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Court, dt4îveredl lv Xleredith, .A.it iàs nid: «'There iE nuthing, in the de
cee or ntherwg@e, to shew that the question cf domicile wae coosidered in

t' the Ohio Cqurt. or the~ the juradction of that Court. to pronounoce Pii-h
'T decrse. at AI depended uipon doniiciik; and, if there had beeu, 1 arn far <rom

thinking that auch iace would bave precluded the Courts of thi.-q province
froin inquiry intc the fact, or f rom dealing with the rigbts o! the parties upon
their own findings ro»I"eting it.'

It follows froir the jealouas care which Enlih CotitU have alwavg
shewn for the parties to English marriages, [rom thbe slow growtb of the rule
-xhich now recogniws, diésolution by foreign Courte af auch marriy"ge, (mon.
thbe in8stenre that "domirile" shail not bic confounded wiGi "residence."
but shalllie conatruedi in the Enghisbh sense. and that it shal bc "real. '"bond

JVdé.-" 'permanent' and "exi8titig" when the proceeilings for divorce are
taiten. that the bur&ýn of proof upo>n one wbo asserts the validity or a foreigru
divorce is a heavy one, and that il dJoult CÀ,stq, it should lie resolveci againat
the divorce. JVlon v. ltUilçon, 2 P>. 43.5; Brdi v. Kennedy, 1 Se. Alpp. 307;
W'adswortlh v. IMtord, '2 Cao. S.C.R. 469; Manning v. Mann ing, LR.
2 P. 2231.

Reýside-ic alune i,9 ot sîmrheic-n; for <iomirile. There rnuwt le tlic necem-
sari' animus nian<-ndi. The change of domicile niust he with an intention
.o make the pla<-e the rnin and jermnanent tst.ahlit3hoîient sinc anirio rcrrtcadm(l.
H1adlanc v. Eceford. L.H. 9 El. 6.31; vIs.in' . Ifallhrtr., R De G .&G
'3: iUy--G n. . Pune. il. W. Si 1: Re ('apdevi-lic. 2 I. & G. 98 ; (i.If.'rar

*.I'cara. 49 Que. 1S.C. 334; .4dani v. .tdanu.. Il M'.L.R. 3i8.
Neithier length of time nor intention. taken separatelly, wilI do te estab-

lishia change of domicile, althoqàgl thle ta o taken together ma.% work a change.
The residence of a travelling salesnian for the periodi of une ye.ar and a mont h.
couplc'i with bis affidavit of his intention as to pe"mnanent res-iderice, dJoee not
establish a 8uffichŽitit change of domicile for jurisdictional puirlxxv- in a
div.orce proc"'ding. Il'alroi v. i'fdrc(191 23 l).L.l. 261. 49 -).R 22.

In Adarn.q v. A4dam.q, 14 11C-R. 301, the petit;oner. in 10'5, when aged
about 19, came from O)ntario I.> Britishi Colunmbia, where he spent étome 3
or 4 years in different placeB. Jo 1899 he married, and at once r2moveil to
the Northwst Territe'nes. In 1907, satisfied of liiî wife's inifid'lify. lie in.vli
lier cra%ü for N Y ork. In autumon. I90M, lie retuirned to Vancouver, and
took a positior mnercantile house. In January, 1909. lie bled a pûtit.ion
for divorce, 4 .,.ng domicile in IhritLgh Columbnia. It xaa hield that no
domicile wau acquired te enable bim f0 site for divorce.

Rctainiag property in thie domnicile of origin, or at'ending and managing
flic paternal est afe therein, sbewa an intention ot f0 abandon it, Io L.ord
v. ('olin. 4 Drew 366., a person bor in Sentland, residlei many years in
India. rcttirnecd hi Scotlanîl and lived ir hiê paftirual esiafo for 6 years; then
resided in France for 6 vears. Il' wum saidl to b'ave pre(erred France, and to
have been annoved by lài miiglhbomrs in Scotlarid. lie liait handaonMIey

fmmnised parmets n PLrm. le neyer let bis paternal etate, and attended
tip flic mîanagemient of it. I t nija held thid, he liail not ahandoned his Scotch
dlomicile. Sce alan Afri-1lyl v. M1'('ure, 3 Niarq. ILL. 852.
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