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From the Regius Professor of Medicine, Oxford.

: lpos
Po The Bditor of the Hew York Sune. SHhe ANy
Desr Sir:-

" In your issue of May 15%th. there is s paragrspb with the bheading,
n0sler oaslls then Guacks.# The Following sistement is there nede: '"Dr. Osler's
ubtterence wa&upubliEbsd widely,? seid pean King, "and in reply we invited him %0 be
present st our dinmer to-nighi. fie theught thet he would send a letter tc be resd
here even if he could nct conme. He sent the letter, but it is not to be read. Ee
wrote to say that wo were =z bunch of Guacks. His lectures was moant for the public
and his letter for us." ing ihls spegific stetenment I rubbed wy eyes and wondered

cation, zeplisd-fe-dil and had fo“uoutenﬂ€;%~ebea€
it, but ny seoretary knew ncthing of i%, so I thought it better, bcfcre making =
denial, to write to Dr. King. I bed his reply lest weck. Wp FFe invitation, whiek—ie 2
steated %z_ﬁhe aper %o have been sent for the dinner of this year, was sent threoo yecars

whether I really had recelve the ir vit

zgc g I dc not often take the trouble to cobrect news=
paper stetomrsnis, but I could net sllow Such a2 barefaced Yie tc be circulsted without a

denieal, et —gea  py loilon
b orgmetT

Truly yours,




