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,sanie subject-matter, and determ-ine, in effeet, that Nhere the
tegislative powers of the Dominion andi a Province overlai), the
Statute of th- Dominion virtiially overrides that of the Province.
Il, the present case the contest was between an assignee
for creditors anti a bank %vhich had advanced moneys to ffhe

asinrs on thc security of wvarehouse receipts. 'These wvare-
house receipts ,vere invaliti under R.S.O., c. 122, but validtiunder
R.S.C,, c. 12o (the Dominion Bank Act', then in force;
an(] their lordships determined that th,ý provisions of the B~ank
Act were ira. vires of thEý Dominion, andi, in effect, supersedeti
the Provisions of the Provincial statute as to wvarehotuse receipts.
se fur ias banks advancing nionev, thereon were concerned. The
terni '4banking '' they considereti wide enough to include every
traewýaction coining within the legitimate business of a banker.
Tlherefore, as to ail matters assignelî to the legisiative control of
the Dominion Parliamnent, that puw~er rnay be validly exerciseti
te the fullest extent, althngh it inay have the effect cf inodifving
ci' il rights in thec Provinces. (Sec ante infra, p. 189.)
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Illaci, v. CrscîchFinance (1c 894) A.C. 48, Waýs M1 act i(In
broluglt Ik' the Owner of land te re.cover <almages fri oti 1wi
cufkendanits. w~ho würe adjoining proprieturs, for injurv to the
pliîintiff's propertv by reason of the spreading of a fire freili thu
(lt.fenhlants' to. the plaintiff's land. It appearedti tat the defenti.
ants hati entereti into a contraci wjth onc MVrighit te clear ii
large tract of land,. and that he had, at their iequest and \vith
tlîeir consent, let the clearing of an additional piece of bush te
olie Ninian. Nyunan, in the course of bis enilovient, and fo r
the înîrpose of -clearing, negligentlv starte I the fire. which had

siealte and injiireti the plaiutiff's land. T'he j udicial Coini.
nîiittue of the Privy Council held that the defendants were liable,
netwithistanding that Nynman had disregarded an express stipu-
lation in the contract relative to the tinie at wvhich the fire should
14e lit, andi that, so long as Nyxnan could not be considereti a
trespasser, the defendants were anqwerable te third parties for
the result of bis negligence.


