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diffsrence wisther a man has no funde to meet
a chegue or whsther he h-c only insufficient
funds.. ... .." This means that the drawer in
gocda fz2ith is only linble to eivil consequences
of his mistake but thot the drawer in bdad faith
is 1lieble to crimin=l punishment.
‘The Swis~ aw (art. 337) provides onlwr

for civil comnens~tion in the ease wvhers "a
percon draws 2 chsnque without h2aving suffir~ient
funds in the drawse's orfice", wii. out dis-
crinination betw=en good and rad faith or
criminel liuvvility specifisd in the Civil
code of Ohligatio-s.

It must ne noted that the present drafting
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of sectio. 1110 war made »r the Code Comwission-i

sers after the French Law but vefore the recent
low 21¢. Auzust 1217 which has brought the
~bove specified altsrations especially fcr the
prosecution and punishment of drawers in bad
faith.

Tne question for tile Committes i~ to Xknow:

first, 1f it is desirable to punish the
drewer in goo  faith as made by the present
gsection 1110 and the French Law, - or to iet
him subject only to civil liability as made Dby
the English and Swiss law,

gecond, if it is advisable to specify the
particular case of the drawer in bad faith and
to .rovide 1mpr1§on§pnt for him, as it 1is in
tne English and French law.

“mhis is really a question of practie& and ;
lccal experience. I note however that criminal




