SUPREME COURT DECISION
No. 1686

f

|

In the Supreme Court of the State cili
Nevada.

Appealed from 1st. Judicial District
Court, Lyon County. P
C. F. Fox, Plaintiff & Respondent.;

V8.

Mrs. Harriet Benard as executrix o(l.
the last will and testament of William |
M. Bernard, deceased, Mrs. Harriet
Orth and J. C. Orth, Defendants and
Appeliants. i
C. E. Mack and Geo. D. Pyne, Attys.

for Respondent. ... ... ... ... |

John Lothrops and A. Chartz, for
Appellants. |

-

Decision

On Febrmary 13, 1593, the plaintil

‘ i _erly and introduced the deed. 'l'h**.",
1®aned $300 Lo William 1:’-_'“1'-1“'- OV bringing of the action four years !
decoased, aml o secure _7"" el "':“”: | and four months after January 1, 1900, ‘
thereof he decded o plaintiff on that{ o o 00 fved in the iast bond for |
day the lands described in tae com- 5 reconveyance conditioned on pay-
plaini, and at the same time piaict 0| pmept, was pot too late. |
excouted 1o him a bona for a dead . 5¢ 45 aiio urgéd that suit was not
wherehy he agreed o reconvey the hegun within the time required hy
property on or bl Fe ¥ IS, the provisions of the Probate Act
1898, provided that he was paid o8 ¢F  afier tho rejectivn of the elaim by
befora thar date §i0 il also §246 (Lo exeeuntriz. Whether this is so is ¢
gnnuaily. On Febraary 5 158% pa uninarerial for although she asz exe-
il leanod Bernard th iditiona £ CUririx 1s named as a party de I'-'h"ldt!i‘l
of S6UN and accepted as securdy 10T the allesuticns of the complaint and
$1000, and interost  a  desd  made (he decree may be considered i
to plaintidl & me the ¥4 Wis | runnfg against the properiy only.

powed, and by Teled mado in' No judgment for any deficiency after
writing acknowledzed and recorded,  Sa or o@erwise agalust the estate
Berpard then relfeved him from all 8 manded or given by the deerse,
oblvzations resulting from  the |, Vhich is. directed 'ouly against the
wade Foebruary 15, 1802, and there. Womises and plaintiff’s rights to this
upen plaintiff executed to Bernard a @3tedl would not be curtailed mnor
new bond, dated Febru: 3 1 affiected by fallure wo present & claim

wditioned thar plaintiif would m
an| deliver a gooid and sufficient con
llii‘

Plaintsf

yeNance it o rey to

HBernavd,

provided wis pabkl Floow oa

or hefore January 1, 140 and also

$i0 annually, an?l further provisioned

if Bernard

that pitiid PROS WOUnLS
anid the taxes he would be entiiled

the use and possession of the promisos
A receipt and the statemen: or ad-
mtssion of Bernard a short time be-
fore his tl'-;it_!: indicate that the only
payments Wére ool interest o 1ae
Sth, day of February 1887, He died
the following year and letters test
ameniary were issued 1o his widow
Mrs. Harrlet Bernard who has smee
married €. J. Orih. Piainuil's  de-

mand arising oui of the above tran-
sactions was presentad against "h':i
estate and Ly her as execuirix was
rejected on Auzus:t 29, There |
is testimony indicating that she hadlr
previously recognized the demand by !
endeavoring to borrow money for its |
payment. On July 24, 1901 the prop-
erty was set over to her by decree
of distribution. From a judgment de-
creeing the deed to plamtf to be;
a mortgage and ordering a fore-
closenre and sale of the premises Lo
satisfy the amount, $1731.25 and
$7i.40 costs, found due lo ptaimiﬂ.}l
she appeals. i

The well settled doctrine that a
decd executed merely for the purpose
ol securing a deht will be construed
a4s a mortzaze is not assailed, but for

1898.

appellant it is contended that as suit
until April. 14904,
after tne last
the last bond

not brought
than
fogn and the giving of
Fehruary 1896, and more than
after the time, January 1,

