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Proh l*5en i o standar$-ech profesio-n*l n lho chov*n f {aktual izov6 no 20 1 9)

4. Plagi6torstvi

Slova plagicitorstvl p*ch{*i z latinskych koienri: plagiarius, irnr:soe, a plagiare,
ukr6st. Yyvlastndni dila ii*4ho autora a jeho ryd6vr{ni z* vlastni piedstavuje plagifforsfvf a

ievilillnlwz poru5enim vddeck6 etiky. Vyraznd poclkoprivf <i&v6ryhodnostplagidt<lnam:&Le
nenapravitelnd poSkodit kariiru h istorika.
Kromd u5my, kterou piagi4torsrvi zpriscibuje fsili- o hled6ni pravdy, se takd *&Le jednat o trestnli
din poru5crvSni litevitmich prfv privadniho autcra apr*v vlastnika autorsk;.ich pr6v. Proto mfrZe
mit odhaieni za ndsledek nejen sankce fiako je vytazeni z postgraduflniho programu, odmitnuti
povy5eni nebo ukondeni zamdstn 6ni), a1e rovndZ prinni kroky. V praxi se pi"ipad5, plagiiltorstvi
nrezi v6dcijenzlidka dostanou k soudu, dfsted.nd proto, ie prfvni koncepty,jakoje poruieni
autorskych prdv, jsou uZ6i neZ eticki standardl,, kterd fidi pro{esionrllni c}rovd.ni. Skutedn;f m
trestem za plagiilttrstvi je odpon ze strnny komunity udencri,
Iilagi6torstvi zahmuje rafinovanbj5i znour,ivfuni neZ prostd vyvlastndni piesndho textu jindh<l
autom bez uvedeni zdraje. Plagi6torstvi :nriZe zahmcvat rovndZ omezeni v.i;'prijdk-v - bez
dostatednd atribuce - vyraz$ch a vyznam*ych vyzkumnych zji5tEnf nebo interpretaci jind osoby.
I-listorickd znalosti.jsou samoziejmd kumulativ*i, atakv ndkterych kontextech - jak<l jsou
udebnice, encl4do;:edickd dl6nk3', dirokd syntdzy a ndkterd formy veiejnlich prezentacich ^ forma
atribuce a piipustqi rozsah z6vislosti na piedcl:ozfch vyzkuinech, citace a dal$fch fbrmy atribuce
jsou odliSnd od toho, co se odekdv|v omezen€j5ich monografiich. ProtoXe jsou znalo'sti Siieny
$irokd veieinosti, ztrficeii dfst svd osobnf reference. Co je df vlastnictvf, se st6vf m€nd vyraz,ne.
Avdak i v udebnicich by historik mdl ocenit zdraje neddvn,vch nebo vyraznlch n6)eztt a
interpretaci, kterd dosucl nejsou soud6sti obecndho povddomi v oboru. ObdobnE, zatimco ndkterd
fonny historicke prfce nejsou vhodnd k qylslcvnd atribuci (napi" fihny a v,vstavy), mdlo by byr
vynaloZeno velkerd irsili piiiknout zdsluhl, v{,'zkumu" kter;i je zdrojem takave pr6ce.
Plagi6torstvi m5 proto mnoho podob. NejzjevndjSim zneulitimie pouiiti cizich fbrmulaci bez
uvozovek a citace. K rafinr:vandjSim zneuiitirn patii piivlastfiovirni konceptri, dat nebo pozniimek,
kter€jsou v5echa,v za*raskov6n;, v novd vytvoieqich vdtfch, nebo odkee na vyp&jdenou prdci v
po66teinf pozndmce a ;rctd rozsrihid dal5i pouZiti bez n6slednd atribuce. Piebir6ni odkazfr na
nezkoumandprimfirni edrnje ze sekunddrnfho dila, anikby bylatato pr6ce citovhna, je obdobnd
nevhodnd. Viechny tyto taktiky a&6Leji zavrlenihadnou lhostej:rost k plrici ostatnich.
Bee ohledu na kontext, nejlepXi odbon'nou praxi, jak se vyhnout otrvin6ni z plagir{torstvi, je
vidy jasn6, dfikladn6 a velkorys6 uzn*vfnf iutelekfu:ilwieh z|vankfi k oststnim.
V3ichni, kdo jsou soudfstf komunity badatehi, at ut amateii nebo profesion4lovd, studenti nebo
zavedeni historici, maji povinncst postavit se proti podvodrim. Tato povinnost r.nii obzv165t'
viznampro vyudujicf absoh'entskjch semin*iri. Maii kritickou irlohu pii utv6ieni vnimbni
vddeckd etiky mlad;.,3m historikem. Proto.ie nedilnou souifsti prace vyuiujfcfch absolventri hledat
piileZitosti k tomu, aby serninfi zahmoval i lekce vddeckd integrity. Po ukondeni postgradu6lniho
studia butlekaidy historik z,6visly piedevdim na vlastni ostrulite sebekritice. Rdhem na5ich I-ivotfi
nem*ie nikdo z nris piestat zpochybiovat ndroky na originalitu" kterd na5e pr6ce piin63i. a urdit-v-

