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Bill of Exchange and [SENATE] Promissory Notes Bill.

should adopt this system of notorial pro-
test, were to prevail, it seems to me that
the tail would wag the dog. 1 am of
opinion, not having any interest in notarial
fees or legal expenses, that the parts of
the clause referring specially to the Pro-
vince of Quebec should be omitted.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The object of
this Bill is to harmonize the commercial
law as far as possible throughout the Do-
minion. I do not see why Quebec could
not come under the general law which
applies to all the Dominion. Commercial
law should pievail uniformly in all the
Provinces, and 1 do not think that Quebec
would be much opposed to such legis-
lation.

Hox. MrR. POWER—This requirement,
that not only shall notice be given by a
holder of the bill, but that he shall go to
a notary and get him to make an official
protest, is ximply a sort of trap to the un-
wary creditor, and 1 can readily under-
stand that a business man residing in an-
other Province, to whom an inland bill
becomes due from some one in the Province
of Quebec, and payable in that Province,
may very likely be misled, may act upon
the law as it isin his own Province and
find afterwards that, according to the law
of the Province of Quebec, he should have
employed a notary and had the bill pro-
tested. There is a very =erious objection
to maintaining this exception in the bill.
I cunnot, for the life of me, sce how a
debtor in the Province of Quebec should
feel aggrieved, because he will be relieved,
if this provision is striken out, from the
neeessity of paying the notarial fees in
addition to the amount of the bill. I quite
agree that it will more or less diminish
the emoluments of a very respectable class
of the community in the Province of
‘Quebec, but I do not know that we are
Jjust now bound to consider them, and the
argument of the hon. gentleman that this
has been the law in the Province of Quebec
for a long time does not seem to have
much force.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Both of my hon.
friends mistake the application of the the-
ory they advance. They say that com-
mercial law ought to be the same through-
out the Dominion. The commercial law is
made uniform by this Act; the obligations
:and remedies are the same throughout the

whole of the Provinces ; but in Quebec,
if the parties are sucd they are sued in 2
different manner f. om that which is recog-
nized in the Province of Ontario. They
are charged a smaller amount of costs con-
siderably in the Province of Quebec than
in Ontario, when they are sued. Thereare
various other particulars which follow the
dishonor of a 'bill, but the obligations of 8
party are the same. The same argument
which my hon. fiiends use for the purposeé
of having the notarial system of Quebec
upset as regards promissory notes would
apply to proceedings before the courts.

Ho~. Mr. POWER—We have nothing to
do with that.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—When my hon.
friends object to this provision with regard
to protesting they are not objecting to any
difference in the commercial law, but to 2
difference in procedure. Ifitis the desire,
as I really think itisx the almost unanimou8
desire, of the Province of Quebec, to pre-
serve the existing procedure intact, we 40
not concede anything by allowing them t0
do so. If a man in another Province does
not wish to pay two or three shillings more
for a protest in the Province of Quebee he
need not dea! with anyone in Quebec.
do not suggest that there should be a c6€s
sation of commerce between the Province$
because it costs more for a protest in Que-
beec than elsewhere, but while we clai®
that the law shall be the same as far as 1%
practicable throughout the Dominion, I d0
not think that a slight change in the pro-
cedure is worth quarreling about. Quebec
desires to keep its system of protest, ar]d
think it would be seriously aggrieved it w@
were to take it away from them,

Hoxn. Mr. KAULBACH—If it is only #
slight change of procedure, the gentlemen
of the notarial profession in Quebec W!
be more ready to yield to the general 1aWw
of the Dominion. = We are here to legs
late for the whole Dominion; to make ap
excoption will only lead to confusion.

Ilon. Mr. ABBOTT—This is not &
change in thelaw; itis keeping the law 88
it is.

How. Mr. KAULBACH—But the object
of this Bill is to make this law uniform, 88
far as possible. :

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It appears 0
me that this exception is extending to th€



