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rights of all parties are complete, since
the holder has right of action against
everybody concerned, since everybody is
aware that the bill has been dishonored,
why should we force the holder to go
through the farther process of protesting
the drawer and endorser, or anybody else
for non-payment ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He is not bound to
do it, but if he does it, then it must be at
the place where it is payable.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It may have been
necessary to put such a clause in the Eng-
lish Act years ago, when it was passed.
It may have becn necessary, at that time,
to hold the bill until it became due before
it could be sued upon. That was the
opinion when I came to the bar in Quebec,
that you had to hold a bill until it became
due, but that idea is exploded. If a bill is
protested for non-acceptance a right of
action accrues to the holder. The sugges-
tion that I make is to insert the words
“ornon-payment ” after ¢ non-aceeptance.”

Hox. Mr. DRUMMOND—TI would like
to hear an explanation of the provisions of
sub-section 6, that a Bill must be protested
at the place where it is dishonored, or at
some other place in Canada situate within
five miles of the place of presentment and
dishonor ot such Eill.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It must be put of
record and made an official act within a
certain distance of the place. That is the
reason that hus been given to me in answer
to that enquiry.

Hox. Mr. DRUMMOND,—Could it not
be made avuilable to cause a great deal of
inconvenience to a merchant? For instance,
the holder might actually prefer to go five
miles from the place of presentment to
protest it, in order to put the parties to
inconvenience.

Ho~. Mr. POWER—I imagine that the
real object of it is to accommodate country
merchants, where notaries are not to be
found, perhaps, in the immediate vicinity.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The protest con-
sists in the filling up of a notarial form,
and thers can be no injury to any man in
protesting a bill five miles from the place
of its presentment, except to the man who
gets it done, if he goes five miles outside
of the city to get a notary to do it. I

think the objections which have been mad®
to this clause may be met by inserting
after the word * payable,” in tho 44th lin
the words ‘“or where it reguires to be
presented for acceptance, as the case may
be.” That will compel the protest, whe-
ther for acceptance or payment, to be made
within a reasonable distance of the plac®
where the Bill is to be presented fof
acceptance.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Would it not b®
better to put it in this way—that it must
be protested for non-acceptance and noo~
payment respectively.

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—It would only
lengthen the clanse without making 3
more clear. It must be understood that
it is either for non-payment or non-accep”
tance.

Hon. MR. POWER—Then the bette!
wuy would be to put the non-acceptanc®
first,

Hox. M. ABBOTT—Perhaps it would
be better, though virtually it amounts t0
the same thing. 1 shall alter the order ©
the wording on the hon. gentleman’s su8°
gestion.

The amendment was agreed to.

On clause 52, sub-section 2,—

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am going to ask
the committee to destroy the distinctio?
to some extént between what is called #
qualified acceptance and a general accep
ance. I believe it is the law in some part®
of the Dominion that an acceptor m&Y
accompany his acceptance by a statemen
that the bill is payable at a certain place

Hox~. Mg. SCOTT—That is an acceptanc®
generally.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT—Yes; that is aP
acceptance generally, and it is so defin
in this Bill; but, if he adds the WwoT
“only,” or some other equivalent phl‘as,ei
then it is a qualified acceptance. Ifa bllf
is drawn on him, payable at the Bank O
Montreal, it is a general acceptance, 81
the holder 18 bound to accept that form ‘Ol
acceptance, and every party to the bll'
remains bound on it; but if the accepto!
adds the words “only” or  elsewher®,
it is a qualified acceptance, and the holder
cannot take it; if he does take it the €D~
dorsers are discharged. Thatseems to ™®



