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statements which have been made, it might seem to have
been connected with the elder Freemasonry, Nicolai's
account of this matter is as follows :—

% After the death of Cromwell and the deposition of his
son, the government of England fell into the hands of a
violent but weak and disunited faction. In such bands, as
every patriot saw, the government could not be durable ;
and the sole means for delivering the country was to restore
the kingly authority. But in this there was the greatest
difliculty; for the principal oflicers of the army in England,
thouvh otherwise in disagreement with each other, were yet
unanimous in their hostility to the king. Under these
circumstances the eyes of all parties were turned upon the

Enclish army in Scotland, at that time under the command '

of Monk, who was privately well affected to the Royal cause;
and the secret society of the king's friends in London, »t'ho
placed all their hopes'on him. saw the necessity in such a
critical period of going warily and mysteriously to work.
Tt strengthened their sense of this necessity—that one of
their own members, Sir Richard Willis, hecame suspected
of treachery; aud therefore out of the bosom of their
‘secret conuiave ’ (the masonic master’s degree) they resolved
to form a still narrower conclave to whom the Scotch—i.e.,
the most secret—affairs should be confided. They chose new
symbols adapted to: their own ext.n:me.ly critical .51t:uamc.m.
These symbols imported that, in the business of l’.]l-lS interior
conclave, wisdom—obedience—courage—self-sacrifice—and
moderation were necessary. Their motto was— Wesdom
above thee. For greater security they altered their signs,
and reminded each other in their tottering condition not to
stumble and—break the arm.” : ;

I do not deny that there is much plausibility in this
hypotlesis of Nicolai’s: but upon examination it will
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appear that it is all pure delusion, without any basis of
histcrical truth.

1. Its validity rests upon the previous assumption that
the interpretation of the master’s degree, as connected with
the political interests of the Stuarts, Letween the death of
Charles 1. and the restoration of his son, is correct : it is
thercfore a petitio principii ; and what is the value of the
principium, we have already seen.

2. Of any participation on the part of a secret society of
Freemasons in the counsels and expedition of General Monk
—history tells us absolutely nothing. Even Skinner pre-
serves a profound silence on this head. Now, if the facts
were s0, to suppose that this accurate biographer should not
have known it—is absurd : and, knowing it, that he should
designedly suppress a fact so curious and so houourabie to
the Freemasons awongst the Royal party—is inexplicable,

3. Nicolai hituself maintains, and even proves, that Monk
was not himself a Freemason. In what way then could the
society gain any influence over his measures? My sacacious
friend justly applauds the politic mistrust of Monk (whe
would not confide his intentions even to his own brother),
his secrecy, and the mysterious wisdowmn of his conduct ; and
in the very same breath he describes him as surrendering
himself to the guidance of a society with which he was not
even connected as a mewmber. How is all this to be
reconciled

Undoubtedly there existed at that time in London a
secret party of Royalists—known in history under the
name of the Secret Conclave ; but we are acquainted with
its members, and there were but some few Freemasons
amongst them. Nicolai alleges the testimony of Rawsay—
“that the restoration of Charles II. to the English throne
was first concerted in & society of Freemasons, because
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General Monk was a member of it.” But in this assertion
of Ramsay’s there is at any rate one manifest untruf.-h on
Nicolai’s own showing; for Monk, according to Nicolai,
was not a Freemason. The man who begins by such an
error in his premises must naturally err in his conclusions.®

4, The Scotch degree—nay, the very name of Scotch
masonry—does not once come forward in the elder Free-
masonry throughout the whole of the seventeenth century,
as it must inevitably have done if it had borne any relation
to the restoration of Charles IL. Indeed, it is doubtful
whether the Scotch degree was known even in Scotland or
in England before the third decennium of the eighteenth
century,

But how then did this degree arise? What is its mean-
ing and object? The answer to these questions does not
belong to this place. It is enough on the present occasion
to have shown how it did mot arise, and what were nei its
meaning and objéct. I'am here treating of the origin and
history of the elder and legitimate masonry, not of an inde-
cent protender who crept at a later period into the order,

* Andrew Michael Ramsay was a Scofchman by birth, but lived
chiefly in France, where he became a Catholic, and is well known ag
the anthor of * The Travels of Cyrus,” and other works. His disser-
tation on the Freemasons contains the old legend that Freemasonry
dated its origin from a guild of working masons, who resided during
the crusades in the Holy Land for the purpose of rebuilding the
Christian churches destroyed by the Saracens, and were afterwards
summoned by a king of England to his dominions. As tutor to the
two sons of the Pretender, for whose use he wrote “ The Travels of
Cyrus,” Bamsay is a distinguished person in the history of the later
Freemasonry. Of all that part of its history which lay half-a-century
before his own time, he was, however, very ill-informed. On this he
gives us nothing but the cant of the later English lodges, who had
lost the kernel in the shell—the original essence and object of masonry
in its form—as early as the beginning of the eighteenth century.

