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{
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE

STATE OF NEVADA

In the matter of Alfred Chartz, Esq,
for Contempt
DECISION

Respondent was commanded t3
gshow cause whw he should not be
adjudged guilty of contempt for hav-
ing, as an aﬂurn'\ of record in the
matter of the application of Peter Kair
for a Writ of | filted in
this court a petition for rehearing ic
which he made use of the following
gtatement:

“In my opinion, the decisions favoe-
inz the power of the State to limit the
hours of labor, on the ground of the
polica power of the State , are all
srong, and written by men who have
Lever performed manual labor, or oy
politicians and for politics. They d0
not know what th wrote about.”

Respondent apeared in response to
the citation, filed a briel and mm.ie an
extended address to the Court in
which he took the position that the
words in question were nol contempt-
ions: disavowed an ntion to eomn-
mit a contempt of court; and, fiu-ther
that if the langauge was by the court
deemed 1o be ub) ‘1‘|.|'|;.
l—‘ e i ; 1 " - 1 3  § . A | 1 e
game i givicken from tl potirion
In gr:-nshluring the foregoins state-
) (TR I that in the
briefs filed he-;)on dent upon th2
hearing of the case In the first "n
etance, he used language of similar
fmport which this court did not taze
cognizance of, attributi its msa o
over zealousnd u_fn--:: 18 ]'mrt ol

as of such a na-

counsel, but
ture that the Attorney Geaer al In his
' 1o

reply orief re L
fng that the lature in onaul-,z
anil this cou susiaining the law
were being “impelled or controlled by
gome m)th c; influence v
fear., whi igts only in the pyro-
1 -.-__ e ‘."‘-[:-""a_b"

Alzo, tlm its condition at
the time objec.onable langauge
was used, should be 1 1 into consid-
eration. ) proce: r, in whizh
this petition was had hean
brgught to test the stitutionality
of a section of an Act m’ the Legisla-
ture limiting I+bor to eizht hours per
day in smelters and ct‘ln r ore reduac-
tion works, except in cases of emer-
gency where life or property i in
imminant danger. S:at., 1903, p. 232.
This Act had passed the Legislature
almonst unanimously and had recelv-
ed the Governor's approval. At tne
time of filing the petition, respond nt
was aware that the court had wnre-
viously sustained the validity of th s
. enactment as limiting the hours «¢f
labor in wunderground mines, Re
Boyee, 27 Nev, 327, 75 P. 1, 65 L. R.
A. 47, and in mills for the reduction
of ores, Re Kair 28 Nev. 80 P. 4641,
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 T'tah 71 and 86, 46 P. 757 and 1105,
37 L. R. A. 103 and 10%: Holden v
Hardy 169 U. S. 366, 18 Sup. Ct. 383;
Short v. Mining Company, 20 Utah, 20,
AT P. 720, 45 L. R. A N2 and hv the
Supreme Court of the State of Mis-
souri re Cantwell, 179 Mo. 245, 78 S.
W. 569. It may not be owt of plare
here, also to note that the latter case
has since been afirmed by the &
preme Court of the United States. and
more recently the latter tribunal, ai1-
hering to iis opinion therein and in
the Utah cases. has refused to inter- |
fere with the decisions of this Cou
in re Kair.
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it would seem therefore, a natural |

and proper, if not a necessarv de-
duetion from the language in question,
when taken in econnection with the
law of tlie cases as enunciated by
this and other courts, that counsel.
finding that the opinion of the highest
court in the land was adverse instead

of favorabie to his contentions, in that |
specifically affirmed the Utah de- |

it
cision in Houden vs, Hardy, which
sustained the statute from which ours

iz copied. and that all the courts nam- |

ed were adverse to t.e views he ad-
vacated, had resorted to ahuse of the
Justices of this and other eourts, and
to imputacons of their motives,

The langaage quoted is tantamount
1o 'h. charge that this tribunal and

the Suprence Conrts of UTtah, Missouri
and (nl the United States and tae Jns-
tices thereaf who paritieipated in the
epinions upholding statutes limifing
ihie hours of lab or in mines, smelters
and other ore reduction works., were
misgnided by tenorance or bhase poli-
tizal considerations.

