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THE MORNING APPEAL CARSON C

f
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA

in the matter of Alfred Chariz., Esq,
for Contempt

DECISION

Respondent Wi commanded
ghow CRusg " houldd not ha
adjud d £1 1 r ha
ing, as in tie
matter of the app Kair
for a Wit of HMaban 1= filed M
this court a petition ‘ehearing in
which he made use of the following
atatem 3

“In my opinion, the decisions favor-
ing the puwer of the State to limit tlie
homrs of labor, on the ground of the
police power of the State , are a'l
esrong,. and written by men who have

never performed manual labor. or oy
politicilans and for polities. They 1o
aor know whit they wrote about.”
Resnondent apeared in response to
the citation. filed a brici and made an
extendad address the Court in
which he took the ion that the
words in ﬂ'l"!‘“i”l'l were not contemiupi-
jome: disavowed any intention to com-
mit a contempt of eourt; and, further
that if the langauge was by the court

184 ]

DSl

the

Lot

Tis brief or argument iz to assist tae
court in ascertaining the truth per
raining to the pertinent facts, the rea
oTeet of decisions and the law appli
caule in the case, and ne far oversrep:

botmds of professional  conduet
when he reports (o nnsrepresentation
false charges or yvilifieation
Hie may iy prosent, discuss ane
argne the videnee and the law and !
freciy udicales wherein he peac. 8

that deecisions and rulings are wrong or
erroneocus, bt thus he may Jdo with-
effectually making ba!l! aceusa-
AsAin -t motives and intelli-
of 'he court, or beinT disecour
teons or resorting to "abuse which is
nor argumen! nor convineing to rea-
soning minds., If respondent has no
respect
have enough regzard for his
at the bar to refrain from. attacting
the tribunal of which he is a mem-
her, and which the people. through
the Constitution and by gencral econ.
sent have made the final interpreter
of the laws which ne, as an officer
of the court, has sworn to
and protect.

Thesp duties are so

tions

FONee

Lhe

=:n that anv
iepartire from them bhe a member
of the bhar wonld

for the justices, he onght to |
position |

nphoid !

ependence, may hecome want to use
ontempinous, angry or insalting ox-
ressions at every adverze ruline un-
d it become the court's elear duy
y cheek the hanit by the gevere les.
m of a wunisniment tor eontemm
I'he single insuting expression for
Fomely tup iy panistes may thers
' ore secm 1o those know ing nothing
e prior condue: of the attornay, ana
i looking ouly at the single remark, a
atter which might wall ha ugnotic-
ed; and vet if all the conduct of the
torney was known. the duty of n-
erference and punis ment might be
lear
We remark finally, that while from
he very nature of things the power
| of a court to punish for contempt is
a vast power, and one which, in the
hands of a corrupt or unworthy judee
may be used tyvrannically and unjust-
1y, vet protection 1o individuals lies
‘n the publicity of all judicial pro-
ceon ngs, and the appeal which may
he made to the legislature for nro-
procesdings against any judge whe
proves himse!f nnworthy of the power
“intrusted to him.”
Where a contention arose between
counsel as to whether a wirness had
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tne luw- S

]
for the vindieation

these trikunalss of ust *> or the <up

of pabla rivale rights. nor the port and nresensvatian of “heip g,
officers ¢ the duty of ad-tavil.iv and independence: i1 hs x
minister em” 128 U, S, 3113 fgted from the ea- sl ahiey

Inre Wa o L1 Bmv, Y5, .1 wos held | the annu!s of jucisoarvdsace opriend, |
t.at to ine p rate into a po _tim for ! and, except in a tow cacis  f 14
rehearing atement that * Yoor | l2ence it bas boen sancetiomed
| wOmers ho enderod an wnineg de-, tablished by the sxpeacnce s
erec,” and othe insalting matter, 15| Lord Mayor of London’s cas
o cromm'l in en oot an set pepn- (SO0, 188 oninion o, Kent !
stituting a contempt on the nari of the | the case of Yo 4 Johns, 317 Iy
aitorney: and  har where  the lap-|son v. The Commonwenlhh 1 Bihh
guars snoken or wrilien is of irsely ) At nage 2065 of Weeks on At S
necezsarily offensive, the disavowal o* ;:‘! edition it 4= said:
an intention to commit a contoemnt | rl.a“_&!'l:ﬂ'.fi‘ may be eontemnia =

