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The Uncle Remus of Fiction

S

Joel Chandler Harris’
' “Uncle Remus” Stories

In Next Sunday’s Bee

ew Colored Supplement Feature

Beginning on June 24, Uncle Remus will tell one
of his inimitable stories a week in the comic sec-
tion of this paper.
of the choicest stories to the supplement, and in t hem
will figure such old friends as Br'er Rabbit, Br'er Fox

and Br'er Wolf.
preted by J. A.

He will undoubted

Pictorially the stories
Conde.

whole page and will be in colors.

The feature will take up a

Iy give some

will be inter-

The children will find Uncle Remus

oreat fun.

lighted with his quaint humor.

Older tolks

/ '\.
Brer. Rabbit, Uncle Remus’ Favorite
Creetur

will be de-

Look for Uncle Remus in The Sunday Bee.

!.\.amuter. AfMrmed. Oldham, C. Division
Neo. 1,

1. Jurisdiction relative to divorce and wii-
mony s given by statute and every power
| exeprcised by the court with reference

thereto must jook for lis source In tha

riatute or It does not exist. Clzek agninst

Clzek., Neb, W N W, 3, [ollowed and ap-
proved
£ Under section 27, chapter xxv, Com-
plledd Bratutes, the district court has a con-
tinuing power, after a decres of divores and
allnony has been granted, to review and

SUPREME COURT SYLLABI

In re appliealion of Bugene Burten [ol
sdmission to the bar. Motion for admis-
sion sustalned. Bedgwick, C. J

L. Bection ¥ of chapter 11l of the Ravieed
Biotuten of 16 was not repealed as &

0
(B

whole by chapter vi, Laws of IM6, but the | revise the provisons for alimony at |is
power of the distriet court to admit wt- | sybsequent terms on petition of elther of
torneys Of othier states to practice in this | the parties

pinte was taken away by that act. In re 3 It the decree of the trial court awurd-

Admission to the HBar, 61 Neb, 08 81 N.

Ing alimony in a divoree proceeding Is vold
W, a1l distinguished

for want of jurisdiction, the court may, ut

13862 Central Granaries Co. against Ault, | 5 subsequent tern, sward sultable alimony
administrator. Error from Gage. On mo- | ypon application and s suMelent showing.
tion for rehearing. former opinlon niodi- 141%6. County of Lancaster agaiont Whe-
fled. Motion for rehearing overruled. | gaon. Error from Lancaster, Reversed and
Duffie, C. Division No, L remandesd. Barnes, J

1404, Weaterfleld nguinst South Omahs I, Where a taxpayer appeals from the ac-
Loan and Bullding Associntion. Error from | yon of the Board of Equnhmtlon in the

Douglns, Motion for rehearing overruled
Badgwick, C. J.

1. The statute, prior to the recent amend-
ment, allowed the supersedens of s decres
confirming & sale upon foreclosure of mort-
guge by glving & waste and cost bond only,
and the purchaser at such sale could not
recover for the use of the preddses while
the order of confrmation Wwas so super-
seded pending an appeal, even though the

matter of the assessment of properiy for
taxation, the burden {s on the appeliant to
whow that the decision of the board is er-
tOneous

2 The reintement of a witneas that he
would not huve increased the aasessed valu-
ation of the real estate of & cortain precinet
or ward, and that such Increase did not
tend to sgualize the values of real estate
throughout the city, without staling any

:p‘:m!-n?‘. voluntarily dlsmissed by the | pl 0 s & basts for his opinion, I8 not suf-
FI' 4 Nichols & Shepard Co. against Mil. |ficlent to overthrow the judgment of the

toard of Equalisation.

4 Where the value of property,
turned by the assessor, ws Lo an entire
einet s relatively too low, It may be
by the Roard of Equalizatlion without notlce
previously given (o property owners.

i. The stetute requires no formal Anding
by the Board of Equalisation as = basis for

=eversed and
Division No. 1
and held er-

ler. Error fromn Htanton
renuanded. Epperson, O

L Instructions examined
raneous,

1446, In re Esxtate of Calista K Scott, &
coaned, Hrown agalnst Haruon Error
from Lancaster Motion for rehearing
overruled Sedgwick, U

B8 e
re-

. Itm act "

