s chas e

THE MORNING APPEAL CARSO

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE |
STATE OF NEVADA

in the matter of Alfred Chartz, Esq., !
for Contempt
DECISION |

Respondent was eommanded to
show cause whw he should not he
adjudged guilty of contempt tor bav-
inz, an arttorney of re 1 in ths
maticr of the application of Peter Kair
for a Writ of Rabeas Corpuz filed in
thig court a petition 1or rehearing i
which ha made of the followin ¢
atatement: )

“In my opinion, the decisions faver-
imz the power of the State to limit the
hours of labor, on the ground of the
police power of the State | are a'l
ssrong, and writien by men who have
mever performed manual labor. or oy
wnoliticians and for polities, They 1o
mov know what they wrote abhout.”

Respondent apeared in response to
the eitation, filed a brief and made an
extondod arlldress to the Court in
which he took the position that the

as eor o

Hn=e

I court
taining to the pertineat facta, the rea

recanle in the case and he far overstep:

his brief or arzum@nt is to assist tus
in ascertaining the truth per

aTect of decisions and the law appli
the bhounds of proiessional conduc.

when he reports to nLsrepresentation
false charges or vilification,

: ]

He mav ally present, disenss ang |
arene the evidence and the law and |
freely indicate wherein he beuc, os

that decisions and rulings are wrong or
crroneons, but this he may do with
aur offectnally making bald aecusa-
iions agairnst the motives and intelli- |
gence of the court, or beire diseour-
teous or resorting to abuse which is
not argument nor convineing to rea-
soning minds.  If respondent has no
respect for the justices, he ought to
have enough rezard for his position
at the bar 1o refrain from attacting
the tribunal of which he is a mem-
ber, and which the people, through |
the Constitution and by genoral econ- |
sent have made the final intern-eter |
of the laws which ne, as an officer

words in question were not contempi- |0f the court, has sworn to u[ilmldi
jouz: disavowed any intention to eco.u- 200 " otect, |
mit a contempi of court; and, further These dutiss are so plain that anv |
thar if the langauge was by the court  departure from rhem by a member
ieemed to be ohjectionable. he a[mT'.-' of the bar would seem to be willful
i, el for ils and asked that the and intentional miseonduet.
ga p bhe sivichen {ron the ps-r tion. The power of courts to :punish for
In considering the foregoins state- contempt and to maintain dignity in !

meont it is proper to note that in the
briefs filed by Respondent upon th:
hearing of the case in the first “n
atance. he used language of similar
import which this court did not taize
cognizance of, attributing its s.e 0
aver zealousness upon the part ol
counsel, bt wonich was of such a 0"
ture that the Attorney General in his
reply orief referred to o as insinuat-
inz that the Legislature in enacting
anid this court in sustaining the law
were being “impelled or econtrolled by
some mythical political influence or
fear., which exists onlv in the pyro
tortnie imisinatinn of eongel ™

Alsy, and its condition at
the time tue objecuonable langange
waz used, should be taken Into eonsid-
sra‘ion. The proceeding, in  whizh
#hiz petition was filed., had been
brought to test the cnstitutionality
of a section of an Act of the Legisla-
ture limiting labor to ¢'zht hours per
day in smelters and other ore redne-!
tion works, except in cases of emer-
gency where life or properiy is in
imminant danger. Stat, 19063, p. 37,
This Aet had passed the Legislature
aimost unanimously and had receiv-
ad the Governor's approval. At tne
time of filing the petition, respond n:
was aware that the court nre.
viously sustained the validity of th =

the case

had

enactment as limiting the hours «f
labor in underground mines, Re
Boyece, 27 Nev. 327, 75 P. L, 65 L. R.

A. 47, and in mills for the reduction
of ores, Re Kair 28 Nev. .80 P. 464,
and that similar statutes had been up-
held by the Supreme Court of Utan
and the Supreme Court of the United

States in the cases of State v. Holden, !

