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Standards Committee Consultation Paper 2004 (Session 2) replacing the 

Members’ Interests Order (MIO) -  SP Paper 203 
 
 
Dear Sirs/Mesdames 

Section 1.                                     Opening Remarks 

At “Part 1 – Introduction” of the above mentioned Consultation Paper, it seeks 
comments on certain issues arising from the Standards Committee's initial 
consideration of proposals for legislation to replace the rules on the registration and 
declaration of interests of Members of the Scottish Parliament. 

I will attempt to convince the Committee that it is in the public interest and in the 
interests of a modern, democratic, objective and dispassionate Parliament, that all 
MSPs who have: (1) ever taken the oath of Entered Apprentice at the 1st Degree for 
the purpose of commencing Masonic association; or (2) hold fidelity to a group 
outside the Scottish Parliament, such as the Masons or the Speculative Society of 
Edinburgh, that could have the potential to produce a partial or unbalanced 
judgement, must declare such membership in the Parliament’s Register of Interests, 
as it could prejudice or give the appearance of prejudicing his/her handling of a 
constituency case. 

At “Part 1, Item 6 - Responding to the Consultation”, the Paper states: “The 
Committee wishes to encourage colleagues in the Parliament, interested groups and 
individuals to respond to this consultation, as it believes that the input of others is an 
essential component in developing the replacement legislation which is both 
transparent and proportionate.   The deadline for written submissions on the issues 
contained in this document is 30 September 2004.” 

Since transparency lies at the very heart of democracy, please accept this paper as an 
input from an interested individual who firmly believes that MSPs who are members 
of secret societies and who might potentially or currently sit on the various 
Parliamentary Committees and Groups, could reasonably expect members of the 
public to perceive conflicts of interest when they deal with petitions and everyday 
general affairs of the public if those MSPs refuse or are reluctant to declare their 
membership of said societies in the Register of Interests.   I am sure you will agree 
that public perception is all-important. 
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Given that, at “Question 16, Part 7, Item 48” of the Consultation Paper, it is stated 
that the Neill Committee considered the disclosure of interests should be to (1) 
indicate those personal interests which might reasonably be thought by others to 
influence a Member in his or her conduct; and (2) indicate those personal interests 
which demonstrate a Member's particular expertise or involvement in the subject 
being debated; I think it can be safely assumed that membership of or association 
with the aforementioned societies and/or groups, most certainly “might be thought by 
others to influence a Member [MSP] in his or her conduct”.   

Section 2.                                Supportive Arguments 

Members of secret societies and groups have long argued that Masonry and its off-
shoots, such as the Speculative Society of Edinburgh, are just fellowships, not 
dissimilar from golf clubs, bowling clubs etc.    However, where in these particular 
clubs do we find spine-chilling oaths a prerequisite for membership?   If supporters of 
secret societies persist in putting forward that argument, it could be easily overcome 
by insisting that MSPs be required to declare registrable interests in social clubs, golf 
clubs, bowling clubs etc.   I am sure no one would be ashamed or otherwise of 
declaring their membership in these types of clubs and it would solve the problem, 
finally put an end to any claim that certain people are conducting a witch-hunt.   Let 
us benefit from the concept of “confession by silence” and deliberate accordingly. 

One example had Phil Gallie MSP asserting on Friday, 1st February 2002 (see 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/low/scotland/1795760.stm), "It's a brotherhood.   It's a 
charitable organisation and they work together to help other people, but they don't do 
it in a way that disadvantages society."   He also said, "I feel that we should be proud 
of the fact we are masons.  The implication is that it is wrong to be a mason.”    
Curiously, he then went on to say: “I joined the freemasons when a youngster but I 
have not been involved since the early 1960s.  I make no bones about the fact that I 
am a life member of the freemasons but I have absolutely no intention of registering 
that.” 

This raises two enigmas: (1) if he is truly proud to be a Mason, why has he not been 
involved since the early sixties?; and (2) given the same viewpoint, why does he have 
a serious problem disclosing his proud membership in the Register of Interests?  

