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his own ivords, as in those which. I attributed to him. The inconsistency in
the statement which, 1 attributed to him ivas this, admitting that more could
be said against prizes than in their favor, yet wishing them to be contimied.
The inconsistency in his owvn stateinent respecting what lie said is muich
greater, preferring to see prizes continued, yet for the purposes of argument
would rather go against them.

What are sonie of the many legitimate inférences that may be dravn from
such a statement?

First, that, more can be said against prizes than in their favor, since
F. H. L. would rather argue against than for theru; or secondly, if greater
arguments can be advanced in favor of prises than against thern, then F. 1-. L.
would prefer to argue on the wtiaker and Zosing side, since lie would rather
argue against than for them-but lie wishes to do himself justice ; and thirdly,
in any case, F. H. L. is willing to, argue directly against his honest convic-
tions, since preferring to have them, continued hie would rather argue against
them.

Now, from the littie inconsistency I attributed to him in my first letter by
way of a joke, 1 diewv the inference that 'vere F. H. L. drowning ut Nould be
pixetty difficuit to know whether lie would go up or down stream ; but fromn the
mnuch greater and more numerous inconsistencies îvhich he attributes to himi-
self, ail my doubts have been removed, as any person who would rather
argue on a losing side, yet wish to, do himself jLstice, or who would argue
directly contrary to his co,..iictions, etc., wvould surely go i1p stream if
drowvning. But no one will accept such an explanation from F. H. L.
as to, why hie would choose to argue against prizes, yet prefer to, see them
continued. Then- trutb , Iblee is that lie lias iiotiiirig exceptL a fewv of the
old exploded arguments, such. as hielping needy students, being icen-
tives to difigence, etc., to advance in their favor, and, thiere-fore, wishing to do
himself justice, to appear as a great controversialist crushing an opponent,
he would rather argue on the negative side where there are numerous indis-
putable arguments against prizes.

F. H. L. then criticizes some of the arguments which, I advanced against
-Prizes. He begins by taking two of these, the first and the last ; and by snatchi-
.ng parts of eacli away from the context tries to, make tliem contradict each
other. Such treatnîent of arguments is unfair, and is a direct violation of one of
the chief canons of interpretation. Every statemen t must be taken as modified
by the context. Treat the Bible in the samne manner in whichi lie treated My
arguments and it is an easy matter to make it prove almost anything, and to
make onîe text contradict another. Onîe pas?!age says, IlWork out your own.
salvation, etc. ; " another says, Il&Sand still4 and see the salvation of God."
Again, one passage says ive are justified byfaitli, another by blood, and stili
another by works.
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