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Guerilla
Open
Access:
Terms Of
Struggle

I the 1900= the Intermet
could become, promising a
weealth and collectivized means of
dominant ideclogy of freedom,
in capitalist gotmlization Thisa
software and piracy kept the

Fres software, as Christopher
shared, collective, process of ma
cannot be appropriated by
for global free culbure and open access movements who were speculating that
distributed infrastructures of knowledge production could be built, as the Intemet
wans, on top of fres sofbeare

For a moment, the hybrid world of ad-financed intemet giants—sharing cods,
advocating open standards and interoparability—and users empowered by these
services, convinced dmost everyone that a new resdng/writing culture was
possible. Mot long after the crash of 2008, these disruptors, nos wary monop olists,
began bo ingest smaller dsruptors and closs off ther platforms. There was stll
free software somewhers undemeath, but without the ‘origing sense of shared,
collective, process’. So, as Kelty suggests, it was hard to imagine that for-profit
acadenmic publishens wouldn't try the same with open scoess

Heeding Aaron Swartrs call to civil disobedience, Guernlla Open Accoess has
emerged out of the cutrage ower digitally-enabled enclosure of knowledgs that
has allowed thess for-profit academic publishers to sppropriabe extreme profits
theat stand in stark contrast to the outs, precarty student debt and asy mmetries
of access in education. Shadow libraries stood in for the access denied to public
ibraries, drastically reducing gobal asymmetries in the process.



Thiz radicalization of access has danged how publications
tranvel soross time and = pace. Digital archiving, cataloeging and
sharing is transforming what we once considered as private
litraries. Amateur lBradanship is becoming public shadow
litbrarimship. Hybrid wme as posticaly wnpacked in Baldzs
Bodd's reflection on his ovn personal library, is now entangling
print and digital in nowvel ways. And, as he wams, the terrain
of antagonizm s shifing While forprofit publishers are
seemingly concedng to Guerrlla Open Access, they are
opening new territofes platforms centraizing data, metrics
and workflows, subsuming academic sutonomy inbo new
processes of value extraction.

The 2090s brought us hope and then redization how ITte
digital networks could help rewiutionary movements The
redistribution toward the wealthy, asssted by digitization, has
ercded institutions of solidarity The embrace of priviegs—
marked by misogyny raciam and senophobia —thisha s ca taly zed
is nowher more evident than in the clima te denialism of the
Trump administration. Guerrilla archiving of LS gowermment
climate change datasets, as recounted by Lawrie Allen,
indicates that more technological innovation Smply won't do
away with the "post-truth’ and thet cur institutions might bein
need of revision, replacement and repair.

A% the contributions to this pamphlet indiceabe, the terms
of struggle have shifted not only do we have to continue
defanding cur shadow librares, but we need to take back the
autonomy of knowledge production and rebuild institutional
grounds of solidarity

Memory of the Weorld
http/ f'memoryofth eworld .org



Recursive Christopher
Publics and Kelty
Open Access

Ten years ago, | published a book called fiwo Sits: The Culfural Significenc e of Free
Softwars (Kelty 20081 Duke University Press and my editor Ken Wissoker wers
enthusiasticaly accommodating of my demands to make the bool frexly and openly
avalable. They also played along with my desire torelease the Sourcs code’ of the
book (e, HTML files of the chapters), and to compare the data on readers of the
open version bo print customers. It was a moment of exploration for both scholady
pressas and for mea At the time, few authors were doing this other than Yocha Bank e
(2007 Jand Cory Doctarow®, bothactivists and advocates for free software and open
ancass (O8] much as | heve Bean, Weall shared, | think, a certain fanaticism of the
convert that came from recognizng free sof buare a5 anhistoricaly new, and radically
diffarent mode of organizing economicand political activity. Tuco Bits gave meaway
totalk not only about fires software, but about S and the politics of the unfwersity
(Helty ot o, 2008 Kelty 2040) Tenyears later, | admit to a certain pessimismat the
wary thingshawve turned cut. The promize of fres softwars has founderaed, thoughnot
disappeared, and the ques tonof what it means boachiews the goals of G has besn
snamped by concarns about costs, arcans detailsof repositodes and versioning, and
ritual of ferings to the metrics God.