L. When the next of kin disagred as L0 | jweesn :,;-or':*--ll:::-t:ql:::nj}!’l:“ﬂ:sm.nl‘;:‘u*!b‘;l
the selection of un administrator, and the | wooesuiry to m just and proper squalisation
court appoints one requested by one of | oe Jhe pesessments of the various precinots
the next of kin, it will nol be présumed | g warde of a county that the sEgregate
upon appeal, in the pbsence of hny eVl | assesament of certain precincts and wards
dence upon thr-'r point in the oo, EhAL &b raised. and thal others be lowered, I8
the court hna apused its discretion In mak- sufMiclent to sustain an order esgualizing

Iing the appolntment

S Jordan aghinst Juckwon
from Dakota. On motion for
former judgment of this court

such nasessments
4338 #Hrown agalust the Chlicago. Rock
Island & Pacific Rallway Company. Krror

Krror
rehearing.
nnd deores

of distriot court vacaled aud cause peo- | from Lancaster. Affirmed. Ames, C. Di-
manded with directions. Motjon for te- | Vislon No, 1
hearing overruled. Jackson, . Divislon If a creditor to whom two persons are
No., 4 obligated, one as principal and the other
414, Branson against Hranson Appenal. | as purety, relsase Lhe former he alno dis
from Hamilton Mrmed. Ames, O Di- | charges the latter, and the same principle
vislon No, L I upplicabls when the person reisased in
L An agreement between the parties 1o las te the creditor, a surety only, If he 1s
. nding suit for a divoree for the col- | known to be ultimately liable' Lo ‘rho party
jusive rendition of & decree therefor, will | por formally discharged. The creditor can-
defeat the nction, and It is immaterial that | pot Intentionally deprive his debtor of his
one of the partics may have suoposed such | indemnity and still hold him to his obll-
AETéoment to be free from legal or moral | getion
wrong. . . 1478, "British American Insurance Com.
HI..! Clzek agalnst Clzek., Error from | pany against Columbian Optical Compa
E_ - ——— _._ e e et ety

WE CURE MEN

Our Methods Insure Every Man & Lifeiong Cure
for Rlood Polson. 8kin tnn{nu, Varicose m‘a Pro-

static Troubles, Constrictions and Obstructions,
Nerve-Viwel Debility, Acute and Chronle Dis-

charges, Sores, 1'lcers, Swallen Glands, Ulcers 'n
l?u outh or on the Toengus, Kidney, Bladder and
Urinary Troubles, Plles, Fistula, snd all Chronle
and Apecial Diseasss

Nervo-Vital Debility

There s not & case of weakness in exiatence
#t wa cannol rebulld and strengthen with our
OROUGH TREATMENT.

PAY US FOR CURES

eure is & thorough and scientific courses of

L ent, which acta At onee n ths mnerve
- force, stopping the drain and re ing the worn-
| out and run-down tissues. It gives strength and

freah witality, bulldin

§ up the sotire system and
transforming the sufferer Into & type of perfect
manhood.

'? cover he entire fleld of Chronle, Nervous snd Bpecisl Deesp-Seated and
Complicated Diseases.

NORTHWESTERN MEDICAL AND SURGICAL INSTITUTE |

Northwest Cor. 13th and Farnam Sts., Omaha, Neb.

A Cortaln e.-:su Tired, Mo, Aching Feel mgﬁ.‘m
DO NOT ACOKPT A SUBSTITUTE. o oviay bos. Laliay, B X

¢¢o¢'o4}o¢o¢00400000_’0&040_0000006000#000?0

Hen for labor porformed on o bullding
umler a copntract, reilef will not be de-
nled the plalnti®® because of & irifllog
omiasion in the performance of A coniract |
| where there has besn & substantial per- |
formance on hils part

2 Evidence examined and held to show
& substantial performance on the part of
the plaintif and suMcient to entitle him’
to the rellef granted

1 Evidetice. & beitween the owner and
a defendant llen hojder mined and held
rufficient to justly a in favor of |
the latter for a greater sum than that
found by the trial court

) A mechanic's or material man’'s len, |
duly fled within the tlme required by |
law, takes precederice over & murtgege sub
soquently executed DY the owner

16230 Van Burg against Van KEugen
Brror fron lancaster. Affirmed Ppper-
son, ! Division No. 1 !

1. In an action 0 wecover an samount
allegad to be due upon a verbal econirmat

| the burden of proef ‘= upen the defendant

e prove that plaintiffs cause of arction
was barred by the statute of limitaticos
when thet defense I at ue