Was

more six rears

on S,

{our years

T e Bl L | Fae-
(sl fixed tor @ eonveranee Gt

undepr conditsoned on payment Lhe

5y statute
=il Thiatt

the

s barred | the

action i
limitatiots 1 i=
s
fir=t
instenrd,
the Iust

oxecitme a written release ol

acceepting a new one

he

Bernard did

aml
thic

Lsernact
timoe horrow el

2

af

aliint, A

pnot _sign any  writing nErechng

pay o acknowledeme a adebt,

that therefore the eblization to

o1 lis part verbal

b

do not so view that rransaction

Was merety

wonlil barred in four yvears.

instrument in daily use, such as deeds

oL notes, an’

oroer

checks fre sicned by anly one of the

partics buy ar pet for that reasoin

verbal nor half verbal. Although Ber-
LR writing

;.‘;_-'r----in;__: to pay any money, he signed |

exeenied note or

no

a deed absolute in terms conveying
the property fo plaintiff, and by this |
euit and the decree no more s songht |

ihan he under his signature obligated

himself to yield. In equity the ex-
ter=on of the time for a reconyvey-
ance by plainidf, ziven by the sur

render of the first bond and the ex-
ecution of a o-nt- pught to be
considered as effective as if plaint-
ifi had conveyed the property to Ber-

new

nard and taken a new deed from him,

THE DAILY APPEAL CARSON CITY NEVADA.

which would have left the title :m
plaintif mg it mow stands. It was
not mecessary 1o have these extra
deeds and if they had heen executed
they would not_have varied the time
for bringing suit and the initiation ot
the running of the statute which was
controlled by the lasyt bond and thel
date therein fixed and extended for
payment and reconveyance,

Plaintiff is forisfied with a writing
for all that is awarded him by the !
judgment and for more if the property
is worlh more,

The loan and giving of the security
which vary the unconditional terms
of the deed, and which are shown
verbaily, are facts favorable to ap- .
pellant which it would have been in-
cumbent upon her to prove if pla:ntiff
bad sued in ejeciment for the prop-

to the executr=, nor by her rejection

of the elaim {filed. nor by his om-
niission to spe within the time pre-
seribed for commencng actions on

rejecied claims against estates of de-
Ccepstd] persons, as is Decessary wiea
i1 is desived ta reach the assets of
Lhe estate,

In Cookes V. Culbersion, 9 Nev, 207,
as here, a deed was given as
for a loan which was not evidenced '
in writing. It was said in the opinion
“The remedy upon the debt s barred
by the statute, but the debt was not
and as the

securty

thereby extinguished;

statute of limitations of this State
applies to <uits in equity as well as

acions at law, the credlitors could
have enforced payment by foreclosure
of the mortgage within four years

after the cause o1 action accrued
He had two remedies, one upon the
debt, the other upon tde mortgage;

by losing one he does not necessarily
lose the other.” Since the rendition
of the decis®n the time for commenc-
ing actions on written instruments |
has been extended from four to six
years and under well recognized |
principles plaintifi was allowed that
length of time after the date fixed
for payment of the $1000 and for the '
termination of the bond or a re-con-
veyance, which was January 1, 1900,
As said in Borden V. Clow, 21 Nev.
278, "It is a rule # regard to the
statuie of limitations that the stature
begins to run when the delt ig due',
and an action can be instituted upon |
it.” U'nder the arzument for appell-
ant the four vears from the final loan
1804 to the t*me
the $luon yeder the bond
3 13 would
the years

on February 8, for

paviuent ol

on  January 1400, be de-

dueted from Bix aliowed

for bringing suit, amd on wual theory

ican had been
IMsEtedd

mtaurity ol the

moere than =ix ol four

VOoirs,

plaintifi's cause of actsen would have
hecn hares Dty iU averaed.,
The judziuwent of the Distriet Court
is affirmed, .
TALBOT, J.
We cuncur.

