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Recorp.—-Williamsford, June 21.—A
dw?l?iﬁg-house owned by Robert Hayes, eleventh
concession of Holland, was destroyed by fire.
Loss about $1,200; the house and barn are
insured in the Beaver Company for $600.

Severn Bridge, June 20.—Mr. A. B. Camp-
bell’s shingle mill, lumber, and stock we]re
burnt, along with a house owned by Jas. Cuth-
bert, of Bolsover, and 2 .small store ad_)ommg:
both of which in a few minutes were destroyed;
part of the stock in the store was saved.

Rawdon, June 17.—The premises of Mr. O.
Fordham were completely destroyed b);_ fire,
together with the furniture, a quantity ob p;o-
visions, farming implements, and valuable : 00ks,
leaving the occu%ants d::stétu:’.o The loss is

i t from $3,000 to $4,000. .
esg?::‘:)?tihf June 23.——:\ fire broke out in Wm.
Ault’s grocery on g/lain street. The stock was
all destroyed.

neg:le{'ensville, J):xne 19.—A fire destroyed l:h(e1
saw mill and wool carding machine attache
belonging to Mr. Jobn Hain. The loss must be
close to $2,500; small insurance. ceh

Mildmay, June 2.—Mr. Nocker’s smokehouse
with allits contents, which consisted of between
$5,000 and $6,000 worth of pork and hams, was

i med.
enx:f:)):x:o;‘::e 11.—The large hotel owned and

d
‘ed by Theodore Zees, on the Owen Soun
:J:;:g‘p l‘;c(zurymiles from here, was totally des-
; insurance. o
twgﬁ)i'ctgr?, Br:xsnc 16.—Mr. George _Sllls saw
mill took fire from the bush, and, with half a
million feet of lumber, was totally destroyed;
PO e ville, June 16.—Hadden's saw mill was
burned to the ground. A few of the logs also
were destroyed, but the belts of the mill and the
e saved.
lutg?ﬁd‘z;aam, June 16.—The Canada Plum-
bago Company’s mills at Buckingham ignited
fro%n the bush fires and was bqrncd wuh_the
dam to the watet’s edge. ;I‘he mill was built a
o at a cost of $15,000.
feng:;se:,g June 18.—Bowey & Bros’. brewery
was destroyed by fire. The loss on the build-
ing and contents is about’ $6,000; insured in
ix Company for $#4,000.
th?)itht(::,lxsth Ju‘:le.—George Bennett’s house
was destroyed by fire. Part of the contents
were saved, the total loss will be about $1,300,
which is partly covered byan insurance of $500
on the building and $300 on the contents. ,
St John N. B., June 14th.—Willis & Law’s
dye works and woolen mill were destroyed by
fire, caused by some of the waste getting too
nea’r the machinery. Loss, $25,000. Insur-
ance : Royal Canadian, $3,000; Scottish lmper.l.
al, $3,000; $2,000in the Queen, and $2,000.in
ani?:;ogm}%ne 4—The Primitive Methodist
Church and shed was destroyed by fire ; insured
for 8500 in the Waterloo Mutual. vi Bro
treal, June —.—Messrs, Viau Bros'.
ball?e‘:; in ’StJ Marys street was destroyed by
fire. ‘The loss is estimated at nearly $70,000;
they are insured in the North British and Mer-
cantile for $8,300, in the Royal Canadian for
$8,300, and in the Royal for $6,800. These
insurances are on the building and contents, in-
cluding a stable not burned. o o
Toronto, June 17.—A fire broke out in the
rearoof 36; Jamcl 3677 Yonge street, but was sub-
dued without heavy loss to any of the parties.
London, June 20.—A fire broke out in the
paint and ;;gper establishment of Col. R. Lewis,
Richmond street, causing a lass of $15.000.
The insurance is reported as only $12,000,
$5,000 of which wasin the Western; the Royal
and London, Liverpool and Globe also share
the loss, -

Montreal, June.—A fire broke out in the tan-
nery of T. T. Ecroyd, 154 William, corner of
Ann street. About 3,000 sides of leather were
destroyed. The loss, it is said, will amount to
about $12,000 ; insurance in the North British
and Mercantile for $4,500 and in the Lancashire
for $1,000. Mr. Ecroyd lost a horse, buggy,
and harness valued at $500. The building is
said to be uninsured, and was not worth much.

Toronto, June 21.—A fire broke out in Robb
& Co.’s bolt and nut factory and consumed the
building along with several small cottages. The
Scottish Commercial had a risk of $16,000 on
the building and machinery, which was partly
reinsured in the Western; the Guardian also
has $8,000 on the premises. The loss to the
companies will be about 75 per cent.

Thurso, Que., June 15.—The fire at Edwards
& Co., Steam Saw Mills, at Rockland last even-
ing originated in a lumber pile on a wharf oppo-
site the office, and at a considerable distance
from the mill. Over six million feet of lumber
were burned, and the mill is a total loss, and the
large stables and outbuildings belonging to the
establishment,with six or seven dwelling houses
were consumed. The books and papers belong-
ing to the office were all saved. Insured for
$83,000—Imperial, $10,000; Pheenix, $10,000;
Ztna, $10,000; Hartford, $10,000; Liverpool,
London & Globe, $10,000 ; Royal Canadian $7,-
500 ; Western, $5,000 ; Commercial Union, 85,-
o000 ; British America, $5,000 ; London, $5,000;
Queen, $2,500. The Beaver Mutual has the
insurance on the buildings destroyed.

Hamilton, June 22.—Angus McBlouds house
and stable was burned ; loss nearly $2,000. In-
sured in the Canadian Mutual for $750.

