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MEegreDITH, J.A., gave reasons in writing for arriving at the
same conclusion. s

Moss, C.J.0., and MAcLAREN and MaGeg, JJ.A., concurred
in dismissing the appeal.
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Appeal by the applicant Henry Sturmer from the judgment
of MippLETON, J., ante 1116, on a motion to quash a local option
by-law.

The appeal was heard by Boyvp, C., TeEerzEL and Larcs-
FORD, JJ.

J. B. Mackenzie, for the appellant.
W. E. Raney, K.C., for the respondent corporation.

Boyp, C.:—‘Residence’’ is a word of flexible import, and as
said in Naef v. Mutter, 12 C.B.N.S. 816, at p. 821, has a great
variety of meanings according to the subject-matter and the
objects and purposes of the legislature. In a poor-law case

_Blackburn, J., said: ““‘I do not like the phrase ‘constructive re-
sidence’: when a person is physically absent for a time, if

he has an animus revertendi, his residence continues: and the
guestion in such a case is whether he continues to be resident,
or has ceased to be resident by taking up his permanent re-
sidence elsewhere’: Regina v. Abingdon, L.R. 5 Q.B. 406, at
. 409.
y In a franchise case, Ford v. Hart, L.R. 9 C.P. 275, it is held
that there may be a constructive residence where there is no
actual residence, the person claiming in this way must have the
liberty of returning, and also the intention of returning when-