Fitzzerald, €. .
Noreross, J.
—
Carson Cemetary Water Wards
Notice water

hereby given thal

has been turned on at the Cemetary
and that no person in arrears will be
water until the
amounts now due are paid.
Pairons are further notified that it
the intentwn of the Trustees to|
zive a =ix months serviee this c-‘asnn.t
instead of five months as Neretofore,!
to do this prompt pavment by water
users will he neccessary.
April 24, 1906 GEO. W. KEITH
Secretary and Collector.
A a4

Lost

aliowed the use of

is

A pasr of eye glasses with
chain

zold
The finder
will be rewamded by leaving the same

attached, in case.

| ed.

at this office. 4

The Continental Will Pay Bill

New york, April £, 1906. |
Hon Szmuel 2. Davis,
Dear Sir:—
Our Vice-President, Mr. George
E. Kl'me, is in San Francisco, where
be is looking after pur interests and

organizing an adjusting bureau. ’
Based on information received, we |
have to advise you as follows: |

T:-e gross amount we have at r=k
in the destroyed (earthquke and fire)

WIBETICE B8 L ocenaicseeainas $2.669,000
From which deuct for liability "
reinsured ................ T43.000
Leaving net Pability ... 1 926,000

While this is a large sum, you wiil

from papers enclosed  that it

el

' ¢ould be paid by the Continental with-

ont regarding the Net Surplus of over

eizht millien dellars shown ia our
January, 1406 Statement.
Ii further information iz desirad,

and oblze.

Yours very traly,

please advise,

Henry Evans, President.

—_— -0

Dissolution of Partnership

The copartnershin heretefore ex: t-

inz under the styla and name of P2 -

rrsen and Springmeyer, in the City
of Carson, County of Ormshy, Das
hoen diszole dby mutual consent, BL-
pPetersen haing parchased the entire
interest of C. H. Springmeyer. M-
Potorsen will pay all  ontstandinx
claims azainst said frm and will cai-

Tact all claims due the firm.

—_—e B — —

MNotice

A rumor having zone ahont that |
had advanced the prics of drugs swnce
the recent parthguake and fire in San
Franrisco, | wish to state hers that

the report iz withour foundation and
absolutely false in every particular.

F. J. Stefnmetz.
O ——

Pecple You Like to Mest.

througy trains of
Firsi-class travel
is attractod The
San'e Fe Routs is a first-class road. |

It

Are found

the Sante Fo

im 1tne
Roure

tor first class roads.

| Tight or vot

i= one of the three largest

way s=vstoems in the world. Present
mileage, 7.794 miles |
It extends f{rom Lake Michigzan to

the Pacific Ocean and Guif of Mexico,
reaching with its own rails Chicago,
Kansas Ciry, Denver, Fort Worth |
Galveston, El Paso, Los Angzeles and
San Frarncisco.

It runs the finest and fastest trans-

continental train, the California Limit

I's meal service, managed hy Mr
Fred Harvey. is the best 1n the world

Its track is rock ballasied and laid
throughout with heavy steel rails.

On such a rmad as this lang distance
records are frequently shattered, the
latest being that of the “Scotty Spec-!
ial” Los Angeles to Chicago, 2,265
miles in less than 45 hours.

Every comfort and luxury desired |
by modern travelers.

May we gell you a ticket over the!
Santa Fe.

Salt Lake City. Utah.

Or—F. W. PRINCE, San Francisco, |
—_—V— |

ing been bribea, resisting removal |
from the court ronm hv the marshu, |
acting under an order from the bench |
and usinz aonsive langnaze, ones of |
the defennants was zent 1o iail fﬂr‘!
thirty days and the other for six!
months. Judege .erry, who had not |
marde any  accusation against the |
court songzht release and to he pure- |
ed of the contempt by a sworn perit-
ion in whieh he alleged tha: in the
transaction he did not have the slisht-!

' necessarily offensive, the disavowal ot

: condittion vars

P amniiness

rail- |

 improper and

‘M

tne laws enacted for the rindluuun‘
of public and private rights, nor the
officers cuarged w... the duty of ad-
ministering tuem.” 128 U. 8. 313.

In re Wooley 11 Khy. 95, .t was held
tiat to incorporate into a pe..tion for
rehearing the statement that *Your
wonors have rendered an unjust de-
cree,” and othe- insulting matter, is
to commit in open court an act con-
stituting a contempt on the part of the
aptorney; and hart where the lan-
suage spoken or written is of itselt

an infention to commit a contempt
may tend to excuse but cannot justify
the act. From a paragraph in that
opinion we quote:

“An attorner may unfit himself for
the practice of his profession by the |
manner in which he conducts himself
in his intersourse with the courts. He '
may be honest and capable, and yet |
he may so eenduet himself as to contin-|
vally interrnpt the business of the |
courts in which he practices; or he
may by a systematie and continuous
course of conduct, render it impoasi-

ble for the courts to preserve their
self-tespeet and the respect of the
public and at the same times pormit

him to act as an oilicer and atferney.

