Another Letter ¢ The Evening
Post’’ Thought Best Not
to Publish.

There are few journalists in Amerioa who
will not subscribe to the following element-
ary rule of honorable journalism : If a paper
opens its columns to an atinck upon an n-
dividual or a flrm, it {s bound to open them
equally wide to & reply. The Evening Post
again refuses to publish a reply by Messrs.,
Funk & Wagnalls to its persistent dmoruun
of facts:

To Tug EbiToR oF The Evening Post:

You must pardon us for delay in replying to
your multifariousattacks upon us,as our unpre-
cedentedly large business—due, perhaps,in part,

to your gratuitous advertisement—makes it dif- -

ficult for as always to find time toread promptly
your interesting paper. Yet one, you know,may
hear the roaring of the sea, and not be down on
theshore, But it is quite possible that some of
even the reverberationsof your shots{toc change

the figure} are missed wholly by us. You will.

recall the story of the stulwart Forty- Niner in
the mines of Califoruoia, on whom a dillitantish
tenderfoot drew a silver-mounted pistolofa very

small calibre. The old ploneer, placing his hand

on the shoulder of his assailant,said, * Young
man, if you shoot me with that,and I ever find
it out, I'll attend to you.” Thatyoumay bequite
sure that none of your shots escape our atten-
tion, permit us to suggest that you send us here-
after marked coples.of your paper which contain
references to us. Another reason why we do
not always respond promptly. as might seem fit,
to each of your charges is that we believe it to
be a eaving of our time, and the sparing of the
patieace of your readers, for us to wait until
they accumulate somewhbat, and then meetthem
in groups, or, as it were, in ** Blocks of Fives,”
In your issue of Oct, 20th you say :

“Wae should llke to ask the Doctor for the

date of the contract by which bis firm is supply-
ing the [Wilmington) Morning News with these
coples of his pirated edition. Was that contract
made prior to July 1st of this year "

To this we answer tbat in fune we sent to
quite & number of papers apremium proposi-
tion orn the Brifannica; some ten papers ace
cepted the offer; on July 2d we notified all
papers, which had accepted the offer, of our
baving ceased ihe handling of the work. We
bave not made a contract with any paper
since June; we have supplied less than a
dozen sets of the Britannica all told to newspa-
pers ; we never had a contract with the Wil-
mington Horning News, and have never supplied
it with a single copy of thework, Does that
cover your polnt? If not, please let us know,
and we shall try again.

w 1o your issne of October 22d, you wobnder how
it is that William Briggs, of the Canadian M. E,
Book Concern, can be advertising the Britanni-
ca as secured from us if weare standing by our
snnouncement to take no new orders. The facts
are these: May 2nd is the date of our contract
with Mr, Briggs; that tontract was for a deflnite
number of books ; all of these books'were shipped
monthsage. We haveablided throughout by the
letter and spirit of our announcement ; thatis,
ashonorable men we have kept our word, as it is
our habit to do.

In your issue of Qctober lst. you say:

*The Rev. Dr. Funk([do you not bezin to-fee

& little asharffed of this parsenal styling of our
firm?] offers, in the letter to Mr. Putnam, w‘hich
we published yeaterday, to sign a pledge” notto -
publish nor handleany copiesofan unau_thq_r-
ized reprint of a forelgn book after a certain .
date, provlded all. other Amerlca,n publishert
will sign it with hini.» o
‘We sometimes wonder it The Mmg Poctis
not actuaily * color blind * touching arguments .- ‘
andfacts that tell against any poasition it has
assumed. Dr, Carpenter as interpreted by the
latg Dr, Beard, telis us that there is here-and -,
there a mind eo constituted that when oneof
its thougbts become over dominant, all the fest
are polarized by’ thut one thought, and that to
. these minds, at such times, whiteappears black
and black white, and the most outrageous: and
ludicrously transparent falsehoods will seem
true as Holy Writ. This theory helps us to
charity at such repeated misquotations as the”
above in the columne of & paper presided over

, by 80 honest & man as we have always believed
. Mr. Godkin to be. We did not say that we would .

sign such a pledge, * provided all other Ameri.,
can publishers would sign it with ¥ us. Without .
any conditions what.ever. we said we wouldsign.
it. In another pa.rt. of this same letter we gaid .
that* hereafter uader no circnmstances wouid
any unauthorized teprint be nndertaken by onr ‘
house.” .
Friend FPost,we ha,ve now answered your quas- i