14 ["tah 71 and 86, 46 P. 757 and 1105,

"prov,

thelr proesedines is inherent and is
as « 1 as -courts are old. It is also
ded by statnte. By analogy we
the adjudirarions and penalities
tmposed in a few of the many cases

Hord Cottingham imprisoned Ed-
mund Lechimere Charlton a harrister
i member of the House of Com-
mons for sending a scandalous letter
tn ope of the masters of the court
and a committee from that body, after
an investigation. reported that in their
opinion his “eclaim to be discharged
from imprisonment hy reason of privi-

nola

legde of parhiameni ought noi to be
admitted.” 2 Miine and Craiz, 317.
When the case of People vs. Tweod

in New York came up a secend time

hefore the same judge. before the trial
commenecsd, the prisceoer’s eounsel pri-
vately handed to the jodee a letter

couched in respectivl langnzge, in

aich they stated substantially. that

their cllent feared. from tha circum-
stances of the former irial, that the
judge had conceived a mejudice,
azainst him. and that his mind was
not in the unbiased condition neces-
sary to afford an impartial trial, and
respectfully requested him to consid-
er whether he should net relinquish
the duty of presiding at the trial to
some other judge, at the zanse time
declaring 1hat no perscna! disrespect
wags intended toward the judge of the
conrt. The judge refained tha letter
and went on with the trial. At the
and of the trial °' e sentenced three

w

| of the writers to a fine of 8250 each.

'and publically reprimanded the oth-

ers. the junior eounsel, at the time eox-,

prmqlng the opinion that if such a
thing had been wone by them in Eng- |

land, they would have been “oxpellMl

37T L. R A 102 : 108: Hol ! from the bar within one hour” "The
Hardy 169 U. 8. 266, 18 Sup. Gt 3g3: | counsgl ey 5 T e protésted that
Short v. Mining Company, v Utah, 20, i thavy ntended =o' cortempt of |
57 P. 720. 45 L. R. A_ 602 and hv +he| COUrt ~ahd ° that ‘they felt and
Supreme Court of the State of Mis. [nfesdéd to jexpress .me disres

souri re Cantwell, 179 Mo. 245, 78 &, | pect for

W. 569. It may not be out of pl'a~a
here. also to note that the latter case

has since been affirmed by the § | eonecientiows Wiseharge cf' thi-r Butv.

preme Court of the United States. and
more recently the latter tribunal, ad-
herine to its opinion therein and in'
the Utah cases. has refused to infer-
fere with the decisions or this Co*
in re Kair. b et Th .

It would seem: ﬂletdore*vmﬁlﬁl
and proper, if not 3 necessary de- |
duction from the language In question,
when taken in connection with the
law of the cases as enunciated by
thig and other courts, that enunsel.
finding that the opinion'of the highest
court in the land was adverse instead
of favorable to his contentions, in that
it specifically affirmed the Utah de-

- 2 +3

' cOom

cigsicn in Hoiden wvs. Hardv, which
sustained the statute from which ours |
is copied. and that all thg courts nam-
ed were adverse lo tue views he ad- |
vocated. had rescrted to abuse of the |
Justices of this and other courts. and |
to imputa.ons of their motives.

The language quoted is tantamocunt
to the charge that this tribunal and |
the Supreme Courts of Utah, Missouri |
and of the United States and ine JIns-’
tices thereof who participated in the !
opinieps uphojdipg statutes limiting
the hgurs cof labor ip thines, ‘smelters
apd_other cre ‘reduction orks. wére
mis la-led by j lnce Br bue puti-
t.cal conslderst b

Taking the most " charitable vibw,
if counsel became so imbued and mis-
guided by his own ideas and concin-
slons that he honestly and eroneonsly

¢elved that we were controfled by

ce or-slhiiter motives Instead
of by law and jubticd in determining |
constitutional or other questions. and
that thege other comte snd indang
and the memberg of the legislature |
and Governor were guilty of the accu- |
sation he made wecause thev and wa
failed to follow the 'theories he ‘ad-
vocated, and that his oplnfons ought
to oulweigh and turn the scale against
the decisions of the four courts nam-
e including the highest in the land
with nineteen justices roncurring. |
nevertheless it was entirely inappro-|
priate to make the statement in brief.

