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© Printing Law M’Vdﬂ
' Justices Robjnson and Grace hold
that the prinJdng law does not vi-

/.1 oiate any considiudonal provisions,

jotn i ¢h opoiiion by which the
b by the North Dakota
Puu ‘associstion, is dismissed.

The constitution provides that it
reguireg the opinion of four justices
to declare a law unconstituiional,]
'and masmueh as Grace and Robin-
on hold that the printing law is
not in violation of the constitution,
Jus.ices Christepson and Birdzell
- Join In the order by which the case

is dismissed.

4 The suit was filed originally in

Grant county, and was known as
the case of Daly vs. Beery, et al
| .. was contended on behalf of the

plaintiff that the printing act known
as the Brinton law, and which has

operated to concentrate all official

and lsgal printing In Nomnpartisan)

' league papers, violated the consul-
tution in that it confiscated pro-
perty without due Jprocess. This
view is rejected by Grace and Rob-
inson. Justice Bromson disquglified
himself from participating in the
case.
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