. tlons explicitly, fully. If there is one we have-

not-answered, please ask it again, a.ud we shall
answer it, or as frankiy tell you that we cannot.
Now, we wish you to answer eéquatly, trankly one )
question ; one honest turn, you know, daaerves
another : Why has not-a whisper or a.dmouitnou

or renroof—emped your pen agalnst%freeo-‘ i

Haven Putbam's firm for offering to supply the.
unguthorixed reprint of -Chamber's. .E‘ncydopaa
dia ? Had a letter of thatkind gooe ount from'
our firm--whew | how you wouid have made the
fur fiy! Our point is not that we care to ha.ve
¥ou attack another publisher, but we wish you
to tell .us clearly just what ruleof ethicscon-
trols you iu such an affair, Istiot the fact that
Mr.Putoam is a high officer in the Copyright
League more than an offset to the fact that
there is & **dootor of divinity” in our firm?
Besidea, months have passed .since we Lave
taken an order for an unauthorized teprintof
a cyclopeedia, but Mr, Patham’s firm is freshly
atit. Isit putting it too stron, tony, expect
sooner roses from a bush plasted on an {ceberg.,
than copyright -through a committee whose
leading. member is 8! citing' orders for. unaune;
thorized reprints?

You will remember, Friend ‘Post. that vau and
we are bound by close ties to help stamp out
*literary piracy™ in this country. You say.”
you converted us; we say. we converted you

-—again: we say, very well, let.us both prove

our conversion by the zeal .of new converts;
There I8 now & most excellent ‘opportunity -
for arousing the whole country on this'copy-

right question: -Let crimination- and reerimj. . " -

nation cease, .especially among publishers,
There has been -heretofore very little seru-
pleon this question of yright.. Whyshould -
any one deny it? Publi-harson hothsides of the

- Atlantiéc have taken foreign works right:and -
left. Our house'has donet is veryseldom.  To
this one of “our critics ‘bas already-retorted: .
* That is becaude youcame into existence when - -
. the temptation was least.’ Poslibly. Weinske
no claim for exalted virtue. - Public opinion has .

- not been: stirred ‘on’ this.question in-the pa.nt.

Let it be stirred now," Emerson-has sa.ld that,

aign, jsnine-tenths American. - o »
Once more, Friend Postf, here in o hn. {wen
_it.may'be, but our heartis:in{t)for a joint. Ccrgs -
‘sadefora copyrightrla.w throughOongreas at lts
next session. FONK & ‘WAGNALLS,
- a.nd 20 Astor pla.ce,N.Y..*Oct 28, 1860. .




[From The Critic, New York, Nov. 1st, 1850.]
International Copyright.

To the Editors of The Critic

Wenote in your issue of Oct. 18 Mr. Geo. Haven
Putnam’a information a8 to what we will be ex.-
pected to pay in initiation fee and annual dues as
members of the American Publishers® Copyright
League,and shall gladly comply. But permit us
to say in answer to his somewhat caustic letter
as to our name being regularly on the League's
list of names and ** properly checked ' : 1. When
the League was organized our name was not on
the list, and when we called attention to this fact
the then Secretary apologized for the omission.
2. We did not then receive, nor have we since re-
ceived any notice of our indebtedness for initia-
tion fee or dues. Thesending of such notices is the
usual custom, if we err not, of organizations of
this kind. 3. No one counected with our firm
canremember ever having received notice ofany
meeting of the League. Tt is a strict ru'e in our
Correspondence Department thatall communica-
tions of this kind be placed apon the desk of one
of the members of the firm. Rightly or wrongly,
we have attributed al! this to the somewhsat
amusing petty spirit against our house which sev-
eral of the ** old houses * seem determined never
to miss any opportunity of displaying. We are
rapidly outliving the crime of being young ; if our
older brothers wilt just be patient, we will soon he
able to show them some gray bairs.

In arecent letter printed in The Oritie, Mr. Put-
pam, speaking of our handling of the **Britan-
nica,' sald : **Itisa cause of asatisfaction to
legitimate publishers when' these *freehooters
inliterature’ can, as in these * Britannica * cases,
be *brought to book,* and can be made to real-
ize that it is not always safe to calculate on the
ahsence of the law.” To this we reply:

1. Lat Mr. Putnam and ourselves select a com-
mittee of disinterested business wen, and let this
commiltee be permitted to examine the royality
books from the beginring of our respective firms,
and correspond freely with the foreign authors
whose books either house has reprinted. If we
do not prove to thesatisfaction of this committee
that we have paid on an average for every copy
of a foreign bock reprinted by us, a geater per
cent. than Mr. Putnam’s firm bas paid on every
copy of a foreign book reprinted by them, then
we will pay into the treasury of the American
Publishers® Copyright League One Thonsand Dol-
lars. If Mr. Putpam fails to prove the contrary
he is to pay an equal amount into the same
treasury. The report of the committee te be
published in The Crilic. * The code of honor ™
among gentlemen, it seems to us, will require
that either Mr. Futnam accepts this chalienge, or
retracts the language quoted above,

2, Mr. Putbam makes this violent assgult uponus
for selling {not reprinting) the ** Britannica Ency-
clopedia™ (tbismonthsalter we had ceased taking
ordersfor thesame). Nownote. Here isa letter
from Mr, Putnam’s firm, bedriog date September
28, 1880, which was the day following the first
printing of Mr. Putnam’s denunciatory letter re-
published in The Critic:

“Dear 8tr: In replf to your question for price
of * Interpational Cyclopedia,® we would aay that
we can deliver & set to you for $45 in cloth bind-
ing. $75 in half mor., and $80 in sheeP.“

The * International Cyclopedia,*”’ as is well
known, is a reprint, with American additions, of
» (hambers' Eneyclopedia,” a reprint made with-
out authority by Joho B. Alden. This unauthor-
ized reprint, which Mr. Putoam thus offers for
sale, bas conspicuously on cne of its title-pages
the following announcement: * The ‘Interna-
tional Cyclopedia® includes * Chambers’ Encyclo-

ia’® revised.”