If he really belleved or knew of
facts to sustgin the charge he made
he ought to have been aware that the
purpose of such a document is to en-
lighten the eourt in regard to the.
controlling facts and the law. and
convinee by argnment, and not to
abuse and vilifv, and that this conrt
is not endowed with nower tn hear
or determine charges impeaching its
Justices. On the otner hand If he
did not believe the accusation and
made it with a cesire to mislead. in-
timidate or swerve from duty the
Conrt in it wcecision. the statement
wonnld ba the more censurable. So
that taking eituer view. whether res-
spondent belieyed or disbellevad the

1

| courtesy and respectful treatment is

the, juﬂge but fhat their ac-

‘what they deemed” .3 v.al imsreata
of t.eir’ client and the fafthful “and’

The judge accepted the disclaimer cf
personal disres but' refuseq tn
believo, the aimer of inténtion to
mit a contempt and enforced the |
fines. ,11 Albany Law Jourul 408,
26 ‘Am R, 732,

- Por gonding to a d.atrict *m"zu nm
a-d«n-. letter .staring that °
ruling you hava made is directly ﬂm
trary to every principal of law, and
every body wnowe .. [ believe and it

! . L o such decision
i?u%qﬂa'na g‘ﬁre%rsid ‘in anv conrt,
weo practice in,”” an attorney was fine.
$50 and suspended from pracuics antil
the amount shouwia be paid. In. de-
livering the opinion of the Sup
Court of Kanses Iin Re rrior. 18
72. 26 Am., 747, Brewer J, sald:

“Upon this we remark.
nlace taat the langnage of this letter
fs very insulting. To say to a judge
that a certa.n rui.ng which he has®
made is contrary to every principle o1
law and that evervhody _nows ‘t ia
certainly a most severe imputation.

We remark, secondly, that an attor- |
ney is under special obligations to dbe
~congiderate and rdspectfnl in ris com-
duct dnd communications 16:a judge |
' He'ts an afficer of the éourt.'and it i
therefore his dutv fo uphold its honor .
and dignity. The indépendence of the !
profession carries with it the right |
freely to challenge, eriticise and-con-
demn all matters and thi»7<under re-|
view and In evidence. Bul with this |

privilege goes ‘the gorresponding obli- |.

&stion of eonsiant and_ res-
inect towari the trivunal fn which: the |
proceedings are pending. And the

fact that the tribunal i= an inferio~
one, and its rulings not final and with-
out ‘appeal, does not aiminish in the
slightest «dm this _gbligation of] ,
cqurtgsy and respeet.. A justice of
the neace hefore whom the most trif-
ling matier is being litigated is en-
titled to receive from every attorney
in the ease corteous and respectful
treatment. A fallure tn extend this

a failurve of dvty; and it mav bhe so
gross.a dereligtion as to warrant the
exercise of the nower to nunish for
contémpt.

It is so that in every case where a
judge decides for one party,, he de-
cides against another; and oftimes
hoth parties are before hand enuvallr
confident and sanguine. The disap-
pointment, therefore, is great, and it
is not in human nature that there
should be other than bitter feelimr
which often reaches to the fudge ae
the cause of the supposed wrpbng. A
‘ndee. therefore. ought to be_patient. |.
*nd tolerate evervining that jappears |
but the momentary outhrenh of di<
appointment. A eccond thought will

«olnous charge he made. such Tan-
guade Is unwerrantadq and contemp-
tious. The uuty of an attormey im

| renerally make a party ashamed of
such an outbresk. So a=n attorney
~cmetimes. thinking it & mark ef im-

1y,

" love

ln ar first i

P

. the eourt.

apendence, may become want to use
ontemptuous, angry or insulting ex-
ressions at every adverse ruling un-
Jd it become the court's elear duly

y check tbhe hahit hy the savere les-

n of a punisiwcent  for eontempt
The single insulting expression for

nich the eonrt nunisnes mav there-
ore seem to these knowing nothing o
he prior eonduet of the attorney, ana
looking only at the single remark, a

atter whirh might well he unnotie-
ed; and vet if all the conduct of the
tterney was Known, the duty of in-
arference and punis ment might he
‘I‘.‘"" ]
We remark finally, that while from |
he very nature of things the power
of a court to punish for contempt 15 |
1 vast power, and one which, in the
hands of a corrupt or unworthy judge
may be nsed tyrannically and unjnsi-
yet protection to individnals lies
the publicity of all judicial pro-
~ca. neg, and the appeal which may
Y made to the legislature for nro-
procesdings against sny jndge  who |
proves himself unworthy of the power
intrusted to him."

