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you. and I write again and beg that you take the trip with me to Lynchburg.
Say we will start Friday and come back Saturday. I know you will be greatly
surprised when you find out who I am but I trust you will be agreeably so.
Please write in the morning before ten o'clock and me in the affirma-
tive.Now please do this for me and you will contribute so much to my hap-
piness. I know you will never regret it. I am Yours devotedly 0."
The court will define very briefly the meaning of the words "obscene,

lewd, and lascivious, and of an indecent character," as employed in
this statute. A very clear definition of "obscene" is "that which is of-
fensive to chastity and modesty." U. S. v. Harmcm, 45 Fed. Rep. 414.
In U. S. v. Clarke, 38 Fed. Rep. 732, THAYER, J., says:
"The word' obscene' ordinarily means something which is offensive to

chastity, something that is foul and filthy, and for that reason is offensive to
a pure-minded person."
These definitions were given to the word in question as applied to

books, pamphlets, pictures, writings, and other publications which
were named in the statute before it was amended; and since the inser-
tion of the word "letter" in the amended statute the same definitions
should unquestionably be given to the same word as applied to private
letters also. Taking these definitions and applying them to the letters
on which this indictment was found, the court cannot see how any
other construction can be put upon them than that they are obscene
within the meaning of the statute. The expressions. used in the letters
can leave no doubt as to their lewd and lascivious character. It is diffi-
cult to conceive what can be m'ore shocking to the modesty of a chaste
and pure-minded woman than the proposition contained in these letters.
It is no less thana proposition from a married man to an unmarried
woman, proposing a clandestine trip to the city of Lynchburg for a
grossly immoral purpose. The motion to quash the indictment and the
demurrer are overruled.
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L MAILING OBSCENE LETTER-CoNSTITUTIONAL LAw.
Rev. St. § 8898, as amended by Act Congo July 12, 1876, (19 St. p. 00,) problbiting

the mailing of obscene papers, is not in contravention of the first amendment to the
federal constitution, providing that the freedom of the press shall not be abridged.
Ex parte Jackscm, 96 U. S. 727) and fi]x parte RapWr, 12 Sup. Ct. Rep. 874, 148 U.
S. 110, followed. 45 Fed. Rep. 414, affirmed.

2. SAME-SENTENOE-OMISSION 011 HARD LABOR.
Where a person convicted of mailing obscene papers is sent to the penitentiary,

a failure to .sentence him to hard labor, as required by Rev. St. 5 881J8, 18 a fatal er-
ror, for which the judgment wlll be reversed.

In Error to the United States District Court for the District of Kansas.
Indictment of Moses Harman for mailing obscene papers. Verdict of

Jruilty. and sentence thereon. Reversed.
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habenscorputl, his discharge would have been absolute and final, and he
could not have beenagainsentencedor tried for the offense. EX parte Lange,'
18Wall. 163; ..Rep.477. 'Assuming, but not deciding,
that his dischargeon habeas corputl. after suffering apart of the puniahmerit
under the void sentence, would have precluded the Imposition of a legal
sentence upon the verdict ofguilty , or another trial for the same offense,
it does not follow that a reversal of such a sentence on a writ of error sued,
out defendarit himself is attended with any such consequences.
See Ex parte Lange,18Wall. 173, 174, and pages 197,
198; 1 Bish..Crim. Law, §§ 1023, 1025. But this aspect of the
case has not beeu and no opinion is expressed upon it. If the
defendant conceives that a legal sentence cannot now be imposed upon
him on the existing verdict of guilty, and that he cannot again be tried
for the same oftEmse, he can raise these questions in the trial court. The
judgment of the district court of the United States for the district of
Kansas, i8 rilversed, and the cause remanded to that court with instruc-
tions to proceed therein according to law.
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NATURA.LIZATION-SELLING CERTrFICA.TE.
Under Rev. St. § 5424, it is a criminal ofreos8 to sell a certificate of naturaUzatlon

to other than the person to w/lom it wasissued, and it is immaterial that such ceJ:'o
tificate vras fraudulently procured, by misrepresentation to the oourt., or that it
was forged, if prima facie and apparently valid.

At Law. Indictment of Guido Ragazzini for selling naturalization
papers in violation of Rev. St. § 5424. Verdict of guilty. Heard on
motion in arrest of judgment and lor new trial. Motion denied.
Edward MitcMa, Diat. Atty., and Mr. Mott, Asst. Dist. Atty., for the

United States.
KeUogg. Ro86 & Smith, for defendant.

BROWN, District Judge. The defendant wae indicted and on trial con-
victed, under section 5424 of the Revised Statutes, for the ofllmse of
selling "to a person other than the person for whom it was originally
issued, a certificate of citizeqship, or certificate showing any person to
be admitted a citizen." On trial it appeared that the certificate re-
ferred to in the first count of the indictment was issued by the superior
court of this city, a common law court of competent jurisdiction in
naturalization proceedings, and was as follows:

"UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF NEW YORK
"E Plu.ribus Unum.

<;City and Cot/ill-ty of New York-ss,.:
"Be it remembered that on the 22nd day of October, tn.tbe year of our Lord

.one thousand eight hundred and ninety-one, Angello Cordello appeared


