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classlAcation of the offense is abortion,
the punishment for which under our
statutes ie imprisopment in the peni-
tentiary for not less than two nor more
than ten years, 8o that, whichever
way it mey be, a crime, defined ap such
by the territorial lawa and punishable
thereunder, was committed, If it
was pot abortion it was mur-
der _and vice versa, aod in
pither case the finding of the
jury should hiave so stated and Lhe at-
tention of the grand jury ofthe district
heen called to it, Unaoubtedly this
hody will act on it anyway, since it is
pot compelled to notice the other, but
it was unquestionably the duty of the
Istter to make the case as plain as pos-
sihle for the Inqulaitors, and, it was not
jte duty to assume a Jdefect in our legal
system that does pot exist.

PECULIAR LAW.

County Atlorney Murphy, after
showing that the election today isa

peculiar one in that certain classes can
vote if they own taxable property wt o
could not Jdo 8o at any other election,
then goes on to show that it is not
peculiar as to any other people whether
they huve property or not, If the right
to vote, as he Yery properiy showas, is
based upon the voter’s actual interest
in the result by reason of the proposed
obligallon it would place him under,
what right bave those upon whom
such chligatlon-wounld not fall to assist
jn locurring I\? It being & kRind of
proceeding in equily, what richt have
other than parties 10 it to parlcipate?
Why should the man who owns noth.
tng but what he stands up in and not
only paye nothing to the support of
-public ipetitutions but perchance
pothing to his own support, eay
whetber the property owners shall be
bur. ene.d w8 proposed or not? Very
peculiar )aw and woree logie, it looks
like to us; it may do for the purpose for
which it was ¥invented,?” but whether
1t will passe muster ino court or not 1

anolher matter,
P—

CHRISTLANITY AND MOHAMMEDANISM

Mr. Alexander Webb, the American
apostle of Mohamm: duulem, having
commenced to publicly present his
views on the religlon of the Arabs, jt
is likely that the pubiic will hear more
or less ahout the eubject through
the press for some time to come. Cum-
parisons are likely lo he made on (he
religlous systems of Jesus and that of
Mohammed,

Onpe peculiarity of Mobammedanism
and which stamps it at opce as
vaptly, inferior to Chrletianity, -is
foun! in Its mode of tesuching
moral lessone, Christlunity presents
broad, geoeral priceiples oovering
every feld of humrn conduct. A foi-
lower of Je:us need o t hesltale rbout
what is right or wrong for him to do in

any case where moral priociples
are iovolved, The great * max-
ims announcedd by Jesus Christ,

*Liove (od above al} love your meleh-
bur as yourselves,* guver everything.
It is this fact that makes Christianity
go wonderfully well adapted to every
natlon, every counlry, every age, and
lodicates its divine origln, by the

divine wisdom displayed in its struct-
ure,

Mobammediem, on the other hand,
bas no such general principles. [ts
mural system le but an enumeration of
a few individual virtuee and the pro

bibitlon of the oppoeite vices, Its
ceremonies, FOM® of which it
would be Ilmporsible to carry out

ion certain parts of the world where
the climate 1a less friepdly than tbe
sunnoy bome of the eastern prophet,
bave an lmportance attached to them
that at once confines the religfon to a
fimited part of the earth, Lo thisits great
weakness lies, However, haruly any
will deny that Mohammed performed
a grest work and a goud work among
bis own people. Later corruptions can
an little be charged to the religion of
M ohammed as the sins of tanatics
committed in the Middle Ages in Eu-
rope 1o be held cut as the result of
Christianity.

THE FREEDOM OF THE PRESS.
The

Zane
journalistic
bts  rul-

attitade of
on the question
privilege, as deflped in

ing on the demurrer ino the Ilate
cage tn which this paper was a
party, was at once recognized az a
sound priocipie and hared upon tbe
best of law, in that it recognized pro-
greppion and the needs of advanced
times as avainst the restriction and
tyrsnny of bygone ages. A California
judge— Lorrigan of Santa Clara county
—recenily hell eomewhat differenuly
anod an appeal from his sction was
inetaptly taken to the supreme ccurt of
the stute, betfore which body it was
argued theotherday and tnken under
advisement.