ROSICRUCIANS AND FREEMASONS. i%3

and, by the side of the Lion—the Pelican—and the Dove,
introduced the Ape and the Fox.

V. The Freemasons are not: derived from the order or
the Knights Templars :—

No hypothesis upon the origin and primitive tendency of
the Freemasons hag obtained more credit in modern times
than this—That they were derived from the order of
Knights Templars, so cruelly persecuted and ruined under
Pope Clement V. and Philip the Fair of France, and had no
other secret purpose on their first appearance than the
re-establishment of that injured order. . So much influence
has this opinion had in France that in the first half of the
eighteenth century it led to the amalgamation of the ex-
ternal forms and ritual of the Templars with those of the
Freemasons ; and some of the higher degrees of French
masonry have undoubtedly proceeded from this amalgama-
tion. In Germany it was Lessing, who, if not first, yet
chiefly, gave to the learned world an interest in this hypo-
thesis by some allusions to it scattered through his masterly
dialogues for Freemasons. With many it became a fa-
vourite hypothesis ; for it assigned an honourable origin to
the Masonic order, and flattered the vanity of its members.
The. Templars were one of the most celebrated knightly
orders during the crusades: their whole Institution, Acts,
and Tragical Fate are attractive to the feelings and the
fancy : how natural, therefore, it was that the modern
masons should seize with enthusiasm upon the conjectures
thrown out by Lessing. Some modern English writers
have also adopted this mode of explaining the origin of
Freemasonry ; not so much on the authority of any historical
documents, as because they found in the French lodges
degrees which had a manifest reference to the Templar
institutions, and which they naturally attributed to the
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elder Freemasonry, being ignorant that they had been pur
posely introduced at a later period to serve an hypothesis:
in fact, the French degrees had been originally derived from
the hypothesis ; and now the hypothesis was in turn derived
from the French degrees. If in all this there were any
word of truth, it would follow that I had written this whole
book of 418 pages to no purpose: and what a shocking
thing would that be! Knowing therefore the importance
to myself of this question, it may Le presumed that I have
examined it not negligently, before I ventured to bring
forward my own deduction of the Freemasons from the
Rosicrucians. This is not the place for a full eritique upon
all the idle prattle about the Templars and the Freemasons:
but an impartial review of the arsuments for and against
the Templar hypothesis may reasonably be demanded of me
&s a negative attestation of my own hypothesis. In doing
this I must presume in my reader a general acquaintance
with the constitution and history of thie Templars, which it
will be very easy for any oue not already in possession of it
to gain.

1. It is alleged that the masonic mystical allegory repre-
sented nothing else in its capital features than the persecution
and overthrow of the Templars, especially the dreadful death
of the innocent Grand-Master, James Burg de Mollay. Some
knights, together with Aumont, it is said, made their escape
in the dress of masons to Scotland; and, for the sake of
disguise, exercised the trade of masons. This was the
reason that they adopted symbols from that trade; and, to
avoid detection, gave them the semblance of moral pur
poses. They called themselves Frane Macons, as well in
memory of the Tewplars who in Pulestine were always

called Francs by the Saracens, as with u view to distinouish
; =]
thewselves from the common working masons. The Tewmple
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of Solomon, which they professed to build, together with all
the masonic attributes, pointed collectively to the grand
purpose of the society—the restoration of the Templar order.
At first the society was confined to the descendants of its
founders : but within the last 150 years the Scotch masters
have communicated their hereditary richt to others in order
to extend their own power; and from this period, it is
said, begins the pulblic history of Freemasonry. See “The
Use and Abuse of Freemasonry, by Captain George Swmith,
Tnspector of the Royal Military School at Woolwich, ete.,
etc., London 1783.” See also, “ Scotch Masonry compared
with the three Vows of the Order, and with the Mystery
of the Knights Templars: from the French of Nicholas
de Bonneville.”

