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Students of masonic ritual exposure have been waiting a long time for the next
Harry Carr. The late Harry Carr provided informed commentary on such important
English-language ritual exposures as Masonry Dissected, Three Distinct Knocks, and
Jachin and Boaz, all of which were published as facsimiles with Carr’s commentaries
by the Masonic Book Club in the 1970s. Although A.C.F. Jackson’s 1986 book English
Masonic Exposures, 1760–1769 followed up on Carr’s work, there has been a lack of
attention to this important—if sometimes politically and emotionally fraught—genre
of masonic printed history. More than anyone, Arturo de Hoyos has stepped into the
role once occupied by Carr. De Hoyos opens his book by writing, ‘Light on Masonry
was the first great exposure of masonic ritual published on American soil. I use the
word “great” deliberately and in its most literal sense, for the book is both massive
in size and impressive in content’ (p. 9). This description might equally be applied
to de Hoyos’s book.
The majority of de Hoyos’s book consists of a facsimile reprint of the fifth edition of
David Bernard’s Light on Masonry, published in five separate editions in 1829 alone.
Bernard’s book, which de Hoyos’s subtitle rightly calls ‘America’s most important
Masonic exposé’, was published just three years after the 1826 Morgan Affair and
the posthumous publication of William Morgan’s own notorious ritual exposure,
which, despite threats of revealing more, only contained the Craft degrees. Light on
Masonry, on the other hand, is a veritable compendium of American masonic degrees
from the 1820s. Bernard’s book also reprints Anti-Masonic Party convention reports,
statements from seceding masons, and other related material, all of which originally
served to further Bernard’s anti-masonic aims, but which has also left a record of the
socio-political climate in which Bernard’s ritual exposure was printed.
Yet making a facsimile of the rarest and most complete edition of Light on Masonry
widely available is only part of the service de Hoyos has provided. De Hoyos’s
introduction to the facsimile runs over 200 pages and does a tremendous job
contextualizing Bernard’s work, both in the greater body of ritual exposés as well as
in how interpersonal relationships played key roles in compiling the contents of Light
on Masonry. In one of the most compelling sections of de Hoyos’s introduction, he
traces the genealogy (literally—there’s a helpful chart on page 79) of the Scottish Rite
degrees that Bernard printed in his book, following them back to their sources. De
Hoyos also provides a detailed account of the fascinating tale of betrayal that led to
the inclusion of many of the Scottish Rite degrees in Light on Masonry, concluding, for
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example, that a ‘thorough examination confirms that Bernard’s rituals of the 17º-20º…
ultimately derived from the private ritual collection of Giles F. Yates’ (p. 78).
Five appendices within de Hoyos’s introduction insure that anyone interested in
American masonic ritual will have a complete view of pre-1831 ritual (mostly as
presented in exposé). De Hoyos provides a transcription of two Scottish Rite degrees
(29º and 31º) not included in Bernard’s work; the degrees not included in Bernard,
but found in Avery Allyn’s 1831 exposure A Ritual of Freemasonry; the engravings
from Allyn’s book; the transcription of an exposure of European adoptive masonry,
published in Boston in 1827; and a descriptive bibliography of the first five editions
of Light on Masonry.
The shortcomings of de Hoyos’s book are few: an index to the introductory
material would have only improved the book, and with so much emphasis on print
culture it is surprising not to find any information on William Williams, publisher of
all five 1829 editions of Bernard’s book (as well as many other anti-masonic works
from the period).
De Hoyos is Grand Archivist and Grand Historian of the Supreme Council, 33°,
Southern Jurisdiction and is himself a 33º Scottish Rite mason. It is to the credit of both
de Hoyos and the Scottish Rite Research Society and their commitment to researching
the history of American freemasonry that they have published a facsimile of this
notorious ritual exposure and that de Hoyos has provided a much-needed exploration
of the historical context in which it was created. De Hoyos elegantly frames the
apparent conundrum of masons republishing ritual exposés by writing, ‘The great
secret of Masonic historians is that many of us have a love affair with ritual exposures.
Like other affairs of the heart, it is exciting, but it may also be a love-hate relationship.
On the one hand, they are the product of betrayal and are ipso facto suspect. On the
other hand, they present the possibility of authenticity and may teach us a great deal
about the evolution of the ritual’ (p. 10). The question that revolves around any ritual
exposure, naturally, is that of authenticity. De Hoyos straightforwardly addresses
this question, exploring the likely accuracy—or inaccuracy—of both Light on Masonry
and various earlier ritual exposures in detail, writing that each may be ‘disproved,
partially verified, or even wholly confirmed in a number of ways’ (p. 10).
To anyone interested in the evolution of ritual, de Hoyos’s book will be an
essential resource. The contents of Bernard’s Light on Masonry provide a snapshot of
Jackson-era American masonic ritual and, in the introductory sections, de Hoyos’s
writing style is both well-sourced and highly readable, making the book accessible
to both serious scholars and casual readers. In ‘A Note on the Contents of This Book’,
which appears prominently opposite the table of contents page, de Hoyos provides
a caveat that his book ‘is not a study of present-day Masonic ritual’, but that the
rituals in Bernard’s book ‘represent pre-1831 Freemasonry…[which]…do not take
into account the tremendous ritual revisions which occurred following the post-1842
revival of the Fraternity in America’. In addition to providing a preemptive rejoinder
to potential masonic qualms about the republication of a ritual exposure, de Hoyos
reminds us that—despite romantic claims to the contrary—masonic ritual is not, and
never has been, static.
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