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pears in this country, on an average, once a
Year, with his stale and eonveutional rubbish.
Where this kind of talk is sincere, if ever it is
sincere— mostly it comes from those who have
hitherto failed to connect literature with luere
—it rests upon a confusion of ideas. That is
to say, it confuscs the intellectual, artistic,
literary worth of a hook with its commercial
But the former is one thing, the latter
They are not commmensurable.
The former has no value which can be
expressed in guincas, any more than the
heauty of a sunset or the colours of a rain-
how. The latter mnay be taken as a measure
of the popular taste, which should, but does
not always, demand the best books. No one,
therefore, must consider that a book necessarily
fails becanse the demand for it is small ; ‘nor,
on the other hand, is it always just or uscful
to deride the author of a successful book
because it is successful, In the latter case the
author has perhaps done his hest; it is the
popular judgment that should he reproved and
the popular taste which should be led into a

value.
i« another.

truer way.

A book, rightly or wrongly, then, may be
a thing worth money—a property, an estate.
1t is the author’s property unless he signs it
away ; and since any hook, in the uncertainty
of the popular judgment, may become a
valuable property, itis the author’s part to
safeguard his property, and not to part with it
without due consideration and consultation
with those who have considered the problem.
Anc it is the special function of such a Con-
ference to lay down the data of the problem,
and 8o to help in producing, if possible, a solu-
tion. But as for the (uestion—is it sordid, is
it base, for an author—-a genius—to look after
money ! Well, a popular author is not always
a genius. DBut even those who are admitted
to have some claim to the possession of genius
have generally been very careful indeed with
regard to the money produced by theirwritings.
Scott, Byron, Moore, Dickens, George Eliot,
Thackeray, Trollope, Tennyson, Wilkie Col-
ling, Charles Reade—almost every man, or
womau, of real distinction in letters can be
shown to have been most careful about the
money side of his books. It is left for the un-
suceessful, for the shallow pretenders, or for
some shady publisher’s hack, tu cry out upon
the degradation of letters when an author is
advised to look after his property. Let us
simply reply that what has not degraded the
illustrions wen who have gone before will not
degrade those smaller men theirv successors.

The Conference called together in order to
throw the licht of publicity upon these and
similar questions held its first meeting, its
opening meoting, on the evening of Monday,
July 10.  The speeches were complimentary ;
the English delegates, Dr. Sprigge, formerly
seerctary of our Authors’ Society, and mysclf,
were duly welcomed, and we separated till the
noxt morning.  The subject of the first day's
confevence was literary copyright, under the
presidency of the Hon. George E. Adams.
This meeting was from the practical point of
view the most useful of any. The chairman
asked for a fair trial of the present Interna-
tional Copyright Bill ; he admitted, however,
that the tendency was growing more and more
in favour of giving the author larger and fuller
rights over his own book., Then one of the
papers brought over by the English delegates
was read—that by Sir Henry Bergne on the
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Berne Convention of 1837, in which the
author, after explaining what was meaunt by
that convention, earnestly invited Awmerica to
send a delegate to the Convention of 1834,
Mr. George Cable, the novelist, of Louisiana,
read a paper in which, among other points,
he contended that authors have a right to de-
mand nothing move than *“ what will be best
for the whole people.”  As it is certainly hest
for the whole people that cvery man should
enjoy what is his own, we may cordially agree
with Mr. Cable.

Mr. Gilder, the editor of the Century, made
a forcible appeal in his paper for an extension
of the term of copyright. The important paper
of the day followed ; one which was for the
most part quite new to the audience—that,
namely, by Dr. Sprigge on the copyright
question in Great Britain.  No one had sus-
pected or realized the present condition of
muddle and mess in which this important
subject now stands in our country. The
speaker analyzed and explained the new Bill
already read hy Lord Monkswell in the House
of Lords aud drafted by the Copyright Com-
mittee of the Society of Authors. He pointed
out that it is intended in this Bill to reduce 18
separate Acts, all confused and contradictory,
which now contain the law of copyright, such
a8 it is, into one comprehensive and intelligible
Act.  The principal clauses of that Act are
(1) the adoption of a uniform term of copy-
right—the author’s life and 30 years beyond—
for every class of work; {(2) the right of
abridgment to remain with the author--this is
the so-called ‘““mutilation” clause, not in-
tended to trespass at all on the fair right of
fair quotation, but to protect the author from
such mutilation of his work as in his opinion
is calculated to injure the book or himself;
(3) the right of a novelist to dramatizs a
story, and the converse; (4) the period for
which the proprietor of a magazine may keep
an article locked up to be reduced from 28
years to three ; (5) registration to b2 compul-
sory ; this provision, for instance, would en-
able officials to enforce the law of piracy by
giving them a list of books which must not be
pirated ; at present there is no such list ; (0)
provision for the seizure of piratical books.

Mr. R. R. Bowker, whose paper was read
on the following day, advocated, among other
things, the protection of the author hy making
it illegal to sell a copyright for more than a
limited period, so that the author should not
be allowed by law to give away for a song a
work which in after years may perhaps heeome
a property of great value to himself or to his
heirs.

The following day, under my own presi-
dency, a paper was read by myself—(1) on the

history of the relations between author
and publisher ; and (2) recent investi-
gations of the British Socicty into the
meaning, the extent, and the value of

literary property. In this paper I ventured
to offer a solution of the difficulties
existing in the administration of literary pro-
perty—a solution advanced solely asa person-
al suggestion, and in no way pretending to
represent the official opinion of our Society.
Papers on the same questions were read by
Mr. Maurice Thompson, a Western poet, and
Mr. Stanley Waterlon, a Western mnovelist,
Papers were read for the writers in their
absence ; by Sir Frederick Polloek (a paper
which had already appeared in the Pall Mall
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