Nevertheless, it is hoped that I can introduce enough evidence here to influence the 
Standards Committee sufficiently to ensure MSPs declare membership of 
organisations such as Masonry, as it is a cause of increasing concern to the public. 
 
It is also hoped that, in the public interest, no MSPs who are members of 
organisations such as those mentioned above, influence the Standards Committee on 
this decision because the final determination could not possibly be perceived to be 
impartial by the public.  
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The perception of Masonry to large sections of the public is that it is an exclusive and 
secretive subculture of self-interest.   It is perceived to be a triumph of mediocrity, 
but which has within it the seeds of menace and as such could be a threat to the 
established order. 
 
Please resist the claim that Masonry is not a “secret society”.   This claim derives 
from the false premise that, since everyone knows it exists, it should more properly 
be referred to as a “society with secrets”.   By that token, the secret services would 
not be called secret services because everyone knows they exist.   That particular 
means of “diverting a discourse” (a Masonic ruse to distract detractors from the true 
path) ran out of steam more years ago than I care to remember. 
 
The real reason Masonry claims it is a “society with secrets” and not a “secret 
society” is that under the “Unlawful Societies Act 1799”, it is illegal in Britain to be a 
member of a “secret society”.   It is also unlawful under this Act for Masons to have 
meetings because gatherings in lodges are only permitted if yearly returns, providing 
names, addresses, and description of brethren are submitted to the local Clerks of 
Peace, or to the present-day equivalent.   You can see where the dilemma lies here for 
Freemasonry when interested members of the public ask Grand Lodge to verify if 
certain characters are members of their organisation.   Invariably, Grand Lodge 
refuses to provide any names.   Masons jealously guard their secrets (as divulged by 
former Master Mason, Rev. Charles G. Finney at Section 3, items 1, 4 and 16 below.   
Without producing names, most gatherings in Masonic lodges are in breach of the 
Unlawful Societies Act 1799.   Are we surprised then to learn that politicians in many 
strategically important positions in politics are members of clandestine societies like 
Freemasonry!    
 
People who are initiated into Masonry at the 1st Degree or Entered Apprentice level 
are subjected to a debasing ritual, which includes bloodcurdling oaths with threats of 
torture and death.   These oaths supersede any other oath they are likely to take in 
their entire life.   Very few do not take their oaths seriously because they know how 
vulnerable they are to unaccountable people, and how easily these unaccountable 
people can cover-up even the most transparent acts of iniquity.   Three examples of 
Masonic oaths are quoted below at Section 3, items 3, 11 and 18. 
 
Section 3.  Quotes by Authors & other Famous People about Masons & Masonry 
 
1. “Freemasonry cannot be known from a perusal of the eulogistic books which 

adhering Masons have written.   Of course, they are under oath to in no way 
whatever reveal the secrets of Masonry.   But it is their ‘secrets’ the public want to 
know.   Now their eulogistic books, as any one may know who will examine them, 
are silly, and for the most part, little better than twaddle.   If we read their orations 
and sermons that have been published in support of Masonry, and the books they 
have written, we shall find much that is silly, much that is false, and a great deal 
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more that is mere bombast and rhodomontade.”   Rev. Charles G. Finney – author 
of Characters and Claims of Freemasonry.   Charles G. Finney is a former Master 
Mason who went through the first three degrees of Masonry, but after becoming a 
Christian he renounced his membership of his lodge and the Craft of Freemasonry, 
realising the uniqueness and the divine sovereignty of Jesus Christ, and that 
Christianity and Freemasonry are not compatible. 

 
2. “It [Masonry] has been purposely formulated in the first place by inventively 

deceitful minds of long ago, and kept alive by similar ones of today.   It might 
well be defined as the ‘Craft of the Crafty’.”   Martin Short - author of Inside the 
Brotherhood. 

