhaps this 
has something 10 do with the fact that his elder brother, the 
4th Viscount Ridley. is а leading Freemason. Their 
ancestor, the first Viscount, was Grand Master of North­
umЬerland for eighteen years. ln April 11)88 Nicholas 
Ridley's Ministry introduced а strict legal Ьаn on local 
authorities imposing their own bans on doing business with 
companies which have Masonic oonnections. 3 

Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe told me he does 
not answer questionnaires, but а further ten Cablnet 
memЬers did not reply: Kenneth Baker. Paul Channon. 
Norman Fowler. Тот Кing, John MacGregor, John 



582 Masonic Activities 

Moore, Cecil Parkinson, John Wakeham, Peter Walkc1 
and George Younger. 

Overall, the responses show that Freemвsonry causc• 
anxiety among а large proportion of МРs. Му 'sample' w~ 
only 38 percent of all male memЬers, bul most profession1tl 
opinion pollsters would Ье overjoyed with so large п 
'sample'. It must Ье signiticant that 6о per cent of thr 
respondents Ьelieve that key puЫic servants should 1:1..· 
oЫiged to disclose Masonic memЬership and 58.9 per сеп1 
Ьelieve MPs should do the same. This majority reflec1, 
almost universal disquiet aЬout Freemasonry amon11. 
LaЬour MPs, but the Parliamentary balance is tippc~I 
Ьecause 23 per cent of Conservatives have sim.ilar fears. 

Such concem has never Ьееn repor1ed Ьу Britain\ 
Parliamentary press. lts silence may have something to dt1 
with the fact that а secoпd lodge operates in the Palacc of 
Westminster. lЬ.iny-eight years Ьefore MPs had their owi1 

New Welcome Lodge, tbe press lobby had set up the Gallery 
Lodge (по. 1gz8). Its most eminent memЬer was Sir Alfred 
Robblns who, as President of the Вoard of General Pu~~ 
1913-31, was Freemasonry's 'Prime Minister'. Не had Ьесn 
initiated in the Gallery in 1888 when he had just Ьесоm1.: 
London coпespondent for the Birminghлm Daily Post. Нс 
Ьесаmе its Master in 11)01, but remained а memЬer of thc 
Westminster press ga]lery until 1923. 
Оп Robblns's retirement that year, the 'nearly' Primc 

Minister Austen ChamЬerlain told the Birmingham Post 
their correspondent had 'enjoyed iп а quite unusual degrec 
the friendship and confidence of mеп of all political parties, 
and has shared more secrets than fall to the lot of most men. 
And in forty years of joumalism he has never broken а 
confidence, written an unfair sentence, or made а personal 
епеmу.' From this Sir Alfred sounds lik.e а perfect Mason, 
but such comptiments from а top politician makes one 
wonder whether he сап have Ьееn а perfect joumaiist! 
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l11c Craft's role in British journalism is nol explored in 
1111, hook because l have little information aЬout it. Some 
'''l'°rters have told me that when they started their careers 
'"1 !<;mall-town newspapers they sооп discovered their 
, .11111rs were Masons. These men were so stitched in with 
1111· local Masonic estaЫishment that по comments hostile 
'" 1he Cro1ft, or even court reports aЬout the crimes of 
1111lividual Masons, were ever puЫished. This kind of claim 
1п1uires а higher level of proof than my sources have Ьееn 
•111/1: to supply. Similarly, 1 have по evidence to suppon 
, 1.11ms that memЬers of the Gallery Lodge have done 
н·porting favours for their Masoпic brothers in the House 
"1 Commons. 

lf they ever have, it would Ье almost impossiЫe to prove 
,111:h favours had anything to do with Freemasonry. The 
··111ire lobby system- ofunattributaЫe leaks, unreportaЫe 
l11icfings апd ministerial whispers - is so corrosive апd 
olamaging to open govemment that it does not need 
l·rt·cmasonry to corrupt it. lt is corrupt Ьу definition. MPs 
.шJ hacks hover round each other so incestuously - each 
o:raving the other's favours- that а degenerate suЬ..Masonic 
1·11lture permcate."> their entire dealings. This рrоЬаЫу 
outweighs any mutual aid which may Ье practised Ьу MPs 
апd joumaLists who happen to Ье mernЬers of the Crah. 

1 have still not answered а fundamentitl question: is 
1-'rcemasonry today the very Tory Party in Aprons which 
1hc New Welcome Lodge was founded to prevent? ls the 
Crah's active political memЬership now so one·sidedly 
Conservative that all its protestations of political non-
1nvolvement are self-delusion? 

Ofthiny-six Masons whom 1 have identitied in the House 
of Lords, twenty·three are Conservatives, eight are 
'lndepeпdents' (which usually means unaffiliated Tories), 
1wo are Social Democrats, one is LaЬour, one LiЬeral and 
one undeclared. In the House of Commons there are tive 
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self-declared Masons: four Conservative and опе Ulsl('r 
Unionist. As only 116maleToriesout of 379 (30.6 percenl) 
answered my questionnaire there are рrоЬаЫу anothrr 
dozen Masons on the Tory benches. One is certainly Dav11I 
SumЬerg, МР for Bury South, а past Master of Smith-Chil1I 
Lodge (по. 2Щ) in Stoke-on-Trent; another was Stefн11 
Terlecki, МР for Cardiff West 1983--?, who belongs 111 

Dinas Llandaf Lodge (по. 8512). Yet another is Gar~ 
Waller, МР for Keighley, who was initiated in Brighousc\ 
Clifton Lodge (по. 7112). There must also Ье а few cloм:I 
Masons in the Parliamentary Labour Party, but as 1111 
LaЬour MPs who did reply (47-4 per cent of the entire PLPI 
volunteered they are not 'оп the square', it seems the Cr.tfl 
is even more 'Tory' oow than it was in the 192os. 
А party is not just its MPs, of course, but а ma1'.\ 

movement throughout the land. Freemasonry may still h,· 
strong in some local Labour partics, trade unions and tl1c 
Co-operative movement (see Chapter 26). lndeed, recc111 
attempts Ьу the Scottish Со-ор to force disclosure (11 
Masonic memЬership were Ыocked Ьу the movement \ 
own Masons. Even so, Labour's Masonic element j, 

minuscule compared to the Tories'. 
Тhе current chairman of English Freemasonry's financ<" 

committee is Sir Peter Lane. Не was formerly Chairman ul 
the National Union of Conservative Associations and •~ 
now its vice-president. Earlier Masonic NUCA chairme11 
have included the late Sir Herbert Redfearn (а prominenl 
West Yorkshire Tory) and Sir Edward Brown. Tory 
politics in cities such as Leeds and Westminster, and 
counties including Cheshire, Worcestershire and Essex, 
have all Ьееn dominated Ьу local brethren. Grand Lodgt' 
may argue that the party activities of individual Masom 
have nothing to do with their 'Masonics', and that any 
Masons who discuss politics in the lodge are breaching 
Masonic law. However, the prevailing Tory ethos of thc 
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Craft today сап only lay it open to attack from other 
parties: not just ridicule оп the hustings but legislative 
onslaught from Parliament itself. For my part, 1 think 
legislation concerning Freemasonry is not only likely in the 
11ext decade, but also necessary, though not for political 
reasons. In the conclusion to this book 1 make а few 
suggestions. 
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35 
Plain Tales of the Lodge 

111 February 1985 а Freemason wrote to Stephen Knight 
l;1menting the decline of his lodge. Не offered to reveal 
111ore, but Stephen was so Ш that they never met. In 19861 
1vrote to the man and explained my interest. We met at а 
pt1b where he talked of his disillusion. His story was 
1юtrageous but he produced authentic Masonic papers 
1:011firming much of what he said. 1 then gathercd evidence 
lroш non-Masonic sources which corroborated his claims 
and convinccd me his other tales werc true. The material is 
'о strong that if 1 named the 'villains' they would not sue for 
libel but, to avoid reprisals, my informant wishes to remain 
anonymous. Тhis means l cannot паше the men who might 
~trike back or the lodge to which they Ьelong. 1 shall call the 
шаn 'George' and say he is а retired sales representative 
living in the north of the country. Тhis is l1is story. 

1 beca1ne а Freemason in the late 195os, and was installed as 
Master lifteen years latcr. Ours was an old boys' lodge -wc had all 
been to the same graП1mar school - bt1t there came а time when we 
weren't аЫе to recruit enougl1 genuine old boys. After а lot of 
agonizing we tl1rew the memЬership орел. This was the bcginning 
ofthe end. l'm not а snob- ours wasn't а school you could Ье very 
snobby about. It's just that we по longer had а way of measuring 
thc candidates or any solid excuse for keeping people out. 

First, 1'11 give you an example of the kind of person who didn't 
want to join. Onc of our Past Masters was а prominent Joca\ 
undertaker. Не took his son into the busincss and he desperately 
wanted him in Freemasonry too. Тhе son would have none of it. 
No matter what pressure his father applied, he refused to join. 
Thi!; so upset the father that he fired him from the family firm. Тhе 
Ьоу wasn 't going to stand for this. Не fought the dismis.~I in 
various court case!;, but he lost every time. Of course. the 011с: 
thing he couldn't mention was Freemasonry. Не had no wuy nf 
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rroving this was the real reason why his dad had sacked him. 
Anyway, the court officials might have Ьееп Masons themselves. 
lt would have killed his claim stone dead. Masons, of course, arc: 
told that their own families should come first! 

1 have to admit that, although the father had Ьееn to the same 
school as myself. he was а rogue: an 'ambulance chaser'. Не had а 
deal going with а policeman who was also а member of our lodge. 
This copper worked as а Coroner's officer, and whenever 
someone died and needed а decent burial, he would call up our 
brother-Mason in the funeral parlour. The undertaker would then 
rush round to the mortuary or the home of the grieving family 3J1(J 

Boaz!: he had another funeral to arrange. Death is Ыg business, ol 
coursc, so he could afford to give the Coroncr's officer ,(50 for 
every corpse. lt was all done 'оп the square'. 

Eventually someone found out aЬout this arrangement ашl 
reported the policeman to his chief. Our man was suddenly 
transferred to outdoor РС Plod duties. His eamings plunged 
Ьecause he по longer had any bodies to ·se11·. One night in our 
lodge bar hc was talking with our worshipf11I brother, thc 
11ndertaker. The ncxt we knew, he had left the police and wa'i 
working for our colleague as а pall-Ьearer. 

1 never found Freemasonry any help in my business, but 1 think 
it's fair to say that three-quarters of pcoplc use it as а way of 
developing lшsirte~~ or getting оп. lt'~ аl:ю <1 ЬО(IП whcn you'rc 
retired, especially if you move to soщcwherc Jike Devon wherc 
otherwise people won't talk to you fш ycars. 

lt also brings unexpected benefits, as 1 discovercd when visiting 
а friend's lodge. We were having dinner at the festive board when 
thc chicf Customs officer at the loca\ airport stood up a11d made а 
speech. Не said: 'Now you all know me. lf any of you have trouЫe 
with any of my lads, just call for me and 1'11 sort it out.' 1 was 
astonished. l thought Customs men weren't corrupt. МауЬе he 
didn ·1 mean he wou\d tum а Ыind еуе to smuggling, but it still 
sounded like an offer to interfere with the course of justice. 

I wa.o; appalled at the hypocrisy of Freemasonry. lt claims to 
welcome men of all races. colours and creeds, yet whenever 
someone in our lodge suggested asking а West lndian or а 
Pakistani if they'd like to join, the majority would retort: 'He's 
Ыасk, isn't he? Oh we can't have anyone like that!' Therc are а 
few Ыacks in Freemasonry in England, but they tend to join 
'ghetto' Jodges where practically everyone is non-white. So much 
for Brotherly Love. 
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There are two other prime Masonic virtues, Relief and Tn11t1, 
t'ut Relief - .or Charity - isn't our strong point either. AI our 
Masonic HaJI some years ago а man was going through hi!I 
initiation ceremony when he had а heart attack and died. Som~ 
weeks later his widow asked if the lodge could assist her 
financially, as she had heard Freemasonry was а charitaЫe 
щganization. She was astonished to receive а reply saying she 
wasn 't entitled to any charity, Ьecause her husband had collapsed 
/Jef ore taking the OЬligation so he had never Ьесоmе а 
Freemason. 

Such heartlessness contrasts with an astonishing laxity over the 
criminality of brother Masons. You рrоЬаЫу know what а Tyler 
is. He's the guard who sits outside the lodge room while the ritual 
is in progress to stop strangers from getting in and seeing what 
goes on. Most Tylers serve а numЬer of lodges. They're usually 
poorly off, so !12 а meeting and а meal is quite а good deal for 
them. Well, one night our Tyler was caught 'importuning' at the 
local puЫic toilet. lt was one of those underground toilels, and lhe 
'gay' proЬlem got so bad that they had to shut it down and cement 
it over. Our Tyler was convicted and sent to prison for two years, 
but he was never expelled from Freemasonry. 

Our lodge policeman (the same one who Jater Ьесаmе lhe pall­
bearer) used to check to see if апу wou\d-Ьe memЬers had 
criminal records. AЬout ten years ago it was made а crime for 
policemen to check criminal records on police computers for 
private purposes. Doing а check оп behalf of the lodge obviously 
had по official justification, but nothing would ever happen to а 
copper who does this, 1,ecause in this country Freemasonry and 
the police are so intertwined. 

This officer came up trumps опе day when the memЬership 
committee considered the application of а local doctor. Apparently 
the man had gone on holiday and given а friend permission to use his 
front garden and driveway to repair second-hand cars. You сап 
imagine what it was like for the house-proud residents of а leafy 
suburban avenue to have their high summer tranquillity ruined Ьу а 
lot of paint-bumers, spr.i.y-guns, discarded tyres, Ыaring radios and 
foul-mouthed mechanics. Even worse, the cars tumed out to Ьс 
stolen! 

The neighЬours took legal action. Our copper told us that thc 
doctor would soon Ье up in coun and there would рrоЬаЫу t'lt." 
some bad puЫicity in the local newspapers. Several memhc:,.,. c1I 
the committee, including myself, felt this doctor wa.'il\'t u m11n we 
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wanted in the lodge, but at this stage nothing had Ьееn proved 
against him. 

Every candidate to join а lodge must have two backers: а 
proposer and а seconder. They may take it as а personal insult if 
their candidate is rejected. In this case the proposer wrong-footed 
us Ьу aпanging for the doctor to Ье balloted for and initiated on 
the same night. This meant tbat even as we were deciding wbether 
to let him in, he was outside expecting to Ье admitted. The ballot 
is secret. Every lodge memЬer is handed а white ball which he may 
discreetly drop in either tbe 'Уеа' or 'Nay' drawer within а ballot 
Ьох. If the 'Nay' drawer is found to contain more than one ball, а 
candidate is automatically Ьапеd. Well, this doctor was 'Ьlack­
balled' Ьу seven memЬers. His proposer went crazy. Не threat­
ened that Ье and his Ыооd brother would walk out of the lodge 
that night, otherwise he could never /ook the doctor in the face 
again. Не demanded another vote, but this time round there were 
still five balls in the 'Nay' drawer. At this point all visitors [Masons 
from otl1er lodges] were asked to leave. 

The proposer was now homicidal and repeated his threat. 
Seeing he was determined to have his way, but wishing to save the 
lodge, five of the originat Ыackbatlers promptly resigned. The 
other two- including myself- refused to vote. Оп the ncxt round: 
Surprise! Surprise! There were no 'Nay' balls. The doctor was 
adшitted апd duly iпitiated. А fcw dC1ys later his case came up, he 
was convicted and given а conditional discharge. That fact would 
have been enough for the coщmittee to have stopped his name 
being put to the vote, but of course it wasn 't availaЫe to us at the 
time. We realized this was the reason why thc whole process had 
Ьееп rushc(J thro\lgh in just 011е evening. What а poor show! 

I soon resigned, but was then the victim of an extraordinary 
freezir1g-out process. Men I l1ad k110wn for decades, at school and 
in Freemasonry, would cut me dead. l was 'sent to Coventry'. 1 
became а non-person. lt spilled over on to my wifc. She found that 
other Masons' wives whom she had met at ladies' nights and other 
social occasions for twenty years would stare right through her or 
cross the road to avoid contact. Rather tha11 punisl1 the proposer 
for his monstrous manipulation, vote-rigging and histrionics, the 
brethren had closed ranks and ostracized their former colleagues 
wl10 had tried to maintain Masonic standards. No douЫ they had 
\'owed to cast me in the role of а 'wilfully perjured individual, 
dcvoid of all moral worth, and totally unfit to Ье received into this 
worshipful Lodge', as it says in the first degree. Of course, l hadn't 
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l1ctrayed any Masonicsecret but 1 had dared to stand up to а bully. 
1 ч1рроsе 1 should Ье thankful I wasn't found swinging undcr 
Вlackfriars Bridge. 

You may think all this fuss over repairing а few stolen cars in е1 
11:~idential street is too 'petty bourgeois' for belief, but this doctor 
wa~ dangerous. Не used to treat private patients for oЬesity, but 
was later struck off Ьу the General Medical Council for giving 
1J1cm the wrong drugs. They say you сап never get а doctor struck 
11ff unless another doctor testifies against him. which means 
almost never. ln this case other doctors did give evidence, so he 
111ust have Ьееn doing something pretty bad. 

1 checked with the GMC. which kindly sent me its 
Professional Conduct Comtnittee 's judgement оп the man. 
This confirmed George's story. Indeed. the full truth was 
far worse. The doctor had been found guilty of giving 
patients amphetamine. thyroid extract and other drugs 
repeatedly and over long periods, without properly 
examining them, without checking their medical history 
and without consulting their general practitioners. Не 
never told the GPs what drugs he had g;ven the patients or 
in what dosages. 

The facts in а second charge wcre 'not provcd': that he 
l1ad issued medical certificates to а woman st<tting she was 
suffering from glandular fever, 'whereas you should have 
known that it was more рrоЬаЫе ... she was suffering 
from the adverse effects of drugs supplied L1y you'. Не told 
the woman 's GP he hadn 't seen her for three months when 
he had given her drugs only two weeks before. The 
committee was ·appalled'. found the doctor guilty of 
serious professional misconduct and. after ап unsuccessful 
appeal, erased him from the GMC Register. What impact 
did this grubby affair havc on the lodge? George mudc: 
further inquiries. 

ln fairness to thc: doctor, 1 must say he immediately orft:10:1l 111 
resign but the secretary told him that, ifhe went on tlн: 1111n·1l11111111 



Masonic Trouhles 

li~t and laid low for а while, the cloud would soon blow over. Тhis 
way he would not have to quit. The brethren displayed this spirit 
of ·forgiveness' only Ьecause the lodge had lost so many memЬers 
in lhe row over his admission that they couldn 't afford to lose any 
more. They needed his fees! 
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Falling Masonry 

·о~ of the greatest projects that Freemasonry in the United 
Кingdom has seen.' 

·111us spake the chairman of the Central London Masonic 
Centre in 1978, the year the brotherhood Ьought Clerken­
well's eighteenth-century courthouse and Ьegan its trans­
formation into а Masonic shrine. То men who claim 
descent from England's cathedral-builders it seemed only 
fitting to buy а Ьeautiful but run-down pile in the heart of 
London and make it good again. Ву the 197os it was also an 
economic necessity. Many London lodges were alarrned at 
the increasing cost of meeting and cating оп noп-Masonic 
premises: in banqueting rooms, hotels and pubs. Тherc was 
по more room at Freemasons' H<tll, so when the court­
house came up for sale it seemed an ideal place to conduct 
both ritual and recreation. 
Тhе building was bought for {500,<Хю. lt was estimated 

that а further f500,ooo would Ье needed for refurЬishment 
and fittings. The money would Ье raised Ьу 300 lodges each 
putting up an unsecured investment or 'debenture' of 
{3,000, which would leave f100,ooo in the kitty as working 
capital. Things did not work out this way. Ву June 198о 
only 225 lodges were using the centre, and they were 
!91,000 behind оп contributions. This would not have 
mattered if reconstruction had cost no more than !500,000, 
but it cost more than twice as much, and interest was still 
accruing. The builders were owed f..777,000 and the bank 
!140,000. There was по way of paying them off, so each 
lodge had to kiss !3,000 goodbye. They were not plensc(I, 
so they set up а deЬenture holders' committee to 'invcsti· 
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gate certain complaints and alleged irregularities'. Their 
rcport was devastating. 1 

We have Ьееn informed that no professional building survey 
was carried out prior to the purchasing of the freehold. Structural 
proЫems were discovered ... Ьу the builders, whose estimatec.J 
figure was .(640,000 but which had Ьееn consideraЫy increased 10 

over !1 million. 

There was no written contract for the job. The projecl 
manager was given по terms of responsiЬility and no limit!t 
of discretion. As а 'listed building' the courthouse was 
entitled to а puЬlic grant worth up to half the cost of 
reconstruction. No corrcct application was made so no 
grant was given. The directors then hoped to save thc: 
project Ьу raising а !500,000 \oan against the building's 
increased va\ue. 

At the beginning of this vent\1re we wc:re told that the building 
had val11e in ехсе5!1 of f1 million. The recent valuation puts а value 
of !500,000 ... This naturally had an effect on the Directors· 
plans. 2 

No doubt it did. Having spent а mi\lon pounds, they were 
told the place was worth по more than they had originally 
paid for it Ьecause of 'its very specialized use·. There is no 
market for second-hand Masonic temples! Meantime the 
centre lost !93,000 in one year's trading, including 'а very 
large loss' оп catering. The restaurant had to Ье closed and 
outside caterers brought in, yet the brethren continued to 
moan about the food and ttie price of drinks. Overall, 
reported the committee, 'administration is obviously lack­
ing'. The centre could Ье kept going only if lodges handed 
over even more money. 

lt slюuld Ье noted that the original idea of the centre was well­
conceived, but was under-capitalized and operated Ьу enthusi-
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~'•ic amateurs ... lt should have been obvious а scheme of this 
111agnitude must of necessity Ье operated as а strict business 
нreration. and Masons must not expect to get 'Masonry оп the 
.-l1cap'. 

А desperate package was devised. In return for the lost 
(3,000 each lodge would get one !1 company share, _and 
would рау а f.1 ,ООО levy. А further !350.000 would Ье raised 
l1y issuing !25 Ьonds to lodge memЬers. Meantime the 
l1uilders agreed to accept !500,000 Ьу March 1g81, wait 
!hree years for the rest, and charge по more interest. The 
package worked. Most debts have now been paid and the 
centre trades at а profit. Four hundred lodges and chapters 
шееt there and brethren no longer complain aЬout the 
food. One question remains. How could а fraternity whose 
name, symЬols and rituals honour the finest traditions of 
the master builder losc so much money оп one construction 
job? 

Financial mismanagement is one of Masonry's chronic 
proЫems, e~pecially at lodge level where amateurism and 
incompetencc often go hand-in-hand. In 1986 one treas­
urer madc this appeal to the members of his lodge: 

V Dear Bro .. 
1 took ovcr the treasurership in June. and having studied the 
Ьooks, 1 am appalled. There are no entries in either the cash book 
or ledger since 1983. All records since then are on sheets of paper, 
often undated, and only occasionally шatch the amount banked. 
No accounts were presented for 1984185 and the 1985/86duesslips 
were not sent out at all. As а result the Lodge has debts of 450. 
Please рау your own dues as soon as possiЬle. 

This lodge's proЫems seem to have Ьееn caused Ьу 
laziness, but sometimes the trouЫe is more serious. From 
1<}6о to 1988 only twelve Masons were expelled from thc 
Craft Ьу the Grand Lodge of England. 3 Two had commit­
ted Masonic disciplinary offences: 
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1961 - W Bro. S. of Transvaal, South Africa. Joined а qua~i­
Masonic order and refused to resign. 

1964 - Bro. L. of West Lancashire. А Fellow Craft (secon.J 
degree) Mason attended meetings in the third degree. 

Three others had stolen Masonic funds: 

11)79 ·· Bro. G. of Natal. South Africa. Treasurer, misappю 
priated lodge funds and committed forgery. 

1988 - W Bro. М. of Cheshire. Misappropriated funds from thc 
Gorsey Нау Masonic hostel. 

1()SН-А brother in Nigeria. Misappropriated lodge funds. 

If this were Freemasonry's full 'criminal record' sincc 
196о, it would Ье remarkaЫy good for а movement whicl1 
claims between 250,000 and 500,000 members. Yet it seem~ 
nюst Masons caught with their hands in the f ratemal till 
resign before anyone complains to Grand Lodge. Othe..,. 
are 'excluded' Ьу their lodge and do 110t appeal, in whicl1 
case Grand Lodge does not feel oЫiged to 'expel' them. 
Most crimes do not resнlt in expulsions. For instancc. попе 
followed the 1987 conviction of two Sussex Masons for 
illegally selling alcohol at Crawley Masonic Hall. Thc 
licence for the hall, where four lodges meet, permitted 
drink to Ье sold only to Masons, but for eighteen months 
non-Masons boozed away. One defendant, Paul AbЬott, 
was а Past Master of Worth Lodge (по. 7496). Не claimed 
the entire l1all committee knew what was going оп. Even 
after the police raid (led Ьу the hall secretary), one 
committee member used it for his own wedding reception. 
Many non-Masons, including the Ыes.'led bride, downed 
champagne with no thought for the law. Abbott and his 
co-defendant John Byrd claimed they were victims of an 
internal Masonic feud. 

Far worse offences occurred at Gillingham Masonic Club 
in Kent. From 1984 to 1986 treasurer Bernard Morris stole 
f21,0<ю Ьу forging signatures оп club cheques. ln 1988 he 
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was sent to prison for two years, but Ыаmе must fall оп thc 
Masons who had given him the job. Morris had once been а 
pillar of society, а Justice of the Реасе, but in 1984 he was 
given а two-year suspended sentence оп sixteen counts of 
1hcft from а building society. ln 1985 he was bankrupted 
with debts of !198,000. Нis brother Masons may have 
lhought they were doing him а favour Ьу paying him !1,000 
а year to look after the club accounts, but they were putting 
l1im in а position where he faced irresistiЫe temptation. 

Masons are reluctant to unleash the full force of law 
<tgainst an offending brother. Their dilemma is clear from а 
letter which 1 received from the son of the late Sir George 
Evetts, Master of Ewell Lodge (no. 1851) some fifty years 
ago. 

ln 1932 1 persuadcd my father to buy me а motor-cycle. Не 
quibЫed for days as to paying i35 instead of i30 which he 
considered ample, and kept on lecturing me 'on the value of 
money'. Eventually he gave in and 1 thanked him. The sequel 
came in 1941 when 1 was servir1g as а11 officer in the RNVR. 

One Saturday aftemoon Fatl1er was driving with Mother to 
Croydon for а very important Lodge meeting. On the outskirts of 
the town the bombs began to fall and she begged him to abandon 
the trip. Не refused and stated the meeting was very important 
and he musl attend. When 1 came homc оп lcave in 1942 Mother 
told me of this incident and said, 

'The Ыesscd Masons are more important than any of us. 1 will 
now tell you that ten years ago, three weeks after Father argued 
aЬout an extra i5 for your motor-bike, the lelephone rang. lt was 
the Master of the Lodge telling Fathcr that the Treasurer had left 
his wife and taken the Lodge 's funds of ! 1 .300- plus а lady friend ! 
F ather offered Ьetwecn i6oo and !8оо as his share towards making 
up the loss. 1 told him he should not give his hard-eamed money to 
protect а rogue. His reply wa.'> to sulk in hisstudy andsay, "You dn 
not understand. As а well-to-do brother. I am honour-Ьound to 
replace so much. so that we do not prosecute." · 

Keeping the brotherhood out of court is still а Ma\<mit· 
virtue. ln 19861 met а mап who had hinted in а lettcr at щl1I 
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cvents iл his оwл Masonicexperience. Не was а bachelor, u 
former army officer, living in а delightful English holiday 
spot. After talking to him оп the telephone, 1 expected to 
meet а well·to-do Colonel Blimp in his sixties, basking in 
comfortaЫe retirement. When 1 arrived at his home 1 
round а broken man in а 1iny fJat оп а vandaliz.ed council 
estate. We talked aЬout his ramily, his distinguished war 
record, his long service as а JP, and the fine seaside hotel hc 
had owned and run until 1m. Naturally 1 wanted to know 
what had brought him to this sorry pass. Jл cxplaining, he 
:->aid he did nol mi11d me telling his story in this Ьооk but he 
asked me to change his name. 1 therefore call him 'Edgar'. 

About нп2 Edgar was slandered Ьу two brotbers at а 
Masonic function in а prestigious Jocal yacht club. Тhеу 
had told two othcr Masons and n woman neighbour who 
was а guest, that he was grossly neglecting his widowed 
mother, and that he owed them !10,000 but wasclaiming he 
could not рау it back Ьecause he had cancer. None of this 
wa:i; true but. as three witnes.~s had told him of rhese 
reшarks, Edgar felt he must sue for slander. Не instructed 
his solicitor to issue а writ. However, the solicitor was ал 
ardent Mason in Ьoth CraH and Rbyal Arch. 

Some weeks later ал clderly man came into Edgar's hotel 
and asked to see him. Не introduced himself as Major· 
General Allan Adair, but his full title \.\'ЗS Sir Allan Adair 
GCVO, св. DSO, мс, DL, JP. Sir Allan (who died in 1988) was 
not only а distinguished retired soldier and а war hero, but 
at this time he was also deputy Grand Master of United 
Grand Lodge: the third highest Mason in England. Не 
engaged Edgar iл conversation and then broached the 
subject of the forthcoming court case. Edgar was aston­
ished that he knew anything about it, but Adair ~xplained 
that Edgar's solicitor had told him. Edgar wasshocked, for 
this meant his solicitor had committed а gross breach of 
conбdencc. Adair did not seem to Ье concerned aЬout lhat. 
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11111 he pleaded with Edgar to drop the case Ьecause it 
"'·1шld 'bring Freemasonry into disrepute'. 

Adair asked Edgar how тапу people would Ьelieve what 
1!1t: two men had said. 'NoЬody who knows me,' Edgar 
н·p1icd. 'Тhen forget it,' suggested Adair. Edgar retoned 
1l1at Freemasonry had already Ьееn brought into disrepute 
11~· тhе admission of his two slanderers. Ьoth of whom were 
mnvicts. Не knew this Ьecause he was chairman of а 
111:arby prison visi1ors' board. Prison sources had revealed 
tlшt the pair were among five loca\ villains with long 
1.:i:ords who were all Masons. Edgar was shocked. Не 
k11ew several of them had sought i11itiation in local lodges 
lщ had Ьесn Ыackballed. 
Не made further inquiries and found out thcy had all 

\l!Caked into the Crafl Ьу Ьoardinga fепу from Weymoulh 
to France, where they werc rushed through all three degree 
rituals in one weekend. Т11еу had Ьесоmе 'bucket-shop' 
M<1sons in а lodge of the Grand Loge Natioпale Frani;aise. 
\\·hich is rccognized hy the Gra11d Lodge of England. At 
ihis time аnуопе cou\d do this if hc knew а friendly Mason 
with French connections апd was prepared to рау for his 
1шvcl. The deal co:ot aruund !ню. Back iп England these 
new ·мaster Masons· could attend апу loc<:il lodgc as а 
guesl and Jatcr as joining members in their own right. 

When Edgar recounled this seedy saga, he says Adair 
1old him that Grand Lodge knew whal was going оп in 
France but could do nothing about it. Eventually Edgar 
agreed to drop lhe slandcr actioп, largely Ьecause he had 
Ьееn а career soldier like Adair. The Major-General (а 
Grenadier Guardsmaп. оп and off. for nearly sixty years) 
had pulled rank оп Edgar - emotionally at least. 
Haviпgheard this extraordinary butcrediЫe tale, 1 wasslill 

no wiser as to why Edgar was now destitutc and stuck in 1hi!o 
council flat. That too was due to the intervcпtion of hi~ 
brother Маsоп, the solicitor. In 1977 Edgar had sold hi~ hott·I 
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for f.70,000, intending to live off the income and renl 11 

spacious flat. For а few years things went well, until hi• 
solicitor introduced him to another Mason, а smooth· 
talking charmer who worked in the City of London. Hr 
offered to invest Edgar's f.70,000, an offer which the obl 
soldier assumed was honouraЫe. Alas, the City slicker wa~ 
а swindler. Не stole Edgar's money (and many otbc1 
people's), Oed the country and now lives in style on Spain\ 
Costa del Crime. Edgar was ruined. Не moved out of h•~ 
rented flat and threw himself on the mercy of the State. 
Ву the time 1 had heard this awful story, 1 was Ьeguilccl 

Ьу the victim and very angry on his Ьehalf. 1 offered 111 

pursue the fraudster and invoke the power of the pre.~ 
(such as it is) to bring him to justice. Edgar might even gct 
some money back. Yet Edgar did not want to саuм· 
trouЫe. Legal counsel in London had advised there woubl 
Ье more chance of getting the money back if there was по 
puЫicity. Тhis seemed to me а ludicrous proposition but 
the soldier would not Ье moved. Not long ago Edgar sent 
те а letter. 