Where a contention aroze hetween
crunsel as to whether a witness had
not already answered a certain ques-
tiem, and the ecourt after hearing the
reporter’'s notes  read, decided  that
slia had answered it., whereupon one |
of the attorneye sprang to his foot
aud. turning to the court, sa..ua. in a
lead  tone and insulting  manper
She has not answered the question”

n

heid tha' the attorney was gnilty of
ccntempr regaraless of the guestion
v oother the decision of ¢ cour: wre<
rizht or wrong” Ruasell v. Circuit
Judge, 67 lowa, 102,

In Sears v. Starburd, 75 Cal. 81, 7
Am. St. 123. a brief refiocting moen |
the trial 1-||1Ln was stricken trom the

record in the Sapreme Court, becanse
it contained the following

“The conri. ot o 2 fllnezsg of his
for a cause, the pacui?s 1n it or
counsel, or from an overzealous
desire 1o adindicate all matters, points
arguniveonts and things.” conld not, with
anv degroe of propriety under the law
paf:'h and doctor up the ecause of the
plain. ffs, whic.. perhaps, the cara
lossness pf their counse! haa left in

thieir

suell A connition as to entitie them "‘1

no relief whatever ™
In reference to this language it was

| inn'had been taken in: fuftherance of | case. <hall ever so far £3r¥st hKimseir

Salnts, ldtrgdudge” used mithe petition
!lod in: effect pepusing the court. of

an attempt tq shield its_receiyer and
his attorneys from an {fivestigation
of charges of gross mlsconduct in of-
fice and containing the statemsnt that
“We must decline o assume the
functions of a gnnd mry, or attempt
to perform the ‘duty of the court in
investigating the ¢onduet of ite offi-
cers, “was held to be contemptuous.
211 P, buy,

In re Terry, 36 Fed 419 an extmme
case, for charging the ecurt with hav-
ing véen bribea, resisting remaval
from the court room the marsha.
acting under an order from the bench
and nsing aousive langdage’ omne ' ot
‘the defendamts was sent to jail f-r

thirty days and the other for six
months. Judge erl who had mot
made any aeccusati against the

court{ sought relémse amfd to be purg-
el of the cojitempt hy.a sworn potit-
jon in which he alleged that ir the
tragsaction he did not have the slight-
est idea of showing any disrespect to
It was held that this eould
not avail or relieve him and it was
said:

“The law imputes an intent to ac
| camplish the natural result of one's
acts, and. when those acts are of al
_crimjpal pature, it will not accept,
against such implication the denial ot
“the transgrefsor. No one would be | ga
safe if.a denial or a wrongful or crimi-
nal intent would suffice to realese thes.gead
vinl;tor rrnm the punizhment due in
his offenses.”

In an application for a writ of ha-
bheas corpns growing out of that case.
Justice Harlan. speaking for the Su-
preme court of the United States =a’ 4

“We have seen that it is a %ettlod
'!ootr-nn,in the jurisprudence beth of
England “and of this country, never
suposed to be in conflict with the lib
erty of the citizens, that for direct
~ohtempt committed in the face of
the court, at least one of superior
jurisdiction, the offender may in its
liscretion, be instanily apprehended
"and immediatelv' imprisoned, without
trial or issue, and without other proot-
‘han its actual knowledge of what oc-
~ur-ed; and that according to an um-
| hroken chdin of authoriues reaching
\ark to the earliest times, such pow-

arb;trary ain its nature
-md Ilng:!é to abuse, is absblutely el
senfial ' to the protac-isa. of the

-tmrts in the discharge of their func-
fons. Without it .udeiial tribunals
wonld be at the mercy of the disor-
derly and violent, whe respect meither

, opinion w

| eourse of conduct,
| ble for

| avstematieally

 posit

I notarions
| highest

| |fr.\‘

| any

\ﬂtlfa v. Tinton, 1 Bll.ckf 1s6, spid:
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tne laws « for the vindieation fhese tribunals «f “usi.:c or (the sup- SPECIAL EXCURSION FROM SAM
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may tend 1o exense bt eannot jn tify | w e.her written or spoken: and if in Mexico to puims of interest. On re-

the act.
e cucle:

“Aqn attornev may unfit himeaif lI‘|
{he wartice «f his profession by th»
manner in which he conducts himself
in his intersourse with the couris, He
may be honest and ecapable, and yet
he mav so rorduct himself gz to ecniin-
ually interrunt the business of fthe |
courts in which he practices; or he |
mav by a svsiematic and eontinuous
render it impossi-

solf-respect and the respect of the
pithlic and at the same time permit
him to act as an officer and attorney.
An attorney who thus studiously and
attemapts to hring t!'-"l
tribunals of justice into publie con-;
tempt is an unfit person to hold the |
ion and ezercise the priviteges of
an cfficer of those tribanals.  An open
and pulyie insait (o the
judieial tribunal of the State |
which an attorpey contumaciomsty|
in any way to atone, may jus- |
refu=al of that tribunal
him in the future as one of

for
refises

the
recognive

'its officers.”