Wihen | wrote TWe Bift it was obwious o me that the collectives wiha built fres
software were assaniial to the very structurs and operation of a standardized
nternet Today, free software and open sourcs” refer to dramatically different
constellations of practice and people. Fres software gothers around iksalf those
commitbed to the o ginal sense of a shared, collective, process of makingsoft wars,
hardware and infrastructures that cannot be appropristed by others. In political
terms, | bave alweiy s identified free s oftware with a wery specific, updated, version
of classical Millian liberalism. |t sustains a balief in the capacity for collective action
and rational thought a5 aids to establishing a flourizshing human Fvelibood. Yet it
a0 preserves an outdabed blind farthin the automatic functioning of meriboious
speach, that the best ideas will inevitably rize to the top. It = an updated classcal
litseraiizm that sawin software and networks a new place bo resist the by ranny of the
comentionaland the taken for granted

Chiris topher Fel by
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By contrast, open sourcs has come to mean somathing quite dfferent-an ecosy stem
controlled by anoligopoly of firms whichmaintains a shared p ool of components and
frameworks that lower the costs of education, training, and sof tware aeationin the
sarvics of establishing winner-take-all platforme Thess are built on open sourcs, but

they do not carry the principles of fresdom or openness all the way throwgh to the
platforms themsaves® What open sourcs maknmttlnupmrbeuf

weanbed bo resist. For example,
Rabbit are built upon and
platforms that result
in amy meaningful sens
By thee platforms.

Dioes Oy face the same problem® In part, my desire to 'fres the sourcs’ of my b
grew out of the unfinished business of digitizing the scholary record. It is an irony
that much of the work that went into designing the Internet at its cutsaet in the
188 0s, such as gophern, WIS, and the HTML of CERMN, was conducted in the nams
of the digital transformation of the ibrary. But by 2007, thess sdms vwere swamped
by attempts to transform the Intermet into a giant factory of data extraction. Even
in 2006E-T it weas clear tha tthis unfinished business of digitizing the s cholary record
wias going to beoome a profblem—both because it was bringovershadonedby other
concemns, and because of the danger it would eventually be subjected to the very
platformization underway inother realms

Baecause if the platform capitalism of today has ended up being parasitic on the
free software that enabled it, then wiy would this not aleo be true of scholarship
more generaly? dre we not witnessing & transition to a world where scholarship
i directed—in its very conbent and organization—towards the profitability of the
platforms that osbensibly serwe (08 Is it not possible that the platforms created to
mac&mf—Eh&vi&'ﬂ incr easing acquisition of tools to control the entire life-

o Hhe single source for al
s platformemight actuallyendug

A% come bo exist and & cholars hip = more svailable

d d than ever before. But, scholars now have less control,

and ha e 2 sxponsibility for the means of production of scientific ressarch,
its circulation, and perbaps even the ¢ ontent of that science.

Recursive Publics and O pen Accass T



The Method of Modul ation

Wihen | werote Tao 8 s | organized the argument around the idea of modle o
free software is smply one assemblage of technol ogies, practices, and people
dmed atresclving cor tan problems regarding the rela tionship bet ween knowledge
(or software tooks related to knowledge) and power (Hacking 2004; Rabinow
2002} Free software as such was and still is changing as each of its elements
evolee or are rec ombined . Because O derives some of its practices directly from
free softwars, it is possible to observe how these d@fferent elements have baen
worked over in the recent past, as well as how new and surprising sements are
combined with O be transform it Looking back on the elements | identified as
central to free sof one can gk how is 06 dfferent, and what new elements

sssary achisvement for free
to circulate digital texts
in & much different way.

networks of people who operate with them, critique them, extend them and try to
maintain control over tham esvan as ﬂﬂrlﬁﬂﬂrﬂﬂiﬂi\mm

Defining openness

For free software to make sense a8 a solution, those involved first had to
characterize the problem it solved —and they did so by identifying a pathology in
the worlds of corporate capitaism and engineering in the 1980 that computer
corporations were closed organizations who re-invented basic tools and
infrastructures ina race bodominate amarket_An ‘spen system, by contrast, would

8 Christopher Kelty



awoid the waste of ‘ranventing the wheel and of pa thalogical
competition, allowing instead modular, reusable parts that
could be modified and recombined to build betber things in an
uprward spird of innowation. The 080 ideas of modularity,
modifiability, abstraction barriers, interchangeable units
b ve been essential bo the creation of digital infras tructures.

