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Resumen

Al cuestionar la masoneria y el patriotismo, tenemoe conceptualizar el analisis de la evoluciétaddentidad

patriética. El caso de la Revolucion belga de 188@xtremadamente aclarador en este respectoedesiones de
los masones demuestran que el patriotismo y ebnalismo no son sinénimos en 1830, siendo el pdaneéamor

por la patria, mientras que el segundo estd comecta una doctrina especifica del Estado. Un proaiso
nacionalizacion de patriotismo esta claramentel @amino, pero no inspira a todos los patriotasdéefinicion de

conceptos como nacidn, estado y nacionalismo difiénertemente a lo largo de las logias. ¢ En quaélepodria

ofrecerse las mejores perspectivas para la na@tgabvalores civicos y amor a la libertad? De atueon una

pequefia mayoria de masones, el Estado belga dérenejor solucion politica. Pero una parte muy irtgote de

los masones, conocidos como los orangistas, mefiriel régimen holandés, que habia gobernado d8d&ehasta
1830. Sin embargo, esto no significa que no eranopes belgas, sino todo lo contrario. Este alti@naliza el

cambio de conceptos de patriotismo, nacién, estationalismo en el inicio del siglo XIX, a travésl estudio de
casos de reacciones masonicas de la Revoluciéa deld830 y en tanto, la posibilidad de que lamtogctuaran
como sociedades patriéticas.

Abstract

When questioning freemasonry and patriotism, weehavconceptualize the analysis of the evolutiopatfiotic

identities. The case of the Belgian Revolution 88Q is extremely clarifying in this regard. The céans of

freemasons demonstrate that patriotism and natiwnabere not synonymous in 1830, the former betmglove for

one’s country, the latter being connected to aifipatoctrine of the state. A process of nationatian of patriotism
was clearly on the way but did not inspire all jmas: The definition of concepts such as natiomtest and
nationalism differed strongly throughout the lodg@ghat state could offer the best perspectivesttier Belgian

nation, civic values, and love of freedom? Accogdio a small majority of masons, the budding Belg&ate

offered the best political solution. But a signégfit portion of masons, referred to as Orangisefepied the Dutch
regime, which had governed them from 1815 to 1830Gwever, this did not mean that they were not Belgi
patriots. This article analyses the shifting cortsegf patriotism, nation, state, and nationalisnihat start of the
nineteenth century through the case study of Masaactions to the Belgian Revolution of 1830 amastlooks at
the possibility of lodges acting as patriotic stieie
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“Freemasonry as a Patriotic Society? The 1830 Beklyi Revolution”
Anais Maes
Introduction: freemasonry, patriotism and nationalism

Historical research on freemasonry has been stiealin recent years by questions
concerning the involvement of masons and Masonigarizations in patriotic activities,
independence struggles around the world, the oreadf nation-states and the evolution of
patriotic or national identities in the period betem 1750 and 1850. When questioning
freemasonry and patriotism, one has to questianléist central concept. What is patriotism? Is
it a fixed category or subject to change? And hawpdtriotic sentiments relate to revolutions,
independence movements and the establishment abnretates? In short, we have to
conceptualize the analysis of the evolution ofipttridentities.

In the academic sphere patriotism is often equatiéd nationalism, causing enormous
conceptual difficulties. The fact the distinctioetlween the two concepts is often very vague
hinders research even more when it comes to theoérnte 18' and beginning of the 19
century, when attachments shifted from patriotigmnationalism. In his boolor Love of
Country, Princeton professor of politics Maurizio Virolildresses this exact conceptual problem.
He defines patriotism as a charitable and genedous of country, nationalism as an
unconditional loyalty, an exclusive attachmenthe nhation. Struggle for liberty, in his eyes, is
more often connected to the former as attainingytisiconnected to the lattéd. would add to
Viroli's definition of nationalism the political diension entailed in British historian Elie
Kedourie’s description of nationalism as a “sentitrj¢hat] depends on a particular anthropology
and [...] asserts a particular doctrine of theestat of the individual’s relation to it [...] it'a
doctrine which leads to a distinctive style of fiofi”.> Moreover Viroli emphasizes the need for
an historical approach to truly understand the emborary significance of our central concepts
as well as their evolution.

Studying Masonic responses to revolutions and iedépnce movements all over the
world can do just that. We will attempt to shedghtl on the shifting concept of patriotism by
analyzing the responses to the Belgian Revolution.

When looking at the activities of freemasons inrti@nths and years preceding this 1830
Belgian Revolution, one will have a hard time fimglielements of an organized Masonic

* This paper was presented at the “Mesa: Masongei$aciedades PatrioticasX Congreso Centroamericano de
Historia (Universidad Nacional Auténoma de Nicaragua, MamadNicaragua, 12-16 July, 2010).

! Maurizio Viroli, For Love of Country. An Essay on Patriotism andidtlism (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1997),
1-17.

2 Elie Kedourie, "Nationalism", inNationalism. Critical concepts in political scienck Hutchinson & A.D. Smith
(eds.) (London/New York: Routledge, 2002), Volum231-270.
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partaking or collaboration in the upheavarhis, however, changed once the revolution had
taken place and the Belgian nation-state camehbaiing. Masons did take a stance on the newly
founded state. They all claimed to be patriots,levhot all of them supported Belgium as an
independent country. To grasp this apparent coictrad it is thus necessary to look at shifting
attachments and understand that the revolution as®elgian historian Sébastien Dubois has
called it, a moment décisif(a decisive moment). Ancien Régime patriotism wamarchic: one
was part of a certain people and country becausg were under the protection of a certain
sovereign. The revolutionary era from 1780 to 1BBfught about changes in patriotism. It was
gradually nationalized as the Belgian people’s awass of having clear-cut geographical
borders grew and patriotism was linked to libeday,opposed to a sovereign. This proto-national
patriotism did, however, not necessarily entaill@ne for independence. The birth of a new
nation-state in 1830 and its international acknog&ment meant that patriotic proto-nationalism
turned into genuine nationalismThe way in which Belgian Masons adhered to thisv ne
nationalism or, on the contrary, continued to cltogproto-nationalistic forms of patriotism is
what is at the core of this analysis. An accessouy,not less important question is that of the
degree of involvement of freemasonry as an orgdaisaas opposed to the involvement of
individual masons. Both will be analyzed by studyladges as well as individual members that
played a crucial role in the formation of the neate, the opposition to it and the creation of
public opinion. The ‘profane’ context is of the hast importance in this regard as different
masons were involved in politics and journalisttey figures will be staged to uncover possible
‘patriotic’ links between the Masonic and profanerld. We will encounter two opposite
movements within this world: the Belgicist and tBeangist. The former being supportive of the
new nation-state, the latter of the Dutch regimerthwrown by the revolution.