doosaed to be ohjectionable. be apoli- seem to be willilul  por already answered a ecoriain ques-
w . nd fo its v:xe gnrd asked that the and intentional miscondnet S tion. and the court after hearing the
gAT ke sirichon from the petition ' The nower nf coyris (o opunish for  peporter's notes  read, decided that
In considering the foregoins state., contempl and to maintain dignitv in' =i had answersd it. wherenpon one
ment it is proper to note that fn the' iweir proceedings is inherent and is ¢f the attorneys sptang to his T-'-".
Briefs filed hy Respondent upon th2 as old as ccourts are old. It iz also znd, turning to the comrt, sa.. in A
hioarine of the case in the first -n  rovided by statute. By analogy we g4 tone  and insuiting  manner:
Stane 1 he used language of similar Note the adjudications and penalties She has not answered the question”
imnort which this court did not tage imposed in a few of the many eases  polj that the attorney was guilty of
engnizance of, attribnting its sse 10 ord Cottingham  imprisoned E4-° o niemnt resaraless of the gnestion
ever zealousness upon the part ol mund Lechmere Charlton a barristoer woether the deeision of e eonr! was
eonnsel, hut waich was of sueh a no- and member of the Houvse of Com- priehr or wrone®™ Russell v, Cirenit
ture that the Attorney General in his mons for sending a scandalons letier JYudea 67 lowa, 102,
reply orief referred to 1 as insinuar- o one of the masters of the court In Sears v, Starbird, 75 Cal. M, 7
fnz that the Legislature in enactinz  27d a committee from that body, after Am. St 1:3. a brief reflecting npod
and this eourt in sustaining the law @n investization. reported that in their e tria? indee was stricken 1rom the
were being “impelled or controlled e ninion his “claim to be discharesd roosapd in the Supreme Court, hecanse

some mythical political influence e
foar, whirh exists oniv in nyIro-

tarhnip jmicinarinn

the
uf ropsel’

xd its condition ot
the time the ohjecuonable langauge
was nsed. should he taken into eonsid-
eration. The proecesding, in  which
thi=s petition was had been
brought to test the < mnstitulionality
of a zection of an Act of the Legisia-
ture limiting labor to eight hours per

Also. the case
2]

filed,

day in smelters and other ore redne-
tion works, exeept in cases of emer-
geney where life or property is in
imminant danger. Stat. 193, n. 37
This Act had passed the Legislature
almost nnanimously and had reeceiv-

ad the Governor’s approval. At the
time of filing the petition, respond n:
was aware that the court nro.
viously sustained the validity of th a
enactment as limiting the hours «f

had

lahor in underground mines. Re!
Boyee, 27 Nev, 327, 75 P. I, 65 L. R.

A. 47, and in mills for the reduection
of ores, Re Kair 28 Nev. 80 P. 4/%.°
and that similar statutes had been up-
held by the Supreme Court of Ttan |
and the Supreme Court of the United
States in the case; of State v. Holden,
14 TTtah 71 and 86, 46 P. 757 and 1105,
37 L. R. A. 103 and 108: Holden v |
Hardy 169 U. S. 366, IS Sup. Ct, 382:
Short v. Mining Company. & UUtah, 20, |
5T PLT20, 45 L. R. A, 603, and by the|
Supreme Court of the State of Mis- !
souri re Cantwell, 119 Mo. 245, 78 N, |
N, 568. It mav not be out of nla '--11
hPre, also to note that the latter case |
has €ince been affirmed hy the €
preme £cnurt of the United States. and |
more recently the latter tribunal. ad- |
hering to its opinion therein and in'!
the TUtah cases, has refused to inter-
fere with the decisions of this Co-
in re Kair.

