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* B. LITZRAay Woim or BxpLCyt5.
7. Whou au employer is mnUitled to, the reults ot litemy7 or uUsto

wek p.d.mma4 by tàm .mplqi. Baaeafy-One who employa
another person to perform literary or artiatie work ia flot
deemed to be, within the meaning of the Copyright Acte, the

Î. î "author" of what is produced by the labour of his employé',
unlesa the contr"tt la one whieh provides that hé shall partieipate

in te wrk o a exentsuffloient to entitie hlm to be reàarded
as a "joint author." In order to constitute auch authorship it

corporation would agréé béforehand, not'te, carry out the allegéd contract,
f but to do something entirely different. Ho thus repudiated the contract

which he now Mains thRt hoe in entitled to the benefit of, and put hirnif
in an attitude of hostility to him employer, indeed defying his employer, if
ho used the language attributed to -hlm. And the jury, if this was no, tnight
proper:. consider the dismissal justified."

The statement In the text lu ase sustained by the decision in Clark v.
Feraolise Ckernical Co. 1889) 23 N.Y.S.R. 9t14.

UIn Nottage v. Jaokeon, (1883) il Q.B.D. (C.A.> 627, A. and B.
carried on business in copartnership as photographiers under the firrn of

4 the L. Comnpany. They did not take photograph t hemmelves, but employed
managers and a large staff of photographie artiste and assistants. One of
their managers, thinking that the photograph of the Australian Cricketers
would soul wéll, arranged for the photographe te ho taken wlthout any pay,-
ment being mnýde for taking théeîi sud sent one of thé artise in thé employ of
thé flrrn to take thé négative. From this négative thé photograph was in the
umual way preducéd and sold. by thé firrn In thé ordinary eoure of business;
and A. and B. reglstéréd thémsélves undér thé Copyright Act, 1862, in their
Individual narnés as thé "prpretors and authora' of thé photograCi. In an
action b ythé tirai te rtan thé pirating J their copyright ini th e hoto-

aph; fllta .adB. wer no h at orofthé ptorah and

fhac ý th ré tt mon waoo od ee u r thé A rt, 25 & 6 M et. ch.
89,altougthéstaemet tat hé artérswer '<ropiétrs"was cor-

r e c t. ^ L o r 0u é p s a i d , w W é u ny s t a t t t se y a r c p t g r a p h e r s e

hav cr et h cocuso a t 0y thé authors oftépotgare dehh trpers

son wh ar iteremtedl t ho rap at thé time it iedn-lc

tik ey r th ahr of th phtap aus th photorg p

lu mdé norm d b ft of ti moe sev nt I cantt'

wheter hé orin wode tni A t f Paain a htI rnttoo th éat n wa th lathe

To th t ma n éff ct, sne v.r L t e (1 90 2 . .Dhea ree ctrtena auh r , thy a utrs f th ̂  a epoyedanarison maké ardrain r dho hé ta me l inctapabl te cfm rnain was het

s made asd thfom led a th nexto thr ee sevat . I a tel
hée Aheneran doctrewl thés Arne of Pient v.d Fat ea (1846)t;

Wbot 1 am. net <p.aie in) mpyf v.n Fert (146 2ad blatoh.i in ; fu ll v.dffe
Ooidd 182 2 Bl itiath. bu382.resydedeta hepro h
trk hengaiv asth auho.
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