Only one piece of bad news: I wil\ never see any of my money 
again and as far as 1 am concerned it is now а dead letter. Now thc 
good news. An old triend made overtures to а retired office~· 
organization оп my behalf. 1 was immediately offered help whicl1 
leaves me with no financial worries АТ ALL. 1 am not now one of thc: 
filthy rich, but а modest outlook is ensured. I am even promised а 
place in an officers' retirement home. 1 have Ьееп to see it and it 
really does resemЬle а top flight London club, set in gloriouir. 
countryside. 

Even the Freemasons seem to Ье chipping in with some 
financial help. 1 have always been, and remain, а fairly staunch 
Mason, which does not prevent me from recognizing and deplor­
ing abuse where it occurs. The stories 1 told you are true and 
accurate, but they could happen anywhere. Every organization 1 
have been connected with - Masonry, Rotary. the Magistracy -
has had its sins and omissions ever since time 'immoral'! Вest 
wishes, Edgar. 
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А less forgiving view is taken Ьу another Mason JP who 
1·laims that in the late 197os !35 ,ООО а year was evaporating 
within Leicester's Freemasons' Hall. In 1978 David Morris 
of St Martin's Lodge (no. 3431) noticed some brethren bad 
"1opped attending Ьecause of the soaring price of meals. Не 
checked the hall's accounts and deduced that ingredients 
wcre costed at 69 per cent of each meal's total price: when 
hretbren paid 4.90 for а meal, they were Ьeing charged 
L3.38 for the ingredients. When Morris bought the sarne 
i11gredients in local shops theycame to only f1 .20 а portion, 
-;о he realized that each diner was being overcharged Ьу 
L2.18. At that time the hall was serving 22,000 meals а year, 
-;о up to 47.о<>О was disappearing. It was certainly not 
rcappearing as а surplus in the Hall accounts, for in 1977-8 
·catering' made а profit of only !1 ,330. 

Morris consulted colleagues and then raised his findings 
with the hall chairman, Tom Stops (Leicestershire's deputy 
Grand Master). Не asked Morris to write а detailed letter, 
which Stops promptly gave to the hall treasurer, Geoffrey 
.Jackson. Morris was appalled: Ьу a\ertingJackson so early, 
Stops made an effective inquiry very difficult. Jackson was 
naturally perturbed, for Morris's figures implied someone 
had their hands in the Masonic till. Не was rattled Ьу one 
Morris phrase: 'serious implications'. As Jackson had 
signed the cheques to рау for all food ordered Ьу the chef, 
did Morris mean he was seriously implicated? Jackson 
rebuked Morris for going behind his back. Не said his 
accounts were in order and had Ьееn approved Ьу intemal 
Masonic auditors. 

Morris was а Mason of only ten years' standing, а mere 
assistant lodge secretary, but in the 'profane' world he was 
а Bachelor of Science and а chartered surveyor, much ()f 
whose work was estimating the true cost of materials. l-li~ 

anxieties were shared Ьу an accountant named Bagslшw. 
Together they sought а convincing explanation fron1 1!1t· 
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hull committee. lt gave them none, approved the suspecl 
accounts and demanded that any future complaints should 
Ье raised not Ьу Morris but Ьу senior lodge officials. 

Ignoring Masonic lines of command, Moпis increased 
the pressure. Не consulted two brother Masons who 
Jectured in catering at а local college. They calculated the 
disputed meal's ingredients cost !1.69 а head. This wa~ 
more than Moпis's !1.10, but enough to indicate а yearly 
discrepancy of f.37 ,000. WЬen Treasurer Jackson disgorged 
his figures, even these showed !10,000 was disappearing 
After one year's pressure Morris and Bagshaw me1 
Leicestershire's Graлd Master. Не expressed total con· 
fidence in the staff апd said it was most unlikely anything 
was wrong. Не did not want an inquiry Ьecause it would 
cause resignations апd disrupt catering, but he asked if 
anyone was suspected. The pair replied that without ап 
inquiry it was impossiЫe to say why therc was а discrep­
ancy. They then invoked the 'PuЫic Interest', suggesting 
their complaints might form lhe basis of criminal proceed­
ings. This was such а bomЬsh.ell that next day the Provincial 
Grand Secretary asked the men's lodge 10 'deal with them 
<kS а mat1er of the ulmost urgency'. However, far from 
silencing the trouЫe-1nakers, the lodge said there 'appears 
10 Ье а prima facie' case and passed lhe buck back up. 

Now one of Bri1ain 's lcading caterers, Brother RoЬert 
Smith (catering Ьoss of the Na1ional Exhibition Centre), 
costed а meal which he had just eaten at the Masonic Hall. 
Не found the price 'way out', noted his colleagues had also 
complained, and said 'it is quile apparent to me there is по 
catering policy and the chef gives а price off his head', Не 
also reported that the fried scampi was 'very poor quality 
crumЬed'. 
А committee was set up to 'look into the catering' but, 

when il assessed the meals, it did not cost like for like. Jt 
suЬstituted 'JumЬo' scampi - at over f:1 а head - for lhe 
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·vcry poor quality crumbed' scampi consumed and con· 
1lcmned Ьу the expert Smith. lt also insisted Smith and tht: 
111her catering expens cost а meal including this 'JumЬo' 
-.campi, even though it had only just swum into the freezer. 
Such devices procured а report which 'completely refuted' 
Morris and Bagshaw·~ 'assertions'. Thus spake the Pro­
vincial Grand Ma~ter who told the rebellious duo: 

1Ъе Committee unanimously concludes there was no suЬstance 
ш your complainls, the food served was first-clas.s in qualily and 
was not in any way unreasona.Ыe in price, all food was properly 
checked in and properly Ьooked out to Lodges, there was no 
t."Yidence of improper invoicing of food or wines and по evidence 
of any defalcation or inefficiency ... 1 hope you will nowfeel аЫе 
ft)rthwith to withdraw your allegations which have caused much 
unneCC"SSary worry to many. Yours fraternally, Gayton Taylor. 

Refusing to bow down, the pair said they could not 
comment uлtil they had seen lhc entire report. They also 
asked how lhe three eminent caterers' original costings had 
Ьсеn dismisscd. In responsc, thc PGM ordcrcd every 
leicester lodge secretary to rcad out а statemcnt white­
washing thc accounts which, he said, had been 'kept 
meticulously'. Не also took the 

gravest po~siЫe view of pcople starting 'hares' of this nature, 
and emphasizes that 1he results of this inquiry should Ье а lesson 
ю everyone who is prone to instigate assertions of this kind. It 
oould not only Ье prejudicial to goodwШ in the Province but 
verging on non·ma.sonic conduct, ond this is mosl reprehensiЫe. 

Morris and Bagshaw knew this statement was itself 
unjust and therefore un-Masonic. Far from Ьeing 'kept 
meliculously', the hall's books contained по records linking 
food purchases with the content of meals sold, so to claim 
1here was по evidence of defalcation or theft was highly 
misleading. The only reasonaЫe assumption was tha1 thcrt· 
had Ьееn а Masonic cover-up. 
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ln 19& they brought the matter to the attention of Gr;1111I 
Secretary Michael Higham. Не saw по reason to interfc11~ 
with the Provincial Grand Master's jurisdiction. Morra" 
resigned from his lodge in disgust in 1983 but, on learni1111 
that the discrepancy was continuing, he notified Leicestl.'r 
shire Police of possiЫe fraud. Such а complaint from а JI' 
demanded action. А senior detective looked into it, bul 11 
few weeks later Morris received а letter saying no actio11 
was Ьeing taken because 'the Freemasons' organizati1111 
have conducted inquiries and made no complaint to 1l1r 
police aЬout irregularities'. The Inland Revenue provt•tl 
more forthcoming. lts high-powered investigation brancl1, 
the Special Office, wrote to Morris to say his suspicio11" 
were 'wcll founded', but the tax men could do nothiщt 
because there had been по loss of revenue. 

The puЫic image of Leicester's Masons was tlнt~ 
preservcd. They may l1ave been defraudcd of %:200,000 bu1. 
Ьу ensuring there was no criшinal trial, they avoided fallinr. 
'into disrepute'. Yet the questions remain. What ditl 
happen to thc large purchases of food stated on lht' 
receipts? Did it all exist and, if so, was it all delivered to 
Freemasons' На\1? Clearly there was а large excess wblch 
was never consumed on the premises and, in any case, why 
\Yas all the food being bought in London when wholesaler.. 
in Leicester itself were just as cheap? What was going оп 
will never Ье known because no one - except Brothers 
Morris and Bagshaw - ever really wanted to find out. 
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1" 1-·reemasonry now 'in great measure directed to charit­
.1l1lc purposes', as the Unlawful Societies Act claimed -
11 ~htly or wrongly - in 1799? Yes, if photo-spreads in many 
l11cal newspapers are to Ье believed. Their less-informed 
1 eaders might assume that giving money away is all the 
Masons do, for their good works are trumpeted as loudly as 
1 tюse of every other do-gooding club and fraternity in 
Britain's complex social web. Today when Masons go a­
t1шd-raising, press cameras are never far away. 

ln Abergavenny an elderly Mason is snapped knitting а 
t~n-foot length of scarf to raise money for an old folks' 
lюme. ln Oxfordshire а Masonic Hall serves as а day-time 
tlrop-in centre for Age Concern. Shropshire Masons give а 
f2,ooo electro-therapy machine to а cottage hospital. 
Yorkshire Masonic charities support а spastics' workshop 
and sailing cluЬs for the disaЫed. In Solihull the Muscular 
Dystropby Group and two local nursing homes share а 
12,000 fratemal hand-out. А Leeds lodge hands over !ню 
to а hospice fund. Huddersfield Masons give 
Ц,обо to а Ьodyscanner appeal while Wiltshire brethren 
hand !8,ооо to another. Nottingham Masons fund Guide 
Dogs for the Blind, the Salvation Army, а local brass band 
(to buy new instruments), physically-handicapped Brown­
ies, а housing project for homeless youngsters, the 
Zeebrugge ferry disaster fund and several local medical 
appeals. Masons in South Wales give !1,100 to the princi­
pality's Trust for Sick Children for а cardiac unit. ln 
Cornwall they buy а new ambulance for а Leonard 
Cheshire Home. In Lancashire they put up 1:500 tн 

purchase laser equipment for еуе surgery. In Aberdccn 11 
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Masonic cheque goes to а Church home for mentaliy­
handicapped Ьоуs and girls. Masons оп Merseyside 
support seaside holidays for deprived children. In Black­
pool they buy an insulin pump to help diaЬetics. 

Jn February 1988 Gloucestershire Masons hold а Grand 
Ball, wbere frolicking brethren and their families give 
cheques worth !18,500 to Save the Children and local 
charities. 'We are particularly pleased to Ье аЫе to mark 
the occasion with substantial donations; says the Pr~ 
vincial Grand Master, 'helping others being one of the 
main principlcs of our activities.' 1 In Lancashire а local 
lodge 'throws а lifeline' to а Pennine moun1ain rescue team 
with а !250 donation: 'We are most grateful to the 
Freemasons for their gift. If all our responses were as 
positive, our future would Ье assured.' Not far off in 
Teesdale the brethren give !ню to the Guard-a-Grannie 
campaign, to fit i;py-holes and chain-locks to old folks' front 
doors. 

In the later 198os hundreds of stories aЬout Masonic 
charity appeared in Britain's local press, usually adomed 
Ьу photos of four or five people tbrusting Ыown-up cheques 
into the camera lens. The tribe that for so long hid its face 
from man - and woman - is now puЫicizing itself with 
stunts as brash as those of any Ьetting shop, building society 
or superstore. In June 1987 the KenJ Evening PofI ex­
plained why. 

BUILDING А Nf.W JMAGE 

Masons have Ьееn tuld to build а new image and ·go puЫic' оп 
wme of their goud works. That's why the cameras were 1here to 
record thi& cheque hand over at the special care ЬаЬу unil in All 
Sainls Hospital, Chatham. Howard Mark, worshipful master of 
1he Реасе and Unity Lodge in Gillingham, is shown giving Dr 
Топу Ducker !150 for а ЬаЬу brealher alann. 

Mr Мark explained: 'We've had а directive from аЬоvе 10 let 
1he world know what's going оп. In the past we've done Jots for 
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local charities, but many have Ьееn under the misapprchcnмщ1 
that all our money goes back in10 Masonic funds. lt's simply 11111 
the case. and we're underorders in а way to bring things to light. ·.' 

In 1988 а Ьashful tale appeared in the Aldershot New.v 
and Мail: 'Hospice receives gift from а Mr Х.' А photo of а 
(physically) hugecheque for !1,ooofromAsh andAsh Vale 
Masons had а соу caption about the Craft's charity usually 
going 'unpuЫicized due to strict anonymity. However. the 
News was invited to photograph the ceremony provided 
names were not mentioned. • Тhese days anything positive 
about Freemasonry gets good coverage, and Ьeaming 
brethren are usually only too happy to Ье named. 3 

When people hustle puЫicity for their acts of giving, fair 
comment оп their less attractive deeds is often stifled, 
which may Ье just what the donors inlend. History is 
littered with the Jives of puЫic Ьenefactors who, in other 
respccts, were tyrants, rogues and thieves. Even that 
Masonic hcro, the Earl of Moira, whose generosity was 
legendary and whose tear-jerking charity towards а brother 
Mason 's widow is rerounted in Chapter 31, died owing far 
more money than he ever gave away. А brother Mason, Sir 
WalterScott, dug а fit gravc for his one-time friend in 1826: 

Poor old honour and glory is dead- once Lord Moira, latterly 
Lord Hastings. Не was а man ofvery consideraЫe talents but hnd 
an overmastering degree of vanity of the grandest kind ... Не 
dicd, having the credit, or having had the credit, to leave more 
dcbt than any man since Caesar·s timc . .t:1 ,100,000 is saidto Ье the 
least.• 

Commitment to any worthy cause should never Ьс 
derided, yet scores of g.roups do work as good as thc 
Freemasons, without sharing their urge to dress up in 
aprons and perform blzarre rituals. 'Community Acti"n' •~ 
the name which the Yorkshire Evening Post give!> 1~1 11 
weekly column on the charity efforts of loc;1I Rt1tarv, 
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Round ТаЫе нnd Lions groups. Some of their memЬers are 
also Masons who presumaЫy have а sense of service to the 
entire community. Yet if helping non-Masons were а 

Mason's main aim, he could do it just as well outside the 
lodge. The brotherhood's external charity is iпelevant to 
any assessment of its other aspects. 

Also, as Christian theologians have oЬserved, the more 
Masons emphasize their giving, the more they appear 
guilty of the Pelagian heresy: that good works rather than 
faith in Christ is the path to eternal life. As the Church of 
England Working Group put it, charity 'is oot to Ье 
equated with Christianity. Тhе Christian faith sees its 
charitaЫe giving as а response to the love of God in Christ 
(not just а response to human need) and as an integral part 
of the mission of God in the world. "Buying your way into 
Heaven" is impossiЫe.'5 

Of course, non-Christian Masons do not have to worry 
aЬout this proЫem but all brethren are taught the un­
diluted Pelagian idea that 'Ьу square conduct, level steps 
and upright intentions we hope to ascend to those immortal 
mansions whence all goodness emanates'. 6 А Mason 's 
·working tools' - square, level and plumb rule -all 'teach us 
to bear in mind, and act according to, the laws of our Divine 
Creator, that, when we shall Ье summoned from this sub­
lunary abode, we may ascend to the Grand Lodge above, 
where the world's Great Architect lives and reigns 
forever' .7 

Whether Masonic generosity to non-Masonic charities 
springs from human kindness, the urge to Ьооk seats in 
heaven or а PR strategy to 'buy off' puЫic opinion, а lot of 
'under the moon' giving goes оп. Just as local lodges hand 
out money to local causes, so England's Grand Charity 
gives nationwide. In 1 ()86-7 it disbursed !504,000 for 'non­
Masonic charitaЫe purposes'. 

ln recent years the Ьeneficiaries have included the Royal 
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Marsden Hospital and the Liverpool School of Tropical 
Medicine (!100,000 each); the universities of Oxfortl 
(Ц5,ооо for research into premature brain diseasc), 
Cambridge (!250,000 for а professorship of Clinical Geron­
tology), Nottingham and Wales (!175,000 and !100,000 
respectively f or research into Health Care of the Elderly); 
the Mental Health Foundation (!250,000); and more th11n 
seventy hospices across the country (а total of !250,000). 

Jokers have mused if this list, Ьiased towards the old, tbe 
dying, the brain-diseased and thc mentally ill, proves yet 
again that Masons only 'look after their own'. When 
Cambridge explained that its new Professor of Geron­
tology would Ье trying to understand 'the effects of human 
ageing and find ways to prevent them', one newspaper 
exclaimed: 'So the Freemasons are now in pursuit of 
immortality. •М Such sarcasm may have encouraged tl1e 
Grand Charity in 1988 to give !250,000 to а younger cause: 
the Great Ormond Strect Hospital for Sick Children. 
Оп close examination it emerges that many non-Masonic 

charities supported Ьу Мшюniс donations in recent years 
have strong Masonic corшcctions. The St David's Fountl­
ation, а hospice in Newport, gcts regular donations from 
tl1e Grand Charity. The hospice president, Sir Maynaпl 
Jenour, is а prominent Freemason. In 198<> Grand Lodgc: 
gave .t300,ooo to the Royal National LifeЬoat Institution 10 

build а lifeЬoat. The Duchess о/ Kent was duly launchctl i11 
1982 Ьу the Duchess of Kent. lt was по coincidence thal llн.· 
RNLI President is England's Grand Master, the Dukc of 
Kent. Of course, the Craft might have paid for а lюal 
anyway. Masons have Ьееn giving large sums for lifchoal'> 
for 100 years. Also the Duchess of Kent is а won11111 ol 
near-saintly goodness, worthy offar more than а lifclюal 111 

her name. Yet as one Masonic МР told me. ont· н·;1!>1111 wl1~ 
the RNLI has received so much money was thal ·wr Ыс· '" 
keep even our extemal donations in-111111\('' с 11111111 
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Scпetary Higham also remembers the Grand Master's 
'нlmost mischievous pleasure' in giving the lifeboat оп 
Ьehalf of Grand Lodge to himself as President of the 
RNLI. 11 

Other non-Masonic organizations with Masonic Ьonds 
include the St John Ambulance Brigade, the Boys' 
Brigade. the Scout Association, the Police Dependants' 
Trust and several ex-servicemen's societies. These are 
among 175 causes which received small donations (!500 to 
! 1 ,ООО cach) in 1986--7. '° Grand Charity also helped 
disaster victims abroad, giving !30,000 to alleviate 'distress' 
caused Ьу earthquakes in EI Salvador, Ecuador and Chile. 
However, the money was sent to those countries' Grand 
Lodges, so it is legitimate to ask if these 'donations for 
non-Masonic charitaЬ\e purposes' really did end up with 
non-Masons. 

If all the Charity's 1986 hand-outs to 'non-Masonic' 
causes are added together, at fs04 ,ооо they come to just f 1 

а head for every Mason in England and Wales. Evcn if we 
accept thc lowcst estimate of 250,000 active Masons on 
Grand Lodge's books (а11 average of thirty-three in each 
lodge, or less than half the membership of most provincial 
lodges), the Charity is giving only f2 per head per year to 
non-Masonic causes. Each Mason may give another !2 оr!з 
to local 'profane' charities through his lodge, so the 
movement рrоЬаЫу gives а total of .(5 а head to non­
Masons. This scarcely proves the Craft is 'in great measure' 
а charitaЬ\e organization. It also compares ill with the 
cfforts of just опе of the brotherhood's self-styled 'victims', 
John Watman, who raised !250,000 for charity from 
country-and-western concerts (see Chapter 27). Nor does it 
look good against the hundreds of pounds which each 
1.н:tive Mason spends on lodge dues, costume, regalia, and 
wining and dining at the festive board every year. 

Reccntly. clerical eyebrows have Ьееn furrowed Ьу 
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Masonic bequests to decaying Anglican piles. Л1111 

Masonic priests wondered why, just as the Church Work· 
ing Group embarked on its inquiry into Freemasonry and 
Christianity, the brotherhood gave well-puЬlicized sums 10 

cathedral restoration funds. In 1986 forty Wiltshire lodgcs 
gave !3,850 to help save the spire of Salisbury Cathedral. 
Tbls was topped up Ьу !5,000 from Grand Charity, which 
gave the same amount to five more cathedrals. Were these 
payments made 'out of concern for the country's archi­
tectural heritage' as the Charity stated, 'to mark Free­
masonry's links with its operative foreЬears', 11 or to Ыunt 
any criticism arising in the course of the inquiry? 

Grand Charity could respond that it had Ьееn giving to 
cathedrals for years, so nothing sinister should Ье read into 
these latest gifts. In 1987 some Anglican Masons tumed the 
criticism on the Church as another six cathedrals each 
pocketed !5,000 from Masonic funds. When the Working 
Group's anti-Masonic views were puЬJished, one Daily 
Telegraph reader felt it was hypocritical of the Church to 
take the money: 'Will the Synod now Ье returning this 
whence it came?' 12 Yes it should, said the anti-Masonic 
Revd Peter Greenslade of Looe in Cornwall. ln 1988 he 
greeted Truro Cathedral's acceptance of а Masonic gift of 
!3,535 with 'horror and disшay', especially now thc 
Church's own team had branded some Masonic rituals 
'Ьlasphemous'. 13 

Greenslade might have demanded the demolition of the 
entire cathedral if he had known that its very foundation 
stone had been laid in 188о Ьу the Prince of Wales i11 hi~ 
Grand Master's apron, scattering com and pouring winc i11 
а wholly Masonic ceremony. This was preceded Ьу thc 
longest Masonic procession ever seen in Cornwall, wi1l1 
brethren parading in full costume and waving silk ltкlкг 
banners. The Times said the occasion was conduc.:tctl 'w11l1 

mystic ceremony, and with а pomp and glittcr 11111111,1 



Ы4 Masonic TrouЫes 

h;:1rbaric in its splendour'. Jn his address the Prince spoke 
not of Jesus Christ or the Holy Trinity. but of this 'temple' 
crected for the 'glory of the Great Architect of the 
Universe'. 14 

Where does Grand Charity get all the money which it 
gives away? Most comes from а general fund, worth over !5 
million Ьу 1986. Тhat уеаг it h1td an income of (1,476,000: 
dividends and interest on investments (!242,000), 'sundry 
receipts and contributions' (!226,000), а payment from 
Grand Lodge (f88,ooo), gifts from lodges (f.484,000) and 
incomc from а festival (435 ,ооо). 15 Every year а festival is 
held Ьу а different 'province' when all its lodges raise 
extra-Jarge sums. In 1987 NorthumЬerland raised 
J.:1 ,554,000, which Grand Charity shared with the brother­
hood's wholly internal Ьenevolent funds. 

In 1986 the Charity gave f641,QOO to needy Masonic 
'petitioners' or their families. Yet the Charity also receives 
huge sums. The Ьiggest was а Ьequest now worth nearly !5 
million from а Midlands industriali!lt n:imed Harry Ellard. 
Не died in 1983 but the 'Ellard Fund' surfaced only in 1986 
when it gave !72,000 to Help the Aged to buy six minibuses. 
А year Jater the fate of thc remaining Ц. 7 million had stШ 
to Ье decided, but an old people's 'Harry Ellard Home' is 
now planned. Perhaps Ellard should have left some of this 
money to the forty employees who lost their jobs when his 
engineering firm shut down on his death, but most of those 
were non-Masons. 
Тhere are three other national Masonic charities for 

England and Wales. The Вenevolent Institution cares for 
elderly Masons and their depcndants. It maintains fifteen 
residential homes in England and Wales, housing nearly 
1,000 people and costing!5.8 million а year to mainlain. lt 
distributes annuities totalling !370,000 to another 1,700 
recipients, who сап Ье Masons or their 'wives, widows, 
spinstcr duughters and spinster sisters'. 
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The Trusl for Girts and Вoysexists for 'the relief of povc11y 
and lhe advancement of educatIOn', mainly for lhe chiklrc11, 
adopted children and step-children of Masons. The Masonic 
School for girls comes under its wing. Тhis well-equippcd 
college for day and Ьoarding pupils has Ьееп оп its present 
sile in Rickmansworth. Hertfordshire, since 1934. lt has 
excellent relations wilh lhe local community and seems now 
to avoid 1he 'ghetto' mentality which its narrow recruitmenl 
Ьаsе used to inculcate. The ргоЫеm is not that most of lhe 
girlsdepend оп charity, but that they receive it only Ьecause а 
male relative happens 10 have Ьelonged to а fratemity which 
they, as women, c.an never join. lronically, the School for 
Boys never achieved the same finn financial footing. lts 
closure iп н1п provoked fratricidal rancour and recrimin­
ation. Now the Trust pays for the sons of impoverished 
Masons to go to other independeлt schools. Uke Grand 
Charity, the Trust Ьenefits from provincial Masonic festivals. 
In 1986 South Wales raised !3483,000 for the education of 
'Masonic' Ьоуs and girls. 

1 have reccivcd letters from former pupils of the Masonic 
schools. Some state they are grateful for the education, and 
that Freemasonry ha~ Ьееn а benign force in their lives, but 
one young woman feels 1he girls' school had а 'heavy and 
oppressive· atmosphere. She recalls the 'sense of evil' 
which overcame а coachload of her classmates after they 
had visited the Grand Temple. Today а Ьom-again 

Christian. she may now Ье over-dramatizing her revulsion. 
yet she is fair-minded enough to say the Masons had 'gol 11!'. 

out of а pickle' Ьу providing this schooling after hcr farhcr 
had suffered а mental breakdown and could no longcr 
work. Another Old Masonian, the actor An1l11111v 
Andrcws, descriЬes the Ьоуs' school as having Ьесn 'rt111 • ,;1 
puЬlic school lines, but it wasn't like any puЫic sclюol ущ1 
would know. 1 hated it, but they did try to givc 11~ 11 i(tiщl 
education.' 16 
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Being оп the receiving end of Masonic charity сап Ье 
painful, as another young woman explains: 

Му father, who loved his Masonic life, died in the 196os when 
my sister and 1 were Ьoth very young. Within а few months the 
Lodge tried 10 persuade my mother to send us to tbe Royal 
Masonic School as Ьoarders. She explained that she did not wish 
to scnd us away, but she was persuaded to take us оп а visit to the 
school ошd was sent the forms to sign. 

1 rememЬer the misery my sister and 1 felt as we werc shown 
round, the real fear that constant persuasion would wear down 
our mother's resolve. The Lodge then offered а sum ofmoney so 
we could study as 'OutЬoarders' at а local independent day school. 
This was nol solicited Ьу my mother, but gratefully accepted as 
our finaпcial position was vcry bad. The most we ever got was!200 
а year but it was а help. 

l lowever, the manner of giving us this charity was positively 
Dickensian. First we were visited at home Ьу the Lodge Almoлer 
and his wife. We were questioned in detail and tЬе wifc iлspected 
every room or our flat, includiлg my Ьcdroom. 1 was only seven 
and I resented 1his deeply. All suЬsequent Almoners visited us 
and 1 never ccased to feel "inspccted". 

Every year my mother had 10 go to the Trust's НО in London 10 
give full details of her financial position. This was fair enough but 
the worst aspect for me was 1hat. every yearof my schooling from 
seven to eighteen, the Masons scn1 а foпn that 1 had to ask my 
head teacher to fill in. This covered academic achievemen1 Ьut 
also conduct, punctuality etc. [ was а child who enjoyed school 
and was very academic but 1 have often wondered what would 
have happened if 1 had not Ьееn brighl, or if the shock of my 
father's death had caused Ьehavioura1 proЫems. Certainly the 
thought ofwhat would happen 10 this precious money. ifl got into 
trouЫe or did not do well, played on my mind. 

Worsc still, the head invariaЫy passed the questionnaire оп to 
my foпn teacher. so that all my fonn teachers knew l was the 
recipient of charity. Not all teachers are models oftact and 1 found 
this extremely humiliating. Му mother explained this to lhe 
various Almoners, but they still insisted on these questionnaires. 
When 1 tinished school and prepared to go to university. I refused 
to take any more money. The Almoner wrotc and promiscd thcre 
would Ье no morc questionnaires if 1 would lel him know how 1 
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wasgettingon. lagreed and reccivcdf.15oayear, whichsavcd mi: 
lrom spending my summen working in а food factory. 

1 hope you will see that l do Ьelieve the Lodge mcanl wcll. hut 1 
ri:el very strongly that any help it wished to give us should have 
Ьееn given freely. As it was, 1 felt like propeny-an investment. 
The Almoner often infonned my mo1her 1hat my succes.~ive 
11niversity examinalion results were puЫished in the Lodgc 
papers. l am sure this was intended kindly, to give me а glow nf 
pride. ln actual fact, itmade me feel like а racehorse,ora tin mine 
Ьeing written up in an inveslors' repon. 

1 got shol of lhe Masons ten years ago and по longer feel any 
animosity towJirds them, but in my younger years 1 felt suЬ­
~rvient and rathcr ashamed. 

ln Scotland each donation for the education of а Mason·s 
child is described in the Quarrerly Communication of that 
<.'Ountry's Grand Lodge. In DecemЬcr 1981 it puЫished а 
list of twenty-five studenls, aged between thirteen апd 
twenty-two. who had euch received 'Board of Benevo· 
lence· donations of fцо. lt gave each youngster's namc, 
;1gc. school or uni\•crsity and subjcct of study, and also tl1c 
father's name and IOOge. Nincteen of the rathers were 
dead, but six wсге still living. This document would 
normally Ье seen only Ьу ScoHish Freemasons but,even so. 
it secms humiliating to distribute these intimate details to :il 
least 50,ooomen, some orwhom must live in the same town 
or community as the students themselves. 

Ask any English Mason for the Ьiggest single example or 
his brotherhood's charity and he will рrоЬаЫу citc lhc 
Royal Masonic Hospital. For over firty years the 250-Ьеd 
'RMH' in Hammersmith, London, has Ьееn caring for thc 
Masonic sick and their dcpendants, charging them only 
what they сал рау. lf they are in financial strail!'t а 
Samaritan Fund exists to meet some ог all ofthe bllls. 1 n 1hr 
past tifteen years many Masons and Masons' widow~ l\l'IVl' 
bequea1hcd the hospital а total of more than {10 mi1111111 111 

their wills. Today it claims to Ье Europe's lt1rgc~1 ш11l l1l'\I 
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cquipped private hospital, but its survival owes little to thc 
Craft's upper crust whose efforts to shut it down provoketl 
the worst split in English Masonry for 200 years. 

The trouЫe began in 1984 when the Foundation for thc 
Aged and the Sick, which controlled most of the hospital\ 
purse-strings, set up an inquiry into how medica\ care for 
Masons cou\d best Ье provided. Chaired Ьу High Cot1rl 
Judge Sir Maurice Drake, the committee made recom­
mendations which astonished the Craft. 

