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AMENDMEiN'T TO COPYRIGHT ACT.
A umeful and pratical amendment of the Copyright Act,

introduced ini the House of Commons by Mr. A. C. Maedozwll,
K.O., became law ou March 17th. Under thae old section, which
hma beon in force for many years, the notice for copyright wus
in the foflwing worda :-" Entered according to Act of the Par.
liament of Canada in the year 1908, by A. B., at the Department
of Agriculture." This formn, while comparatively unobjection.
able in books, wps cumbersame and disflguring on engravings,
photographs, and art posteards. The new wording is very simple,
viz.:-" Copyright, Canada, 1908, by A. B.,"- and indicates suffi-
ciently the fact of copyright, the country, the date, and the
owner of the copyright. Publishers and others will appreciate
Mr. Maedonell'a amendment.

VALUATION 0F THE PROPER-TY Ob' PUBLIC SERVICE
COMPANVIES.

When the praperty of a public service company is taken by
a state or municipality under candeninatian praceedinge, Nat ter
of Brookly~n (1894), 143 N.Y. 596, or under contract leaving
the purehase price t -i be subaequentiy determined, Natter of
Water Com'rs. (N.Y. 1902), 71 App. Div. 544, the probleni of
ascertaining the fair and just compensation has proven ta be
niaat vexatiaus and one upan which the Courts have shewn no
littie divergence of opinion. Several theories, nana of thein ex-
clusîve, have been advanced: firat, the original cast of the plant
ta the company; Mont gom~ery Cotunty v. Schuylkill Bridge Co.
(1885), 110 Pa. St. 64; West Chester, etc., Co. v. Chester Coiinty
(1897), 182 Pa. St. 40, second, the present cost of reproduction;
Brunswick, etc., WBater Dist. v. Maine Water Co. (1904)> 99 Me.
371, 382; Matter of 'Water Com 'rs., supra; third, the capita4.
ized value of its net ine3aie; Nat 'l Water Works Co. v. Kansas
City. (1894>, 62 Fed. 853; and fourth, the market value of its
stock. Mifflin Bridge Go. v. Juniata Countji (1891), 144 Pa.
St. 865; Mont gomerij Couitty v. Schutykif Bridge Co., supra.
The first consideratin-that cf original cost-has received con.
siderable attention f ram the Courts. In order, however, for it


