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1.
we want to publish” “data”
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container-based publishing.
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everyone 's favorite shov
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no:
copying, distribution, display, etc.

(in the absence of an unambiguous license)
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(so what' s this?)




Assertion

Predicate

(or this?)

Condition

Provenance









{c Form D-VH

Detach and read these instructions before completing this form.
Make sure all applicable spaces have been filled in before you return this form.

Form D-VH should be used for the registration of an original design of a ves-
sel hull that makes the hull attractive or distinctive in appearance to the pur-
chasing or using public. A vessel hull includes the design of a plug or mold used
to manufacture the vessel hull.

Definition
A “vessel” 1s a craft designed to navigate on water, but does not include any
such craft that exceeds 200 feet in length. A “hull” is the frame or body of a
vessel, including the deck of a vessel, exclusive of masts, sails, yards, and rig-
ging. A “plug™ is a device or model used to make a mold for the purpose of
exact duplication, regardless of whether the device or model has an intrinsic
utilitarian function that is not only to portray the appearance of the product or
to convey information. A “mold” is a matrix or form in which a substance for
material is used, regardless of whether the matrix or form has an intrinsic utili-
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| “ownership”_'may" be the
wrong frame for this stuff.




2.
we need rights (legal or
normative) to do certain
things with data.
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research




credit




assembly




annotation

What we Say to dogs
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not always connectable to
the law.
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publication is step 1.
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3.
first principles.




when we try to solve all the
problems at once, we overdo it.




“Taking the "forklift upgrade" approach to
networking, it specified eliminating all existing
protocols and replacing them with new ones at
all layers of the stack. This made
implementation difficult, and was resisted by
many vendors and users with significant
investments in other network technologies. In
addition, the protocols included so many
optional features that many vendor's
implementations were not interoperable.”



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Open_Systems_Interconnection

let the critics fix the problems.




We Have Chosen Shame and Will Get War
(&) Print article
GTEEHSPUH, Ph”fp [53)| Publication feed

m Bookmark on Delicious

Volume 1, [ssue 182, January, 1995

. . , , 4 Tweat
DOl: hitp://dx.doi.orgho.3008/3336451.0001.137
. - . . K] Like
Permalink: http://hdl.handle.net/2027/spo.3336451.0001.137
Permissions
Abstract

HTML represents the worst of two worlds. We could have taken a formatting language and added hypertext anchors so that users
had beautifully designed documents on their desktops. We could have developed a powerful document structure language so that
browsers could automatically do intelligent things with Web documents. What we have got with HTML is ugly documents without
formatting or structural information. | show that a standard modern novel cannot be rendered readable even in HTML level 3.1
propose a document- and author-centered way of determining the simplest enhancements to HTML sufficient to capture the intent
of the authors. | review Tom Malone's mid-1980's work on semistructured messages, which shows us how to add structure without
sacrificing flexibility and generality. | describe how to add structure tags without breaking current Web browsers and HTTP

servers. Finally, | discuss useful ideas that we can take from the KOML agent-communication language.




avoid unintended
consequences of control.







4.
what can we actually do, now?
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't write your own

(please don




HOW STANDARDS PROUFERATE:
(S8 AIC OIARGERS, CHARACTER ENCODINGS, INSTANT MESSAGING, ETC)
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Edsger Wybe Dijkstra




We know that a program must be correct and we can
study it from that viewpoint only; we also know that it
should be efficient and we can study its efficiency on
another day, so to speak. In another mood we may ask
ourselves whether, and If so: why, the program is
desirable. But nothing is gained --on the contrary!-- by
tackling these various aspects simultaneously. It is what
| sometimes have called "the separation of concerns”,
which, even If not perfectly possible, is yet the only
available technique for effective ordering of one's
thoughts, that | know of. This Is what | mean by
"focusing one's attention upon some aspect": it does
not mean ignoring the other aspects, it is just doing
justice to the fact that from this aspect's point of view,
the other is irrelevant. It is being one- and multiple-t&g‘t
minded simultaneously.



treat content, data,
software, and privacy in
separate bins, but with an
eye towards forming a
stack.




@creative

commons

Attribution 3.0 Unported (CC BY 3.0)

This is a human-readable summary of the Legal Code (the full license).

Disclaimer

You are free:

to Share — to copy, distnibute and transmit the work
to Remix — to adapt the work

to make commercial use of the work

Under the following conditions:

Attribution — You must attribute the work in the manner specified by the author or licensor
(but not in any way that suggests that they endorse you or your use of the work).




Under the following conditions:

Attribution — You must attribute the work in the manner specified by the author or licensor
(but not in any way that suggests that they endorse you or your use of the work).




With the understanding that:

Waiver — Any of the above conditions can be waived if you get permission from the copyright holder.

Public Domain — VWhere the work or any of its elements is in the public domain under applicable
law, that status is in no way affected by the license.

