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Prohlaseni o standardech profesionalniho chovani (aktualizovano 2019)

4. Plagiatorstvi

Slovo plagidtorsivi pochézi z latinskych kotend: plagiarius, Gnosce, a plagiare,

ukrast. Vyvlastnéni dila jiného autora a jeho vydavani za vlastni predstavuje plagiatorstvi a
je vaznym poruSenim védecké etiky. Vyrazng& podkopava divéryhodnost plagistora a mize
nenapravitelné poskodit kariéru historika.

Kromé ajmy, kterou plagidtorstvi zplisobuje tsilf o hledani pravdy, se také miZe jednat o trestny
¢in porusovani literdrnich prav pivodniho autora a prav vlastnika autorskych prav. Proto mie
mit odhaleni za nésledek nejen sankce (jako je vyfazeni z postgradualniho programu, odmitnuti
povySeni nebo ukonéeni zaméstnani), ale rovnéZ pravni kroky. V praxi se piipady plagistorstvi
mezi v€dci jen ziidka dostanou k soudu, 8asteéné proto, Ze pravni koncepty, jako je porusenf
autorskych prav, jsou uzii nez etické standardy, které ¥id{ profesiondlni chovani. Skutednym
trestem za plagidtorstvi je odpor ze strany komunity ufenci. ‘

Plagidtorstvi zahrnuje rafinovangjsi zneuZivani neZ prosté vyvlastnéni pfesného textu jiného
autora bez uvedeni zdroje. Plagiatorstvi miiZe zahrnovat rovn&z omezené vyptijéky — bez
dostate¢né atribuce — vyraznych a vyznamnych vyzkumnych zji$téni nebo interpretaci jiné osoby.
Historické znalosti jsou samozfejmé kumulativni, a tak v nékterych kontextech — jako jsou
ucebnice, encyklopedické ¢lanky, Siroké syntézy a n&které formy vetejnych prezentacich — forma
atribuce a pifpustny rozsah zavislosti na pfedchozich vyzkumech, citace a dalgich formy atribuce
Jsou odlisné od toho, co se ocekava v omezen&jSich monografiich. ProtoZe jsou znalosti §ifeny
Siroké vefejnosti, ztraceji ¢ast své osobni reference. Co je & vlastnictvi, se stdvd méné vyrazné.
AvSak i v uCebnicich by historik mél ocenit zdroje neddvnych nebo vyraznych nalezli a
interpretaci, které dosud nejsou souddsti obecného povédomi v oboru. Obdobng, zatimco nékterd
formy historické prace nejsou vhodné k vyslovné atribuci (napt. filmy a vystavy), mélo by byt
vynaloZeno veskeré Gsili pritknout zésluhy vyzkumu, ktery je zdrojem takové prace.
Plagiatorstvi mé proto mnoho podob. Nejzjevnéj$im zneuZitim je pouziti cizich formulaci bez
uvozovek a citace. K rafinovanéj$im zneuzitim patif pfivlastiiovani konceptd, dat nebo poznidmek
které jsou vSechny zamaskovany v nové vytvofenych vétach, nebo odkaz na vypljcenou praci v
poCatecni poznamce a poté rozsahlé dalsi pouziti bez nasledné atribuce. Pfebirani odkaz na
nezkoumané primdrn{ zdroje ze sekundarniho dila, aniZ by byla tato prace citovana, je obdobné
nevhodné. Viechny tyto taktiky odraZeji zavrzenihodnou Thostejnost k praci ostatnich.

Bez ohledu na kontext, nejlepsi odbornou praxi, jak se vyhnout obvinéni z plagiatorstvi, je
vidy jasné, diikladné a velkorysé uznavani intelektualnich zavazki k ostatnim.

V3ichni, kdo jsou soucdsti komunity badatel(, at’ uZ amatéfi nebo profesiondlové, studenti nebo
zavedent historici, maji povinnost postavit se proti podvodiim. Tato povinnost ma obzvIast
vyznam pro vyucujici absolventskych seminafG. Maji kritickou Glohu pfi utvafen! vnimani
veédecké etiky mladym historikem. Proto je nedilnou soudasti prace vyucujicich absolventd hledat
prilezitosti k tomu, aby seminat zahrnoval i lekce védecké integrity. Po ukondeni postgradudlniho
studia bude kazdy historik zavisly predev§im na vlastni ostraZité sebekritice. B&hem nagich Zivot
nemuZe nikdo z nés prestat zpochybiiovat naroky na originalitu, které nase prace pfinasi, a urdity
druh ocenéni, které poskytujeme ostatnim.

Prvni obrannou linif proti plagitorstvi je utvafeni pracovnich navykd, které chrani uence pred
plagidtorstvim. BéZn4 obrana plagidtora — Ze se nechal zmast sp&$né potizenymi a nedokonalymi
poznamkami — je vérohodna pouze v kontextu §ir§i tolerance nevalné prace. Zakladni pravidlo
dobrého pofizovani poznadmek vyZaduje, aby kazdy vyzkumnik Gzce rozlioval mezi pfesnou
citaci a parafrazi.