It seems that on January 10th lust
the divorce case of Price ve, Price wasp
calied for triaj in the guperior court of
Santa Clara crunty, Judge Lorrigan
made an order that the proceedinge
should be in ptrivale and that they
should bot be published in the daiiy
papers, On the following morning
Charles M. Bhortridge published in
the Ban Jose Mercury, of which he Ia
the editor, & correct account of - the
prnceedings ut the trial, When cited
to appear betore Judye Lorrigan and
show cauge why he should pot be
punished for sontempt, Mr, Shortridge
claimed that he, a8 a citizen, had a
right to publish the proceeeings, not.
withstanding the order of the court, at
the same time disclaiming any dis-
respect of that tribunal., The ecourt
held that there bhad been a disoln-
dience of iis order, although nope of
ite proceedinga bhad Leen interfered
with, and Mr. Shortridge was founu
guiity of contempt,

Judge
of

In the argument before the supremel

courl the defendani’s attorney claimel
that the liberly of speech and freedom
of the prese were inviclable rights
guaranteed by tbe Conetitul oo, and
the right to exercise them could nol
be intertered with exXcept where the
rights of others would be interfere.
with thereby. It being conceded that
the publirhed report was fair and en:-
rect, the procesees of the court were
pot interfered with and therefore there
wae no offense. It was also claimed
that the court only bhad jurisedie-
tion of tbhe case hefore it and the
parties to it; could not determine what

the world at large sbould do, and if
the published proceedings would not
bave been illegal without the order of
secregy, they were not made eo by
ench order. It wae furtber shown
that *‘it is the right of the puhblic to be
informed of the proceelings of Ita
courts. The judges are only the serv-
ants of the people and the laiter are
entitled to know what their ministers
and servants are doing. The petitioner
claimed that there was nothing in the
publieation to rhock public morals and
if there was it had nothing to.do with
the present heasring. The couris wWere
pot the gustodians of public morals at
large.”?

The attorney further nrgued that the
examination must be confined to Lhe
charges conlained jn the affidavit,
which tock the place of an indictment.
“The affidavit aet forth that witcerses
bad been excluded from the court, and
that the publication by the petitioner
gave them ruch information ar the
court desired withheld from them.
The aflidavit made no guch charge; if
it had defendant might possibly be
guilty of contemtt, The question w &
whether the affidavit presented sufil-
cient facts to constitute a contempt.
The petitioner contended that the
publication was witbhin bis right of free
speech aud free prees, The right of
iree press is the bulwark of putleo
rizhte, The freedom of the presa is the
principal pillar of a free peopls,®

That sounds llke the right kind of
docirine,yet to what exlent can it not,
has it not beepn user! Thw freedom of
lbe press means or should mean the
freedom to be just, to be A defender
againat oppression and error. and not
that immunity- fromm punishment op
liability which permits if it does not
incite to slander, falpeliood and wrong.
The prese has a great, a grand misston,
and except in places and atlimes i
accomplishing its purpoee. [t i»
an eduecator, n dlseeminator of
legitimate informatlon, and whepever
it shall he even for one occasion at
variance with this live of conduct it is
wrong and all the more wrong because
of itsa power, Btill, it must not be as-
sumed that Jegitlimate ecriticiem I8
slander or reproach for wrong-doing le
abuse. Between the two extremes 18
the legitimate and happy medium,

The followlng lapgusage of Lthe at=
tc roey is also apt and proper:

In years goue hy monarchical govern-
menta pasged upon and determined what
might be puhblished, America was the
first to establisb a free and nntrammeled
press. The only limit to its freedom 1s
that it must be exercised 2o that it doos
nol infringe upon the just rightsof othera.
Was the publicstion of a trutbful and
ccrrect report an interference with the
BrOper conduct of the procesdings?

ould this Le an Intorference with the
duties and funotions of a courl? Does
the reading by a judge in the morning o
a proceeding in biscourt the day beforo
in any way interfore with bis rights?
Under these condittons how can the pub-
lication injure any one? If the potitioner
has injured no ODe what law bhas he
transgressed? If he has transgressed no
iaw why should he be punishea?

The closing portion comes very near-
ly telling the whole story. If he has
tmjured no one he has trauagressed no
law, and if he hag transgressed no jaw
be should pot be punished. Good,
sound logic and good common senee.
We Jook forthe suprems courl to tuke
that vlew of it.