Belgicism: supporting the new Belgian nation-state

As a consequence of the 1830 upheaval, the substedafeat of Dutch troops and the
recognition of independence by the internationaigrs at the London Conference, Belgians
needed to erect new state-institutions. A consgtiguassembly, the National Congress, was “le
lien historique entre le gouvernement provisoiselides circonstances politiques, et I'installation
definitive [d’'une monarchie constitutionelle]” (tHeistoric connection between a provisional
government arisen from the political circumstanegg] the final installation of a [constitutional

¥ Some masons are to be found in the editorial lsoafdbppositional newspapers, acted as military manders,
were volunteers or organised the vigilantes dutiregrevolutionary days, but their activities werg linked to their
Masonic membership.

“ Sébastien Duboid,'invention de la Belgique. Genése d'un état-nafBruxelles : Editions Racine, 2005), 424-
427.

® Let's not forget the importance of print capitalisn the formation of the modern nation-state. S&enedict
Anderson,Imagined communities. Reflections on the origin aprbad of nationalisnfLondon/New York: Verso,
1990).
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monarchy]). This assembly’'s debates and deciswe&i® of the highest importance as they
produced a, for the time, extremely liberal consitin and selected a new king for the
constitutional monarchYWhen looking at the composition of this Nationan@ress a great deal
of its members (30 to 60) have, in the past, bégentified’ as mason5We, however, have
hitherto been able to identify only 16 congressrhaning been initiated into the craft by 1830.
Two of those were initiated in a temporary, irregulodge we know close to nothing about,
calledL’'Union des Peuple® The others belonged to a series of different ledgehese Belgian
officials did not belong to one or a few centradeng lodges, much to the contrary their Masonic
background was quite diverse. But what they dicehawcommon was their active contribution to
the organization and shaping of a new nation-saéspite their diverging personal inclinations
towards a republic or a constitutional monarchyyamls the duke of Nemours or Leopold of
Saxe-Coburg as new king or towards a single chambardual chamber-system, most of them
were ardent nationalists and liberals. The shdtrfrpatriotism to nationalism was quite recent.
As Alexandre Gendebien explaintdhe had been in favour of a reunion with Francehis

® p. Raxhon, « Mémoire de la Révolution francaised #i@9 et Congrés national belge (1830-31Reyue Belge de
Philologie et d'Histoirel-2 (1996): 34-83.

" K. PomaActie vrijmetselaren: een politieke benadering darmoderne vrijmetselariZellik: Roularta, 1995).

8 Félix de Mérode and Charles Rogier, both membérthe provisional government and leading figuresthof
revolution, seem to have been introduced into feesEmry in November 1830 B#Union des PeuplesThere is very
littte known about this irregular lodge. It only @gars in a document of another lodges Amis Philanthropes
There is no trace of it after 1830. E. Witte & ForBe,Documents relatifs a la Franc-maconnerie belge d¥eX
siécle, 1830-1858.ouvain : Editions Nauwelaerts, 1973), 32; F.r@émt,Histoire de la franc-magonnerie belge au
XIXieme sieclé¢Bruxelles : Imprimerie du Supréme Conseil, 1943),

® Jean Barbanson, Eugéne Defacqz, Antoine BarthélmyAlexandre Gendebien were members’BSpérance
(Brussels). Philippe d'Arschot Schoonhoven was ambrer of La Constance(Leuven). Goswin de Stassart and
Isidore Fallon appear on membershiplistd afBonne Amiti§Namur).La Parfaite Intelligence et I'Etoile Réunies
(Liege) was the home of Henri Orban, Joseph ForgedrPierre Destriveaux. Louis Jacobs was a mewibkea
PersévérancéAntwerp). Joseph Lebeau had been initiated wighldklgeLesAmis de la Parfaite Intelligendgiuy)

in 1815. Jean-Baptiste Nothomb had been initiatethe Luxembourg lodgkees Enfants de la Concorde Fortifiée
And finally Nicolas Rouppe was a founding membeiLe§ Amis Philanthrope@Brussels), without being a very
zealous mason however. For their membership of iateventions in the National Congress see: E. téog
Discussions du Congres National de Belgique, 1888t 1Bruxelles : Société Typographique Belge, 1844y F
references to their masonic activities see: WittB&ne;L.J. Peelaert,a représentation magonnique dans les noms
de rues de Bruxellg$.n.: S.n., 1982).