druh ocen6ni, kterd poskytujeme ostatnfm.
Prvni obrannou linii proti plagi6torstvije utv6ieni pracovnich n6vykri, kterd chr6ni udence pied
plagi6torstvfrn.B(.2n6 obrana plagii$ara - Ze se nechal zm6st sp65n6 poiizenr.'rni a nedokonalymi
pozn6mkami - je vdrohodnii pouze v kontexfu 5ir5i tolerance nevalnd prhce. Zilkladni pravidlo
dobrdho pa{izovhni pozn6mek vyLaduje, aby kaldy vyzkumnik rizce rozliSoval mezi piesnou
citacia para*ini.
Druh6 linie obrany proti plagi6tars*,f je organizovand. a represivni. Kaidh instituce, kterh z:abrnuje
nebo zastupu.ie soubor uiencfi" je povinna piijmout postupy urdend k objasndni a dodrlovfutri
jejich eticlrych standard&. KaLdd institnce,l<terhzamdstn6v6 historiky, nese obzvld5td kritickou
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odpov6dnost zaudtiavitni integrity a reputace svych zamdstnanc&. Platf to pro st6tnf riiady )

korporace, vydavatelskd firuny a organizace veiejnd sprdvy, jako jsou muzea a knihovny, a rovndZ

pro vzd6l6vaci instituce. Odekfvf se, Ze prfvd instituce, kter6 je zam6stn4v6, bude vy$etiovat
obvindni z plagi6torstvi nepradlend a nestranni a v piipad6, Ze nebudou obvindni vytt6cena,
uplatni odpovidajici sankce. Sankce za vddebkl pochybeni b,v se m61y li$it v zfvislosti na

zftvaZnostipiedinu avLdy by se mdla uplatilovat pravidla ifdndho procesu. Zhvalniatwalici
pochybeni mohou od&vcdnit zveiejnbni piipadu nebo dokonce ukondeni kari€ry; n6kter6 ojedinEld

nedostatky mohou vyZadovat fonn6 I n i pokfr6n i.

V5ichni historici sdileji odpov6dnost za obranu vysok,,fch stanclardir intelektuflni integritv. I'}fi

hodnoceni rukopisri pro publikaci, korektuie knih-nebo hodt'rocenf kolegfi z hlediska umistdni,
propagace a zfustuh musi udenci vyhoilnocovat poctivcst a spolehli\,o$t, se kterou historik potrliv|
primimf a sekunddrni zdrojovd materiilly. Pr6ce udenc& vz.kvdt6 v atmosl€ie otevienosti a

upiimnosti, kterd by mdla zahrnovat kontrolu a veiejnou diskuzi o akademickdm podvodu.
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Statement on Standards of Professional Conduct {u 201s

