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by virtue of the contract of employznent, without any writtenZ
aasignment; and, when so acquired, the tenure of the property
depends upon the ternis of the contract. The contract canniot
be held to operate as a inere license, where it is to the effect
that the proprietor of the book shall take the exclusive right
to the contribution for the new edition, together with the right
to register those contributions for the protection of the property.
Under such an arrangement an inchoate right of registration
passes to the proprietor of the book, and he is deemed to register
it for the protection of his own property in the notes, and in
tr-qt for the author whenever that. property shall be' deter-
mined. Thc effect of such a contract however is restricted to
the particular edition or editions to which it relates. It does
flot confer upon the proprietor of the copyright ini the book,
any title, legal or lequitable, to use thc notes in a later edition ,,

of the annoteted wirk, without the consent of the author of the
notes

16. - literary work done in couneotion with offiai dutiees-

There is authority for the doctrine that some at least of tht pro.
ductions which fali within the purview of the Copyright Acts
cannot be registered by a person who gathered the materials at

1 Lawrence v. Datia (1869) 4 Cliff. 1, (controversy regarding om-ner-
ship of copyright between the representative of a court reporter and the
editor of t e reports). Clifford J. said: "Speaking of the firet annotaten
edition, the agreement was distinct that the contributions were to b.
furnieshed without charge, and the edition of 1883 was prepared with the
samie explicit understanding between the parties. Although the services Z

wer grtuious th cotriutins f te cmplinat bcam te property

theywoudif he ompainat hd ben pid ail an greA pice for bis
labor, . gae te cntriutins t th prprieor or tosetwoeditions _

cf he er, ad te iti tatu saie esed u te ropietra the work
wasdon, t th exen cftheglf, ad te ubjot o te tustInfavour cf
thedonr, ,s ecesar!y mpled y te trmecf he rragemnt. Siveet

v. Renniag, 16 CB. 480 ae>,heu, v. Muoewel, 1 Johni. H. 315. Delivery
Was made as the work was done-, and the proprietor cf the book needed no
other muniment of titi. than wbat was acquîred when the agreemient was
eoecuted. . .Arran ement% of the kind, lit la believed, are frequentlyF
made between the propretore cf bocks and editors empioyed to prepare
notea or other improvements taisuccessive editions; and it la not pèeeived
that case, la ay-egal difficulty in upholding such a contract Nvhere, as in

ths ae tviolat., the vights ci no one, andr le entirely consistent with the
public right.1

2Laierence v. Dana, #Àbi eupro.