Orangeville, June 23.—The station on the
Toronto, Grey, and Bruce Railway, with the
contents, wls destroyed by fire,

St. Therese, Que., June 23.—A fire destroyed
the college and a number of other buildings.
Seventeen families are burnt out. The only
insurance effected is on the college building.

Moncton, N. B., June 16.—Faank Ouitons
house was destroyed by fire ; insured fop$r,600
in the Queen. Cause incendiarism.

FIRE RECORD.—St. John, N. B., June 12.—A
fire broke out last night in the cellar of I. & F.
Burbee’s hardware store, Prince Williams street,
and before it could be conquered both the lower
storys had to be flooded. The lower story,
occupied by Kerr & Thorne, as a hardware and
silver ware retail establishment, suffered heavily.
The second story, occupied as wholesale ware-
rooms by the Messrs. Burpee suffered less. The
total loss is estimated at $50,000, with the
following insurances :—Kerr & Thorne, ‘$10,000
in the Liverpool and London, and $5,000 in the
Queen. Messrs. Burpee $2,000 in the Liverpool
and London, $2,000 in the Queen, and $10,000
in Bangor offices. The building was not much
damaged.

London, June 13.—A barn and dwelling near
Lloyds Hotel was destroyed by fire during the
same night eight families'in another part of the
city were left homeless, but there furniture was
mostly saved. Insurances on all the property
destroyed is as follows: The Royal about $500
on the contents of the building. ~“ The Isolated
Risk about $1,500 on buildings and contents ;
the Provincial $1,000 on the buildings ; the
Western $350; British America $1,800; Hart-
ford $500.

Wellandport, June 12.—Two barns owned by
Samuel Cosby, five miles south of here, were
set on fire by lightning. About 200 bushels of
grain, three setts of harness, one reaper and
mower, and a quantity of hay were burned.

Wallaceburg, June g.—Jos. Lalonde’s hard-
ware store was destroyed by fire. Insured for
$4,000 in the Niagara Districts Mutual and
$2,000 in the Waterloo. The adjoining build-
ing, owned by H. Little, and occupied by him
as a dwelling house and store, was also destroy-

ed, but the contents were saved. Insurance on
building and furniture in Farmers Mutual $1,500.

St. John N.B., June 9.—The farm house of
Mr. Robert Holmes, in the Caledonia Settle-
ment, about 15 miles from here, was destroyed
by fire with nearly all its contents. The house
was insured for $300 in the Liverpool & L.onu.::
& Globe.

Ottawa, June 6.—A disastrous conflagration
occurred this morning at Hull. Gilmour’s mill,
which was scid to be one of the finest in
America, was destroyed, the engine house only
being saved. The loss is estimated at $140,000.
It was insured for $75,000 in the following
companies :—Royal, $20,000 ; Pheenix, $10,000
Royal Canadian, $20,000; Imperial, $7,000 ;
Commercial Union, $5,000; British America,
$5,000 ; Liverpool, London, & Globe, $5,000 ;
and Western, $3,000. The fire is supposed to
be the work of an incendiary.

FRAUDULENT PREFERENCE IN BANKRUPTCY.—
A rather interesting case as to what constitutes
a fraudulent preference, has just been decided
by Vice-Chancellor Malins in the case of
McKewan v Sanderson, which was an action
upon a guarantee brought by the public officer
of the London and County Bank. A customer
of the bank, named Sanderson, owed them, in
1870, the sum of 6,800/, against which they held
acceptances which they had discounted for
him, and in liquidation proceedings which then
took place, they threatened to oppose. an
arrangement for a composition of 2s per £.
This opposition, however, they withdrew, on
the defendant, who was a brother of their
customer, giving a guarantee that the ultimate
loss to the bank upon the acceptances which
they held should not be more than 2,000l. The
resolution to accept the composition was accord-
ingly confirmed. The bank, after realising the
bills, found the sum owing to it to be 4,8671,
and they now sued the defendant under his
guarantee for the difference between that sum
and ihe 2,000/ which he had agreed should be
their maximum loss. But the defendent plead-
ed that the guarantee constituted a fradulent
preference in favour of the bank over their
customer’s other creditors, and was therefore
void—a defence which has now been sustained,
although with some disapprobation of the de-
fendant’s conduct in taking advantage of the
technical point in order to get out of his guar-
antee. ‘It was perfectly well settled,” said
the - Vice.Chancellor, *“both in law and in
equity. that in case of a bankruptcy, insolvency,
or composition with creditors, it was the duty
of all the creditors taking part in the proceed-
ings to stand share and share alike on an
equality with each other in carrying out a
division of the assets of the debtor; and that
if one creditor, unknown to the others, entered
into any arrangement with the debtor by which
that creditor obtained any advantage whatever
over the other creditors, that constituted a
fradulent preference, and the Court would order
the creditor so obtaining the advantage to repay
any monies thereby obtained by him.” Upon
this perhaps the remark might be made that in
any case the Vice-Chancellor has given relief to
the wrong party, as nothing would have been
simpler than to make the agreement for a
fraudulent preference void against the parties
profiting by it —that is, the bankrupt and the
favoured creditor — while ordering the monies
payable under it to be applied for the benefit of
all the creditors. In other words, thedefendant
should in no case, under a proper law on the
subject, be allowed to escape paying the money,
The Vice-Chancellor also went on to make a
remark which was perhaps a little surprising :
* He hoped this case would prove a lesson to
bankers, that,  in the case of the bankruptcy
of a customer, it was their ‘* duty not to attempt
to secureany private advantage for ““themselves,