Other Rights — In no way are any of the following rights affected by the license:

« YYour fair dealing or fair use rights, or other applicable copyright exceptions and limitations;

¢ The author's moral rights;

« Rights other persons may have either in the work itself or in how the work i1s used, such as
publicity or privacy rights.

Motice — For any reuse or distribution, you must make clear to others the license terms of this work.
The best way to do this 15 with a link to this web page.




Describing Copyright in RDF

Creative Commons Rights Expression
Language

The Creative Commons Rights Expression Language (CC REL) lets you describe copyright licenses in RDF. For
more information on describing licenses in RDF and attaching those descriptions to digital works, see CC REL In
the Creative Commaons wiki.

Classes

Work
a potentially copyrightable work

License

a set of requests/permissions to users of a Work, e.g. a copynaht license, the public domain, information for
distributors

Jurisdiction

the legal jurisdiction of a license

Permission

an action that may or may not be allowed or desired
Requirement




<a rel="cc:attributionURL"™ href="http:// /example.ocrg/crocbp.html™
property="dc:title">Compact EBEepresentation of Blank Pages</a> by
<a rel="dc:creator™ href="http://example.org/jr.html”
property="cc:attributionName”>James ERoberts</a>, a <a

rel="dc:source” href="http://example.crg/bps.html™>translation

of "Paginas Blancos 5i!'</a>, i3 licensed to the public under
the <a rel="license™

href="http:// /creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.5/ "> reative
Commons Attribution 2.5 License</ax.

This produces the tniples above plus these:
1. == dc:creator <http://fexample.org/jr. html=

2. <> dc:source <http:./fexample.org/bps_html= .
3. <= license <http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2 5/> .




attribution (does not) = citation

Q



Wiki Loves Monuments: Photograph a monument, help Wikipedia and win!

Database right

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

In European Union law, database rights are specifically coded (i.e. sui genens) laws on the copying and dissemination of information
in computer databases. These rights were first introduced in 1996,

A database right is considered to be a property right, comparable to but distinct from copyright, that exists to recognise the
investment that i1s made in compiling a database, even when this does not involve the 'creative’ aspect that is reflected by cnp‘_fright_[”

On 11 March 1996 the Council of the European Union passed Directive No. 96/9/EC of 11 March 1996 on the legal protection of
databases,[z] giving specific and separate legal rights (and limitations) to certain computer records. The law calls these database
rights.

Rights afforded to manual records under EU database rights laws are similar in format, but not identical, to those afforded artistic
works.

Database rights last for 15 years. Each time a database is substantially modified, however, a new set of rights are created for that
database. An owner has the right to object to the copying of substantial parts of their database, even if data is extracted and

reconstructed piecemeal. Database rights under the EU are created automatically, vested in the employers of creators (when the
action of creation was part of employment), and do not have to be registered to have effect.




“open core’ |/ variety of apps

s1gn up 10
A monthly email n

%j GNU Operating System

Philosophy Licenses Downloads Documentation Help GNU Join the F5F!

GNU Lesser General Public License

- Why you shouldn't use the Lesser GPL for your next library

- Frequently Asked Questions about the GNU licenses

- How to use GNU licenses for your own software

 Translations of the L GPL

 The GNU LGPL in other formats: plain text, Docbook, standalone HTML, LaTeX, Texinfo
- LGPLv3 logos to use with your project

 Old versions of the GNU LGPL

 What to do if you see a possible L GPL violation

his license is a set of additional permissions added to version 3 of the GNU General Public License. For more information about how to rele
cense, please see our page of instructions.

GNU LESSER GENERAL PUBLIC LICENSE @

Version 3, 29 June 2007



sage bionetworks

“public genomic records”
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requires “informed consent’ to share.
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Portable Legal Consent

<:E>x<}mm@

these are the rights you are granting
to qualified researchers:

M Right todo research with my data
M Right to redistribute my data
B Right to publish the results of research from my data

M Right to commercialize products derived from research on my data

all boxes must be checked to move forward
in the consent process




Portable Legal Consent

<j E> X {;} IEEE EEsnEbuse ora/aetconsent/obligations ! @

behaviors you can request of the
researchers who use your data

M Do not attempt tore-identify me.
B Share new data with others as I have shared with you.

M Share your research with the public under open access terms.

these are obligations we will impose on researchers

through terms of use.violators will not be allowed to

access the commons again.




||"" My
THAT's MY DATA m

Find a trial

Check for new results

Take a survey
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the openphacts “stack - a
bespoke combination built
of standard tools...




incentives and sustainability

Q



data grocery > data souk

set prices and terms in
advance, with pre-
negotiated terms.




taxpayers waking up...

ALLIANCE FOR

taxpayer

CCESS

American taxpayers are entitled
to the research they've paid for.