Takinge i
iT counsal became so0 b nid mi
roided by %is own ideas and conclu-
«fons that he honestly and eron
concelved that we wore eontrolled by
jiznorance or sinister motives instead
of by law and jus ning
t-a:.».-‘i-"'t'-iz,.l‘ or anid
that thes

most

vesl ge
onzly

T
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i
otl
r GOl and Judees
and the members of the legislature
and Governor were ace-
sation he made noCHSE v
failed to fol the anf-
vocratod, his opini 1zht
to ou'wil and turn the =cale against
the deelsicns of the four conrts nam-
e’ inchuding 12 hirhesy the land
with justices  conenrring
nevertheix was entirely inappro-
priate to 11 alie the siatement in brief.
M he 1 Iy belie vl kanew of
facts sustdin the charge Lie marde
ke ought to h:u‘n Leen aware that the
purpose of such a document is to en-
lizhten the eourt in rezard to the
con‘rollinzg facts and the law. and
convinee hx argument. azd not to
abuse and vilify, and that this conurt
iz not endowed with power hear
or determine charges impeaching its
Jusiices, On the other band if he
id not believe the accusatien
made it with a uesire to mislead,
timidate or swerve from duty
Conrt in 118 aecision.
wonld be the mare censurable. So
that taking eituer view. whether re-
spondsnt believed or dishelieved the
ueinons charge he made, such lan-
gnade is anwarranted and contemn-

tious. The dut ~% s= sttorney in

ot hi

v of the
thev and
he

guilty
theorie

and that

in

or

to

in-
the

| court

(llons against

'of v.eir client and the faithful

| every body uwnows

and |
l whieh

the statement |

his brief er argument iz to assist tae
in ascertaining the truth per-
taining to the pertinent facts, the real
aeffect of decisions and tha law appli-
cable in the case, and he far oversteps
the bounds of professional conduct
when he reports to musrepresentgtion,
false charges or vilification.

He may ifully oresent, discuss and
argue the evidence aund the law and |
ireely indieate wherein he bpeuc.as
that decisions and rulings are wrong or
erroncons, but this he may do with-
out effectnally making bald aecusa-
the motives and intelli- |
gence of the court, or heing discour-
teous or resorting to abuse which is
not argument nor convincing to rea-
soning minds. If respondent has no
respect for the justices, he onght to |
have enough regard for his position
ai the bar to refrain from attacting
the tribunal of which he is g mem-
ber, and which the people, through
the Conpstitution and bv genaral ron-
sent have made the final interpreter
of thg laws which ne, as an officer
of the court, has sworn to uphold
and protect,

These duties are so plain that anv !
departure from them by a member
of the Har would seem to be willful

v intendional miseondnet

The power of courts to punish for
contempt and to maintain dignity in
ir procesdings inherent and is
old as courts are old. It is also

ded hy Pa 2nalooy we
and penalties
the many

impris

the is
as
statnte.
note the adiudications
mposed in a Tew of
sl Cottingham
mund Lechmere Charlt
ind member of the
s for sending a
(8322 of the masters
1

ind a committee

cases,

O-f,‘{.
on a barrister
House of Com-
scandalous letter
1'.[' r}:;\ court
from that body, after
in investication, reported th in their
opinion his.*claim to be dischareed
irom imprisonment by reason of privi-
lezde of rliament onght not
admitted. 2 Milne and Craiz,

When the case of People ve. Tweed
in New York came up a second time

‘or » game judee, bhefore the trial
& prisaner’'s eounseal pri-
to the judze a letter
peeifnl lansnase, in
snbstantially, that

onedd

at

tn he

a17.