An atiorney who thnus studion=ly and
systematically attcmpts to lLiring the
tribunals of i into pulblie con-

temm is an unfit person to hald the

position ‘and exercise the priviiezes of
an afficer of 1hase ibunals., An open
notarious and ie insnit  toy the

highest Gudieial tribapal of the State
11

for whi ey oombmnacionsh
refuses | ny w to atone, may jus-
vt rofnsa f ithai tribunal to
racOgn himt in the future as one of
fts o rs
In r Coaper, Vt. o6 tha re-
pondent was finod r it ally stat-
o Mmetirn of the pease, “1 think
masistrate o tiinn the Sua-
preme conrt ™ Rediietd, €. 3., said;
“The rounsel St sulanit 1n 2 jus-
ties court as wo'l as in this court,
and with the same formal recsport,
« however difffent, it may 1o either
* Liere or there”

“We do not z06 that the relator has
any al"erpative eft him but the sub-
mission to wha e no doabi reznapds
as a misanprohension of the law, both
an the part of the jastice and of this
court., Angd in that respeet he is in a

2imiilar ta many who
failed 1o ennvinee othoars of the
of their own views, or (o
bwecame convineced themselves p ftheir
falaey ™

In Mahoner v, State N. E. 151,
an attornev was fined $50 for savine
“T want ta see whether the eourt iz
i wani t) knayw whether
I am goinz tn be heard in rais case in
the interests of wmy clicnt »r no ™
and making other insolent statements.
In Redman v. State 28 Ind.. the judze
informed counsel that a question was
the attorney replied:
“If we cannof examine our witnesses
he ecan stand aside.” This lansnage
was deemed offensive and the court
prohibited that particular attorney |
from examining the next witness.

In Brown v. Brown IV Ind. 727. the,
lawyer was taxed with the cost of the
action for filing and reading a petition
for divorece which was
gross and indelicate. |

In McCormick v. Sheridan, 28 P 24,
78 Cal. “A petition for rehearing
stated that ‘how or why the honorable |
commission should have so efteetually |
and subatantially ignored and disre—‘
garded the uncontradicted testimony,
we de net know. It seems taat n@-i-l
ther the transeript mnor our briefs |
could have fallen under the commis-
sinners pbservation. A more disin-
zenious and misleading statement of |
the evidence conld not well be made.

have

-
=

unaecessarily |

ranted. The decision seems to us tol
be a traversity of the evidenee ™ Hald

disavowal of disrespectful intention.
A fine of $200 was imposed witn an al-|
ternative of serving in jail.

The Chief Justice apeaking for the
conrt in State v. Morrill. 16 Ark. 310
said: I

“If it was the general habit of the
eommuity o denounes, sdesrade. anrd
disrezard the decisioms and indements
of the conrts nno man of self-respoe:
and just pride of renuta im wound re-

=1

main upon the pench. and such only
wonld beeome -up ministers of the
law as were insensilile o defamation

and contemnt But happily for the

est of showing anv disrespeet o | zood order of soci nen, an espec-
the court, It was held that this conld ! iqliv *he peopie of this ecuniry
ot avail or relieve him and it was | zeperally no=ed 1o respeet  and
said: a n the decisions of the tribunals
“The law impuies gn intent tao ac vinml hy Zover 1 the ™=
eomplish the nararal resalt of one’'s | mon arhiters S 3nt
acrs, and, when those aets are o wi « j=nlat n vinl
nmirs NATETe, w1 not { tion o o ) = nf hiume
g R | stieh in plhication the denial natir 3t rilt Inw and
3 0 No ons owonld his | arder. wontan atrtemnt tn abstruet
i ra wronginl rritsii- i nrs f puhlie jnstice by disre-
n 5] " siffice to reales » tine lizpresneet for
ror from i i1 11 t= Lridvnn CVOry
I5 MIenses"" nnint them ont as
In an apniication for s anlyi s for legzal animadvor-
heas cornus srowing one of ths i siomn.
Justice 1Harlan, vking for the S A court must naturally Inok first to
reme conrt of the Unired States &a an enlichtencd and eonss ve har
“We have seon that it is a settled vl a hich =i
doctrine the jurisprudence hoth of o and deep
England and of this country, never ev alwa of
supnscd te he in econfliet with the ! *he ma 4y of
erty of the rcitizens, that for direes et for i's opinions.”
eontempt committed in the face of n [omers v, Torrov. 5 Paise (°h ‘:-‘
e ecourt, at least ong of superic: -_'-\“\'1-.,_ D. 411, it was held that the at-|
mrisdiction, the offender may in tornevw ho pit his hand to seandalons |
liseretion. he instantly, apnrehendoed

