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Marcn Sth, 1895.]

To Goldwin Smith.

m {(Mr. Goldwin Smith contributed to a late number of the Lo.ndo.n
_tm"ralul Nems o veview of the life of Sir John Macdonald which is
}tle else than a severe arraignment of the character of the great
tatesnmn. )

"Tis a precept ““de mortuis
Nil nisi bonum seribere,”

Which not to keep when you ought to is
Corruption worse than bribery.

With insults heaped wpon your head .
You stand it from the living,

But turn and blacken him that’s dead !
You might be more forgiving !

Oh, Goldwin Smith ! oh, Goldwin Smith !
How came you to belittle

The memory of our hero with
The venom of your spittie

We're perfectly aware that he
Had weakunesses and failings,

But will the course of History
Be altered by your railings

We fear it is a grudge you hear :
He built us up a nation,

And thus postponed for many a year
Your scheme of Annexation.

T Docerren Bakn.
*
* *
Letters to the Editor.

T CANADIAN COPYRIGHT.
0 the Editor of The Week :

look 5(‘111'»~'_Fhere iy one important point which has been over-
ire € d.urmg this discussion. Qerba,m Canadian printers
wy MIXlous to obtain upon their own terms (practically
En:leudj I win, tails you lose”) the property of British authors
repripu Jlishers.  One Canadian printer who pul)_lls}}es cheap
rit‘nts has generously suggested, as an alleviation, that
18sh authors should be allowed a royalty of ten per cent.
upon etlprice of the copies of such reprints sold—mind not
10se printed—but upon those sold and paid for. All

nncoul 1ow anything of the trade are aware, to use the ver-
Pins *“’i that such a royalty would not amount to a row of
Vinee d mn Hudll{r-zms it is humorously said ¢ that a man con-
mag s against his will—is of the same opinion 'Stlll.” So a
opini;)oughﬁ to be made honest against his will is of tjhe same
Proy U still.  Such a royalty would be very difficult to
% and would cost more to collect than it would amount
°0pie; “'Ppose A printed, s'o‘d, and got the ca‘?h for 1,000
TS e and say that the price of such cheap reprints, to deal-
43 twenty cents. The royalty would be $20, for which
now‘:lld be necessary either to take A's assurance—an “ un-
th quantlty_”—or, if a court of law gave power, to wade
itemsgb > Say, thirty running accounts in the ledger, such
pracbiqe(zng mixed up with other debits. Tt would take a

w&; accountant days to sift these accounts, esp‘ecmlly if
is abslu \dunhke Murs, Gamp—not"‘ so dispoged.” The offer
y Surr LA common .brogble in England has been~.—and
to &rvlve§~0f publishing in shaves : author and publisher
een e‘ 8ains or losses. The practical working has often
but th lat the publisher, by discounts, has made a small profit
dify, at the author has got nothing. This. illustrates the
&“fferinz of gettmg_' the reprinter to bear his fair shave of

g when raking out the chestnuts.

o I'iz: Edgar states that our M.P’s are unanimous against
fop o lsl} authors and publishers. The latter, unfortunately
who s;rkmght'?’ have no votes in our constituencies, but those
fi en%e thel‘r property have, and they know how to in-
Stews,, Patriotic M. P’s’; and the difﬁcultmfs' (')f the unjust
for vo appeal strongly to struggling politicians hunting
Uary lfs' As T ventured to observe in THE Week for Jan-
Cang, P r. Edgar's insinuation in the London Z%mes that
printer{:n“* are det.ermined to shed their blood to enz_xble afew
Neg a S to exploit British authors is laughably incorrect.
Ma;chso’ Mr. Blake Crofton’s observations in your issue of
e L. Outside the parties directly or indirectly inter-
Sake 'vd the few who are lovers of justice for its own
tion » 1 “Nadians neither know nor care a cent about the ques-
ag g hut 1t is the cheapest vote-getting cry of our time, and,
of ty, ’d.e»?erves a gold medal. Mr. Daldy, the champion
Mitish authors and publishers, quotes, in the London
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Pimes of Jan. 10, a letter from a large publishing agency in
New York : “T have been rather surprised to find

that the agitation is confined to a very small section of the
people (in Canada). More than one bookseller has
expressed positive opposition to the general idea.”