"

reneed

vately handed
comched in  re
w.ich thev stated.
their elient feared, from the ecireum-
siances the former trial, that the
indee conceived a  prejudiee
azainst him, and that is mind was
not in the unbiased condition neces-
sary to afford an impartial trial. and
respectiulls® requested him to ecnsid-
er whether he shonld not relinquish
the duty of presiding at the trial tn
some ofher judge, at the same time
declaring that no personal disrespent
was intended toward the judge of the
court. The udge retained the letter
and went on with the trial. At the
end of the trial e sentenced threa
of the writers tno a fine of $250 each,
and publicaliy reprimanded the oth-
ers, the junior eounsel, at the time ex-
pressineg the opinion that if such a
thing had been uone by them in Eng-
land. they would have heen “expelled
from the bar within ohe hour,” ‘The
counsel at the time protested that
thev intended no contemnt of
court and that they feit amad
intended to express no  disres-
pect for the judge but that their ac-
tion had been taken in furtherance of
what tney deemed - 2 vViwl interesats
and
conscientions discharge of the r duty.
The judge accepteda the disclaimer of |
personal disrespect, but refusea to |
, believe the disclaimer of intention to
| eommit & contempt and enforeed the
fines. 11 Albany Law Journal 408,
26 Am. R. 752,

For sending to a d.strict judee ont !
of court a letter staring that “The
rling yvou have made is direetly con-
trary to every principal of law, and
<, I believe. and it
is our desire that no such decision |
shall stand unreversed in any court,
we practice in,” an attorney was fineu |
$50 and suspended from praclice until
the amount showwu be paid. In de- |
livering the opinion of the Supreme
Court of Kansas in Re rrior, 18 Kan.
72. 26 Am.. 747, Brewer J., said:

“Upon this wé remark, in ae first'
place tnat the langunge of this letrer |
is very insulting. To say to a judge
that a certan rui.ng which he has
made is contrary to every principle ot
law and that evervhody . nows it
certainly a most severe imputation

We remark, seeondly. that an attor-
ney is wnder special oblizations to be
considerate and respecifl! in nis con-
duet and communications {o a indege
He is an officer of the irt, and it is
111nn fore his duty to uphold its honor

lignity. T}w e nee of the
ion carri with the riehi
tey challe eriticise and con-
mn all mal and rhines und

ence.  But with this
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trivunal in which the
pending And the
ibunal an inferior
one, and its ralings not final and with-
1 wpeal, does not diminish in the
deg this ablieation ofi |
aml roespeet.. A justice of
before whom the most trif- |
beingz litigated is en
ive from every attorney
cortecus and respectinl
faiinre ta extend (this
respectful freatment is |
dury;: and it may be =
Eross 4 jiction as to warrant the
exercise of the power to punish for |

contempt.

It is =0 that in every ecase where a |
judee decides for’ one party,, he de-|
<iles against another: and oftimes
hoti narties are hefore hand equally
confident and sanguine. The disap-
nointment, therefore, is great, and it
i« not in human nature that there
shonld he other than bitter feeling
often resches to the indze as
the canse of the supposed wrong., A
judge, therefore, ought to he patient
and tolerate evervining thaf apnears
but the momentary outhreak of dis
appointment. A second thought will
generally make a party ashamed of

constant
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| CeTH.
[ 211 P.

such an outhreak. So an afttorney
sometimes, thinkinz it 2 mark of in-

dependence, may become waat to use
contemptuous, angry or insulting ex-
pressions at every adverse ruling un-
tuil it become the court’s clear dury
40 check the habit by the severe les-
son of a punisnment for cr}mempt.‘
The single insulting expression for
which the court punisnes may t]wre-i
fore seem to those knowing nothing of !
the prior conduct of the attorney. ana |
looking only at the single remark, a
matter which might well be unnotic- |
ed; and yet if all the conduct of the
attorney was konown, the duty of in-|
terference and punis. ment might Iml
clear

We remark finally, that while from
the 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 coerrupt or unworthy judge
may be used ty¥raunically and unjust-
I¥, yet protection to individnals lies
in the publicity of all judieial pro-
and the appez! which may
b made to the legislature for pro
procesdines azainst any jndege who
proves himsell nnworthy of the power