19 Alexandre Gendebien (° 1789, Mons - T 1869, Biisyseas a lawyer and promoted the union betweemotias
and liberals that preceded the 1830 revolutionpldged a major role in the revolutionary eventhiasegotiated
with the king and his heir (who had been a memlh¢he same Brussels lodgéEspérance and was a member of
the provisional government. Voted member of thdidwal Congress, he repeatedly travelled to Fraacknd a
king for Belgium, however his preferred choice, th&ke of Nemours, did not make it to the thronerimy the
regency he became Minister of Justice. After ttlesalution of the National Congress, Gendebien becamember
of parliament, but left it in 1839 when the Treafithe XXIV Articles was signed, as he strongly oped the loss of
territory it brought about. Alexandre Gendebien ladgb been a barrister and a Brussels’ city colorséfle was
made a mason in 1820 at the lodgEspérance(Brussels). He left freemasonry in 1829 for nontireg to be in
contradiction with liberal-catholic union. He retied in 1838, as a consequence of a pastoral éett®mmunicating
all masons, and was then affiliated withs Amis Philanthrope@Brussels). T. Juste, "Alexandre Gendebien", in:
Biographie NationalgBruxelles : Académie Royale), Tome 7, 577-586.1t8V& Borne, 96;Tableau des F[réres]
qui composent la R[espectable] L[oge]...de L’Espéa— 58291829). Moscow Archives, Masonic Documentation
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months leading up to the revolution: “Iai desimdte réunion jusqu’au moment de notre victoire
du 26 septembre qui nous permit d’espérer natignahdependance et liberté” (I desired this
reunion up until the moment when our victory of " September allowed us to hope for
nationality, independence and liberty)Moreover Gendebien was a republican, but one peepa
to give up his republicanism in favour of the sliopf Belgium, as the international community
would not allow such a form of governméhtPhilippe d’Arschot de Schoonhov&hanother
mason, liberal aristocrat and member of the Nati@ungress, stated that the instauration of a
constitutional monarchy would ensure the Belgiationality: “si la monarchie est un moyen
d’empécher la réunion a la France c’est une raisoplus d’adopter ce mode de gouvernment. Je
suis Belge, trop Belge pour consentir jamais aleti ce titre !” (if the monarchy is a way of
halting the reunion with France, it is an extrasmrafor adopting this type of government. | am
Belgian, too Belgian to ever accept to abandon titi).'* The decisions taken at the London
Peace Conference, aimed at creating a peace teebgysigned by Belgium and the Netherlands,
brought about the most patent displays of natismaliEugéne DefacdZ, who would later
become the Grand Master of the Grand Orient of iBelg protested heavily against the
preliminary proposals of the London Conference ttaatowed the Belgian territory: “le congres
n'abdiquera dans aucun cas, en faveur des calétretrsgers, I'exercice de la souvernaineté que
la nation belge lui a confiée; il ne se soumettragis a une decision qui détruirait I'intégrité du

Centre of the Grand Orient of Belgium (CEDOM), fe)043, folio 276.; J. GarsoAlexandre Gendebien. Sa vie,
ses mémoire@Bruxelles : Van Sulper, 1930).

! Juste, 577-586.

12 Huyttens, 254.

13 Philippe d’Arschot Schoonhoven (° 1771, Voordt 1846, Brussels) held the position of mayor offiigh town
and was a counsellor for his department during-tlemch regime. Under Dutch reign he was to becoovergor of
the province of Meridional Brabant and member ef 8iates General. After the 1830 revolution — telleen part
of the delegation that negotiated with king Williarmhe became a member of the National Congres$83i he
travelled to London to hand the crown to Leopold avould later become the first Grand Marshal of Bedgian
court. From 1831 to 1839 he was elected to thet8eBeArschot Schoonhoven had been initiatetlatConstance
(Leuven) during the Dutch regime. Witte & Borne,725]). Bolsee, “Philippe d'Arschot Schoonhoven”, in:
Biographie NationaleTome 29, 156-160.

* Huyttens, 254.

!> Eugéne Defacqz (°1797, Ath - T 1871, Brussels) avagist, magistrate and member of the Nationahd@Bess.
In1820 he was initiated &tEspérance This lodge was heavily divided over the revolatand there is no indication
that Defacqz participated in the establishmenthef Grand Orient of Belgium in 1832-33. He reappegare the
Masonic scene as the co-founder and Worshipful &fasti_es Amis du Progrésreated in 1838. From 1842 to 1852
he was the Grand Master National of the Grand ®émBelgium, leading it in an anticlerical yet npoliticized
way. When the interdiction to talk politics andigedn inside temple walls was undone Defacqz arsdidilge left
the obedience. This, however, did not halt Defagdiberal aspirations. He presided tBeciété de I'Alliancea
liberal electoral organization, created through tleenbined forces of three Brussels’ lodges. When redical-
conservative discord broke down the associatioffiad@g retired from politics. He would spend thddwling years
teaching legal history at the Free University ofigels, a university he helped create in 1834 hBumain activity
was and would remain that of a magistrate. P. Gudi Eugene Defacqz », iNouvelle biographie nationale de
Belgique (Bruxelles : Palais des Académies, 2001), Tom&0&-111; Witte, « Eugene Defacqz », Mationaal
Biografisch WoordenboekBrussel : Paleis der Academién, 1974), Vol. 65-220; Tableau des F[réres] qui
composent la R[espectable] L[oge]...de L'Espérands329(1829). Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file 5.0043.
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territoire et mutilerait la représentation natia@iathe congress will in no event discard, in favou
of the foreign cabinets, the exercise of the sagatg delegated by the Belgian nation; it will
never accept a decision that would destroy thetdeal integrity and mutilate the national
representation). Even if, in his eyes, absolutisharchies wanted to give the impression the
Belgian nation was created by them, Defacqz refisedvrai patrioté (as a true patriot) to let
the ‘indépendance de la patrie et la constitution nagieh(independence of the fatherland and
the national constitution) be negafédEven if Defacqz defined himself as a patriot, Bedgian
revolution had brought about a major shift, it hadionalized patriotism as it was now clearly
linked not only to freedom and a constitution dgb&ao independence and territorial sovereignty.
The Belgian nation could no longer, as it had biencase in former times, be a part of another
kingdom or empire.

This process was mirrored in the Masonic world.Ige freemasonry had been
integrated in the Grand Orient of France and than@rOrient of the Netherlands during the
respective regimes. However, due to a Belgian edsirobtain a certain level of independence,
this last obedience never operated as such. It dmgled into two grand lodges of
administration: one for the northern, Dutch parttleé kingdom, the other for the southern,
Belgian part’ This Grande Loge d’Administration des Provincesriffiénales des Pays-Bas
would eventually become the starting point for tbemation of a Belgian Grand Oriertes
Vrais Amis de I'Uniona Brussels lodge, took the initiative to invite three other lodges of the
city in 1831. Their representatives discussed tesiple establishment of a Belgian obedience
and decided that the best and most ‘regular’ wagdoabout this was the resurrection of the
administrative Grand Lodge. To this end Joseph ébefe'® having been the principal Belgian
dignitary -the Senior Warden- of the old body, tadle initiative to invite first his fellow
dignitaries and later all Belgian lodges in an effo turn the Grand Lodge into a Belgian Grand
Orient. And so it went, but the founding assembiswomposed of the representatives of a mere
five lodges. The inaugural session, adversely,agaththirteen lodges.

