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So far as retaliating, I do not see how we could do it legally at this time.  Prior to August 10, 1962 we gave the U.S. works protection pursuant to our 1923 bilateral agreement with the United States and we cannot renegade such contract. Retaliation is impossible and negotiation to bring about retroactivity of effect of U.C.C. would mean a major amendment to the U.S. law which would have to be applied to all the U.C.C. member countries.J.W.T. Michael, Commissioner of Patents, to C.V. Cole, Legal Division, Department of External Affairs, 9 October 1962.
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Sara
Note
Books written by Canadians and manufacturered here will henceforth enjoy copyright in the U.S. regardless of teh number of copies they sell there.  But U.S. law still requires (and is unaffected in this respect by Canada's signing of the 1955 agreement) that works by American nationals, and works by Canadianas and other aliens domiciled in the U.S., must be manufactured in the U.S. to enjoy copyright there.There is no corresponding clause in Canadian law.  This means that American firms can tender for printing jobs in Canada while Canadian firms are debarred from tendering for like work in the U.S.  Thus, says Jeannaret, "Canada retains its colonial status in teh graphic arts industry".  There are two possible lines of action.  The situation could be corrected either by a retalatory Canadian law or, much preferably, by negotiation.  The one inexcusable course is to do nothing at all.
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This letter is, therefore, to ask you to approach the appropriate United States authorities with a request that, if it is possible within the terms of their legislation so to do, as we think it is, the provision of their legislation presently requiring printing in that country of works in the English language of which it is proposed to import more than 1500 copies be made inoperative with respect to the works of Canadian citizens, and possibly even with respepct to the works of residents of Canada and works first published in Canada.  In return we would guarantee that the more or less corresponding provisions of our Act (i.e. ss. 14, 15, 16 and 28), which are operative at hte discretion of the Minister, would be left inoperative so far as the works of United States authors are concerned.  
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because US didn't reply re proclamation, asking that Ambassador at Washington ask the government directly
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