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Irom the Christian Advocaie and Journal.
PLAGIARISM.

" Messrs. Editors,—Our venerable father Hen-
ry Smith, in several recent numbers of his in-
teresting ““‘Narrative,” makes some very grave
charges azainst some of the mmisters of the
Methodist KEpiscopal Church.  He accuses them
even of “stealing.” 1t s true he weans stealing
sermoms only, and  sometimes he callsit ““bor
rowing 3’ but, on the whole he distinctly makes
the charge of “stealing.”  And 1l remains to be
shown that stealing sermons is - a less offense, in
“the law of conscience and truth, than stealing
any thine else.  For my part, | would as soon
take a man’s eoat, or money, as [ would his ser-
mons, without permission, or credit.  Now, this
is 2 most serious charge; and 1 propose, with
your permission, lto cxumine it, and see its
weizht.

[t is my privilece to be a lay-member of the
Methodist Episcopal Church - To Methodisim,
under Gody | awe much. 1 wdently love the
institutions of the Chiurehy and vield to no one,
preacher or layman, in @n anxious desire to pro-
mate her in*.t'.l'l'at:;, andd ‘;l-f'p Ler | orders EARR N
trom all crror and evil. Allow me, then, throngh
thee A lvoeale, to say a few plain things to the
mmisters and members of the Methodist Churceh,
on an evil to which wy attention has froquently
been called, which has a very material bearing
on the vitl interests of our m nistry, and w hich
s vet, | foory a ctowine evil among us. 1 am
aware that the practice to which 1 have refer-
ence exists in other Churches hesides the Meth-
olisty but 1 have now to do especially with our
own branch of the Church.

I refer to playiarisie inour ministry 5 the prac-
tice with some of our preachers of taking the
eisavs, discourses, or entire sermons of others,
committing them to memory, and rceiting them
to the peopley to all appearance, as their own.
I do not mean to allude to a practice which ex-
ists, more or less, with all ministers, of taking
the same eeneral views of the leading doctrines
oi our hoiy reliciony as those set forth by Wes-
lev, Watson, Flewhery Carke,and others; or
by Buailer, Paley, Blairy and others; not belong-
inz to our Church.  These master minds have
tacen the entire suhject of doctrinal and experi-
mental vrelicion, am! set them forth in such a
strong, elear Lhicht, that all men have the right to
use the result of their labors, by taking substan-
tially the same arsuments in support of the pro-
minent and essential doctrines of Christianity.
Indeed, a careful reading of the Sceriptures, and
of these writings, would show, that views wide-
ly different fromy and opposite to theirs, would
be unscriptural 5 and to treat” of thein in an en-
trely ditlerent manner, would, in general, be to
dapart from the natural order and arrangrment of
the stibjects contemplated.  And though | wonld
ystify no man in comndlting to wemery and re-
ciling the compositivas of these men, vet | weuld
restrict no minister from usine the substance of
these standards works, as oeceasion  offered,
knowinu, tha! if any man protented, at this dav,
loa new and original systen of faith, he would
be departing from the Scriptures.  And even
here 1 hold, that where a view or argument is
entirely borrowed, in suhstance, even from a
standlard work, common honesty requires a gener-
al credit to be given to the real author,

When, therefore, T write of plagiarism, 1 do
not refer to the ahove practice ;3 but I mean the

habit of committing to memory, and reciting to.

the peanle, to all intents and purposes as origi-
ntl, entire paragraphs, essays, sketches, discour-

8¢s or sermons of other men. In this respect | |

mike no difference, whether the matter consists
In nsing entire discourses, or different passages,

carefully selected and patched together—flow- |
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ers culled from every garden, and nicely tied up
in one bouquet. Nor does it change the recal
character of the practice, if occasionally the order
or the language is a little altered to prevent de-
tection. _

I am thus particular in defining what I mean,
not only that there may be no mis.nderstanding,
but that there may Le no pussibility of evading
the real question at issue, and tlie inlerences
which I wish todraw from it.

I condemn plagiarisni, then, as T have dcfin-
ed it; first, onaccount of the nature of the thing
itself ; and, secondly, on account of its injurious
influences on the person practicing it, and on the
p ople among whom it 1s practiced.