It would seem therefore, a natural
and proper, if not a necessarv de-
duction frem the languaege in qrestion,
when taken in ennnection with the !
law pf the ecases as ennneiated hy
thizs an ofher courts, that eounsel,
finding that the opinion of the highest
comrt in the land was adverse instead
~f faverable to bis contention=, in that
it snecifically affirmed the 1"tah de-
ciginn in Houwlen vs, Hardv. which
=istained the statute from which ours
is eopied, and that all the eourts nam-
ol were adverse to toe views he ad-
vaocated, bad resorted to abuse of the
Justices of this and other eourts, and
tn imputa.ons of their motives,

The language auoted is tsntamennt
tn the charge that this trihpne] and
the Snnreme Courts of Mah, Missourt
and of the United Statec and as Ins-
tfees thereof who particinat>d in the
npinicns upholding statutes limiting
the hours cf labor in mines smelters
and other cre raduction works. were
misguided bhv reno ance cor base poli- |
ntical considerations.

Takirg the most charitable virw,
if connsel hecame so imbued and mis-
enided by his own ideag and eonec'n-
cions that he honestly and eroneansly |
conceived that we were eontrolled bv |
ignorance or sinister motives instead |
of bv law and justice in determining |
constitutional or other questions. and |
that these other con-ta and indeeos
and ‘he members of the leeislatvure
and Governor were guilty of the accu- |
sation he made oecause they and we
failed to follow the theories he ad-
voceted, and that his opinfong onght
tn outweigh and turn the =cale against
the dec'siens of the four courts nam-
e” including the highest in the land
with nineteen justices conecurrine.
nevertheless it was entirely inappro-
priate to make the eta*~ment in brief.

If he really believed or knew of
facts to sustain the charge he made
he ought to have been aware that the
purpose of such a document is to en-

lichten the ecourt in regard to the
controlling facts and the law. and
convince by argument. and not to

abuse and vilifv. snd that this court
is not endowed with nower tro hear
or determine charges imneaching its
Justices. On the other shand if he
did not believe the sccusstion and
made it with a cesire to mislead, in-
timidate or swerve from duty the
Court In ite uecision. the statement
wonld be the more censvrable. So
that taking aitue- view. whether re.
spondent helieved or disbelieved the

1 nrofession
freely to challenge, criticise and con- |

from imprisonment by reason of privi-

legde of parliament ought not to he
admitted.” 2 Alilne and Craie, 217,
When the ease of People vs, Tweed

in New York came up a sacond time
hefore the same judge, hefara the trial
commeneced, the prisoner’s eounsel pri-
vately handed 1o the Iettar
conched in respectful language, in
w.aich they stated. substantially, that

judge a

their elient foared, from the ecirenm-
stances of the former trial, that the
jndze  had coneeived a  prejudice
azainst him. and that his mind was
rot in the unbiased condition neces-
sary to afford an impartial trial, and
respectfully reouested him to consid-
er whether he should not relinguish

the duts of vresiding ar the trial to
some other judge, at the same time
declaring that no personal disrespect
was intended toward the judge of the

court. The judge retained the letter
and went on with the trial. At the
end of the trial e sentenced three

of the writers to a fine of $250 each,
and publically reprimanded the oth-
ers, the junior counsel, at the tima ex.
pressing
thing had been «one by them in Eng-
land, they would have been “‘expelled

the opinion. that if such a

it eontaimed the following:
“The court. out o. a Milnesg of his
love for a ecauss, the paci i 2s 10 it or

their connsel, or from an nverzealouns
doegire to adindicare all matters.
arznments and things' with
any degree of peapriety nnder the law
patch and doctor up the ecansze of the
plain. s, whic perhaps, the
leszness of their eounsel haa
t.'.l![-1-_ a 1.'.1_.‘:.!11-,_“ as 1o entitle tnem
no relief whatever ™

In reference to this language it was
said in the opinion:

points

could not

1ofr in

T

“1.0re i8 A .net intimation thart |
the ndee of o conr: nelow did non
act from proper motives. bur from a

ltve of the parties ar their connse!
We see notning in tha reeord which
sugegoests thar such was the case. On
the conlrary, ¢ action complained of
spems 1o s 1o have heen entrely
proper:  See 511 v. Reese, 47 Cal. 240
The brief. therefore contains a groun.-
leas ¢ arge against the purity of mo-
tive of the judge i the eourt below
Thia we regard as a grave bhreach of
professiona! propriety. HEvery pergon
on his admission to the bar takes an
cath to ‘faithfully discharge the du-
ties of an attornev an:d councelor ™

from the bar within one hour” The ! Surely sucu a course as was taken in
counsel at the (ime protested that this case is not in compliance w. .
ther irtended no contemnpt of that duty. m Friedlander v. >umner
conrt and that they felt and' g & S. M. Co., 61 val. 117. The equrt
intended to express no disras-| gaid:

pect for the judge but that their ac-!