In re Cooper, 22 Vi, 242 the re-|
spondent was fine i for ironieally stat-
ing ta a ju=lice of the peace. "1 think
this magistrate wisger than *the Su-|
preme econrt” Redtield, C. J., said:

“The connsel must subimit m a jus-
tice ecovrt =g well as in this eourt,
and with the same formal respeet
howeser diffenit, 1t mavy 1o cilaer
hers or there.™

“Weo do no' ses that the rels ha

alternative ieft him bur the sub- |
mi=sicn to what ue no doubt regarids
az a mizapnrehension of the law. haoth
on the part of the justice and of this

| gionars ‘observation. ‘A more disin-
genious so¥:misleading statemegt

the avidence cold not well be mada.
[ It is sgbstantialy untrue and-unwer-

anted. The decisi seemg to us to
i e st pritoon

face of tha court.
disavowal of disrespectful intention.
; wita an ail-

A fine of $20¢ was im
tefuii!;e of qenﬂ?
(Chiet  Judtite e ing for the
enrt | in ;;te. -4 « 18 Ark. 310
uls I 3 At
flic’ wu the ea.anl.hn the
rommbity, fo dee Hd‘ de. ’?“1
dl g ﬂ!e
e m:ﬁ"d' of 41:" 1 re-
¥ St
mn’?m& dyd “such omly
wwﬂf becom nistera of the
Inw wers siHle to Aefamation

nily for the
good ord oty, men, an espec-
jatiy the peoﬂfﬂot hig country. are
genarallv disposed -, to, respert  and
abide the decllloni of the t:ibmnls
dined"hy e-rp ent a= the eom.
:i;n_ arblten% ‘their rights. Buf
wherk isetatéd lind s, In violal
tion of the betfariinst ntts of human
natute. and aisregardful of law and
order, wontanly attempt to obstruct
.m mum of nublic justice by disre-
and exciting dim-ﬂpeet for

and. cﬂntnm:} ut |

WSS

28 Am, D. 411, it was held thq.. the at-

torneys ho pufhis hand to seavdalois;
and impertinent mattér stodd agains
the comniatnant and one not a party
Ao the suit is liaole to the censure of
'the” ¢outrt and‘ ¢hargeable with: the
‘cost of the proceedings to have jt_ ex:
punged from the record.

. In State v. Grailhe, 1 La. Am. 183,
the court held that it could not ‘con-
sistently with its duty receive a brier
expressed’ in” disrsapectful - langnage.

From a parasraph in that | the presence

the couris to preserve their o

{fo A

it et g

of the court. notice

is

,noL essential before punishment. and |

secandalous and insulting matter in a
netition for relb. ‘ring equivalent
to the commission in open court of an
et constitutinz a contempt, When
the lanzuage is capable
ilen, atui is explained, the procerdines
must be discontinnaed: bhut where
is cffensive and insulting per =e,
iisavowal of an intention to commit
a contenipt may tend to exense, hut
annol jusiify the act. From an open
notorions and publie insanlt to a cour
for which an attorney contumaeionsly
refused in any way to atone, he was
fined for confempt, and his anthority
o nractice revoked.”