1. As tothe nature of the thing itself. 1 pro=-
nounce it such an imposition on the public as

amounts to positive deception, and shall proceed

to prove it so. All who have written on the
subject of moral conduct hold, that deception con-
sists in intentionally conveying a wrong impres-
sion y and that this deception may be, either by
a direct expression of what is false, or by acting
In such a way as to produce a wrong impression,
with the intention that it should be made, or
the knowledge that it is made, and yet without
any ellort ordesireto correct it. 1 may either
speak a falsehood, or act a falsehood.  And this
18 not only the view taken- of the matter of de-
ception by moral philosopby, butit is the very
spirit of the teachings of the Bible on  this head

Now, apart from the general motive whicl
miy prompt men to pass off others? productions
as their own, what is the intention and wirh of
those who do so, as regards the act itself? Cer-
lainly to convey the impression, that they are
preaching their own sermons, while, in fact, they
are preaching the thoughts and compositicns of
other men. At best, they sufler the people to
be deceived, and to give them eredit for what is
not theirs, without making any effort, or indule-
ing a desire, that they be undeceived. That this
8 the object and wish of those who do thus pla-
riarise is evident, from the fact, that they nein-
or do, nor would publish from the pulpit, that
they arve delivering borrowed sermons,  Letany
one of these ien look into his own heart,and ask
himsell; whether, under any circumstances, he
waould have the impression generally made on
bis hearers, that he borrows those efforts by
which his audience are sometimes so enraptur-
ed! Wouid he be willing, afier preaching one of
these sermons, publicy to acknowledge it was
not his own?

I regard plagiarism, therefore, as decepticn, lo-
gically shown in the preceding remarks, thrown,
if you piease, into the form of the followirg
syllogisim : |

1. Deception consists in an intention {o con-
vey a wrong inpression, by word or act, or the
making of such an impression knowmgly, withi-
out the effort or desire to correct il.

2. Preachers who palm on their congrega-
tions, as their own, the compositions ol other
men, do intend to convey a wrong  imjression
on their hearers; or, at least, knowing them to
be misled, make no eflort to correct them, but
suffer them to regard these eflorts as their own,
and to smive them credit for them |

3. Thercfore, those preachers who do thus pia-
giarise are actually quilty of deception.

This migument seems 1o me to be perfectly
unanswetable, Bul there is another view whicl
may be taken of the sulyect, equally establishing
the fact to be a violation of what is richt. It js
this : There are certainrights enjoyed Iy society
at large Among these are some which, Ly
commion consent, society may yield, or withhold,
at pleasure. Now, | assert, that while society
has, by common consent, admitted, that to a
certain extent ideas become common property,
after the lapse of some time from their publica-
tion, society . never has, by commaon or partial
consent, admitted that men’s ecompositions are
common properiv. On the contrary, those who
do appropriate to their own use the compositions
of other men, not enly violate the rights of the
real authors, but most egregicusly violate a law
of society establishing ndividual richts, which
have never been suirendered  So much for the
naure of the thing itself.  Does it not resemble
“gtealing ?” It not, will any man say that it is
not “borrowing,” without asking permission, or
giving credil.

Il. I proceed, in the second place, to consider
the influence and tendency of plagiarism; and

(1 ) First, on the individual who perpetrates
it. A habit of this kind must be injurious indeed
to the mind of any one who practices it. No
man can be an independent thinker who habhit-
ually depends on other men’s thoughts ; and this
habitual dependence must weaken the intellec.
tual energies of any man. For no man can ha-
bitually rely on the mental labors of other men,

without becoming mentally imbecile. The man
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who habitually declines to think and write for
himeself loses not only the disposition, but the
nawer 10 do so. , ,