Defrenne’s address at this occasion provides than fegitimizing elements for the
establishment of a new, national obedience. A Beldody was needed, “surtout depuis que
constituée en royaume, son independence a étémaeoproclamée et garantie par les grandes

'8 Huyttens, Vol. 3, 397-400.

" Clement, 41-61.

8 Joseph Defrenne (° 1767, Brussels - T 1848, eleas a lawyer and author of brochures, mostlseser
Defrenne was an extremely active freemason, ieiliatL'Espérance later affiliated to, and repeatedly Worshipful
Master of the influent Brussels lodges Amis Philanthrope<During the Dutch regime he was appointed First
Grand Inspector of the Grande Loge d’Administratitas Provinces Méridionales des Pays-Bas by pfnederic.
After the revolution he contributed to the estaifient of the Grand Orient of Belgium. He was théammder of
the lodgesLes Amis du Progre@n 1838) andLe Travail (1840). Witte & Borne, 33; de le Court, « Josepd D
Frenne », in:Biographie Nationale Tome 7, 301-302Tableau des F[reres] qui composent la R[espectable]
L[oge]...des Amis Philanthropes, 5828829). Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file 4.0051, fob02.

19 Clement, 84-92;Circular letter to the dignitaries of the Grande d® d’Administration des Provinces
Méridionales des Pays-Bas by Joseph Defrenne, Z888(26th October 1832). Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file
1.0655, folio 40.
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puissances de I'Europe” (especially since its cangin as a kingdom and the recognition,
proclamation and guarantee of its independencéndygteat powers of Europe). Allegations of
irregularity could only originate from political adrsaries of the new nation-state- the Orangists.
According to Defrenne, the Grand Orient of Belgiwas the legitimate successor to the Grand
Orient of the Netherlands, or its southern bodieast. The Grande Loge d’Administration was
the sovereign body for the Belgian lodges and thgpsrt of its Grand Officers for the new
Grand Orient made the legitimacy claim even mowméted. He went on to say the contemporary
situation was quite similar to that after the t#lNapoleon. If it had been necessary at the tome t
move all Belgian lodges from the authority of thea® Orient of France to that of the Grand
Orient of the Netherlands, it was now necessamgreéate a Belgian obedience to ensure a decent
and independent structure for Belgian lodJes.

At the banquet following Defrenne’s inaugural sgea toast was brought out to the new
Belgian king, Leopold f* The relation between the monarch and freemasanof the highest
symbolic importance, as it clarifies the link beememasonry and what that sovereign embodies -
be it the state, the nation, freedom or oppres<bmiy five months after Leopold’s rise to the
throne in July 1831 he set out to seek Masonic @ugpr his newly founded kingdom, and thus
followed in the footsteps of Napoleon and WillianHe informed the Brussels lodgesVrais
Amis de I'Unionthat he, himself a mason initiated in 1813 by aiBocian belonging to a Swiss
lodge, had les meilleurs sentimeritg§the best feelings) for freemasonry and wouldngrtne
Belgian order his ‘special protection’. A delegatibelonging to this same lodge was charged
with offering the king a commemorative medal ofithebilee. During this meeting he is told to
have said that the Masonic order “pouvait rendréréle grands services au pays, sous le rapport
[...] de la nationalité” (could render the nation emous services, within the scope [...] of
nationality). In addition the king encouraged thasons to développer dans les ateliers 'amour
de la patrie et de I'esprit public(develop the love of the fatherland and public ispir the
workshops¥?

Leopold clearly counted on Belgium’s freemasonsupport him and the new nation-
state. It however seems that even the pro-natstnaémbers of the craft were not undividedly
pleased with the royal protection. The main conceras with the danger for Masonic
independence and propositions to make him Granddviasational consequently failed. The
royal protection would eventually be maintained bat at any cost, as a representative of the
Grand Orient stated in 1833: “si [...] un jour venail cette protection [...] n’était plus qu’'une
domination, une dictature, les Officiers du Glrar@[rient] sauraient secouer, répudier une
protection dégénérée” (if [...] the day comes wheas fiotection [...] was nothing more than a

2% Discours prononcé par le Flrére] J. Defrenne, pdgsit ad interim les travaux, a I'occasion de l'iauration du
temple du Gr[and] O[rient] de la Belgique, a I'Ognt] de Bruxelles, 23.12.58323rd February 1833). Cultureel
Maconniek Centrum ‘Prins Frederik’, The Hague, @MC N23F67.

21 programme pour la féte d'inauguration du Grand Oiiede la Belgique, 23.12.58323rd February 1833).
Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file 4.0085, folios 74-76.

22 3. van WinLéopold ler, le roi franc-maco(Charleroi : Editions Labor, 2006), 72-76.
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domination, a dictatorship, the officers of the &jd] Ol[rient] shall cast off, repudiate a
degenerate protectiof. The reasons for this restraint were twofold. Hirsigranting a
constitutional monarch prerogative was not in kvith the pride of having an extremely liberal
constitution. More importantly, the masons weretbeir guard against a too intrusive royal
presence. Past events had inspired this caution.