tion had been taken in furtherance of
what they deemed * Viwal intaracis
of L.eir client and the faithful and
conscientious discharge eof the r duty,
The judge acceptea_the disclaimer of
personal disrespect, bur refusea
believe the disclaimer of inteation to

jeommit a contempt and enforead the |
Albany Law Journal 408, |

fines. 11
26 Am. R. 752,

For sending to a d.strict frdza epot
ef court a letter staiing thar “The
rinling vou have made iz direct's fan-
trary to every principal of law, and
everv body snows _. ! helieve and it
is our desire that no =such
shall stand unreversed in anv ecnrr,
we practice in.” an attornev was fine,
$50 and suspenaed from pracuce unti!
the amount shouwmn be paid. In de-
livering *he oninion nf the Suprame
Court of Kansas in Re ¢rior, 18 Kan
72. 26 Am., 747, Brewer J, said:

“Upon this we remark. in ae firer

nlare tnar the lanenage of this létter |

is very insulting. To sayv to a judge
that a certa.n rut.ng which he has
made is contrary to every prineiple é.
law and that evervhedvy it e
certsinly a most severe imputation

We remark, secondiv, that an attor-
ney is under special obligations to be

. pPome

 ermsiderate and respectfu] in pis con-

duet and communications 1o a judge

He is an officer of the court. and it ir

therefore his dioty to uphold its honor
and dignity® The independence cf the
carries with it the right

demn all matters and things under re-
view and in evidence. Tt with this
privilege goes the corresponding obli-
gation of constant ecurtesy and res-
nect toward the triugnal in which the
proceedings are ‘pending™’ And the
fact that the tribunal iz an inferior
one, and Its rulings not final and with-
out appeal, does not aiminish in the
slightest degree this obligation ofi
courtesy and reapect.. A justice of
the peace before whom the most trif-

ling matter ie being ltigated is epn-!

titled to receive from everv attornev
in the case corteous and respectfu’
treatment, A failure to extend thir
courtesy and respectful treatment ie
a failure of dviy: and it mav he e
zross a dereliction as to warrant the
exercise of the power to nunish for
contempt.

It is so that in every case where 2
judge decides for one party., he de
cides against another; and oftimes
both mnarties are before hand eanallw
confident and sanguine. The disap-
pointment, therefere, is great, and it
J= met in human nature that there
should be other than bhitter feeline
which often reaches to the judge as
the cause of the supposed wrong. A
fudge. therefore. ought to b~ patient
and tnlerate evervining that anneare
but thes momentary outbreak of die
amointment. . A second thought wil’

.einous charge he made. such lan-
guade is nawarrgnted and contemn-
tious. . The cuty of an attorner In

generally make = party ashamed o
such sn outbreak. Sp em sttoraey
semetimes, thinkimg it & mark of in-

to !

decision |

“If unfortmnatelv counsel in amv
case shall ever so far forgst himsoit
as willfully to employ langauge m=mni-
festly disrespectful to the judge of the
superior court—a thing not to be an-
| ticipated—we shall deem it our duty
to treat such conduct as a contempt ol
Ithis court. and to proceed according-

lv; and the briefs of the case were
ordered to be stricken from the fites.™
| In U. s. v. Late Corporation of

Churcl of Jesus Thsisr of Later TCaz

Saints, language used in the petition
1ﬂlod in effeet accusing the court of
| an attempt to shield its receiver and
his attorneys from an investigation
of charges of gross misconduct in of-

, fice and contaiming the statement that

“We must decline to assume the
| funetions of a grand jury, or attempt
| to perform the duty of the court in
! jnvestigating the conauct of its offi-
) cers, “was held o be contempluous.
211 P. baw

