THE FRUIT MAGAZINE AND
PLAGIARISM

Under the title of ‘“Plagiarism,”’
the Editor of the “‘Fruit Magazine "’
gives the retort self-sufficient at least
to the Editorial in our July issue call-
ing attention to the unacknowledged
reproduction in the ““Fruit Magazine '
of an article contributed to our pages.

We are interested to note that our
use of the word ‘‘Plagiarism '’ led the
Editor of the ‘‘Fruit Magazine'” to
consult ‘“Webster,”” which he appar-
ently had need to do, as to the mean-
ing of ‘‘plagiarist,”’ quoted by him
with didactic dignity as “‘one who
purloins another's writings and offers
them to the public as his own.”’  Even
the Editor of the ‘‘Fruit Magazine'’
with scissors or paste-brush in hand,
might have deduced from that that a
plagiarist as applied to a Magazine
may be defined as ““A Magazine which
purloins and
offers them to the public as its own.’’
That is just what the “‘Fruit Maga-
zine’’ did in regard to the article in
question, and hence the title of the
editorial in our July number,—¢Plag-
iarism in Magazine Articles.”’

The ‘‘Fruit Magazine 's"” Editor tries
to excuse his action by saving ““the ar-
ticle in question was not a contribution
to any publication, hut an
delivered in reproduced
whole, or in part, by a number of the
daily papers.”” We challenge the Eidi-
tor of the ‘‘Fruit Magazine'’ to refer
us, or his readers, to any ‘“dailv pa-
per’” which reproduced the address
‘“whole’’; and we shall be interested
to learn of any ‘“daily paper’’ which
had the address even ‘“in part™ in
more than a few sentences. We ven-
ture to suggest that it would have been
more in accordance with elementary
honesty, to say nothing of ‘‘the ethics
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To record ‘‘that a public
not the exclusive property of an'nlonO'
lisher, and that no man has aqecit’s
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