The eldest Dutch prince, William, had been an actmember of Brussels lodge
L’Espérance The youngest, Frederic, had been Grand Masteomdtof the Grand Orient of the
Netherlands. At the initiative dfes Vrais Amis de I'Unioseveral lodges declared the deposition
of Frederic as Grand Master National in the momlowing the revolutionary events. One
particular lodgel.a Concorde reacted in a revealing way. It was decided tloah William and
Frederic’'s names, which were mentioned on the meshige list, would be crossed. While
William’s name was indeed plainly removed, Frederioy contrast was burnt between the
pillars, the appropriate Masonic punishment foratter lacking honor and integrit§.Not only
had the nationalist revolution made it structurathypossible to accept Frederic as Grand Master,
but his personal involvement in the revolutionavers, as commander-in-chief of the army that
attacked the city of Brussels, was unacceptableafdrother mason. The nationalization of
Belgian freemasonry had very personal repercussindependence and freedom now controlled
the brotherly ties. Yet again we find these actiongored in the profane sphere as the National
Congress, and all its mason members, voted thespuaipexclusion of the Nassau family from
any power in Belgium in the exact same month (Ndwveni830)°

Nationalist masons were not only quite active lo@ political scene, some were also in
print. In the years up to the revolution the opposal press had played a capital part in
expressing the grievances and preparing for thatetdasons, like Joseph Lebe&lhad been
journalists for leading newspapers as Mathieu Laensbergnd Le Courrier des Pays-Bas
After the September days of 1830 these nationplgers quickly made way for new opinion
makers attacking the Belgian stafeThis, however, did not mean nationalists restaifrem

2% Clement, 99-103.

*Witte & Borne, 26, 29 and 48.

% Huyttens, Vol.1, 261-319.

%6 Joseph Lebeau (° 1794, Huy - T 1865, Huy) im@st considerable statesman of the Belgian revaiutind First
half of Leopold’s reighaccording to Armand Freson in tligtographie NationaleHe had first been a lawyer but
quickly turned his attention to the press. He canfited the newspapbtathieu Laensberghat would become one of
the main oppositional voices at the eve of the Belgevolution. He then became an active and eluguember of
the National Congress. Lebeau was voted into paeid and repeatedly took on a ministerial officer@ign Affairs
under the Regence, Justice in 1832-1834 and FodAdigiirs as well as head of the cabinet in 184@),was also
appointed governor of the province of Namur. Liideknown about his masonic activities. He wadatéd atLes
Amis de la Parfaite Intelligende Huy in 1815. A speech he delivered in1819 & same lodge has been published
in several biographies. A. Freson, « Joseph Lebealm: Biographie Nationale(Bruxelles : Académie Royale),
Tome 11, 503-518; Daniel LigoWictionnaire de la franc-maconneri@Paris : Presses Universitaires de France,
2006), 693; P. Carrdpseph Lebeau. Un homme d'étduy : Etablissement Degrace, 1923).

"' p. van Den Dungen, « Le role des milieux de présses la fondation de I'Etat belge et la créatione "opinion
publique" nationale (1830-1860) mnis. Revue de Civilisation Contemporaine de Védnsté de Bretagne
Occidentalg(2004) : 1-11.
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putting their thoughts to print. Joseph Defrenhe, grovisional leader of Belgian freemasonry in
1832-1833, published several brochures discusbmgantemporary political situation. Through
these writings one can discern the nationalistooltiof this prominent and influential mason. In
his anonymous writings, signed bwr belge ami de sa patfiga Belgian, friend of his
fatherland), Defrenne sounded the praise of hikefédnd, its industry, arts and history of
freedom fighting, with a special reference to ti&d' tentury ‘yueux who rebelled against the
despotic Philips Il. He further praised the Fredaly Revolution, its revolutionaries fighting for
freedom and Philippe d’Orléandg“monarque observateur des loighe monarch observer of
the laws}®. When describing the Belgian uprising the samemetes return: freedom, the
sacredness of constitutions and loathing of desmotWhile the list of grievances against the
Dutch regime and its king is long, one accusatiands above the others)dtre ancre de salut,
la charte est violée; le monarque lui-méme a sed9l’a foulée!” (our anchor of prosperity, the
charter has been violated; the monarch himselfdmaentrodden it). But Belgium and its flag
were, according to Defrenne, thgafe a jamais certain de notre libéettghe everlasting pledge
of our freedom). He further honored the Nationah@wess, the acknowledgement ab$ droits
et notre independant€our rights and our independence) and the inataur of a constitutional
monarchy?’ Freedom and constitutionality were clearly essént Belgian nationalism and its
champions.

A comparable discourse is to be found in the spé&etth at the inauguration of a novel
lodge,La Fidélité in the city of Ghent in 1837. This address, proreed by Franz Faidéf,one
of the founders of the workshop, was filled withrpic and nationalistic references and started
with a clear statement: “I'affection pour le lieatal est une vertu morale et nous doutons qu’il
soit possible d’avoir une seule vraie vertu saambur de la patrie” (the affection for the birth
place is a moral virtue and we doubt there couldabgingle virtue without the love of the
fatherland). Not only is a citizen and a masond@fpatriot, he is also to be a nationalist, bexzaus
“le veritable citoyen...n'est heureux et libre queusoune autorité nationale et librement
consentie, de méme les Macons de chaque contréenseappliqués a constituer des Orients
nationaux et a n’obéir qu’'a des chefs concitoygtts8 true citizen can only be happy and free
under a freely chosen national authority and tkatvhy masons have constituted their own
national Orients and only obey fellow citizen supe). Faider reappraised the obediential
history of the Belgian freemasons in a nationaliahner. He stated that Belgian freemasonry had
always been independent structurally, with the €neperiod being the more than acceptable
exception. Before the French Revolution there hadnbthe Provincial Grand Lodge of the

8 ). Defrennepruxelles, Paris et les Pays-Bas depuis le moiguilket 1830. Par un belge ami de sa patrie
(Bruxelles : S.n., 1830).

> |bid.

