Most Worshipful Prince Hall Arms, Inc. and Frederick B. Young, Jr.’s (Defendants) Response to the Lawsuit Allegations by Most Worshipful Prince Hall Grand Lodge, Inc. and Grand Master Charles E. Tyner (Plaintiffs)
Brother’s this is a serious matter, my attorney and I will prove that the allegations are an attempt to deceive the craft by Plaintiffs MWPGHL and Grand Master Charles E. Tyner.

Allegations by MWPHGL and GM Tyner.

Responses by MWPHA and PM Young

1.  Defendant Young obtained for Defendant

1.  Defendant Young was duly authorized by the 
Prince Hall Arms apparent record title by                         Board of Grand Directors, MWPHGL and

fraudently presenting himself as an authorized                 by the Board of Directors, MWPHA to execute

agent of Plaintiff.



                   The Grant Deed Transfer.

2. At no time did defendant Young consult the                2.  Defendant Young is fully aware of the mandates 

Board of Grand Directors prior to executing                     of the Masonic Constitution and Bylaws, how and

the Berkeley Grant Deed – as required by

     when they apply.  It is apparent that the Plaintiffs,

various citations of the Grand Lodge Bylaws.                   based on the cited sections of the Constitution  
                                                                                            and Bylaws, that the Plaintiff lacks sufficient 

                                                                                            knowledge of the sections that apply, as well as to 

                                                                                            who they apply to.  Apparently the intent is to  

                                                                                            mislead the craft.  All authorizations are 

                                                                                            documented and will be filed with the Court.

3.  Defendant Young was required to be and should         3.  Defendant Young agrees with the statement.  In

Be well versed in the Masonic Constitution, the                fact, he served on the committee that wrote the

Rules and regulations, written and unwritten laws             sixth revision of subject Constitution.  However,

And customs of the Masons.                                              for members of the Craft that are less informed,

                                                                                            they might believe that there is truth in the 

                                                                                            allegations.  When in fact, the lawsuit is another

                                                                                            waste of Grand Lodge money, and a means of  

                                                                                            trying to satisfy insecure leadership.

4.  At no time did defendant Young inform plaintiffs        4. This is an untrue statement and is also misleading 

that he had transferred plaintiff property to

      to the Craft since the transfer occurred in 1998, 

 defendant MW Prince Hall Arms.                                     with the approval and authorization of the Board                       

                                                                                            of Grand Directors.  Nevertheless, when your 

                                                                                            agenda is to discredit a Brother, you come up with
                                                                                            all kinds of statements that are intended to 

                                                                                            deceive the Craft.  Documents will be filed with

                                                                                            the Court in support of the defendant Prince Hall

                                                                                            Arms and PM Young.

5. After defendant Young executed the fraudulent             5. It is apparent that the plaintiffs and their attorney

transfer of Plaintiff’s property, defendant Young              did not discuss concerns with the corporate 
had the Berkeley Grant Deed notarized.  Said                   Grand Secretary, Billy G. Harrington or the

Berkeley Grant Deed was notarized without the                Emeritus Chairman of the Board, Lovell Morgan

Plaintiff’s knowledge and consent.                                     before filing the lawsuit.  The documents that

                                                                                            would answer questions relative to the issue are,                                                                                        

                                                                                            or should be, on file in the Grand Lodge office in                                                                         .                                                                        
      Los Angeles. Plaintiffs have undertaken
                                                                                            irresponsible actions against the Defendants
                                                                                            without conducting the required due diligence






      and are needlessly spending Grand Lodge money.






       The Defendants will prove that all of the 





                      allegations are lacking in merit because the

records on file in the Grand Lodge were not                properly reviewed.

6. Defendants Young and MW Prince Hall Arms              6.  Plaintiff acts are intentional, outrageous, 

knew that Berkeley Grant Deed was false,

      malicious, fraudulent, and demonstrates an

fraudulent and void and they paid no consideration           ignorance of the fine points of Masonic and Civil/

              therefore and accepted the same with the intent to             Nonprofit Corporation Laws, as well as the 

              defraud Plaintiffs.  Defendant’s acts were intent-               purposes and usage of both.  We will prove to the 
              ional, outrageous, malicious and fraudulent.

      Court that the Plaintiff’s allegations are un-

              Plaintiff therefore seeks exemplary and punitive                substantiated.

              Damage in the amount of $2,500,000.00.

7. Plaintiff incorporates by reference each and every        7.  The filing of this lawsuit may place a cloud on 

allegation set forth in the above paragraphs as if                the title of the Berkeley property.  That comes 

set forth in full herein, except those paragraphs,                from the Plaintiffs misguided motives in filing the

if any, which are inconsistent with this cause of                 lawsuit.  The records to be filed by the 

       
of action to remove cloud on title.


      Defendants will reflect proper notarization of the








      of the Berkeley Grant Deed.  Additionally, for the
                  





       record, the $600,000.00 loan made by MW 








       Prince Hall Arms was independent of the









       MWPHGL and was negotiated for the 








       Purpose of paying for predevelopment costs.

8.  Had Plaintiffs known of Defendants Young’s              8.  The Plaintiff, Grand Master Charles E. Tyner has

intent to transfer  title of the property to Defendant            presented false and misleading allegations on 

Prince Hall Arms and take out a $600,000.00                     behalf of the Craft of MWPHGL.  In addition,

loan against the property without just compensat-              the information presented as though anything that

ion or consideration.  Plaintiff would not have                   happened regarding the Berkeley property before

authorized him to do so or remain Chairman of                 July 2006, when Grand Master Tyner took office, 

of the Grand Board.



      does not apply.  In fact, the Berkeley property 






      was transferred properly to MW Prince Hall 







      Arms, Inc. in December 1998.  Due to an 







      Oversight, the notarization of the Grant Deed did 






      not take place at that time.  When the loan request

for the $600,000.00 for predevelopment funding was being processed the lender noticed the discrepancy in the title.  The Defendants will provide to the Court proof that the lawsuit lacks merit and that the allegations are unsubstantiated and contrived with the intent of causing harm to the Defendants, MW Prince Hall Arms, Inc. and PM Frederick B. Young, Jr. 
Please download the following documents for supporting proof:
1994 Property Development Agreement between East Gate Lodge #44 and GBOD
GBOD Resolution authorizing Fred Young to execute agreements and acquire financing for Prince Hall Arms 