and immediately imprisoned, without
trinal or issne, amd without other proot
than its actual knowledze of what oe- |
~urred: and that according to an un
broken chain of authori..es reachine

| hark to the earliest times, sueh pow-

or. altnough arbirary in itz mnature |
ind liable to abuse, is ahsolutelv es- |
sential to the »ratactisn  of ihe
comrtg in the discharge of their tune-
‘ions. Withont it _ndeiial tribunals
wonld be at the iz-cy of the disor-
derly and violent, who respect neither

[l
s

and impertinent matter steod against |
the

comnaainant and one nnt A ;1'-31“,‘-‘ |
tn the suit is lianle to the censure of
the eourt and echargaable with the |

cost 6f the nroceedines to have it ex-
punzed from the record.

In State v. Grailhe, 1 La. Am. 183,
the econrt held that it conld not con-
sistently with its duty receive a brief
expressed in disrespectful langunage.

‘ and ordered the elerk 1o take it from

the files.
Referring to the rizhts of eoniyis to

i g fi o » et ’ i
filel in effect accusing the court of | punish for contempt. Blackford, J.. in

Strfa v Tirn'~a. 1 Blackf. 1us, said:
“This great puwer is entrusted .»

| functions of a grand jury. or attempt

Y fizspe

'i‘i'.\.'illwu-'[q

|
Total expenditures, 1905

of Februmary.

thess tribumals of #us:.:: or the sup-
port and prese:vatiuvz of their respee-
taoility and independence; it has ex-
isted from the eac... - v=+-isi1 tz which
the annala of fuci.armd2a~e egtend:
and, except in a tew cases of pnarly vio-
lence, it has been sanctioned and es-
tablished by the exparience of zpges.”
Lord Mayor of London's case, 5 Wil-
soL, 188; opinion o. Kent, ¢ J. in
the case of Yates, 4 Johns, 317: John-
son v. The Commonwealth 1 Bibt 508, |

At page 206 of Weeks on .-xtmrm\_vs_'
24 edition it .s said:

“Language may be contemptuous,
w..cther written or spoken: and if in
the presence of the court, notice is |

,not essential before punishment. and

scandalous and insnlting matter in a |
petition for rehearing is egnivalent |
to the eommission ia open court of an
act constituting a contempt. When
the langmage is capable of explana-
tion, and is expained, the procesdings
must be discontinued: but where it |
is cffensive and insulting per se, the |
disavowal of an intention to commit |
a contempt may tend to excise, bnt
cannot justify ihe get. From an anen,
nouorous and pirbiie insult to a court
for which an atiorney eontormasionsiy
refused in any way to atone, he wae |
fined for confemn!. and his authority
o practice revoked.” -

Oiher anthoritics in line with 11
we have mentionod eltedd in
note to re Cory. 10 Fed, 6832, and

are

Cye. b, 20, where it iz said t
contempt may be committed by in-
gt in nleadines, briefs, marione,
e iz petitione far rehearine or
1 h papers filed in econrt josyliinge
rocontamnpin lansuace, roffocti
on the inte of the court,