% Franz Faider, a man we know little about, wassiltestitute of the public prosecutor in Ghent amo-#ounder of
the lodgela Fidélitéin that same city in 1837. He was also a signaao founder of thédssociation Belgecreated
in 1831 and aiming at obtaining Belgian indepenéetite eternal ban of the Nassau family and thsliailty of
the Belgian territory. Witte & Borne.
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Austrian Netherlands and from 1817 to 1830 the @eahoge d’Administration des Provinces
Méridionales, mentioned earlier on. The loss ofdibatial independence under the French was
amply compensated by the mutual defense of cotistital freedom, so Faider claimed. ‘Liberté,
égalité, fraternité’ were patriotic concepts masamse glad to identify with. And the French
Revolution achieved everything these masons hopedveorked for: “détruisant d’antiques
institutions baseées sur le despotisme et les pges, elle appele au bienfait de I'égalité devant |
loi des peuples amis de la liberté” (destructingiemt institutions based on despotism and
privileges, she calls for the benevolence of etyakfore the law of peoples, friends of liberty).
Moreover, the fact the Dutch rule did not succeedreate a unified obedience waa preuve la
plus sdre de notre inaltérable nationalitéhe most certain proof of our inalterable natbty).
Faider was slightly bending the truth, but his eagi$ on nationalism and constitutional freedom
translate the general tone of the pro-revolutionaagionalist tendency in Belgian freemasotiry.
The founding of the Grand Orient of Belgium was #pogee of the nationalization of Belgian
freemasonry. The implantation of a lodge undeadgis in the city of Ghent was no coincidence,
but rather a well-planned attempt at reclaimingiyatbat was predominantly Orangist.

Orangism: a different form of patriotism

In his speech Faider attacked the other Ghent msalsp charging them of leaguing with
the enemy, being the Dutch. An Orangist masonjsrehes, “se rabaisse au point de mendier un
joug étranger et trouve quelque plaisir & vivressdiautres lois que celles de ses fréfes”
(lowers himself to the point of begging for a fgmiyoke and is pleased by living under other
laws than his brothers’). Orangists did indeed vigha return of the Nassau dynasty, be it as a
return to the situation ante 1830, a reunion ohlmaiuntries but within a federal structure or the
ascension of the king’'s oldest son on the Belgiamone. The main reason for this was
economical. Belgium had prospered under Dutch realtanks to the Dutch and colonial market,
but according to the Orangists Belgium’s economyg wat viable on its own, especially for the
Ghent cotton industry?

In this focal city of the Orangist movement, thet€@butendency was prominently present
within its Masonic lodgesLe Septentrioncan undoubtedly be called the champion of the
movement. The invitation, sent out by Joseph Deieefor the establishment of the Grand Orient
of Belgium gave rise to heavy protest inside tenvpddls. The lodge claimed to see no reason
why the Masonic order should be reorgani¥ethe revolution could not adjourn the obligations
Belgian masons had towards the old statutes, “peidgs principes de haut libéralisme sur

I Witte & Borne, 74-79.

%2 |bid.

% ). Stengers, « Sentiment national, sentimentgistn et sentiment francais & l'aube de notre iexiégnce »,
Revue Belge de Philologie et d'Histok&XVIII (1950) : 993-1029.

% witte & Borne, 33-34.
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lesquels repose notre institution, ne sauraientr diibfluence des événemens politiques qui
viennent agiter le monde profarig’(because the principles of high liberalism on whiur
institution rests cannot be influenced by politieaknts that shake the profane world). One can
easily understand the Orangist inclination lead ttesire to remain a part of the Grand Orient of
the Netherlands. Consequentlg Septentriondid not recognize the new Belgian obedience,
which in turn declared the Ghent lodge irregifafhe Grand Orient of the Netherlands officially
admitted the lodge in 1836.

The adherence to Dutch masonry was made explidielSeptentrioron different levels.
First of all toasts at banquets were still propaseking William and the Dutch national anthem,
the Wilhelmus was sung at many occasiShislore importantly, the ties with the Dutch king’s
youngest son, Grand Master Frederic, were repsasttdssed. He was and would stay their
legitimate Grand Master and was “I'héritier du pheau nom qui soit dans l'univers, d’'un nom
cher a 'humanité et qui se rattache a toutes é&esdes, a toutes les actions généreuses de ces
tems modernes” (the heir of the most beautiful namthe universe, a name dear to humanity
linked to all the thoughts and generous actionthe$e modern timesJ. The lodge also proved
its adherence ritualistically. During the perioditch rule prince Frederic had tried to replace
the different and at times very ‘French’ rites bgystem of two higher master degrees, Maitre
Elu and Maitre Supréme Elu. This attempt to urafydl thus nationalize the higher degrees failed
completely’?® The reuse of the “rite Frédéric” Hye Septentriorafter 1830 is thus extremely
revealing.

But did all this mean Orangist masons were unp@t Were their fatherland and their
nation Dutch? Much to the contrary. Orangists inegal and the members bé Septentrionn
particular, thought of themselves as the real @trilndeed, according to the lodge, the
revolutionaries and the founders of the Grand @ranBelgium were nothing less than “les

% Extrait de la planche tracée des travaux de la R§esable] Loge du Septentrion & I'O[rient] de Gand,
09.04.58359th June 1835). Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file B6folio 115.

% Written note by Le SeptentrioMoscow Archives, CEDOM, file 1.0655, folio 107Extrait du Livre
d’'Architecture du G[rand] O[rient] de Belgique powre qui concerne la résolution prise en tenue dul0%835
(4th February 1836). Moscow Archives, CEDOM, fil®@55, folio 217Le Septentriowas not the only lodge that
wanted to remain under the aegis of Dutch freemgsdaes Vrais AmigGhent),La Félicité Bienfaisant¢Ghent),
L’Aménité(Sint-Niklaas) and.es Trois NiveauxOstend) all sent letters of approval as a readtid.e Septentriois
circular letter of 9th June 1835. See: Moscow Arebj CEDOM, folios 119-128. See also: D. Destanidigfoire
de la R[espectable] L[oge] de St-Jean sous le tiiinctif du Septentrion a I'Orfient] de Gand, BB5911(Gand,
Ad. Hoste, 1911), 57-58.

37 See:Letter from the Grootloge van Bestuur (The Hague)é Septentrion(May 1836). Moscow Archives,
CEDOM, file 1.0651, folio 7.

% Destanberg.