Тhе Hospital should Ье sold 'оп the most favouraЬle term~ 
which сап Ье obtaiпed·. The proceeds should Ье added to it~ 
existing capital assets and put in а Fund to help needy Masons and 
their families. This will еnаЫе patients to Ье treated in privat~ 
hospitals or private Ьeds near their homes where they сап easily 
Ье visited Ьу friends and relatives. 17 

The 'sale' case was carefully argucd. Running thc 
hospital was taking 'too large а share' of charity funds. This 
was unfair to Masons living far away in, say, Newcastle. 
P\ymouth or Llandudno, who found it neither practical nor 
economic to Ье treated at the RМН. If they had no money 
for private medicine, how could their families afford to visit 
them in London? Besides, Ьу the mid-198os there werc 
many privatc clinics in Britain, as wcl\ as private beds in 
National Health hospitals, so the new fund could buy care 
for Masons much nearer home. 'Drake' predicted that Ьу 
1987, if legacies stayed at the same \evel while medical costs 
continued to grow, the RМН would Ье losingf2-4 million а 
year. А Masonic МР simplified the case for me Ьу saying: 
'lt по longer makes sense for us to run а hospital. That's not 
what Freemasonry's aЬout.' 
Оп the contrary. argued many 'rank-and-file' brethren: 

running а hospital is precisely what Freemasonry is and 
ought to Ье about, especially now Mrs Thatcher has 
brought the Victorian values of self-help, mutual aid and 
charity back into fashion. 
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Тhе task of selling the hospital fell to the chainnan of i1s 
lюard of management, Michael Richardson. When not 
wearing an apron Richardson is managing director of 
merchant bankers N. М. Rothschild. Yet even he could nol 
just go ahead and sell. Не had to get the agreement of the 
hospital's 300,000 'Govemors'. They had each paid а 
modest !5.25 for this title. but they could all vote on any 
plan to sell. In most other areas of Masonic decision­
making the ordinary Mason has no say. Over the years this 
powerlessness had created а sense of frustration which 
would now overwhelm Richardson. His misfortune was 
that he personified everything about Grand Lodge wblch 
many 'grassroots' Masons resent: wealth, power, connec­
tions and the City of London. Не was also seen as а 'front­
man' for the aristocrats wbo had given him the job. They 
dominate Grand Lodge's comn1ittees and are still held 
responsihle for that earlier 'betrayal' of Masonic charity: 
closing and selling the Sclюol for Boys in 1977. 

'No-sale' fнndamentalists now read а conspiracy into 
Richardson's selection as chainnan back in 1982. His 
predecessor had Ьееn Lord Porritt, an eminent surgeon 
who had supervised ап f.11 million refit of the entire 
hospital. The fact that а merchant banker, rather than а 
medical man, had taken over from 1he saintly Porritt was 
now seen as proof that the scheme to sell the place had becn 
hatched two years before the 'independent' Drake Com­
mittee made the same recommendation. Hospital loyalists 
wondered if Richardson had been chosen because 'priva1-
ization' was а Rothschild speciality. Around this timc 111~· 
bank handled а succession of government share issucs: Bril 
Oil, Amersham Intemational, the Royal Ordnancr 
Factories and, Ьу 1985, British Gas. Could floggiщ.~ 1111 
Britain 's 'family silver' Ье the prelude to 'assct-!il rippш~· · 
England's Masons? 

Sale opponents also thought it odd thal if tlti~ 111а11 w11·. 
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~uch а City wizard, how was it that under his stewardship а 
hospital which had made а small profit in 1982 was making а 
{387,000 Joss Ьу 1984? In any event its Ьooks had not Ьееn 
audited for two years. Average daily Ьed-occupancy had 
Ьееп falling long before he took charge, but Ьу 1984 it was 
down to 50 per cent. Тhе 'no-sale' brethren felt it was а 
trend which Richardson should have reversed. 

The Drake Report revealed that а firm named American 
Medical lntemational had approached Richardson to buy 
the hospital. In November 1984 AMI was so sure the deal 
would go through that it arranged а press conference to 
announce its new acquisition. It must have been Jed to 
believe the governors would oЬediently rubber-stamp 
Richardson's plan tosell the place for f20.2 million, but at а 
meeting in Freemasons' Hall they committed а rare act of 
insuЬordination and voted it down. 
Тhе suspicions of hospital loyalists were not diminished 

when it became known that the man appointed as its chief 
executive in 1982 had previoнsly worked for AMI. 

Sale opponents then discovered that the hospital was 
insured for 45 million: more than twice the amount for 
which Richardson was ready to sell. Не pointed out that 45 
million was what it would cost to rebuild the hospit<JI, not 
its current worth. The objectors countered Ьу showing that 
fourteen hospital-owned houses and а 199-room nurses' 
home, worth !2.4 million in all, were valued in the RMH 
books at а mere !350,000. 

Richardson 's most embarrassing moment came when the 
·rebels' discovered he had never paid the necessary !5.25 to 
become а govemor of the hospital. According to its 
constitution, this made his chairmanship illegal. То get 
round this offence he could have Ьееn reappointed as а 
trustee. then chosen aschairman, but he would have had по 
vote. 

ln October 1985 Richardson and his Ьoard revived the 
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~ale plan, but now they changed the rules to pul il lн u 
postal vote, which they hoped would produce а pro-sule 
majority. Тhе anti-sale campaign was spearheaded Ьу а 
Harley Street doctor named Gordon Kells. Тhis fiery Irish 
Catholic puЫished colourfully-phrased circulars but they 
reached only some electors. Не delivered stacks to Free­
masons' На\\, asking for then1 to Ье sent to I,700 London 
lodge secretaries whose addresses he had по way of 
knowing. Grand Secretary Michael Higham refused to 
oЫige, tclling Kells to collect his paperwork 'when 
convenient'. 

In contrast, Richardsoп was аЫе to send six tons of pro­
sale papers to all lodge secretaries with the full co­
operation of the London Graпd Rank Association and 
provincial gra11d lodges. Не c.-.lled оп IOp Masons to deliver 
thc 75 per cent majority he пeeded to sell the hospital: 'Any 
help that you, as Provincia\ Grand Master, are аЫе to give 
the Board of Management would Ье deeply appreciated.' 
Snrne PGMs interprcted this as а commandment t"rom the 
Great Architcct himsclf. They printed their own circulars, 
in effect orderiпg thcir brethren to vote for sa\e. Great 
Queen Street also proddcd thc masses into line. In 
December 1985 pro-Graпd Master Lord Cornwallis told 
Grand Lodg~ and (through the Daily Telegraph) the 
brotherhood at large that tl1e board 'should Ье trusted' and 
'urged members' to support it. 

The anti-sale brigade retorted: how can anyone support 
а board wt1ich has an illegal chairman? They pointed out 
that Grand Lodge had по jurisdiction over the hospital, so 
its intervention was also illegal. Тhеу countered prc­
dictions of huge losses Ьу revealing that fee-paying paticnl!> 
(Masons and non-Masons) owed !1 million in unpaid fcc:\. 

These were still 'collectaЬle', so the hospital had rt~allv 

made а profit. The peppery Kells tiraded: 'Thc 1imt· 1111' 

arrived when the feudal-minded hierarchy of (ircal ( )111·1· 11 
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Street must realize they are dealing with responsiЫe men, 
and not with а group of recalcitrant schoolЬoys.' 

Even so, the hierarchy's pressure persuaded 65 per cent 
of voters to back the sale. This caused the no-sale camp, led 
Ьу а financial consultant named Douglas Brooks, to drag 
Richardson and his Ьoard into the High Court and accuse 
them of trampling on the constitution. Тhе Court con­
firmed that Richardson was not qualified to Ье chairman 
(he did not рау his !5.25 governor's fee until SeptemЬer 
1986) and the postal vote was null and void. The judge 
ordered а constitutional revision, after which 300,000 

governors would elect а new board to decide the hospital's 
fate. 

Iп the hearing Brooks had claimed the board falsified the 
1984-5 accounts so that the hospital appeared to lose 
!боо,ооо when its cash assets had really risen Ьу !1 million. 
Не held it to Ыаmе for the 111issing million pounds in fees. 
Meantime counsel nitpicked over the constitution and the 
terms of the election. Three successive actions cost 
.f200,ooo, which the board had to рау because Brooks 
proved they were not complying with earlier court orders. 
It settled these costs from funds made up of donations 
scraped together Ьу brethren all over the country f or poor 
Masons' medical care. They had по idea it would Ье used to 
line Jawyers' pockets. Ву the end of this affair, the 
hierarchy had spent huge sums of charity money to 
persuade Masons to sell а hospital for whose continued 
survival they had given the money in the first place! 

Mr Justice Warner, the non-Mason who had the chore of 
hearing the dispute (see Chapter 22), coaxed Ьoth sides 
into agreeing election terms. ln December 1986 voters 
would choose twenty-one out of ню candidates. Most were 
no-hope independents. The only real choice was whether 
to back а slate of 'Board of Management' candidates 
favouring sale or а 'Brooks' slate who were against it. Each 
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candidate's Joyalties were stated on а five-page ballot forn1 
10 Ье sent to all voters Ьу lodge secretaries. The Electoral 
l{eform Society was hired to count, to ensure по one could 
claim the vote had been rigged. Ву this time Brotherly 
Love was in short supply. 

Except for brief campaign statements, the judge banned 
all electioneering, but suddenly Masons - апd even the 
'profane' press - were Ьombarded with anti-sale propa­
ganda. One puЫication called Third Rising ran an editorial 
headed: • All that is necessary for Evil to triumph is for good 
men to do nothing.' Other captions read, 'Souls for Sale' 
and 'Drinking clubs or Hospitals'. Grand Secretary 
Higham was so shocked that he sent every brother а 
circular condemning Third Rising as 'highly coloured and 
inaccurate'. This had the unforeseen consequence of telling 
tho11sands of Masons who had never seen the broadsheet 
(and were never likely to) that there were brethren who 
dared to claim 'those responsiЫe for thc govemment of the 
Craft do not have the good of Freemasonry at heart'. Far 
from sinking Third Rising, Higham's attack endowed it 
with а Robln Hood glamour, cvcn credibllity. 

ln February 1987 the result showed that, although only 
30,000 governors had voted, most had brushed off the 
hierarchy's pressure and voted to keep the hospital. The 
winning board consisted of sixteen no-sale brethren, two 

. pro-sale and three independents. Every member of the old 
board was thrown out, including Michael Richardson who 
came а humiliating twenty-ninth and vanished from the 
scene. Triumphant no-sale rebels took charge, appointing 
supporters to the hospital's full-time posts previously 
occupied Ьу men regarded as too close to Richardson. 

'This is the blggest rebellion against the Brotherhoщl'ч 
Ьosses since they cast Christ out of the Ritual 150 ус::11о; 
ago,' said one overjoyed brother. The integrity of (ir11111J 

Lodge itself was under fire. 
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What it fears more than anything else is а peasants' revolt. Our 
lords and masters realized some time back that they had wholly 
misread the rank-and-file, but they oouldn't back down over the 
l10spital Ьecause they would have lost face. Now it will never Ье 
sold so they'll pretend to support it, but they don't know what's 
coming next. We may press for the Rituals to Ье Christianized 
again, like they are in Sweden. The hospital vote could mark the 
start of а Masonic revolution, nothing less. 

Grand Secretary Higham reacted with outward calm: 
'Тhis has been а dispute within а family, not а r:ift.' 18 
Perhaps so, but his Masonic 'family' was so riven with hate 
that oЬservers wondered if he meant something like the 
Mafia 'families' of Sicily, New York, Philadelphia or 
Chicago. 
Тhroughout the row the Duke of Kent as RMH Presi­

dent had quietly sided with the grandees of Grand Lodge. 
Jn OctoЬer 1985 а board circular stated he had 'indicated 
his support' for the sick fund which could Ье set up if the 
RMH were so\d. Perhaps he was unaware of the words of а 
previous Grand Master, the Duke of Connaught, when he 
\aid the foundation stone in 1932: 'We pray God this 
Hospital may deserve to prosper Ьу becoming а place of 
Concord, for good men and for the promotion of Harmony 
and Brotherly Love, until time shal\ Ье по more.' 

Throughout these Ьitter years Connaught must have 
t11rned and turned again in his royal mausoleum. In 
September Viscount Chelsea, President of the Foundation 
of the Aged and the Sick, told а gathering of Provincia\ 
Grand Masters that if the hospital tried to remain open, the 
foundation would 'starve it of funds'. When the 'no-sale' 
camp won power they successfully demanded the hospital 
Ье given back its former independent status, to ensure that 
Chelsea no longer had control over any of its funds. 

Thc ncw Ьoard assured the brotherhood of 'а warm 
welcome from our staff, all of whom live up to the 
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Hospital's motto - WE CARE'. New specialist surgical and 
t:uncer therapy units would Ье installed. The run-down 
11ursing school would Ье reopened and Britain's first 
independent medical school would Ье estaЫished, with 
rtaces reserved for the children of Masons. То cater for 
\)rethren outside London, plans were laid for new Masonic 
hospitals aJI over the country. 

Just when it seemed Brotherly Love would heal fraternal 
wounds, the victors Ьegan carving each other up. Sixteen of 
the board had won on the 'Douglas Brooks' ticket, but 
Brooks himself was not elected chairman. А Ьitter 
campaign had Ьееn launched against him and against Dr 
Paul MacLoughlin, who had become а Mason only Ьecause 
he had Ьееn asked to set up the RMH's private medical 
schoo\. The physician was astonished when he and his 
~hool were being damned along with Douglas Brooks. 
lndeed, the main excuse for ousting Brooks were his links 
with MacLoughlin, who had becn in financial difficulties 
over earlier attempts at launching а medical school. The 
doctor claims his proЫems were engineercd Ьу other folk 
acting with malice. Не produces convincing arguments and 
documentation to support his Ciise. 

MacLoughlin, а tall ex-SAS man, was bemused Ьу the 
role of Dr Gordon Kells, the pro-hospital campaigner who 
had proposed him for initiation into Amity Lodge (no. 112) 
in 1985. Kells himself had been initiated in 1981, the year 
he was clcared of manslaughter at the Old Bailey. Не had 
unfortunately given ап overdose of anaesthetic to а Mr 
Leslie Holt, who had come to his clinic to have а few wart!i 
removed from his feet. 

Kells rented rooms from MacLoughlin in the H<trlcy 
Street property which he had leased from the Crown. ll1c: 
men had known each other since they were mc:di1.:al 
students. Тhirty years later it was Kells who propcllL"1I 
MacLoughlin not only into Amity Lodge but also int11 1111· 
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RMH. Ву 1987 they hadso fallen out theywere threatening 
to sue each otber for liЬel. Meantime Ьoth MacLoughlin 
and Brooks fell victim to anonymous character-assassi­
nating circulars. ln Мау 1988 а rowdy meeting of hospital 
govemors voted Kells onto the Ьoard. Brooks felt the 
meeting was controlled Ьу а 'rent-a-mob'. Some brotheв 
descriЬed it as ·а shocking advertisement for Freemasonry' 
- others as а 'triumph for democracy'. 

TЬis was all too much for the man Ьest known for saving 
the hospital. ln June Douglas Brooks resigned from the 
Ьoard and wrote а stinging letter to the chairman. 

1 no longer wish to feel that my reputation and good name 
continue to Ье Ьesmirched Ьу an as.sociation with such а Ьоdу. 
many of whose members in Board and Committee meeting.\ 
continue to display а tota1 disregard for those basic Ma.sonic 
precepts ofTruth. Honour and Vinue. 

This fratricidal feud was а sorry end to а brilliant 
campaign. but to the moguls in Great Queen Street it may 
have seemed а 'consummation devoutly to Ье wished'. 
With their Masonic enemies split. it may Ье many years 
Ьefore another issue threatens their authority. Who was 
right and who was w1·ong over the hospital wШ not Ье clear 
for several years until it сап Ье seen if the place really can 
рау its way or raise enough money through legacies and 
donations to break even. 

One group of people who have not Ьееn impressed Ьу 
the practical application of Brotherly Love, Relief and 
Truth are the hospital's 500 staff. They have Ьееn demoral­
ized Ьу five years' non-stop Masonic Ьickering. Some 
surgeons have quit in disgust, taking their fee-paying 
patients elsewhere, and the Nursing School has collapsed. 
As one nursing sister told а brother, 'even the Ыооdу 
Americans couldn't have treated us worse than you 
Masons·. 



38 
The Destruction of Arthur Edmonds 

In 1976 Anhur Edmonds was working for а small tour 
company named Cruise Drive Tours Ltd. For several 
weeks each year he escorted groups of passengers on cruise 
ships. His wife, Joyce, went too, to 'look after the ladies'. 
Arthur was а Freemason, Master of Temple Porchway 
Lodge (no. 7209). Оп many cruises Masons identify each 
other and hold Masonic gatherings. No formal Masonic 
business сап Ье conducted - по on-Ьoard rituals - but а 
convivial time is had Ьу men with а common interest. Jп 
such а meeting someone suggested that а party of Masons, 
wives, widows and friends shou\d go оп а cruise together 
the following year. Arthur volunteered to organize the trip, 
for his firm had already rnade а Ыосk Ьooking оп а 
Mediterranean cruise that SeptemЬer. Back оп shore he 
asked his many Masonic friends if they would like to join 
the party. 

Arthur knew that Masons arc forbidden to use Free­
masonry for personal profit. Не therefore persuaded his 
company to allow all profits from the Masonic booking to 
go to the Royal Masonic Hospital. The cruise was а 
rcsounding success and the Masons aЬoard were douЫy 
satisfied: they Ьenefited from а special discount which 
Arthur had negotiated, and he gave the hospital the entirc 
'profits' of (I,4o6. 

Не now had а grander idea: to charter an entire cruiм.­
ship and fill it with Masons. Не explained the projecl t11 11 

high-ranking Masoпic friend, Clarence Smart. Arlhtir 
could arrange а thirteen-day voyage to Madeira und 1t1c 
Canaries, and get а 10 per cent fare rcduction rш 1111 1t1r 
passengers. Не would give s per cen1 of all farc~. pl11\ nll 
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rrofits, to Masonic causes. In this case the cause would Ье 
thc Central London Masonic Centre, of which Smart was 
Chairman and which desperately needed money (see 
Chapter 36). According to the rules of English Free­
masonry, this would constitute an 'appeal to the brethren', 
so it would have to t">e sanctio11ed Ьу Grand Lodge. That 
v.'as \Vhy in March 1977 Clarry Smart. а Grand Rank 
Mason, went to see Grand Secretary James Stubbs. 
According to Edmonds, Smart placed 'every facet of the 
exercisc' bcfore Stubbs, who granted 'pcrmission to 
proceed'. With this green light, Arthur's firm chartered the 
Rlack Watch from Olsen Lines for .{95,000. Britain's first 
Masonic cruise wou\d soon set sail. 

Arthur booked entertainers for the cruise. Не printed 
special ticket covers аш.1 envelopes, bot1gl1t gifts for the 
\adies, arranged for fresh orc\1ids to Ье given them in 
Madeira a11d \eft 11othing to chance. 'All we needed now 
was 36о passengers!' Не sent letters to all London's lodge 
secretaries, requcstiпg them to read Oltt details ofthe crнise 
in open lodge. Most of the lctters ended up in the waste­
paper L1asket, so Arthur апd C\arry received only twenty 
bookings. То save the project - and Cruise Drive Tours 
which now faced l1eavy losses - they decided to place а 
smal\ advertiseшent in the Sunday Telegraph. This gener­
ated 8,ооо replies and the cruise was а sel\-out. It embarked 
iп November 1977 and raised !14,229 for charity, including 
all Cп1ise Drive's notional profit of f.7.000; !9.000 went to 
the London Masonic Ccntre, the rest to agreed Masonic 
i.:lшrities. 

Letters of thanks and congratulations flooded in from 
reople who went on the cruise and others who had heard 
alюut it. Masonic widows wrote glowing testimonials about 
the fun they had, and their feelings of safety and well-being 
in such а company. For people unaЫe to book on that 
i.:ruisc, Arthш chartered another for January 1978. This 
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time the entire proceeds would go to the Royal Masoпic 
Hospital. An advertisement was placed in the Dt1ily 
Express, with words approved Ьу the Hospital Appeals 
Secretary and ( said Clarry Smart) Ьу Grand Secretary 
Stubbs. This time the Black Watch was again sold out, so 
another 150 passengers had to Ье booked on а sister ship. 
These voyages raised f10,8ro for charity, and neither 
Arthur nor his company took а penny. 

No sooner had he returned than some West Lancashire 
lodges asked him to organize а cruise for tl1e Royal 
Masonic Benevolent Institution as part of the province's 
RMBI festival, while other Masons demanded another 
hospital cruise. Arthur duly chartered two more ships and 
thus committed his firm to risking 400,000 of its assets for 
Masonic causes, with по prospect of profit. Не was 
therefore surprised when Grand Secretary Stubbs sum­
moned him to Great Queen Street to discuss his cruise 
advertisements. 

When Arthur arrived at Freemasons' Hall оп 3 April he 
was thrust into а 'kangaroo court'. James Stubbs was not 
alone. Не introduced the Grand Registrar Ьу saying he was 
present to advise on legal mattcrs relating to the cruises. 
Had Arthur known 'legal matters' were involved he would 
have brought his own lawyers, but Stubbs had not had the 
courtesy to warn him. '1 was to learn that Grand Lodge is а 
law unto itself,' says Arthur. 'Against all the teachings of 
Freemasonry, it has little respect for natural justice.' 

The Grand Registrar insisted that where Arthur's cruiы: 
adverts had stated, 'Proceeds will Ье donated to the Royal 
Masonic Hospital', that meant all monies receivett l)y 
Cruise Drive Tours would Ье donated- not just 5 per tт111 
of ticket sales plus profits. Не told Edmonds that he woнl1J 
Ье called to account to Grand Lodge for th~ 'mi~~111v. 
money'. 
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1 was dumb-founded! Surely, anyone but а fool would realize 
tliat the cost of chartering an ocean-going liner, with the 
ovcrheads of staff, offices, postage and advenising, would 
amount to hundreds of thousands of pounds. In any case, it was 
clearly stated in the cruise brochures tbat 5 per cent of the ticket 
sales would Ье donated to the charities, so no amblguity could 
possiЫy arise. 1 explained all these points but they were com­
pletely ignored. 
StubЬs then said he had received а numЬer of complaints from 

Masons aЬout the advert, and showed me а very thin file of letters. 
1 responded Ьу showing him а very fat file of letters, all 
congratulating me and urging me to continue with the cruises. 
This argument too was ignored. 

Edmonds pleaded that the relevant Grand Officers, in 
the hospital and the London Masonic Centre, had author­
ized these appeals, as had the Grand Secretary himself. The 
Grand Inquisitors rejected this defence, disallowed any 
evidence from Edmoпds and threatened him with ex­
p\llsion from Freemasonry. Не says he 'stormed out, 
accusing them of coпducting а Star Chamber inquisition 
unworthy of the good name and traditions of Free­
masonry'. Stubbs himself considered that Edmonds had 
поw been formally warned not to place any more cruise 
advertisements and Edmonds was sent а letter to that effect 
in June 1978. Stubbs assumed that was the end of Masonic 
cruising, but Edmonds did not get that impression. 

Bloody but unЬowed, Arthur carried оп organizing the 
two latest cruises. These yielded f.8,587 for the Benevolent 
[nstitution, f.7,097 for the hospital and !2,948 for other 
charities. ln one year Arthur had raised а total of 45,000 
for Masonic causes. His thanks from Grand Lodge's rulers 
was unrelenting hostility. Without Ьeing allowed any 
chance to defend himself, he understood that he stood 
accused of two offences. 

First. he was conducting an 'unauthorized appeal'. His 
defence would have been that Grand Secretary StubЬs had 



The Destruction of Arthur Edmonds t1.\ 1 

himself given permission for each cruise to take place urнlc:r 
the title 'Grand Masoпic Cruise'. Clarry Smart claimed hc: 
had obtained his permission back in March 1977. Why wш; 
Stubbs denying this, апd why was he stopping Edmoпds 
from presenting his case to Grand Lodge's inner council, 
the Board of Geпeral Purposes? 
Edmoпds feels the aпswer lies in the Book of Consti· 

tutioпs. Under 'unauthorized appeals' this states: 'lt is 
irregular for any appeal to Ье made to the Craft in general 
to support particular objects, causes or movements, with· 
out the sanction of the Most Worshipful ТЬе Grand 
Master.' Edmonds now wondered whether the Grand 
Master, the Duke of Kent, had ever Ьееn consulted aЬout 
the cruises. Edmonds himself could not consult him, for 
another rule 'forЬids any Brother, whatever his rank, to 
write or communicate with the MW the Grand Master 
except through the Grand Secretary'. 

Was it not reasonaЬ\e for we mere Masons, оп receiving the 
permission of the Grand Secretary, to assume that he had 
obtained the necessary permission from the Grand Master, since 
we were forЬidden from so doing? 

Edmonds's second 'offence' was that he had used 
Freemasonry for commercial advantage. This was поп­
sепsе. Нis firm was not paying him morc mопеу, indeed hc 
was workiпg far harder for пothiпg. So were Cruise Drivc 's 
пoп-Masonic staff, who were putting in а sixteen-hour duy 
for по extra рау. Nor did the firm profit. Outside auditor~ 
reported it was losing money on the cruises. This was ;1Js11 

noticed Ьу the lnland Revenue, who queried why its ovt:rall 
profit margin was so low. 
Ву now Arthur was committed to more Masonic t·rLti'-t'' 

His company signed !900,000 worth of contracts for 1w11 

puЫic and two Masonic cruises for 1979. An April М11м1111' 
cruise was filled without any advertising. lt rai!it:tl Н1. с;с1 l lc" 
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lhe Benevolent Institution and f.637 for other charities. 
Meantime Arthur and his sympathizers pressed Grand 
Secretary Stubbs for а reso\ution of the proЫem, but their 
letters went unanswered. Instead Stubbs dropped а bomb­
shel\ in the newsletter which Grand Lodge sends to every 
Eng\ish Mason four times а year. On 14 March 1979 Grand 
Iлdge approved а Quarterly Commш1icatian saying that 
recent advertisements about so-called 'Masonic Cruises' 
did not have official approval or sanction and describlog the 
cruises as 'commercial ventures. · This, says Edmonds, was 
а travesty of the truth. 

Thc Coтmmmication made no mention of the vast sums given to 
charities, nor of the fact that the company was donating а\\ net 
profits to the charities, nor of the cп1ises' popularity. As usual, 
Grand [.odge rubber-stamped the docuшe11t and adjourned for 
lunch. 

This Communication was now se11t to every Mason in 
England and Wales, so its impact was bound to Ьс 
<levastating - as its autlюrs sшely knew. Edmonds claims 
l1c had no warning, and therefore no chance to avoid 
Ьinding contracts. Even if а cruise now sailcd empty, bls 
firm would have to рау up. An October cruise was not 
affected because it was already sold out, raising f7,720 for 
the hospital, but Edmonds had also chartered а three-week 
Masonic cruise to Africa for April 1980. When the 
Communication was read out in all lodges, bookings dried 
up and cancellations poured in. One week !70,000 had to Ье 
returned to Masons all over the country. Edmonds had to 
rescl1edule the cruise, throw it open to the puЫic and spend 
an extra f.67 ,ооо on advertising. Contract penalties im­
poscd Ьу the shipping line took Cruise Drive 's Iosses to 
f250,(IOO, just because of what was said in the Communi­
c111io11. Тhе ship was allowed to sail only because Edmonds 
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(now а Cruise Drive director) voluntarily paid over all 111, 
personal savings, and а co-director sold his homc. 

Edmonds was not just under attack from Graшl l ... шlp.t· 
Не was also the victim of the very charities he had dош.· ,, 1 

much to help. In Мау r979 the Benevolent Institu1i1111 
returned а cheque for thefб,953 which hehad raised 011 tl1t· 
April r979 cruisc. lпstitution secretary Noe\ Grou1 1.:х· 
plained that he had 'been instructed not to accept tl1i:-. 
cheque', but did not say Ьу whom. In September 11)7!) 

Grout wrote to aпother Grand Officer saying. 'our records 
are uпаЫе to discover that this Organization has evcr 
received tfirect from the Masonic Cruises а donation ot· 
f8,587.47 which you spcak of. No receipt has been issucd 
for that sum or to the Organization.' 

This \\'as misleading. 011 28 September 1978 а receipt for 
that precise sum had i,een issued l'Y tl1e lnstitution at tl1e 
Liverpool offices fш the West La11cs Festival. In ~ 1980 
letter Groнt admitted the Institution ha(I received the sum 
tl1roнgh а Jodge in St Helens, bt1t sLtid he l1ad no reason to 
apologize to Edmonds 'as no misleading statement had 
~,ееп made'. Не then uttered the fantasy that 'the Organ­
izers of the Cruises also шаkе а profit'. The man who 
received this letter sent а сору to Edmonds. who was аЫс 
to explain that the organizers made по profit. At the samc 
tiшe Edпюnds wondered lюw many letters containing thc 
same distortion had been sent to other Masons who 
believed it. 

Edmonds received even shoddier treatment froш 

Raymond Harrison, а Grand Officer who was Appeals 
Secretary at the Royal Masonic Hospital. Не had senl 
Edmonds effusive letters thanking him for the money ht· 
had raised and enclosing receipts. 

Thank you . . . for so very kindly sending yo11r cl11:4ul' 111 

!1,320 ... 1 am sure you know how greatly 1 appreciak 1111 vo11 
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are doing to help this lnstitution ... 1 have made aпangement' 
to set up а special file at the Hospital recording the work you do 
and the handsome donations you anticipate Ьeing аЫе to forward 
us. (19 SeptemЬer 1977) 

1 am sure you would wish to know that 1 have had the pleasure of 
speaking with three or four of the Masonic passengers on Ьoard 
this cruise ship, all of whom have given me glowing accounts and 
confinn that everything was to their entire satisfaction ... With 
very kindest fratemal regards and Ьest wishes. (21OctoЬer1977) 

1 t is with true gratitude 1 write to thank you most sincerely for thc 
cheque of !9,256.31 from Cruise Drive Tours Ltd ... through 
your efforts we have now Ьenefited to the extent of approximately 
!11,000. (2 February 1978) 

This morning 1 received а cheque for the handsome sum of !7 ,Of/7 
from W Bro. Clarence Smart, presented to him Ьу your company 
(undoubtedly your good self) during the last cruise ... Such 
continued and generous support is most gratifyi11g and very truly 
appreciated. (23 November 1978) 

ln 1979 Harrison's effusive tone abruptly changed. Не 
refused to accept f.7,220 raised on а Masonic cruise, so 
Edmonds took the trouЫe of sending every penny back to 
the passengers. ln Мау 1981 Harrison wrote to one 
perturЬed brother, 

With regard to your enquiry concerning Cruise Drive Tours 
Ltd, I am afraid 1 am unaЬ\e to confirm or otherwise the amount 
you state which had Ьееn contributed through this Company to 
Masonic Charities ... Cruise Drive Tours. as 1 am sure you are 
aware, is an entirely private Company in по way connected with 
the Craft. 

Edmonds was heartbroken when he read .this letter. 
After gushing unction for so long, Harrison could not now 
admit that the hospital had taken one penny from the 
cruises. even though he himself had signed receipts to 
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Cruise Drive Tours for more thanl17,ooo. His phrasing left 
Edmonds vulneraЫe to rumours that he had pocketed 
inoney which had reaJly gone to the hospital. Тhе strain of 
lighting such innuendoes had already broken him. 

Тhе work arкl the worry took its toll on my health. ln March 
1<}8о [ was so ill I had to resign from the Company which 1 had 
spent many years building up. 1was58 years old, out of а job and 
l1ad very little money. Му fellow director - а brother Mason -
fared even worse: he lost his job, his savings and his home. 

Due to the vicious rumours circulating from Masonic lodges, 1 
had also lost the trust of my friends in the travel trade. Sltipping 
company directors, many of whom are themselves Freemasons, 
would not even let me charter а ship for puЫic cruises. So much 
for Masonic Brotherly L.ove. 

Cruise Drive Tours went into liquidation in July 11)8о. The 
Official Receiver felt oЫiged to call in thc MetrOJ)()litan Fraud 
Squad because many Masons had wri1ten to hin1 saying they had 
Ьееn informed that the Masoniccharities had received no money. 
Of course, when the police looked at the books they found 
nothing whatsoever wrong. 

