Greetings this evening Brethren. Tonight it is my pleasure to continue where I left off from last year. This paper is regarding the development of the revolutionary history of Freemasonry and how this creates a paradox in Masonry as all Masons are charged to be peaceful, law abiding subjects outside the lodge and to be apolitical within the lodge.
	We left off in the late 1600 early 1700’s in the coffee houses of Europe and the push for the subjugation of Papal and Aristocratic authority. This push was coming from the coffee houses and institutions where the growing intelligentsia and middle class spent their time reading works from the likes of Locke, Voltaire, Rousseau, and Diderot and also discussing the issues of the day.  These writers captured and crystallized current thoughts and feelings and put them to paper for all to see.  This was also the time of the glorious revolution and the overthrow of James II, also called the revolution of 1688 in England. The consequences of which was the elimination of papal influence and absolute monarchical authority over the people in England and the establishment of a bill of rights in 1689. 
This gave them:
· Freedom from royal interference in law
· Freedom from taxation by royal prerogative
· Freedom from a standing army during peace
· Freedom for protestants to protect themselves by arms
· Freedom to elect members to parliament without interference from the monarchy
· Freedom of speech and debate
This document was the precursor to the US bill of rights, the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, The UN Declaration of Human Rights, and the European Convention on Human Rights.
The revolution took place over a widespread area. The spontaneous nature of this event brings to mind the possibility that there may have been an organizing influence that had a means of coordinating these actions over a dispersed geography, in a time of no readily available means of rapid communication.  There was at this time, however, a network of lodges dispersed throughout the kingdom and there is speculation that they could have been used to coordinate these events. The Freemasons of the time were for all intents and purposes silent on any involvement in the revolution.  This does not mean that it has always been this way in regards to Freemasons and their participation and/or instigation of revolution in the world. There have been many instances where an open acknowledgment of revolutionary activities by Masons has been made such as:
· Simon Bolivar, Jose San Martin and Bernardo O’Higgins in the freeing of South America from Spanish rule
· Vicente Guerrero and later Benito Juarez in Freeing of Mexico from Spanish influence
· Jose Marti - revolutionary writer and activist in Cuba
· Jose Rizal writer and advocate for freedom of speech, and equal rights,  whose  martyrdom led to the fall of Spanish power in the Philippines
· Giuseppe Garibaldi in Italy
· 9 of the 56 signers of the US declaration of independence, and 15 of the 40 signers of the constitution.
· The Texans in their war of independence who fought against the Mexican government,  were predominantly Masons including all the presidents and vice presidents of the republic of Texas.
The general regulations of Freemasonry were written by Grand Master George Payne in 1722/23. These were based upon older Masonic manuscripts called the Gothic constitutions. A reworked version called “The Constitutions of the Free-Masons containing the History, Charges, Regulations, & of that most Ancient and Right Worshipful Fraternity: For use of the Lodges” had been compiled and written by Rev. James Anderson in 1738 one year before his death. The last version came out in 1815after the schism between the ancient and the modern lodges had healed.  This constitution forms the basis of regulation of the craft in modern Freemasonry today. 
Let us look at a couple of the pieces of this work, namely those parts which apply to the subject of the peaceable subject.
“Section II CIVIL MAGISTRATES SUPREME and SUBORDINATE.
A Mason is a peaceable Subject to the Civil Powers, wherever he resides or works, and is never to be concerned in Plots an Conspiracies against the Peace and Welfare of the Nation, nor to behave himself undutiful to inferior Magistrates; for as Masonry hath been always injured by War, Bloodshed, and Confusion, so ancient Kings and Princes have been much disposed to encourage the Craftsmen, because of their peacefulness and Loyalty, whereby they practically answered the criticisms of their Adversaries, and promoted the Honor of the Fraternity, whoever flourished in Time of Peace. So that if a Brother should be a Rebel against the State he is not to be countenanced in his Rebellion, however he may be pitied as any unhappy Man; and, if convicted of no other Crime though the Loyal Brotherhood must and ought to disown hi Rebellion, and give no Umbrage or Ground of political Jealousy to the Government for the time being, they cannot expel him from the Lodge, and his Relation to it remains indefeasible.”

