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shareholders in any of the statements shewni to, have been isaued
to theni; and it was advisable that that information should be
laid before thenm before the application was further deait with.
The shareholders should be ealled together and the information
submitted to thcrn; and the resuit of the meeting, ineluding a
report of what proportion in value of thc shareholders were ini
favour of a winding-Ùp, shouid be added to the material sup-
piied for or against the petition; after which the petition wouid
be disposed of. C.* V. Langs, for the petitioners. G. Lyneh-
Staunton, K.<('.. for the eompany.
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Fîre De.ýtruiir1io of Property -V N(fgy< -u Evidf c-
Dama qcgs-Reunofesx. I-Action for daniages for the dostriue-
tion of the plaiiitiff's< property by fire set out by the defeýndant1's
servant. The action was tried by LENNoX-, J., withouit a jury.

Telearned Judgc said that it wua not 11gcs :11ha William1
Clarke had auv profit or exud to gain hy gi\vig, faise vdnu
ilis statenient that he was wvorking on the dcfenldant '; prloper'ty'
and tiet ont a tire uorth -vcst of the plaintill's, iilil on thie 2 th
June, was eorroborated by several witnesses. That Clarke wvas
the servant and agent of the defendant wats iiot and rould flot be
disputcd. That the fire wvhieh destroyed, the plaintiff's mnili and
personal proi)crty originated ln the fire set out Ib*y Clarke was
ovcrwheliniîngly, estaiblished. The amount whieh thei plainitiff
should recover was iiot so eleai', and in this case, of commiton ails-
fortune, the learned Judge was disposed to give the defenidant
the benefit of any doubt. The plaintiff night have lotit $ý240 in
cash; but of a loss so casily asserted there should be very elear
proof. The existence of the' aoney should not be left ini doubt.
E'nough was not shewn to, entitie the plaintiff to the allowanee
of this item. The $250 for medical attendance, loss of time,
aind suffering, was honcst enough, but it was not reeoverable, dam11-
age--it was too remote. There were a number of small itemls for.
which he should be allowed iii ail $105.15. For the los of the
miii, $750 should be allowed. Judgment for the plaintiff for
$856.15, with eosts. F. L. Smiley, for the plaintiff. Franklin
Pumaville, for the defendant.


