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Yrving, J.| Levy v. Levy. ¥ Mareh 20,
Divorce—Practice—Affidavit of documents-——Discovery ter. ng
to shew adultery.

In a petition for dissolution of marriage, the respondent ap-
plied for an affidavit of documents. '

Held, on the authority of RBedfern v. Redfern (1881) P, 139,
that discovery will not be ordered of a party to divoree 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 not sought for the purpose of
proving the adultery of the petitioner, but for the purpose of
diseovering doecuments relating to the matters in questions, other
than the mist¥nduet of the petitioner, discovery will be ordered.

Walls, for petitioner. Helmcken, K.C,, for respondent.

Rorth=TNest Territorics.
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SUPREME COURT.

Sifton, CL1.| RE LATIMER, {Jan. 25.

Ertvanition—Evidenee to justify—Offence under both foreign
and Canadian law-=-Analogy to committal for trial for simi-
lar offence in Canudu—Erivadition Act, R8.C. 1887, ¢, 142,
8 11,

The duty of an extradition judge in hearing an information
for an extraditeble offence is to order extradition if the evidence
adduced, in the absence of contradietion, is such that a
magistrate holding a preliminary enquiry in a similar ease should
eommit for trial,

Nemble, the extradition judge must be satisfied that the of-
fenee diselosed in the information is eriminal hoth under Cana-
dian law and under the law of the demanding country and that it
is within the extradition treaty. s

James Shopt, for Siate of Pennsylvania. W, L. Walsh, K.C,,
M. 8. McCarthy, and P. J. Nolan, for W, 1. Latimer.
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