So here is where the paradox lies. We have an organization for which every Mason is admonished never to propose, countenance, or act against the peace and order of society, and he must abstain from the discussion of politics in his lodge. He is also to stay within due bounds of the laws within the country in which he resides. Yet there is a clear history of the opposite happening. 
So while the brother is to be a peaceable subject and not to countenance rebellion or to have his rebelliousnes supported, if he acts upon his convictions, this crime is not to result in expulsion from the lodge or fraternity as long as no other crimes are committed. 
This was written at a time of discord in England between the supporters of the royal house of Hannover and the supporters of James II. Not wanting to upset the harmony within the lodges the Anderson excluded political discourse from the lodge and emphasized subordination to legal authority.
The 18th century lodges spoke much of liberty, equality, and fraternity. Liberty at this point in time was identified with what had been written by John Locke “an English philosopher and physician regarded as one of the most influential of Enlightenment thinkers” in the paper “ The two treatise of government.”  which can be summarized by stating that political power resides with the people, and those placed in power are there to safeguard that trust. It is the people that decide when a breach of this trust has occurred and they have the power to execute the remedy by replacing those in authority. Once removed from power the executive authority is then to be is to be handed back into the hands of the people.  Tyranny is the use of this executive power or unjust or selfish purposes and making laws for which no public approval for such laws has been given. 
Professor of Philosophy and first grand master of the regular grand lodge of Italy Guilliano d’ Bernardo, states that the paradox of the rebel Mason can be looked at in this way “A Mason is a peaceable subject to those civil powers that guarantee the expression of fundamental freedom” this is the most common sense explanation of this apparent contradiction, and why Masons have fought against tyranny in all its forms. Liberty then trumps the debate when it comes to duties and obligations of a Mason when that ability to be “free and accepted “is threatened by tyranny.
So why was there a concerted effort to ensure the peacefulness and subordination of Masons to the state in the first place? During the beginnings of what has become the modern Masonic era, a group opposed to James the II and the Jaccobite’s called the Whigs had lobbied Queen Anne on her death bed for Prince George of Hannover to be made King. George knowing little of English politics or the language, became dependent on those same Whigs who had arranged for him to come over, hence the Whigs became the defacto rulers. 
Freemasonry in post revolutionary England instituted a prohibition against the discussion of politics, but this meant party politics Whig vs. Tory, Hanoverian v s Jacobite etc. To avoid politics did not mean to avoid civic and political culture, just the divisive nature of party politics. Lodges were a microcosm of the new system “a parliamentary democracy” which was born during this period. These early lodges tended to have an elitist element to them made up of literate and modest, to greatly affluent men. These well spoken and affluent men held the authority over the lodges. This is believed to have been the impetuous for the split resulting where “lesser men revolted against their betters.“ (to quote Margaret  Jacob, historian)  The ruling clique was predominantly made up of Whigs. This group, the revolutionary force behind the removal of James II, was now in authority over the state and they were the establishment. In order to secure their place they sought to discourage any further revolutionary fervor and encourage peacefulness among its subjects and Freemasonry.  Since Rev.Anderson was a staunch Whig these prohibitions against  discontent and prescriptions for subordination to the state and to the lodge appears to be a case of self service rather than any worries over Hanoverian or Jaccobite sensitivities. 
To sum up we can safely say that a Freemason is a peaceable subject under such conditions that liberty and freedom is said to exist. Where this is absent and tyranny is the case Freemasonry has a revolutionary side to it, so that it can secure liberty and freedom for all. As for the discussion of politics in lodges this prohibition only applies to the lodges under the United Grand Lodge of England est.  1813. The Grand Orient of France est. 1733 has had no proscription against the discussion of politics or religion in lodge. They are not to proselytize their views but to discuss them in an academic manner that serves to inform and open dialogue on various topics.