 
3. First Degree Penalty: “Under no less a penalty than that of having my throat cut 

from ear to ear, my tongue torn out by the roots, and with my body buried in the 
rough sands of the sea, a cable length from the shore, where the tide ebbs and 
flows twice in twenty-four hours, should I ever knowingly or willingly violate 
this, my solemn obligation as an Entered Apprentice, so help me God, and keep 
me steadfast in the due performance of the same.”   Jack Harris, former 
Worshipful Master - author of Freemasonry. 

 
4. “Let it be known that ‘adhering’ Masons do not profess to publish their secrets; 

therefore we cannot tell from what they write what they are under oath to do.”   
Rev. Charles G. Finney - former Mason and author of Characters and Claims of 
Freemasonry. 

 
5. “The movement as a whole, is a development of cunning.”    Martin Short - author 

of Inside the Brotherhood. 
 
6. “At this period … the partisans of evil seem to be combining together, and to be 

struggling with united vehemence, led on or assisted by the strongly organised and 
widespread association called the Freemasons.   No longer making any secret of 
their purposes, they are now boldly rising up against God Himself. …   The sect of 
Freemasons grew with a rapidity beyond conception in the course of a century and 
a half, until it came to be able, by means of fraud or audacity, to gain entrance into 
every rank of the State as to seem to be almost its ruling power.”    Pope Leo XIII, 
author of Humanum Genus (The Race of Man) 1884 (which is contained in full in 
John J Robinson’s Born in Blood - The Lost Secrets of Freemasonry). 

 
7. “Most Freemasons are prepared to say that Masonry had an influence ‘then’ 

[generations ago] - never now.”   Stephen Knight - author of The Brotherhood. 
 
8. “Freemasons are a set of imbeciles who meet to make good cheer and perform 

ridiculous fooleries.” Napoleon I to Barry E. O’Meara at St Helena, 2 Nov. 1816. 
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9. “I have little more to add than thanks for your wishes, and favourable sentiments, 
except to correct an error you have run into of my presiding over English lodges in 
this country.   The fact is I preside over none, nor have I been in one more than 
once or twice in the last thirty years.”   George Washington at Mount Vernon, 25 
September 1798, before his death, as he warned the whole of America to beware 
of secret societies. 

 
10. “Freemasonry and paranoia were made for each other; they deserve each other.”   

Martin Short - author of Inside the Brotherhood. 
 
11. Third Degree Penalty: “Under no less a penalty than that of having my body 

severed in twain, my bowel taken thence, and with my body burned to ashes, and 
those ashes scattered to the four winds of Heaven, so that there might remain 
name, trace nor remembrance of so vile a wretch as I would be, should I ever 
knowingly or willingly violate this, my most solemn obligation, as a Master 
Mason, so help me God, and keep me steadfast in the due performance of the 
same.”   Jack Harris, former Worshipful Master - author of Freemasonry. 

 
12. “Masonry is a collection of pagan rites, initiations and religions of Egypt, and the 

worship of the sun god, sprinkled with enough biblical terminology to deceive the 
unsuspecting.”   Jack Harris, former Worshipful Master - author of Freemasonry. 

 
13. “Talkative Philanthropy which is opposed to Christian charity with such pomp is 

often the passport for Masonic business.”   Pope Leo XIII, 8 Dec. 1892. 
 
14. “Masonry’s organisations from most walks of life provide one of the most 

efficient private intelligence networks imaginable.   Private information on 
anybody in the country could normally be accessed very rapidly through endless 
permutations of Masonic contacts - police, magistrates, solicitors, bank managers, 
post office workers (very useful in obtaining a copy of a man’s mail), doctors, 
government employees, etc.   A dossier of personal data can be built up on 
anybody very quickly.”  Stephen Knight - author of The Brotherhood. 

 
15. “For a religious or quasi-religious organisation such as Freemasonry to offer 

prayers and worship to God from which the name of Jesus Christ has been 
deliberately excluded represents the abandonment of the Christian faith which it 
nevertheless professes to uphold.”   Walton Hannah, Church of England 
clergyman - author of Darkness Visible. 