Other authorities in lins with thess

s

"""" nee and motives of the
amd which counld searecly have
maile for any other pnrn nninss
intimdddate or improperiy innnencs onur
decision,

Az we

1 3V

court
hean

03y o

]13\".'
eraly

RoOn,
punish

ntt

e

have
1211-

J.\Pnn‘-ﬁ

be using

Appeared and disclaimed
any ‘intemdon to' ba diarespectful or
contemptoous: and moved.that if the

uous, the said lamguage ba stricken

on& lded and
[ int-moa to be
nousa. but he

also urnutly ebuntended that the lan-
against him and which

he ld &r,\ usei waa n;: 11:.
last %: Lmuelhe was plain-
b_'“l

uty of courts in matters of
an unpleasant one

iﬁ 1 it. bpg Suways appeared
to. = il‘ myst Kometimes be
gl.q'!tor‘. I, eoncur jn

e concln-
'mnd in the er atated
g h» P*lnvﬂ of ‘Justicd “Talbot, to-
i% | onioﬁad that the offonsive pet-
Iﬂon be siricken from the files, that
reapondent -stand: reprimanded and
warn #nd ‘hat he pay the costs af
this proceeding.
. e

£ raal .
4 !WUAL STATEMENT

Fitzgerald, C. |

0! The Continental Casualty Company
Hammond Indiana.

ﬁa' A4 trituno s, evary| S Gegerdd, off) cago, Tilg,.
 good -t;; ?th them -out-as &Gﬁl (Mcal?: 300 800 10
pl'h’ﬂ@'f’ mmﬁr ﬂﬂmq T 1"“‘.‘"1 23
sion. I.il.bllltle- exclusive of capi-

A court must saturally look firat to “4 'et !I"Thll .. L1157.641 70
an enlightened and conservative bar. “Income
governed by a high sense of nrofes-| premiums ......... ceee 2128749 €4
sjonal ethics and deeplv semnsible,: a8 |Qther sources ....... D 20476 T4
they always are, of its necessity 10| Tota} jacome, 1905 ..... 2,160,226 b
b aid in the maintepance of public res-| =~ npon‘itures
pect for its opinlons.™ LoSSes  ........... ... 882804 N
“* 11 Semers: v. Torrey. 5 Paige. Ch, & vi L s 16,500 06

1.113.131 64
2.123.546 45

her expenditurea

.Tagu» e}*endliures 1506;-

“Business 1905

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

iU’ .. 2. R32875 o7
Losses incurred. ........ 1,009,644 §1
o 2ot ada Business
Rf; ks gv ........... " none
Prémiums ived ..... 20.625 36
Losses niltros'%d : £.544 50
Ln-seu imcurred ....... Wt B34 5
WL o A A BMITH, Secretary.

b snd oivered trp:eletie to take jt from,
the files.

Referring to the rights of ecourts to
punish for contemnt. Blaekford. J..

“This great power s emtrusfed te

1

s raceived $2.722.67 frem leasers epar-

o THE iy L]
The Sierra Nevada nlnll; company

ltlll o Cedar N#d lu'hc the meah
of Februnsy.

- N

of explapna |

Court deemed the language contempt- |

| turn trip, stopovers will be allowed at

the main lines of Mexican
|(_‘rf111r;1], santa Fe or Southern Pari-
fic. An excursion manager will be in
| charge and make all arrangements.
Round trip rate from San Francises
| $80.00,

Pullman berth rate to City of Mex-
$12.00.

For further information address ip-
formation Bureau,
Sam Francisco Cal.

Pl
Liberal Offer.
I beg to advise my patrons that tha

points on

it |
the |

e,

U143 Marker streat

CTl.

.z . Sl wice o 5 *Or( ithe § r
we have mentioned are cited in the | PCC _{1' disc rec r"]f* (either Victo
note to re Cary, 10 Fed. 632, and in  °F Coiumbial, to take effect imme-
(% CUye. r. 20, where it iz said that diately, will be as follows until fur
contempr may be committed bv in- ther notice:

SO tinge i Neadines, briefs. mation=.! < — =

_,__T" m‘] '!:1. s, = e Ten inech disks formerly 79 cea’s
argiments, petitions for rehearing or . . -

sther papers filed in court insulting | Wil be sold for €0 cents.
rocontempiuous language  refloctine Sever inch records formerly &§50e,
on (e integrity of the counrt now 25c¢. Take advantage of this of-

By asing the abisctionable languaze . A BTN

By using the objectionable langvazs ' gop, C. W. FRIEND.
statedd resnondent hecame gnilty of a

| contempt which ne construetion of B

lthe wo:ds can escuse or purge. Mis Notice te Hur etrs.
disciaiper of an in.entional disros- ! Noties 1= hereby given that anv
P o the court may palliate Wt | qaeenn found hunting without a permit
cannot vstify 2 charee whicrn 2nlep 0 ’ . =t ' Ti

on the premisze e 3

any explanation «&nnor ha constrped 00 WIS PTETEES 0 4 by: Thanen %
dhorwise than as relleco ng on the (n- SYiaiels, wii be prosecuted, A o

ited number of permits vill be sold
at 5 for the season or 50 cents for
one day.