In re Terry, 36 Fed. 419 an exireme
ase, for charging the ccurt with hav-
'ing oeen bribea. resisting remeoval
| from the court room by the marsha:
| acting under an order from the bench
| and using avusive language, one of
lthr- defenaants was sent to jail ""--
thirty days and the other for six
months, Judge -erry, who had not
| made any accusation against the
| court sought release and to be pure-
od of the contempt by a sworn petit-
| ion in which he alleged that in the
transaction he did not have the slight-
est idea of showing any disrespect to
the court. It was held that this could
| not avail or relieve him and it was

4 said:

|  ““The law imputes.an intent to ac-

complish the natural result of one's
| acts, and, when those acts are of a
i eriminal nature, it will not accept.

against such implication the danial ot
{ the transgressor. No one would be
| gafe if a denial or a wrongtul or crimi-

! nal intent would suffice to realese the
! violator from the punishment due in

his offenses.”

In an application for a writ of ha-
beas corpus growing out of that case,
Justice Harlan, speaking for the Su-
preme court of the United States said:

“We have seen that it is a settled
doctrine In the jurisprudence bhoth of
England and of this country. never
suposed to be in conflict with the lib-
erty of the citizens, that for direct
contempt committed in the face of
the court, at least one of superior
jurisdiction, the offender may in its
discretion. be instanily apprehended
and immediately imprisoned., without
trial or issue, and without other proof
than its actual knowledge of what oc-
curred: and that according to an un-
| broken chain of authorides reaching
.back to the earliest times, such pow-
er, altnough arbitrary in its nature
and liable to abuse, is absolutely es-
sential to the oaratacci>n of the
ecourts Iw the discharge of their fune-
tions, Without it ,udcilal tribunals
wonld he at the mercy of the disor-

derly and violeat, whe respect meither  “Thiy great power is emtrusted te of Feébruaw:

cATA- |

may tend tc oxcnse bt cannot justity

| w. . her written or spoken: and ¥ in

the act Prom a paragraph in that ! the presence of the court. notiee is
opinion we ounte: not «ssentiai before punishment. and

“An attornev may uniit himsalf for|scandalous and insolting mattor in a
the poactiop of hisz profession by the petition for rehearing is aonivalent

manner in which he conducts himself | to the commission in onen econrt of an

in his intersourse with the couris

he mav o o nituet higpealf ag to contine.
ually interrupt the business of the
courts in which he practices; or he |
may by a svatematic and econtinnous|

He |2t
may be honezt and capable, and vet |the langnage is

consiiiuting a contempt When
capable of explann
tien, and is explained, the procesdings
| must be diseontinued: hu: whore it
is effensive and
disavowal of an

m=sulting
intention

noe o
n =4

fey

Cthe

commit

course of conduet, render it impn-f-s!-‘a contempt mav tend to exeuse hur

ble for.the courts to preserve their |
self-respect and the respect of the
public and at the same time permit
him to act as an officer and attorney.
An attorney who thus studiousiy and |
systematically attempis to hring the |
tribunals of justice into puhlie con-|
tempt is an unfit person to hold the

cannot justify the aet From an open.
noetorious and publie insalt ta a econr
for which an attorney econtumacions!y
refused in any way to atone, he was
fined for eontempt. and his anthority
to practice revoked.” ‘

Oher autharitios in lina with 1hesa
we have mentioned are cited in the

position anid exercise the privileges of note to re Cary. 10 Fed 83, and in
an officer of those tribunals.  An open 8 Cye. b, 20, where it is said that
{ notorions and  pubiie insult  to the coniempt may be committed hy in.
hizhes: indiecinl tribunal of the Stae | sefting in pleadings, briefs, mgtion=.
for which an attorney confymacigusty [ arguments, petitions for volhoarine
T 7 1R0S |'n Aane wav fﬁ f‘!-ﬁﬂ"'. nl_n_)'. ‘.ﬂl.h.'. '].h".‘ Maners ﬁ""! m ¢conrt insnitine
tify the refusal of that tribunal 8 ed confemptuous languags, reflecting
rasnanize him in the fture as pne of ,on the integrity of the conrt
itz gfficers.” By using the obieciiimable naee
In re-Cooper, 22 Vi 262, the re- stated respondent hecame 2uilly of a
cnafitent was fined for ireniecally sfat- Jcontemp: which no consteaction of |
ine to & justics of the peacs, “I think [the wWo'ds cAn exens T opurge. Hos
thic mazistrate wiser than the Su.disel2imar of an In nnl disp
| preme eonrt ” Redfield, © T gaid: nect to the sourt mav pallinte 1t
© “The counsel must sdbmit tnoa jus  cannor jusiddy charae which
tien eonpt as woll as in thi=z ecounrsr, any explanation «aw e cons=tiryed
and with the same formal respeet rwise than as vellecr ne on thy
howoter diffiewit, it may  te withes telizence and motives of tha eourt
Meveior there ingd which could ecarcoly have been
“TWa do not =ce that tha relsd has YMade for any other prroose aniess 1o
| anyv al'orpative eff him bur the sub- | intimidate or improperis mnuence our
| mission to whar ¢e no doubt ro decision
as a mizapnrehension of the law. hoth Az we have sfen, attornevs b
on the part of the ustice and of thiz hepn severely punished for usine 1oy
L eourt And in that resneet he Is o a znage in many Insiances nor =a ron
condition very similar to mwany who | rehiensible, but 1n view of the disa-