2 The trisl court’'s lastructions and rul
ingas denyin instructions requested, | ex-

l

amined and held without error,

5 The rulings of the irial court on the
admission and rejection of evidence offerad
examined and found

not erroneoct.s
. Waiters aguinst ity of Omalia
Appeal from Douglas. Raeversed Jackson

C. Divislon No,

L. Where a city, o the erection of a public
work, exercises reasonable vare and )u."-|
ment and adopts plaus approved and recom-
mended by engineers baving all the knowl.
edge that skill and experience tn such work
would naturally give them, it should not be
held Mable In damages on account of wn
alleged defsot In the plan, uniess the con-
siruction s so manifestly dangercus that

wll ble minds must agres that It was
u
BT Lahrinan against Baumas Appeal
;‘wnlllclt Aflrmed.  Albert, C, L'.m!lﬂun
0.

1. 1o an astion By he Indaorses sen
maker. where
aote s

t the
fravd in the Inceptinn of the
relied upon u“a G:(uu’ud m"'rn.

| order admitting & will to probute

such alleged outstanding Instrument

A A cross-examination should be confined
1o thes subject matier of the examination |
in chiaf

IS Wrigley against Farmers and Mer
chanis Binte Bank of HBeatrice Appeal {
fromy Gags Affirmed Jacknson, bi- |
vislan No Lt . 4. not sitting

Waere the holder of &« bank dmaft !
neither demands payment of the bank n

which It I drawn or takes any other stap
to secure payment within five years from
the time it came Into his possession his |
right »f acilon against the bank Issuing
the dmft because of Lhe fallure of the |
benk on which 1t was drawn fo pay the |
same when |1 was presented s barred by
the etnttte of Jmitathons

14156, The Byron Reed Company againzi
Klaubunds Appral from Douglas Al-
firmed. Oldham, Division No. 1

1 A purchasar of real estate, who takos
by gquitcleim deed, takes subject 1o all ex-
isting squities aguinst the grantor

? The county ourt has original
dictdutt In the probeie of & will and Ita
i Coll-
& direct proceading,
It s reversed. 1o
12 Neb., M, followed

jurin.

clusive unlesa by
appsal ur otherwise
more aguinst Bmith,
and approved

‘here A trust is creatsd for the sub-
port and malptenance of Lhe beneficlary
nelther the trustes nor the heneficiary has |

the pawer to assign vr mortgage the trust |
estnte, without such power, 1B expressly
conferred in the inslirument creating the
trust |

1T, Kearney County inet (Chiongt

Burlingion & Quincy Rallway Company. |
Appon’ from Kearney, AMrmed. Jackson
€. Divislon No. !

1. In an action for damages for negill
geutly setiing out 4 fire, the origin of |
the fre may be proven by clroumstantial
evidence

2 Bvidenes sxamined, snd held, that the
circumslances proven are sy 10 sOs-
tain the wverdiet of to the

erigin of the fire. by reason of which (ke
plainti sustaiped damages )

WS Salisbury against Press Publisking
0 PR Appeal from Lavcaster Al
fimed  Albeit . Divielon Ne 2