Where a econtention arose between
counsel as to whether a witness had
not already answered a eeritain ques- |
tinn, and court after hearing the
reporter’s notes  read, deelded that
had answerad it. whereupon one
the attornevs sprans to his feet,

furning court, sa.d, in a

thnoe manner:
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a fulln i
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from an overzealous
1o adindicate all matters, 3
nments and things.' could not,
degree of nnder the law, |
poteh and doetor up the eauze of the
plain. perhans, the ecara-
less f their eounsel haa left in
a e 2s to entitle them fo
v whatever ™
In reference to this langnage it was
said in the ooinion:
LT a net
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tcve of the parties
We see nothing iu tha reeard whicl: |
sugzests that suech was the case. On
the eonirary. -e action eomplained of
seems to us 1o have been entirely |
proper:  Seos Si11 v, Reese, 47 Call 240
The brief. therefore contains a groun.- |
less c.arge against the purity of mo }'
tive of the judge ot the court bhelow
This we regard as a grave breach ﬁf\

n{

mrt

professional propriety. Every person
on his admission to the bar takes
oath to ‘faithfully discharge the du y-
ties of an attornev and councelc r”
Surely sucu a course as was faken in
this ecase is not in compliance w.
that duty. In Friedlander v. sumner
G. & S. M. Co,, 61 cal. 117. The court
said:

“If unfortunately “counsel in anwv
cas- chall ever so far forgat himseif
as willfully to employ langauge mani-
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 of
and to proceed according-
and the briefs of the case were
ordeied to be strickea from the files.”

In U, 8. v. Late Corporation of
Churel of Jesus CTheist of Later Taz
Sairts. langnage used in the petition
filed in effect accusing the court of

his attorneys from an investigation
of charges of gross misconduct in of-
fice and containing the statement that
“We must decline to assume the
functions of a grand jury. or attempt
to perform the duty of the court in
investigating the conduct of its offi-
“was held to be contemptuous.
w'?l

In re ‘Tprr\' Y5 Fed. 419 an extreme
case, for charging the court with hav-
ine veen briben, resisting removal
from the court room by the marsha
aeting under an order from the bench
ani using apusive lancuage, one
the defendants was sent to jail
thirty days and the other for
months. Judze .erry. who had
made any accusation against
court senzht release and 1o be
ol of the contempt by a swarn
ion in '-.ut"\ e alleged that
transaction he did not have
idea of showing any disrs
ithe court. It was held that t
ot avail or relieve him and
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“We have
oetrine in 71
“ngland and
suposed to be in e
ity of the citizens,
:ontempt committed in the face of
he court, at least one of superior
inrisdiction. the offender mav ip
liseretion, he instanily apnrehended
nd immediately immprisoned, without
rial or issune, and without other proot
han its actual knowledze of what oc-
qurred: and that aeecording to an un
wroken chain of authorices reaching
vack to the earliest times, sunch pow-
r. altpough arbitrary in ifs nature
nd liable tn abuse, is ahsolutely es-
sential to the fan of the

cas

wing
<
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couniry, never
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{ the practice of his profession by
| manner in which he conducts himself

| eourts in which he practices:

| ble for the
| self-respect

| herg

{ CO

| right or mot |

- | and

ourtg in the discharge of their tune-

ions. Without it ,udciial tribunals
wonld he at the mar2v of the disor- |
derly and violent, whe respect neither

tne laws enacted for the vindication
of public and private rights, nor the
officers coa.ged w.. the duty of ad-
ministering them."” 128 U. 8. 313.

