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n the Fifth Judicial District Dourt of the State of Navads, in
‘and for the Oounty of Humholdt.

Louise W. Purviance,
Plaintiff,
. Y5,
Madigon G. Purviance, .
7 Gl Delendant.
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The plaintiff complains and alleyes:--

First .~ That the plaintiff and defendint were inter-
married at Hailey, Stwte of Idaho, twmepy-two (22) years ago and
are now wife and hushand.

Second.— That the plaintiff and defendant are residents
of Humboldt County, State of Wevada and havo heon sueh rosidents
for several years last pst.

Third.- That the plaintiff has a minor daughter of 1l
age of saven (7) years named Fdno Purviusnce, and m daughter nared
Myrtle Purvience, ¥mtk of the age of seventeen (17) years, both
being the issue of snid marrisge, ond hoth under tle care, supyert
and educaticn of the plaintiff.

Fourth.—= %hat the plaintiff und deferdant ave in the
possession and entitled to the possassicn of lots Hurber One (1),
Two (2) and Bightoen (18), in Block Fourteen (14) in the fown of
Lovelock, with the improvaments tlerecn, all knath as the Singrer
Hotel Property, and have heem in such posscesion ever since Jamary
Eleventh (11th), 1900, or therealouts, under z valid and subsisting
agreement rede by and between one R. ¥. Lyniw or: %iwe ane part and
the plaintiff and defendant on the other part in which the said
Lynip agrees to sell and convey tho sarie to the plaintiff upon the
payment of the purelase price of sixteen hundred and fifty dollars
fﬁlﬁﬁ;ﬂ.m] with interest, it bLeing then and thero arreed hoatween the
parties horeto that upon tl'e paymwent, of swid Turchsse price the

said property should be deaded o 1Lhe plaintiff as andd Tor her sale
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and separate property; thet in pursusnce of snid sprecment with
Lynip and said agrcement between the parties heroto the plaintiff
paid the stipulated sumson the purchasze vrice of said property, the
taxes and premiums on the poliey of insurance on said vroperty out
af the prﬁcaadé of said hotel, and her own industry, avd supnori-

ed the Tamily besides in order to mecure sazid property as a home for
hersplf and family; thsat she =20 contirued snd now continues so

to do, except when pruventod by the conduct of the delondant here-
inafter eset forth:; that during the said possesegicn of said property
the defondart has been pgullty snd is now puilty of hahituzl grozs
drunkeness contracted since said marrisge which ineapacitates him
from contributing his shares to the supyort of the fomily; that,
frequently during said period he has colle cted +the procoeds of said
property and squandered and spent the smre at the salcon hars and
gaubling tables in said Lovelock and Qpunty 1o such an extent as to
cause default in the ];}nwmnt of installments in the purchase price
of.eaid proverty and he threatens % so deo and the plaintiff verily
belisves thet he will so continue unles: restrained bv the ordar

of this Court and thereby ecawsa irreparable damage and injury to

the plaintiff and her said childran by depriving the plaintiff of
the means to comply with said agreement with said Lynip,which mst
result in lodirg said property and Leing deprived of any home for
herseld and children; thet if he be so restrained the plaintif® can
continue to conduct the business of said hotel und out ef the [T -
ceeds thereof pay for said property and secure it as o permanent home
and as n means of supperting herself ond children, but not cthearwise,
and the t the plaintif{ has no otl:er means to supyort herself and
children.

The plaintiff alleges that the defandant is puilty of
axtreme cruelty towards the plaintiff during the 1ast two weayre, in
that at Lovelock in said County he has besn in the hatdt of vilifv-
ing, slandering and abusing the plaintiff and applying ta hor the

most - approl:ious apithets and false accusaticons of unchustity

(2)



¥

:nr;d infidelity in “he presence and kearimg of her said children end

others; that on the second (2nd) day of Octulier A. “r, 1902, at
said hotel in Loveluck in the presence and heariny: aforesaid he,
in lanpusge tuo vulgar and indecent to be repestad here,falsely,
wickedly and with the utmost malignity snd depravity accured the
plaintiff with having promiscuous flligit intereourse with men;
thet Jast ¥all tho plaintiflf was dangrerouaelyr ill with trphoid Tavaor
for three weeke, during which time the defendant vwinz beostly drunk
every night, or thereshouts,and gave the plaintiff ne care, but =o
conducted himself in his maudlin drunkeness to greatly agyravaile
her illness and cause her great mental apeny o bodily paing
thot during =aid two years at said hotel theo deéfendint was drunk
at least Tiva nights in each week when in town, ond by stogrering
and falling on the floor, and slamming the deors he greatly dis-
turbed the peace snd quiet cf the plaintifl and her seid children
and her puests at the hotel for howrs at & tire fo their proat terror

end dismay; thet during said two yesrs at divers amnd sundry times

.. @t said hotel he weni to the meals at the dining room tuble in the

presence of plaintiff end her said childron and the hotal boarders
and in drunken condition slothered over the table to the prent
disgust und nausea of all prasent; that.on the nigt of the second
(2nd) day of Octolier, 19p2, at seid hotel he noeaulted and bruised
the plaintiff so that she was compelled % coll the aid of a
constahle to protect her.

The plaintif{ allegos that the above course of humiliating
insults, annoyences and cruclty practiced by the defendimt as
aforesaid has so grievously wounded the feclings and se utterly
destroyed the peace of mind of the plaintifl ss to cause her irest
mental anguish, bodily nervousness and pein, and has utterly destroy-
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ed the legitimate ends, of matrimony.

The plaintiff alleges that to avoid the usupl unenvishle

‘notoriety which diverca proceodings invite sho has silently borme

2s best sho coudd the said indigmities, slandors ard eruelties of
defendant unti

1 they have hecome intolerahble ¢ :
duty to hersal e and until her sense of

T and children }2{91 har to appoal to this honorable
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Court for due ord adequate relief.
The plaintiff slleges that the particvs hereto have and

owm the furniture and 21l the personal property used in connection

with said hotel,

Wharefora, the plaintiff praye that the bhonds of matrimony

" now existing hetween the plaintiff and defendant be dicsolved hy

the decres of thia Court in tha usual formy thist sho be awarded the
cara and custody of her ssid children; thst all the proporty rights
and interests of the defendant in =zaid real estate snd nersenal
property and in eaid agreement with B. F. Iynip he divested out of
the dafTondant and be vested in the plaintiffs that the defendant

be restrained frem disposing of sny of eaid property und fraw receiv-
ing or disposing of ony of the rents, issves or profits or proceeds
of said hotol or business connccted therewith until tle further
order of this Court and that she have such other shd furtlier relief

as equity, justice and good conscionce demsnd.

s __Z;{(.Lfﬁ:ﬂé%{;: bl e

Attorney for Plaintiff.
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