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l which would have left the title im
Il’ll.inult ag it mow standas. It was
mol mecessary to have these extra
In the Supreme Court of the State of | deeds and if they had been executed
Nevada. | they would mnot have varied the time
Appealed from 1st. Judicial District | for bringing su't and the initiation of
Court, Lyon County. the running of the statute which was
C. F. Fox, Plaintiff & Respondent.| controlled by the last bond and the
ve. date therein fixed and extended for

Mrs, Harriet Benard as executrix of | PAyYment and reconveyance.
e last will and testament of William  Piaintiff 15 fortsfied with a writing
M. Bernard, deceased, Mrs. Harsiet 107 &l thal is awarded him by the
Orth and J. C. Orth, Defendants and  2dsment and for more if the property

Appeilantu‘ is worth more.

®. E/ Mack and Geo. D. Pyne, Attys.| The loan and giving of the security
forrl'-lesporulent. = { which vary the unconditional terms
Sohn Lothrops and A. Chartz, for | Of 'h¢ deed. and which are shown
Appeliants. | ¥verbally, are facte favorable to ap-
A ! pellant which it would have been in-
cumbent upon her to prove if plaatiff

L i
I SUPREME COURT DECISION
! No. 1686

Decision

On February 18, 1893, the plaintif
lsaned $400 to Willlam Bernard, now
deceased, and 1o secure the payment
thereof he deeded to plaintiff on that
day the lands deseribed in the com-
plaint, and at the same time plamtit
executed to him a bona for a deed
whereby he agroed to reconvey the
property on or before February 18,
'1898_ provided that he was paid on Or
pefore thar date §i00, and o6
annually. On February S, 1884 plaint-
if loaned Bernard tno additional sum
of 3600 and accepled U5 SCCUrLy l'"'.
$100), ana deod  made
to plaintift ai the ume the S400 was
borrowed, and by
writing
Bernard

alsa

interval  a
releasp made  in
acknowledged and recorded,
all

then relieved him from

obligutions resulting from  the

bond ¢
made Tebruary 18, 15583, and there-
upon plaintiff cxecunted to Bernard a
new  bond, dated
conditioned that plaintif would make
and deliver a good and suflicient con-

the property to Beruoard,

February 8. 1806,

pi"(';\'il'ied Pliint®f wag paid $1000 on
or before Januvary 1, 1900 and alzo,
$°0 annually, and further provisioned
that if Bernard paid these amounts
and the taxes he would bLe entitled to
the use and possession of the premises
A receipt and the statement or aa]-r

had sued in ejectment for the prop-
erty and introduced the deed. The
bringing of the action four Years

| and four months after January 1, 1900,

the time fixed in the iast bond for
a4 reconveyance conditionad on pay-

ment, was no: too late.

It i also urged that suit was mot

begun within the*time required by
the the Probate Act
after the rejection of the e¢laim by
the exeecutrix. Whether th's is so is
unmarterinl for although she as exe-

provisions of

curtrix is named as a party defendant,
the allegations of the complaint and

the decrep may be comsidered 285 ' jptorest of €. H. Springmeyer. A1r '
runtiing against the property only. Potersen will pay all  outstandicz

No judgment for any deficiency after
sale or otherwise agdinst the estate
15 demanded or ziven by the decree,

which is directed only against the

_premises and plainiill’s rights to this

extent would not be curtailed nor

affected by failure to presenty a claim |
' 1¢ the execuirs, por by her rejection

fled,
mission to sue within
for commencing

of the elaim nor by his om-

the time pre-

sclibed actions on

! rejected claims against esiates of de

ceased persons, as is necessary when
it is desired to reach the assets of
the estate.

In Cookes V. Culberston, 9 Nev. 207,
as here, a deed was given as securty
for a loan which was not evidenced

fff had conveyed the property to Ber-

will be rewarded by leaving the same

" pard and taken » new deed from him,
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The Continental Will Pay Bill

New 1rork, April 27, 1906.
Hon Samuel ¢. Davis,
Dear Sir:—
Qur Vice-President, Mr. George
E, Klmne, is in San Francisco, where
he is looking after our interests and
organizing an adjusting bureau.
Based on information received, we
have to advise you as follows:
ke gross amount we have at r'sk
in the destroyed t(earthquke and fire)

district I8 ... cdaunnies s $2,669,000
From which deuct for liability

reinsured ...... LYo 743,000

| leeavinz net Ysability ...... $1.926,000

While this is a large sum, you wiil
sep from papers enclosed that it
counld be paid by the Continental with-
the Net Surplus of over

i
|
[ out regarding
! eight million
January, 1906 Statement.
If further information
please advise, and oblyze,
Yours very fruly,

is desired,

l

| Henry Evans, President.