Loordiagiily it W the @y of aa am-

-4

. |
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Error from Douglas. Reverged and re- lh}' the evidence, the burden is upnan the | ployer to use reasonuble care that the toole unusunl manner of taking the evidence. | meaning of the stutute which prouibits n
manded. Epperson, . Divislon No. L plaintiff to show that he  a bona fde | an applinnces which he furnishes his | (Letton, J.. diasents.) person from testifying to any transaction
Evidence examined and held insufficient | holder, employes are reasonably fit and sale for 2. An appeal from the decision of the | or conversatlon had with a decessed porsnn
to sustain the verdict 14355, Farmers and  Werchants Bank | the use for which they are furnished; but | board In granting a llquor license In tiken where the adverse party is the representi-
14210 State aguinst MoeCright. Original, | aguinst Curlson. Appeni from Poll Af- | this does not relieve the employe fram the | by giving notice of Intended wppeal, and | tive of such deceased person
Dismissed at cost of plaintif. Sedgwick, | firmed. Duffie, C. f)r:l-hm No. £ exeroine of ik own judgment -In the use |procuring a transcript of the record of the {. The endorsement and delivery of a
C J. 1. Evidence examined and hald to support | thereof, and Iif he puls them to a use for | proceedings before the board, and Aling | certificate of deposit, with the intentlon
14211, Biate ngalnst Jonsen. Original | the Judgment of the distriot court which they are not designed or furnlshed |the same ln the appellate court. When | of making & gift of the deposit thereby
Dismissed al cost of plaiptif Sedpwick, | 14366,  Isaac against Halderman. Error | or subjects them to a strain beyond their such appeal has been taken the court may | represented o the party to whom the
T | from Pawnee. Affirmed. Duffe, C. Divi- | capacity to bear and I8 injured in conse- | compel the bodrd to furnish a duly certl- | certificate in thus dellvered, operutles as a
1412, State agalnet Anderson. Original, | sion No. 2. quence the employer, in the absence of |fed transeript of the new svidence taken | gift of the fund |tasif
Dismilesed st cost of plaintift. Sedgwick, | 1L A testator, being unable 1o wrile his | specinl circumstances, I8 not liable, | before the hoard upon the hﬂl!‘lb1 A 14684, Blate, ex relator Mickey, agalnst
L B own name, sald to the draftsman of his | #tandard Distilling and Distributing Com- | peremptory mandamus ta compel the board | Belleck Original, Peremptory writ al-
14110, Btate agalnst Sinclair.  Original. | will, in the presence of two Witneswes, “You | pany against Harrls, 106 N, W, Neb, G to reduce the evidence to writing and file | lowed. Sedgwick, C
Disyissed at cost of plaintitf, Sedgwick, | Know I cannot write—you will have to sign | 2 The statute requiring instructions to the same In the ofMce of the board s not 1 Under sectlon 2 of the laws of 1881
o J it for me.”" Held, that thin was a sufficlent | the jury to be In writing has no applios- | necassary. us amended by sectlons 6 chapter Ixil,
M4 Siate against . Nelsun Original, | request to authorize the draftsman to sign | tfan (o a mandatory direction to reiurn a 4. A party desiring to appoal from the de- | laws of 158, state officors, living in Lincoln
Dismisned at cost of plaintlff, Sedgwlick, | the testator's name, verdict in favor of one of the parties to | clsion of the Board of Fire and Police Comi- during thelr terms of ofMce, may send thel
c J 2, Non-expert witnesses called upon the | the litigation missloners of Omaha granting a Jguor | children of school wge ta the publle achools
UG,  State agalnet Hedlund., Original. | Question of the mental capacity of a testa- 3 On the facts stated, held that the |llconse is entitled to a certified transcript | of the Lincoln district without paying tul
Dismiseed at cost of plnintiff. Bedgwick, | tor must state the facts upon which thelr | trial court properiy directed a verdict for of the record of the procesdings before | thon, even though they retaln thelr |egal
. J. opinion of incapacily Is based, the defendant such board upon demand and the payment | residence eisewhere
14216. Btate against Blalr. Original. Dis 3. Evidence examined and Leld insnMcient 144%. Whedon against County of Lan- of reasonable fees Tor making such tran- 2. If & family, or the person or permonw
mismed at cost of plalntlfy. Sedgwick, C. J to show elther mental incapactty ot undue | caster, Appeal from Lancaster  Afffrmed. script. The board Is not required to furnish] having the legal custody and control of