—— A —

| OFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR
{To the Honorable, the Board of Cows.
ty Commissioners, Gentlemen:

¥ court And in that respest he iz In a | zuage in many instanrez nat s ¢ =l e CaXid
eaid in the opinion: | conditicn vey similar to manr “_,1_,, rehensible, but 1n view of tha Ates In compliance with the law,
“. ore iz a net intimation that 't L. : B e herawith submit my qguarterly res
. ere 18 have failed to ecanvinea othors of the  vowal in open court we have conclnd 2 < e \
the judege of a eonrt nelow did not iy o taws. Vi F S 2 port showing receipts and dishurse
! . y sorndness of their own views, or to|ed not to impose a penalty so harsh | ments of Crmshv County, during
aot irom proper motives. but from s] becams convineed themselves o ttheir as disbarment  or suspension  from | S ts af Crm _ Ly, “";_ i
lira of the parties or their ;-mu;-. ; | talacy.’ .IN'N'I"' or fing or imprisonmen | the QUAl B Caweas Dec. 30, 1995, .
o " ous reenrd wWhice i tm TE - n - - e
“i.i‘f;‘- ‘:‘lmrl!;ugm': lwa‘- the case. On| R Mahoney v. State, 7= N. B. 151.;  Nor do we forg>* that an' prascribi -«1 Quartetty Hensr .
T D e o e of | 20 Aftorney was fimed \$50 Cov ai\\ll‘li..'. Aga st che miscaniact of it rrucye Ormsby County, Nevada.
the comtrary. Qe a(‘ﬂf n compiam ot “1 want to 39\"‘ whother the eanr lit t weh . A o RECOiPtS- -
sOPTDS 14 g 10 have been enurely S Itigants on t noZ 1o Ny nizhen oy - g
o ’q,\.,. a1l v. Reese. 47 Cal. 2¢n | Fight or =ot 1 wani t» lnre “he 'h"l' prevented from raintanming in tye, Filed Feh 1, 1308 1
";'hf?h!"iﬂf‘th.f‘l“'ﬂfnr;\ contains a groun.-| | A™ 80INE to b heard in tajs case in [ cage all petitions, pleadines, and pa.; Balane in County Treasury at ;
less c. arge against the purity of mo- | the intereats of wmy choewt or no pers essentisl to tha pregesvaiion and, ©nd of lasi quarter... $40023 36
1;::, Dflth'-‘ )l-l.dﬂe‘ ¢y the ccn_l'r[' below ! and waking other In“nle‘n"l\‘ al'lm'\n;s ] erforcement of thaa ri zhts (.‘1'}111'[[}' i er. o S T01 05
. - i - = :rg = L} s IR o
This we tosard o- 5. Lrive hissch Gf! In Redman v. 8iate Ind., the jrdg { Tt ia ordered ther the offensive pet-|Gaming licenses ........... 1057 50
i Sl informed counsel that & question WaAs} oo te "o dokan fram the files 1hat, 1 ; g
|.professional propriety.” Bvery persom ), o Lo 4 the attorney replied: v n (ram tie fles. that|]iquor licenses ............. 310 20
on his admission to fhe bar takes an Pror aps | FESDONdent stand resrimanded and| . ¢ I — 531 46
th to ‘faithfully discharge the dn- “If we cannot examine our witnesses | warneds and taat he pay the costs of ee of Co, officers......... -
e v and couneeler - | Be can stand aside. This langnaee | Rent of county bldg......... 250 Oy §
ties of an attorney and councelss wad doomed: offeasive snd.the eourt this proceeding. o ountj g v i
. : . : a
| Surely sucu a course s wtal.s t:ken in | rohibited that particular attorney Taibot. J. POl TRAXBR <5 iivivrs skman e 6;0 #..
this case is not in complianCe Ww. - h t wit I cone 1sf. Instalment taxes...... 14024 21%
that duty. In Friedlander v sumner | frCm esamining the next witness. o :
et S M Co. 6l val 117. ke court| In Brown v. Brown IV Ind. 72/, the Norcross, J¢ Special school tax...,, JAT10 90
said: SRR A O o e font o C e— Siot machiic llcensa........282 08
i : Action- ing and reading a petition ) ; - :
If umfcrtunately counsel im amy Sew iy which. was unnecessarily 1,.:[“, MAtlér My concurremes is C'.galsclte l:ct::ses ..... 1' ..... 5;; :l:
as willfully to employ lahgauge ‘mani- | B7°98 and indelicate ﬂ?;‘; lpﬂd bty AN
feﬂt]y di'mmc““‘ tﬂ‘he j“ge Qf thf In lecmick '.'. sh“ﬂaﬂ, 49 pv 4. d & .nm m by the respon- Dﬁlinquent CAXEB. ..o ciunnn . .23 B._“
wuperior court—a thiag not to be an- | 75. Cal. “A° petition' for :relearing .::t in. h';‘eh"‘?‘:'m for & re-nearing| gala of horse ...............10 99 ?
; on-w e.contempt proceed- ' ‘ .
ticipated—we sh;l! dst-n; it cor rlur)lr :;;g‘;:mmﬂg l;':,’; :e;;::ﬁ:; ing was based, was, in my opinion,|Stle Of pumP........ TR
:gl:re:o‘u:?d;::nﬂ;l t';mls co:mp:n; and substantially ignored and disre- oontemptyous of this court; and. of Keep of W. Bowen........... 45 00
'Iy: 4nd the triets of the esse: wers SAriod tha nncontradicted testimony, TS should not have been used.!’ -Totat 61,077 363
ordeied to be sirickes. from the fies.”| We' do mot kmow. It sadme tast: nei- he' resporident uowsver. in response| ... Disbursements.
In U. 8 v. late C tion - of | ther -the transeripl ' nor. our - briefs | & the Seder.of the.eourt. to Show gigig fund ................ 6697 821
"Churel of Jesud Thviit¢f Latér Ty |cou'd bave fallen under the commis- ey, aapeed. ad Soemimes