| an

{

\

| have failed to econvinea athors of the

eoundnesa of their
hecame convinesd
falacy”

in Mahoney

ATTAarney was

OwWn vViews., or 1o

themselves o tthair
v. State, T2 N_ E. 151,
fined 250 for saving
“I want ¢o ges whather the econre iz
richt or wot | wanul s knyw swhether
I am gcing to be heard in tais ca=e in |
the interests of vy chopt »r na ™
and making other insolent siatements
In Redman v. State 28 Ind.. the iundge
informed counse! that a questiop wvas
improper 2nd the attorpey replied:
“If we cannot examine our witnesses |
he can stand aside.” This language |
was deemed offensive and the eourt!
prohibited that particular attorney
from avamining the next witneas,

In Brown v. Brown IV Ind. 72/. the
lawyver was taxed with the cost of th.\i
action for filing mnd reading a xw'!r'mn|
for divorce which was unnecessarily
arnss and indelieate.

In MeCormick v. Sheridan, 20 P. 24.
78. Cal., "A petition for rehearing
stated that ‘bow or whv the henorable
commission should have so ~ftectnally
and substantiallv igncred an?
gardad tha ancontradicted testimonv.
we do not know. It seems tpat nei-
ther the franseript nor our hriefs
could have fallen under the commis-
gioRers  chservetion, A more  Aisin.
genicuz and misleading starement of |
the evidence co~ld not well be made.
It ig substantia'v untrue and nawar-
ranted. The decicsion seems to us to
be a traversity of the evidence = Falqd
that counsel draftine the petition was
guilty of contempt committea in the
face of the coburt. nctwithstanding a
disavowal of disrespertful intention.
A fine of 320 was imposed witn an al-
ternative of serving in jail. |

The Chief Justice speaking for the
conrt in State v. e!nrrill. 16 Ark. 310
said: i

“If it wae the genera! habit of the
commuity to denounce, degrade. and
disregard the decisions and jurtements
of the courts, no man of sell-respect
and just pride of reauty fia Wl re-
main upon the vench. and such on!v
would become wae ministers of the
law as were insensible to defamation
and contemnt. But haopily for the
good order of society, men, an espec-
inlly the people of this country, are
senerally disnpsed to resnect and
abide the decisions of the tribunals
ordained bv government as the com-
mon arbiters of their rights. But
where isnlated individuals, 1n \-inia-'1
tion of the better instincts of human
nature. and wisresardful of law and
order. wontanly atigmpt to obstruct
e enurge of public justice by disre-
garding and exciting disrespect for
the decizieng of its tribunn 3, every
good citizen will point them out as
proner subjects for legal amimadver-
sion.

A court must naturally look first to
an enlightened and conservative bar
governed bv a high sense of nrofes.
ajonal othies and deeply sensible, as
they always are. of its necessity 1o
ald in the maintenance of public res-
pect for its opinions.” .

In Somers v. Torrey. 5 Paige Ch. 64
28 Am. D. 411, it was held that the at-
torneyw ho put his hand to scandalous
and impertinent matter stood against
the commainant and one not a party
to Me suit is lianle to the censure of
the court and chargeabhle with the
cost of the nroceedings to have it ex-
punged from the record.

