
for ruTsoiial notorictx'. riicN ar<' also luirtlul

to the proper adiiiinistration of criininal

justice, as they tend ini|)(.'rc(;ptil)ly to influence;

the; minds of jxTsons who nia\ be railed upon
to act as jurors, and thus hinder the sek'ction

and formation of impartial juries. Under tin;

law as it now stands, however, thi; j)ublication

of such artick^s ,uu\ woods-cuts cannot \)ii

judiciall)- sui)|)ressed, and if I draw attc^ntion

to this matter, it is onlv so that 1 mav at the

same time express the hope that the; evil, if it

cannot l)e abated, may at least be s(Misibly

lc;ssened by the inlluence; of an awakene;d

sane piil)lic opinion.

There is another thini;- in this connection

which is much to be deplored ; it is the

fact that reporters are allowed to interview

prisoners for the purpose of publishing' articles

describing" their appearance and demeanor,
and li^iving their sayings. The j)ublication of

these articles is certainl)' productive; of no

i»'Ood and onlv gratifies the morbid curiositv

of inconsiderate people. Prise)ners have rights

like other {;eople. and for a reporter, without

iheir invitation or consent, to intrude upon
them and to interview them, is an encroach-

ment on their privacy to which they should

not be subjected. In fact none others than

the ne;ar relations and intimate friends, those

having urgent business, and the counsel of

prisoners awaiting trial or under sentence in

capital cases, should be allowed access to
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