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BOOK REFVIEFVs.

to lTires i frciîv n he inS o hi rades.it as are necessary for the Lgeneral good. We

to rnPes itfýcibY n te nins f hs eadrshave seefi that the first prîvilege on record,

We cannot do better than spare a littie space for which wvas granted by fenry VIII., was for 7

reproductionr ofsmea 
the AC of Queefl Anne was for 14 yearS

a rerodutio of omepassages, a saixiple yearsfr28s;s 
h

bricks of air excellent building. The lecturer the Atof George 1II was o 8yas h
f itoi was for 42 years ; the proposed

the ne with a luminous historical review of eAct oiscfori 5o years. The time is continualiy

teorigin of copyright, ao dhetes severai steing n the copyright hoiders are stili dis-

paeb otecntyes st 
Few copyrights,, as a matter of fact, are

COnonlw o sonyacreation of the Oy atosTh reheld by capitalists,

Statute Law. In speaking of literary prdc theb uhr.Te r ol iete

thesro u larg e p u b lish in g h o u ses, w h o o l i e t e

tnsas property, he.says 
to godown frorn generation to generatioli. Jacob

'The law has always made a, distinction be- Tons on stu i araeoto lo' aa

!ween literary property and other propert an dise LOst,' for which Mrs. Milton got -eigfht

Iraspte f il ha ha benwrtten this dstinc- p.f o agist the just right of an author to

t'on is both necessary and jus 
ds t 

arn not arguifl agairs litrar pro-

right and proper to reward litery laouisad reward. Those who en, h ruto i

*ra laor labour shOuld pay for the privilege ; but Iamn

S)Inoreover, to the itrsofoceygener- 
th eal oecoeiipr

aily that authors shouid be encouraged to write, arguin gis h enn oecoei e

as' invntns rety 
the conMmon ground of intellectLial lîfe;

reciselyaws; bueto an e stirnulated by the peWs tedrnfdto s~t in the descendants

MEntLaws; bu anauthoir does not create a agains hedmndt

rlew thing by his own labour. Much of his work of auhroofcptls 
w avbug p

is o neessty brroed.Chacer ookhis' Ca- uhor, o oprtt who they bot upst

terburyTae,' somne frorn Gower, and gen eraliy authors crigt,; a property$fncsiybroe.Caertk 
s'Cn-uhrs 

wihs ic n ze, t ieastgbl,

Bocccceo 
diffcuit to defieand keep separate, and which

frn om ccco petrarch, and the Italian story fwgnrtnswould become hopelessiy

nal an ofMilon' 1 yca's lots arlte onigi- a temingled. Then, aiso, niany great works

nal an ofMilon' Lyida, fot nlythefr me-iTet be suppressed as opinioni changed from

wrk, but whole lnes are adapted froin Theo- rng gadaPuritati hein might suppress

critus. If this be the case with the great 
works aet gean o Miatote So farwa

>10W much more do the smalier ones enter i n upon the works of Shakespeare, or a a ot focr up

lab ur oft e rxpurgate 
the o k of M l n

the laor fterpredecessors? The number ore Parliarnent of Queen Anne from supposing

Of Orgnlwrsis very smal; and if thecn that literarY property was of so sacred a nature,

ditions dernanded by the title of occu'ancy were . etd in their Act a clause by which

Itityenforced, there are very few works ne ore aha nury n )fhg fficials could re-

Worid which would pl wthis mn. anyonoraume

àdcoi itp iy requiremet.dc the prices of books whxch rnîght be thought

If patent rght perpetuasonablY high ;an~d this was in the ver ls

Icopyright and paetrgtwere peptal, the duceirs

w hole inteliectual and p y i a w orld W o h w ould be C o y i hbete e as ed n efa io ed by.

parceiled out by inheritance into srnail holdings', h yrih Acpern passeod b ariynt.

fllterlaced so that the courts and jucîges would be onleuiy pf er rprywoi(1b h

occupied for ever in interminable discussions up- pept gyo it e d o por tins avnd eh

ontangible thngs. Th clai ptf-rwrd by gret pblshî ossan oprtiiS n

th0 rtrso hs ujc wl'n pt. oîarivs- tre dmnino capital would be extendcd into

gten this a becrth nspate 
intellectual wvorld by a species of iiterary

pleaders, and they go too f ar afieid for the ir illus - syndicatesth.la 
i

trations. Thus Mr. Drone is arguinig for the In speaking of the presen tt ftelwi

etity of iiterary propertY, as the resuit of Caaa r. Daws5on .gives a sketch of our Act

fétborand he adduces an incident in the Book CndN isa olw

0f Gness, hereAbrhamdigged a well; and Of 875, which begxSa olW

he says that Isaac one hundred years later suc- I one nhowh to dot te e anadia nc of 1875.

cessfuily vindicated his claima to, it because his Ths whlhdtod wth the rain of that

fater ugÂ. Tis xcusus into Philistine iaw Act were perfectly farnilia it he state note

is characteristic of rnuch of the writing upon this Enls n reia a.They old no.the

subjct.It s lw rn rad.Upon the laws of touch the Imperial Act, 50tes gordi.Te

s th itis Hivtes en zit, ord Jeuits ere careful not to allude to it in any way while

4oS0 years ago, Mr. Drone s no better an autho- avoiin collisiso wth itColoalopy rgt

rty than Mr. Morganl on Roman Law. If there English pu tihes Acf a Colonial cyoprh

be one thing clearer than another ina the whole legisiation that teAtwsrsre 
yLr

Book of Genesisq it is that the only real estate Duffern under sp te cal rr i structions Onitsran-

whic Abaha 'pssessed in Palestine was the rval in Londone ~sonr tr frîr

fied he bought of Ephroll the Hittite. ... resentatioin and abu erke uTh bi herms

The fact sirnply is that literary property is a re- and other London newsP,,' aros Theg Puie

cen cratoti frst of prerogative, then of statute Association sat upon it, andvroSegiui-

cet-reaione, just, and ght -- ad~ that, in anles were called in. But findiilg that the Act

creating it, the law has puit such limitations upon was strictly a localAtwtirthpoesfou