In State v. Gralflhe, 1 La. Am. 183,
the court held that it conld not con-
sistently with its daty receive & brief
expressed in disrespectful language.

ficra.

[ practice. gr fine or imprisonme

vowal in open court we have conclud-
el not 1o impose a penalty s0 harsh
as disharment or suspension from

Nor do we forzet thar an prosesd
acaimst Jhe misconlies of air o
litigants ought voi o Ye punizhea or
prevented from maintaming in the

hi, o

HEVS

. case all petitions, pleadings. and Iu!.'

pers essential to the nrass=vition and

i enforcement of thawr rights, |

It is orderad thet the nffenzive pet.|

iilem be stricken fiym tia files. that,
respondent stanad resrimanded and |
warned, and taat he pay the costs of)
this proceeding. !

Tatbor, J '
I concur

Noreross, J.
———

In this martter my cencurrence m‘
special apd to w.is extent: l_

The language used by the respon-
dent in his petition for a re-nearing
and on which the eontemp' proceed-
ing was based. was, in my opinion.
contemptuous of this court: and. of
course, should not have heen used.
The respondent uowever. in response
to the order of the court to show |
cause why he should no' be punished |
therefor, appeared and disclaimed
any intendon to be disrespectiul or
contemptuous: and moved that if the
Court deemed the language contempt- |
uous, the said languag: he siricken:
out! of his petition.

Respondent not only eantended and
said that he had no intention 10 he
disrespectful cr contemptuous, but he
alsn earnestly contended that the lan-|
guage charged against him and which |
he admitted naving used was not dis-|
respectful or contemptuous. In the|
last contaption. I tnink he was plain-
Iy in errow. |

The duty of courta in malters of |
thi= kind is indeed an unpleasant one |

such at lagst it has aiways amppearad
to me. Yet it must sometimes be
done, |

Tlerefore, 1 cencur in ths econcin-|

sion reached and in the order stated
in the opinion of Juatice Talbot, to-
wit: I

“It is ordered rthat the offangive not.|
ition be stricken from the filas. that|
respoadeaat stand reprimanded :ln-!‘l
warned, and :hat he pay the costs of
this procesling.

Fitzgerald. .

—_—n0———-

ANNUAL STATEMENT

Of The Continental Casualty Company
Of Hammond Indiana.

General office, Chicasgo, lills.
Capital (paid up) ...... $ 200800 U0
BEIOIR i lassverenasans 1,708 611 2%
Liabilities, exclusive ef capi-

tal and met surplus 1,157,641 70

Income
Premiums .......... vee  2,120049 €5
Other sources ..i...... aNATE T
Total income, 1%5 ..... 2,160,226 Jin
Expenditures
losses ........... .... S82.00g v
Dividends .............. 16,500 0N

1.113,131 64

2.1238.556 45

Other expenditures
Total expenditnres, 1905

and nrdered the clerk to take it from
the files.

_Referring to the rights of cenurts to
punish for contempt. Blatkford. T in
State v. Tipton, 1 Black{. 1e8, said:

Business 1905
Risks written ............. none
Premiums .......c0nees 2 AAJATS5 2
Losses incurred ........ 1,009,644 S1
Nevada Business
Risks written ........... none
: Premiume= received ..... 20.025 56
Losseg paid ....... «Niat $.544 o
Losseg imcurred ........ 8.624 5:
A. A. SMITH, Secretary.
il

The Sierra Nevada mining company
.received $2.722.67 from leasers ep:r-
ating on 'Cedar Mill during the men‘h

Ty

. on the premizes owned

, To the Honuorable, the

e l

—

SPECIAL EXCURSION FROM SAM
FRANCISCO TO CITY OF MEXICQ
AND RETURN. DECEMEER 16th,

1905.

A select party js beihg organized Ly
it southern Paeific to  leaw <an
Francizseo tor Mexiea City, Ik ry spe
' A Train will contain fHins
vestil sleepers and dining ecar

t 1 going trip. Time Limt
vill B v davs, enabling excursion-
Ists to make side trips from City .t

Mexico 'y points of interest. On

stopovers will be allowed
on the lines of Mexicnn
Central, Santa Fe or Southern Par-
ne.  An excursion manager will be in

11

turn trip, )

poinis main

charge and m ke

arrangements.