 
16. Masons are sworn to persecute unto death anyone who violates Masonic 

obligations.”   Former Master Mason, Rev. Charles G. Finney - author of 
Characters and Claims of Freemasonry. 
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17. “Solicitors are past master at causing endless delays, generating useless 
paperwork, ignoring instructions, running up immense bills, and misleading 
clients into taking decisions damaging to themselves.”   Stephen Knight - author 
of The Brotherhood. 

 
18. 10th Degree Penalty – Scottish Rite: “And in failure of this obligation, I consent to 

have my body opened perpendicularly, and to be exposed for eight hours in the 
open air, that the venomous flies may eat of my entrails, my head to be cut off and 
put on the highest pinnacle of the world and I will always be ready to inflict the 
same punishment on those who shall disclose this degree and break this 
obligation, so help me God and maintain me, Amen.”   Jack Harris, former 
Worshipful Master - author of Freemasonry. 

 
19. “How can men allow themselves to be drawn into a fraternity whose rituals 

require a total suspension of belief and a taste for the occult?”   Martin Short - 
author of Inside the Brotherhood. 

 
20. “Now [1717], indeed, Freemasons had no more need for secrecy, no reason to 

hide from the establishment, or to plot against the establishment.   Freemasonry 
had become the establishment.”    John J Robinson - author of Born in Blood - The 
Lost Secrets of Freemasonry. 

 
21. “Possessing no secrets in the ordinary meaning of the word, Freemasonry has no 

need of secrecy.   Its members are proud to be Freemasons and have no desire to 
hide the fact of their membership from the world at large.   The Craft itself can 
and will face its opponents with no weapons other than honesty and truth.   It will 
rebut lies with truth, oppose hatred with tolerance, and endure mockery with 
resignation; it has no need to emulate the moral turpitude of its opponents, for it 
knows that it is guilty of no crime and of no sin.   Secure in this knowledge it will 
advance as it always has done the cause of justice and of peace.   It can do no 
other, for this is the purpose of its being.”   The final paragraph of World 
Freemasonry by John Hamill and R. A. Gilbert, internationally regarded as 
authorities on Freemasonry. 

 
Section  4.                          Comments about the Quotes  
 
Hitherto, the only statement about Freemasonry with which tribunals such as the 
Public Petitions Committee (PPC), the Justice Committees, the Scottish Executive, 
the Standards Committee and the judiciary seem to consistently concur is the flippant 
type of reference to Freemasonry as applied by Napoleon Bonaparte (see Section 3, 
item 8 above).   In the public interest, they should heed the other quotes more. 
 
One has only to look at the solemn oath a person takes when he is initiated into the 1st 
Degree or Entered Apprentice stage of Masonry (see Section 3, item 3 above), to get 
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some kind of idea why Masons jealously guard their secrets.   It might also explain 
how the many mysteries that transpire in life that provide no logical purpose or 
solutions.   Masonic activists themselves, some generally well-intentioned, are 
sometimes forced to make irritable and remorseful decisions when confronted with 
members of the “Craft” pulling rank on them by playing the “oath card”.   This will 
always ensure their compliance.   I am sure the Committee would be disburdening 
many well-disposed Masons from certain misplaced obligations by making it a 
requirement for them to declare their membership in the Register of Interests.   (See 
also items 11 and 18 at Section 3 above for other examples of Masonic oaths.) 
 
The Standards Committee will note that the quotes in the previous section are not 
taken from a one-sided, narrow point of view, but from the observations and 
experiences of a diverse range of people, including several Masons.   I would hope 
this important point is not missed when deliberating the issue. 
 
In accordance with Messrs Hamill and Gilbert’s claims, if Masons and Masonry truly 
adhere to such virtues as defined in that final paragraph of World Freemasonry, as 
referred to in Section 3, item 21 above - they will “face their opponents [and 
everyone else] with no weapons other than honesty and truth … for it knows that it is 
guilty of no crime and of no sin …  [and] it will advance as it has always done the 
cause of justice and peace … for this is the purpose of its being”, Masonic MSPs can 
have no qualms whatsoever about revealing to the public their “proud” membership 
of Masonry, and/or its offshoots. 
 