\

—_—-
Dissolution of Partnership

The copartnership heretofore ex: 1-
ing under the style and name of P2 -
ersen and Springmeyer, in the City
of Carscn, County of Ormshy, nas
been dissole dby mu'unal consent. R
Petersen haing purchased the eatire

claims against said firm and will eJ!
leet all elaims due the firm.

coe — -——
Notice

ot e ey

A
had advanced the price of drugs since
he recent earthquake and fire in San
1
the report is without foundation and
abzolutely false in every particular.
F. J. Ste'nmetz.
—_—O

People You Like to Meet.

rimor having gone abont that |

1
Francisen, wish to state here that

the Sante Fo Route. First-class travel
iz attrarted to first class roads. The
Sante Fe Route is a first-class road.

would he at the meT>y of the disor-

derly and violent, who respect neither
| filed In effect accusing the court of
L]

B~ e

esaail

- 8-

S ——

e ——— e ———— ——————— et

—ﬁ.

| tne laws enficted for the vindication
,of public and private rights, nmor the
officers cua.ged w. the duty of ad-
ministering tuem.” 128 U. 8. 313.

In re Wooley i1 Kny. 95, .t was held
toat to incorpurate into a pu.tion for
rehearing the statement that *Your
wonors have rendered an unjust de-
cree,” and othe: in=ulting matter, is
to commit in open ecourt an act con-
stituting a contempt on the part of the
actorney; and _hat where the lan-
suage snoken or writien is of itselt
necessarily offensive, the disavowal ot
an intention to commit a contempt
may tend to excuse but cam\ut justify
the act. From a paragraph in that
vpinion we quote:

|
]

these tribumals of *us'.:: or the sup-
port and prese:vatiuvz of thelr respes-
tapility and independence; it has ex-
isted from the eac... % v:-inl te whith
the annuls of jucisgrud=n-e entend:
and, except in a tew ca=es of varty vio-
lence, it has been gauctioned and es-
tablished by the exp2tience of zges.”
Lord sayor of London’s case, 3 Wil
sou, 188; opinion o. Kent, ¢ J. in
the case of Yates, 4 Johng, 317: John-
son v. The Commonweéalth 1 Bibb 598,

At page 206 of Weeks on Attorneys,
24 edition it is sald:

“Language may be contemptuous,
w..echer written or spoken; and if in
the presence of the court, notice is
;not essential before punishment. and

" “An attorney may unfit himself for|scandalous and itsulting matter in a

the practiee of his prefession by the
manner in which he conduects himseif
in his intersourse with the courts. He
may be honest and capable, and yet

|petition for rehearing is equivalent
| to the commission in open court of an
act constituting a contempt. When
the langfiage is capable of explana-

&I"!CIAL EXCURSION FROM SAN
FRANCISCO TO CITY OF MEXICQ
AND RETURN. DECEMBER,16th,
1905.

A gelect party is being organized vy

he may sn conduct himself as to contin-| tien, and is explained, the proceedings
ually interrupt the business of the |must be discontinued; but where it
‘courts in which he practices; or he is offensive and insulting per se. the

dollars shown in our '

Are found on the througn trains of |

hut
From an ofen |

self-respeet and the respect of the |noilorious and publie insult to a court |

public and at the same time permit for which an attorney®contumaciously
him to act as an officer and attorney. refised in any way to atone, he was |

| An attorney who thas studionsly and |fined for contempt, and his authority |

systematically attempts to bring the
tribunals of justire
tempt is an unfit person to hold the
position and exereise the privilezes of
an ohicer of these tribunals. An open
notorions and  puliie insait to the
highest judieial tribunal of the State
for which an at!srney contumacionsly
refuses in any way to atone, may jus-
tifvy the refusai of that tribunal to
recoanize him in the future as one of
its ofiicors.”

In ro Cooper, Yt the re.
snondent was fined for irenicallv stat-
inz to a n:=tice of the peace, “1 think
this mazisirate wiser than the Sin-
L preme Hedfield, C. J., said:
[ “The sounsel musy submit 1 a jus-
“tice well as in th!
anil same formal
wwerer  diffienit, it may
Lhere or the re.."