Such is the legend, which is afterwards supported by the
general analogy Letween the ritual and external character-
istics of Loth orders. The three degrees of masoury (the
holy masonic number) are compared with the triple ofiice
of general amongst the Templars. The masonic dress is
alleged to be copied from that of the Templars. The signs
of Freemasonry are the same with those used in Palestine
by the Templars. The rites of initiation, as practised ou
the admission of a novice, especially on admission to the
master’s degree, and the symbolic object of this very
degree, are all connected with the persecution of the
Teinplars, with the trial of the knights, and the execution
of the Grand-Master. To this Grand-Master (James Burg)
the lotters I and B, which no longer mean Jachin and
Boaz, are said to point. Even the holiest masonic name of
Hiram has no other allusion than to the murdered Grand-
Master of the Templars. With regard to these analogies
in general, it may be sufficient to say that some of them are

accidental—some very forced and far-sought—and some
15
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altogether fictitious. Thus, for instance, it i said that the
name Franc Magon was chosen in allusion to the connection
of the Templars with Palestine. And thus we are required
to believe that the eldest Freemasons of Great Britain styled
themselves at first Frank Masons: as if this had any
warrant from history : or, supposing even that it had, as if
a name adopted on such a ground could ever have been
dropped. The simple fact is—that the French were the
people who first introduced the seeming allusion to Franks
by translating the English name Freemason into Franc
Magon ; which they did because the world Zibrz would not
go easily blend into composition with the word Macon. So
also the late Mr. Von Born, having oceasion to express the
word Freemasons in Latin, rendered it Franco-murarii
Not to detain the reader, however, with a separate examin-
ation of each particular allegation, I will content myself
with observing that the capital mythus of the masonic
master’s degree tallies but in one-half with the execution of
the Grand-Master of the Templars, or even of the Sub-Prior
of Montfaucon (Charles de Monte Carmel). The Grand-

Master was indeed murdered, as the Grand-Master of the

Freemasons is described to have been; but not, as the

latter, by treacherous journeymen: moreover, the latter

rose from the grave, still lives, and triumphs; which will

hardly be said of James Burg de Mollay. Two arguments,

however, remain to be noticed, both out of respect to the
literary eminence of those who have alleged them, and
- also because they seem intrinsically of some weight.

2. The English word masonry. This word, or (as it
ought in that case to be written) the word masony, is
derived, accgrding to Lessing, from the Anglo-Sazon word
massoney—=a secret commensal society ; which last word
again comes from mase, & table, Such table societies and
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7 st our forefathers—
gompotuses Were very common among

especially amongst the princes and knights of the midd];
ages; the weightiest afiairs wher_e there trans‘acted, atlxn
peculiar buildings were a.pproprlater.?t to their use.
particular, the masonies of the Knights Templa.n; t\;ere
highly celebrated in the thirteenth century. One o e:;
was still subsisting in London at Fhe end of t}_ne sev;:ntee;uo
century—at which period, according to Lessm%,‘ 1:. e pl;iet
history of the Freemasons first commerllces. 131 80 . cfl
had its house of meeting near St. Paul’s Cathedral, }:: ;
was then rebuilding.  Sir C‘hristophfsr Wren, the arc 11'4:;(131 :
was one of its members. For thu:'ty years, during Z
building of the cathedral, he continued to frequent.t';,:l
From this circumstance the people, who lTad forgottfat.;: e;
4rus meaning of the word massoney, took it for a sociely O
architects with whom Sir Christopher consulted on ;.;1;
dificulties which arose in the progriss %f[ thi ;;or];rmeﬂl;
istake Wren turned to account. L@ .
z;zzt& in planning a society which should ma\lke sp';c;llla:;e
truths more useful for purposes of common h‘fe. - ;:1 o 05;
converse of this idea now occurred to him—viz, : e i
a society which should raise it:fself ft'::;m}D ;:jo.i;a;;s gwould
i speculation. “In the former, g b :
Eieeizxjiued all that was useful amongst tl.:Le trt;le ,hlln ;:Ls;
all that is true amongst the useful. ﬂow if I's _(;ul el
some principles of the masonry exoteric | Ho_w lun s
disguise that which cannot bl’: made exoteric G
hieroglyphics and symbols of masonry, as | S
ance the word ; and extend this ma.sr:’nry in ’
h all may take a share? In. ttll; v;a.:,
according to Lessing, did Wren scheme; and ,;10 e : 2 ,_f_
did Fremasonry arise. Afterwards:, how_vev:er, S
versation which he had with Nicolai, it appes