General fund. ...,.....0-...2732 3%
Saldry fund ...............
Agl Asan. Bond Fund, Series

A 310000 ................250 &

Agl. Asen. Bond Fund, Series
B $100.00 veea.. 400 08

Co. School Fund. Dist. 1
Co. School fund, Dist. 2
Co. Schobol fund Dist. 3....... .30.70
Co Schoo! Fund Dist. 4......2¢4 80
State Scheol fund, Dist. 1..2608 68
State school fund, Dist 2...1640 88
State Schoo! fund, dist.3 ...120 o9
State School fund, Dist 4 ...165 08
Special building ..........5850 09
School library, No. 2.........

Total 21968 59Y%

Re pitulation.
Cash in Treasury October 1905

.. 40023 368%
1st to Dec
21054 004,
1at

i

se s s e s ane

151 I4

R e I

Receipts from Oct.

S0 AT e niivilailyisei &

Disbursements from Oct,

to Dec 30, 1905
Balonce cash in County Treas.

January 1, 194 89108 773

H. DIETERICH,
County Auditor,

e

Recapitulation
State fund ........... ceeaa.103 36
General fund .............0. THOLT 83,
Salary fund_ ......:.... ...27T25 78
Co. School fund ........... 3248 71
Co. Schood Dist, 1,. fund..7638 223
Co. School Dist, 2, fund..... 139 &4
Co. School Dist, 3, fund..... 19 2673
Co. School Dist. 3, fund.....425 a5
Btate School Dist. l fund...1608 &
State Schoel Dist. 2, fund.....77 51
State School Dist. 3, fnud. ..371 39
State School Dist. I, fund...271 3¢
State School Dist 4, fund...... 19 2%
Agl. Asan. Fund A......... 6860 8244
Agl. Assn Fund, B............ 26 369
Agl. Assn Fund Special...1918 &
Ce. School Dist. fund - special
e Ny SRRl AR E s e e, 13735 90y
Co. Schoel Dist. fund 1, library
R L P 1 T S0 L 108 44
Ce Schoel Dist. fund 3, library
L1005 v Shhintb it ke = o aiste . editiide . B FA
Ce. Schee! Dist. f!lld 4, linrary.
T sl ssmsasantdbeibosecsasrsl 18
Tetal wieg 7%
N B VAN

Gouaty Treasurar