I'am not an author, therefore I have no interest in the
matter ; but I will show that the liberty to plunder British
authors would result in a serious injury to our own Canadian
aspirants for fame, and would work a similar injury here, as
the same sort of morality did in the States. The principal
reasont why the United States occupies a confessedly lower
position in the literary world than other great countries is,
that (until recently) so long as publishers can steal from
British auvhors and publishers they were disinclined to pay
native writers. ¢ You say that this history of England has
taken you two years to write and you actually ask me to
give you $3,000 for your M.S. Why, my dear sir, T can

steal Macaulay’s or Green’s or any other history without pay- .

ing a cent!” What inducement had struggling American

men of genius to devote their time to writing certain books,
knowing, as they did, that American publishers could get
similar European works for nothing ?  So it will be in Can-
ada if the English authors are allowed to be pillaged.

Complaints are made that very little encouragement is
shown to Canadian authors.  There would be still less if Cana-
dian publishers are allowed to get similar works from abroad
for nothing.  Practically -— although unintentionally—the
Copyright Act, if it becomes law, will be a deadly blow to our
rising Canadian literatuve, and will blight the career of many
of our authors.  As I said before, I have no interest in the
matter other than a love of justice. Dodging for votes is
not statesmanship, and ought not to be made the high road
to justice. The attempt, so far as politicians are concerned,
brings to mind the scornful observation of the great Swedish
Chancellor to his son, when the latter was about to set out
on his travels, * Go forth, my son, and see with how little
wisdom this world is governed.”

FamrpLay Rapicar,
Tovonto, March 4.

To the Editor of The Week :

Sir,—I have just read a letter signed “ An Unfortunate
Colonial,” in your issue of the 22nd inst., which is likely to
convey a false impression to your readers, It is not the case
that if an author “resides in a British Province, no copy-
right can be taken out in the United States.” Since lst
July, 1891, the author of any book has copyright in the
United States, provided the country of which he is a subject
gives reciprocal protection to the American citizens. (See
Copinger on Copyright, 1893 edn., pp. 912 and 922.) Tt is
true that certain conditions are imposed. Two copies of the
hook must be deposited with the Librarian of Congress, the
type must be set in the United States, and so forth. As,
however, “ An Unfortunate Colonial” actually did print his
book in the States, he cannot complain of the conditions.

The only difliculty in connection with the Copyright
Question arises from the action of the Dominion Parliament.
If they had left the whole thing alone, there.would have
been no trouble at all. The Imperial Act fully protects
authors in all parts of the Empire, and by the late treaty
with the United States authors are enabled also to obtain an
Amwmerican copyright,  You, sir, if I remember rightly, have
suggested that in refusing their assent to the Canadian Act
of 1889, the Imperial authorities have run counter to the
provisions of the British North America Act. Everybody
knows that that Act assigns copyright to the jurisdiction of
the Dominion. So, too, is navigation and shipping assigned
to the same jurisdiction, but nobody has ever pretended that
Canada has, therefore, the right to repeal “the Merchant
Shipping Act, 1854.” It has always, I believe, been the
practice to reserve Copyright and Shipping Acts for the ex-
pression of Her Majesty’s pleasure. As the sovereign is still
one of the estates of the realm, what objection can be offered
to this, especially when one party claims that injustice and
robbery will thus be prevented ? o

Copinger states (p. 925) that the Dominion authorities
have refused to carry out the treaty between Great Britain
and the United States, and that a Canadian paper has said
that they are ¢ right in form though wrong in substance.”
President Harrison’s proclamation bringing the treaty into
force, assumed that the law in Canada and the law in Great