Druhd linie obrany proti plagidtorstvi je organizovana a represivni. KaZdd instituce, kterd zahrnuje
nebo zastupuje soubor ucencll, je povinna ptijmout postupy uréené k objasnéni a dodrZovani
jejich etickych standardli. Kazda instituce, kterd zaméstnava historiky, nese obzvlasté kritickou

.
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odpovédnost za udrzovani integrity a reputace svych zaméstnanci. Plati to pro statni Gfady,
korporace, vydavatelské firmy a organizace vefejné spravy, jako jsou muzea a knihovny, a rovnéz
pro vzd&lavaci instituce. Oekava se, Ze pravé instituce, kterd je zaméstndva, bude vySetiovat
obviné&ni z plagidtorstvi neprodlené a nestranné a v pfipadé, Ze nebudou obvinéni vyvracena,
uplatni odpovidajici sankce. Sankce za védecké pochybeni by se mély lifit v zavislosti na
z4vaznosti pre¢inu a vZdy by se méla uplatiiovat pravidla fadného procesu. Zavazna a trvajici
pochybeni mohou oddvodnit zvetejnéni pfipadu nebo dokonce ukoneni kariéry; nékteré ojedin€lé
nedostatky mohou vyzadovat formalni pokarani.

Vsichni historici sdileji odpov&dnost za obranu vysokych standardd intelektudlni integrity. Pi
hodnoceni rukopist pro publikaci, korektute knih nebo hodnocent kolegll z hlediska umisténi,
propagace a zdsluh mus{ udenci vyhodnocovat poctivost a spolehlivost, se kterou historik pouzivé
primarni a sekundérni zdrojové materidly. Prace utench vzkvéta v atmosféfe otevienosti a
up¥imnosti, ktera by méla zahrnovat kontrolu a vefejnou diskuzi o akademickém podvodu.



Statement on Standards of Professional Conduct (updated 2019)

4. Plagiarism

The word plagiarism derives from Latin roots: plagiarius, an abductor, and plagiare, to steal. The
expropriation of another author’s work, and the presentation of it as one’s own, constitutes
plagiarism and is a serious violation of the ethies of scholarship. 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 literary rights of the original author and the property rights of the copyright owner. Detection
can therefore result not only in sanctions (such as dismissal from a graduate program, denial of
promotion, or termination of employment) but in legal action as well. As a practical matter,
plagiarism between scholars rarely goes to court, in part because legal concepts, such as
infringement of copyright, are narrower than ethical standards that guide professional

conduct. The real penalty for plagiarism is the abhorrence of the community of scholars.
Plagiarism includes more subtle abuses than simply expropriating the exact wording of another
author without attribution. Plagiarism can also include the limited borrowing, without sufficient
attribution, of another person’s distinctive and significant research findings or interpretations. Of
course, historical knowledge is cumulative, and thus in some contexts—such as textbooks,
encyclopedia articles, broad syntheses, and certain forms of public presentation—the form of
attribution, and the permissible extent of dependence on prior scholarship, citation, and other
forms of attribution will differ from what is expected in more limited monographs. As krnowledge
is disseminated to a wide public, it loses some of its personal reference. What belongs to whom
becomes less distinct. But even in textbooks a historian should acknowledge the sources of recent
or distinctive findings and interpretations, those not yet a part of the common understanding of the
profession. Similarly, while some forms of historical work do not lend themselves to explicit
attribution (e.g., films and exhibitions), every effort should be made to give due credit to
scholarship informing such work.

Plagiarism, then, takes many forms. The clearest abuse is the use of another’s language without
quotation marks and citation. More subtle abuses include the appropriation of concepts, data, or
notes all disguised in newly crafted sentences, or reference to a borrowed work in an early note
and then extensive further use without subsequent attribution. Borrowing unexamined primary
source references from a secondary work without citing that work is likewise inappropriate. All
such tactics reflect an unworthy disregard for the contributions of others.

No matter what the context, the best professional practice for avoiding a charge of plagiarism
is always to be explicit, thorough, and generous in acknowledging one’s intellectual debts.
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. This obligation bears with special
weight on teachers of graduate seminars. They are critical in shaping a young historian’s
perception of the ethics of scholarship. It is therefore incumbent on graduate teachers to seek
opportunities for making the seminar also a workshop in scholarly integrity. After leaving
graduate school, every historian will have to depend primarily on vigilant self-criticism.
Throughout our lives none of us can cease to question the claims to originality that our work
makes and the sort of credit it grants to others.

The first line of defense against plagiarism is the formation of work habits that protect a scholar
from plagiarism. The plagiarist’s standard defense—that he or she was misled by hastily taken
and imperfect notes—is plausible only in the context of a wider tolerance of shoddy work. A basic
rule of good note-taking requires every researcher to distinguish scrupulously between exact
quotation and paraphrase.

The second line of defense against plagiarism is organized and punitive. Every institution that
includes or represents a body of scholars has an obligation to establish procedures designed to



clarify and uphold their ethical standards. Every institution that employs historians bears an
especially critical responsibility to maintain the integrity and reputation of its staff. This applies to
government agencies, corporations, publishing firms, and public service organizations such as
museums and libraries, as surely as it does to educational facilities. Usually, it is the employing
institution that is expected to investi gate charges of plagiarism promptly and impartially and to
invoke appropriate sanctions when the charges are sustained. Penalties for scholarly misconduct
should vary according to the seriousness of the offense, and the protections of due process should
always apply. A persistent pattern of deception may justify public disclosure or even termination
of a career; some scattered misappropriations may warrant a formal reprimand.

All historians share responsibility for defending high standards of intellectual integrity. When
appraising manuscripts for publication, reviewing books, or evaluating peers for placement,
promotion, and tenure, scholars must evaluate the honesty and reliability with which the historian
uses primary and secondary source materials. Scholarship flourishes in an atmosphere of openness
and candor, which should include the scrutiny and public discussion of academic deception.
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