Grand Lodge was less willing to face the 1ru1h. Grand Secretary 
Stubbs had retired and collected а knighthood, so 1 applied to his 
!>uccessor Micltael Higham for а fair hearing Ьу the Board of 
General Purposes. l finally appeared before а Sub-Committee in 
November 1980, but 1 wasnot allowed tocall witnesscs. However, 
to prove Grand Secretary Stubbs had approved the advertisc­
ments 1 needed to call Stubbs himself and Clarry Smart. Without 
them, my case was brushed aside for 'lack of evidence'. 1 tl1en 
produced evidence of other pcoplc's Masonic advertising whicl1 
was wholly commercial and brought no charitaЫe benefit what­
soever, but 1 was told ·not to spoil my case Ьу giving too wide an 
interpretation of the word ··commercial" '. 

Smart wrote а letter in Edmonds's defence, which wa" 
later admitted as evidence. 

1 clearly recollect informing Bro. StubЬs <1lюu1 1111· f i111111I 

Masonic Cruises, and that 1 would Ье arrangiriit f '\n\\I'\ • •f 
Instruction ол Board ... 1 further recollecl 111111 al 11111· 111 .... 111111 



f)36 Masonic TrouЫes 

with Bro. Stubbs when Bro. Edmonds was in attendance, 
following 1 understand а complaint from Bro. Stubbs regarding 
advertising in the National Press, which 1 think was late in 1978, it 
was then agreed that National Press advertising couki continue 
until April 1979, particularly since Bro. Edmonds was committed 
to certain cruises and literature had already Ьееп prepared. 

At last, on 1 June H}8I, Edmonds received а letter from 
Grand Secretary Higham containing this statement: 

I сап categorically say that по evidence has Ьееn produced to 
me or the Board of General Purposes that any of the funds 
destined for the charity have been misapplied. Without an 
auditor's statement 1 cannot go further, but 1 think what 1 have 
said in this paragraph should help to put your position into 
perspective. 

ln fact Edmonds had given Higham an auditor's certi­
ficate, issued Ьу а chartered accщшtant, saying Cruise 
Drive had been operating the Masonic cruises without net 
profit. This had been accepted Ьу the Inland Revenue but 
was ignored Ьу Freemasonry's Board of General Purposes. 

Arthur now asked for his name to Ье cleared in the place 
where it had been besmirched: Grand Lodge's Quarterly 
Communication. Не asked for а statement to Ье puЫished 
saying he had not made any unauthorized appeal, that al\ 
net profits had been donated to Masonic charity, and tbat 
the charities had received а\\ monies due to them. This was 
refused. Ruined Ьу Masonic whispers, Arthur ruefully 
recaUed the instruction to all Masons 'to support а Brother 
in а\1 of his laudaЬ\e undertakings, and to support his 
character in his aЬsence, as in his presence'. In Arthur's 
case this command had Ьееn flouted Ьу men in Free­
masonry's highest circles. So had the Fifth Antient Charge 
which says that 'None shall discover envy at the prosperity 
of а Brother nor supplant him, nor put him out of work ifhe 
Ье сараЫе to finish the same.' 
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Out of work to this day, Edmonds is а douЫy tragic 
figure. ln r963 he was charged with deception and fraud in а 
l)usiness which had nothing to do with travel. The case 
papers showed that the crimes had been perpetrated Ьу 
others, yet his barrister strongly advised him to plead 
guilty, and he was sentenced to three years in jail. When 
Edmonds later attended his own bankruptcy hearing, the 
Registrar declared in open court that he had been the 
innocent victim of а 'forced conviction'. However, because 
he had pleaded guilty on а QC's instructions. he must go 
back to jail. 

The prison governor was so sure Edmonds was innocent 
that he allowed him out every day to study business 
management at а nearby university. Whcn he was freed, his 
wife set up Cruise Drive Tours and he worked for her. Only 
when he was discharged from bankruptcy could he Ьесоmе 
а Cruise Drive director. Тhat was the year Grand Lodge 
dropped its bombshell and Ыеw his life apart for а second 
time. 

All along Freemasonry had known of Arthur's record. 
Не had been initiated in Temple Porchway Lodge in 
Croydon in 1958, but while in prison he was 'excluded' 
because he had no money to рау his dues. In 1970 Grand 
Officer Clare11ce Smart invited 11im to rejoin and he 
became Master in five years. During the cruises row, 
11either Stubbs nor any other inquisitor had said his 
criminal record was the real reason they wanted the cruises 
stopped. If it was (but по one dared say) this would havc 
been а rare outburst of civic conscience Ьу Grand Lodgc. 
As we have shown many times, Grand Lodge knows of far 
worse criminals among England's Masons - bank robl)crs. 
receivers of stolen gold and crooked cops - yet it has not 
expelled them. From 196<> to March 1988 it expellcd нnly 
three Masons for criminal offences which led 10 impri""" 
ment, and only two for lesser crimes. 
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ln any case, if anyone deserved а second chance, it was 
Edmonds: the man who raised more than fбо,ооо for 
Masonic c:harities but was ruined Ьу Freemasonry for his 
pains. It is understandaьte that his Ьittemess against Grand 
Lodge knows no limits. 

ln Freemasonry 1oday Brotherly Love, Relief and Tru1h has 
Ьееn replaced byenvy, hypocrisy and lies. А Freema.son's word ol 
honour which was once regarded as sacrosanct, and somelhing 10 

Ье relied upon, now has по moral worth wbatsoever, lf1he 1rend i!'. 
rontinued, 1he Crafl mus1 eventually founder оп the very rock:. 
which our foreЬears strove so valianlly lo avoid. 

Another issue arises from this story. How does Grand 
Lodge define а 'commercial undertaking'? As we have seen 
Edmonds never sought to make money out of the cruises. 
yet many Masons profit from Freemasonry without getting 
roasted Ьу Grand Lodge. One example is Тоуе, Kennin~ 
and Spencer, the regalia shop facing Freemasons' Hall iп 
London. Masons make their living from this business. 
Non-Masons сап have по objection to that, but they migh1 
like to know how this commercial undertaking сап Ьс 
ассерtаЫе to Gгand Ladgc when the cruises were not. 

Grand Lodge tums а Ыind еуе to а great many Masonic 
money-makers. These adven.isements have all appeared in 
Mosonic Sqише, а magazine which itself makes а profit: 

SТA'r' COOL Don't рау those outrageous prices for your FESТtVAL 
GlfТS. Тhе Specialists are al уош service in а newer blgger way. 
HODGНION WHOLESALE. (June 1979) 

А. а. FAIB Bros Ltd. Masonic Regalia for all degrees. Hand 
embroidered in the traditional manner. (DecemЬer 1986) 

Oi"POl'n!NIПES юа 1rn1ED CiENJUJrl(EN to represent а Вonafide 
Gift Company who already supply many lodgcs. Some bшiness 
abtlity, telephone, but no travelling required. Applications to 
М. Josephs (Gift Department). (March 1978) 
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lN\IESТ SECURELY and HELP YOUR CHAJ:m! Retired Past Master and 

owner of vi11a de.velopment in Menorca . . . offers at large 
discount to Brethren plots of land from f1,ooo and architect­
designed villas from under f8,oooud wШ рау itooto апуМаооk 
Chartly оо udwlge ot contnds. Ве dever aad Ьuу now Ьefore 
Spain enters the Common Markel and prices really take off! 
(March 1979) 

Ourexis1ing15 lodges are very satislied with theSQuAR..E DEA.t they 
get from l'ARK couRТ НОТЕt. lf your lodge is Jooking for а new 
temple please con1act- (June 11)8о) 

lt's experience that counls at the CafC Royal ... For further 
information please conlact The Masonic Вanqueting Manager. 
(June 1983) 

ЛВАNО ТU.МЕ [An ltalian Health Spa) 
Only 10 miles from Venice lies Abano Terme - tbe world's largest 
thermal zone. u. RESIDENCF., BRISТOL ВША and ARISТO MOUNO 

Hotels. The Proprietors of these three hotels are brothers, 
fтeemasons. they shall Ье pleased to offer brothen and their 
relatives special prices, ifyou do not use credit cards. ( Juпe 1987) 

And right next door to Freemasons' Hall stands Free­
masonry's most famous eating house: 

The homeof 1,000 lodges and chapters. ТЪе Connaught Rooms 
is uпique ... (DecemЬer 19&) 

Masonic Square is puЫished Ьу Lewis Masonic, а firm 
which generates some of its huge sales Ьу exploiting that 
persecution complex which is exclusively Masonic: 

MASТER NASONIWORSHll'fUL ИЛSТЕR Al'RON CASE То hold Apro11 
flat. The ideal case for brethren who wish to carry theirapron wilh 
them and use their case for everyday purposes. А lif1-11p 
concealmen1 lray hides regalia from view and papers апd cvcry 
dayaniclescan Ье heldon top. Youcanopenthecasc witlюul rt-111 

of revealing your regalia. (SeptemЬer 1986) 
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Lewis Masonic is part of а Ьigger concem, the Ian Allan 
Group. Тhis connection came in handy back in 1978. 

Masonic Visit to Australia. In connection with the opening of 
the new Sydney Freemasons • Hall in October 1978 а special tour is 
Ьeing arranged Ьу Masonic Square, in conjunction with lan Allan 
Travel, for freemasons, their wives and friends . . . the total cost 
of the tour . . . will Ье from .Е900. 

Was this advertisement cleared Ьу Grand Lodge? Did 
Ian Allan Travel make money out of the voyage? Even if 
not, how did it differ from the cruises then Ьeing run Ьу 
Arthur Edmonds? If his efforts were а 'commercial under­
taking', was not this one too? 

In 1979, Grand Secretary Stubbs and his deputy Michael 
Higham visited Lewis's premises. Masonic Square photo­
graphed them alongside its editor and the boss, Ian Allan, 
himself а Mason. Any reader might imagine this consti­
tuted an official endorsement of the fiпn's myriad para­
phernalia: 

ALADDIN'S CAVE or SOLOMON's TEMPLE'? Our showroom has Ьееп 
likened to both. From lapel pins to regalia cases - Hymn cards to 
Encyclopaedias. If it's rnasonic then it must Ье LEWIS MASONJC. 

In 1g85 Sir James StubЬs's autoЬiography appeared. Тhе 
puЫisher was Lewis Masonic. 1 have not found out which 
charity, if any, benefited from the sales. 
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The Ladies - God Bless Them! 

From youth up to age, Our love they engage, 
We're proud to defend and caress them: 
'Тwill e'er Ье our boast, То honour the toast 
The Ladies for ever - God Ьless them! 1 

Once а year every lodge holds а 'Ladies' Night': а dinner­
dance to which brethren invite friends, prospective 
Masons, Masons from other Jodges and all their wives or 
women friends. From these occasions outsiders return to 
the 'profane' world with tales of sycophantic speechifying, 
tedious toasts to Maso11ic potentates and cndless en­
counters with salesmen, contractors and реор\е who do 
something at the town hall. lf tl1e talk is not about cars, it is 
usual\y about foreign holidays. 

The evening is dedicated to·'Тhe Ladies. Those nearest 
and dearest to us'. who have suffered yet another year of 
male absenteeism. А ladies' night is not just an excuse for а 
knees-up. lt is а bribe, а guilt-ridden gift to every 'Masonic 
widow', especially those who feel the Craft is а standing 
offence because it excludes them so\e\y because they are 
women. One old Masonic ditty shows wives have Ьееn 
complaining about this for 200 years. 

The ladies claim right to come into our light, 
Since the арrоп they say is their bearing: 
Сап they subject their will. сап they keep their toпgues ~1ill. 
And let talking Ье chang'd into hearing? 

This difficult task is the least we сап ask, 
То secure us оп sundry occasions; 
When with this they comply, our utmost we'll lry 
То raise lodges for lady Frecmasons. 
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Till this сап Ьс do11e, must each Brother Ье mum, 
Though the fair one should wheedle апd teaze on; 
Ве just, true and kiпd; but stШ bear in mind, 
At al\ times, that you are а Freemason. 2 

Since this sexist diatribe was written, women's Masonic 
organizations have been created - thcre are now even co­
Masonic lodges - but these have few members and no 
formal connection with Freemasonry as practised Ьу the 
Grand Lodges of England, Ireland, Scotland or any other 
'regular' order. Even today most male Masons walk out 
with their briefcases so many times а year, assuming their 
wives will never know what they actually do in the lodge. If 
interrogated, they are duty-bound to 'divert the discourse'. 
Hence the need for а ladies' night to bridge а marital chasm 
which, many wives claim, is vast. One woman sent me this 
short essay entitled Life with а Masonic Husband. 

lt is important for any prospective Masonic wife to appreciate 
that hcr needs (both emotioпal апd financial) will always come 
second to those of the Lodge, although ideally she will Ье made to 
feel special and 'protected'. Masoпic activities are never dis­
closed, по matter how close the couple, and апу inquiries are met 
with а wall of silence. Masoпs pride themselves on loyalty to their 
oath. 

Membership of а lodge is recognized in the home Ьу the familiar 
briefcase containing books, apron апd other paraphernalia, 
together with the white gloves which must Ье kept laundered to 
pristine whiteness at all times. 

Wives are expected to patieпtly put up with their husbands' 
absence at regular meetings and these always take precedence 
over everything else. There are по exceptions. Ву way of 
illustration: а long overnight Oight batk from sunпier climes and а 
tiring drive home was insufficient to deter an immediate departure 
for the regular lodge meeti11g. 

When the husband returns from the Jodge, usually long after 
the wife has gone to bed, he тау Ье seen Ьeamiпg with self­
satisfaction. Не 'glows' as if he has disoovered some deep mystery 
of life or the Hereafter, which 'profaпe' monals - especial\y 
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women - could never know or comprehend. This glow •~ 11111 
convertiЫe into physical energy. 

The Ladies' Evening is meant to offer small compensation 1·ш 
regular absences during the year. We are wined, dined ашJ 
serenaded in а most gallant manner. А gift is invariaЬ\y presentcd 
to each lady during the course of the evening. 

As а man progresses through his lodge he is invited, and feels 
duty-Ьound to join, other related lodges. This means more 
absence and further annual expense. Membership of any lodge is 
expensive, and there are always collections for the Masonic 
charities and appeals for the needs of the home lodge. In all 
respects Masons support each other - an admiraЫe trait - but this 
is often to the detriment of non-Masons. ln all matters ranks are 
closed in the Brotherhood. 

А happy marriage can Ье knocked off course Ьу the 
Craft, as another <.iisillusione<.i spouse confesses: 

f'reemasonry is <' wedge between man а11(\ wife. Marriage is all 
about sharing - doing things together - whereas Freemasonry is 
secrecy, lюgus knowledge jealously guarded. and ridiculous all­
male rituals. I love my husband deeply but 1 аш hurt that he needs 
this gobЫedy-gook. Нс thinks 1 don 't know what he gets up to, 
but 1 know the rituals inside онt, Ьесанsе he always leaves his little 
books around. They are easy to understand, once you know what 
the initials stand for: 't.c.a.' nieans 'tl1roat cut across' and 't.t.o. 
Ьу the r.' means 'tongue torп онt Ьу the root'. The sad thing is, 
when you know what it all means, you cannot bclievc that your 
husband, who is otherwise sane and logical, сап seriously utter 
such drivel. 

Not all women share this sense of the ridiculous. Somc 
see nothing but good in Freemasonry. А classic defencc 01· 
the Craft came in one woman's attack on Stephen K11igl11: 

Freemasons are а caring and compassionate body of pcopk 
who look after children, widows, the sick and the eldcrly. all • •I 
whom have по influence with anybody. These peoplc. ol wl11m1 1 
am one, are only аЫе to repay Ьу expressing their grati1111l1 ;11111 

refuting unjust criticism. 
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Му father was а Mason for а few years Ьefore his death when 1 
was six years old. Му mother was homeless and practically 
penniless, but the Freemasons gave me а secure and staЫe 
background. They offered me а place at their school, where 1 
remained for nine years, receiving an excellent education and 
every care for my health. Му college fees were also paid. 1 
sincerely Ьelieve that the many Freemasons 1 have met are only 
interested in making the world а Ьetter place for people who need 
help, and 1 would ask you to weigh up my experience against 
allegations and insinuations which cannot Ье suЬstantiated. 

In researching this book 1 have received many letters 
from women, yet this is the опlу one written in Free­
masonry's defence. Another Mason's daughter recalls not 
high morals but low farce: 

Му father belonged to two \odges, but he was never Master of 
either. Не found it difficult to commit che working to memory and 
was told he did not take the ceremo11ies seriously enough. Не was 
apt to laugh at the wrong n10ments. It wa1> just as well that he was 
never in the Chair. The expense would рrоЬаЫу have ruined us. 
because the Worsl1ipfu\ Mastcr hиs to bear the cost of the annual 
Ladies' Night. 
Му father used to attend а Lodge of Instruction on Sunday 

mornings. Не would promise to Ье home Ьу mid-day, but it was 
usually four or five in thc afternoon before he returned, always the 
worse for drink and in an aggressive mood. His companions in the 
lodge were all beavy drinkers. 

UnderstandaЬly, this woman chose not to marry а 

Mason! ln 1986 drink drove 'Mrs Н.В.' to write to а 
Southampton newspaper:3 

Му husbиnd was recently initiated into а masonic lodgc; leaving 
home at 6 Р.м. оп the evening of his initiation. Readers may Ье 
interested to hear that he did not retum until 6 А.М. the following 
moming in а completely drunken condition. 

Mrs Н. В. realized that not all Masons are drunks but. in 
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view of this experience, she was 'а little sceptical' <1lюi11 
Freemasonry's moral code. She may Ье relieved to know 
that in 1981 the Duke of Kent recognized the damagc 
Masonic Ьoozing сап do: 

The social side of lodge meetings has always formed an 
important part of the occasion and 1 should not want this to 
disappear, but hospitaJity these days does not come cheaply and 
there is по aЬsolute necessity for Javish wining and dining after 
every meeting ... 1 am anxious that brethren who may well Ье of 
limited means should not feel oЫiged to strain their family 
budgets in order to keep up ап unnecessarily high level of 
conviviality. 4 

The Duke gave this advice five ycars Ьeforc Mrs H.B.'s 
husband got plastered. Perhaps Southampton lodges were 
too Ыotto to heed it. 'Conviviality' is not the only proЫem, 
according to one very well-inforined wif е in the North of 
England: 

1 соте from а Masonic family. Both my grandfathers werc 
Masons, my father is а Mason and my mother is а lady Mason. 
Brought up in such an atmosphere. 1 naturally acccpted my 
husband's wish to enter the Craft. Не was initiated into one of 
England's oldest lodges whose members regard themselves as 
Masonic aristocrats and have an uncoшpromising view of the 
Craft. Their attitude to the 'profanc ·, and won1c:n in particular, is 
entrenched in the nineteenth ccntury. Other Jocal lodges havc u 
more flexiЫe approach, and women are far more involvetl. 
Scarcely а week goes Ьу without some mixed entertainmcnt. 
Some lodges even orgaпize thcir mec:tings so the Ladies сап join 
the Brethren towards the close of the 'Festive Board'. 

Yet old hablts die hard. One recent Christmas we went 10 ~i11g 
carols at the Masonic Hall, organized Ьу one of the friendlic:r 
lodges. Many brethren in my husband's lodge were alrcady 1l11:rc·. 
Ьut when we ladies arrived they walked out. Whatever thc lrнlF,t'. 
there is still по discussing lodge affairs or rituaJ!; in Пlixt·cl 
company. The conversation is skilfully steered to other 1op1t·" 

Some Masons take their all-male mania with thc111111111,· 
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grave. When Wiltshire Freemason HerЬert Northover died 
in 11}8о his widow discovered he had ruled there should Ье 
по female moumers at his church service. '1 simply can't 
understand it,' she said. 

We were Ыissfully happy for forty-five yean and Herbert never 
mentioned anything like this to me. 1 could undentand him not 
wanting me to go to the cremaюrium, but the chun:h servic:e 
ban ... 1 just don't know. 1 can't attend, сап 1? lt was my Joving 
husband's dying wish that J didn't. lt has upset rne greatly and it 
came as а greal shock when the will was read. 

Мп; Northover said the Ьап might have Ьееn Ьecause her 
husband was а Mason: 'It is male-dominated, but he oould 
havc Ьееn trying to save me from extra distress. •S 

Nowadays therc is no provision for Masonic funerals, so 
pcrhaps Mr Northover was acting with exaggerated pro­
tectiveness towards his wife. Masons describe death as 
going to 'the Grand Lodge аЬоvе' where presumaьty there 
are no women at all. Down оп carth times are s\owlv 
changing, as one Essex wife describes: • 

1 know many Masons reheane their ri1uals with their wives. 
Some even admit the Craft must drag itself inlo the twentielh 
century апd recognize that а modem wife demands fewer male 
bastions. We have friends in а Dulch lodge who were amazed to 
leam I was tolally eкcluded from my husband's Masonic life. 
When we stayed with them on а Masonic visil, we went to а lodge 
meeting where the men paraded before us in their aprons and 
regalia. Му husband was most embarrassed and clearly wished 1 
wasn't there, but he could do nothing aЬout it. That is lhe only 
time 1 have ever seen Ьim in his full kit! 

His total silence aЬout his Masonic life has Ьееn а constant 
irтitanl to me. 1 am fortunate Ьecause 1 have а career and а family 
to occupy me, but I have heard many women complain that their 
husbands are Ьeing consumed Ьу Freemasonry. lt's а 'domino' 
situalion: men make friends in other lodges, so they visit those 
lndges. They are then invited to visit further afield and so оп. Тhсу 
may also visil Provincial Lodge, and when their year as Master is 
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over, they are ask.ed to join an all-Master lodge. If а man j()in'> 
many side degrees, which have their own super-structu~. he may 
Ьс busy оп Masonics five nights а week, 1hirty weeks а yur. 

For some women а husband's year of officc сап prove а 
slimulating event. 1 recall one couple especially. The wife ba.sketl 
in reflected glory when her husЬ..nd was Mas1er. It would Ье true 
10 say 1he year was not his bu1 hers. 

For many 01hers Masonry сап mean widowhood or. at Ьest, 
purdah: Ьeing brought out and displaycd at various social 
functions. (n some ins1ances Masonry contribules to marital 
breakdown. Of course, noЬody really knows why а maпi.age fails, 
excepl 1he people dir«lly concerned. Cerlainly а 'Masonic 
Widow· Jcads а very lonely, isola1ed exis1ence, 1 spcnt my 
twentieth weddinganniversary alone while my husband was al the 
lodge. 11 rankles, and there are 1imes when а wife feels enough is 
enough. 

Some women shout 'Enough!' as soon as their husЬands 
join. One wife sent this complaint 10 the United Grand 
Lodge of England from the Commonwealth island where 
her husband was then working: 

1wish10 place оп rccurd lhiil my husband is Ьeing initiated into 
1he Mason movemenl against my own and my family's wishes, and 
this is causing us great dislres.s. 1 undcrstoOO this was an opcn 
organization and that, as the family was involved, а pcrson was 
invited to join in а fonnal way, with а commiltee memЬer Ьeing 
invited into the home to discu.ss it with the wife. This was not done 
and I am of the opinion the matter was hidde11 Ьecause my feelingi; 
оп this subject were known. 

Last year at а Ьеасh bar your organizer. 'Mr Х', asked me what 
1 1hought of my 'old man Ьecoming а Mason'. 1 looked at my 
husband who winked and laughed, so it was passed off as в joke. 
·мr Х' 1hen said my husband and 1 should discuss the mattcr, ·а, 
rhe wife was involved'. As we walked away, my husband uga111 
lnughed it off and said 'Х' had Ьееn drinking. 

The matter was never mentioned again and 1 completely fщк••I 
aЬout il until my husЬand said he was going 10 а lodge n1ce11nx 
1he degrading ceremony with noose and Ыindfold- whкh 111~1('•1 
until the early hours and rc:sulted in lrightmare~. 1 plc~1•k•I w11t1 

him tostopbuc within twowecks hewentagain for 11 fi. \111111•r11щ1 
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and didn't come back until 1 А.м. so drunk he did not rememЬer 
where he had Ьееn, and driving the car. On Ьoth occasions 1 asked 
him to infonn the lodge of my objections bu1 1 do not know if this 
was done. Apparently it does not matter! 1 cannot consider lhis is 
а respectaЬle place or good for my husЬand, and he is always very 
drunk and this is not good for his job. 

As Christians we сап never accept the worshipping of pagan 
Gods- Jahbulon (or the great Archilect)- and my husband was 
under the impression it was Christian. Не has since read Tht 
Brothrrhood but seems to Ье lost in all the archaic ritual, and the 
talk of the other men, and is по 1onger as open and honest as he 
W'dS, in fact pcople have noliced а changc. 1 pray to God that hc 
w:ill not go through w:ith this. 

1 have по objection to my husband joining an ореп club or 
drinking in moderation and giving money to gencral charities in 
which hc Ьelievc:s, but not to Ье a~kcd ror donations for а select 
few ... We are nol а rich family. but average, although my 
husband might give that impression as Ье spends easily. 

1 do not know what reply, if any, this wife received. 
Whatever comfort she was offered worse times may lic 
al1ead, according to this Masonic wife in New Zealand: 

After we had Ьееn married ten years my husband casually 
mentioned that his rather wanted Ыm to Ьесоmе а Mason. 1 didn't 
know what he meant, and he didn't know either, except that in the 
family there was а special apron from а Scottish ancestor, and it 
was like going to Ctшrch. ln our district most people know wtio 
the Masons are, and scoff at thcm Ьecausc of their lшocks and 
secret handsl1akes. 

For several weeks men would visit our house and talk with my 
husЬand. We were invited 10 the homes of two elderly couples. 
The Jadies would chat 10 me while lhe men went to another room. 
One day two men came апd asked if 1 would allow my husband to 
hecome а Mason. That wa.c; ludicrous as there was по way 1 could 
refuse him - unless 1 wanted а divorce! 1 said he was old enough to 
make up his own mind. They made much of their charity to the 
community, their integrity and 'Christianity'. Because of rumours 
aЬout racism and anti-Catholicism 1 asked if Maoris or Catholics 
\\.·cre аЫе to Ье memЬers. They said 'Yes'. 1 then asked, could 
women join? ·No: Why nol? 'lt's а man's organization: 
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Eventually eame the lnitiation evening, with all tho~ jc1k("\ 
from non-Мasons aЬout 'clean underwear', 'riding thc wh1lt' 
goat•, ·prancing around in aprons·, and Ьeing voted out Ьу 'IJ111ck 
Ьalls'. His Mum and Dad came several hundred miles for lhc 
occasion. Му falher-in-law showed me the spe<:ial Scottish apmn 
- the pride апd glory of the family! Не went with my husband 10 
the initiation. and 1 took his mother to the Ladies' Night tha1 
followed. 

When lodge Mшter.; are ins1alled, there are huge functions w1th 
visitors from different lodges. 1 used to Ье asked to provide food. 
serve and cJean up. 1 provided lood а couple of times but 1 
certainly didn't serve nr clenn 11р. Му hu.~band would come hоп1~· 
very late and very drunk from these functions. 

We haven't ever receivcd any favours because of my husband's 
memЬership. Не doesn't even get visits when in hospitиl, 
рrоЬаЫу Ьecause of ту ·anti-attitude'. 1 don't mix with Masons or 
lhcir wives. who are always running round them like lilllc ants. 
They seem proud oftheir husЬands' s1а1ш;. and even grow flowcr.; 
iп lodge colou~ to dccorate 1he hall for installations. One man 
said hi~ installation ь Master was more important tban ы~ 
wedding! 

lt is impm.siЫe to say how much of Ncw Zt:aland's corruption is 
cau:;ed Ьу Frecшasoшy. hecuu$e ther~ is so шuch coпuption hcrc 
in all walks oflifc. lЪcre are rumouп; that а 'Mason's bandshake' 
is an О реп Scsame! :Jnd а fornt of protection, but 1 don't think tba1 
i!i exclusive 10 Masons. 

1 am not а •feminist', but it atwar.; surprises me tbat tbc ех1rсшс 
reminist cure have мt yet attackcd Freemasonry. 1 am а vcry 
independent woman and 1 do not have any time for tl1c 
Brotherhood! 

Some wives regard their husЬands' nightly preoccupution 
with Freemasonry as а kind of adultery. Others cl<1.i1n 1l1t" 
brotherhood condones real infidelity and m<.iy i:vt·n 
encourage it. One abandoned wife in southern E::nJt:l11n1I 
makes just this poiпt: 

1 am intrigucd Ьу theemphasis which M11sons pur1м111 ''' р111 '"' 
duty to wife and family. То break Masonk 'v11w\· I\ '11t•11·• t 

tbeoretically to terriЬle penalties, but 1<1 br~·:1k otl1t·1 ~""'' 
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hinding in Jaw and in the sight of God, appears not to Ье regarded 
ш; serious. 
Му husband was invited several times to join а lodge. At no 

time did any memЬer of the committee come to our home and ask 
me if 1 approved. Не finally joined after а colleague told him in my 
presence how much Masonry had done for him, and how Ье had 
Ьесоmе а much Ьetter person Ьecause of it. Му husband seemed 
attracted Ьу this aspect until he heard that а man in his firm, 
notorious for many disagreeaЫe acts, had Ьееn accepted in the 
same lodge. Не was rather concerned, but reftected that this man 
might also Ьесоmе а Ьetter person in due course. 
Му husband was now nearly fifty years old. Shortly after his 

initiation he staned an affair with someone twenty-four years his 
junior, even younger than his own son. Не left home to live with 
her, neglecting his own family and grandchildren. Because of his 
newly-taken Masonic vows, he was worried aЬout what his 
Freemason colleagues would think of him breaking his marriage 
vows. Не was told 'it was а matter for the individual's conscience' 
and was not remindcd of thc Masonic teaching that а man's first 
duty is to his wife and family. 1 found this hypocritical - almost 
tantamount to saying that lying and cheating are alright, as long as 
it is not to another Freemason. 1 have also Ьееn told their view is 
that extra-marital affairs are alright as long as they are not with 
anothe1· Mason's wife! 

That is а reasonaЫe reaction to the third-degree 'OЫi­
gation' in which а Master Mason swears to 'most strictly 
respect the chastity of those nearest and dearest to him, in 
the persons of his wife, his sister and his child'. There is no 
parallel requirement to respect the chastity of any other 
шan's wife, sister or child. When 1 first read this oath, 1 was 
struck Ьу its similarity to the oath taken Ьу members of the 
Sicilian Mafia and its North American offspring, the 'Cosa 
Nostra'. Joe Valachi, the first American Mafioso to break 
Omerta (the Mafia's code of silence), told а Senate sub­
coinmittee in 1963 how, on joining а Mafia 'family', he 
swort: not to violate the wife, sisters or daughters of 
;шother memЬer. А recent Mafia squealer, Jimmy 
Fratianno, told me his oath (when translated) said, 'You 
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mustn't fool with another memЬer's wife or girlfriend.'6 ln 
Mafia and Masonry this rule exists partly to prevent 
discord, even •fratricide', over women but the similarity in 
their oaths makes one wonder if Ьoth organizations have а 
common ancestry. This deserted woman draws по parallels 
with the 'МоЬ', but she does find the Masonic oath two­
faced. 

It seems to set two standards for moral Ьehaviour, which 1 find 
very strange and contradictory to their general teachings. Му 
husband and 1 are not legally separated and there is по acrimony 
Ьetween us. Не attends the lodge regularly and 1 think he derives 
comfort from the Masonic association because his actions have 
Ьееп condoned, so to speak, Ьу а 'higher authority' than 
Christianity and thc laws of marriage. So much for Freemasonry 
making my husband а Ьetter person! 

А Surrey wife Ыames Frcemasonry for much of her 
marital trouЫe: 

ln 1977 my husband felt а greal need to become а Mason. We 
had not long moved housc, and 1 could not see where the Цо 
joining fee wou\d come from, when there was so much we needed. 
Nor could 1 understand his desire to pursue another 'hobby' on 
top of two very time-consuming ones which already took him from 
home а good deal. Added to this, he worked shift hours. Anyhow. 
I respected his wishes and he joined. 

We lived in а rural area where а car is а necessity. Не told n1c 
that ifl wanted а car, Гd have to work for it. We had а young sщ1 
at the time which meant а job was not goi11g to Ье easy, and in ;щу 
event 1 would need а car to do it. 1 was also keen to study mu~ic. ;," 
Гd always Ьееn а keen piano-player. Му husband objc~tt·~I 
Ьесанsе 'You won't Ье аЫе to do all the things you should '"' 
doing at home.' Не also said, 'You only want to get вmnng 1110.,.. 
young students.' As his happiness was threatened, 1 gotvc 11р 1111· 
idea. 