14217. Stiate agninst Laprath. Ofiginal, | influence. Barnes, J wuch transeript without the payment of] children of school age, remove to and live
Dismizssed at cost of plaintiff. Sedgwick, 8657, First Natonal Bank or Humboldt The statutes of this state make no pro. | feea therefor In & school district other than the distriot
[+ B agalnst Helin, Appeal from Richardson. | viglon for an appeal from the order of the 6, In re application of Behwarting for] of thelr legal resldence, and such re-
1. By the act of 1§, entitled “an act | Affirmed. Duffie, (7, Division No. 2 rounty board In making the wx levy pro- | wWrit of labeas cofpus. Application  for moval Is not for the purpose of oltaining
authorizing partiea on  school lands se- 1. A pariy went to the banking house of ? vided for by sectlon 10635, Cobbey's An- wril of habeas corpus denied Letton, J school privileges, but Is principaily from
lectsd In Heu of sections 16 and 2§ to pur. |the defendnnt bank 1o make & time de- | poreted Btatutes, 19, and an attempt to 1. The provisions of chapter Ixxxil, Bes-| other motives, such children are ontitled
chase the same when the state ncquires | Posil and asked the president of the bank | prosecute such nn appeal confers no }ur slon Laws of 16, section HiSba to #60h.| tv free school privileges while se Hving In
title,” Complled Statutes, 189, pase 10209, | What Interest they were paying an money. | jistlon on the dlstrict court to review such Cobbey's Annotated Bupplement, 1006, known tllf'.llialnu'l,
gection 4, persons who compled with the | Hi® own testimony i» to the effect thal he | srder a8 the dipsomuntac law, are in paril ma- 14504, _Modern Woodmen of Amerlon
aol hnd & preference rlghi of purchas== |a4sked the party what amount she had and 14882, Parker against 8wate. Error from terla with other laws providing for the| against Talbot, Error, Polk. Reverssd and
or loase of land known as indemnity school | how long 1t would be left. The reply was | rhurston Reversod and romanded, | detention, care and dischurge of persons| remanded for dismissal. Jackson, Divi-
land, and had title to the improvements |2bout SLU0. 1o be left for six montha. Mo | parnes J committed to the Hospital for the Insane, | sion No. 4
made by them thereon. replied, *““I'he bank s paying 3 per cent, Tnntructions to the jury must be made |and must be construed In connection there-| 1 A life insurance certifivate lsrued by
2. Occupants of indemnity school lands but since you have come up here so far upon and applicable to the ey idence, and wt}h. A friternal benuefit xoclety, which provides
who had complled with the act of 1% |1 Will pay you 4" The party then handed | poce ™ 10 the trisl of a criminal came an % A person who has been confined in the| that if the member should engage In an
before the repeal thersof were entitled to [RIm an sastarn draft for an amount eX- |ogientiion Is glven without testimony to Hospltal for the Insane under the provie| occupation prohiblied by the bhylawe of the
have the land appriised’ separately fr ceeding $1L.600, and he wrote out and re- | o0 gnd prejudice results thereby, a slony of sajd act until he has bheen cured,| society the certificate shiould become ipao
the improvements, and to be given an op- |turned a thne check for the amount pay- | ..o iea) will be granted. may not be subjected to further restraint| facto vold as to any clul on account of
portunity to lease the land upon such ap- able at the bank In -:llx months with Inter- 14811 State sgalnst Dalley Error from | Without new cause. the death of the member tracealile to en
rraisement before belng ejected there. |©%L AL 4 per cent rhis time check was Douglas. AfMrmed, Letton, J. 8. Bection 7 of chapier Ixxxil., Bessions] ployvment In such hasardous occeupntion
from. signed by the president In his Individual The p-rm'lﬂlwn‘ of 4 penal statute will Laws of 16, section Sh0a to $idh, (‘ob-. doea not become vald for wll purposes In
8 'The fact that the occupant of In- capacity and It contames nothing to indl- wot be extended by consiruction so a8 10 bey's SBupplement, 1905 held, unconstitu.| case the member enguges o a probibited
demnity school land hax attempted to make | S8 that the money wie deposited with apply 1o persons not clearly within its | tional as in vielation of the right o per-; petupation, but the soclety (= exempted in
entry thareof under the homestead lawas of | the bank or that the bank assumed any rpsrtencl E sonal Hberty puch case from all Habdity on account of