%9 Rapport adressé au SérG.-. M.-. National de I'Ordre des Franc-Macons dans le Roya des Pays-Bas par la
R[espectable] L[oge] du Septentrion a I'O[rient] d&and Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file 1.0655, folios 56-60

0" About this ritualistic reform and reactions tosge: E. P. Kwaadgras, “Prins Frederik en de orttaiggisering
van de vrijmetselarij”,Toth. Tijdschrift voor vrijmetselared8, n. 5 (1997): 187-199.; J. S. Wijne, “Over de
verhouding van de Belgische vrijmetselaren ten aggi van de vrijmetselarij in de Nederlandenéth. Tijdschrift
voor vrijmetselarerl8, n. 2 (1967): 44-50.
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ennemis de la Belgique et les fauteurs de l'ignoceafqui] allumérent, au sein de notre chere
patrie le feu de tant de passion” (the ennemieBedfium and the instigator of ignorance, [that]
lit the fires of passion in our dear fatherlafti)ln Le Septentriols register a nationalist
newspaperDe Vaderlander(The Patriot) is called a “journal anti-vrai pate” (a anti-real
patriot newspapefy

To understand this apparent contradiction we cam to the writings of prominente
Septentriormember Charles FrometitThis French-born man (°1797) fled to Belgiurnathé
sous des habits de séminaridi@idden under seminarian clothing), in 1819 o2Q@8owing to his
desertion. He became a renowned writer and pubksgshe editor or contributor for different
government sponsored newspapers sudheal®urnal de GangdLa Sentinelle Le Messager de
GandandLe Lynx** He continued his journalistic activities in favafr the Dutch rule after the
revolution. Froment was undoubtedly the most actimd eloquent spokesman of the Orangist
movement in the immediate aftermath of the instimaal events. Through articles in the
Brussels’ newspapére Lynxand his 1834 book, naméttudes sur la révolution belgave can
easily reconstruct the anti-revolutionary, yet jmiit argumentation of the Orangists in general
and the Ghent masons in particular.

The 1830 upheaval was, in their opinion, a crimaniatake. Moreover, the Belgian
kingdom had beenfdbriqué le 25 ao(it 1830(fabricated on the 2% August 1830¥° The
Belgian people had not wished for this revolutidhere had been novbtlonté nationale
(national will) supporting if® But who had barbouillé & son plus bel endroit la carte de
I'Europe moderné (smeared the most beautiful area on the map oflemo Europe)?
Frenchman Froment paradoxically accused the Freritds of the July Revolution of being the
agitators and having used public money and bayadwetsersuade the indifferent or obstinate
Belgians. His description of these men doesn’'t deawich to the imagination:nbus fiames
redevables de notre emancipation politique a desirhes indigestes que la société vomissait
avec dégodt(we owed our political emancipation to indigegilmen that society vomited with

“l Rapport adressé au SérG.-. M.-. Nationale de I'Ordre des Franc-Magons dans le &oye des Pays-Bas par la
R[espectable] L[oge] du Septentrion a I'O[rient] d&and Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file 1.0655, folios 56-60

“2 Livre d'Architecture - Le Septentrion, 1829-1834nue du 15.12.58335" February 1834). Moscow Archives,
CEDOM, file 1.0628.

43 Charles Froment had been initiated on the 8th I@at@831, he was one of those deliberately atmlact¢he lodge
to support and further the Orangist causévre d’Architecture - Le Septentrion, 1829-1834ntie du 08.08.5831
(8™ October 1831). Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file 1.0628 Tyssensyan wijsheid met vreugd gepaard. Twee
eeuwen vrijmetselarij in Gent en Antwerd@&mnussel/Gent : Marot/Tijdsbeeld, 2003), 18.

4 G. Charlier,Le mouvement romantique en Belgique (1815-1850)bataille romantique(Bruxelles : La
Renaissance du Livre, 1948), 392-395; « Fromentl€h&amille », in: C. Louandre & F. Bourquelba littérature
francaise contemporaine, 1817-18¢aris : Félix Daguin, 1848), 579; P. LebrocgBypuvenirs d'un ex-journaliste
(Bruxelles: Jules Géruzet, 1842), 3-8; Concerniagegnment sponsored press during the Dutch regeeeA. J.
Vermeersch, “Willem | en de pers in de Zuidelijked¢rlanden 1814-1830", igtaats- en natievorming in Willem
I's koninkrijk (1815-1830Q)eds. C. A. Tamse & E. Witte (Brussel: VUBPre€92), 310-321.

5 C. FromentEtudes sur la révolution belg&and : Duvivier, 1834), 5.

**Ibid., 15.

*Ibid., 5.
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disgust)*® These French conspirators were the cause of uarestwar and had destroyed a
peaceful and prosperous united kingdom. Indeed,Dbtch reign had brought nothing but
wealth, stability and Vraie liberté€ (true liberty) to the Belgian people according Rooment.
This is why the Orangist Belgians were thefitables amis de leur patfi€the true friends of
their fatherland). “L’'indépendance est bien ceeaient ce qu’'un peuple a de plus précieux
[...mais] la Belgique est moins libre, moins indépeme que ces peuplades du Caucase,
soumises en apparence a la domination des Tur@gendence is no doubt what a people holds
most dear [...but] Belgium is less free, less indejgem than those peoples of the Caucasus,
apparently subject to Turkish dominatidf).

The Orangist masons clearly did not make the octiore between patriotism and
nationalism. Patriotism, in their eyes was wantogd for the fatherland, for the people, and did
not necessarily imply strict nationalism and indegence. Consequently Masonic and profane
action against this unpatriotic and illegitimateioaalism was to be taken. The Ghent masons
were deeply involved and even lead the broadetigalliOrangist movement. The worshipful
master ofLe SeptentrionHippolyte Metdepenningel, can easily be called the leader of the
entire  movement. Under his administration the numloé -Orangist- members rose
dramatically’® Moreover many of the lodge’s members were prosecuiecause of their
involvement in Orangist coups. To elude the acemisatand when pro-revolutionaries started
looting Orangist’s homes, Metdepenningen and toshiers repeatedly fled to FranThe most
important Orangist papeLe Messager de Gangas written by members dafe Septentrionlt
openly attacked the new Belgian state and evemdltienalist lodges in Brussel$The paper
and the lodge were instrumentalized by Metdeperamrigr the political goals of Orangism. The
other Ghent lodged,es Vrais AmisandLa Félicité Bienfaisantewillingly collaborated to this

*®bid., 21.