As time went on I was told 1 would have to work n1or(' 1•• l1•·l1• 
with increased bills. 1 was already teaching pi11no 111 hon1c- .11нl 1 •••• 

all weathers doingmarket research survey~. l lri~1I 111 w111 ~ 1111111111 
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м:hool hours and my husband's work hours. а feat which tied me 
up in knots and was very tiring. 1 found 1 was working more and 
contribuling all l"d got in eamings and slrength 10 the home, Ьut 1 
was sharing it with а man who disappeared at every tum, алd then 
dictated how we'd spend our weekends on his activities. 1 made 
thousands of loaves of sandwiches for the hockey club, and held 
hundredsof pints while sweaty morris-men danced, yet now /was 
paying for him to leave me regularly 10 go out in evening dress to 
this or that dinner. Sometimes 1 was alone at home for eleven 
oonsecutive eveniпgs, desperate for company and affection, and 
only too appreciative of my piano and its solace. 

There is а limit to the pleasure а piano сап give а woman, so 
there came а point when understandaЬJy my head was tumed. 
Another man was offering the affection 1 needed, and the proof 
that 1 was а normal woman. This relationship could go nowhere, 
Ьut it did make me realize that my marriage was in а very bad 
state. One of us had lo go! ln 1983 my husband moved to а male 
friend's house and 1 agreed 10 Ье divorced. 

Just two and а half mon1hs aher our separation, my husband 
went 10 а ladies' night with another woman. Не 10\d me that he 
had to take her Ьecause he had the duty of making а speec:h оп the 
ladies' behalf. 1 felt lhis was inappropriate in his situation, and а 
puЫic show of his lack of respect for me. Alw 1he tickets for his 
pany mus1 have cost f.100, which 1 could have used to рау а 
household bill. 

Onc day, when we met over our юn, 1 told him exactly what I 
1hough1 aЬout Masons. Не said. 'I hope you never get lost at sea.' 
1 took this to Ье а referencc 10 Freemasonry's suppon for the 
lifeЬoat charity. Yet here was 1, unaЬJe to рау my gas and 
electricity bills! Му son was more likely to die of hypothennia at 
home than Ьу drowning at sea. We tried 10 revive the marriage. 
We spent weekends away logether, but then 1 discovered he'd 
gone back to his girlfriend. Why, 1 asked. ·You did it. so why 
shouldn't I?' 
Ву this time he was Mason-mad. One week he was Ьooked to 

spend four succe~ve nights оп Masonic activities. Оп one of 
these nights he had committed himself to lhree different meet· 
ings, so he had to 1ear round making apo\ogies. This shows how 
oЬsessed he'd Ьесоmе with 1he brotherhood. 

The divorc.e wenl through, and wc were due to go to coun over 
our finances. Naturally 1 feared а court packed with Masons who 
would decide in his favour. We eventually юned things out, but 
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he is paying very little towards ourson's maintenance. 1Ъеrе 1шы 
Ье other ramilies wrecked Ьу the intrusion of Freemasonry. 1 shall 
always hold it panly responsiЫe for the aЬsence of а cons1an1 OLld 
in my son's Jife. 

lt would seem there was much wrong with this marriag1..· 
which had nothing to do with Freemasonry. Given thc 
frequencyof divorce these days, it would Ье unfairto Ыаmс 
every divorce in which the husband was а Mason upon his 
Freemasonry. ln this case, it may have been the hockey or 
thc morris-daпcing, or evcrything addcd together. Ус! 
Freemasonry seems to have taken more titne than aпything 
else- if the man was out ·мasoning' eleven nights in а row. 
Another 'Masonic Widow' tells а similar ~tory: 

After 1wenty--seven years of happy marric:d life serious argu­
ments hegan when my husЬand. а respected doccor (who was also 
а talenled musician and arrist), was ~ked if he would Ьесоmе а 
brother - an invilation which he welcomed with open anns. 1 was 
already prejudiced hy my father's experience, working for the old 
f.NER railway. Не was inviled lo join lhc ·oompany' 1odgc wilh ;1 

hinl 1ha1 promo1ion would como.: his way. Afler he refused to join. 
he never got promolion. 

1 understood my husband's need for а social life away from 
medical matters and there was an ohvioш; attraction in а 'men 
only cluh'. jus1 as many women enjoy galherings of their own sex. 
Yet now 1 somelюw lшt rcspccl for him as he cmЬarked оп what а 
friend called 'an cgo trip'. 1 didn't like !о lhink of him in tl1e 
·apron', while gloves etc" going through the spurious mumlю· 
jumOO rituab, and learning the florid. over·Ыown prose necess:iry 
1О f'ulfil his duties. His easy accep1ance of secrecy was hunful. Wc 
could alway!. discus.s my activities, but his nights had to Ье cloakcd 
in secrecy. As for thc Ladies' Nights. they always seemed lainlly 
1udicrous, full of false Ьonhomie and endles.s ·wine-taking· 

ln closing. 1 musl Ье honest. In 1982 my huIOand fell in lнvt• 
with 11 younger woman, and we are now divorccd. She hapf"IY 
accompanies him lo all Masonic юcial events. Perha~ 1 ~hщ1l~I 
hilve Ьееn more chari1aЫe, but 1 s1ill feet in my Ьones 1h;11 11-· " 
W()nh something Ье11еr. and it was wrong for him Tht·r···, ,, 
les~on to Ье leilrnl from this. по doubt. 
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Another divorcee in Lancashire clearly Ыames the 
institution of Freemasonry. not just her wayward spouse: 

Му husband has been а Freemason for sixteen years, the last 
ten being most unhappy due to his involvement with the group 
and its secrecy. Whilst I am aware that many brethren are good 
people, I feel that а large number are willing to condone 
behaviour amongst thei1· group which to people outside their sect 
would Ье considered unethical and abhorrent. 

Contrary to the popular belief that home and family take 
precedence over the lodge, this wasn't so in our case. Му husband 
is at present heavily involved with an ex-waitress from the lodge. 
This association has been known to the brethren for some time but 
was previously denied. Now it is an open secret. Му husband 
petitioned for divorce on the grounds of my unreasonaЫe 
behaviour, but my behaviour was caused Ьу his involvement with 
Masonry. 1 feel I have become paranoid Ьесаш;е nюst lodge 
шembers condoned this situation, even to the point of accepting 
the girlfriend at the Cadies' Night long before we were divorced. 

Another divorcee in а south coast port views the Craft 
with equal contempt. 

Му husband 'Leonard' was а police officer in the Special 
Branch and а Freemaso11. Не was а meшber of two lodges and 
often Ыamed his Masonic commitments for being short of money. 
At first 1 believed Masonry would Ьс an opportunity for him to 
mix in reliaьte company, so I contribut~d more of my earnings to 
the family budget than J would have otherwise hoped. Masonic 
meetings were explanations given for various absences from 
home. 1 knew my husband was а flirt but, as а Masonic 'widow', 1 
wouldn 't consider asking questions. 

1976 was our silver wedding anniversary. lt was also the year 
'Leonard' suggested we make up а foursome with а Mason friend 
'Harry' and his wife 'Jane'. We al\ used to go out for dinner, and 
attended Masonic and police functions together. The men met 
almost daily for drinking sessions and seemed great buddies. 
Several times 1 overheard 'Leonard' inviting 'Натту' to join him 
for а 'good session' on cross-channel ferry trips which he was 
making on duty for the Special Branch. 
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'Harry' owned his own company and often travelled nшtl1 011 

business. On these occasions my husband would visit 'Janc'. 1 k 
eventually told me they were having an adulterous associcttio11, 
which she also admitted to me. 1 phoned а retired chief inspecror 
whom I had met at а Ladies' Night when he was lodge Master. 1 
asked him if adultery was ассерtаЫе in the lodges. Не said, 'Not if 
it involved another Mason's wife!', and then quoted the Mason·~ 
oath to respect the chastity of brother Masons' wives and 
daughters. 

This woman took revenge Ьу 'shopping' her spouse to 
Grand Lodge. 

Our divorce took а very long time to go through. There was 
immensc unpleasantness оvег money. 1 Ьесаmе so angry that in 
1983 1 sent the United Grand Lodge of England а сору of my 
divorce order. This stated that my husband had been having an 
association with а brother Mason's wife, whom 1 had named as а 
co-respondent. The Grand Secretary's office sent me an acknow­
ledgement saying 'the contents have been noted'. 

I believe that, as а result, my husband was oЬliged to withdraw 
frorn the Masons. In а divorce affidavit he said that I had written 
'to an organization he had belonged to for many years acquainting 
them of his adultery and thereby forcing his resignation'. Не also 
said, 'Тhis is totally malicious and without merit.' 

If 'Leonard' was thrown out for breaking а Masonic 
commandment, his wife believes that for the previous tcn 
years Masonic policemen had shielded him from thc 
punishment which his worst acts deserved. She says hc 
repeatedly drove his car Ыind drunk, а crime she reportcd 
several times to his senior officer. Once he cloutctl 
someone who happened to walk into the police statio11, а11 
assault witnessed Ьу another policeman. Не also l1atl щ1 
affair with а ferry employee from the RepuЫic of lrcla111I 

Despite the fact that candidates for Special Branc/1 ан· "щ,J 111 

Ье thoroughly vetted for security purposes (as arc: tl1ri1 1111111111· ~ 
and in-laws). my husband апd another Special H1ai11 l1 м ...... " 
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wcre known to Ье associatingwith twowomen wlю worked forthe 
krry company. ln JC)8o 1 wrote to their inspector, askinghow lhe 
;,1щhorities vet mistre:sses with addresses in DuЫin. 1 received no 
reply. Freemasonry mus1 Ье the reason why. more than once, my 
husband escaptd disciplinary action in the police. The Special 
Branch are supposed to Ье our proteclon. What а :shamЫes! 

Revulsion may overcome the wives of low- and high­
ranking Masons alike. Today there are 750 lodges overseas 
under the United Grand Lodge of England. These are 
organized into 'Districts', each headed Ьу а Grand Master. 
Тhе wifc of а District Grand Master in one Commonwealth 
state told me of her deep disillusion: 

Throughout thirty yean' marriage 10 а Mason l have never 
pried into the organizalion's workings. I Ьelievc it lo Ье vaguely 
religious bu1 а !\Cnsation or юmething wrong and sinister has 
prevented me fтom taking any part in the social activil1es to which 
Maso11s" wives are invited. Whatever we leurn aЬout the Free­
masons, 1 am left feeling there is SOЛ1ething vcry ugly just а Ьit 
heyond the point where the explanations stop. МауЬе this is pure 
fantasy but 1he feeling penists. Despite scorning female intuition 
as one of the world's woвt instincts, il comes hack so persistently 
that [ ат convinced it is true. 

lots of English colonials join the upcountry lodges where it 
tends to Ье like an all-male club, with drinking that goes on to the 
early hours and (l'm told) jokei. of various shades or Ыuе are the 
order of the day. Don't think l'm а prude. I enjoy jokes myself, 
but these elderly men exchanging whispered smut and lhen 
shouting with laughter somehow lacll.s the dignity that grey hair 
should bring. 

As far as marriage isconcerned, 1 must tryto Ье fair. We aren't 
ricl1 in any sense, but we are accepted in the highest social circles. 1 
was ltrst upset that ту husband would spend mопеу оп the 
Masonic movement before he would spend оп the family. On one 
..:lassic occasion 1 asked him how he could possiЫy рау Masonic 
bar Ьills when children's school fees remained unpaid. His reply 
was thal Masonicd~ts were 'debts of honour'. 1 was horrified but 
the school fees stayed unpaid until 1he Masonic Ьills were setlled. 
Му hu."band has Ьесоmе more and more embroiled in the 
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Masonic world, wblle our marriage has not ~c:"n ;1 pl1v~ю1t 
success. Не very rarely forgoes а Maюnic mceting i11 fav11111 11! 11 
family commitment. 1 have grown to resent Freemnю11ry 1шш1lу 
Ьe<:ause he escapes all responsibili1y Ьу saying, 'l'm going 10 LI 

meeting.' Sometimes he comes home next moming. l l1avc llO 
control over this situation, either in а moral or а physical sensc. AI 
the same time he telis me the Masonic n:iles, like the well-known 
fаЫе that Masonry must never come Ьefore the family. lt has 
always come Ьefore ours! 

Another woman who Ыames Freemasonry for the 
collapse of her marriagc descriЬes the calamity in terms of 
psychological, even spiritual, possession. 

1 cannot pretend to know bow this frutcmicy operates, for the 
whole operation is shrouded in m~tery and suspense. All 1 am 
аЫе to say is that seemingly normal family life suddenly Ьecomes 
disrupted when fratcmities claim their stake, and the victim is 
alienated from the hearth. 

1 would not say that everything in my maпied life sailed along to 
perfection. or that 1 wa.'i not in some way 10 Ыаmе for а marriage 
that cnded '011 the rocks'. Yet 1 feel cnnvinctd rhat we wouldbave 
gone nn to Ьetter understanding hut for the in1rusion of Free­
masonry. 

Men who enter into fratemities are not necessarily criminals, 
although some may Ье. More ohen they агс cscapists from reality. 
Some are of high calibre and background, who expect everything 
in life to measure up to their desire. Yet they are unaЬle to facc 
disappointmenl, or соре with the rough and tumЫe that afflicts u~ 
all from time to time. 

11 is Ьу this route that they subject themselves to а mystical 
movement which, in the first instance, Oatters their ego:. Ьу 
inviting them to join. It then spells protection, backing ащl 
suppon. It offerstoput theirwrongsto righlandshieldthem rюш 
adversicy. Neverdo they consjder the price they may have 10 р11у 
Life thereafter, protected lhough it may Ье, woukl appear 111 r11!1 
them of tbeir individuality, and their countenance Ьесоmс' 11~ 
marЬle. 
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The Remedy 

In this book, wherever possiЫe, 1 have laid out first-hand 
evidence, not third-hand rumour. 1 have tried to provide 
sober deduction, not exaggeration. 1 have resisted em­
bracing conspiracy theories until the point where the 
evidence has become overwhe\ming. It should go without 
saying that anyone investigating а secret society - or even 
just а 'private' one, as Grand Lodge now characterizes 
Freemasonry - will almost always find evidence hard to 
come Ьу. Therefore 'rumour and specu\ation', though 
unsatisfactory, become legitimate. If the investigator 
'exaggerates' what little evidence he or she gets, the 
'private society' should hold itself most to Ыаmе. Free­
masonry and paranoia were made for each other - they 
deserve each other - but this does not mean that all who 
question the Craft are 'paranoid', 'obsessed', or any of the 
other dismissive ad jectives which trip off Masonic tongues. 
Freemasonry gives rise to genuine puЫic concern, which 
Masons ignore at their peril. 

What action should Ье taken? I suggest it should Ье more 
than woutd appeal to the Tory МР who says, 'if people wish 
to belong to secret societies, that is their own business', but 
рrоЬаЫу Jess than required Ьу the Labour man who feels it 
'should Ье illegal'. Most MPs who cornpleted my 1986 
questionnaire said that councillors, local government 
officers, civil servants, policemen, judges and MPs shoutd 
all Ье required to disclose Masonic membership. Even so, 
only 30 per cent of male MPs answered these questions. 
The олlу proper way to test political opinion would Ье to 
put а 'disclosure' Ьill to the vote. There is no chance that 
the present government would sponsor it, so an МР should 
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introduce а private member's bill and а free votc ~h1111ltl 
follow. 

This bill should also give the puЫic access to full and up­
to-date membership lists of all Masonic lodges. As 1 
suggested in Chapter 21, these should Ье availaЫe at 
reference libraries in the localities where the lodges meet, 
and at town and county halls. Thus in Bromyard one Craft 
lodge Iist would Ье open for inspection, in Truro six, in 
Cambridge eleven, in Sunderland twenty-nine, in Croydon 
eighty-nine, in Manchester I29, in the City ofLondon somc 
200, and in Greater London another 1 ,450 - including all 
the Iodges which meet in .Great Queen Street. This degrec 
of 'puЫication' might also Ье required of all other Masonic 
bodies: from the Royal Arch right the way through to thc 
'Soc Ros'. 
Тhе list of any lodge affiliated to а particular workplace. 

or recruiting mainly t'rom within а specific organization, 
should Ье open for scrutiny Ьу everyone who works at that 
place or in that organization. Thus the list for а town hall 
lodge, such as the Borough of Newham, shou\d Ье avail­
aЬ\e at Newham Town Hall; the Holden Lodge list at 
Midland Bank; tl1e London Hospital Lodge list at the 
London Hospital; the list for the Union Lodge of Norwich 
should Ье given on demand to any employee of Norwicl1 
Union; the Lutiпe, Lloyd's and Fidentia lodge lists should 
Ье viewaЫe at Lloyd's of London; likewise lists for all 
military lodges (including the 21st Territorial SAS) at 
regimental HQs; lists for barristers' and judges' lodgc~ 
should Ье displayed in the Inns of Court, at the Bar Counci 1 
and the High Court; and the Manor of St James's li!>t нt 
New Scotland Yard, and at Bow Street, Vine Street anil 
West End Central police stations. 

Most Masons would argue against these measures. Tl1t·v 
would say that, although they have notblng to hi(Jc, wl1y 
should their lists Ье puЬlicly availaЫe if thc samc i~ 11111 
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required of the МСС, the Athenaeum, the LaЬour Party, 
the Transport and General Workers' Union, the Royal and 
Ancient Golf Club, the Manchester Unity of Oddfellows, 
the Ancient Order of Foresters, the Sons of Temperance. 
the Druids, Rotary. the Round ТаЫе, the Elks, the Royal 
Antediluvian Order of Buffalos, the Uons, the Кiwanis, 
the Baker Street Irregulars, the Sovereign and Military 
Order of Malta, the Catholic Police Guild, BUPA, the 
АА, the Women's Institute, the Mothers' Union or the 
subscription department of Reader's Digest? 

The answer is simple. It is for Masons to demonstrate 
that any other organization has а/1 these features of 
Freemasonry: 

1. А code of mutual aid, sworn Ьу а\1 members, to assist 
each other beyond the aid they swear to perform for a/l 
other people in society. 

2. Oaths (however watered-down i11 recent years) which 
threaten that some pl1ysica\, economic or !>ocial penalty 
- or negative moral judgement - will Ье applied to those 
who reveal the organization's secrets. 

3. Rituals which make use of Ыindfolds, nooses, daggers 
or similar menacing objects or disorienting devices. 

4. Secret passwords. signs, grips or handshakes. 
5. Widespread puЫic concem aЬout the organization's 

activities or those of its members. 

1 know of no golf club which has any of these features, 
and no political party, trade union, friendly society, 
insurance company, businessmen's club, social group, or 
mainstream religious fratemity which has more than two. If 
it сап Ье shown that any other group manifests all these 
elements, it should Ье subject to the same curbs as may Ье 
imposed оп Freemasonry. Some Masons claim that three 
Catholic organizations - the Knights of Columbus. the 
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Catenians and Opus Dei - are quasi-Masonic. If thc:ir 
rituals and oaths do resemЫe Freemasonry's, if genuinc 
texts сап Ье produced to prove it, and if there is widesprcuu 
puЫic concern, they too should Ье subject to any oЬlig­
ations imposed on the Craft. 

If Masons have nothing to hide, none of this should 
cause them great disquiet. Just as their secretiveness 
breeds paranoia among the 'profane', so а new openness 
would help dispel it. If the Craft is primarily а charitaЫe 
organization, а movement of moral regeneration or just а 
load of men pursuing an arcane hobby, they have nothing 
to fear. Personal anxieties could Ье accommodated. 
МауЬе they would not want home addresses disclosed. 
However, all voters' addresses are already on view at 
puЫic libraries on electoral rolls. At Companies House 
tbe home addresses of all company directors are availaЫe 
to anyone who pays а smaH fee. As it happens, Free­
masons' home addresses might not Ье required, provided 
every lodge discloses the ful1 names of all memЬers. 

Today's MPs should bear in mind that any law to curb 
F reemasonry will face widespread evasion, as the history of 
the 1799 U nlawful Societies Act shows. Brought in 'for the 
more effectual Suppression of Societies estaЫished for 
Seditious and TreasonaЫe Purposes', this was passed when 
there were fears of f'rench plots to overthrow the govern­
ment of Great Britain and to achieve Irish independencc. 
The Act claimed that societies such as United Englishmcn. 
United Scotsmen, United Britons and United Irishmc:n 
were plotting seditious ends, and that their memЬers swort· 
oaths and secret vows, used secret signs and operatcd а 
cell-like structure across the country. However, а Ь\;inkrl 
ban on such organizations would also have banned J"rc:r 
masonry, which shared all these offending charactcr1"111' 
То gain exemption, England's rival Grand Lod1t1..•, ( 1l1r 
'Moderns' and the •дncients') jointly lobbied pнlitк1111" 
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with а skill which would do credit to today's ruthless 
'political action committees' in the USA. Тheir respective 
leaders, the Earl of Moira and the Duke of Atholl. 
pressured Prime Minister William Pitt. According to 1799 
Grand Lodge minutes, the Masonic delegation reported 
that Pitt 

expressed his good opinion of the Society and said he was 
willing to recommend any C\ause to prevent the New Act from 
affecting the Society, provided that the Name of the Society could 
Ье prevented from Ьeing made use of as а Cover Ьу evi\ly disposed 
persons for Seditious purposes. 1 

The pressure worked. Pitt duly introduced а clause 
stating the Act did not apply to 'Lodges of Free Masons, 
the meetings whereof have been in great measure directed 
to charitaЫe purposes'. Pitt must have been beguiled Ьу 
the smooth-talking aristocrats, particularly Moira. 
According to one Masonic historian, Moira's 'timely 
intervention had saved Freemasonry from extinction'. 2 

PresumaЫy Moira and Atholl had told Pitt that по 
British Masonic lodge was likely to contain plotters bent оп 
'overturning the laws, constitution and government, and 
every existing estaЫishment, civil and ecclesiastical' in 
Great Britain or Ireland. 3 Yet even 'regular' Freemasonry 
(as opposed to the truly seditious continental variety) had 
harboured traitors. Many American Revolutionaries were 
'regular' Masons, notaЫy George Washington, Ben 
Franklin and Admiral John Paul Jones who had Ьееn 
initiated in Scotland. One Boston lodge, St Andrew's, was 
full of rebels, including Paul Revere, General Joseph 
Warren, John Hancock and John Rowe. It was Rowe who 
inspired the Вoston Теа Party which, according to опе of 
the 'lndian' raiders who Ьelonged to the lodge, was 
planned within St Andrew's itself. 4 

Тhе American Revolution had Ьegun only twenty·four 
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years before the Unlawful Societies Act Ьесаmе law. lt i!I 
extremely unlikely that Pitt had any idea of Freemasonry's 
strength among the Revolutionaries - for sure Moira would 
not have told him! - but, had he known, he would have had 
good reason to suspect that the Craft might again Ье 'made 
use of as а Cover Ьу evilly disposed persons for Seditious 
purposes'. Не would also have had excellent grounds for 
believing that not all brethren subscriЬed to their second 
Antient Charge: 'А mason is а реасеаЫе subject to the civil 
powers, wherever he resides or works, and is never to Ье 
concerned in plots and conspiracies against the реасе and 
welfare of the nation.' Of course, even if Pitt had known 
about the Masonics of Washington and his brother reЬels, 
he may not have pressed the point Ьecause the Craft's 
leading petitioner, the Earl of Moira, had himself Ьееn а 
hero оп England's side in the Revolutionary wars. Не 
would also have Ьееn 'snowballed' Ьу Moira's revelation 
that no less than six of George lll's sons were 'оп the 
square', for how could а fraternity boasting 'so many of His 
Majesty's illustrious Family' possiЫy Ье seditious?5 

Nevertheless, the Act did impose major restrictions on 
Freemasonry. The 'names and descriptions • of all memЬers 
of еасЬ lodge bad to Ье registered with the local clerk of the 
реасе. Ву the time the Act was repealed in 1967, it bad long 
Ьееn widely ignored. Many lodges did not make returns. 
One pre-1967 lodge secretary told me: '1 never bothercd, 
and many other secretaries never knew the law existcd. 
Besides, who was going to make you do it? ln our town 
most law enforcers - tbe Oerk of the Реасе, half thc JPJ. 
and the police chief - were all in our lodge!' 

Even more restrictive, tbe 1799 Act had exemptcd only 
meetings of 'regular Lodges of Free Masons held h~f,,," 
the passing of this Act' (my italics). For sошс уt·1н' 

the Masonic orders subverted this clause Ьу rci~м1i11м 1l1t· 

warrants of donnant or dead lodges. thus hack ·tl111111м 111•· 
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foundation of many new lodges. Not only were these 
Freemasons breaking the criminal law; their stealth and 
deceit show they knew their actions were illegal. 
Оп the rolls of United Grand Lodge today there are 

fewer than 300 lodges which were founded before 1799, yet 
Ьу 1967 another 6,ооо had Ьееп 'consecrated'. А broad 
view of the 1799 Act might have encouraged Masons to feel 
the exemption applied to any future lodges formed under 
both Modern and Antient Grand Lodges (united in 1813) 
and two more Grand Lodges in Scotland. Тhе terms of 
another Act in 1817 may have supported that view. 
Howevcr, neither Act lcgalized other Masonic Orders such 
as the Knights Templar (which had barely got going Ьу 
1799), the Rose Croix (founded in 1845), the Mark 
(organized aЬout the same time), the Red Cross of 
Constantine (whose earliest lodge was founded in 1865) 
and the Societas Rosicruciana in Anglia (founded in 1866). 
All these orders are self-governing and have never come 
under the authority of the various Grand Lodges, which 
regulate only the Craft and Royal Arch degrees. so they 
could never have been exempted from the ban оп other 
societies imposed Ьу the 1799 Act. 

The illegality of the Masonic Knights Templar is con­
firmed Ьу the fact that their Grand Master, Lord Rancliffe, 
'was personally concemed with the bill in the Lords' and 
neglected the Order thereafter. 6 Masonic historians differ 
over whether the revival of the Masonic Templars some 
years Jater indicates that 'any question of illegality was 
over' or whether it suggests 'the authorities were turning а 
Ыind еуе •. 7 Му own view is that all these 'higher' or 'side' 
degrees (from Knights Templar onwards) met illegally for 
more than а century until 1967. Nobody would have dared 
enforce the 1799 Act (even had they known aЬout it) 
because many magistrates, judges and policemen belonged 
to these same degrees. Тhrough such vested interests, 
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Masonic law-breaking has Ьееп constantly connivctl ut l1y 
the forces of law and order. 

Today, any Parliamentary moves requiring puЫic tlis­
closure Ьу Masons should Ье matched Ьу legislation 
creating an Ombudsman for the puЫic servant and the 
police, as advocated Ьу Brian WooUard (see Chapter 13). 
This is necessary to prevent the kind of career abuse which 
4 million other State employees may suffer at the hands of 
Masons or, indeed, non-Masons. There must Ье many 
Masons in puЬlic service who feel that they too have had а 
raw deal at work. ln future they should have а means of 
redress against anti-Masonic prejudice, especiaUy if they 
are to Ье oЫiged to disclose Masonic membership. 

The former British ambassador featured in Chapter 32 
has further suggestions. 

lt should not Ье too difficult to procure from civil and puЫic 
servants who Ьelong to secret societies some written declaration 
and assurances aЬout their activities. 1 also suggest that something 
should Ье done aЬout the confidential personal reporting system. 
It seems that any officer who believes he may Ье the subject of 
victimization through the reporting system (as 1 was) should Ье 
entitled to state that the reporting officer is а Mason and that this 
sbould Ье taken into account in assessing the report. ldeally. in my 
view, Masons should Ье excluded from the reporting process, but 
that is too much to hope for. 

1 also suggest that the numerous voluntary organizations and 
charities which serve this country and have been one of its gre111 
strengths, should Ье required Ьу law to keep an indication of алу 
secret society membership Ьу its officers. MemЬers of any society 
- or indeed contributors to а charity - should, as а matter of 
routine, Ье аЫе to obtain а statement of its officers' affiliations. 
This is not an unreasonaЫe request, but а simple reassurance th111 
the society is Ьeiog run for the Ьenefit of aU memЬers and nt 11 
· primarily for Masons perpetuating themselves in office. 

In the present dirninished and dangerous situalion of 11111 

country, а very real danger exists from organizations i;uch •' 1tu­
Brotherhood - partly through infiltration. partly fron1 ll1r '''' 
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illusionmcnl and frustntion wЬich arises when our meritocralK 
system is deliЬeralcly and conblstcntly distoned. 

ln lhe HouseofCommonsinJune 1988LaЬourMPDalc 
CampЬell-Savours introduced а Ьill to compel politt 
recruits to swear they would not join any organization such 
as Freemasonry. Не also demaлded that officers who arc 
already Masons should resign from their Jodges or leave thc 
police. Оп first readiпg the bill was passed Ьу 117 votes 10 

sixteeп. but it had по chance of Ьecoming law Ьecause ot 
shortage of Parliamentary time. 

lf any futurc bill aloпg these lines looks as if it mighl 
Ьесоmе law, it wi\I encounter fierce lobbying just like thc: 
1799 ЬШ. lt will also infuriate Masonic cops. lf it evc1 
reached the statute Ьооk, it could provoke their mas~ 
resignation from the force. This might Ье по bad thing, bul 
it seems unlikely that policemen could Ье banned froni 
joining Freemasonry unless this private, voluntary organi1 
ation is itself made illegal. ln the present political climatc: 
(of near perpetual Conservative rule) there is по chance of 
this happening, nor am 1 yet convinced that it shoulJ 
happen. 

However, Ьe.cause an action is otherwise legal, it doc~ 
not mean that puЫic servants have an inalienaЫe right lt1 

perform it. ln many respects the civil liЬerties of puЫic: 
servants are already severely cunailed. Millions of puЬlic 
servants (including the police) sign the Official Secrets At1 
which curbs their right to discuss, puЫish or otherwisc 
disseminate information which they may learn in the coum: 
of their work. Also no civil servant, memЬer of the armed 
forces or policeman may stand as а candidate in local or 
national elections without first resigning his or her employ· 
ment. Since (984 no employees of GCHQ may Ьelong to а 
trade union. The anned forces and the police have lonв 
Ьееп deprived of that right, just as they have suпendered 
their civil liЬerty to withdraw their litЬour апd go оп strikc. 
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Thus, imposing а similar curb on policemen in respect of 
Freemasonry has undeniaЫe precedents. They would 
retain the right to Ьесоmе or remain а Mason, but they 
would lose the right to remain а oopper. Тhis same rule 
might Ье imposed оп other puЫic servants. 

All this is for Parliament and puЫic to decide. ln the 
meantime Dale CampЬell-Savours says: 'If Freemasonry 
were to shed itseU of its secrecy, its exclusiveness and its 
oath of allegiance, 1 would have no objection to police 
officers Ьeing memЬers.' 

lf it were to do all that, it would по longer Ье Free­
masonry! 

The need to impose outside curЬs on Freemasonry does 
not mean that the brotherhood is wholly unwilling or unfit 
to reform itself. On the contrary, it shows signs of а genuine 
wish to get rid of dishonouraЫe elements. For instance, 
since writing my chapters on Brian Woollard 1 have met 
several more memЬers of the Manor of St James's Lodge. 
As might Ье cxpected. they argue that the press has w:ilfully 
misinterpre.ted their lodge's aims (mainly fellowship and 
charity, for which it has raised impressive sums), but they 
also express concem aЬout excessive 'tears of sympathy' 
dropped elsewhere for brethren who have Ьееn convicted 
of serious crime. Former Deputy Assistant Commissioner 
Peter Neivens (an honorary Manor memЬer) feels such 
men should Ье excluded from Freemasonry and oever 
taken back, even tbough the usual sense of justice in this 
country is that а man who bas served time in prison has 
discharged his deЬt to society. 'As far as Freemasonry is 
concemed he has let us down Ьeyond redemption and therc 
sЬould Ье no road back, but that is my individual opinion.' 
As for lodges which have allowed major criminals to 
remain memЬers for years after conviction: 'lf thal wcrc 
proven to me, then ifthe authoriry rested with me, 1 wш1ltl 
seriously think of disЬanding that lodge.' 
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lf this policy were to Ье rigorously applied throughout 
Britain, not only would Freemasonry Ье far healthier: it' 
opponents would bave far less meat to feed on. Yet it musl 
Ье doubted if the hierarchy as а whole would want to apply 
such discipline. As things now stand, Grand Lodge only 
acts against lodges like the Waterways many years after 
they have Ьесоmе а haven for criminals, and only then aftcr 
embarrassing media exposure. It is therefore по wonder 
that in the meantime other lodges like the Queenswood 
contain cells of puЫic corruption and the entire institution 
of Freemasonry is brought into disrepute as а result. 