Bul if the effects of habitual plagiarism are so
disastrous to the intellect, its nfluences on a
me n’s.conscience, and whole moral character, are
even more, injurious.  Humility and conirtion
are noble and generous products. of grace n the
human heart. DBut there is such a thing as a
self-abasement which partakes of nothing of the
nnble. Such is the degradation, in his own eyes,
of the minister who knows that he is practicing,
de facto, a continual deception upon his hearers,
by preaching to them the sermons of other und
grealer men, ubtain'!ng and u-*uuri'ﬁg the honor of
prteaching great sermons, and yet preciuded, by
shame, or some other motive, from undeceiving,
them. A truly ingenuous man would not wes)
i borrowed dress, and receive honor and prais
for it; and yet not desire to strip himself of w hat-
over honor was thus undeservedly bestowed on
him, through the misconception of the people.
And if a man, with any of thie elements of nobil-
ity in him, habitually knows himself honored for
others? labors, and yet cannot, or will not dis-
ciose it, he feels a shame and degradation which
no man-can habitually feel without destroying
the independence and generosity ofhis character.
And when a man loses a sense of hisown man
hood, there is little of the nceble left him. It
tollows, that the minister of the Gospel who
habitually plagiarises must feel that he is thus
constintly deceiving the public, and must, in
consequence, feel this continual self-degrada-
tion. |
Iitit, again, this practice tends to weaken a
man’s conscience, and destroy . his judement of
rizht and wrong. The plagiarist is almost con-
stantly in some embarrassing position or other.
I1e not only lives under one general and contin-
nous equivocation, but must frequently be so
hemmed in that be is compelled,; either directly
o equivocate, or shamefully to expose himself.
Cor exampie s A preaches a sermon. B hears
him, and is delizhted 5 goes to A., and expres
ses his delight. A, produees, by requesty his
“original (?) manuscript,” and allows him to
read the same, word for word, as delivered. B.
returns  home, opensa volume, and* reads the
ientical  discourse, verbatim et lireratim! he
inds that A’s. manuscript is a mere transeript !
[Tas uot B. been deceived—grossly & intention-
ally deceived ? Anorher case: C. preaches a ser-
mon in the hearing of D.  When D. noxt ineets
him, he expresses his delight with  the sermon,
but remarks, “Brother C-, I Leard that same ser-
mon, or one exactly like ity from brother I 7
¢““ Ah, indecd,” replies C., “why that’s strange !*?
while the man knows in his heart it is not strance
that 12, shouid have access 10 the same source
froin which he himself borrowed the sermon.
These supposed cases are not purely imagin-
arv. Such, and stll more embarrassing, instan-
ces have occurred more than once. No one,
accustomed to observe these things, canfail to
see that such instances must frequently occur,
in which exposire or equivocation ave the only
alternatives  The practice of plagiarism thus
tends to weaken a man’s sense of pericet hnnvht}'.
Indeed, the former of the cases - supposed above
shows something more than a mere evasion of
the trath to get out of a difliculty 5 it discovers
an ambition to maintain an acquired character
for preachiimg great sermons.  And such is an-
other of the fearful tendencies of the practice.
But 1 have not room to pursue this point. (See,
on this subject, some of the recent numbers of
brother Henry Smith’s Nearrative.)

(2 ) Again, the injurious effects of plagiarizm
on others are equally obvious ; and first, as re=-
aards those of the people who detect the impo-
sition  Birds that wear borrowed plumage gen-
crally put on peacock’s feathers. Plain feathers
thev have of their own, and there is no occasion
to horrow such.  Men who borrow sermons hor-
row such as are calculated to be popular.  Those
who perpetrate plagiarism, <elect, generally, if
not universally, those passaces for reeitation
which are the most beautiful instyle and lan-
gnage, richest in imagery, most tingling on the
ear of the auditor—those calcnlated to make the
impression of a beantiful and spl ndid speech,
rather than a sound and practical sermon. Tor
the truth of these remarks, T refer to the exper-
ience of every man gnilty of the practice, and the
ohservation of every other man. The conse-
qence is, that these “splendid”  preachers, be-
coming “popular” for their pretty sermons, soon
incoratiate themselves in'o the favor of at least
a portion of the people hefore they are detected

And by the time the imposition is discovered,
the popular taste has often been vitiated, and the
popular judgment perverted, on a question of
morals. [have often heard this sentiment from

some of our people : “They say that brother A.
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or brother B. borrows his sermons. 1 do not
know ; it may be so. But I have never read
them ; and whether borrowed or not | am de-
highted with them.  Axnd I had rather hear him

reach his elogquent sermons, evem if borrewed
) | )

than hear others preach inferior sermons, though
eriginal.  What! justify a man in habitually
stealing scrmons ! 1 solemnly protest against any
such morality. The fact of plagiarism being ad-
mitted must stampras 1 have before shown, the
And ] pro-
test againstany practice, tending so far to per-
vert the judgient of the pecple, that they are
willing tojustify deception! In fact, there isa
feartul sta e of things in some parts of the Church
in this respect. The state and judgment. of the
people have been peverted by aninflated style
of speaking, which passes for elequent prruc:f:,ing,
when in fact it is simply flowery spiech-moking ;
until at last the people have a craving for pretty
speeches, and are almost unwilling to hear the
plain Gospel of Jesus Christ.  In the mean tinie,