I intentionally left the final paragraph of Messrs Hamill and Gilbert’s book, World 
Freemasonry - which was complimentary towards Freemasonry - to the end (item 21 
of Section 3 above) to allow you to balance the quote by these authors with all the 
other quotes.   I left my own referral to that final quote until the end because I believe 
the aforementioned authors’ convictions lend significant support to my prayer to the 
Committee.  Hopefully, that significant support will influence it in a positive manner. 
 
Section 5.                                          Conclusion 

 
Looking at it with objectivity, there is only one logical reason for people trying to 
conceal their membership of societies like the Masons and the Speculative Society 
and that reason can only be to screen some dubious, suspect or criminal activity 
involving either themselves and/or their “Brothers”.   Given that their entire existence 
revolves around secrecy, what other perception can a rational public embrace? 

 
Since Masonry itself lays claim to the above virtues expressed by Messrs Hamill and 
Gilbert, it follows that the openness supplicated in this submission will be welcomed 
by both Masonry and the general public.   On that account, it is hoped the Committee 
will have no compunction in demanding the disclosure of MSPs’ affiliations with 
secret societies in the Parliament’s Register of Interests.   Otherwise it might be 
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perceived that they have a sinister interest in clandestine groups and organisations 
themselves.   Such a rejection could well impoverish the reputation of the Standards 
Committee in the eyes of the public. 

 
To lend weight to my argument, I quote from the BBC News Online: UK: Scotland 
on Friday, 1 February 2002, 22:00 GMT, website, which can be seen at: 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/low/uk/scotland/1796789.stm, which reported: “Finally, the 
SNP's Tricia Marwick used a meeting of the standards committee to tilt at the 
freemasons.   ‘Members of parliament’, she said, ‘should reveal if they are members 
of this secret society.’   On Friday, this brought a series of revelations from the Tory 
benches, starting with Keith Harding and followed more reluctantly by Phil Gallie, 
Jamie McGrigor and Brian Monteith.   But then the Secretary of the Grand Lodge of 
Scotland Martin McGibbon said it was okay to be open about membership.” 
 
If the harmony of prominent and venerated Masons is unmistakable in declaring that 
it is okay for Masons to reveal their membership, one can only be suspicious of the 
motives of those who reject these sentiments.  
 
By the same token, if the Committee merely structures guidelines that advise MSPs 
to declare their amity with organisations like Freemasonry in the Register of Interests, 
it will not go far enough to appease the public.    To avoid this, I would suggest that 
legislation be enacted in statute to “enforce” MSPs to register their affiliations and 
interests in such organisations. 
 
“Freemasonry,” remember, according to Messrs Hamill and Gilbert, “has no need of 
secrecy [and] its members are proud to be Freemasons and have no desire to hide the 
fact of their membership from the world at large.”   Let us hope that the Committee 
does not have some arcane desire for proud Masonic members in Parliament to hide 
the fact of their membership from the world at large! 

In your Consultation Paper “Footnote”, the final two cases referred to are: Porter -v- 
Magill (2002) AC357 and Laval -v- Northern Spirit Limited [2003] UKHL 35 per 
Lord Steyn, both in the House of Lords and are both English cases.   The former 
concerns impartiality of a tribunal stating the precise test as being whether the fair-
minded and informed observer, having considered the facts, would conclude that 
there was a real possibility that the tribunal was biased, and the latter states that 
"public perception of the possibility of unconscious bias" is the key to deciding 
whether or not there is an impartial tribunal.   I propose that the public will certainly 
perceive the possibility of conscious or unconscious Masonic or “Spec” bias so long 
as MSPs are allowed to withhold their affiliations from the Register of Interests; and I 
call on the aforementioned cases in the Lords as supportive arguments or matters of 
persuasion to convince the Committee of the bona fides of my submissions.    
Trusting societies cannot be built on foundations of secrecy. 

Signed:  ____     _______________________ Date:  ______________________ 


