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j chaflgc or break eiuber the residIce or the domicile of the appellant, because
it was flot voluntary, but compuIsMr, and in obetiience to law.

The word Ilresidence " is quite as large as the word Ildwclling," and, as
idwelling " andi Ildomicile"» necessarily mean the samne, there can be no mia-

FÏ.: terial distinction between where he is domiciled and where he resides, alîhough
the 4th section of this Act stems to draw sacb distinction. The residience of
an offcer in barracks has been given as an illustration on this subjct-i..,
that if it be urged that the residenceo f the appellant in gaul here was compul-
sory, the saine may be said of the residence of such officer as equally compul.
sory , but that circumstance would flot deprive the officer from the exercise of
hi% civil rights or of his eligibility for the manhood suffrage attaching te any
resident of a city domiciled thercin.

Again, the case of a gypsy or a tramp who has ne fixed abode-he may he
held te reside or dwell wher,ývor le sleeps, but, for want of a three months'
domicile, he could have iie civil riglits or riglit te the manhood suffrage pre-
sclibed by this Act.

The remaries Macle by Lord Cranworth on Aikman v. Aikman, in the
H-. of L. case reported in 4 L.T. NS. 377, apply in this case,wherein lie is reported
as savirg "The difficulty in these cases arises from the circunistance that ti.e
character of the residence of a man who is miaking his way in life, or pasàsiné;
idly through it, is often equivocal. His residience at a particular place May
have been intended tu lie nierely temiporary ; it may have been selected froni
motives cf hualîli, or econemy, or convenience, or fromi mere restlesbness or
instability cf character, wîthout the intention, in any of these cases, of aban-
doning a prior home and adopting a new une. Wliether this is or is flot the
nature of any particular residence must depend on ail the ci rcumn satinces con-
nected wvith it, the investigation of which niust obviously open the Jour to widt

à and extensive enquiiries."
A person's "dom-icile" means, generally speaking, the place where lie has

his permanent home.
That place bas heen held te he properly the domnicile cf a persun in which

he has voluntarily tixced the haLitation cf himacîif and bis fail', flot for a
mecre epecial or temiporary purpose, wîth a present intention cf traking illt
permanent homte, unless andtiuntil sotnething (which ia unexpected, or the hap.
penitx (if which is uncertain) shall occur tu induce hiii tu Adopt somne other
permanent honte, but it must lie allvays the act andi vboice of Ilirmseit andi of
no one else. In Býowvcr's " Conflict cf Laws," p, 166, wve tind i laid dolmn
that Ilini cases cf con%4ict depending on the question of doiniil there is fre-
quently mucn dîfflculhy iu determining the domici cf the party. This is gen-
tally a question flot cf /.nw, but of fa,1, for thât is the domnicil of at pet-son
wiwore he ba% bis true fiixed hoie andi principal etahltshiient, and to) which,
%Yhen absgent, lie hasi the intention cf retuining 'ýnthony*, 'Cor'flirît of
1-aw<l, 41 Ch. 4, p. 44, tzun OluitiS 41ifr?, ânti Zwo tl'ing; mouSt Occur te consti-
tute ddse-ll-first, residince and, secondly, the intention to make it tht homte
of the tiart>'."

Where an unmarried man lîas neither famil>' nor home, but 1ixiards, pcr-
hapý-, in one place andi sleeps in another, as somoe du, withini the saine mttui1ci-