Zoon is not fed on the “bread oflifiy”” and is spire

itually starving. The Church can no more sul -
sist on this kind of “‘five precching” than the
human body can subsist on swecetmeots alone.
The cry, in both cases, is for “brecd I’ On the
other hand, too many of our preachers, instead
of striving to correct this false taste, actually
pamper it, and bend all their energies to the pre-
paration of flowery diseourses, which, if they can
notl mamufactire, they will “borrow,” or ‘‘steal.’?
This, in turn, is justified by some of the people,
who will have their ﬂOWHI‘_S, even 1t lhvv are
stolen.  Perhaps I may be supposed, froin the
ardor of my temperament, to be presenting the
ase too strongly,  But, seriously, to my mind,
these are literal facts.

But the tendency of plagiarism is equallv bad
in the case of those who do not know the ipo-
sition. - In this respecet, the main evil lics here ;
thatit gives a aman an influence in the Church
which his talents and character do not merit.
None but a man or inferior intellect would habit-
ually practice plagiarism. Now, every man has
his influence.  And no man ought to have an
influence beyond what is due to his real in-
trinsic merits.  But the man who constantly ap:-
pears in the garb of greater men acquircs, with
many, the character of a great man.  Who does
not sce the evils to which this may lead ? I lain-
er men, of better judgmeut, and more intiins:e
weight, have less influence than such men, ie-
cause they scorn to appear in any other (1¢ss
than their own.  Suppose these pepular :lecior-
ists should EXPIress therr (*pillivnﬂ on f|llt'h.|i{-'l'l-‘£-'~
of doctrine, or discipline, eithier ‘in public or in
private, among the mentiers of the Chuicly, (2y.¢
it 1s not denied that these men do scmetin.es thi k
lor themselves,) their sentiments con e #swi h
the authority of great men.  And thus the pec-
ple are in danger of being niisled, lhrm,r-r-h the
popuiarity of men wko deserve no popuiarity ;
for not much confidence is to be placed in the (1im
ginal sentiments of those who are not in the habit
of thinking for themselves. _

And how, under such circumstanccs, is liin
truth, from plain original menyto have its logiii-
mane eflect upon a I!t'llllh‘ acenstomee -3 nd it
li;_:hli*tl to histen to sw eet SONES, and the l.':;}{ d
upon borrowed lyres! This practice ot pleciuri m
thus inatenally interferes with the fivorce,
comfort, and feelings ot other Lrethren, equaiy
worthy ; and, mcoreover, it prevents pla‘n n en
of God from successtully preacling the jlan
Gospel of Christ to a people whose taste hins Foen
vitiated, and  judgnent perverted, by the influ-
ences around them. |

I amaware that in presenting these views I
may appear to Le casting a reflection on thie in-
telligence and  good sense of our people, Al
| have to say to this is, that if saying that peo-
ple may be misled by popular men is reflvciine
upon their intelligence. 1 plead “epifipn.?
have no honeyed word for the people DL oV
Church, or any nlht-r,(‘xcrpl so far as “sme th
words and true’ may be spokenat the san. 1,1 e.
When not, 1 Lave noneto utter.  Tem ofic the
truth.

In conclusion, let me briefly suggest how this
evil may he remedied :

1. Let such as may feel themselves guilly in
this respect exanine tleir own hear's, in sincer-
ity and with prayer, and see whether what |
have written is not the truth. Above all, as they
value their own intellectual impreven.ent and
erowth in grace; and the usefulness of their min-
istryy let them abiandon for ever this slavish de-
pendence ¢n other men’s lalois, ard Lereaftey
be honest, and preach their. ewn sarnens ; and
if they cannot do that, adept scme other callivg s
tor, let the m be assured; thev Fave thiust thoni-
selves into the vireyard, u1called.

2. Let the people, instead of countenoncing
and apologizing for this abomination, frown up-




