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~ Onabill and anfiwers, 2 proof was allowed of the cuftom at London, in pro-
tefting bills fropa Sceflpnd ;- Wherhik 46 eams Out ko bejthe cpltom. (o proted
them on the third day ; but fome of the witnefles gave their opinion, that the
prove@ op the fourth sught to' be-fufained, unlefs ‘damagechdd-acerued to-the
drawer by the delay 3 and pthers gave inftances within whpirkuiowledise; of ‘pro-
tefts i the Boutth, wvidieot the mopey hiad yeen recovered. 1V §oaliin et
CPas LoRsS adherédic o o T YT WP T S TR ST ATl S ST
- Anotidrbilt was préfested 5 to:whidk it was ansewisred, The mhatter;was fettled
by two interlocutors: Wherete it was replied;: They were not confecutive; as thé
fecond: was on hewoshatter. T EEERY)
" Tie Lorps, by el intetlucator adheved to firially, Found recoutfe’ wak due.,
See Note undér«Nd.tdgmp.,zsg,‘;s el s Y oo pe D Ll
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- Wisip Scoy dreven Sxew, o, John; Scoom of Whirlawfide, dravar, g3t
Tabruniy 1 745,107 Jr- 0 Starling, mygble, 15th May next, to Thomas Gﬁiefm
at, My, Williem Highmore’s 1o Lagdop.. whighwas indorfed to, Johr Gillelpic.s

y him tp Andrer, Jamislony matchant in, hdhusghs aad. by him jo iand
Tohnlteny By, Whom Ay g protelied for Agt apyment 210 Mgy, and senindorfed,
to Andrew J@W Moy podfin Lopordong priw oy 43 710 300 00 <3 pugin
. Mix Joiglon pucined the Gllefpiss for epaurios whormpds apliwer, that the
bill was not duly negotiated, being only protefted for not payment; wherqas it
qught to have been prefented for acceptance ; and if that was not done, pro--
tefted for the‘failu‘ré’.“i’*‘\‘::) A1 RERETRARNE 172N TR CEN S O ,, w

Tuik Fodd Ok pirearyy sl Jahuaty $948, - fotnd, ‘Fhat the bill not having
been préfented for acceptance on or before the day of payment, nor earlier
than the laft day of grace, when once for all-it. was protefted for not payment,.
the bill was not duly negotiated ;- and that no recourfe lay againft dxagger or in--
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 On a petitiott, ‘pleading a diftinidtion betwizt "B’ phyHbidae s cervaln i
after fight, which behoved to be prefenitéd “for acceptance, and one due at a.
day, whigh needed not ; and anfwers, .

"Tue Loxgs haying taken the opinion, of merchnis . Londor sof Ediny

bBurgh, who agreed that the diligence was regular; and one of whom founded.
his opinion wpon its being a bill on a drover, who, ‘i;eldf?m; came to ?-tpwg?.fgn&;

could mot, be.found toprefent it 1o hims. .

Found o necefficy thas the. bill loyld fveé been prefented far

See No 83. p. 1494: :
A&. 4. Macdouall. Alt. Lockhart. Clerk, Gibson..

Foi, Dic. v. 3. p. 83. D. Falconer, v. 2. No 75. p. 8%..
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No 143.

No 146..
Found, that a
bill need not
be prefented
for accept-
ance,.and
protefted for.
non-accept-
ance, till the
laft day of:
grace.