To propose an ‘open science’ thus modulates this definition—
and the idea works in some sciences better then others.
Asicde from the obviously dofferent
philosopbers and literary theorists just
openness this way—theores and a
as building blocks, but they are not
same way. Only the free circulation of
for recombination or for reference and
sie gus non of the theory of opanness
is opposed to a system whers it is ep

of frea softwars that | analyzed, this
that remains the lesast trans formead—08
the same SO censes pioneered in 2004, which
werea direct descendant of free softvars licenses

A novel modulation of these icenses s the Ol policies (Hhe
embrace of O in Brazil for instance, or the spread of 04
Policies s tar ting with Harward and the University of Cali fornia,
and extending to the EL Mandate from 2008 forvard). Today
the ability to control the circulation of a text with IF rights is
far less aconomically central bo the strategies of publishers
than it was in 2007, even if they persist in atbempling te do
sou At e same time, funders, s tates, and universities bave all
adopted patchwork policies intended to both sustain gresn
b, and push publishers to innovate ther own business
madels in gold and hybrid O Wil & green O s a significant
success on paper, the actual use of it to circulate work pales

Recursive Publics and Qpen Acc ess




in comparison to the commercial control of circulation on the
one hand, and the increasing success of shadow libraries on
the other. Reposibories have sprung up in every shape and
form, but they remain largely ad hos, poorly coordinated, and
underfunded solutions to the probilem of O

srations

ity of free softwarse is ultimately the
its schievements —marrying a form of
¢ interaction amongst programmes,
: are for managing complex objects
i GitHub-like sites] Thers has been

e boeols for controlling, measuring,

collaboration seamed to
as of free softwars, but it
has turned out absmant from the practics
or discussion ¢ . uﬂﬂur&mhuhmuf

thers is only the

1 social movement to mersly one
o of fres softwars, rather than let

ists weuld bave it—the principal
re. They are not the wiole story.

10 Christopher Kelty



Is there an O movement® Yes and no. Librarfans remain

the most activist and organized The handful of academics
wiho care about it have shifted to caring about it in primarily
a buresucratic sense, forsaking the ocross-organizational
azpacts of a movement in faver of activismwithin universities
(o which | plead guilty). But this transformation forsakes
the need for addressing the collective,  collaborative
responsibiity for scholarship in favor of letting ndividual

acquire tools and companies and soonin a
theass phantasms and to prevant academics f
doing =0 on th&r oem.

And what new components? The five above were
freasoftware, but O has obher components that are argualbly
more important to its onganization and transformation.

Money, ie Fbrary budgeds

Central to almost all of the politics and debabes about O
is the political economy of publication. From the ‘bundes
debates of the 1990s to the gold/green debates of the 2010s,
thee mole sourc @ of money for publicationlong ago shifted into
the library budget. The relationship that litwary budgets
have to other parts of the political economy of ressarch
(funding for research itsdf debates about tenurednon-
tenurad, adunct and other temporary salary structures) has
shifted as a result of the demand for 04, leading libraries
te re-conceptualize themselves as potential publishers, and
publishers to re-conceptualize themsshess as serving life
cycles or ppding of research, not just its dssemination.

Recursive Publics and Qpen Acc ess
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12

Metrics

More than anything, O s promoted as a way bo continuse
to feed the metrics God O means more citations, more
wasily computable data, and more visible uses and re-uses of
publications (as well as ‘open dats’ ibsd £ when conceived of
as product and not measurel The innovations in the world

man point s to resst to clutch O the beating
heart of a social transformation
g tha t must exdst, rather than

- for sctivism or social
: % mocially produced and maintained,
Hhen the social bond surdy matters to the
e ge_ This is not so different than asking
still e b or or work, 85 we have long known
it in anage of precarity® What is the knowded ge equivalent of
precarity (e not just the existence of precarous knowledge
workers, but a kind of precarous kowledge a5 such)?