In re Wooley 11 Ky. 95, .t was held
t.at to incorporate into a pu._.tion for
rehedring the siatement that * Your
wonors have rendered an unjust de-
cree,” and other insulting matter, is
to cominit in open court an act con-
stituting a contempt on the part of the
actorney; and bat where the lan-
guage spoken or writien is of itself
necessarily offensive, the disavowal or
an intention to commit a contempl
may tend to excuse but eannot justir\'
the act. From a paragraph in that!

 opinion we quote:
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himszelf for
the

rmey may unfit

in his interzourse with the courts, He

| may be honest and capable, and yet

he may so conduet b
nally interrupt the

imsedf as to contin-
business of the
or he
may by a svstematic and eontinuous
course of conduct, render it impossi-
courts to preserve their
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
matieally attempts to bring the
tribunals of justice Into public econ-
tempt is an unfit person to hold the
nosition and exercise the privile
an officer of iribunals. An open
torflons and pubiie insult {o the
hirhest judicial tribunal of the
for whkich an atiorney conftumacion
refuses in any way

eog of

those
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respest he ig in a
similar to many who
have falled tp econvinee others of the
scundness of their own views, or to
bheecame convineed themselves o fthe:r
falacy "

In Mahoney
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“T want to

the
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that

N, B 15,
fined $50 far saving
wheather the court
want ty knaw whethor
I am going to be heard in tais case in
lhe interests of wmv cliont or na.
and making other insolent siatements
In Redman v. State 2R Ind., indge
informed (mmml that a guestion was
improper and the attorney replied:
‘If we cannof p\ammo our witnesses
he can stand azide." This lanzuage
was deemed offensive and the court
prohibited that particular attorney
from examining the next witness.
In Brown v. Brown IV Ind. 727.
lawyer was taxed with the cost of the
action for filing and reading a petition

B State 72
was

ser E]

the

for divorce which was unnecessarily |

gross and indelicate.

In McCormick v. Sheridan, %0 P 24,
78, Cal., “A petition for mhoarin:
stated that ‘how or why the henorable |
commission should have so eftectnally |
and s=ubstantially

we do not know. [t seemsg taat nei-
ther the transeript mnor our briefs
conld have fallen under the commis-
sioners observation. A more disin-
zenious and misleading statement of
the evidence cold not well he made.
It is substantialy untrue and unwar-
ranted. The decision seems to us to
be a traversity of the evidence ™ Held
that counsel drafting the petition was
guilty of contempt committea in the
face of the court. notwithstanding a
disavowal of disrespectful infention.
A fine of $200 was imposed witn an al-
ternative of serving in jail.

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

“If it was the general habit of the
commuity to denounce, degrade. and |

disrezard tl‘p decisions and judgments|

of the courts, no man of self-respeer
and just prId.n of renuta Trn wWoaul re-
m: upon the
would heeome tne minid
law gs were insensihle to
mnt But hapnpily for the
ar of society, men, an
peopie of this country,
lienn=nd to respect
decisions of the tr1h'm'\1-,
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of their Rnt
indivia in viola
"1'r instinets of hnman
aisrega r“r1|1 of law
attemnt fo obstruet
y h\'

1in
sters of the
defargation
conts
or i '\":T"-’("

oand
ially are

‘I-.
r*,:}-tct.

nals,

arhiters
" o i=nlate
tion of thy

natura, anfd
mn ]'IP

mon

wonianiy
e ponree of publie
excitin
af
will poeint them

r legal

ts for

disre-
for

justi
anil

deoeiair

earding
tho ns

out as

first

ook
ervati

nust naturally
ol and
v high 5

to
eon ve

of nrofes-
and deenly sonsible, as
Sity 1o

> of publie res-

P . |
they alwavy are, f fts nece
il I 1

ir

nect for it
In S«

s opinior
*= v. Tor 5P o Ch
28 Am. T"l 411, it was hr’M th‘n the -ﬂ-
tormevw ho put his 'hand to scandalous
and impertinent matter stood against
the eomniainant and one not a party
o the snit is liaple to the censure of
the court and charg2able with the

t of the nroeceedings to have it ex-
punged from the record.

In State v, (irailhe, 1 La. Am.
cotirt held that it could mot con-
sistently with its duty receive a brief
expressed in disrespectiul language,
rnd ordered the clerk to take it from
ihe files.