Of course, the merits of an institution as vast as 
Freemasonry do not turn on the vice or virtue of individual 
Masons. lt does not change its essence because one Grand 
Officer, his Honour Judge Joseph Butler-Sloss, was 
exposed in the News of the World in July 1988 as а regular 
patron of Nairobl prostitutes while serving as а Нigh Court 
judge in Kenya. 8 The private quirks of prominent men who 
happen to Ье Masons should not Ье held against the 
Brotherhood. As Masons themselves have frequently told 
me, that would Ье like condemning Christianity Ьecausc 
quite а few vicars over the years have Ьееn caught 
molesting choirЬoys. 

As 1 write these final pages in DecemЬer 1988 1 am still 
Ьeing sent evidence of Freemasonry's reluctance to punish 
those who transgress its own moral code. Тhе material 
comes not from outsiders but from men who are themselves 
staunch Masons. One such source is Leonard Acklam, а 
well-to-do self-made Yorkshire businessman who has 
fought for seven years to win redress for а Masonic Grand 
Officer's outrageous attempt to interfere with justice. А 
Mason for thirty-three years, а Past Master of Brighouse 
Lodge (по. 1301) and а thirtieth·degree memЬer of the 
Rose Croix, Acklam is worth а hearing. 

In 1979 he was owed !10,000 Ьу а firm for whom Ье had 
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done some contract plumbing, so he asked а solicitor to 
recoverthe money. The solicitor was also а Mason, but not 
in AckJam's lodge. Some two years passed but this solicitor 
had still not recovered the money. Whenever Acklam 
asked what was going оп the solicitor would fob him off, so 
eventally Acklam rang Leeds Crown Court himself to find 
out what had happened. То his shock and dismay he was 
told his case had been thrown out one year earlier Ьecause 
his solicitor had not attended а crucial hearing with the 
registrar and the defence. 

When 1 realized that my solicitor had lied and lied to me 1 
turned to another solicitor. Through this man (а non-Mason) 1 
threatened to report my first solicitor to the Law Society and sue 
him for negligence. At this point he Ьесаmе very worried and 
tumed for help to powerful Masons in his own lodge, the Clifton 
(по. 7112). 

Shortly after this J was visited Ьу one of these men, Sir HerЬert 
Redfearn. Не told me that if 1 sued his lodge brother 1 would 'lose 
а Jot offriends'. 1 told him that 1 would do whatever 1 had to do. А 
few weeks later Redfeam came to me again and said 1 should 'look. 
оп it in а true Masonic manner and forget it. After all, you сап 
afford it.' Не was not only interfering with 01у legal action against 
the solicitor. Не was also telling me to forget aЬout !ю,ооо! 

Acklam's new solicitor was аЫе to recover the !10,000 

from the debtor, so Acklam decided not to sue the first one 
after all. However he did seek Masonic action against 
Redfearn, so in 1981 he sent а letter of complaint to thc 
local Yorkshire West Riding grand secretary. This did not 
go down at all well, for Redfearn was not just а Gпtn(I 
Officer of English Freemasonry. Не was а leading indusl· 
rialist, а deputy lieutenant of the county, а knight of lht· 
realm, а one-time chairman of the National Unicщ c1f 
Conservative Associations and the local Tory king-m11kC'1 
(future Tory МР Gary Waller was initiated in hiii \осlкс· 111 

1971). Не was also photographed at Conscrvntivr J'1t11~ 
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occasions alongside Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher. lt 
was extremely unlikely, therefore, that апу Yorkshire 
Masonic body would dare condemn him. 

Acklam waited in vain for provincial action to Ье taken 
against Redfearn, and against other Masons over separate 
irregularities. After four years he tumed to Grand 
Secretary Higham in London. Не put his case so forcefully 
that he spurred Higham into sending а letter to the West 
Riding secretary. Ву mistake this was put in the wrong 
envelope and sent to Acklam himself, who was much 
intrigued Ьу its contents: 

Bro Acklam is persistent and he may have а case. Не won't go 
away until he 's had his say and if what he has to say has substance 
'we' should do something about it.9 

Higham recommended that his West Riding counterpart 
should find ап 'ассерtаЫу independent' brother to investi­
gate Acklam's complaints. Acklam had omitted Red­
fearn's name from all his missives to Higham in order to 
discover the Grand Secretary's view of the offence, 
irrespective of the rank of the perpetrator. In July 1986 
Higham made this req11est: 

As 1 understand it, you believe а senior Freemason put pressure 
upon you to act to your detriment. If this indeed happened, it 
would Ье quite improper and the matter must Ье investigated. Yet 
you appear reluctant to name that other person; if the matter is 
ever to Ье resolved you must name him, so that inquiries can Ье 
made.ю 

Acklam was relieved Ьecause at last а leading Mason had 
admitted the impropriety of what he claimed had Ьееn 
done. Yet he was also dismayed Ьecause, although he had 
never named Redfeam to Higham, he had named him in 
his written complaint to the West Riding grand secretary 
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back in 1981, which had led to по inquiry whatsoevcr. 
Redfeam had never challenged Acklam's account, cvc11 
when Acklam put it in а letter to Redfeam himself. 
Redfearn merely wrote that the government of Frce­
masonry was Ьу 'Ьenevolent autocracy' and that if it 'ever 
Ьecomes democratic it wШ cease to have attraction'. Не 
then implied that Acklam should not puЬlicize his com­
plaint Ьecause 'the leaders ofthe Craft have quite sufficient 
complications at the present time attempting to deal with 
subversive elements from outside'. 

ln 1988 а High Court judge conducted an internal 
Masonic inquiry into Acklam's other allegations, but not 
into the Sir Herbert Redfearn matter because а Grand 
Lodge employee had advised Acklam not to mention it in 
his written submission. Looking back, he feels he was 
wrong-footed Ьу this advice but it was just one of many 
incidents which drove him to contact me in 1988. In earlier 
years he had written to many other folk including the 
Grand Master, the Duke of Kent, whom he asked what 
right а high-ranking Маsоп had to 'put me under Masonic 
Ыackmail'. Не also wrote to Sir Kenneth Newman, when 
he was Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police. 

The purpose of this letter is simply to confinn what you already 
know. There are corrupt people in the order, and the person who 
put me under Masonic Ыackmail is а very Ьig man in very Ьig 
circles. That is why no one DARES to do anytblng aЬout blm. But 
please Ье assured that we have little insignificant men like me who 
are trying like hel\ to clean the order up. lt is not the rank-and-filc 
who are 'using the order' but the men who have attained high rank 
... We 'Good Freemasons' want them out. 

Redfearn died only а few weeks after Acklam gavc шс.~ 
.his name, so 1 was unaЫe to ask him for hisside ofthc !\lmy 
As for Grand Secretary Higham, after readi11g 1111 1111• 
papers very carefully, 1 feel he has done wh1tl l1r t·1111 ••• 
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make а provincial Grand Lodge do its duty. Even so, I feel 
Acklam has Ьееn treated in а very odd way. Не is not 
alone. 1 have а 1988 letter from another longstanding 
Mason in the south of England, а past Master of four lodges 
and а provincial grand officer. Не raises another string of 
damaging allegations: 

The amount of crawling that is necessary to obtain Masonic 
promotion is unbelievaЬle, and when 1 protested about а crook 
being appointed to one of the highest offices in my province, I was 
~old, 'But look what he has done for charity.' The fact tbat the 
money he donated was stolen (directly or indirectly) from his 
share-holders did not seem to matter and my protest to the 
Provincial Grand Secretary was the matter for some laughter. 

1 invited this man to tell me more. Оп the telephone he 
revealed that the crook in question had been convicted at 
the Old Bailey and yet his Masonic career had soared. We 
arranged to meet in November 1988 but, а few hours before 
the appointed time, he rang to ~ау Grand Lodge had 
instructed him not to see me until it had carried out an 
investigation. Since the man first complained about this 
affair more than ten years ago, it is difficult to see how 
anything Grand Lodge does now сап affect the issue. 
However, I await the results of its inquiry with interest and 
look forward to including them in any book 1 may write to 
follow this one. 

English Freemasons naturally boast that the royal family 
and Freemasonry have been intertwioed for more than 200 

years, for this gives both them and their brotherhood а 
highly honouraЫe fa~ade. They tend not to point out that 
crookery and the Craft have also run into each other over 
the centuries. In 1777 the Revd William Dodd, first Grand 
Chaplain of the Grand Lodge of England, was convicted of 
forging а bond for 4,200 in the name of his patron, the Earl 
of Chesterfield. For this crime he was hanged in puЫic, 
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allegedly the last forger in England to suffer this falc. 111 
those days Grand Lodge was quicker than it is today to gc1 
rid of the crooks and racketeers in its midst: it expellctl 
Grand Chaplain Dodd five months before he swung at 
Тyburn. 

lt was of Dr Dodd that his friend Samuel Johnson madc 
the immortal statement, 'When а mап knows he is to Ьс 
hanged iп а fortnight, it concentrates his mind wonder­
fuHy .' Today English Freemasonry has Jonger than а 

fortnight to contemplate its condition but, if it does not 
reform itself soon, more and more scandals will emerge, 
and more books will Ье written exposing them. 

ln the First Degree ritual the Worshipful Master tells the 
newly initiated Mason that 'no institution can boast а more 
solid foundation than that on which Frcemasonry rests -
the practice of every moral and social virtue'. If that claim 
rings hollow these days Masons might rapidly restore their 
collective reputation if thcy also 'remember that wherever 
we are, and whatever we do, Не is with us, and His all­
seeing еуе observes us'. 

'Не', of course, is the 'Grand Geometrician of the 
Universe'. 
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vice see Hannah, o.rJmaf 
VЫЬk. 

29. Mcrvyn Stockwood, ~ 
юпlниу Rhls. Нodder А 
SIOU&hlo.a, London 1g8a. 

30. O.Uy та",.,,,., 2 Janury 
1967, died ln AQC. '#OI. 95 
(1gh). 

31. Fllher,lolterqw1edinC11шJi.·. 
...ь..,вт, . 

32. Ceru, ор. c::it. 
33. Dr S. Vacher, AQC, wtl М1 

(1970). 
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СНАРТЕR THR.EE 
1. Мarius Lepqe ln lA Symlюl 

lsme, OcloЬer 1953, quotcd in 
Намаh, Olnrtiшl Ву D4""1. 

2. The Workina Group refcrred 
to Наамh'а ~ VisiЬk 
and C/tr&tf(UI Ву Dqna, thc 
MctЬodistReportof1985, ~ 
BrolМr#wod Ьу КniJ111, uк1 
FrtDrU1$1D11ry-A WDyofSol­
YaJlon? Ьу Revd John 
Lawrenoe, Grove Вooks 1982. 
Jo 1988 Кingsway Books pub· 
Jished another Ьооk Ьу 
t.Jiwreace: Fr-eenrasonry-Q 
Rdigion?. 

3. Hannah, ~ Visi№. 
4. UGLE, FeЬrwuy 1986. 
5. 111.с Group 11i&S d!aired Ьу Dr 

Мargarc:I Hewitt, Reacler in 
Social lns1i111tions, Excter 
Uoiversity. 1Ье other woman 
was Dr Christina Вахtет, 
regis1nira1atbcologicalc:ol· 
lege. Thc sccond Mason was 
RoЬert Han, а mcdical doctor 
and microЬioJogisl:. Тhе 

Group was cam.ple1ed Ьу lhrec 
non-Masonierevcreods:John 
Broadhunt, James Dwi:bury 
and D1vid Holloway. 

6. According 10 the 'Fivc Poinb 
offellowship', ~page41. 

7. Рап~ 69. Frиm4Wttry tuиl 
ChristUurity, art 1Щ Corrrpill­
iЫt?. CЬurch Ноше PuЬlish· 
ing, London 1987. 

8. А& 7 аЬоvе, para 71. 
9. F'rиmll.fonry and RtliJion, 

UGLE. 
10. Frumшonry and ChrislШnily, 

Churdi Ноше. para 110. 
11. As. 10 вЬоvе, para 122. 

1]. Nota on thc С of Е Wod.iag 
Group repon. UGLE 24 JW\C ,,.,, 

13. UOLE Repon OD the Synod 
deЬ.te,21July 1987. 

14. Martin Reynoktl, Chun:h 
71nш,3July19'17. 

CHAl"ТER POUR 
1. lo11J1uopuЫlshedlenertoПlr 

Тlта. 16 July 1986, repro­
duced in UGLE evi.dence to С 
of Е Workiog Group. 

2. ln Тhr Brodrrmood Sщ~Ьсо 
Кllight was miataken wЬcn he 
wrote 1h111 thc R.osc Сюiх 
dlims ascendвncy over tЬе 

Craft. 
3. Each Royal Arch Chapttr is 

attacltc<I to а Cnfl J...od&e о! 
the same namc. The 1987-88 
M,l\!;()nic YearЬook lisь 7,512 
lodges in England and Wales 
Ьu1onJy2,836ch1p1ers,wblch 
have some.h11 smaUcr mem­
Ьerships lhan lodges. 

4. Acoording to в version puЬ­
lishcd Ьу Special Servic::es, 
Walsвll,1986. 

5. Mcthodisl Chun:h inquiry re­
pon,1985. 

6. RNding E~ming Pmt, 14 
OctciЬer 1987. 

7.Lc11crtoRraJjtig~i11gPon. 
5NovcmЬrr1iW7. 

8. E.g. version ci1ed in note 4. 
9. ~ in lhc Aldcngate wortins, 

Hannah, Dar/uias Vi.riЬ~. 
10. ~911юvс. 

11. FretmlUOhryшul ClvistlФIJry, ,,.,.". 
12. Notcs on С of Е Worki111 

Group rcpon, UGLE ц Juoe ,,.,, 
13. Нeydon's addn::ss ro Graod 

Oiapter, 14 NovemЬer 1984. 
14. The outcome of the Commlt· 

tec's discussion W• tЬе 
pracnt rituaJ, in whicb 'thm 
Princ:ipats' rqnaenc Free-
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muonry·1 1hп:е oriJinвl 
Gr11nd Maslers. 1Ье routine 
opens with all 1hrec standina. 
11.nd balandag 1 ВiЫе on lheir 
intenwined u.ptumed Jeft 
palms. Eac:hsays1lewphrases 
in tum. s111.ning ·we 1hree do 
meet and qree . . . in love and 
unity ... 1he sacrcd word 10 
kecp .. : They then elCh 
ehant IAH. BVL and 01'1 - the 
names or God in 1heir ~pee-
1ivc lanauages. Ву chanting in 
quick sua:essioo, Ьowever, 
1hey collectively chant 1he 
Sac:rcd Word JAHBULOl'I, wilh­
OU[ any ODC u11ering lhe entirc 
'Name which no man migh1 
pronouncc·. Now imagine, for 
c::umple, а policemao,a judge 
and an МР - with their h1nds 
and fecl Jocked in thn:e simul· 
taiteOШ triangles - !Юins this 
togc:1hc:r. 

15. ln the Okl Tcs111men1 thc 
plural Baalim is uscd to de­
saiЬe thc: Gods or all acniiles. 
OED. O!iford Univcrsity ·=· 16. Tydeman's addrш 10 Grand 
Chapter. 13 NovemЬet 1985. 

17. Dyer's addreu 10 Grand 
Chapter. 12 FeЬruary 19116. 

18. Letcer 10 Grand Ofliccrs and 
ScriЬcs Е. NovemЬer 1984. 

19. BisЬop Ric:hard Pococ:ke 
LL D FRS, А. Dtкription о/ 
tht &и1. 1743-45· Tra~ls in 
Евурr, 1755. 

w. Dtscripliondt'l'Euprt. Vol.5 
of а ю-volume folIO published 
in Paris over decadcs during 
the reigns of Napoleoв 1 and 
LouiiXVlll. 

21. l..epsius, Diseovtriu ill Egyp1 
and ElhiDpkJ, 18.р-45. 

22. For insi,,Ьb into On-Helio-

polis sec ТМ Book о/ 1hr 
DtQJ/, m1ny ediOOns indut.ll11к 
Е. А. W111is Вudae. Mcdki 
Sociely 1913; Peter Tomkins, 
ТМ Mogieof OЬtlisb, H1rpcr 
& Row, New York 1981; 
Georie Han, А. Die1ioNll)' о/ 
Egyp1Uur God.s 1Jnd Godda.s­
t:r, Routledgc & Kegan P1ul. 
London 1 g86. 

zз. Anlicnl Cha,..e 4. 'Вebaviour 
in Presence of S1rangcrs, not 
Muons'. 

ц. Emula1ion Working. Cunen1 
editions or Taylor's Working 
also con111in 1his Explanatioo. 
(ln England craft ritlJa! is 
'workcd' in many varia1Юns, а 
re~ul1 of the brolherhood's 
oral 1radi1ion.) 

15. NolC:$ on С of Е Workiпg 
Group report. UGLE. 

26. Pike, Tht Hq/y T1i1Jd, Wash­
ington 1873. 

17. Ffffma.ronry Qnd tht Aneitnl 
Gods. Simkin. Manhall, 
London 1911. 

2tl. Hall. Tht Los1 Ktys о/ Frи· 
masonry. Маооу, 1923 and .,.,.. 

29. Thc 'hroad lunatic rringe' in 
1hU r~pcct indudes Anderson 
antl Preston. 

30. Nearthecndo(hisliГeJ.S.M. 
W1rd Ьehavcd mosloddly (i;cc 
СЬар1сr 10). The writinp 111 
other Masonic authors (с.к 
Manly Hall) indicate ii ~lim 

hold on n:ality. 

CHAPTl!R FJVE 
1. Hannah, ор. cit. 
2. No1es on С of Е Wщ"11111 

Group repon, UШ.1 
3. At leasl siJllccn >.elYl!I• .i1"I 

relired hilt1op• wr11 1 ••·• 
mas1.1n• вrt11111<I ''"" ~"""' 
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ing to tЬе Masonk Yt'lll' Book 
Historical Suppkmmt, UGLE 
1969. 

4. UGLE eYidence to tЬе С of Е 
Working Group. 

5. AIЬert Mackey, Тht SymЬol­
ism of FrttmtJSOnry, Powner, 
Chicago, rcprinted 1975. 

6. RoЬert Burns, as quotcd in 
Mackey, ор. cit. 

7. С. N. Batham, ln Memoriam 
notice for George Draffen, 
AQC, vol. 98 (1985). 

8. Grзnd Lodgc of Scotland 
YearЬook, Edinburgh 1986. 

9. ln unpuЫished letter to Тhе 
Times, 16 July 1С}86, repro­
duced in UGLE evidencc 10 С 
of Е Working Group. 

10. First Degree ritual, as pub­
lishcd in ritual Ьooks and 
Hannah, Darkness VisiЬ/e. 

11. As 10 аЬоvе. 

12. UGLE evidence to the С of Е 
Working Group. 

13. Масkеу, ор. cit. 
14. Hannah, Christian Ву De­

grees. 
15. Frtemasonry апd Christ/a11Jty, 

Church House, para 91. 
16. Notes on С of Е Working 

Group repon. UGLE. 
17. Wi\mshurst, Тhе Masonic 

lnitiauon, ор. ci1. 
18. UnpuЫished \etter to The 

Times. 
19. Hannah, Christian Ву 

Degrtes. 
:ю. UGLE Notes on С of Е Work­

ing Group report. 
21. As :ю аЬоvе. 
22. See А Concise lndtx to AQC, 

vols. 1-8о (London 1971) and 
later volumes. 

23. Cited in Pick and Кnight, Тht 
Freпnasons' Pock~ Rфrtna 

Вооk. Muller 1955. rcvised 
11)83. 

CHAPТl!R SIX 
1. Quoted in Mc:Conuick, Christ. 
tМ Chnstilm aNl Fr«­
lfUUonry, W. J. McConnic:k, 
Oreat Joy PuЫications, Вcl­
fast. 

2. On oЬelisk.s see Tompkiпs, ор. 
cit.; Erik Jversen, OЬelisks in 
Exile (two vols.) Copeпhagen, 
1968, 1971. John А. Weisse, 
Тhе OЬtlisk aNl Frr!enюsonry, 
Вouton, New York 188о. 

3. From Е. А. Wallis-Вudge's 
notes on Ra/Re, included in 
Medici Society reprint of ТМ 
&ok of the Dead, University 
Books, Secaucus, New Jersey 
JC)6o. 

4. On Osiris. Ra!Re and other 
Egyptian god.o; see Wallis­
Budge, ор. cit.; Hart, ор. cit. 

5. Pliny in Natuml History. 
6. See Mackey, ор. cit.; J. S. М. 

Ward, Frtemasonry and the 
Ancienl Ood.f and Who Was 
Н iram АЫ!f?, Lewis Masonic. 

7. Hart, ор. cit. 
8. See Tomkins, ор. cit., cspecial­

ly chapters 17 and 18, with 
quotations from Hargrave 
Jennings, Phollicism and 
Obelisks. 

9. Weisse, ор. cit. 
10. Тhе Bookofthe Dead, ор. cit.; 

also Tompkins, ор. cit., 
chapter 16. 

11. William Bankes, the oЬelisk's 
buyer who also paid for its 
transponation, may not havc 
Ьееn а Mason. 

12. Weisse, ор. cit. 
13. Preston, lllustrations of Frte­

mtJSonry. 
14. Thc acacia аЬо symЬolizes 

Masonic reЬinh in gencral -
sce Mackcy, ор. c:it. and 
others. 



15. Mruonic SqШlrt, March 1978. 

CHAPTER SEVEN 
1. Voice (Full Gospel Business 

Meo's Fellowship lnter­
oational magazine), European 
edition No. 2.84. 

2. Fn!mltlSonry and CJuislimlily, 
Appendix 10. 

3. 0n page 49 of the UGLE's 
evidence to С of Е Working 
Group, the current holder of 
Pike's оfбсе (in tЬе USA) is 
quoted as confiпning that 'his 
records show Pike did nol 
make the "Lucifer" statement 
and assumes il was invented Ьу 
А. С. dc la Rive' (the French 
autbOl'ess concemed). 

4. 1Ье Rose Croix's formal tille is 
the 'Ancient and Acceptcd 
Rite for England and Wales'. 
Scolland and Ireland have 
their own organizalions. 

5. R. А. GilЬert in Тhе Goldtn 
Dawn, Twilight of lhe Magic· 
ian.s, Aquarian Press, Welling­
Ьorough 1983. Му ac:count 
also relies оп Ellic Howc, Тht 
Magician.r of 1he Golden 
Dawn, Routledge & Kegan 
Paul, 1972. 

6. Sussex Masonic Year Book 
and Directory. 

7. Version puЬ\ished in Gilbert, 
ор. ci1. 

8. Aleister Crowley, Confessions 
(ed. Symonds and Grant), 
Routledge & Kegan Paul, 
1979. 

9. As 8 аЬоvе, Chapter 72. 
10. Crowley, Magick (ed. 

Symonds and Grant), Rout­
ledge & Kegan Paul, 1973, рр. 
296and 172. 

11. See AQC, Com:lse lndex, ор. 
cit" like Yarker, William 
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Wynn W~stcott often leclured 
to the lodge. 

12. Pentagram, August 1964. 
13. Masonic SqШlrt, SeptemЬer 

1984. 
14. Elli<: Howe, 'The rite of 

Memphis in France aod 
England, 1838-7o',AQC, vol. 
92 (1979). 

15. J. S. Hawkins, Gothic Archi­
reaure, 1813, quoted in OED. 

16. Ward, FrttmJJSonry and tht 
Ancient Gods, Chaptcr8: 'ТЬе 
Vesica Piscis in the Craft'. 

17. Emulation Working, as 
quoted in Haonah, Darknas 
VisiЬlt. 

18. Hany Сап, ТМ Freemao11S О1 
Work, Lewis Masonic 1976, 
Explanation о{ 'Тhе point 
within а circlc ·. 

19. Sce prcvious notes citing 
Ьooks on Egyptian gods and 
works Ьу Hargrave Jenniogs (а 
Victorian Freemason). 

20. Grand Lodge of Scotland 
Year-Ьook, Edinburgh 1986. 

21. AQC, vol. 97 (1984); and 
Сап, ор. cit. 

22. Тhis account of the Masonic 
Knights Templar ri1ual oomes 
from Hannah, Chr/stian Ву 
Dtgrtes. lt has never Ьееn 
challenged as inaocurate Ьу the 
order's authoriti~. 

23. Freemasonry and Religion, 
UGLE pamphlet 1987. 

24. Daily Mirror, 28 April 1973. 

CHAPTER EIGHT 
1. Alec Mellor, AQC, vol. 89 

(1976), 'The Roman Catholic 
Church and lhe Craf't'. 

2. See Whalen, ор. cit. 
3. As quoted in the Gennan 

Bishops' statement, 12 Мау 
198о. 



6Н2 Notes 
4. L'Osservatore Romono, 

·trreconcilabllity Ьetwcen 
Christian failh and Free­
masonry·, 11 March 1985. 

5. Cardinal John Heenan, Not 
the Whole Truth, 1971. 

6. See Chapters Eleven to 
Twcnty-one (011 the police) 
and Chapter Тhirty-one. 

7. Carr, ор. cit. 
8. Mcllor, Оиr Separared Bret/1-

ren, The Freemasons, Maiso11 
Mame. Paris 1961; Harrap 
1964. La Franc-Mafo11nerie а 
/"heure du Chob:, 1963. See 
also Mellor, AQC, vol. 89. 

9. Lettcr to Cardinal John Krol 
of Philadelphia, 18 July 1974. 

JO. ·catholics and Frcernasonry·, 
Episcopal Confcrence of 
England and Wales, Novem­
ber 1974. 

1 1 . Carr, ор. cit. 
12. Mellor, AQC. vol. 89. 
13. As quoted in New Liherry 

magazine. 
14. Letter to the Natio11(1/ Cц1l1olic 

Reporter, ro April 1981. 
15. DccrecofHolyOffice.31 Мау 

1911. 

CHAPTER NINE 
1. Higham gave this estimatc in 

his talk, 'From Craft to Toler­
anre', at St Margaret Patten 's 
Churcl1, 1 OctoЬcr 19!!5. 

2. According to Higharn at 
Freemasons' Hall press con­
ference, 5 Мау 1988. 

3. ln Arablc-speaking countries 
non-Masons call the local 
Masonic temple 'EI Beit es­
Sheitan', literally 'the House 
of the Devil'. 

4. UGLE evidence to the С of Е 
Working Group. 

5. Marcus Humphrey of Dinnet. 

Grand Worshipful Master 
Mason of Scotland, quoted in 
Aberdeen Evening Express, 8 
April 1987. 

6. According 10 К. W. Hender­
son, Masonic World Guide, 
Lewis Masonic 1984. 

7. More of Arden·s Hackney 
findings appear in Chapter 
Twenty-six. 

8. Third degree ritual. see 
Hannah, Darkness VisiЫe. 

9. ln а letter dated 9 June 1986. 
10. ln а letter dated 18 August 

1988. 

CHAPTER TEN 
1. Nesta Webster"s Ьest read 

Ьooks were Worbl Revolution, 
The Plot against Civilization, 
J...ondo11 1921, and SecreJ 
Societies and S11b11ersi11e 
Movements. 1924. Erich 
LudcndorfГs most notorious 
effort was Destruction о{ Free· 
rmшmry tliruug/1 Revelation о/ 
their Secret.~. Munich 1927. 
Hitler makes threc referenccs 
to Freeшasonry in Mei11 
Kampf. 

2. Ward•i; handbooks are pub­
lishcd and sold Ьу Lcwis 
Masonic, Shcppcrton. For 
other books Ьу Ward, see 
Chaptcr 4, note 27 
and Chapter 6, note 6. 

3. Peter Anso11, Bi.fhops at 
Large, FaЬer and Faber, 
London 1964. 

4. That Ward is an embaпass­
ment 10 modcrn Masons 
emergcs from John Hamill's 
1988AQCpaper, 'ТheSinsof 
our Masonic Fathers . . : 

5. Ward (with W. G. Sterling). 
The Hung Society, Lewis 
Masonic. 
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CHAPTER ELEVEN 
1. Neivens is an honorary 

member of the lodge. 
2. From the Installing Master's 

address 10 the brethren after 
the new Master has Ьееn 
installed. 

3. ln а letter from Pro Grand 
Master Lord Corпwallis to the 
lndependent, 20 February 
1988. 

4. Ву 1«)86 the old Metropolitaп 
Police 'districts' had Ьееп rc­
named 'divisions'. 

CHAPTER TWELVE 
r. Observer, 25 March 1984. 
2. Quotcd in UGLE Quarterly 

Communication, 9 March 
1988. 

3. Scc The Full of Scot/and Yard 
Ьу Barry Сох, John Shirlcy 
and Martin Short, Penguiп 

1977. 
4. Leнer from Viscount White­

law to thc author, 5 Мау 198!!. 
5. i.e. until the far latcr appoint­

ment of Meffcп. 
6. ln his letter to thc lndepend­

e/11, 20 February 1988. 
7. Daily Telegraph, 15 April 85. 

CHAPTER TНIRTEEN 
1. Every policeman starts his 

carccr in uпiform. Alюut опс 
in seven becomes а detective. 
Nowadays detectives do поt 
nccessarily stay in the CID, as 
was the custom until thc mid-
197os. This interchange has 
caused mc to list as detectives 
some mеп who have spent 
most of their careers iп uni­
form. Similarly 1 have couпted 
some long standing detcctives 
as 'uniform' Ьecause they re­
turncd to uniform late in their 

careers. Му resulting 'stuti~· 
tics' are not scientific but. 
nevertheless, I Ьelieve they arc 
informative. 

2. Source: Police and Consrab­
ulary Almanac 1981, R. 
Hazell. 

3. Оп Freemasoпry iп GCHQ 
апd other sectioпs uf Britaiп 's 
security services see Chapters 
32 щd 33. 

4. Оп British politiciaпs and 
Frcemasonry sec Chaptcr 34. 

5. Quotcd i11 Edgware Times 
article Ьу Braпdon Malinsky, 
21 April 1988. 

6. Quotcd in UGLE Quarterly 
Comm1micarion, 12 DecemЬer 
1984. 

CHAPTER FOURTEEN 
1. Duriпg thc 'Stalkcr' press con­

fereпcc, 6 August 1986. 
2. lndependent, 18 Febr11ary 

1')88. 

CHAPTER SIXTEEN 
1. Masoпic poem Ьу David 

Barker, quotcd iп А Treasury 
of Masonic Тhougl11, RoЬert 
Halc, London 1981. 

2. This story was told briefly Ьу 
Stephcп Knight in The 
Brotherhood. 1 expand on it 
here to make а differcпt point. 
For а f11ll acoount see George 
Dilnot, The Trial of the Detec­
tives, Gcoffrey Bles 1928. 

3. If ап article was listed as 'lost', 
rather than stolen, no crime 
would appear to have been 
com1nitted. Morrish's experi­
eпce resemЫes that of Det. 
Соп. Rоп Walkcr of the Kcnt 
Constabulary who alleged iп 
19!16 lhat somc colleagues had 
been rigging the foree's crimc 
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'dear-up' rвte Ьу persuadina 
convicted pri5oners to confe:ss 
to cri~ wbicЬ 1hey had not 
aJmm.itled. 

4. Penguin, 1977. 
5. See tЬс James Report (Home 

Officc appoioted lnquiry into 
1he Chвllenor AПair). HMSO 
1965. Mary Grisg, CJшlltnor 
Сак, Penguin 1965. For а 
mo~ sympathetic view of 
ChaUeoor, see GilЬen 
Kelland. ор. cit. 