Do we not already sese the svidence of this in the ‘post-
truth’ of fake news, or the deliberate refusal by thoss in
power to countenance evidence, truth, or established
mystems of argument and debate? The relationship between

Christopher Kelty



knovdedge and power is shifting dramatically, because the costs—and the stakes—
of producing high quality, authoritative mowledge have also shifted. It is not =o
poweerful any longer; science does not speak truth bo power becauss truth is no
lemger so obvicusly important to pover

Although this is a pessmistic portrait, it may also be a sign of something yet to
come. Free software as 8 community, bas been and stll sometimes is critiqued as
being an exclusionary space of white male sociality (MNafus 2012 Massanari 2016
Ford and Wajeman 2017; Reagle 20415). | think this eritique is true, but it is less a
problemof identity than it is a pathology of a certain form of beralism: a form that
demands that mert consists only in the confentof the things we say (whether in
a political argument, a scientific paper, or a piece of codel, and not in the ways we
say them, or who is encouraged to say them and who is encouraged to remain silent
{Dunkar-Hester 2001

Gmmaaamm:mmmm&maw&rua broken

rticular problem of liberdism, one that the
xbent Perbaps it is not the case that

Recursive Publics and Open Acc ess 13
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Flows Ny Tears

My tears cutdesp grooves inbo the dus ton my face Drip, drip,

drop, they hit the floor and disappear among the torn pages
scatbered on the floor.

Thisyearit dewned onus tha twe cannot postpons it any longar
o parsonal Birary has to go. Owr familly moved cowntries
more thanhalfa decade ago, we switched culbures, languages,
and chose another fubure But the past, in the form of a few
theusand books in our persenal library, was still neat by stacked
in cur old apartmeant, patiently wating books that we bought
and enjoved — and forgot; books that we bouwght and never
opened books that we inherited from leng-dead parents and
half-for gotten friends. Some of them were important. Others
werarelevantat one pointbut nolenger, yet they still remindad
s il e oG e,

Wi we moved, we took nomars than beo suitcases of personal
belongings. The books wers left behind The ibrary was like
& sick child or an ailing parent, it bung ower our heads like an
wunspoken threat, a curse. it was clear that sooner or loter
something had to be done about it, but none of the options
avaidable offered any consolation. It made no sense Lo move
thres thousand books to the other side of this continent. We
decided toamigrate andnot to take our pas t with us, abandon

Balazs Bodo



thee contexts wewere flasing firom We madea choics bo leave
behind the hi story, the discourses, the problems and the pain
that accwmulat ed in the books of owr Bhrary. | knew exacthy
wihat it was | ddn't want to teach to my children once we moved
So we did not move the books. We pretended that we would
never have to think about what this decision really meant Up
until today. This year we needed to ampty the study with the
shelves. So I'm standing in cur library now, the dust covering
my face, my hands, my clothes in the midde of the floor there
are three big crates and one small box. The small bos swallows
wilhat wee T ultimately take with us, the books | want to show to
my =on when he get s older, in case ha s till wants to resd One of
thee big crabes will be taken avay by the antiquarian. The other
will be given to the school library next door. The third is the
wias tebasket, where svery thing el=e will ultimately go.

ber trembling band, hesitating for a splitses ondwhers abook
shoudd witimately go, whether we coukd, whether we should
shve thit particulsr one, because_, But we either save themall
o wee areas rubhless as all those millionsof people throughout
history whe had an hear topack their twosuitcases befors they
needed to leave. Do v truly need this book ¥ |5 this o book w1l
weant to read? |s this book aninseparable part of our id entity ¥
Diid e i this book ot all in the last fve years? |s this a text
I'wrant to preserve for the future, for potential grandchildren
wiho may not spesak my mothar tongue atall#What isthe function
of thie book ¥ Whatis the function of this particular book in my
life® Wiy am | besitating theowing itout® Wiy should | besitate
at al? Drop, drop, drop, a decision has been made. Drop, drop,
drop, books are falling to the botbom of the crates

Wie are kilars, gutting our library. We are like th
sailon, wive got entangled in the

