but thav tiie draws> (n nad faith is liadble to criminal
punishment.

The Swiss Luw (art, £27) provides only for civil com-
pancation in the case where *a »nerson draws a chegus with-
oul having sulficlient Zunds in the drawee's office®, with-
o1t discrimination between good or cad faith or criminal
l1iablility 8. °cifled in the Civil. Code of Obligations.

It rmust be notcu that thz presept draftinrg of section
1110 was aade by the Code Commiscionere after ti.e French
Lsw »ut belfore the recent law 2ad. August 1917 which has
arouzht the above epecifléd alterations especially Ior
tho prosscuts$on and punishment of drawsrs in bac faith.

The question for th2 Comittee iz to know:

first, 1f it is desirable to punish the drewsr in good
£aith as made by.the present section 1110 and the French Law,
- or to Mt him sunject onlv to civil lisbility as made by
tho =Znzlish ans Swise Laws;

Second, if it is adwisadle to sprcify the particular

case of the drawer 1in bad Zaith ﬁ:lto provide imprisonment

cx him, as it is in the English and French Law.

This is really a question of pract ice and local axperienc

I note however that oriminal prosacut ion of drawers in good

faith 10 more understandahle In gcountrias wher:s the chequse

is of unfrequent and exceptional use as in France, but

pernaps a har. poliocy in tho countries where tlie cheque is

a popular ami froquent way of paymant.

2yth. August 1922.
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