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The judgment of the Supreme Court of Ohio is
reversed and the cause remanded for further proceedings
pob ineousistent with this gpinion

Mz. JusticE FRANKFURTER will in due course file a
separate opinion. e
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T Reversed and remanded.
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Agreeing fully with Part T of Mg. Justice HARLAN'S
dissenting opinion, Mnr. JUSTICE STEWART expresses no
view as to the merits of the issue today deeided by the
Court. He concurs in the Court’s judgment because he
is persuaded that the provision of § 2905.34 of the Ohio
Revised Code, upon which the petitioner's convietion was
based, is, in the words of Mr. Justice HARLAN, not “con-
sistent with the rights of free thought and expres-
sion assured against State action by the Fourteenth
Amendment.