The Alliance for Taxpayer Access works to ensure that the published results of
research funded with public dollars are made available t0 the American public, for

free, online, as soon as possible. LEARN MORE

Webcast invitation: Open Access Week Idea

Swap

Sep 15, 2011

04 advocates have been oreative and committed in working to
engage different communities in different ways throughout the
year, and are planning great things for October 24 to 30. Please
join us October 3 for an Open {(Access Week) l[dea Swap to get
some great ideas on what you can do — especially with limited time
and resources; come hear what others are doing and share your
plans to advance Open Access in 2011

Academic publishers make Murdoch look like a

socialist
Sep 15, 2011
Opinion by George Monbiot from The Guardian (LK)

Join us in showing the world #openaccess

progress in N-America. Get your institution to sign
Py R | P T T R T —

STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES

Learn more about the four
principles of Taxpayer Access »

gl “Becausze | have access to

{ information and an entire support
system, | feel empowered to give it
everything | have. | dont think my
efforts are futile. | wouldn't spend 14
hours a day working on this if | didn't think there
was a good chance of finding a cure”

Josh Sommer,
Co-founder, The Chordoma Foundation and Duke
University student

Maore Patient Perspectives »

act now

Tell us about your experience with the MNIH
Public Access Policy »

Learn how your organization can become a
member of the Alliance for Taxpayer Access »

rilike ] 45 people like this. Be the first of your friends.

WHO SUPPORTS TAXPAYER ACCESS?



Open access policy

Position statement in support of open and unrestricted access to
published research

The mission of the Wellcome Trust is to support the brightest minds in biomedical research
and the medical humanities.

The main output of this research is new ideas and knowledge, which the Trust expects its
researchers to publish in high-quality, peer-reviewed journals.

The Wellcome Trust believes that maximising the distribution of these papers - by providing
free, online access - is the most effective way of ensuring that the research we fund can be
accessed, read and built upon. In turn, this will foster a richer research culture.

The Wellcome Trust therefore supports unrestricted access to the published output of
research as a fundamental part of its charitable mission and a public benefitto be encouraged
wherever possible.

Specifically, the Wellcome Trust:

o gxpects authors of research papers to maximise the opportunities to make their results
available for free

¢ requires electronic copies of any research papers that have been accepted for
publication in a peer-reviewed journal, and are supported in whale orin par by
Wellcome Trust funding, to be made available through PubMed Central (FMC) and UK
PubMed Central (UKPMC) as soon as possible and in any event within six months of
the journal publishers official date of final publication

« will provide grantholders with additional funding, through their institutions, to cover

‘ open access charges, where appropriate, in arder to meetthe Trust's requirements

« gncourages - and where it pays an open access fee, requires - authors and publishers

to license research papers such that they may be freely copied and re-used (for

example for text and data-mining purposes), provided that such uses are fully attributed
¢ affirms the principle that it is the intrinsic merit of the work, and not the title of the journal

tem cralm l mle —— = B T T L - e R T e L T T I T e . e
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nothing beats a funder mandate.

% of author compliance with NIH deposit

before mandate

after mandate




633 NSF Policy

633.1 Basic Policy

d.

b.

It is NSF policy that grantees are entitled to reimbursement from grant funds for
indirect costs except where specifically excluded by GPM 633.2, "Exceptions fo
Basic Policy,” or when the grantee waives entitlement to full reimbursement of

indirect costs voluntarily. Also, some types of awarded indirect cost rates limit full
recovery (i.e., maximum provisional rates).

The awarded indirect cost rate is generally based upon a grantee’s current
Federally negotiated indirect cost rate agreement. When establishing an indirect
rate for an award where the grantee does not have a current negotiated rate
agreement, NSF will consider the rate proposed in the budget, the grantee’s
indirect cost proposal submission, the amount of total funding requested and
other pertinent financial factors. Since some types of rates limit indirect cost
recoveries and reqguires adjustments, grantees receiving awards should ensure
that they understand the type of indirect cost rate applicable to the award. Types
of indirect cost rates used on NSF awards are as follows:

1. Maximum Provisional Rate: A maximum provisional rate is a temporary rate
established for an award to permit funding and reporting of indirect costs
pending establishment of a final rate (the rate determined at the end of an
accounting period using "actual” direct and indirect cost data). This type of
rate limits indirect cost recoveries to the lower of the maximum provisional
rate established at the time of award, or the final rate established at the
end of an accounting period. Grantees awarded maximum provisional rates
are required to submit indirect cost proposals to the NSF Cost Analysis pz=s
Audit Resolution Branch within six months after the close of each fisca!
year during which the award is active.




rationale for LGPL, CC-BY,
etc: allow for profit to be
taken on private libraries
and services, which may
scale better than treating
data as property.




in a world of abundance, quality
is economically valuable.




simple. weak. standardized. open.




thank you.

jtw@del-fi.org
http://del-fi.org
@wilbanks