Own Mothing
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Owen Mot hing, Have Every thing

remember Maps bers o ogan afber it went legit, tring to transform itsalf into

i sarvice arcund 20057 "“Cwm nothing, heve every thing' — that was the

e to sl lagal streaming music. Hoew stugid, | theught. How

lack of cwmership would be a good selling point? What
i thout 3

filling up thar sacks with the remains of my bracy
harve all this stuff | had just thrown sy without actually baving to own any of it The
proliferation of digital tests led me bo balieve that wewon't be neading dead wood
librarias atall, ot beastnoe more thanwe needving to listen to, or collect music. Theare
might be geaos, collectors, spacialists, who for one reasonor another still prefar the
phry sical form to the digital,but for the rest of us corveniance, price, searchability, and
dl the other digital goodies give encugh reasonnot to collect stuff that collects dust.

I'wras wrong bo think that | now reaize that the future is not fully digital, it is more

a physical-digital hybrid, in which the printed book is not simply an endangerad
species protected by a few devobed eccantrics who refuss bo embrace the obvious

16 Balazs Bodo



advantages of a fully digital book futurae What | see now is the emeangence of 2 strangs
and shapes hifting-hybrid of diverss physical and electronic objects ad practices,
wibara the relative strengths and weaknesses of these different formats nicely
complement sach other.

ries at hand, | falt the same at first. |
falt barated | could apearimant without costor risk, | could start—er stop—a book,
| didn't have to consider the cost of buying and storing a book that was ultimately
not meant For me. | could enjoy the books without baving te carry the burden and

responsibility of ownership

Diid pou notice how deleting an epub file gives you a different feding thean throwing
out a bookT You don't have to fed guilty, you don’t have bo feal anything at all.

So |l was reading, reading, reading like neverbefore But at that time my son was boo
young bo read, so | ddn’thave bo think about him, or anyons dse besides myself. But
as be wras groming, it slowly davmed on me without these physicd book s bowowill |be
able togive him the same chance o f serendipity, and of discovery, enchantment, and
immersicn that | got in my father's ibrary 7 And even later, what will | give him as his
heritage? Son, look inbo this folder of FOF s this is my legacy, your hertage, explors,

LLET, 4 B G 1 o =i, ..__
of a book collection foroes altl'maelefthl'-m bnmheanefﬁrttu approach, to
foras ther way inte,and try tonawviga te tha t garden of forking pathathat is someons
elge s filrrary Bven if you ulimately get rid of ewerything, you bave bo ntroduce
yoursaf to every book, and et every book introduce ibself bo you, So you know what
you're throwing out. Evenif youll ultimately kill, you will need to leok into the eyes of
all your vickims.

With a digital collection that's, of course, not the case

The e-book is ephameral It has Bttle past and even bss obonos bo presseee the
fingerprints of its owners ower time. It isimpersonal, efficient, fast, sbundant, like

Own Mothing 14



fast food or plastic, it flows throuwgh the hand like sand. 1k lacks the embodiment, the
riatariaity which would giveit a lifein a tamporal dmenzsion. i youwant tonetwork the
dead and the unborn, as is the ambition of every book, then pou nesd toprint and bind,
and create heavy objects that are expensive, inefficient and a burden. This burden
subriding in the object is the bridge that creates the intergenerational dimension,
thirt forces you bo think of the valus of a book

Cwn nothing, have nothing. Cwn every thing, and your children will hate you when
you die.

| have to sy, |n struggling te find a new balance here. | started tobuy books again,
wsual y book s that 1'd already read from a stoben copy en-screan. | know what | want
s buy, | ko wibat is worth presarving. | know wiat Dwant to show to my son, what
lwrant topass on, whatlwould ke to take care of ower time Bafore book buying for
me wias an investment inboe a stranger. Mow that thiill is gone forever | measurs up

memmrmmlhidm intimate relationship, wemake | ove again

of the intimac

All of these and maybe more. But in any case, | sense that this ibraryg the physical
embodiment of a physical-electronic hybrid col lection with its unopensed books and
averflowing e-resder memory cards, is vary different firom the library | had, and the
litwrary I'm getting rid of at this very moment. The library that linberited, the library
that grew organically from the detritus of the everpday, the library that sccumulated
books similar bo how the books scoumulated dust, as s the naturalway of things, this
litrary was full of unknowns, itwas alibrary of potentislity, of op portunities, of trips
waiting tohappen. This new, hytoeid library isa collection of things that I familiar with.
lintimately know everypiecs, they hold [Fttle surprise, they offer fow discoverdes — at
baast for me. The axploration, the discovary, the serendipity, the pra-screening takes
place on the e-readern, among theephemearal, dispos able FOFs and epulbs.