pronoun
masonry, in whic
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Lessing had thus far changed his first opinion (as given in
the Zrust wund Falk) that he no longer supposed Sir
Christopher simply to have modified a massoney, or suciety
of Knights Templars, which had subsisted secretly for many
centuries, and to have translated their doctrines into an
exoteric shape, but rather to have himself first established
such massoney—upon some basis of analogy, however; with
the elder mossoneys.
To an attentive examiner of this conjecture of Lessing’s,
it will appear that it rests entirely upon the presumed
identity of meaning between the word massoney and the
word masony (or masoury as it afterwards became, accord-
ing to the allegation, through a popular mistake of the
meaning). But the very meaning and etymolouzy ascriled
to massoney—(viz., a secret club or compotus, from mase, a
table)—are open to much doubt. Nicolai, a friend of
Lessing’s, professes as little to know auny authority for
such an explanation as myself, and is disposed to derive
the word massoney from massonya, which m the Latin of
the middle ages meant first a club (¢clava, in French massue):
secondly, a key (c/avis), and a secret society (a clul).  For
my part I think both the etymologies false. M assoney is
doubtless originally the same word with mazson and nictyrone;
and the primitive etymon of all three werds is clearly the
Latiu word mansio, in the sense of the middle ages. It means
sinply a residence or place of alode, and was naturally
applied to the dwellinghouse of the Templars. Their
meetings were held in mansions Templarioruin—i.e., in
the massoney of the Templars. On the suppression of the
order, their buildings still remained, and preserved the
names of temples, templar mansious, etc., just as at this day
we find many convents in Hanover, though they are no

Iagger occupied by monks or nuns; and in Italy there ars

\
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even yet churches to be found which are denomt}nat-r‘:;l diff:
Mason, which Paciaudi properly explains by della | ert.r :
—these churches having Lieen attached to the d'?welhngs 0
the Knights Templars. It is t,h(:rcil?om very possible .dm:;hz
Templar massoney may have subsisted 1n Lcmdoﬂz1 1012 e
neighbourhood of St. Paul’s Chu.rch, up to the en o
seventeenth century. Some notice of suclh a fa.c_t, : sslf;
perhaps stumbled on in the course .of his rca.dm]n. »ﬂ =
mistook the building for a secret society of Temp ars | 1l
still retained a traditional knowledge of the prmmpss
peculiar to the ancient order of Knights Templars ; next e;
found that Sir Christopher Wren had \y)&l?n a freque}nterl 0‘i
this massoney. He therefore was a Ixm’ght Temg; n.‘r,'ms
he was also an architect ; and by him the ff:il)plgr d m‘,trme
had been moulded into a symbolic cenfornnty with his 0»\;11
art, and had been ficted for dilfusion among th‘u- pcfotpnfii
Such is the way in which a learned hypothesis EL]"I'.\B? ,Wai.mt
on this particular hypothesis may bLe Fron?unc?(. i
Lessing said of many an older one-—Dustr.. and rlmt l":a e
dust! In conclusion, I may add \\'llahl ?\lco]ul 1as alre h}e
observed, that Lessing was wholly misinformed aés hofrtom
bistory and chromnology of F}“e-c:nascmry.l : So arl e
arising out of the ashes of the Templar traditmus_; at .t le.nu s
of the seventeenth century, we have seen that it w fix.s ;u ¥
matured in the forty-sixth year of that cen‘Lury, an(.‘ L le;tia;
fore long bLefore the rebuilding of St. Paul’s. In :l\nlt,;ttr
Chrismp-imr W ren was himself vieu?nd Deputy Grand-d: aarg
of the Freemasons in 1666 : and in less than twenty ye
after (viz. in 1635) he became (}r:}!u'i-ll_;mter. e
3 ]}’rq;}m?ltet.-—-liut, says Mr. Nicolai, the Tt-'r!np]n’r‘." :r,,tg
gecret, and the Freemasons have a secret ; and the a]m,i‘,'
aoree in this, that no uninitia[.ﬂd. pe'ersnn has suceceet a:ttiot;
d?scuvering either. Does not this imply some connec
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originally between the two orders ; more especially if it can
be shown that the two secrets are jdentical ? Sorry I am,
my venerable friend, to answer—_No, Sorry I am, in your
old days, to be under the necessity of knocking on the head
a darling hypothesis of yours, which has cost you, I doubt
not, much labour of study and research—much thought—
and, I fear also, many many pounds of candles, But it is
my duty to do so; and indeed, considering Mr. Nicolai’s old
age and his great merits in regard to German literature, it
would be my duty to show him no mercy, but to lash him
with the wtmost severity for his rotten hypothesis—if my
time would allow it. But to come to business, The
Templars, says old Nicolai, had a secret, They had so; but
what was it ? According to Nicolai it consisted in the
denial of the Trinity, and in & scheme of natural religion
opposed to the dominant Popish Catholicism. Hence it was
that the Templars sought to make themselves independent
of the other Catholic clergy ; the novices were required to
abjure the divinity of Christ, and even to spit upon a cruci-
fix, and trample it under foot. Their Anti-Trinitarianism
Mr. Nicolai ascribes to their connection with the Saracens,
who always made the doctrine of the Trinity a matter of
reproach to the Franks. He supposes that, during periods
of truce in captivity, many Templars had, by communica-
tion with learned Mohammedans, become enlightened to the
errors and the tyranny of Popery ; but at the same time
strengthening their convictions of the falschood of Mahomet-
anism, they had retained nothing of their religions doctrines
but Monotheism. These heterodoxies, however, under the
existing power of the hierarchy and the universal supersti-
tion then prevalent, they had the strongest reasons for
communicating to none but those who were admitted into
the highest degree of their order—and to them only
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gymbolically. From these data, which may be received as
t;-lerably probable and conformable to the depositions of the
witnesses on the trial of the Templars, old Mr, Nicolai
atters himself that he can unriddle the mystery of mysteries
—viz,, Baphomet (Baffomet, Baphemet, or Baffometus) ;
which was the main symbol of the Knights Templars in the
bighest degrees. This Baphomet was a figure representing
a human bust, but sometimes of monstrous and carieature
appearance, which symbolised the highe‘st object  of the
Templars; and therefore upon the meaning of Baphomet
hinges the explanation of the great Templar mystery.