the United States and har in good falth ohligantion for its ‘rv;)."l)tll'rﬂnl'. Held, that Nﬁ.'l*l gtate, ex relator Thomas, against 14 Fosier against Murphy Brror,| the death of the member by accident 4l
contested the right of the state to the | """‘f",""' might Fecover from the bank Board of Fire and Poli Commissioners, | Douglas. AMirmed. Albert, C.  Divislon | rectly traceable to such prohibited employ-
same as indemnity school lands will not |10 an action for moncy had and recelved. Appeal from Douglas. Heversed and re- No, 2 ment, and the certificate remalos in Ml
SRR IR TO_BNGEL R ST SNae e ‘Mlﬁitl'ln -"si-‘rll rrf'r"'.”"H" tl-.;mt;::ny\n r::i::ik manded, Bedgwick, . lotton, J., con- 1. An order of a probate court, requiring| fOT¢¢ ©OXcept am to the hamurds of such
act of IETE relating to the lmprovements | Sac .) « i-,-.j.-m \‘;” I{’ - ourring separately, one who had formerly been administrator """“.f’“u"”'
of actual settlers upon Ilands so obtained | %lp“.-‘ el -.lf.’“‘l:] t‘ ”'[" | 1o} 1. Upon contents of applications for Hguor | of an estate to turn over to his successor i - he wocisly I8 nol estopped from '!"
RIS siaie. | that '-'.I-:. :!:I‘-f‘nhlr ‘a-; ? lrlll l';l"l‘:r :1:  lliconse, the board hearing the contest 18| certaln mensy, ¢lalmed by the former (o slsting upon {ts exemption from Hahility
14400 Chicago, Burlington & Quinoy | n'" ",‘J'f ,1"’” Iq"l,' 1\3 ,_“':,, "l, ore ‘l\,): not bound by the stipulations of the parties | have been given to him as a gift from the for the death of the member due to Lis
Raliroad Company agalnst Tieals Error n,‘_..l','., 3 ,,I' s ,’h, d:-lﬂi'amnul.{m of “':, providing a method of taking and trine | jntestate, but by the latter, that it came HEREINE in a prohiblted occupatio hy
AN Dougion  Raverasd: and femsanded |“':~I-!: is for the fury I woribing the evidence not prescribed by | o him as sdministrator of the estate, in| FOCCPHBE s Sues and asansaments. with
Ames. C Mvision No. 1 171, Citigens' Bank of Btanton against |statute, and Involving groater oxpense in| appealabie to the district court. nowledge that he had entered upon sueh
A sult by an administrator of a deceased | ]_-;. T A peAl f'-brm Blank I" Affirmed. | reducing the evidence to writing thun l! £ Fvidence examined and held sufficlent ”'.; “"‘“"'"_ ! .
employe of the Chicago, Burlington & | 3 O " Eri\lupn-.\:u. ! ) necessarily lncurred in the manner of trial | 1o sustaln =2 Anding that the money In : “. Ao 2 .,"' the ey -t
Quincy Rallroad company, who was a | /04 caurTaes” does fot commit preju- | vontemplated by statute. 1f the evidence | guestion had come Into the hands of the remained for e payment of iducs
member of the reliel department of that .“_:.’1 orrur by refusing to strike from a |8 nken pursuant to such stiputution®, the | former administrator personally as o gift a!lh‘ﬂr:n.l'n!n as would have exis w4 hiad
company. to recover dmmages under the| .0 allegations of new matter already | hoard will not be compelled By mandamus [ by the ntestute, und not as & part of the member not engaged I & hazirdous
matule for wrongfully o megligently embraced In the issues mised hy the e |10 reduce the svidence to writing In the | aasets of the sstate prohibited occupation
causing the death of such employe Im & yinn ang snswaer and therefors -...t...l.mf;h- | manner provided for by such stipulation of | % The Interest of the former adminis- Punip ssitions wdvertised o The
bar to a subseguent action upon the mem in vidence without further pleading lth, parties without l_;.l.'"--q'.' af the extra trator'a wife In the result of such contest 1 PR Propos on i H |
bership certificate In suid department when 4 Wihere the issue 18 as to whelher a |eZpense of »o doing made neceasary by the l is not & direct legnl Interest, within the | Bee go Into the homes of the hest penple
Nhe asdministrator is the BATIE  PErEON | aurtificate of deponit was jssued against a
named as beneficlary In _the contract depost' In & bank and the generml verdict == e —
L Hahn agalnst Bans - Appeal | §s for the plaintff, based wupon his denial
from lall\.uﬁlrr. Rr.’fr‘n-:l with directions. ! that such  Instrumest ever existed, the |
Albert, ¢ Division No | court ueed no! require lndemnity sgainmt l
L In an action teo foreclose & mechanis's

invested in a package of

UnheedaBiscuit

teaches you many truths:

That soda crackers are the best of all food made from flour.
That Uneeda Biscult are by far the best of all soda crackers,

That Uneeda Biscult arc always fresh, always crisp, always
nutrittous.

NATIONAL BISCUIT COMPANY




