o ‘Forelgn Reprints'Act, there is 1o’ securlt' ‘
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The Golonies ]ustly complamed that under ‘t]ns A.ct a Work wlnch Was pul)l;shed ina
Colony had no copyright in the ‘United ngdom‘, or in’ “any other Colony, but, tlns '
grievance has been removed by tlie ‘Act of 18867 “3 work' pu'bhs"hed 1n “4 Colony now
en]oys preclselsr the same protectxon as one ﬁrst publlshed in the Umted chrdom

o III -——banadmn O'op nght as it e.msts at prescnt o f" a

It was a common complamt of the Golomes, espec1ally of Canada, that owmg to the
operation:of the Imperial Copyright Act, they: were unable to obtain a- sufficient supply
of-+English_ literature. -In order :to-remove. this- ground .of complaint the:; iForeign -
Reprints:Act was. passed and under its provisions -Canada has been allowed to import ..
pirated ‘copies of: English works:on the- undertakmg that a duty of 12} .per cent.- should
~ beicollected by the Colony: upon all such copies for: the benefit. of the: anthor. - FIST I

.As a matteér of fact, the duty has not been: collected nor has an;r semous attempt been ‘
made by Canada to’ comply with the undertaking..b. ci= .0 o - e |

-In. 1875 an: Act was:passed. in Canada: giving Copyrwht to forelgn a.uthors upon ‘
conditions:of their.;re-publishing in'the Colony, either: simultaneously. with; or -at: any
time after, publication elsewhere. This Canadian Act was- expressly authorised by an-
Act.of ,the Imperial: Legislature, and. therefore the:Canada ., printers. and. pubhshers
contended.: that - the. Imperial. Copyrlght Act.was .repealed ;50 far as Canada was. con-,.;
cerned, and ‘that English ‘authors could only obtain Copynght in banada upon
complying with the conditions of the Canadian Act. =

This -contention was, however, aeclslvely negalnved by the Canadlan Courts, in the :
case of Smiles v, Belford, and the position therefore at present is ‘that Engllsh authors -
are. only obhged to. 1epubhsh in Canada 1f they Wlsh to avo1d the operatlon of the s
Forelgn Reprints Act B L . : E

- .‘,‘ | ,v —Gamda s present Proposals

The Canadlan Copynght Act passed by Colomal leg1slature 1n 1889 but reserved
for;, the sanctmn of the Imperial. Goyernment;, provides that, in- order to...obfain ..

Copyrlght in' Canada.-works.,must . be ‘registered. with :the  Minister. of ‘;Aouculture
before.or sxmultaneously xwith . their first, pubhcatlon, Wherever sch. publlcatlon takes ;.
place, and - must .be 1epr1nted and repubhshed in, ganada within . ,one. month, of ‘their
pubhcatlon elsewheré;'and (7) that if. he author, does, 1ot comply Wlth these condlmons,
the Minister may grant ‘licénses for the publlcatlon of “the work, the licensee. paying s’
royalty of 10 per cenb for the benefit.of the author. This Act is promotecl solely" by, o
and ini' the' 1nterests ‘of tli6'Canadian” prlnters ‘and pubhihers, Who 'claim “to “hdve the
right’t6 make a‘profit out'of the works of English*atithorsiin o #¢ Haedes s leatyer

The following are some of the reasons why the Act should not come mto forggislzige. . .
1. It is- reactlonary and contrary to the principle adopted by: this, country, after full
consideration, in consenting tothe Berne Convention. . It Would of course depmve the

Canadlan author of the benefit of that Convention. - .

‘ .~It is an attempt to deprive authors of thelr recogmzed rlghts for the beneht of the
Canadlan printers and publishers!if . il % RN
© 8. Ttis (except from ‘the  view. of the prmter nd pubhsher) ent1rely nnece .

. The Canadian’feaderis amply prowded ‘for under:the” FOrelgn Repnnts Acthiiii e
N B X il itivolve fthe” repeal; g0’ far‘as Bmt1sh guthors® -are” concemed“’ of ithe mted
a States Copyrlght‘ Kt 189Y; snd. the' revival'of: legalided’ p1racy Yinitthat® country 1k
o ABE T should'by'a any” chanceﬂ ceoiiplighits’ obj he actionsof the (‘anadlan w1
. thus reco1l on’ thelr ow ads. Canada il agalfn ﬂooded" : "

6. Havmg regard t0 . the entrre fallure ‘of- Canad‘ to: collect; he ‘dutles
hatev "