4. Plagiarism

'I*he wordplagi*rism clerives from Latin roats: pl.agiarius, an abciuctor. antl p{agiare, to steal. The
expropriation of anotE:er authcr's worko and the presentation of it &s one's own, constitutes
plagiarism and is a serious vi*lation of the ethies of seholarship. It seriously undermines the
credibility of the plagiarist, and can do irreparable harm to a historian's career.
In addition to the harm that plagiarism does to the pursuit of truth" it can also be an offense against
the literar.v rights ol'the original author and the property rights o{'the copyright cwner. I)etection
can therefore result not only in sanctious (such as dismissal trom a graduate progralx, denial of
promotion, or temination o1'employmeirt) b*t in legal action as weil" As a practical matter,
plagiarism between scholars rarely goes to court. in part because legal concepts, such as
inli'ingement of'copyright, are narrower than ethical standarcls that guiile professicnai
cbnduct. The real penalfy f*r ptagiarism is the ahhorrence cf the aommunify of scholars.
Plagiarism includes more subtle abuses than simplv expropriating the exact wording of another
author la'ithout attribution. Plagiarism can also include the li:mited horrowing, rvithout sufficient
attribution, of another person's distinctive ancl significant research finrlings L interpretations. Of
course" historical knawledge is cumulative, and tl'rus in some contexts-srich as textbooks,
enc.v*clopedia arlicies, broad svntheses, and certain farms of public presentation-the form of
attributicrn, and the permissible extent oi'dependence on prior scholarship " cit:ation,and other
fotms of attribution will differ fi'om what is expected in mcre limited rnonographs. As knowledge
is disseminatecl to a rvide public, it lases some of its personatr reJ?rence . trtrhat trelongs to whom
becomes less distinct. But even in textbooks a historian should achnowledge the sources of recent
or distinctive findings and interpretations, those not yetapa&aflthe common r"rnderstancling of the
profession. Sirnilarl3z, while some forms of histor'ical work do not lenrl themselves tc explicit
attribution (e.g., {ilms and exhibiticrs), every effort should be made to give clue credit to
scholarship infbrming such rvork.
Plagiarism, then, takes tnany forms.'fhe clearest abuse is the use of another's language without
quotation marks and citation. More subtle abuses irrclude the appropriation ol'concepts, data, or
notes all disguised iir nelvly crafted sentences, or reference to a borrowed wor.k in an early note
and then extensive Jirrther use lvithout subseqnent attribution. Borrowing unexamined primary
source references ti'om a secoudary work r.vithout citing that work is likewise inappropriate. All
such tactics reflect an unr,vorthy clisregard l'or the contributions ol'others.
No matter n&at the context, the best prcfession:rtr pracfice for avoiding a charge of plagiarism
is always to be exgrlicit, thorough, and generou$ in ackn*wledging one's infellectual clebts.
All who participate in the community of inquiry, as amateurs or as professionals, as students or as
established historians, have an obligation to oppose deception. 'Ihis obligation bears nith special
rveight on teachers of graduate serninars. They are critical in shaping a youllg iristorian's
perception of the ethics of scholarship. tt is theletbre incurnbent on gladuate teachers to seek
opportunities {br making the seminar also a wotkshop in sc}rolarll,' integrity. A liter leaving
graduate schaol, every historian r,vill have to depend pr"imarily on vigilant self-criticism.
Throughout ortr iives none cf'us can cea:ie tc) questior: the claims to originality that our nrork
makes and the sorl of credit it grants to others.
'I'he first line of defense against plagiarism is the formatian of work habits that protect a scholal
from plagiarism. The plagiarist's standard defense-that ?re or" she q,.as misled by hastily taken
and imperfect notes-is plausible onl,v in the context of a *,icler tolerance of shoclcly r.vork. A basic
rule of goocl note-taking requires evsr,v researcher to distinguish scn:pulously between exact
quotation ancl paraphrase.
The second line o{'deJiense against plagiarism is organized and punitive. Every institution that
includes or represents a body of scholars has an obligation to establish procedures designec.l to
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clarify and uphold their ethical standards. Every insritution that emplovs historians bears anespeciall,v critical responsibility to maintain the integrit}, and repuratio; of its staff. This applies togovernment agencies, corporations, publishing firms, and public service organizations such asmuiellnls and libraries, as surel,v* as it does to educational iacilities. Usuallyl ii i"rrr" employinginstitution that is expected to investigate charges cii.plagiarism promptl;z and impartially and toinvoke appropriate sanctions when the charges are sustained. Penalties for scholarly misco'ductshould varSr according to the seriousness .fihe offense, anci thapro;t""r";;;;;; prooess shouldalr'va5rs apply. A persistent pattern of deception rnay justi$z pubiic clisclosure or even terminationof a career; some scattered misappropriatiirns *uy iurroitu ru.*ut reprirnanc{.All historians share responsibiliry roi c.t'.,naing high stanclards oiinteilectual integrity. wrenappraisiflg manuscripts far publication, reviewlng ilooks" cir evaluating peers for piacement,pronrotion, and teflurc, scholars must evaluarc rhe honesty andreliabiiity with wtrich the historian
uses primary and secondaty source materials. scholarshii flr:urishes in an atinosphere of opefinessand candor, which should include the scrutiny and public cliscussion ol.academic cleception.
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