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yard, and most good tustomers cf tht book

counter wauld as sean go to a departmental

store for th tir books as tbey would go to a

pawn shrop (or a new suit ci clothes. So

tht bookman-the thorcugh beokman -can

get a reasonable price for a bock just as

casily as hie can get a c,!t price. How

many people consider tht différence between

75c, and 65c. a vcry important matter?

Net ont in ic that will spend th.t amaunt

in a book. During Christmas week, while

in a bookstere, 1 saw a gentleman buy

four 75c, paper bocks and he paid bis $3
without a murinur."

A Point for Although tht action over

Dueiri. thet ight ai Morang & Co.
ta the copyright of P>ark-

mnans werks, reportcdl clsewhcre in this

issue, is an important one, the main issue

is chielly one betwcen two publishing firms.

It is, therefore, cf less practical consequence

to tht trade generally than same cf tht

questions whicb ariie out of tht terras cf

Judge Rcbertsons decision. As near as

we can ascertain, tht judgment means that

owners cf copyrights registezed under tht

B3ritish Act cf 1842 can strictly enforce

exclusive rights cf issue in this mnarket.

Reprints of these frcai the United States

cannet be brought in, except by tht owner

cf the copyright. I-Iw many British bocks

(of which thcre are American reprints) may

be atTectedl by this decision it is impassible

te say. Without ptetending ta ciTer a final

opinion on a point cf law, we cannet belp

thinking that tht importation cf American

reprints becomes a somewhat dangerous

aperatton fer the Canadian importer or

dealer. If a copyright is registcrcd at

Stationers' Hall, London, and tht cwntr cf

that copyright choasrs to exclude foreiga

reprints hc caxi take legal action against tht

Canadian importer. whether hce bc wbolesale

firai or rctail dealer. Now, this is a very

awkwatd position in which ta place tht

bookselling tradc cf this country. and we

think a remedy ought te bc found for il.

Meaniime we draw tht attention of aur

readers te ibis important phase cf tht judg-

ment In the I>atkman case, reminding theun.

as on previous occasions, tbat the English

publishers arc bound ta stand up for their

legal lights in thts markcet. and may at any

limei begîra actively te stop the sale of

reprints whirh they dlaim ta bc unauthor-

lIzed. The Englisb Publishers' Association

are said ta bave legal counsel already
retained in order ta carry on such praceed-

ings. We arc furthcr informed that an

English publisher has obtained judgment

ment against a bookscller in Australia kho

was selling American reprints cf British

copyright bocks. A word te the wise is

sufficient.

TUE PARKMAN COPYRGIS

at Toronto.I

T H IS action was brugt by Mlorang &
Co., owners cf the British copyright

in Plarkman's works, to restrain the impor-

tation by the Publishers' Syndicate, without
the autbority of Morang & Co.. of American
reprints.

POSITION OF Tri£ PLAINTJFFS.

Morang & Co.'s position was based upon
the preserit position cf the copyright law.
The British Copyright Act cf 1842 prohibits
the importation into the United Kingdom or
any other part cf the British dominions, by
any person net fieing the proprietor cf the
copyright, or souri persan authorized by
biai, cf fcreign reprints.

In 1847 the Imperial Parliament passed
the Foreign Reprints Act, which authouized
Her Majesty go suspend the prohibitions in
the Act cf 1842 against the importation cf
foreign reprints, in case the Legisature in
any possession passedl an Act which, in
the opinion of Her Majesty, nmade due pro-
vision for securing or prctecting the rights
cf the British author. -Tht suspension cf
the prohibition was ta continue so long as
the provisions cf such Act continued in
force witbin the possession.

In 1868 the Parliament of Canada passed
an Act empowering the Goyernor General
ta impose a duty tapon fi3reign reprints, in
order that*tht proceeds cf such duty might
bie paid over ta the copyright owners. Under
this Act a duty cf 1234 per cent. was lim-
posed. The Canadian Act cf 1$68 was
repealed in 1886, but the collecion of
thet2134 per cent. was continued under the
provisions cf successive Customis Acts.

In 1894 the Colonial Office was naîified
that Canada proposed, to abandon tht col-
lection cf tht 12 S; per cent., and by tht
TaxafT Customs Acts cf that year it was pro-
vided that the collection cf the zX:> per
cent. was only ta continue until tht end cf

tht next session cf Pauliament. and accord-
ingly tht collection ceased an july 22,
1895.

TISE jUL>GiES DE( W~ON.

%Ir justice Robertson in glving judg-
ment bas held that the prohibitions against
tht importations cf foreign reprints, which
are contained in tht Act cf 1842, are again
in force, se far as Canada is cencerned,
and that tht .importation by Tht Publishers'
Syndicate was an iniringement cf Marang ~
& Co.'s rights as owners of tht B3ritish
copyright.

Tht Act cf 1842 provides that ne pro-
priter cf copyright ai any bcek shai mai:-.&
tain any action until bie bas entered such
book in tht Bock cf Registry at Statianers'
Hall. It bas been a debatable question for
some time as ta whether this Act required
an assignet ta register beicre suing. His
Lardsbip holds that tht Act required
Mcrarag & Ce. to register their assignient
froua tht heirs cf Parlcman before thty can
inaintain their action, and hie therefore re-
fused tht injunction, but in view of the fact
that there had been a breac* cf Morang &
Co's. right as copyright awners, and as hie
was obligtd te refuse tht motion on purely
technical grounds, hie did se, withaut ccsts.

POSITION OF THE DEFENO4ANTrS.

As far as Tht Pu'ilishers' Syndicate are
concerned, their position is that they dis.
puted in good faith tht exclusive cantrol in
Canada by Morang & Co. cf Parkman's
wodcks. not being satisfitd that tht copyright
claimed was bin ding. It is sîated that they
asked Morang & Ca. te produce proMf of
copyright, their contention being that select-
ing portiens or chapters froin Parkman,
setting these up in Canada, and registering
tht volume at Ottawa did net constitute
exclusive ownersbip cf ail the Parlcman
bocks in Canada. It was, they contend,
owing to Merang & Ce.' s refusaI te pro-
duce any proofs cf copyright that imperta.
tion was continued. The case in court
turned, net tapon this point, but upon tht
possession by Mauang & Co. cf a recent
assignunent front tht heirs ofParkruanofibe
British rights in tht books. As this assign-
mient happened net te be registered at
Statianers' Hall, London, the judge de-
cided that Marang & Ce. could net institute '
action vntil it was, although their rights cf -

ownership wert undts ' uted. Copyright
did net depend on registration which is net
coxnpulsory under tht Copyright Act.
When this registration takes place by
Morang & Co., thereicre, it is unlikely that
Tht Publishers' Syndicate or any ether
Canadian firua will further dispute tht rlgbt
cf Merang & Co ta tht ownership cf tht
Parkman wotks.