First, then, Mr. Nicolai tells us what Baphomet was not.
It was not Mohammed. According to the genius of the
Arabic language out of Mohammed might be made ).I aho.met
or Bahomet, but not Baphomet. In some Latin h.lst-OI'lallS
about the period of the Orusades, Bahowet is certamly_ ust:.(l
for Mahomet, and in'one writer perhaps Baphomet (v1z.,l‘m
the Zpistola Anselmi de Ribodimonte m]f- ;Uanasmm, A'r'cffu:a
piscopum Kemensem, of the year 10.99,.111 Dacllﬁerys aSpu;eﬂ
legiwm, tom. ii. p. 431,—*“Sequenti die aurori apparente
altis vocibus Baphomet invocaverunt ; et nos Deum‘ nostrum
in cordibus nostris deprecantes impetum fechnu§ in eos, et
de muris civitatis omnes expulimus.”) Nicolai, supposing
that the cry of the Saracens was in this case addressed tr_;
their own prophet, concludes that Q(L]{izo??eeé is an error o
the press for Balhomet, and that this is put for Ma?zu'mBé:
But it is possible that Baphomet may be ithe true reading:
for it may not have been used in devotion for Mahomet, but
scoffingly as the known watchword of the Templars. Bub
it contradicts the whole history of the Templars—to suppose
that they had introduced into their order the WDf’ShlIz of )
image of Mahomet. In fact, from all the records of their
trial and persecution, it results that no such charge was
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brought against them by their enemies. And, moreover.
Mahometanism itself rejects all worship of images,

Secondly, not being Mahomet, what was it} It was, says
Mr. Nicolai, Bay un7ss, i.e, as he interprets it, the word
Baphomet meant the beptism of wisdom ; and the image so
called represented God the universal Father—ie., expressed
the unity of the Divine Being. By using this sign there-
fore, under this name, which portook much of a Gnostic and
Cabbulistic spirit, the Templars indicated their dedication to
the truths of uatural religion.

