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" IIE_FEES DE FOR FEFROMCTION OF WORKS OF LHT W

Report of J, Bouret and J, Lassaimes

& large section of the pross has been roused by the diffisultios confraonting art=
gditore in the matter of publishing books doaling with contomporary poriod,

These difficulties may be attribued to two categorics of fnote ; 1°) the high price
of bagie materiale , 2°) Reproduction rightse ,

The firast of thése categories does not come within the scope of oany association .
s for the second, it would scom possible for the TAAl to take the situntion in
hﬂ.ﬂl’].‘

Several years ago, o socioty was ecroated for the recovery of nuthorte royeltics,
covering the reprodustion of all paintings in booke magazines and reviews , This
soclety oxacte from publishors, before the mablieation of any work, reproduction
rightes which sheuld then normally be pald to the srtipt . Wow, 1t hos been ascer-
talned that while the mums thus colleoted are enormons, the amounta pald out are
Pratically lnoxistant , The handienp thus cncountorod by publishers iz not counter-
belanced by sufficlent sales, the high production coste restricting severoly the
number of tuyers ,

In so0 for pe forcign editors are coneorned, the snme problem ig mot with, excapt in
the case of a dircet asrcoment with the nrtist . :

The ercation of an international orgenicm based on o revisiaon of the Qenevn COnVET =
tions sooms the beot way of unifying the toriffe of roproduction righte, if not of
abolishing them altopather .,

The assimilation of reproduction to the status of toxt quotations which carry no

royaltics, should be the aim of our organigm, ag it s clear that the painter hng
nothing to gain from tho prosant gratom, and that o wider diffusion of his works

would, on the contrary, provide hir with n much better propaganda .




