990

49. 'The authorwlslsupposed (io be .compensated; by.a royalty,not-a, Customs duty.
It is not denicd that the use of the property would;be; madewithout;the .author’s.
congent. - Every effort has. becu made to show, Canuda the;: eﬂect of; such, ~vy1thdrawal on
herself.. . B P I LI PERINS R . SO BT Ji Gy e

£ 504 Canada has . no nght to withdraw.. nn]Pss Enc»la"d is wxllmg nI’ nghnu has. powe;,
1f she thought it desirable, to refuse her request B R TYI TOYTRIE SNITURNN TG e [

51..The ‘Committee’s statement is true and, most important. yLord{Salisbur V'S state-t
ment should not be wantonly made untrue by subsequent’ chames, except, after consylta:
tion.;with. the party.rto.-whow; he; made it, viz. the United -States.. .We;;cannot help
Canada’s conduct; but mere self-respect preveuts -our- aiding 4nd abettmg the o ongmgr
of others for her benefit. ey

. She'has no wrong _ for,. Whlch +she, jcan;: ask 1ed1ess. Can ;she; 'be. iserious - m saying
« Canada’s  commercial. interest s p:aced at: the disposal of .a- puvﬂeged class?.?;- When.
Canada. resorts to weiled threatsit-is. only kind. to ther:not to uotice: them,.}: \\e are 5 odis-,
cussing:an: important question. which: is-.engaging .the attentjon of ;statesmen. i Canada
is at no disadvantage. She’ en]oys all the rights that England enjoys iunder. exlstmg
copyright:iaws, and one extra;advartage conferred by;the Act of 1847075 rigint 1)

The confusion of the commercial mtexests of C‘madm and Canadas market w1th the
tltle $0;copyrightiis;again.apparent.here. .ilx i werhiiniag oo

52.- Quite true.. :This is also-the: mternatmn'llmew. SRRTETT I e e o0

i .53..But- America has;shown . a. disposition o’ adopt 1t. 1 The manufacturmp: clauses
are; confined. to, books, photos, chromos,-and;lithographs.. It has: just.been . decided.in:
Novello and Co. v. The Oliver Ditson Co. that they:donot: :apply to.musig:.. We, 1epea.t
we.cannot control United, Statey. laws, or -actions, but we aim at repr mtmg not being

A

,,,,,

reqmred because it is obviously against the, auth01 s mtere%t. s Does Canada,.in the lqst
sentence, ask us, to diminish. her field: of | c0pyr1ght because her. prmters will. be §atxsﬁed
with'what they can ‘take.from what, ﬁelds are left.. 0 o " -
- :)4 Undoubtedly.” It would be, dcprwmcr the author of the control of hxs property i
, 58, The statement referred tois true.”” A’ bOOK has “othér: quahtles ‘bekides’! its’ muney
va]uP Tt gives forth'views the duthor wishes'ito!idisseminate; - It enhances ‘his repiita-
tion ;- it gives him iiotoriety; &c.-*:But' all* this-would: be’ destroyed it heiwere unable
to-modi f/ in - futire éditions what Le desires to say; or o bring ‘up his mfmmdtmn to-the
newest staridard ‘of knowledge!' ‘If the: United States- piblisher does not pay more because
he ‘has'the, Canadiar mamet, surely it is“eadier!for the Canddian: pubhsher to Oubbld ‘him
1n negotlatmv w1th the’author. B = ;;:;»,«.

T w" At )uui‘ R “i“,\ ' H e

' 56, T¢ ‘50, the Canadian could; cqulre both rlghtq advantarreously 1o! hiniselt by thé
despauch s own showing ; but thé’ statement is ‘very confused: "If ‘the’ Amerlc'm ‘bought
the-‘right,Thow’ could wthe ‘author sell it “aftetivards<to the-Canadian? “Probablythe
‘Amiérican’‘boight* one * book, which' sofar mcreased the “author’s ‘reputation; that«his-
subsequent. work became much more valuable. = This instance goes far to'show that:the -

- Canadian-publisher®can’now *buy’ both " markets w1th ’advantage, s he wzll exert lmn.se f
td do” so, and publlsh in"both! markets.", il BA s

87, This despatch ‘does' ot show” any ¢ rievance ’ exuept fhe' dlsappomtment of the
reprmter aud 18’ ﬂskmg the' Imperlal Government to. Ietrls]ate ‘at the expense of the British
copyright owner ‘for the' Canladian reprintér’s heneﬁt "We caninot 'find wheén' or Where'the
Imperial Government promlsed to redress  this grlevance. ” The grlevance is consmhtly

shifting:” “At ‘one time it was the pubhc, now it’ is the, replmtex ‘that is’ the’ great quﬁ'erer,
-and at all times thié"Canidian author is “igndred. Sy B Btk Sl |

5$ We, chmk the -opinion, quoted.is. true..:; Fi or « tax read “ author s roya.lt N ,For :
< was, coﬂected » 1ead “should haye. been' collected f only to ~hovs that Canada; could
: honourably carry out her own’ “undertaking. “Canada cannot b . 1g

action,, but, wilfully ascribes, it to-Great, brltaln.‘mAre such statements. tru;tworthy 3AN
- know, that copynght slmhtly enhances“he prlce of. a. book, just, ‘as haying fo. ;pay for the
“bricks or stones of a- house increases. its cost.: .\ ould Cm ada, say, herefore, steal t
Af-rests with Canada; t6 shoyy; that. .the - Canddmn ;cannot, cqmre theféopyrlrrht

‘ .Canadmn readers seem ; o, desnemto honestly. pay. for‘c\;pynght “for th
| »plamt of 4, shghtly, enhanced not doubled,prlce.

;59 The' .;CanadlampreSaw
of busmess ‘to"utilise. it.”, In"a" State . Paper the :Premier of Canada actually,tz;lks,

’ »rw/rv)

xlornorant of Amerlca.s‘ S

not-locked;.but: Cauadlans :seém;t00; mdolent onllgnorant S

s banishing’ British- literature: because: he i'isunable to; dxscnmma.tn bétweén honests: royalty-,

ie

) _paid literature and that which, as we..can, prove;'is:smuggled ‘in: wnh the; Govemment’ o
. connivance:::Canada’ -"conduct daes»not ‘prove.that'the author’ posmox;‘ uld; 'ttered
‘ by the Act of' 1889 ST : :