6. Ntws о/ tht World, 20 March ..... 
CHAPTER SEVENTEEN 

1. HamЫe1on's main onslaug.ht 
on lhe Metropolitan Police 
came in World /п At:tion, ю 
July 1981. 

СНАРТЕR EIGHTEEN 
1. World /п At:tion. Granada 

Tell:Yision, 3 NovemЬe1 1986. 
1. Evidcnce given Ьу Docbeny at 

gun-liceoce hearin1, Wood 
G~en Crown Court, Мау 
1983. 

3. OЬstrwr, 11FeЬruary19'18. 
4. UGLE's own fi1ures, given Ьу 

Higham at Freemasons' Hall 
pres.s conferenee, S Мау 1988. 
Cornwallis made his remarks 
in lhe UGLE Quarterly Com· 
munica1ion, 9 March 1988. 

CHAPTER NINETEEN 
1. Peter Taylor. Swlktr, Тht 

Sмrch for tM Tnllh. FaЬer 
19'17. 

2. John Stalkcr, SlillUr. Наrтар ..... 
3. Sta1ker,op. cit. 
4. Stalker, ор. cit. 
5. StaJker, ор. ci1. 
6. Taylor, ер. dt. 

7, Privoи Eyt. 1986. 
8. Moмhtsttr E11tnins Nr""• 25 

JuJy 1986. 
9. land'Alton,Protat.11111h~ 

and Polidu ln CorA:, 1812-
1&.и. Cort Univeni1y Press ..... 

10. Let1cr of 19 April 18)7 10 77и 
Pikн, DuЫin, as quoted ln 
Сепа. ор. cit. 

11. Maudc Gonnc М.CBlide, А 
Strwinl of lht Qиttn: Rnnin­
istt11«1, 1938. 

11. VindeJ1. ор. dt. 
13. Oranrtism, VQI. 1. quotcd in 

McCormick, ор. dt. 
14. Quotcd in McComUck.op. cil. 
15. On the Ku KluJ1 КJаа aod 

Freemasonry, see w~. 
Christir111ity and Amrritan 
Fntnuuonry. 

16. The Govemmcnt (lf lreland 
Ас1 1920, anicle 6s secUon 1. 

17. FortrUsh1, April 1984. 
18. GиardUи, 19 April 1q88. 
19. Accon:lin110Pe1erTaylor,op. 

cit. 
10. On Drury and Humph~)'$ see 
~ FQ/I of Scotlшrd Yard 

11 . Para )96 of the Sampson re· 
pon, кquoted in Stalker.op. 
cil. 

11. On Page scc: ChaptcrTwenty, 
and Knight, Tht Broilrtrhood. 

13. As qooted in lhe Dai/y Ttk-
rmph. 9 Augus1 1986. 

:ц. S1alker,op. cit. 
15. Тht TUJm, 27 January 1988. 

CHAPTElt TWl!NTV 
1. Оа Q1y of Londoa PoJicc see 

Otapter 17. lt is imponan1 io 
st11e that memЬers of the J11e 
Mr Page's family made strona 
represcntations. to Grafton 
ВooJts aЬout what they fel1 was 
ао uafair вnd inllQCUМkle por· 
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1ray•I of Раве in Тhе B~r· 
/юоd. 

CHAPTER TWENTY-TWO 
1. UGLE Qшmerfy Соттипi· 

ct1lion. Au1us1 1984. 
2. UGLE Qшmerly Communl· 

ct1ti011. SeptemЬcr 11)116. 

CHAPTER TWENTY-THREE 
1. Sec:Ьon 13 (2) о! 1hc C.oroncr.. 

(Amendmen1) Acl 1926. as 
amended Ьу 1he Adminis-
1ra1ion of J\ISlicc Act 1981 
section62. 

CHAJ>TER TWENTY·l'OUR 
1. Jn a le11er 10 Derek Pilll.ing1on 
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Foot, Paul, 421, 423, 424, 446 
ForЬes, Asst Chief ConstaЫe 

Trevor,317,328,346 
Forrest, Surgeon Rear-Adm. 

William, 509 
For111igh1, Belfast, 327-8 
Fox, Lou, 441, 442 
ForЬes-Protector. Dr John. 48z-5 
France: 

Af!aire des Fiches. 23 
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Anglo-Saxon Lodge, Paris, 136 
Grand Logc Na1ionale 
Fn1~ise. 154, 6о1 

Grand Orient of, 153, 154, 164 
imports oЬelisk from Egypl 

(183os), 119 
Masonic support for French 

Rcvolution, 154 
Franklin, Benjamin, 662 
Franks, Cecil, мr. 578 
Fralianno, Jimmy, 650 
Free Church ofScolland, 66, 67 
Frи Mason Examin'd, The, 114 
Free Presbyterian Church of 

Scotland, 67 
Freemasonry. 11-12, 14-17 

admission of Jews, 70 
'Antient Charges', 18, 27, 46, 

55,56,63,407,502,565 
'Antient Fraternity of Frce апd 

Acceptcd Masons' (1717), 46 
banned in Argcntina, 170 
banned in Islamic countries, 

170 
'Buchanan' manuscript, 54 
charitaЫc work, see Masonic 

charity 
Chris1's name ornitted from 

rituals, 68-72 passim, 76--7, 79 
Churches' cri1icisms of. 66, 74-

6, 81-<), 91, 149-бо 
'commercial undertaking' rule. 

6)3-4 
consecration of lodges, 76 
criminals in Freemasonry, 

300-311 passim, 373-4 
debt 10 Ancient Egyptian 

re\igions, 101-s passim, 115-23 
defined, 45 
eigh1een1h с. lodges, 5~1 
English Constitutions. 55, 58. 

59. 375. 631 

'Entered Apprentic:c's Song'. 
22 

·Epworth' Methodist lodges, 84 
fasc:ist persccution, 2:z-3 

first degrec initiation. 51 
First Degree Oath. 56о 
'Five Points of FcDowship', 62 
Four Crowned Manyrs as 

patron saints, 71 
Gnoslicism and, see Gnosticism 
'Grand Lodge АЬоvе·. 76, 176 
'Grand Lodge' Manu.script, 54, 

69 
hc:rcsies alleged ~ Christian 

doctrinc, 84-s. 1 нн4, 610 
'Hiramic ritual', 58-{)2, н~-10 
installation of lodge Mastcr, 

300-301 
lawbreaking Ьу lodge memЬers, 

598-боб 
1odge prohibition оп discussion 

of politics and religion, 541 
lodges of inslruction, 114 
Masonic funerals, 76-7, 646 
Masonic light, ste separate 

entry 
Masonic Year Book, 178, 179, 

569 
Master Masons. 51-2. 90 
memЬers' recognition signs, 292 
Moderns v Ancien1s, 144-s. 

18?-8. 661. 664 
mutual aid principlc, 55-6, 62. 

176-7 
necd ror memЬership 

'disclosure'. 658-9. 666 
ncw members, 13· 
numЬers of Masons in British 

lsles, 161)-72, 256-7 
occultlsexual symЬols, 13g...45 
police and Freemasonry. 195-

365 
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PR activities, 18-22 

professions and class of 
memЬers. 17н, 177-9 

religious stance, ?о--74. 78 
ritual oaths, 51>-54, 55, 64 
second degree Fellow Craft 

Masons, 51 
'Servic:e Certilicate • pass, First 

World War, 515, 516 
social organizatioos, 181 
'speculative' Masons' kxlges, 

49, 187 
spiritual suppon of, 181, 183 
stages in founding lodges, 201-

2 

Third Degn:e OЫigation, 298, 

650 
Tracing Вoard, 101 

tradition of stoncmason 
predecessoв, 45, 46--so 

Tylers (guards), 591 
video1ape- The Freemssons, 

21-2 

ways of entering, 181 
women and. se~ Women and 

Freemasonry 
Freemasons· Hall, London, ю, 40. 

78, 105. 137, 195, 2srS. 439. 
478.516,529,595,638,639 

Freud, Sigmund. 144 
Frommholz, George С .. 28-9 
Fryer, James. 352 
Full Gospel Business Men's 

Fellowship. 126 

Gabriel Goodman Lodge (no. 
4533), N. Wales, 413, 414 

Gadsdcn, Sir Peter, 486-8 
Gaitskell, Hugh, 567 
Gallery Lodge (no. 1928), 582-3 
GamЬerini, Giordano, 540-42, 

545 

Gan, Richard, 46tН], 471-5 
Garibaldi, 150 
Garner, Roy, 3о6-7 
Garrett, Ken, зо8-9 
GCHQ, Cheltenham, 666 
Gelli, Licio, VeneraЫe Master of 

Р2, 161, 163, 53f1-9, 541, 
543,547,553.558,562-3 

restructures Р2, 542, 547 
secret serviee connections, 
~1 

war record and crimes, 548--9 
General Medica\ Council, 482-4, 

593 
George IV, 186 
George VI, 81, 11!6, 562 
Geпnan Freemasonry. 22-11. 503 

anli-Semitism. 26-7 
Catholic bishops' opposilion, 

151}-ОО 

Gervaisc, Мicltael, 304-S 
Giannini. Gen., 552 
GibЬs. Sir Harry. 36с} 
GiЬson, C.ommandcr Alan, 

222-5. 230.231,234.238 
GiЬson, Leonard John, 300-309. 

310, 373 
GiЬson. CЬief Supt William. 253. 

286 
Gillingham. Ken1: Masonic Oub, 

51)8 
Gloucestershire: 

lnstalled Mastcrs Lodge, 129 
Masons, 129 

Glyndwyr District Council, 413-
14 

Gnosticism, 85. 110 

Masons accused of. 11~14 
Golden Dawn Ordcr. 1µ-6 
Goodman, Michael, 374 
Goпinge, Lt-Commandcr 111."nry. 

120 
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Gough, Viscount, 463 
Grant, Sir Anthony, МР, 576 
Grassini, Gen" 551 
Great Eastem Hotel, Liverpool 

St. London: Egyptian 
Temple (or lodges, 115 

Greater Manchester Police 
Force, 331-7 passim, 343 

OD, 344-5 
Drugs Intelligence Unit, 343, 

349 
Fraud Squad, 346, 349 

Greaves, Nonnan, 459 
Green, Maj-Gen. Rudolph, 504 
Greene, Royden, 352 
Greenslade, Revd Peter, 613 
Greenwood, Arthur. 567 
Greeves, Man. Gen. Sir Stuart, 

504 
Gregory, Colin, 336, 338 
Griffiths, Sir Eldon, МР, 576 
Groom, Air Marshal Sir Victor, 

511 
Grout, Noel, 633 
Grove, David 517 
Gull, Sir William, 35, 41 
Guordiall, 201, 231-2, 330, 338 

Habgood, Dr John, Archblshop 
ofYoгk, 88 

Hackelt, Sir John, 504 
Hackney, London Borough of 

256, 438 
Borough Lodge, 174, 176, 178 

Hackncy, Rod, 247 
Hailcybury School: 

Old Boys' Lodge (no. 3912), 
462.-3 

1-lailsham, 1s1 Viscounl, 477 
Hailsham, 2nd Viscount, 370, 

477, 492, 494, 495 
Hall, Air Marshal Sir Donald, 

511 
Hall, Manley: The Lмt Keys о/ 

Freemasonry, 103 
HamЫeton, Chief ConstaЫe 

Arthur, 294 
head of 'Operation 

Countryman', 294 
Hamill, John, 4~42, 74, 532 
Hamilton, Ноп. Archie, м•, 577 
Hammeгsmith Lodge, 310 

Hancock, John, 662 
Hannah, Revd Walton, 75, 113 

Christia11 Ьу Degrees, 1об 
Darkness VisiЬ/e, 30, 1об 
оп Masons' Gnosticism, 

112-13 

Hannar-Nicholls, Baron, 569 
Harris, Ronald, 84 
Harrison, Raymond, 6]3, 6з4 
Harrison, Sergeant Nigel, 527-8 
Harrold, Gordon, 527 
Harrow: 

Stone Lodge, 225 
Havers, Sir Michael (now 

Baron), 492-5 
Hawkins, Sir Paul, МР. 578 
Hayes, Jerry, MI', 573 
Hayward, RoЬert, м•, 573 
Неар. Sir Desmond, 391 
Hearn, Maurice, 523 
Heaton, Е. Vincent, 515-16 
HebЫethwaite, Peter, 156 
Heenan, Cardinal, Archblshop 

ofWestminister, 152-4, 157 
Hemstock, Maurice, 465-6 
Hendenon, Capt. Bill, 326-7 
Hendon: Fryent Lodge, 259 
Hendon Police College, 259, 

271, 273 
Henry VllI, 48 
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Henze, Paul, 539 
Hermer, Julius, 391 
Hennetic Research Trust, 135 
Непnоп, Sir Johп, 316, 317, 320, 

328,336,344 
Hertfordshire Masters Lodge, 220 
Hertfordshire Regiment Lodge 

(по. 4537), 503 
Hesketh, Roger, 570 
Неуdоп, Revd Francis, 95-9 
Hiclc;, Vemon, 409 
High Peak CouпciJ, Derbyshire, 

41~11 

Higham, Com.maпder Michae\, RN, 

General Secretary of UGLE, 
45, 53, 63, (\(}, 1)6, 148, 169. 
170, 171. 201, 247, 3о8, 403, 
435. 43fН), 400. 5ro, 519, боб, 
612, 621, 623, 635, 636, 640, 
~71 

as 'Grand ScriЬe Ezra' of Royal 
Arch, 91, 105 

co-operates оп Насkпеу 
investigation, 256--], 435~. 

438-9 
·freemasoпry - from Craft to 

Tolerance' lecture, 71 
оп Freemasonry in police, 201 

оп пате JAНВULON, 91-2, 

93,99 
Нiley, Joseph, 419, 569 
Hiltoп, RoЬen, 449, 451, 457, 

458-9,400 
Hiram AЬiff, 58, 59, 64, 69, 92, 

95, 98, 99, IOl)-10 

question of myth based оп 
Osiris, 102, юз. 117 

Hiram, Кing ofTyre, 59, 95· 99 
Hitler, Adolf, 23, 24, 27, 188, 190 
НоЬdау, Neil, 471--7 
Hogarth, Margaret, 428-зо 
Ho\ford, Surgeon Rear-Adm. 

John,509 

Holliday, Christiпe, 421 
Hollis, Oerald, 451-2, 4бо 
Hollis, Sir Roger, 533 
Holmes, Det. ConstaЫe Allan 

'Tuffy', 287-90 
Holt, Richard, 573 
Holt, Stanley, 334-5 
Holy lnquisition, 150, 155, 156-7, 

158-9 
Hone, Sir Ralph, 504 
Horos, Mr and МJs, 135 
Horstmann, Walther, 27 
Houпslow: Robert Mitchell 

Lodge (по. 2956), 473 
Howard, Commander Arthur, 

2&) 
Howe, Sir Gcoffrey, МР, 581 
Hughes, Sergeant Glyn, 517 
Hulbert, William, 120 
Humphrey, Marcus, ~ 
Humphreys, Jimmy, 274, 344 
Hurd, Douglas, МР, 240, 241, 249, 

251, 363, 581 

Ian A[lan Group, 6.Jt> 
Idem, Dr Moscs, 472 
lmbert, Sir Peter, Commissioner 

of Metropolitan Police, 243-

4, 246, 251' 363 
lndependent, The, 24, 26о 

articles supporting Brian 
Woollard, 24~7 

Iпglefield, Jane, 410-11 
lntemational Committee of 

Defeпce of Catholic 
Tradition, 161 

lrelaпd, Det. lnspector John, ЗfУ'/ 
lrish Freemasonry, 321-31 

Cork, 321 
Good Counsel Lodge (no. 553), 

326 
Harp апd Shamrock Lodge for 

RUC, 328 
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Nonhem. )22, 325, 326, ]27 
numЬer оС Masons and lodgcs, ,"_. 
Proiescan1 predominaiкc.321, 

33r-:1 
S«tШo RUC 

lslc ofWigЬ1, )81-з 
(slingcon, London Вorough of, 

111-17. 228. 250 

LodJe, 213 
lsrael: Grand Lodgc, 29 
lstilUl(I per \с Оре~ di 

Rcligionc (IOR - VatiC<in 
Вank). 161, ssи 

l1alian Fнcmasonry, 150 
Grand Orien1Lodce.151, 154. 

16о, 540-48 pt.USint 

Rr.Vla MtWonka mqazine, ,,.. 
Раlапо del GaU Lodge. 541 
RC Ch11n:h's a11i1ude to. s« 

Roman C.111holic Church 
suppon for national 

revolutionary aclivily. 150 
5« also Propaganda Massonica 

Duc (Р1) Lodge 
11aly: 

Red Bripdes, 544 
SCCП:l ICrviccз, 548--9, 550-SI 
(;.ominform Rcpon. S4HI 
tcnorism, 19705, sм-s. S47 

Jack 1he Ripper, 32 
Jacksoa, Geoffrey, бо), 604 
JAHBULON.91.98, 105. 109. 

," 
daims "l\llmc's origins, 91, 

93-М 

..-.mnc~1ion with Baal, 94-S· 96. 
ч/t. 110 

n•nnr:cl1пn wilb On·Heliop:ili&, 
•JН.•n 11•1 

Masons fortlidden 10 
pronounce, 93 

'Mystical Lectu11:' concerning, 
93. 94, 'n· 104 

пате of Supremc Вcin1, 91, 93 
Jamcsll.7fJ 
JamcsIJI,theOldPretcnder, 149 
Jclliroc:. Adm. Lord, 509 
Jcnkins, Roy (now Baron), :ю6 
Jenkinsoo. Tom, 444 
Jenour, Sir MaynaJd, 611 
Jessop, R~ll. 387-90 
John Х.ХШ, Роре, 152, 163 
John Paul 1, Роре. 162. 16) 
John Paul 11. Рорс, 157, 539 
Johnson. Patrick. 2.47 
Johмon, Samuel, 673 
Joncs, Adm. John Paul, 662 
Jones, Det. Scrgean1 Cyril, 275 
Jones, Frcd.441, 442, 447 
JC1SCph, Sir Kci1h (now Lord), 

419.573 
Jaslin, ChicfCon5taЫe Petcr, 36) 
Jowitl, Harold, 419 

КаЬеnу, Sir Donald (later 
8aron), 420, 569 

Kelland, GilDen. Dep. Ass1 
Commissioner. 197, :а83 

Kel~. От Gordon.611, 615 
Kclway, Col. George, 391 
Kendal, Dep. Commissiooer. rn 
Kent. Duchess of, 611 
Kent, Duke of, 19, 64, 71. 75, 

250. 526, 562. 570. 611, 624, 
645, 671 

Kent, Prinoe Georp:. late Dukc 
of.81 

Кenyon, Sir Вcmard. 416 
Кerensky, Alc:undcr. 532 
Kerr, Cllicf Supl Alislllir. цs-{> 
Kcrshaw, Sir Anthoay. 581 
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Ксу, RoЬcrt, мr, 578 
КОВ: 

storie5 of infilrntion into 
Freemaюnry, 53:1--7 ~iм 
~ аЬо Propaganda Maиonica 

Due(P2) 
Кilkerr, Anlhony, 277-8, 283 
Кiпоосt, NciJ, Nr, :Ц2, 574 
Кipling, Rudyard, 478 
Kirt.e, Rcar-Adm. David, 509 
Kildten, Brucc. 558 
КniJht, S1cpЬcn. 24, 26, 30, 31-2. 

1об, 191, 245, 261, 331, 336. 
}61, 370, 392, 48о, 531, 643 

Brodrnhood, Тht, 9, 14, 15, 
]О, 31, 33, 40. 41, .µ, 81. w. 
161. 183.191.218.261.326. 
збз. 386. 407, 476, 486. 532. 
537, SТ1 

lйtk lht Ripper: lht Final 
Soiuruж. )2-3. 34-5· 41 

lhcory of КОВ Freemaso11$, 
532, 534. 537. 539, 552 

theory rtJack thc R.ipper. зs-6 
vicws of dcalh of, 30-37 ptmim 

Knighis of ColumЬш, 66о 
Kni&!Jts of St John, Masonic. 510 
Knigh1s Tcmplar, Masonic, 90, 

11:i. 126, 184, 332. )52, 374. 
~.410.510,664 

ritltal, 147-8 
Kurr. Wiltiam, 268-с) 

LaЬour Party: 
Маюпk MPs, s68. 514. siц 
MPs hostile to М8sonry, 576, 

518-9. 581-:i 

Parliamcnwy lodge crc:ated 10 
takc MPs, s66 

polittciansblвckballcdЬy 
Masons (нроs). s66 

risetopower,s6,t-6 

Lafayc11e, Marquis dc, 122 
Lamonl, Norman, wr, 415 
Lampard, Commander А. W., ,.. 
Lane, Sir"Pe1er, 202 
Langford-Hol1, Sir John, 569 
Lashmar. Paul, 3о8 
Latham. Мichael. 576 
Laughame, Dep. Commi'8iooer 

AIЬcn, IOI, 20), :127 

РМdрЮ о/ Polidlig and 
Guidtu1ce for Profr;uiOIUd 
Bthavio~r. JJw, 198, 201, 
219, :1)4, :цо, 242-3· ца, 

'" ~ympa1hy for Brian Woollard, .... 
vicws on Frceml\IOПry in 

policc. 198--201 

Lawson, Nisel, "''· s1:11 
LeadЬitter, Tcd, мr, 579 
Leary, Prof. Timo1hy, 135 
Lea1her, Sir Tcd, 569 
Ledeen, Midlкl, 539 
Leeds: 

Council requires dedaration of 
Masonic memЬership, 420, 

." Living S1ones Lodge (no. 
4957), 143 

Headingley Ьy·pass, 41~20 
Lceds МаsоШс Hall Company, 

"' l..cfebvn:, ArchЬishop, 161 
l..ciocster: 

Frcemuons' Hall, бо)-(~ 
St мamn·s Lodsc (no. 3431). 

"" Lci1h and Canonp1e Lodsc. 513 
Leo Xlll: Ьull НитФr11m Gmш 

a11acking F~masons, 150-
51, 157 
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Lepsius, Richard, 100 

Lester. Jim, 575 
Levin, Bemard, 24-6 
Lewis Maюnic, puЫishers, 103, 

639"-40 
Liggins. Sir Edmund, 391 
Liverpool: 

School orTropical Medicine, 
611 

St John's Lodge, 333 
Sovereign's Реасе Lodge, 258 

Liverpool Police Force, 332-3 
Livingslone, Ken, мР: on Masons 

and corruption, 411 
Llanelli: Masonic Hall, 517 
Lloyd, Sir Ian, МР, 577 
Lloyd, Топу, МР, 578 
Lloyd-Allcn, Arthur, 424-5 
Lloyd's of London, 488 

Freemasonry in, 490 
Los Angeles robЬery affair, 

1981, 490-95 
Lutine Lodge (по. 3049), 489. 

490 
Local government: Freemasonry 

in, 4о6-48 
Lodge of Aviation (no. 7210), 511 
London: 

Central London Masonic 
Centre, see separate entry 

councils' battles over 
Freemasonry, 432-48 

Duke of York's HQ as lodges' 
meeting place. 5<У"/ 

Great Ormond Street Hospital, 
611 

law lodges: 
Chancery Bar (no. 2456), 374 
Grays lnn (по. 4938), 374 
Midland, Oxford and South 
Eastern Bar (no. 1610), 374 
Western Circuit (по. 3154), 

374 

Queenswood Lodge (no. 4718), 
523 

Red Scarf Lodge (no. 8448), 

477 
Rosemary Lodge (по. 2851), 

507 
Sion College, 472 
See also City of London 

London Da;/y News, 411 
Longley, Clifford, 105 
Louisc-Philippe, Кing of France, 

119 
Lowe, Henry, 351 
LoJver Down underground 

newspaper: on Freemasonry 
in Wandsworth, 432-3 

Ludendorff. Gen. Erich, 188 
Destruction of Freemasonry 

Throug/1 Reve/utions of its 
Secrers, 516 

Luther, Manin, 121 
l.yons, Bernard, 419 

MacCartney, Hugh, МР, 579 
Macchi, Monsignor Pasquale, 161 
Macclesfield, Lord, 459 
Macdermot, Niall, 569 
McDonald, Eric, of Brent, 434 
MacDonald. Eric. of Worthing, 

413 
MacDonald, Ramsay, 565, 566-7 
МасКау. Alan, МР, 579 
Mackey, Albert, 102, 1о8, 141-2 

MacLellan, Andrew, 504 
McLellan, Eric, 374 
Maclennan, RoЬert, МР, 574 
MacLoughlin, Dr Paul, 625-6 
McNair-Wilson, Patrick, МР, 534 
McNally, Sergeant Charles, 303 
McNce. Sir David. 224-5, 2i1 

McNeil, Supt John Brian, 3oi-3 
McNeil. Ian, 489 
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McNeil, Kenneth, 489 
Madden, Мах, МР, 574 
Mafia, 650 
Mainwaring, Col. Henry, 502 
Major, John, МР, 581 
Manchester: 

ban оп Masonic functions in 
Town Hall, 4ю 

Masonic Temple, 336 
Ulstcr Lodge, 336 

Maпchester Evening News, 320, 

340 
lclter supponing Masons. 410 
'Ma~onic Connection, The', 

336 
on Freemasonry and Stalker 

Affair. 336, 338, 341, 346--7 
Мапn, Sir Horace, 556--7 
Manners, Councillor Jeff, 383 
Manor of Bcnsham Lodge (по. 

7114), 289-9<> 
Manor of St James's Lodgc (no. 

9179), 201. 222, 225, 231, 
234, 235, 252-8 passim, 286, 
509,510,527 

CID component, 237 
disquiet among puЫic and MPs 

ahout, 24()-42 
foundation's advcrse effect оп 

police image, 202-4 
founded as ·с· Districl police 

officers' lodge, 1986, 196 
Grand Officers at foundation, 

202 

leading memЬers. 19г-8, 236--7 
Marcinkus. ArchЬishop Pau\, 162. 

164. 558 
Mark order, 184. 332, 352 

James Terry Lodge, 220 
Mark. Sir RoЬert (Commissioner 

of Metropolitan Police), 278, 
284 

Markov, Georgi, 35, 37 
Marriott, John, 535 
Marsh, lnspector Gerald, 382-3 
Marshal\, Commissioner Pcler, 

291 
Marshal\, Wa\ter, 352, 356, 357 
Masonic charity work, бо?-9, 

611-12 
amount distributed (11)86-7), 

610, 612-13 
Benevolent Jnstilution, 614, 

629-33 possim 
CharitaЬle Fund, 614 
'Ellard Fund', 614 
Foundation for the Aged and 

Sick, 618, 624 
Grand Charity, 46, 6ю-15 

pass1m 
Masonic connections of 

charities supported, 611-12 
support for cathedrals, 612-14 
Trust for Gbls and Boys, 615-

16 
See o/so Royal Masonic 

Hospital 
Masonic light, 1о6--8 

cmhlematical Iights of Masons, 
1о8-9 

first degree ritual, 107 
Freemasons as 'Sons of Light', 

107 
hoodwink symbolism. 107, 109 

Masonic Square magazine, 20, 
138,547,638.639,640 

Mates, Michae\, МР, 578 
Mathers, MacGregor, 133-4, 135 
Maybanks. Dep. Asst 

Commissioncr Edgar, 197. 
222, 227 

Mayhew, Sir Patrick, МР, 349-SO 
Mazey. Tony. 409 
Mazzini. Giuseppe, 150. 151 
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Мe&dowa'ofl, Mic:hael, 579 
Medic.U Defcnce Union, 483 
MedicaJ profession: 

Frcemaonry and, 48o-is 
lюspilal Jod1cs,,.S1-2 

Mcffcn, Ar.st Chief Cons11Ыc 
Tom, 21ГS. 250 

Mciklcjohn, Jnspector John, ,,,._,. 
Mcllor, AJec. 154, 156 
'Mclness Мanyr.1' affair, 482-s 
Memphis-Misraim Ordcr, 137-8 
Mcntal Heallh Founda1ion, 611 
Mctcorological Office, 510 
Mctlюdisl Churd!: 

inquiry into Frcemasonry, 81-
4. 91 

Masons among, 112, Rз-4 
M61rod.is1Rccortkr,112, 83 
Mctropolitan Phoenix Masonic 

Association(MPMA),254-S 
Mc1ro~i1an Polie:e 
А10 anti-corrupЬoo squad. 27Н. 

'85-4; 
anti-Masonic fecJing in, 233, 

235,:цз.:аа. 
'С' Dislrict. 196, :а35 
CIB2 an1i-coпuption squad. 

216, 226, 286, 188 

CIB3. z86 
CID, 19s-311 panim 
fint 'Detective Fotte", 168 
flying Squad, ю6, 276, 278, 

]01-2, 303, 344 
Fraud Squвd (or Brancb). 207, 

111.213, 218 
JоЬ, 1М (joumal), 201, 234 
London Superintcrdcnts' 

As.wciation, 2:w 
MasonK stre11gth in, 134 

'CDi&Cricc,1)8 
Masons and corruption sиndal 

of 18;os. 168-70 

Masons апd conuption scandab 
of 19705, 27....-&1 

ОЬsсеве Publications ('Pom') 
Squad, 174, 275, 278 
Masonic wnneaion, 275, 
277. 285 

RоЬЬеrу Squad, 2'f7, )02 

Special Bl'ilndl.206 
Me1ropolitan Police Maюnic 

Auocia1ion, 254-s (name 
chan&ed 10 Melmpc1lit11n 
PЬocnix Masonie 
As:soda1ion, q. v.) 

Midiael, Prince, of Ken1. s62 
Middlesex, Charles Saekville, 

Earlof.554 
Millar, Angus Macdonakl, 352, 

354 
Miller, Gcorge, 373 
Millichip. Веn, 391 
Mini'Slry of Deftnce: procuremcnl 

exeeutive, 525, 527, 528, 529, 
530 

Mi1chel1, Aus1in, мr, 241 
Mi11c:rrand, Pres. Frш19=1is, 164 
Modu1eTwo wmpany, 426, 427, ,,, 
Mohammed Ali, Viceroy or 

Egyp1.119 
Moira, Earl of, s 11-12, 009, ..,_, 
Molyneau, James, мr, 324, 574 
Morм:rieff, U-Col. John, 484-s 
Mon1aomery. Мikc,41a 
Moody, Dc1. ChiefSupt ВШ: 

act:ivities 115 Mason, 275 
oorrupt aclivities with Pom 

Squad, :а74, 217. 219 
trial and corМction, нтп. 275. ,.,. 

Moore. Peter, Dcan of St AIЬans, 

" 
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MetropolitanPolie:e), 191!, 
101, 119, 235, 246. 251, 36а. 

Moors Murders рrоЬе, 342 
Moraen Grenfell oompitny, 427 
Morpn, WiПiam, 30 
Moro, Aldo, 544-S 
Monis, Вemard. S98-9 
Monis, David, 6о)-6 
Monis, William, 561 
Morrish.Cblcflnspcctor 

Reginakt, 210-74 
Maпish. lvor, 271 
Morri&on, Hernen. 567 
Mortoa, lan and Rae, )8s 
Mount Muriah Lodge (rю. 34), ", Mozan, 21 
Muckley, Mn.Joan, 411-1 
Muckley. William, 411-3 
MU.ffclmann, L..eo. 29 
Mumy-Band, Judge, з73-9 
Musurneci, Gen .. 544. 551 
MUS50lini, Вenilo. 540 
Myers, Sir Philip, 343, 347-8 

Napic:y, Sir David, 391 
Napoleoo Вonapane, 118 

invasion of Egypt (1798), 118 
Neivens, Pecer. 197, 667 
NC'Vill,Jim,510 
New Wek:iome Lodge (no. 5139), 

566. 568, 571, .sв1. s83 
New Yorti: Grand Lodse, 71 

on religiou5 nalLU"e of M11Юnry, 
7г3 

Newham, London Borough of, _" 
Вorougfl of Newham Lodge 

(no. 8о17).о440,443-4,445, 
447 

№wlюm Rerordtr, 441 , 446 
Newman. Eric, 459 
Newmaa. Sir Kenneth, 

(Commiиioner of 

", opiniod on Freemasonry in 
po1icc, ц3 

Ptindpla о/ Polking, sи 
Lau&f1arne, DC AIЬen 

Newpon: S1 D.111vid's Found.!ltion. 

