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succeeding thc sîtting of the Court at which such
sentence of <bath shahl be passed." (S. 5.) Is it ini-
tended that ne sentence of doath shall bc carried in-
te execution until the expiration of more than one
terni, iiext aften the sitting, when such sentence was
pronounced ? If more thjan one-how xnany tenras
anc intended ? If ane only hc intended, why is thc
word Iltcrras" uscd ? "lTerras," strictly speakin,
must mean at least two ternas. Thiene is one ternu
allowed for an appeal te cither of the Superior
Courts-this is of right. Thon ivitk e allu'acc
of two judges of that Court, thora may ho an appeal
to thc Court of Error and Appeal. But suppose the
judges declino te allew the appcal-what then? Is
it stili necessany that more than one terni sbould
expire before canrying the sentence into exeution ?
May flot the word "lternis" ho an errer, and thc
word "lterni " intended? There is mucli te ho said
for and against this sbpposîion. It is weII that Ilthe
Judg".. of the Supenior courts of Common Law, or a
inajorîty of tbeni and the said Court of Erron and
Appeal " have Ilfull power and authority from tume
te tiine te make such rules and ordens as they may
consider necessany more effectually te carry out ail
or any of the pvrovisions of tld. Act :" (S. 6.) Un-
less we are gneatly mistaken, there are two or tîrce
of thc provisions which, mucli need rules or ondors te
carry themn eut. We have donc our duty in directing
attention te thoni.

TRE FLOUR TRADE.

In Upper Canada there is a very large class of
persons engagea in the buying and selling of gour.
For thc bexiefit of such persans, and of sudh of the
profession as nmay ho called upon te adviso, thora, ive
purpose in this article te notice sowie necent and im-
portant decisiens of commercial interest.

The quality of a barrel of fleur, like the quality of
any other commodity, grcatly influences its price--
the botter tliQ quality the greater the price, and vice
versa. But when fleur in quantities cf hundneds
or thousands of barnels exchanges hands, it is uttenly
impossible for the purchaser te examine each parti-
cular barrel. For tixis reason it bas become the custom
of millers te stanmp each barrel as being cf a certain
quality having refèrenco te thc standards cstablisbed
by law. The standards or grades ramk thus:

Very Biuperior ... Extra Superfille."
Second quality ...." Fancy Superfine."
Third quality .. Superfine."
Eourtlî quality... Superfine, No. '2."
F'iftli quality .. Fine."
Sixth quality .. Fine Middlings."
Seventh quality..."1 Shîp Stuif," or "Pollards."
Farine Enticre..E. T. N. (19 &20 Vie. c.

87,8s.23.)
Until reccntly, therc was no expressscd opinion efthe

Courts as to the effect of fleur brands. Everyhody
knows that no brand eau make bad foeur good, or vice
versa, and that Insipcctors appointcd bylaw in Quebec,
Montreal, Toronto, and other large cihies, daily alter
millers' brands. The question, thon, naturally arises
-Does nlot a railler who brands flour "IExtra Super-
fine," and souls it as sucli, warrant te his vcn(lee that
sucli is the quality of the fleur ? At a trial in the
City of Toronto, a inenbor of a firm inost extcnsively
engagd in flour-dealing, swore that Illie should, net
value the millers' brand as anything, for that they
brand according to their faney !" 11is opinion seenis
te have beon that of many others of a similar occupa-
tion; but at longth turns out te be wliolly erroneous.
Our Court of Qucen's Pench, after the most careful
consideration, bas decidcd that "ls. persan manufac-
turing fleur, who marks it of a particular quality,
warrants its being of that quality -" (Oldsholrn v.
Proudfoot, 15 U1. C. R. 203.) Wc do net think it

necessary to detail the facts of this case; for the
principle was fairly and prominently rccognized. The
reason of the decision js beyond ail dispute. A man
who manufactures foeur mnust bo assumed te bo ae-
quaintcd with the différent qualities of the article,
and when hie branda a barrel of a certain quality must
bc taken to have exercised lis judgment and arrived
at the conclusion that the barrel se branded, deserves
te bc dcscribod as branded. Upan tic faith of this
brand the purchaser deals and pays his price. if the
brand bo untrue, thc purcliaser is <leceived. If flot
intendcd to bo truc, wherefore is. it used,-unless to
deceive? This the Iaw cannot and will flot counten-
ance. Thc fact that Inspectons are appointed
whose duty it is, upon request ana payment, te examine
foeur, doas nlot at ail affect the legal question. It je
assuredly important ana in fact flecossary for mon
sending foeur abroad, te send 'with it sorte evidefice of
its having boen offlcially inspected. This the course
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