
opportunity, D. V., of preMhing on the lubjcot in St. Pftol's
Cathedral ou Sunday eyening next.

London, Feb. iO. 1919.
"" GORMAN TUCKBB.

A REJOINDER OP BISHOP FALLON
To the Editor of The Advertiser :

In your issue of this date Canon Tucker attempts todraw a red herring across »the track by making certain
comments on my sermon of Sunday evening. I do not
propose to aUow him to so escape the issue raised by
himself. On the 8rd instant. Canon Tucker was reported
as having said in the pulpit of St. Paul's Cathedral on theday preceding "that the name of the Virgin was
substituted for the name of Jesus Christ in the Te Deum
and other services of the Catholic Church."

1, 4^\ !
^"**"'' ^^"*' °' ^^ *'^ *°"*«^* I characterized

that statement as "absolutely false and without any

rZ^^nT- '"".
'"f"

^^ '""^ '""^^ ^•'y Canon Tucker
repeated his slander in the following term. : "Leaders ofthe Catholic Church have been promotihg the glories ofMary and ascribing to her the attributes of Christ Himself.... In societies interested in promoting beliefs in her

S°T't. "r^ ^^ ^^"^ substituted in Psalms and inthe Te Deum for the name of Christ." On the 6th instantI pubUcly called upon Canon Tucker " to show proofs for

reLrofr ^"*°'*'°"" °' "^"^ '^*' ^'^ ^'"^ '^«
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'
<^*"°" Tucker desires to

«I^^ ^' ?u
°°' ^^'^P**^ **»« challenge

; he has notproduced the proofs. The charge he made is clear aoid

^d l^ T
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A
*"^ "^ ««tablished by producing the Psalmsand the Te Deum in which the name of the Virgin Maryhas been substituted for that of Chris*. Until Canol

J.^n *'f '^' '^""^ P'°°^« *»' P°»>"«ly ^it. that he

aZ.lf°
r* r °'^" Performance of his is worthy theattention of an honest man. j ""o

Yours faithfully,

F.b.u.m.. *''''b^';\ .Siahop of London.


