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Y'Io shew aditltery.
In R petition for dissolution of marriagte, the resp9ndent ap-

plicil for an affidavit of documents.
gu, 4JIcld, on the authority of Redfern v. Redfeern (1891) P. 139,

that discovery will not be ordered of a party t4) divorce proceed-
ings when it is sought for no other purpose than to prove such
party guilty of adultery; but that, on respondent filing an affi-

'~~ davit .shewing that discovery is flot souglit for the' purpose of
proving the adultery of the petitioner, .bat for the purpose of
discovering documents relating to the niatters in (pestions, other

'4~*~*than the nmiseýndiict of the petitioner, discovery wilI be ordered.
i AeJ1-ýWa ils, for petitioner. )-lilnckenj, K.C., for respondent.

1ROrtbmest Cerrf torie.

ýî' 4SUPREME COURT.

Sifton, C'.J. RF, LATJMER. I.Jan. 25.

bht aflitoaF,'Pdr ol jiistify-Offec e inider both. forrigu
anid Coaiia iw.--aJy to committal foi' trial for ginii-
Pir offeiico iet (!aitduj-Excladitiî,& Art, HIS.C. 18S'ý, C. 142,

T'he dîîty of ant extriadition judge iii henring an information
fo n L'xtradtible offenpe i% to order extradition if tht' evidenvet

îilu~,in the abmeîîee of contradietion. im miph thlit..n
1 inagimtrate holding a preliminary enquiry ini a similar pase sholnld

Pomimit for' trial,
eJtpube. the' extradition judge must be satisfied that the of-

fenpe dîclosed in the information is eriminal ho)th iin.ier Catn-
dia» law andti nder the law of the demanding eouintry andi that it
is within the extradition treaty.

Jae»ns ASh ori, for Siâte of Penngylvania. IV. L. Walih, K.C.,
Al. S. MWrarth.j. ani P. J. Nolan. for W. IL, Latimer.
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