
M
iB eoBclMkm, I eaunot mtvpnm a note of inquiry. In

yojir lrtt«r of D«.. I4th, yon »y tluit tlii. switimirrto notorfy •^rf>horir«rt to yourielf,'' widdi I CM rwuilly nndorrtMd.

Cmtliolic Chuwh" and "a tlionffht that eonld notbewtertainedby anyone f«nlliar with Catholic doctrine." How then coSd
it have been isroed by the Chnrch Authorities in CouncU A.-embled in the Province of Quebec T

v^«ncu am-

1 am, with great respect,

Yours most truly,

L. NORMAN TUCKEP.

The Re Cahon Tuclcer,
'^°'°"' ^*' ^^ ''' ^"«-

City.

Rev. Dear Sir

:

T A^
^- *°1 '" '•^^'P* «' y*"" letter of the 28th inst. In replyI desire to fix the chronological order of our correspondenceOn December 5th, the London Advertiser stated that^'BiSop

Fallon a year ago announced that there was no salvation for3^ *f"f *^* ^'""» ^^""^•" Because this declaration
applied the doctrine of exclusive salvation to any and e^^individual ("anyone") who happened to be outside the viScommunu . of the Church of Rome. I wrote of it. on Decrmber
14th. a. "abhorrent to myself." "utterly foreign to the teach!mg of the Catholic Church" and "could not be entertLinTbyanyone familiar with Catholic doctrine." I did not use thillanguage concerning the formula. "Hors de I'eglise catholiaue

?S;1 T tT""" '' "'y * P" ^« •«»»*." ("outside ieCa hohc. Apostolic and Roman Church, there is no salvation!")

17th, and of which I merely stated on the 19th, "I have nevermet the formula m any manual of Catholic Doctrine " Mvreason for assuming that it would not be found in a "Manual"hesm the fact that it calls for such explan Mon m mSht
^Jr. "^nZ v"^^

*" * theological treatise; th^gh, ofcourse, m Catholic teaching, "Hors de I'eglise il ^'y a point de

Se enitlt^" Tv^ '^^"*" ^'^ *^"» ^'^^^^^'^ pi^positioM.
tiie epithets "catholique, apostolique et romaine" beii« simplydeterminative of "eglise" (church).

^^
Now our objection is taken not to the statement of our

uals inrtead of to a system, and to the habit of making no


