Bro. Iughan on the Old Grand Lodges of Englund. T8

ing to the Grand Lodge of all England, held at York, when, in reality,
they were always two totally distinet and sepasate hodies, and never
had any relziioas ihe one with the other. I have written a review of
the boolk ivr publication in your great cototry, and hope ihe stuiements
I have made will cireulace wherever his erroneous work is knowa.  The
“Moderns” were so styled by ihe so-callzd **Ancienws,” and were ihe
descendunts of those who revived ¥vcemasonry, A.D. 1716-17, when
the firs. Grand Master aver elecied was installed, viz: Anthony Suyre,
A. D. 1711,

These, then, were the #“Ancients” and “Mouerns,” and {om these two
bodies have sprung, dirccily or indirectly, all the Lodges and Grand
Lodges in tae world.

As the Grand Masters under the “Ancienis” are not so well known,
I append them, for your informa ion, as ey are taken {rom thereco ds:
R bert Turner, A. D. 1753; Edwa ¢ Vangban, 1757; Eu-l of Blessingion
1757; Earl of Kelly, 1761; Hou. Thos. Maldew, 1767; John, inird
Duke of Athol, 1771; John Musray, fourih Duke of Athol, 1T75; ol
of Anirim, 1782; fourh Duke of Achol, ra-elecied 17925 II. I 1. the
Dulke of Keni, A. D. 1813, when the union was consummzed.

2ad. Did the Giaad Lodge of Englund (London) divide by ihe
introduction of Royal Arch Musomy, or fourdh degree, and the werms
“Ancieni” and “Modern” resuls therefrom ?

Virtuzally it was so, but actually he Grand Lodge did not divide; but
a number of Masons, members of the Grand Lodge instiiuied 1716-17,
were cupelled for working the third degree in @ manacr diilerent 10 he
regular manoey, {or, in ovuer words, for working the sccond patt to he
third degree, now removed to ihe Loyal Arch) And vhese breshven by
degrees exrended iheirinfluence. 2nd gradually besane a powerful bady,
finzlly almost equatl to {ire parent or modier Crand Lodge, and being so
strong, vumerically, under the management of Bro. Deymoi, who joired
them from lreland, was elected as su~ressor to John Mozzan, Grand
Secretary, they decided to form a Grand Lodgee under Robert Turuer,
as Grand Master, A. D. 1753.  This body hss been more generully known
as the * Ancienls,” but ihe term was clesrly « misnomer, as iheir real
tide was Seced-rs.  From 1he sccession ihe “Ancients” and “MoGerns”
of course resuited. .

3rd. Did the Grand Ledge of ¢ll England (i. ¢. at York) ever use
the ti:le of Ancient York AMasons?

This 1itle was one of the muny hy which the seceders of A. D. 173
were koown.  The title at York was the Grand Lodge of ¢l kangland
held 2t Yo'k, and this body never granted warranis for any Lodge or
body of Muwsons, Grand Lodge, &e., eut of Englend. 1% constituted a
Griand Imdge at London for a few years, say from 1780 to 1790, as con-
necied with Jhe Lodge of Antiquity during the expulsion of Bro. Pres.on,
(auchor of the Illustraiions of Musoary,) and of oiher brethren, from the
Grand Lodge of England styled the “oderns ;” but ncither of these three
bodics meniioned ever had any connexion with the “Ancients,” and this
rival Grand Lodge of Bro. Preston and oihers was closed, when the
Grand Lodge of England reiasiated them, A. D. 1790. Tt was sivied
the * Grand Lodge of Englund - outh of the Trent.” A ihe union there
were two Grand Lodees in exisience, viz: ihe Ancients and Moderns,
and these have since been lost ia the United Gr.nd Lodge of England,
foomeld A. D. 1813.

Tne Royal Arch was recognized by toth Grand Lodges as the comple-