By using the lanenpon

stated resnondent became cuilty of a

tinnahl,

couRtenim YAt o const i of
s r8n exen 7 His
claimor of =wn P ntiong Sy
Heet 10 the eourt mav paliiate  pat
gannoy justlly g charge sulilah ncae
any axplanalion caunst he consirues
otherwisp than as refleel ng an the in-
foHzenee and motives of 13 conrt

and which eould searcely have lieon
made for any other purpose un! T
mripy improperly influenee ocur
decision ’
As have attorjevs have !
h("‘p :‘:!"-'#""'!\_ I‘"E'.E"“.“'! f‘.r
Sunge instances
rehensinl n
vowal in onen eourt
od not to impose a penalty so harsh
az disbharment or suspensien from
praciiee. or fine or imprisonment

SR

1ates o

wo s0on,

T ousing ian-
in YT"'!"‘.‘— nt 20 ran
disa-

we hiave conclnd-

~

it

!'!
view of the

Nor do we forze® that an proseribi. =
cast the missonlaes of attormews
litizants onght voat to Ye punishea or
prevenied from maintamninz in the
case all patitions, pleadinea, and pa-
pers eszential to the nresorvation and

! erforcement of thawr rizhts.

It is ordered that the offensive pet- |
liion be stricken from tha files. that
respondent stand reprimanded and
warned, and tnat he pay the costs of
this proceeding.
an atrempt to shield its receiver and
his attorneys from an investization
of charges of gross misconduet in of-
fice and containing the statemenrt | hat
“"Wa must decline to assuma the

to perform the duty of the court in
invesiigating the cnduct of its offi-|
cers, “was held to be contemptuous.
211 P. 59,

In re Terry, 38 Fed. 419 an extrame
caze, for charging the court with hav-
Court deemed the language contempt-
uous, the said language be stricken
out of his petition,

Respondent not only ceatended and
said that he had no intention to he
disrespectful or contemptuous. hut he
also earnestly contended thar the lan-l

: | gnage charged against him and which
It is substantialy untrue and unwar-|ing was based, was, in my npinIon.|G€'09r‘al fund ..

contemptuous: and moved that if the;
he admitted naving used was not dis-i

that counsel drafting the petition was oath to ‘faithfully discharge the dn-
G. F. WARREN, A. T. & S. F. RY. | 2uilty of contempt committea in the |ties of am attormev and councelcy " | Co.
I face of the court, nofwithstanding a Surely sucn a course as was taken in| Co

this case
that dutv.

is mot in compliance w.
In Friedlander v. Snmner|

G. & S. M. Co.. 61 val. 117. The court
said*
“If unfortunately counsel in anv

caze shall ever so far foresat Limseif!
as willfully to employ langauge mani-
festiv disrespeetful to the judze af the
superior eourt—a thing not to he an-
ticipated—we <hall deem our dury
tes treat such condnet as a contemnt ot
this cour:, and to procesd
Iv: and the hriefs of the
ordeted to be stricien from the files”

In 1. S, v. Lare Corporation

it

arcording.|

CaA=t Wor
1

Churel of Jesus Theist of Later Taz
Sairts. lanzuage used in the petition
warned, and hat he pay the costs of

- —— Y [ p———

ANNUAL STATEMENT

Of The Ccntinental Casualty Company

Of Hammond Indiana.
GGeneral ¢, Chirazo, 1ills
Capiral (paid Bp) .....s S G 00N 59
BRLE e esin sk LI0R 611 28
dahilities, exclusive of eapi-
tal and net sorplus .. 1,157.641 0/
Income |
PIominms i uiaiesaaas 2. 129749 €1
Mher sonrees . ... ..., 30476 T

Total income, 1905 .. ...

Expenditures

= S #5400 B

2.160.226 Jn

ODther expenditures

Business 1905

Rizks wriften ..... binim # aim e none

Promiums e oot e 2633875 =1 |

Losses incurred ........ 1.009,614 S1 |
Nevada Business

Risks written ........... none |

Preminms received .. ... 20,025 56

Tosses paid ............ Ra4d o

Losses ineurred ..... ... R34 His
A. A, SMITH., Secrotary.
—_— s ——

The Sierra Nevada mininz ecompany
received $2.722.67 Trom leasers opar-

ating on Cedar Hill during the mon*h

SPeciAL EXCURSION FROM SAN
FRANCISCO TO CITY OF MEXICq
AND RETURN. DECEMBER 16th,
1906. .
A select party is being organized Ly
the Scuthern Pacific to leave San
Francisco for Mexico City, Decembar
16th, 1905. Train will contain flas
vestibule sleepers and dining car, all
the way on going trip. Time limit
will be sixty days, enabling excursion-
ists to make side trips from City .t
Mexico to points of interest. On re-
turn trip, stopovers will be allowed at
poinls on the main lines of Mexican
Central, Santa Fe or Southern Parni.
fic. An excursion manager will be in
charge and make all arrangements,
Rourd trip rate from San Franciscs
$80.00.

