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thing niore than "store,," and 1 should not be able to

that the present was an instance to whicli sucli a

could rightly be applied. But authority îs not wantini

the very phrase. In Mitchell v. London Assurance Co.

0. Rl. 706, it was held in the Queen's Bencli Divisioi

a divided Court that crude and earth oils kept for lubrica

purposes could not be said to be " stored or kept,>'

that the above clause (f) did not apply: this, was sustainE

the Court of Appeal, 12 A. R1. 262. IIag&rty, O.J.O.5 say

268: " It is not 'stored or kept,' ini the apparent nie&

of the words, which seemn to point to a different inattar,

as the dealing in sucli articles, or having a -storehouse t]

for." The definition impliedi iii these words, 1 adopt.

Many cases were oited to me decided upon words nio:

less like those i our statute, and I think the weight of t

ority in other Courts is ini favour of the construction pl

upon the statute which would liold that the present is
did not shew a violation of clause 10 (f).

For example, i11 Williamis v. Firemen's IPund Insuý

Co., 54 N. Y. 569, it was held on appeal from the Ge

Term that a provision forbidding the etoring or keepit

certain hazardous articles, amongst then petroleum, si

be intcrpretedl so, as not to prohibit the insured from kei

a jug of petroleum for use as a medicine. Reynolds, C.,

p. 572: " The provision against storing or keeping

obvie usly aimed at storing or keeping in a mercantile j

in considierable quantities, witli a vipw toe commercial tru

Many caees are cited in the arguments and judgments Ni

may be referred to in support of the contention, on E

side.
I do not think it wonld answer any good. purpose

through the many cases cited, some of them, decided

words quite different from those in our statute: 1 thi

sufficient to, refer to Joyce on Insurance, vol. 3, sec.

and bo May on Insurance, 4th cd., sec. 242. 1 vould

also te bbheceues inentioned in Clement's Insurance 1:

The former work says: " 'Anether of the ordinary prov

of au iusurance policy isý that prohibiting the storing o

tain hazardous articles: this provision lias been constri.

covering only those cases where the storÎng a.nd safekE.

of the prohibited articles is the sole objeot of the dE

or to the storing in a mercantile sense: that i3, a k

for safe e ustody.-*