Rourd trip rate from San Francisea
$50.00,

Pallman berth rate to City of Mex-
feo. $12.00

For further information address '
formation Bureau, 613 Marlet
San Francisco Cal.

L o
Liberal Offer.
beg to advise my patrons thut tha

price of dise records (either Vietos
or Columbial,

straat
i .

to take effect imme-

diately, will be as follows until fur-
ther notice:

Ten

f vy Tiulie
ineh disks f

crmer!y U coars
will be sold for 60 cents.

Seven inch records formerly 50e,
now 35c. Take advantage of thi: o%
fer. C. W. FRIEND.

e NN ————
Notice to Hur tetrs,
Notice 1s herchy given that anv

perann found honting without a permi®
by Theodow
i : b A !ln-
ited number of permits vill be sold
at 35 fyr the season or 50 cents for
one (ay. %

y ts, will

prosecuted

OFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR

Board of Cowmg
ty Commissioners, Gentlemen:

In eompliance with the law, ]
her=with submit my quarterly ree
port showing receipts and dishurses
ments ol Orm:Ly County, during
the qu: = Do, 306, 135,

Quarterly Report.

Crmsby County, Nevacla.
Receipts.
Filod Feb. 1, 1906,
Balane in County Treasury at

end of last quarter....$40022 384
County licenses.............. 1 05
Gaming licenses ....... 1057 50
Liquor licenses .......... 310 28
Fee of Co. officers E——- & | 4
Rent of county bidg. ........ a5sn Ny
Poll taxes ....... e A 20 40
1st. Instalment taxes...... 14924 21y
{Special school tax.......... 1710 9y
Slot machine license......._I82 on
Cigarette license ............ 42 26
Semi-Annual Set. State Treas 531 7%
Delinquent taxes............. 27 Ny
Sale of horse ............... 10N W
Stale of pump.......cinnnens 12 na
Keep of W. Bowen.......... 45 00

Total 61,057 25%

Disbursements.
Btatn "Tond ori Tt s anae RRAD N214
General fund.......... . 2732 3=~
Salary TR0 ..vvvr s 2390 »
Agl Assn. Bond Fund, Series

A, $1ID0OMD ... 250 M
Agl. Assn. Bond Fund. Series

B $looo ... 400 00
Co. School Fund. Dist. 1 IRk a5
Co. School fund, st 2.. 151 20
Co. School fund Dist, 2. ... ... .00 70
Co School Fand Dist. 2. .. ... 21 00
State School fund, Dist. 1..2a05 06
State school fund, Dist 2., 160 W6
State Schoo! fund, dist.d ... 120 18
State School fund, Dist 4 165 "1
Special building ..........5350 00
School library, No. 2......., 0 &

Total 21 068 A0y

Re pltulation.
Cash in Treasury Ociober 1905

.................. L ABOLT 368
Receipts from Oct. 1st to [ee

30, 1905 - 21054 0N,
Disbursements 1rom Ot st

to Dee 30, 1905 .21968 504
Balonce cash in County Treas.

Jannary 1, 1906, .....89108 /.%

H. DIETERICH,

County Auditor,

Recapitulation
State fund ........ o'a wieisiasns 3 LB BG
General fund ..... SRR i ey 6017 Aty
Salary fund ....cvee00.. . 2725 78
Co. School fund ...........03248 71
Co. Schood Dist. 1, fund..763% 2215
Co. School Dist, 2, fund..... 139 64
Co. School Dist. 3, fund..... 190 _itl§
Co. School Dist. 3, tund."....425 5
State Schoel Dist. 1, fund...1608 0%
State School Dist. 2, fund..... 7"

State School Dist. 2. fund.. 271 2
State School Dist. I, fund.. 371 2
State School Dist 4, fund......
Agl. Assn. Fund A.... GR0 R2.4
Agl. Assn Fund, B.........,..%0 RRY=
Agl. Assn Fund Special...1918 M
Ce. Schoo! Dist. fund - special

A R e vesasetensss 18100 S0P
Co. Schoel Dist. fund 1, library
Ce Schoel Dist. fund 3, library

8% e R RS S e e ....R g
Ce. Schoe! Dist fund 4, library

Tetal 38108 7%

H. B. VAN ETTEN
SGsunty Treaser:

St




