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Initial comments about the background licensing complexity of library data (i.e. a mix of internally generated and derived records with varying degrees of permission with regard to re-use etc) 

Additional complexity arises from the issue of jurisdiction being claimed and different interpretations of IPR.
 
General discussion of whether a 'fact' can be licensed or IPR resides in a package of information e.g. a record or abstract but not the individual datum. In this model a flat RDF triple might constitute a fact but any hierarchical information built upon it might attract IPR?
 
Should we approach this by attempting to define what we would like to be true; what is the responsibility?

Suggestion: Start with the unencumbered stuff to get to scale.  This would be useful, but it doesn't address the underlying issues.
Question comes back to identifying the link, who created it, and who controls it.
Could RDF be used to link to licensed rights associated with information?
 
The point of the exercise is exposing data that someone else has chosen to publish.
Will we get to a place where the metadata is as restricted as the actual content - that's a very negative thought.
CC license heierarchy - CC: Level 0 by is the least restrictive you can get and may be most appropriate to the Semantic Web 
Need to decide what constitutes attribution in the RDF world; do we just need a mechanical system to track use and give credit, so we know the UK taxpayer is getting their money's worth?

There needs to be a really open approach to distribution and use of RDF data - its potentially an entry level decision to the RDF world that attribution cannot be given to every granular piece of info so new methods of tracking usage are needed. In addition it could be assumed that opening up and exposing any data in this way might constitute an assertion of rights to do so.
Rights issues flow both downstream and upstream.
Do steps 1 and 2 in parallel: publish non-controversial stuff while pushing the rights issues.

Suggestion that blanket deals are the only way we're going to resolve these issues; may also need to push for government action?

Need to develop a framework for shaping the blanket deals.
 

Library community needs to agree that when you deal with one of us you deal with all of us.
Blanket deals may need to address liability issues as well (e.g. misuse of information, data protection issues, faulty usage leading to misinterpretation etc) in addition to the positive need to get appropriate attribution (i.e. get the credit but not the blame for sharing & exposing metadata).
 

Do CC licenses work; do ANY licenses work?  Need an ongoing discussion and more unified approach.  

Actions:
· Look for uncontentious stuff;
· Identify contentious stuff and begin working through issues, surface issues for working parties
· Look to create models for blanket deals, either within the library community, or with publishers.  

