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‘communications that have been addressed to them before a Copvnfrht Comm:lttee wlnc“h
hag been formed by all the' representative’ ‘classes of copyright Holders in the United
Kingdom to watch the question of Canadian Copyright. As his Lordslnp s paners were
sent to the Society, and to the Society alone, I do not feel entitled to- take a.ny steps
without referring to his Lordslnp in the matter. - ‘ S
An early answer wxll obhge o ‘ ‘ L
I am, &c - .
Gy HERBERT THRING ‘

\To 69. .

TrE SOCIETY OF AUTHORS to COLONIAL OFFICE
(Recelved June 20, 1894)

[Answered by No 70.]

‘ ‘ f o 4 Portugal Street meoln’sInnFlelds WC
DEAR Sm, SR ‘ ‘ June 19, 1894. ‘
~ Wirs reference to your letter to. the Soclety of. Authors of ‘the, 9th June,
contammg a copy.of the report of Sir J. Thompson dealing with the: report of . the
Departmental Committee, I beg to - inform . .you that the Society have placed ‘all .the
- papers before counsel to advise the Soclety on; the action to be taken. Herewith I
forward you the copy of counsel’s opinion which has beén taken by the Society, in
accordance with the instructions of the Committee. : The Committee instruct me-to say
that until and pendmg the opinion of the Joint, Commlttee which has been formed and
which will ‘meet ‘on ‘the.25th of ‘this month they do not thmk they can; add anythmg ,
further to the opinion put forward by counsel on the maiter.
I beg to thank his Lordship the Marquess of - Ripon . and yourself for the klndness
you have shown the Soc1ety n the matter in forwariimg tgem papers.. e
. Tam, &
C G HERBERT THRING

~‘];]n'cloeure m No 69 .

COUNSEL s OPINION

The new. documents before me conmst of (1) a: copy of a memorandum by Slr
John ‘Thompson.dealing. ‘with the report of - the Departmental Committee :on Canadian
- Copyright; and (2) a clause in the Canadian Tariff Bill which proposes,‘after 27th March
1895, to..remove. the-ad-. fvalorem duty pa.yable on forelgn reprlnts paya.ble under the
Canadmn Act of 1868. - .

~Sir John Thompson s memora.ndum does not deal w1th the detanls of the Canadla.n ‘
Act of 1889, but is an attempt to answer some of the objections‘to the principle of that -
Bill.set: forlh in the Departmental Committee’s Report, and to show that the Canadian
Legislature ought to be allowed to repeal the Copyright Act of 1842 so'far as regards
Canada, and to deprive the British author of hlS rights in- order to foster ‘the
Canadian printing and publishing interests.

It does not appear to me that I can usefully follow all the arguments contamed L

“ in the memorandum on the above questlon or that 11; 18 within the scope of my :
 instructions to do so. They are all based on'the fahacy that the Canadian publishers -

and printers have some inherent right to have the profit.of pubhshmg and printing the =
- works of British' a.uthors, ‘and’ that if-the'Tatter do ot ‘find it “nedessary or- convenient
~ to publish or print in Canada the Canadian Legislature has a right to make them do so;" =~
~ and that to deny. them this Tight is to. ‘deprive’them. of ; the benefit of - self-covernment R
Such arguments (even “when ; support;ed apparently by, a. threat’ of separa,tlon\ in'case’ .

" they are not yielded to (see p. 12, bottom))” do mot appear to reqlure to be answered; at’.

‘length. ' One argument which does perhaps ;require special notice is. that'.dtawr from

- the exa.mple of the United, ‘States. © With regard to this it is’to-be observed.that in
s the case-of the. Umted States the Brmsh author had, under the c1rcumstances to accept
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