“We do soe that the relator has
any ashernative @ft him bhut the sub-
mission ta what e no Jdonbt recards

32 6,

o

conrt ™

Cies =

- &8

writl tha

1

r"‘f:T"‘"-'h.

te wither

ot

as a mizapprehension of the law. hoth |

con the part of the iustice and of this
conrt. And in that respect he iz in a
condition vory similar many who
have failed to convince others of the
soundness of their own views, or 1o

o

falaey”

In Mahoney v. State, 72 N. E. 151,
an nttorney was fined $50 for saving
“l want to ses whether the court ¥z
| right or »ot 1§ wani ty knayw nhether
{ T am going to be heard in tais ease in

3 T ]
into pubiic con-|

court,

became convinced themselves o ftheir

to vractice revolied.” !

Other anthorities in line with thess
we have mentioned are elted in the
noete to re Cary, 10 Fed, 632, and in
4 Cye. 1. 20 where it is saiq that
contempt may be committed Ly In-

serting in pleadings, briefs, motions, |

the Southern Pacific to leave San
Francisco for Mexico City, Decembar
16th, 1905. Train will contain fins
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 ot
Mexico to points of interest. On ro-
turn trip, stopovers will be allowed at
points on the main lines of Mexican
Central, Santa Fe or Southern Paui
fic. An excursion manager will be im
charge and make all arrangements.

Round trip rate from San Francisca
$80.00.

Puliman berth rate to City of Mex

\
|

mat by a systematic and continuous|disavowal of an intention to commit | ico, $12.00.
course of conduet, render it impossi- |a contempt may tend to excuse,
i ble for the courts to preserve their | cannot justify the ael,

For furtber information address luoe
formation Bureau, 613 Market street,
an Francisco Cal.
OV
Liberal Offer.

I beg to advise my patrons that the
pries of dise records (either Vietor
r l‘niumhin;. to take effeect imime.
diately, will be as Tollows until fums

areuntents, petitions for rehearine or ther notice:
other papers filed in eourt inenlii#z1 Ten inch disks formerly 70 ceatg
or l‘;?i‘l‘:_'.‘1;‘-[lT!l"lll~= flan:um:n, reflecting | will be sold for 60 cents.
nn 1tns o r t | .
1 ne m P’-j””’ ';’ 1?1'_‘ r'rmr.‘ _ | Seven inch records tormerly &0e,
B¥ using the objectionabls lancuage e 3
staied respnondent became zuilty of a now S5e. Take advaniaze of this of-
contempt which no eonstruction ot €T C. W. FRRIEND.
the words can excuse or pires l!:_r:; —_— AN - — -
diselaimor of an imentional disres- ; t i
pect to the court may I'-’l' 1Ate L.up'. T N?hce to HUIT.\BtT'.
cannor Sustify a charee whirh under Notiea Is hn_-grf-l-,:,- given that ANnY

any explanation caunot he econstries
sothorwise than as reflect.nz on the in-
toligence and motives of the court,!
and which eon'd seareely have heen
mde for any other purposge unless to
intimidate or improperly nliuence our

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 35 for the =eason or 50 cents for

decision. luua day.
Az we have seen, attarncyvs have C —— - —
 been severely punishied for uzine lan- | OFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR

enage in many instances not so rop-1
rehensible, but in view of the disa-
vowal in open court we hove coneclud- |
ed mot to impose a penalty so harsh |
as disharment or susponsion  from |
 bractice. or fine or imprisonment

Nor do we forzer that on proseribl.=
acacst the missan e nf attrneve!
litizants ought pst ta he punishen or
prevent from maintwninz in the

port showing recei

i

Referring to the rights of courts to
punish for contempt, Blackford, J.. In
State v. Tip*~a, 1 Blackf. 166, said:

“This great Powar .is euntrusted »

‘received $2,722.67 frem leasers opar-
ating on Cedar Hill during the moa‘h
of Februawy.

SatraE s w -t
3 A

*

A

To the Honorable, the Board of Come
ty Commissioners, Gentlemen:
In compliance with the law, §§
herewith submit my quarterly re
pts and disburses
ments of Ormsby County, during
the quarter ending Dec, 30, 1905,
Quarterly Report.
Ormsby County, Nevada.
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