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The holder of the chegu: howsvor, in that ca~» ean prove

-

azainst the banx‘inatead 0 the drawsr (8. 7y Billpof Ex-
crange Act )., Msasonablo ¢

Ln: for this purp.se has been Ju-
dlcially h 2 Lo e 24 hours®. Azain "the holder of a chequs
loses nis i ht »% Trecourse aseinst the indorser unles:s he

pressnts 1t for paymeut wlithin 8 reasconavle Li1o; and that

means that he must aither present it for payment or forwarda
it o press3nument within i hours unless he is prev - ntsld
~roim 85 doing by something In the nature of rorce msjeuro
cecesssssees AS Tegards the drawur,presenticent is excussd
whers the banker is not bound as petwson himsz2ll and the
drawer to pay the cheque, and the drawer has no rsason to
wsl.eva thaet the cheque would be paid vwhen presented (Billh
of Bxchange Act, section %6). - The answers of the other
Governments are, as a Tule: that tho holder of tnhe cheque
p~t presentod within the lezal delay must lose his recourse
arainst the jndorsers in any casd; = and against the drawor
when the deoposit-—money in bank did disappear by the fault
of the drawee alter the delay apeoifxed py iaw Zor the pres-—
sntment to he sald drawee has explired {French) or even .n
aiy case (ueimsnl. — AB a conciusion, if the Enzlish Law
makes the delay ageinst the drawer the same as civil pres
cription vgainst tho holder, the gencral tendency is to fix
a shorter cefay out to let it again to the special sonsi-
der on of the country concerned.

’ff;nsequently it appears that the delays stated in sec-
vions 1106 ana 1107 can be specified in each country after
dus coneiderati&n of the local requirements. It pelongs to

thn Siamese members of the Commission to examine the point

gnd to consider 1f the said uelays ard to be oxtendsd OTr



