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Kingiior, wlieresoever tbat author reay lie a
resident or of whatever state lie may bie the suli-
ject. The intention of the Act is to ohtain a
benelit.for the people of this country by the pub-
lication to thein of works of Ierning, of utiiity,
of amuserment. The lienefit is obtaiued lu the
opinion of the Legisiature by offering a certain
eroueS of protection to the truthor, thereliy iu-
ducing hrrn tu publish his work. Tis is, or
nîay bie, a benefit to the iuthor, but it is a
lienefit given, not for tire sake of the auther of
tho work, but for the sake of those to waorn tlio
work le commrunicated. The airu of tlie Legisia-
ture le to increase the common stock of the litera-
ture of tbe country, and if that stock euir e lu-
creased by the publication for the first time liere
cf a new aud valuable work comosed by an alLn
whlo nouver lias been iu the country, I see nothing
iu thre wording of the Act which prevenis, noth-
nlg in the î olicy of the Act trhicli slieuld prevent,

anti everything lu the professed object of the Act,
and lu its wide and general provisions, whrich
s'îould entitle snob a person to the protection of
the Act lu rettern and compensation for the ad-
dition lie lias made to theliterature cf the country.
1 arn pied te lie able te entertain ne doulit tliat
a construction of tlie Act, se consistent with a
wise and liberal policy, le the propcr construction
to lie placeud upen 15. My lords, as opposed te
this conclusion wie were muroli pressed with the
csc,,ef etjeys v Boosey, decidod by this fleuse
(8 Il. of L. Cas.). That case was decicied net
upon the eld Copyright Act of Qoeen Aune ; ou
tlie construction of that Act six of tire learrned
jaiges wlio advised your lordeliips were of opin-
ion that a fereigner living at Milan, and cern-
pesing a liîorary work there, could convey a
titi, of copyriglit by assiguiment, under wliicli

ni asignee, publisliing boere, was entilled te
protection. Four of tlie leotrued judges were of
iliffetout opinion, aud your lordelips utranimousiy
lield tiret the foreiguer lu tliat case could net givo
a titie of co pyriglit, aud tis must lie taken te lie
tlie ctonstrunotion and effect of the statute of Anus.
Tint it le impossible net te see tliat tlis ratio de-
cidendi lu tirat case proceeded rnly, if net ex-
clusively. on tlie wordicg of the preambie of tlie
statuts of Anne, and on a consideration cf tlie
general cliaracter and ecope cf the Legisiature of
Great Idritain at tliat period. The prescrit sta-
toto lias repealed tliat Act aud professes te aima
rit affording greater encouragement te the pro-
duction of litorary works of lasting licuofit te tire
world. And accopting tlie docisien of tbis floeuse
as te, the construction cf tlie statuts of Anue, it
ie, I tlirrk, impossible net te sec that the prescrnt
statute wonald lie inconmpatible witli a policy se
sserrow as that exprossed in the statute of Atnne.
If yGu c )nctlr lu tlle construction of the statute
now lu force, tho respondent wlll clearly lie en-
titled te our judgment, and 1 propose te inove
tirat tire decee cf the Court of Chancery shouild
lie afirmed, aud thre appeal dismissed with coats.

Lord CLANwFORITE-I cencur with my noble
and learued frioud lu thiuking that thîs appeal
should lie dismnissedl with ceets. But lu s0 con-
eurriug 1 muet guard mysoîf against beiug taken
as assenting te tlie suggestion cf my noble and
iearuod frieud, tliat the Act uow regulating copy-
right (5 & 6 Vict. c. 4.5) must lie taken as ex-
tending ite privileges te ail authors, aliens as

well as naturai hemn subjects, who pnliisl tlieir
works for the first time, lu tliis country. Jr la net
uecessary te corne te snoli a conclusion lu order
te support tire decree appealed frein. It is re-
markablo tliat the modemn statuts, tbougli it ro-
poIls ail tise fermer statutes, nowliere defines or
declares what is te lie uuderstood by tlie word
Icopyriglit."' I assumes copyriglit te bo a well

kuewn riglit, and legisiates lu respect te it accord-
ingly. 1 suppose, tiret copy riglit, except se fer
as it is extendod expressiey or iinpliedly hy thie
latignage cf the Act, muet lie takets te ho conlitied
te wliat it wins at tlie passiug of the Act, that ie,
te works first publishsed lu the United Kingdom.
But I think it is a reaseneble infererice, froum the
provisions cf the Act, that its benefits are con-
ferred on ail persous,resident ln any part of ler
iMsjesty's dlominions, wiretlier aliens or natural
hemn sulrjects, wlie while a resideut publish their
werks lu the United Kingdeom. Tis wes the
case cf Miss Cummings, and it is net necessary
te say whother it extends furtlier ; thougli tliere
soeur te me te lie reasous almost irresistible for
thiuking tliat il doos net. She was a foroigner
resident ait Moutreal, and while se resideut, she
publislred lier work lu London, which surs is
first publication, and that was, 1 thiink, sufiliont
to eneitie lier te thie protection of the staotuts.
Tlie decisiou of your Lordships' lieuse lu Jeffe7rve
v. Boooey, accorditîg te tli ocpinionso f ail the
noble Lords wlio advised tlie floeuse on tlrtt oc-
casion, rested on tlie greuud tiret tlie statute of
Aune thon abuse lu question muust lie taoir te have
hart reference exciusively te the subjects cf this
country, iucludiug lu that description fori iurs
resident withiu it, auJ net te have contemplated
the case of allons living aliroad beyend tire au-
thority cf tirs Britishr Leogislature. Tire British
Pàrliatnent lu tire time cf Qeere Ane musto lie
taken primàt facfie te have iogisleted oîiy for
Great Britian, jnt as the prestait IParliamnret
muet lie taken te legisIate only fer tire UTnited
Kiugdorn. But thougli te Parliannent of tlie
United Kîngdom muet prindi sicie ho Sinon te
legisiate only for the United Iigdam, mid net
for the colonrial dominions of tire Crown, it is
certainly within the power ef Parlioterît te inake
law for every part cf 1ler Majesty's domrinions,
and this le done lu express tenus 4y tine 2fltl
section of tlie Act rrow lu question. Its provi-
sions appear te me te show cieariy that tihe privi-
loges of authorsliip wlidh the Act was ir-ended
te confer or regulato lu respect te works first pub-
lislied lu the United Kingdom, were mootnt toecx-
tend te ail subjects of Iler Majesty iu wli tever
part cf lier dominions tliey miglit bc rosident,
itrcling unuer the terre subjects, foreigtr teut-
sidiug tliere, aud se owiug te lier a teîwpoýrary
aliegiance. Tiret lIer Majesty's colonrial suljects
are hy the statute deprivol cf riglits rliey nvonld
otherwiso bavýe enjoyed is plaina, for tthe 15th.
section prohibuts tliom frem priîrting or pobuisi-
îng in the ceouy wliatever rney ho tirir owu
ceolnai laws. any werk lu whicli thore is copy-
right lu the United Kingdom. It le reasanaibîs
te infer that the persous tIns restrained were lu-
tended te have tire saine priviieges as te werks
they miglit publish lu the UJnited Kingidon, as
authors actnaiiy resiriert therein. And, t',oîefore,
1 have ne hesitatien lu cencurring wil i ny noble
and learned frieud lu thinkirrg tirat theo duoorre