Pullman berth rate to City of Mex-
ico, $12.00,

For further information address 'ne
furmation Bureau, 13 Market streat,
San Francisco Cal,
Sve -
Libera! Ciier.

I beg to advise my pairons that the
price of recerds (eithoar Vietor

ol dise
or Columbial, to

ake eiect immes
diately, will be as follows untl fuge
ther notice:

Ten inch disks formerly 70 ceats
will be sold for 60 cents.

Seven inch records formerly 50e,
now Ije. Take advantagze of this ofe
fer. C. W. FRIEND.

—— N ———

Nntice to Hur tetrs,

Notice != hereby glven that anw

o
-

person found hunting without a permit
on the premises owned by Theodo-a
Winters, will be prosecuted. A ln-
ited number of permits vill be sold
at $5 for the season or 50 cents for
ona day.

— > —

OFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR

To the Honorable, the Board of Coupy
ty Commissioners, Gentlemen:

In compliance with the law, §
herewitl subwii my quarterly res
port showing reeeipts and dishurses

ments of Ormsby County, during
the quarter ending Dec, 30, 1905,
Quarterly Report.
Ormsby County, Nevada.
Balance in County Treasury at
end of last quarter ......30108 775§

County liconse .....ovevean.. (39 15
Caming license ............ 1057 30
Ligquor license .......... ... 282 00
Fees of Co. officers ..... ...527 05'

Ftoes in Justice Court .....125
Rent of Co. biuliding ......302

g8

2nd. Inst taxes ....... «....103 43%
Slot machine licensea ...... 282 00
8. A. apportionment school

MONeY ....vvusnn creeens D424 48
Deliquent taxes ............181 49
Cigarette license ........ ....42 30
Douglas Co., road work ....1% 08

heep W, Bowen +..vvvvveen..45
Keep C. B. Hall ............15

Total 4,213 59%
Recapitulation
April 1st,, 06. Balance cash on
MABE ool $31277 17%
State fund ..... casseansnmaa TR TSEE
cieseseaea.. 4212 2885

Salary fund ...............736 6¢
Co. schoo]l fund .....ccovenmsns 47 69
school fund Dist. 1 ....10158 481§
. school fund Dist. 2 ...... 189 14
Co. shool fund Dist. 3 .......277 61%
Co. school fund Dist, & , ....212 77
State school Tund Dist, 1 L2859 85
State school fund Dist. 2 . 2164 I8
State school fund Dist. 3 ....433 78
Agl. Assn fund A, ........... H8G 12ty
Azl Assn, fund B. ..ivieninns N2 1614
Azl. Assn. fund Spel. ...... 1629 54

Co. school fund Dist.1 Spel 20

gLl

Co, sehool fund Dist 1 library

......................... 108 10
Co sehool fund IDist. 3 library
............................ 6 50
Co, schoo] fund Dist. 4 librar
Tota $21277 179
L ROVA X y
warmn o4
Disbursements
General o a7
Sala { D e e e Ay 00
| € ( UL 1]
L hool fund | 258 65
| Cou schonl fund st 2 o 173 10
Co school fund Dist. & Joiiees 19 85
' vhool | b - 122 .00
=LAt cho 1 2611 69
5141 { { 2 J o oo
&0 Pist 3 .....120 00
State sehool tond Dist 4 ...... 110 00
(o, s« ) fund s icenseases.060:00
o hool fund Spel building
.................... G177 50
I'otal 16506 42
Recapitulation
Cash in Treasury January 1, 1996
....................... 29108 77%
Receipts from January Ist to
March alst 1908 ........ 0104 813

Disbursements from January st
to March 31st 1904 16916 42
Balance cash in Co. Treasury
April 1st 1906
H. DIETERICH
County Auditor

T