“9'De I'indépendance de la Belgique’, ibe Lynx 04-05-06.04.1832.

* Hippolyte Metdepenningen (° 1799, Ghent - t 18Bfent) was a lawyer, barrister and the undisputaddr of
the Orangist movement. From 1830 until 1848 hedhatea Ghent city counsellor. His political infleenwvas great,
in Orangism and in the Ghent liberal party, burdrely stepped in the forefront. He was initiatédles Vrais Amis
in Ghent in 1829 and affilitiated withe Septentrionin 1831. This was a deliberate move of the Orditgis
Worshipful Master of.es Vrais AmisKarel Vervier, to instrumentalize a near to dyladge,Le Septentrionfor the
purpose of the Orangist movement. Five months Ideidepenningen was made Worshipful Master ofltdge, a
position he would hold for 50 years. Witte & Borr&3; Witte, Politiecke machtsstrijd in en om de voornaamste
Belgische steden 1830-184Brussel : Pro Civitate, 1973), 92-96; Destanb&®54; L. Tierenteyn, « Hippolyte
Metdepenningen », irBiographie NationaléBruxelles : Académie Royale), Tome 14, 613-61ySEns, 18.

*1 Tyssens, 18Livre d’Architecture - Le Septentrion, 1829-1884oscow Archives, CEDOM, file 1.0628. From the
moment Metdepenningen was affiliated, in Septenif&30, until 1834 the lodge was joined by over adned
newcomers (initiates and affiliates).

%2 Destanberg, 53-54Livre d’Architecture - Le Septentrion, 1829-1834ntie du 13.01.583@.3th March 1832).
Moscow Archives, CEDOM, file 1.0628: the lodge dlxd a banquet would be held for the return of Berna
Trossaert, a member of the lodge who flpdlitical and arbitrary prosecutioris

% A. Vermeersch, & H. WoutersBijdragen tot de geschiedenis van de Belgische, pe880-1848(Leuven:
Nauwelaerts, 1958), 97-103; Lebrocquy, 26-27; Ddsteg, 59; H. Balthazar, “De Gentse brandhaard”Vian
vrijheid met vreugd gepaard. Twee eeuwen vrijmatgein Gent en Antwerpened. J. Tyssens (Brussel/Gent:
Marot/Tijdsbeeld, 2003), 71-90.
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same movement. An electoral association,3beiété des Amis de I'Ordre et du Repos Public
(the Society of the Friends of Order and PublictRegas erected by the same group of people as
early as October 1830. Through it Orangists dispagean effective party structure that enabled

them to win several elections in Ghéht.

After 1839, year in which The Netherlands signed ffreaty of London and thus
acknowledged Belgian independence, Orangism quiigded away as a political moveméht.
Strikingly it would takelLe Septentrioralmost 50 years to adhere to the Grand OrientetdiBm.

It was only when leading man en perpetual worshiphaster Metdepenningen and prince
Frederic died that a new generation of masons ctailgo of the Orangist undertorfeBut
politically, Orangism was rapidly included in theolder, liberal and anticlerical movement.

Freemasonry as a patriotic society?

Indeed, the years had gradually shown that Belgua® a viable nation-state and that the
opposition to it was to no avail. This, howeved dot make obsolete the references to a Masonic
patriotism or nationalism. They would now be usadthe discourse concerning a common
adversary: the clerical movement. The identificatf freemasonry with anticlericalism was
reinforced as a consequence of a pastoral leteeisin 1837 excommunicating all masshs.
Joseph Defrenne pointed to the clerical dangerdyg as 1832. In his invitation for the founding
assembly of the Grand Orient he called for orgditisaand action becausadus dormons et nos
ennemis veillent autour de ndusve sleep while our enemies are on the wattf)he clericals
were charged with being thelétracteurs de la Natidn(detractors of the Nation), while the
masons would always be therémiers soutiens du Roi et de I'Etéihe first support of the King
and the State)’

But were they? Had freemasonry acted as a patsotiety in the first constituting years
of the new kingdom of Belgium? And if so, how tderpret the Orangist, but paradoxically
‘Belgian’ patriotism? To clarify these issues onashagain to bear in mind the distinction
between nationalism and patriotism. Those masodsl@iges that supported the new nation-
state can undoubtedly be called nationalists ag tleenanded separate, independent and free
institutions not only for their country but also an obediential level. To use Sébastien Dubois’
words, their patriotism had clearly been natiorelizThe Grand Orient of Belgium and the new

> Witte, 92-96.; Balthazar, 71-90.

%5 Stengers, 80.

*% Balthazar, 76.

*" For a general overview of masonic politization amiiclericalism see: J. Tyssens, « Politisatiodégiolitisation
au sein de la franc-maconnerie belge, 1830-1940ahiers Marxistes193 (1993) : 11-27.; J. Koppen, « Otons le
masque a nos persécuteurs! De Belgische vrijmeijsefazoek naar haar eigen identiteit en de cortfitie met het
katholicisme, 1830-1840 Acta Macionical8 (2008): 91-122.

°8 Wwitte & Borne, 31.

*Ibid., 41.
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nation-state mutually supported and legitimizedheather. It was this obediential level, and no
other, that acted as a Masonic nationalist sociBtyere was no other Masonic coordinated or
associative effort to actively support the newestatthe profane sphere. Nevertheless individual
nationalist masons were very active in the eartjonabuilding process in the areas of politics or
print.

The Orangist freemasons of Ghent did not suppgw@tnational institutions, profane or
Masonic. However this did not inhibit them from idéig themselves as Belgians and patriots.
Their patriotism was of a proto-national type, @dhnot yet been nationalized. This meant they
wanted good for the fatherland, its liberty andoitesperity even if it meant being integrated into
another kingdom, in casu the Dutch one. The Orafrgiemasonry, as opposed to the nationalist,
did act in a coordinated manner. It was the megimigt for Orangist leaders and journalists and
structured the entire movement that wanted to bétar fatherland’s fate. Freemasonry could
thus be willingly used as a patriotic society.
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