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^tiTo'Sa^tS"' Kr?^^ «• P"'^ ^ ^> ?*^«' tartly, and the insultwaa noi repeated. Ihe great Mufti cross-questioned Stubborn verv cautiouKlv

Sr^°^tuTbor"n°n*" •«^St"!>^i]? '' ^^ thought he woSS S'J^S'aS fAoS! f—.?"'T?^®^y«^*P*^ ^"'eo^ ^« answers so as to induce the

R^,ni a n,f» r^""/^ ^^ ^^51^''* ^« '^^"J'^ °^«J^« a cracker, intending, if S putsuch a question te remind him of some five or six point blank crackers he hadnot only manufactured, but vended thera-telling them off. ButS MufH was
"^''i'flf*!-

It was self-evident to all presentfthat Stubb^n wi nerfSv
tolSuSetm "'stbt'^r^"^^^^^^™^^ a>t.iute c^t'rVth t£e

a

lo injure lom. Stubborn has repeatedly baen heard to say that he looked unon
bf^n^-'^""*

and assertions of the Mufti on that occasion as mo^t indeSrousSblasphemous, calling upon God to bear witness to a cracker as being tSe TomW .^r^-Trf*
*^" «'^^* "»** ^« ^^n>e dumband almStShS' kno^

w^^^ h /^l? *?«*«rry
word the Mufti said in the matter was^otS but a

Jw* ^u^ of crackers, and knowing, also, that if the District Mnfti had notdeceived him, he would have proved the Mufti's guilt, and put a ston to Itprogress in cracker making to the injury of innocent men ^ ^ ^
of th?^;fH"^-'"1S"^ ^"^y ""^ ^^°' "^influenced by the clap-trap popularityof the Mufti would have pronounced him guilty of making a cracker or at leasthave given h.m credit for it in the rendering of their verdict fS' Z^t^us
mAv'lSn^flSf^ *"1 known principles of jurisprudence, the stateme^^f on?party being flatly contradicted by the other party, leaves the matter in disnute

miZl*^^"' "f
^^"^^^^ "?'^'°S ^'^ been ^id by either B^when there^?s^

Slr?^ wT*'.f -^1'.^!°'^ ^ ^«^«"^ «f one «f tl^e l^rties in controversy thatparty has lawful nght to a verdict in his favour. In this case the great Muftis

w'^^1''"'
contradicted by Tom, and so far they wenegally Sen ; aSd

St7.hn^
was sustained by the independent evidence of StubW. AlthoSbtubborn s evidence was only circumstantial, yet it was that kind of circum

tte"£lrMufti w^^^Lt"""'^ ^^'^
'^'''^''^ ^"^' although tSe Id^Tof

Z!^£t aTerdict^n'Slv'^u™
""' "«^-*»^«'«-' according to usage and

evidentTt \n?ol vS^fll'^t • •nt«':««H*^*'i""T ^'^^^^ *««hnical quibbling about
mnrfi^"^

It involved the highest interests of society, next to life itself ITie

SLnfi-''f''"l'^'^^^*^™of the parties were at stake; one a minuter of

^X^^'!^Z^^T^°''''
and looked upon by fn,party as klmostiZSSlate1

The oLeth'KL? Zr^'J'^^^^'^r*'*^.''' ^y^^ ^1^0 l^est knew him
fihn.,lTif«™ L "^ have undergone the closest scrutiny ; the said affidavitshould have been read, for it was the affidavit of a man of eood Btandinnn !,«

S a"Z?;at^iL^%l^J^^^^ ^« "?«' '" ''''' a mSer o'f'^liS'Xi'h
BhouldTivT^n Li7^''

information being obtained, the entire proceedings

^^n iff y^ ^ ° ^if
m suspense until Tom had time given to produce the

£ "aS^Tf oil anAt^t!.' ^•^"y ^^^ ^^^^^^ investigation could be 1

J

iTp and what tmthhLS ^ ^^^f^ ''Teht to bear on the case were closeS

d^jSon Thrtn -To^^
''®®" ^^''^'' *" evidence was rejected, and an untruthful

rSemZLvXl'^.ll-'' '"^"f ""{ *^""«' ^^""^ ^""ty, and required to

«on of ?hJS^,i T
*!"."»' on pain of excommunication from the ^ngrega-

by telling a f^^^ ^'l^^^
" was demanded of him to dishonor hSSlf

wmSed of '

'"°'^*'*** «*^« '^"'nless the man he had jusUy and truthfully

antSon '"!i^H ^Hf^u""^" *^^ °^^^on, and, in drawing up the import-

f^twn^^r ^ '^h\ ^" ^^^ *^^e of what is here recorded, and of every other

(he committeeTw"~^^ introduced language to this effect, nleJ?.^. tES
nJuS^nto thi niS n?^p'°*?

***^ complaint against Tom had t^^ndeniallt,

foSndit tobL«H«vW uu^ ^?f^ complaint against the great Mufti, and had
TthJ\...t f^J^l^y

^"'jont foundation. '

' These may not be the eiict words

meidnrlni Sflrr*^.' document, but they are identiadly tSrsa,^ in

?n(51lSttrinQSirSi„*t^\KM*'«^
«n^' '"«»««* o^ **« »^i»8j;;22^>MuyjnqutmAaU>, the Mufti, in stating his case, made Tom's complaint


