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the two cestogether. Some of the wîitnesses flot lx'-ing,
present, I adjonrned, the hearing to Toroutlo, and 1 11111rd
the remiainder of the evidence aùnd the argument hure. Coun-
sel have2 heen good enough also to, put iii a wriiten arg-
nienit uipon certain points I mayv saY th»t1 I liaxedri
great a,isi>t;Lnce f ront tht very carufui aind abIt.arumn
of ail the coumel concerned.

Th1e Siandard insurance,( being vd-c by ait interiii
reepand the Equity policy not havîiig any vaiaions

applicable to thie case, it is cleuar thiat both insuiranc(e-, are >ub-
ject to thie statiîtory conditions, ana to thes;e aloiie. 1Both1

compniesrely upon condition 10 (f), whichi provides thiat
the com11pany ïS nlot liable for the 1osses following, tliat

i.tosay:-
(1") For loss or dnacoeurring %ille . . .ga-

line .. is Lo kpi or storod in the buildinginrd
or containing the property insured, une~pelrmii,,Iiisin
givni lin writiing by thieeopn.

No perisisioii was in cithere 1Ven1 l'y theuopay
so that it is inanifest thiat the onais ileepelaiiy
if w-hat w-as doue in thlis casýe maike: it right io sayv thiat"go.

une" was"kept o storedini tlildig.
'lite plaintiff knevw niothing of the 1u,ýq of gasoline be-fore

the fire. GraYdon is 'in error in sayin, Llhat the plaintift
admiittÀed that hefore the fin, hie knew of its use. This
ignrioince nmy not, indeed cannot, as-ist te plaintif, nlor
can his express order to Poest not to have gatsolines upon te
promnises. Insurance conmpaniies are enitfld to the full
protection given thein by the tauebut they are entitled
bo nlo more.

1 think it would shock any' ordinary person ti lu, rold

that if he allowed a smaîl quaniltityý o! gasoline to remnaiti
ini a discardedi stove, he thereby " kept. or stored it.' I haýve,
saa, a box of cigars in iny smoking, roomn-I hope I do flot
thereby " keep or store " tobacco oit ny reis

Sucit collocationsý of words haive beent often interpreted
bour own and other out.For exaniple, ti Biggs v. Mit-

cheil, 2 B. & S. 523, te prohibition in the .4taitte of 12
Geo. III wherehyv it wsdirected that no0 person shali "haive
or kee-p" more than 200 lb-;. of gunipowdefr, vas considere1,
mnd it was hel thait thic two words miust mean th(, sanie
thlng. And in Foster v. Dip)hwys-, &e,.. Co.. 18 Q. B3. D. 12S,
thbe saie was said of the words "case, or canister." On
priticiple " keep or store"l shoiild not bc held o inean any-


