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in véspect to the usc of minutiae 6f tcchnique cte. thet the
author would not thinlk worth meontloning anyway, cven in casge
he had originatcd them hinsclf, notvarc acknowledgements to
be expectcd where the meterial made usc of 2nd its source
have already bccone Genorelly Znown' in some way, not whecre -
the points involved would be generally .recognizcd:oas belng
ouite obvious. WYherc on the other hand o mcthod or result
“that would g:cnerally not be regarded as obvious, has bcen
originatéd independcently by o givel worker, but parallels
similar work or suggaestions that heve later becormc knewn to
him through public or private, dircet or indircct communice--
tions of another linvestigator, it is obvious that the former,
in publishing his work, necéd not acknowledge assistance fron
the latter, but is nevertheliss in duty bound. to mention the:
fact that his method, conclusieon or suggcstion, though inde-
pendent, is the same as that which he knows the othor worker
has also arrived st, Thirdly, far from thc conscnt of tho-
originel author being rcoulred for acknowlcdgﬂnvnus, his con-
sent should rather be recuircd in cese it is desircd not to
meke mention of 2 communication of his which has playcd a

role in work that tho other ~uthor is publishing, and this
rcguirement has nuch nmorc portinence in a casc like thet

under consideration, whecre the communication was not nmade in
an officlal publication, then wherc 1t was so made, since in
the lattor case the original suthor has, after all, a certein
anount of protection in the words themsclves., Only on such
an undcrstanding cen contributors to the circular be expceted
to continue to furnish contributions, Jjust as they would only
(by word of mouth or letter), so lohg as such a standard of
conduct was observed., Expcricnce has shown thatrit is unfor-
tunately only too true that such overt undcerstandings nust

be reached beforchand, cven in the casc of scicntigts, in
order that real cooperation may be possible.

He Jo Muller Conccrning It 1s not always possiblc to
rnaterial to be »nublished, know at the timec of sonding in

a contribution Just whoethoer or
not the material will be publishced, or, if publishcd, when,
but 1t would seer wisc to send 1t in to the circular anyway
(supnosing the policy on acknowlcdgenents above outlined is
accopted), provided the information or suggestions sent in
right be of considerable usc to the rcaders between the time
of appcarance of the clrcular and of the official publicetion,
This would apnly espoclally in ceccs where actual publication
i1s only doubtful, or might bec long dclayed, In othcr words,
1t would soem wise not to limit the material in the circuler
in thc manncr steted, to materiel which 1s '"not ordinarily
sultable for »nublication", or to matcriel, the publicetion
of which 1s not exoccted at all, Certeinly a good dcal’of
the materisl in the last circuler would be worth eventual
publication,