'" Ntws of fht Woгld, 276, 190 
on Scalker affair, 31 :i-13 

Newton. Joseph Fon. 73 
Norfollr., ТЬоmвs How.111rd, 8th 

Dukeof,70 
Nonh Wales, 413-14 
Nonhampton, Marquess of. 135 
Nonhern Ireland: Grand Oni.n&e 

Lodge, 325, 58о 
Norlhover, HerЬen and Mrs, 646 
Norwidl: Masonie Hall, 500 

Union l.odge (no. 51). 499, soo 
Norwidl Union lnsurance. 456, 

499, 500, 501 
Not!ingham Univenity. 611 
Noye, Kennetb, 310 

OЬelislr.s a.nd Freemasonry. 115-

'' O'Brien, C.Onor Cruise. ЗSо 
OЬstrvtr, 226, 3о8 
O'Connell, Daniel, 321-2 
Old Wrekinian Lodge (no. 54t11), ", 
Oliver, CЬief C.Onstable lвn. 361, ,., 
Orange Order, 321-s, 58о 
Ordo Templi Orienlis (ОТО), .,. 
Onnskili:, 398 

Oпnskirk Priory Lodge (no. 
4007), 3911 

Pilgrim Lodge (по. 6207). 176. 
178, 397 



704 lndex 

Onolani, UmЬeno, 163 
OsЬome-Smilh, W ., 5:z9 
Osiris, IO:Z-4, 116-17, 118, I:ZO, 

l:Z:Z-3 
Osservatore Romano, L ', 157 
Owen, David. МР, 242, 522, 574 
Oxford: 

Apollo Lodge (по. 357), 464 
Masonic grant lo University, 

611 

Page, James, 347, 353 
Page, Richard, 573 
Palmer, Chief lnspector William, 

:z69 
Palmer, Harry, 424-5 
Park, John, 341 
Parker, D. G" 240-1 
Parkcr, William, 307 
Parkin, Mike. 412-13 
Parr, Gcorge, 4oi1 
Parrish, Chief ConstaЫc Alf, 

351-6opassim, 4о6 
Parry, RoЬert, МР, 579 
Patterson, Det. Соп. Robcl"t, 

328-30 
Pattinson, Derek, 374 
Paul VI, Роре, 153, 154, 163 
Pazienza, Francesoo, 539, 558 
Pearl of Africa Lodge (по. 9052), 

479 
Pecorelli, Mino, 562 
Pelosi, Prefect, 551 
PcmЬenon, Jercmy, 553-4 
Pi!ople, The, 204, 312 
Percival, Sir Ian, 371-2, 535, 569, 

57t1-71. 572 
Pctersham, NSW: Masonic Royal 

Arch Tcmple, 123 
Philadelphia: Masonic Tcmple's 

Egyplian decoration, 115 
Pike. AIЬert, 131-2, 136, 137, 138 

atlack оп JAHBULON as 
name for Devil, ro:z 

Moral.s and Dogma, 131, 132 
Pilkinglon, Derek, 3~404 

pussim 
Pilkinglon, Mrs Juneth, 393-7 

passim, 399. 400, 401, 403 
Pitt, William, the Younger, 662-3 
Pius IX, Роре, 150 
Plalt, Brian, 440, 444 
Plunkett, Chicf Supt Ron. 223, 

224,226,232 
Pococke, Richard, 99 
Poletti, Cardinal Ugo, 161 
Police and Freemasonry, 195-365 

pas.rim 
allegcd anti-Catholic Masonic 

discrimination, 331-4 
chiefs' attitudc to Frccmasonry, 

362-3 
f'rccmasonry among Chief 

ConstaЫcs, 361-3 
nccd for register of Masons in, 

364 
Police Dcpendants' Trus1. 612 
Police Federation, 234, 247, 249 
Pontefract: De Lacy Lodgc (по. 

4643),416 
Poole, Chief Supt Ron, 223 
Poole, Dorset: Broad~tone 

Lodge, 425 
Porritt, Lord, 619 
Porter, James, 469, 470 
Portsmouth: Phoenix Lodge (no. 

257), 374, 509 
Posgate, lan, 488-90 
Potiphcrah, 99 
Poulson, John, 416 
Pountain, Chief Supt Ben, 222, 

223.234, 253 
Powell, William, МР, 577 
Powley, John, МР, 573 
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Preston, William, 9, 513 
Pricc, Sir David, МР, 576 
Prichard, Samucl: Masonry 

Dissected, 30 
Private Еуе, 226, 310 
Profile PuЫic Relations, 18 
Propaganda Massonica Due (Р2) 

L.odgc, rtaly, 100-63, 537-63 
passim 

ltalian Parliamentary lnquiry 
into, 540-41 

ltalian secret services and, 
551-2 

KGB plot theory re. 537-40, 
551-3 

memЬership, 538, 542, 551-2 
official suppression аш.1 

dissolution, 539-40, 545, 546, 

547 
penetration of Vatican, 1~2 

Property Services Agcncy, 523-5 
PuЫic Schools Jnstalled Masteп;' 

Lodge (по. 9077), 463 
PuЬlic School Lodges Cou11cil, 

463 
Purchas, Lord Justice Sir Francis, 

37С}-8о 

Quatuor Coronati Lodge (по. 
2076), 79. Во, 137 

papers' and lecture subjects, 
113-14 

QED Design a11d Devclopment, 
525-8 

Radlett: Bodina Lodge, 225 
Rancliffe, Lord, 644 
Ratzinger, Cardinal, 157 
Raymond, RoЬert, :znd Earl, 556 
Reader. Ralph, 477 
Reading. Berks, 407 

Evefling Post, 91, 92 

Reagan, Pres. Ronald, 539 
Red Cross of Constantine, 90, 

112, 664 
Redfearn, Sir Herben, 584, 669-

71 
Rees, Merlyn, МР, 293, 578 
Revere, Paul, 662 
Richardson, MichaeJ, 619-23 

passim 
Ridley, 4th Viscount, 581 
Ridley, Nicholas, МР, 581 
Rifkind, Malcolm, MI', 581 
Ripon, Marquess of, 152 
Riquet, Father Michel, 164-s 

Robaгts, Basil, 500 
Robhins, Sir Alfred, 582 
Rolph. В. О., 500 
Rош, Brian, 440, 443-4 
Ron1an Ca1holic Church: 

banking pr0Ыe1ns, 162-3 
Masonic penetration of 

Vatican, 1~ 
opposi1ion to Freema.~onry, 66, 

141)-бо, 324 
Second Vatican Council, 152, 

15S-9. 16о 
softe11ing towards 

Freemasonry, 16о-61, 165 
Valican Bank, see Istituto per 

le Opere di Religione, L' 
Romford: Barnaby Rudge Lodge, 

219 
Rose Croix Order, 31, 42, 79, 

130, 132, 137, 184, 352, 374, 
429, 463, 664 

ritual, 112-13 

Undivided Trinity Chapter, 473 
United Studholme Chapter (по. 

67), 5ш-11 
Rosetta Stone, 118 
Ross, Stephen, 581 
Rost, Peter, МР, 58о 



706 lndex 

Rothsdlikl, N. М .• Ьankers. 619 
Rowe, John, б62 
Rowe, М. Е .• Юо 
Rowlands, РС Pcter, )Вн 
RoyaJAirForce: 

Ad Ascn1 Lodвe (no. 3tkl8), 

'" Dacdalus Lodge (rю. 3843). 

'" Hcnnes Lod&e (no. 6861). 511 
Pathli.nder Lodge (no. 7255), 

"' Royal Alpha Lodge (no. 16), sllz 
Royal дroi Ordcr, 90, gs, r:n. 99, 

101, 220, 331, 352., 463, 6оо 
'al1ar'.93 
'Cotnpanions', 91-3, 105 
Rorencc (llaly) Olapter, 551 
Ьoodwink ri1ual, 109 
'Mystical Lcaure'. 93, 94, 99. 

." 
ritual, 87, 91-з. 96, 100, 104-5. ". Unitcd Grand Oiapter, 9S· 98 

Royal Black lnstitution, зц 
Royal Marsdcn Hospital, 610-11 
Royal Masonic Hospilal, 11, 16, 

617, бп 629. 6Эз 
Brooks v. Ridlanison case rt 

We of. з'6-7. 618-26 
Тhlrd RiJing Ьrоас!Мее1 "salc, 

63,62:3 
R.oyвl Мэsonie Sdюol ror Boys, 

." Royal М8sonic Sdюol ror Girls. 
615-17 

Royal Nationa\ UfcЬoal 
ln•ti1u1ion,611 

Royal NкУ~ 
Navy LutJкc: 100. 2612), 56:1 
f'reemuiinry in, 5119-1u 

R11y11I PurJ!lc: ln:i.111u1i<1n. _12.J, 314 

Royal Sipals: Ccrto ato Lodge 
(no.8925),~ 

Royal Ulslcr ConstaЬulaf)' 
(RUq,319-IO 

alleptions of shooиo-kill 
policy,311,po 

Fraud Squad, )2.8 
Harp aod SЬamюck Lod1e. 318 
hayshed shool:ing (1982}, 314. 

315-16 
Ьugging device and tape, 
316-17, 345, :.ц6 

Маюпs in, 32.8, 330-31, :.ц8 
'Moblle Support Unit', 314, 315 
numЬers of mcn murdcn:d Ьу 

Rcpublicaм, 32.0 
pervиsion of COUISC of jUS!ice 

admilled Ьу Anomcy Gen. 
(1988), 349-50 

policy of lying in court 10 
'pro!CCI informen', 314. 315 

Pюtestant majority in. 320 
shoo1ing of suspeaed lerrori~s 

(1981),314, 315 
Special Branch, 314, 315. 316-

•7 
Slalkeron.зц-(, 

Sи also S121lker, Dep. Chief 
Con. John 

Rii.ggeЬerg. Dr НсiП2, 2.8 
'RllJIRan, Bill". 378-&> 
Ryder, Richard, мr, SТ7 

Sac:rcd Congn:p1Юn for thc 
Doctrine of lhe Faith, sи 
Н~у lьquisi1ion 

St Agnes, ComWllll, 414 
S1 John AmЬulancc Brigadc. 612 
Salvini, IJno, 542-7 ptШim. 

553-4 
Sвmpson. ChiefCon, Colin. 318, 

319. 345 
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Satltovi10, Gen. Giuscppc, 551, 

'" Sa1anisrn, 130-)Spasim, 14:5-7 
ScarЬorou,Ь. 111h Ear1of,570 
Scotc, Sir Wal1er. 6о9 
Sootland, Grand Lodaeof, 67 
'Вoani of Beocvolcrкc' 

donations, 617 
Q1U1ntrly Commшricruion, 617 
YtorЬook (19116), 1о8 

Scoцts цсl Freemaюnry, 4'77--8 
Scout Aиociation. 611 
Vcnturer Lodge (no. 7897), ,"_. 

Secret Moni1or, Orderof 1he, i8.4 
Sedgcmore, Brian. мr, 490-95 
Seper.Caniinal. 155. 161 
Servioe in Uniry Lodвe (no. 

71'43), .s:щ. 530 
Shanghai Lod11e. 533 
SherЬom, William. 300 
Shine, lrvin11. 295 
Shire Oak Propeny Company, 

Lecd$, 418-19, 4Ю 
Simmoncls, Det. Chief Sщ:it JoЬn, 

191-9JIOSSim 
SilnOl!s, Sup1 Johп, 346 
Simpюn, Sir Joseph 

(Me1mpoli1an Polke 
Commiuioner), 154-s 

Sindona, Michcle, 161, 162, 163, 
.s)I • .sss. :161 

Siniscalchi, Franccscu, S4S-7 
Si11in1Ьoume, Kcnt: W11ch ancl 

Warcl polke Юdge. 158 
SiXIUS V, Роре, 111 
Skelhom. Sir Nonnaп, 374 
Slough. 4о8 
Smart. Oaf'CJloe, 617. 6'.8-9. 6}4. 

ьэs-<>.'31 
Smilh, ChiefQm. Alan. з6о 
Smith, Derelr., 181-2 

Smith. Edwani. 445-6 
Smilh. RoЬert, 6щ 
Smich, Т. Dап, 416--17 
Smyth, Revd Manin, мr, 3:ц, 58о 
Socie1as Rosieruciana in An&lia, 

133,659.~ 
Solieilors: 

Frecmasonry amon11. 39нz 
Solomoп, IGng, 58, 61, 95 

Temple. sВ. 59, 117 
Sou1h Afric.a, 478 
Sou1h Walcs Juriщ Lodgc (no. 

7091). 374 
Southtпd. E.'i5CX. 420-13 

CroW5tonc (..od11e (по. 3191!). 
411, 423 

Soulhend S1andt1rd, 413 
SoulhJllC: 

Ma.'iOnic Temple, 300 
Warerways Lodge (по. 7913), 

)00. 304. 3t.r'7· 3о8. 373, 518 
Southpon: Councy Palatine 

Lodge (по. 2505). 571 
Special Air Service (SAS), 507-8, 

'" Speed. Commaпder An1hony.141 
Spellar, Johп, 515-9 
Spiccr. David, 3о6-7 
Spor1e, Sydney, 431 
StаЬЬ, Sir WШiam, 373 
Staincs, Midcllesex: 51 BarЬara 

Lod1e (оо. 8714), 503-4 
StaiпsЬy, Supt Alвn, 1311 
ScaJker, Dep. ChierCon., 131, 

311-SOJJ41Silfl, 3:51., 410 
asked 10 lead inquiry in10 

RUCs alltJed 'shoot-10-kill' 
роасу. 313-15 

rrieDdship with Kevin Taylor. 
317-18, 34:1-4. )46 

interim report eritieizing RUC 
(1985), 316, :J45-6 
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on Muons in policc, )4o-.i1, 

34 .... 
press s1ories ofStalkcr Affair, 

312-13. 336-7. 346 
question of anti-Ca1holic: 

oppositionto.311 
qucstionofMasoaK 

involvemen1 in affair of. 
312-13. 319-20, ])~. )46-
7, 350 

rcmoved frorn RUC inquiry, 
312. 318. 328, 34741 

resignsfrompolia:(1'}87),319, 

34> 
Sumdard, London, 411 

Stansfield, Sir Wвltcr. 359 
Stapley, Chief Supt Lioncl, 231 
Stebblngs, Sir John, 391 
Stcel, David, иr, ц2, 574 
Steel, Dт Da~id (scnior), 67 
S1evcnton, Dep. Assl 

Commissioner Ron, 219-20. 

"" Stewan, Ray, 444 
S1ock1cr. Lord Justice Sir John, ,.. 
Stockwood, Mcrvyn, Bishop of 

Soudlwarti., '6-7 
Stoke-on·Tn:nt: Smilh.Child 

l..odge (no. 2064). s&t 
Sшncm11SOPs, rnedicval, 4НО 

Four Crowned Manyrs 115 

patronsaints, 71 
'Gothic Constitutioпs·. 54-9 
prшim 

Stops, Tom, 6oJ 
Stoscll. B•ron Philip von. 555, 

". S1ow. Edward. 2)8 
Stralh, Ксп. 347 
StriiЬe. Hcmnann. 28 
Stuhhs, Sir Jamcs, 103. 462, 464, 

508, 541, 557. 618, 621). 6)&-
32, 6)s-6, 64о 

Frитшопrу in ту Цft, S41 
visi1s J1alian Freemasons 

(19705). 553, 551 
SumЬcrs, David, м•. 391 • .s&t 
.'N111day N~. Вelr11SC, 326 
.'tunday Ttlt1n1plr, 628 
Surrey: 

SI Gcorge's Lodge (no. 370}, ,,, 
Surтey Lodgc: (no. 416), -V11, ," 

Sштrу Umltt, 475 
Symonds, Dc1. Sergcanl John: 

pan in corrupl activitie5 о[ 
ею. 279 

Tanner, Peter, :ц9 
Taytor, Dct. Sup1 К. G., 527 
Taytor, Gayton, 6os 
Taylor, Kevin, 316-18, 337, 34i-

6, 349 
Taylor,Pcter,318 
Taylor, Sir Charles, s6I) 
Templeman. Lord, 370 
Tcrlczki, Stcfan, 584 
Thame Masonic Hall. 457 

St Mary's Lodse (no. 1763), 
456 

Thames Vallcy Police, Щ, 3о6 
Th111cher, Margaret, мr, 419, 

534-s. 564, 574. 670 
Thewlis, Rcvd Frank, 83 
Thien, l..ouis, 119 
11юmas, Richard, 214, 216-17. 

"9 
Thompson. John, 26i-,: 
Thomc, Neil, NP, 568, 572 
1lюmc. S1an. мr, 579 
Тighc. Michecl. 315-16 
771'fб, ~. 22, ц. 26. 105, 279. 

491.493. 5511, 613 
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Toppina. {)е(. СЫеr Supt Peter, 
319, ].41;. )46, ].49 

ТоrЬау. Dcvon. 43<1 
Tovey. George, 440, 443 
Towmhend, 7th Marquess, 500 
Тоуе. Kennins and Spcncer 

a:nnpeny.6'}8 
Trafford Park Esta1es, 564 
Treпchard, Lord, 214 
Tricke11, ВоЬ, 212. 213 
Truro Cathedral, 613-14 
TuЬero, Moshe, 490 
Tuckcr, William. 79-Во 
Tumer. Alan, 234, 249 
Тumer, Frank, 525--8 possim 
Tumer. John, 440, 441 
Тuю, Gen. Sir Henry. 505 
Tydeman, Canon Ridlard on 
~1· of Masonry. 90, 91""""8, 
1о8. 111 

Unaer. Mike, 340 
United Grand Lodge of England 

(UGLE), 12, 21-2, Ю,52, 
53, 63, 6.i. 72, 76. 78. 84. 86, 
95. 100, 101-2, 10]. 105, 
1o6-1oparsim, 113, 137, 151. 

154, 1tio, 170, 171, 178, 195, 
196, 250, 323. 438, 478, 503. 
518. S46. S4?-8. 565, 619, 
621. 628. 619-J<I, 637-8. 655 

Вoard ofOeneral Purposcs. 6.j. 
571,6)1 

disciplining of memЬen, 371-2, 
373,597-8 

Flffmмonry and Chrislianity 
Ьooklet, 84 

Museum,516 
оП\се of Grand Chaplain, 74 
ovenais loclaes. 656 
problem of dealin& wilh 
мasonic erimioals, 309-10 

Qurmtrly Communiallion, 250, 

373, 6)2. 6)6 
question of dcll.ning 

'oommeric:al undcnakin&'. 

." reaction 10 Church of England 
repon,87 

rer:ognises ltalian Grand Orient 
L..odge(1972), S43 

relationswithltaliвn 

Freemasonry {197Q$). 553 
Whal is F~tmшonry? 

pamphlel, 379 
Uni1ed States of America: 

Boston Теа Party, 662 
famous Maюns, 662 
Ku Кlux Klan, 324 
OSS/CIA, S40, S41 
St ADdrew's l.odge. Вostnn, .,., 
S<:o1tish Rite Freemasonry, 

131, 132, 152 
segrega1ion in !odgcs, 478-9 

Univenity of Wates; receiVe$ 
Ммоniс: gran1. 611 

Unlawfut Socieries Аа (1799), 
187, 007, 661-4 

Ushen Brewcry, 456 

Viк:her, Dr, 8о 
Valachi, Joe. 6So 
Van Hcckc, Emcst, IS4 
VanderЬil1. William J., 120 
Vanneclt., Air Commodore Sir 

Pc1cr. МЕР, 511, 56g 
Var)cy, Тепу. 452, 46о 
Vaughan. Dayjd, 126 
Vauahan, Sir Gcrald, иr. 569-70 
Vcmey, Judge, 463 
Vkken, Alfrcd, 419 
Villo1. Cardiмt, 161 
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·vindeж', Revd, 74 
author of Light lnvisiЫe, 322-3 

Virgo, Commander Wally, 277 
Vittor, Sylvano, 561 

Wainwright, Richard, 579 
Walker, Cecil, 324, 58о 
Walker, John, 126 
Wall, Sir ВоЬ. 409 
Wall, Sir Patrick, 576 
Waller, Gary, МР. 584, 669 
Waller, Sir George, 373 
Walpole, Horace, 13 
Walpole. Sir Robert, 554, 556 
Waltham Forest Borough, 478-9 

'Patel' case. 46R-76 pas.~im, 
47R--9 

Walton, Sir Jolin, 483 
Wandswortl1 Borough Council 

Lodge (no. 2979), 432, 434 
Ward, J. S. М .. 73, 103, 109, 

13g-41, 142, 189-91.514 
Ward, Jessie, 184)-90 
Warner, Mr Justire, 376-8, 612 
Warren, Gen. Joseph, 662 
Warren, Sir Charles, 36, 41 
Warrington Lodgc, 502 
Warwickshire Grand Lodgc, 266 

Birmingham Temple, 266 
Washington, George, 121-2, 661 
Waterloo Lodge (по. 3475}. 295 
Watford: Old Fullerian Lodge 

(по. 4698), 462 
Watlington, Oxon, 449-61 

lcknield Way Lodge (no. 8292), 
452, 456. 458, 461 

Wat/ingюn Times, 459 
Walman, J(•hn, 441)-61 passim, 

611 

Wutts, ВШ. 441-6 
Wchb, Pctcr, 525--8 
Wcbstcr, Nc~lu, 1НН 

WenЬorn, Eric, 514 
Wesley, John, 83 
Wesley, Samue\, 83 
Westbrook, Neil, 564 
Westcotl, William Wynn, 133, 

134 
Westley, Peter, 217 
Whalcn, William, 156 
W/1ichever Way, 45 
White, Norman В., 433 
Whitc, Pelcr, 419 
Whitelaw, William (now Lord), 

225--8 pas.~im, 535, 571 
Widgery, Lord, 369 
Wildc, Oscar, 464 
Wilde, Sir WШiam, 464 
William П1 (William of Orange), 

70,323 
William IV, 186 
Williams and Glyns Bank robbery 

(1977),292,2()6--8 
Williamson, Supt Frederick, 270 
Willis, Mrs Ivy, 440--42 
Wilmshurst, W. L" 13, 110, 143 
Wilson, Dr Erasmus, 119 

Wilson. Gordon, 579 
Wilson, James 'Buddra', 323 
Winchester College: Old 

Wykehamisl Rose Croix 
Chapter, 463 

Wise, George, 251 
Witney: Galeway Lodge, 258 
Wood, Thomas, 266 
Woodcock, lnspector John, 358, 

359 
Wolstenholme, Donald, 410 
Wooldridge, Louis, 333-4 
Woollard, Chief lnspector Brian. 

24, 15, 204, 205, 2о6, 237. 
238, ~з9. 241. 142. 243.249-
50, 251, 439, 571, 665, 667 
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campaign against Freemasonry, 
205-{), 221-2, 226, 231, 232-
3; 'Woolf Pickles' case, 207-
11; lslington investigation, 
211-18; told that police 
Masons in same lodge as 
Islington suspects. 218--19; 
stripped of duties, 211)--20; 
transferred to uniform 
branch, 220-22; receives 
adverse reiюrt from senior 
officer, 223; sends report оп 
Freemasonry to МР, 224; 
given clean Ьill of health, 
224-5; takes case to media, 
226-7; reprimanded, 226-7; 
has doubts ahout iюlice 
inquiry into his complaints, 
22~; supiюrts John Stalker, 
231; loyalty to police scrvice, 
234; illness (1987), 245-<i; 
dismissed from police, 246, 
251; seeks Judicial Review 
into Frcemasonry and Police, 
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10 Rillington Place 
Тhе incrediЫe but true story of how British justice 

hanged an innocent man 

Ludovic Kennedy 

In 1950 Timothy Evans was hanged for mшder. S.ixteen years later 
he was granted а free pardon. This is the Ьооk that cleared his 
name. 

'А very remarkaЬle Ьооk. Тhе first complete account in narrative 
form of the lives of Evans and Christie and the tragic and pitiful end 
to which they Ьoth came. Questions of grave puЫic importance are 
involved, but it is the brilliant way in which this complicated and 
controversial story is told that makes it one of the most engrossing 
and fascinating Ьooks of its kind. As а work of fiction it would have 
Ьееn hailed as а great crime story; as а tran.script from real Ше it 
holds the reader under а kind of spell .•. as an example of human 
nature under а microscope, this Ьооk, once taken up, cannot easily 
Ьeputdown' LordBirkett,Obserwr 

ISBN О 586 03428 S 



Talking Blues 
Тhе Police in Their Own Words 

Roger Graef 

'Roger Graef understands policemen ... Не misses nothing. Оп 
evcry рвgе of this hefty Ьооk, raw police ncrves are exposed ... 
Graef has put his finger firmly on the pulse of the modern force 
and 1 Ьelieve he does it with accuracy, faimess and affection.' 

John Stalker, Sunday Tirмs 

Talking Blues is an emotional mosaic, а collective portrait of the 
British police. Serving officers of every rank from а11 over the 
mainland and from Northern lreland speak with painful but 
impressive frankness aЬout the demands of their work, aЬout the 
loneliness and questionaЬle leadership that often comes with it, 
and aЬout the dangers of policing an increasingly violent society. 

Intimately and sometimes disturbingly portrayed in their own 
words, the men and women interviewed here are Ьу turns fearful 
and brave, angry and amused, idealistic and cynical, and often 
very moving. lt makes you glad that someone is doing their job, 
and very glad that it isn't you. 

'It is an absorbing, comprehensive and valuaЫe analysis of the 
careers of "а group of ordinary people asked to do extraordinary 
things".' Listener 

'А riveting Ьооk ... tells you more aЬout what it is like to Ье а 
police officer than а11 the drama series, documentaries and 
polemics you are likely to come across. • New Statemum 



Inside the Supematural 
An Investigation into the Paranormal 

JeanRitcble 

А11 of us have experienced the inexplicaЫe, have known elements 
of the unknown. But is there anyЬody out there? What is the 
evidence to support the theory of Ше after death, telepathy or 
psychokinesis? Do scientists Ьelieve in c:risis vision, ghosts and 
mediwns? Is there а rational explanation for even the most 
mysterious of ghostly apparitions? 

lпsUU tJu Supematural takes nothing for granted, neither Ьelieves 
nor disЬelieves; it is quite simply the most comprehensive and 
readaЬle analysis of the evidence for and against. Containing 
riveting accounts of the latest scientific evidence and research-and 
the latest case histories- it is compelling reading for anyone with an 
interest in the supernatural. 

ISBN О 00 637809 9 



Deadly Lessons 

Ken Englade 
The true story of the seductress, the student 

and а cold-Ыooded murder 

Newlyweds Рат and Gregg Smart seemed like the ideal American 
couple. Не was а bright, up-and-coming insurance executive who 
had many friends and loved golfing. She was the Ьeautiful former 
cheerleader and daughter of an airline pilot who was envied Ьу 
everyone who knew her. 

But on 1 Мау 1990, their apparently perfect life was shattered 
when Gregg was murdered in the couple's New Hampshire 
townhouse - а single shot to his head. Three months later, his 
grieving widow was arrested and charged with the brotal crime. 

In the dramatic trial that followed, а dark portrait of Pam Smart 
emerged - one of а cold manipulator who called herself the 
'Мaiden of Metal' and seduced virgin ВШ Flynn until he was 
willing to do anything for her. Including murder. 

ISBN О 586 21771 1 



The Profession of Violence 
The Rise and Fall of the Кrау Twins 

New Edition 

J ohn Pearson 

Reggie and Ronald Кrау ruled London's gangland during the 
1960s with а ruthlessness and viciousness that shocks even now. 
Building an empire of organized crime such as noЬody has done 
Ьefore or since, the brothers swindled, intimidated, terrorized, 
extorted and brutally murdered. J ohn Pearson explores the strange 
reiationship that Ьound the twins together, and charts their 
gruesome career to their downfall and imprisonment for life in 
1969. 

Now expa.nded to include further extraordinary revelations, 
including the truth aЬout the unusual alliance Ьetween the Кrау 
twins and Lord Вoothby - the Tory peer who won 1:40,000 
damages in а liЬel settlement when he denied allegations of his 
association with the Кrays -Profession of Violeme is а truly classic 
work. 

'Тhе most famous Ьiography of criminal life to have Ьееn 
published in Britain ... it has Ьесоmе something of а cult among 
theyoung' ТiтгОш 

'All credit to Мr Pearson for а brave and disturbing Ьооk' 
Daily Express 

ISBN О 00 638371 8 



Written in Blood 
А Нistory of Forensic Detection 

Colin Wilson 

Wriшn in Blood charts the rise and development of forensic 
detection from poisoners in ancient Rome to modern serial 
murdcrers. In fascinating and gruesome detail, it covers many 
aspects of modem investigation techniques such as forensic 
toxicology, sexual criminology, Ыооd serology, genetic finger­
printing and psychological profiling. 

The Ьооk presents а gripping catalogue of crimes solved Ьу people 
with an infinite capacity for taking pains and а growing armoury of 
scientific disooveries and technical aids. А grisly panorama of case 
st.udies shows that it is often the tiniest scraps of evidence that lead 
to momentous results - for example the murderer of Nancy 
Titterton was Ьetrayed Ьу а single horsehair. 

Colin Wilson examines in depth the surprisingly modem 
phenomenon of serial sex crime, including the notorious cases of 
Jack the Ripper, the Moors murderers, Charles Мanson and Peter 
Sutcliffe. 

From the mystery of murder to the mystery of crime detection, 
Wriшn in Blood is an authoritative and compelling work that will 
fasciпate the expert criminologist and the gcneral reader alike. 

'Не Ьаs made himself the Philosopher-Кingof foren.sicspeculation, 
the Diderot of the pathlaЬ$' Тiпш LiuraryS~ 

ISBN О 586 20842 9 



А Blood Betrayal 
Тhе Inside Story of the Jersey Murders 

BarryWood 

For Nick and ElizaЬeth Newall, the middle-class dream of а 
carefree life in the sun had соте true. Wealthy, Ьарру and 
devoted, they were apparently doted on Ьу their good-looking 
intelligent sons Roderick, an army officer, and Mark, а young City 
banker. 

But undemeath the fa~de was а terriЫe reality, for the Newalls 
were Ьeing rent apart Ьу greed and mindless hatred. When their 
parents disappeared after а family dinner in 1987 their glamorous 
sons inherited the family millions. 

Now, with their parents' bodies discovered in а shallow grave, 
Roderick Newall's flight from justice has come to а dramatic end. 

With exclusive access to all the chief protagonists, including 
Newall himself, Вапу Wood reveals 

• why the murders went unsolved for S years 
• how Roderick's single-handed voyage round the world cul­

minated in aпest on the high seas 
• how Ье nearly walkcd free after а dirty courtroom Ьattle in 

Gibraltar 

Authoritative, revealing and utterly compelling, this is classic true 
crime n:ading at its Ьest. 

ISBN О 00 638375 О 



о то НAТRВDТURNl!D Кеа Вqlade 0-00-6382S9-2 tS.99 
о А 1..ООК /t.JtOUND ТНВ 0011.NИR Мargery Jolley 0-00-638333-S U.99 
о CORPORAТE а.ои AND DAGG.l!R James Croft 0-00-638067~ U.99 
о CAPSIZВD Nllepkв/Callahan ()..00.638113-8 tS.99 
[] Dl!ADLY COМPASSION Rita Мarker ()..00.638073-S U.99 

1 

All these Ьooks are availaЫe from your local Ьookseller or cau Ье ordered 
direct from the puЫishers. 
То order direct just tick the tides you want and fill iп the form Ьelow: 

Nam.e: 

Address: 

Postcode: 

Send to: Н:arperCollins Мail Order, Dept 8, HarperCollinsPuhluhm, 
Westerhill Road, Bishopbriggs, Glasgow G64 2QT. 
Please enclose а cheque or postal order or your aulhority to de6it your 
Visa/Access accotшt-

Credit card по: 

Expiry date: 

Signatu.re: 

- to the value of the cover price plus: 
UK & BFPO: Add tl.00 for the first and 2Sp for each additional Ьооk 
ordered. 

Overseas orders Шcluding Eire, please add t2.9S serv.ice charge. 

Вooks will Ье sent Ьу surface mail but quotes for airmail despatches will 
Ье givcn оп request. 

24 HOUR ТELEPHONE ORDERING SERVICE FOR 
ACCESS/VISA CARDHOLDERS -
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