L : ; T
Now, in answer to this learned conceit of Mr. Nicolai's,

I would wish to ask him— :
First, in an age so Larbarous as that of the twelfth and
thirteenth centuries, when not to be able to read or write
was no disgrace how came a body of rude warriors like the
Templars to descend into the depths of Gnosticism 1 '
Secondly, if by the image called Baphomet they meant to
represent the unity of Gaod, how came they to desiznate it
by a name which expresses no attribute of the deity, but

simply a mystical ceremony amongst themselves (viz., the

baptism of wisdom)?

Thirdly, I will put a home question to Mr. Nicolai : and
let him parry it if he can : How many heads had Baphomet?
His own conscience will reply—Two. Indeed, a whole
length of Baphomet is recorded which had also four feet ;
but, supposing these to be disputed, Mr. Nicolai can never
dispute away the two heads. Now, what sort of a symbol
would a two-headed image have been for the expression of
unity of being? Answer me that, Mr. Nicolai. Surely the
rudest skulls of the twelfth century could have expressod
their meaning better.

Having thus upset my learned brother's hypothesis, I
now come forward with my own. Through the illumination
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ahich some of the Templars gained in the East as to the
relations in which they stood to the Pope and Romish
church, but still more perhaps from the sugzestions of their
own great sower and wealth opposed to so rapacious and
potent & supremacy, there gradually arose a separate
Tewplar interest no less hostile to the Pope and elersy of

Rowe than to Mahomet. To this éeparate interest they

adapted an appropriate scheme of theology ; but neither the
one nor the other could be communicated with safety
except to their own superior members: and thus it becaine
a mystery of the order. Now this mystery was symbolivally
expressed by a two-headed figure of Baphomet : i.e., of the
Pope and Mahomet together. So long as the Templars
continued orthodox, the watchword of their undivided
hostility was J/alomet : but as soon as the Pope became
an object of jealousy and hatred to them, they devised a
new watchword which should covertly express their double-
headed enmity by intertwisting the name of the Pope with
that of Mahouet.* This they etiected by cuttin: off the
two first letters of Wakomet, and substituting fap or 'ap—
the first syllable of Papa. Thus arose the compound word
Baphomet; and hence it was that the image of Baphomet
was firured with two heads, and was otherwise monstrous
in appearince.  When a Templar ‘was initiated into the
hichest degree of the order, he was shown this image of
Baphomet, and received a girdle with certain ceremonies
which referred to that fizure. At sight of this figure in the
general chapters of the order, the knights expressed their
indepencence of the church and the church creed, by

* Those who are acqnainted with the German Protestant writers
sbont the epoch of the Retormation, will remember the many fanctiul
combinations extracted from the names Pabst (Pope) and Mahomet by
all manner of dislocations and inversions of their component letters.
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testifying their abhorrence of the crucifix, and by worship-
ping the sole God of heaven and carth.  Hence they called
a newly-initiated member a * friend of God, who could now
speak with God if he chose "—i.e., without the intermedia-
tion of the Pope and the church. ~ Upon this explanation of
Baphomet, it becomes sufficiently plain why the secret was
looked upon as so inviolable that \ew}en upon the rack it
could not be extorted from them. By such a confession the
order would have exposed itself to a still more cruel perse-
cution, and & more inevitable destruction. Oz the other
hand, upon Mr. Nicolai's explanation, it is difficult to
conceive why, under such extremities, the accused should
not have confessed the truth. In all probability the court
of Rome had good information of the secret tendency of the
Templar doctrines; and hence, no doubt, it was FPope
Clement V. proceeded so furiously against them.

Now then I come to my conclusion, which is this: If the
Knights Templars had no other secret than one relating to
a political interest which placed them in opposition to the
Pope and the claims of the Roman Qatholic clergy on the
one hand, and to Mahomet on the other—then it is impos-
gible that there can have been any affinity or resemblance
whatsoever between them and the Hreemasons ; for the
Freemasons have never in any age troubled themselves
about either Mahomet or the Pope. Popery * and Ma-
hometanism are alike indifferent to the Freemasons,
and always have been. And in general the object of the
Freemasons is not political.  Finally, it is in the highest
degree probable that the secret of the Knights Templars

# In rejecting Roman Catholic candidates for admission into their
order—the reader must remember that the Freemasons objected to
them not as Roman Catholics, but as persons of intolerant principles.
= Translaior.
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perished with their order: for it is making too heavy a
demand on our credulity—to suppose that a secret society
never once coming within the light of history can have
propagated itself through a period of four centuries—i.e.,
from the thirteenth to the seventeenth century, in which
century it has been shown that Freemasonry first arose.