Permiit us, in conclusion, to quote a suggestion
we made in & recent letter to The Evening Poet :

» We suggest an easy, simple way for the book
trade to convince the people that they really,
honestly wish copyright. Let Mr. Putnam, or
the League which he represents, request the sig-
natures of the book trade to something like this:
* We, the undersigned publishers and booksellers
of America, pledge that we will not publish nor
bandle any copies of an unaunthorized reprint of
a fore'ign ook made after the date of this agree-
ment,

*That is to the Foint. and easily uriderstood.
It is the dialeet of the hour. We will sign it,
Will Mr. Putpam signit? Willall of * the leading
publishers*? If the book trade really believes in
copyright, let us cease this talk, which cannot
but be wearisome in the extreme to the public,
and do something that means something. Justly
or otherwise, the impression is in many minds
that the reason copyright does not carry in Con-

is that ‘leading publishers’® are at heart
against it, and dig the pit into which it falls,”
NE & WaGNALLS.
18-20 Astor-Place, N. Y. City, Oct. 25.

[From the Publishers' Weekly, Nov, 1sf, 1890.]

Funk & Wagnsalls? Proposed Pledge
Not to Handle Unauathors
ized Reprints,

To the Editor of the Publishers' Weekiy:

Beveral weeks ago there appeared in your col-
umns &0 erroneous interpretation of a sugges-
tion of ours that ia beipg reprinted in other
papers to an extent that makes it necessary for
us to request you to permit us to correct the
error. You said :

“This [our suggestion] does not strike us as
being so much * to the point * a8 Messrs, Funk &
Waghalls insist it is. Bupposing *the leading
publishers,” who honestly believe In copyright,
were to sign such an agreement, what would
bind those who are honestly not in favor of such
a measure? No, gentlemen, there is but one way
—human nature being still in an unregenerate
state—and that is, as the Epoch tersely puts it,
‘ to have a law by which everybody shall be com-
pelled to respect literary property without re.
gard to its origin,'™ .

It was furthest from our intention to suggest
this a8 a substitute for an Internsational Qopy-
right law; instead, we urged it as a sure way to
convince the public that the publishing trade in
America really desired copyright, believiog that
this conviction would prove a long and necessary
step toward the enactment of such a law. These
words appeared in our reply in the Evening Post
to George Haven Putnam’s onslaught upon us for
having handled (not reprinted) the ** Britannica,*
this months after we had ceased taking orders ’
for the same. We called attention to the incon-
sistency of such attacks by publishing a letter
{rom Mr. Putnam’s firm, dated the day after the
publication of his letter against us. In this let-
ter Mr. Putnam's firm offered to supply the
“ International Encyeclopedia,” which, as all
know, is & reprint, with American additions, of
s (Chambers® Encyclopedia,” an upauthorized re-
print made by that most notorious of American
* pirates,” John B. Alden—and which is now
owned and published by one of the * old publish-
ing houses.” After calling attention to this and
other inconsistency on the part of ** leading pub-
lishers,” as Mr. Putnam rightly calls them, we
used the words which you unintentionally inter.
preted 8o wrongly. Our exact language was as
follows :

«If we [the publishers] really mean copyright, -
there is an easy way to make people believe that
we meanit. Anounce of action is worth a ton of
talk. Permit us to suggest an easy, simple way
for the book trade to convince the people that
they really, honestly wish copyright. t Mr.
Putnam, or the League which he represents, re-

uest the signatures of the book trade to some-
ing like this:

“‘%Ve. the undersigned publishers and book-
sellers of America, pledge that we will not pub-
lish nor handle any copies of aa unauthorized
reprint of a foreign book made after the date of
this agreement.’

“That is to the point, and easily understood.
It is in the dialect of the hour. It means busi-
ness. We will sign it. Will Mr. Putnam sign it ?
‘Wil all of * the leading publishers®? If the book
trade really betieves in_copyright, let us cease
this talk, which cannot but be wearisome in the
extreme to the public, and do something that
means something. Justiy or otherwise, the im-
pression is in many minds that the reason copy-
right does not carry in Cobngess is that ‘lead-
ing publiskera® are at heart against it, and dig
the pit into which it falls.”

Foux & WaieNALLS,

18-20 Astor Place, N, Y., Oct. 25, 1800.