Referring to the rights of eourts In
punish for contempt, Blackiord, J..
Sta®a v, v 1 Blackf. 1u6, said-

the

“This great power .is entrusted e"f Februamy.

ator has

the |

ignored and dlsre1
garded the uncontradicted testimony, |

pench. and such only |

animadver- |

har. |

183, |

these tribunals of us'.:: or the sup-
port and prese:vatiu» of their respos-
tapility and independence; it has ex-
isted from the eac... % v *-ind to which
the annals of jurissmdza~e entend;
and, except in a tew ca=2s of varty vio-
lence, it has been sanctiched and es.

tablished by the exp2rience of ages.”
Lord Mayor of London's case, 3 Wil
S0k, 188; opinion o. Kent € J. in
the case of Yates, 4 Johns, 317: Joun-
son v, The Commonwealth 1 Bihb 59
At page 206 of Weeks on Altorneys, |
2d edition it s said: '
“Language may be contemptuons,
w.eiher written or spoken; and If in
the presence of the court, notiee
not essential before punishiment. and
scandalous and insulting matier in a
petition for rehearing is
to the commission in open eom
act econstituting a contempr.
the langunage is capable of explana-
tion, and is explained, the proceedines
must be discontinued: bur whera it
is offensive and insalting per se, th:
disavowal of an intention
a contempt mey tend to exense
cannoi justify the act., From
notorions and publie insult
for which an attorney
refused in any way to atone,
fined for contempt, and his s
to practice revoked i
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rehensible, but an view of the
vowal in open court we has
ed not to impose a penaliv sn harsh
as disharment or ian from
Lpractice. or fine or imprisonment
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Nor do we forzer that
aca; st the missoniae-
litigants ought no:z tn
prevented from maintawweing in the
case all petitions, pleadingz, and pa-
pers essential to tha nreservation and
erforcement of Lhair rights.

It iz orderad that the offensive pet-
ilion be stricken from tha files, {hat
respondent stand reprimanded and
warned, and tnat he pay the costs of
this proceeding,.

amn n o

NEVS

Taibot, J.

I concur
Norcross, J.

In this matter my eoncurrence is
special and to luis extent:

The language used by the respon-
| dent in his petition for a re-hearing
| and on which the contempt proceed-
|ing was based, was, in my opinion.
contemptuous of this court; and. of|
course, should not have been used.
The respondent nowever, in response
{to the order of the court to show
cause why he should not he punished |
therefor. appeared and disclaimed
any inteniion to be disrespectful or
contemptuous: and moved that if the

‘.| the way on going trip.

equivalent |
irt of an |

| charge

on

oneg

| Gaming

Court deemed the language contempt- |
uous, the said language he siricken|
out of his petition. |
1 Respondent not only coatended and
said that he had no intention ta he|
disrespectful or contemptuons, hut he |
also earnestly contended that the lan-|
guage charged against him and which!
he admitted naving used was not dis-
| respectful or contemptuous. In the
last contention, 1 tnink he was plain-|
ly in error.
The duty of econrts In matiers of|
this kind is indeed an unpleasant one !
t'such at least it has alwavs appeared
to me. Yet it must sometimes
done,
TlLerefore, 1
gion reachad and in the order stated
in the opinion of Justice Talbot. to-|
wit: i
“it is ordered that the off
iticn be stricken trom
L respondent re
warned
{ this proce

he

conenr in the eoncin-|

n=zive pet-
'!-u fileg, that
imnded and

!L.- costs of

stand
hat he
-D:i,l,_:.’.

and pay

‘.“".-, weupes |

- e =

ANNUAL STATEMENT

and’

Of The Continental Casualty Campany
Of Hammond Indiana.
General office, Chicaso.

Capital (paid up)

Ass

'Liahilities,

tal and net

Iills

200 D
1.708.611
capi

I.T;‘)T 641

i

of
. surplus
| Preminms
(Mher soure
| Total incomé,
-] Losses
| Dividends
Other expenditures
Total expenditures, 1905
Bustness 1905
Risks written
Preminms
Losses incurred

2,129,749
20 476

903,904
16.500
1.113.13
p.l: whyed

1.009.644 \1

Risks written
| Freminms received 20025
| Losses paid R.514

Losses incurred 8,634 6u
] A. A. SMITH, Secretary.

L
The Sierra Nevada mining company
received $2.722.67 from leasers opar-

annz on Cedar Hill during the month

nono
oh

| State school

1A

|
Nevada Business !

) |

2 i _'i,-..o.mj 'hi'.

H

SPECIAL EXCURSION FROM SANM
FRANCISCO TOCITY OF MEXICqQ
AND RETURN. DECEMBER 16th,
1905.

A select party is being organized LY
the Southern Pacific to leave San

' Francisco for Mexico City, Decembar

16th, 1905, Train will contain fins
vestibule sleepers and dining car, all
Time limit

will be sixty days, enabling excursion-

ists to make side trips from City .t

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 Parni-
fic. An excursion manager will be im
make all arrangements.

Round trip rate from San Franciscs
$Hlnﬂ

Pullman Lerth rate to City of Mex-
feo, $12.00,

For further information address la-
formation Bureau, 613 Market street,
San Trancisco Cal.

— OVve— ——
Liberal Offer.

Gnd

I beg to advise my patrons thet the
nrice of records (either Victor
or umbi to ‘take eflect
as follows

disc

al,
will be

ther notice:

frame-
until fum
form
for G0 ce

records

inch disks erly
nts.

formerly b60e,
g advantage of this of-

C. W. FRIEND.

— NN ——

Notice to Hurietrs,

I= hereby given that anv
nn found hunting without a permit
the premises owned by Theodo'e
Winters, will be prosecuted. A lHan-
Ited number of permlits vill be sold
at %5 for the season or 50 ceats for
day.

Ten 70 ceaty

auidg

ineli

Tak

Seven

now 33c.

— A —

 OFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR

To the Honorable, the
ty Commissioners,
in (‘rrmnii:mh with the law, §
herowi 1 iy quarterly res
port ‘,m\\ ing rnr eipts and disburse-
ments of Ormsby County, during
the quarter ending Dee. 30, 1995.
Quarterly Report.
Ormsby County, Nevacda.

Balance

Board of Cousp
Gentlemen:

in County Treasury at
end of last guarter 30108
County license
license
license
Fees of Co. officers
Fines in Justice Court
Rent of Co. biuliding .
2nd. Inst taxes ......
Slot machine licensa
S. A. apportionment school
money ...0424
Deliquent taxes
Cigarette license
Douglas Co.,, road work
Keep W. Bowen ......
Keep C. B. Hall
Total

Liquor

IR i .

Recapitulation

April 1st, 06, Balance cash on

REOE otk e rae i $31277
State fond ...icencesaas T3 7
General fund ..............4212
Salary fund ... s 08
Co. schonl fund
Co. school fund Dist. 1 ..
Co, school fund Dist. 2
Co. shool fund Dist. 3 ....
Co. gchool fund Dist, 4 ......212
State school fund Dist. 1 I8R50
innd Dist. 2 216
State school fund Dist. 3 433 7
Azl Assn fund A
=1, Assn, fund I
Agl, Assn. fund Spel. ......
Co fund Dist.1 Spel

schiool fund Dist, 1

sraena

i

Y

sehiool

(o, library

fund Dist. 4 library

fund D Bt & asanss
] fund

y schoo]

Recapituiation
Janunary 1,
RALITIEY 1"1’%
Receipls from January 1st to
March 31st 1906
Dishursementa from
to March 21t 1968
| Balance cash in Co. Treasury
April 1st 1906 ..........} 12740 17%
H. DIETERICH

TP i,  County Auditor

Cas Treasury

1st
10436 42

January