Have every thing, and own a faw

20 Balazs Bodo



Wie Won

This nevw hyborid model s besedon the cheap availability of digital books_In my case, the
free availability of pira bed copies available through shadow librares. These ibraries
don’t hawe every thing on of fer, but they havwe books in an order of magnitude larger
than 1l ever have the time and chance bo read, so they of far snoughy, enough for me
o fll up hard drives with books | want to read, orat least skim, totry, to tastes_ O il
mwedintaaninﬁnitebadutmwlh-r. where | canb e as promigouous, explorative,
noama dic as | abeeys wanted to be. | can flirt with books, | canhave 3 quickie, or [can
beznye them behind without shedding a single tear.

1 ot kv how this hybrid Ebrary, and this anabogue- digital hy beid practice of reading
andcolleating would work without the shadow libraries which maks every thing frady
acesssible. | raly on their supply bo test bexts, and feed and grow my print b ary.
E-bocks are cheaper than their print versons, but they stlll cost money, carmy a
rizk, a cost of experimentation. Book-streaming, the flat-rate, the all-you-can-eat
format of accessing books is at the moment only available to audiobook s, but rarely
for a-books . | wonderwin.

Did you notice that there are no major book piracy Rwsuits?
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Of course thereis the lawsuit against Sci-Hub and Library Genesis in Mew York, and
therais another ons in Ganada agains t assasrg, causing major nuisancs to thoss wha
have bean named in these cases. But this is almest negligble compared to the high
profilewars the music sd Sudiovisual industries waged against Mapster, Groks ter,
Haraa, magauploadand their kes s asif book publishers have complately givenupon
trying tofight piracy in the courts, and hawe lBunched a fow lBwsuits only tomaintain
the appearance tha t they still care about their digital copyrights. | wond e wiy.

Iknow the academic publishing industry slightly better than Hsmains tream popular
fiction maket, and | have the feding that in the former copy right-based business
models are slowly being replaced by something else. We 2ee no major anti-piracy
efforts from publishers, not becauss piracy is non-existent — on the contrary, it is
global, and it is big — but because the publishers most probably realized tha t in the
longrun the o opyright-based exclusivity model is unsustainable The copyrightwars
of the last two decades taught them that ke cannot put anend to pirecy. O the
Sei-Hub case demonstrates, you can win 8l you wantin a New York court, but this
has little real-world effect aslong as the conditions that attract the users to the
shadow librares remain.

Exchsivity-based publishing business models are under assault firom other s des as
weell. Mandated open access in the LS and in the EU means that there isa quickly
growing body of new research for the acoess of which publishers cannot chargs
money anymors. LibGen and Sci- Hulb make itharder tochargs for the beck catalogus.
Their sheerexgstences teaches millions on what uncurtsl ed open accessreally is, and
ks ik aasier for university ibrames to negotia be with publis hers, as they don’t hanes
toweorry about their patrons being left wit hout any acosess at all

The goodnews is thet radical openacoess may well be happening. | tis a less and less
radical idea bo hawe things fredy accessible. One has to be less and less radical to
achieve the openness that has been long overdus Maybe it i= not petobvous today
and the victory is not yet universal, maybe it take s ome extra pears, maybe it won't
ever be evenly distributed, but itis obvicus tha t this genie, these millions of Books on
everything from malaria trestments to critical theory, cannot be erased, asnd open
access will not be undone, and the future will be free of accsss barriers

Whe is downloading books and articles? Evervone. Radical open access? We won,
if o like.

Drijp, drip, drop, its only nostalgia. Ny hear t i light, as |don't have to worry about
gutting the library. Soonit won't matter atall.

s Balazs Bodo



Wie Aure Mot Winning at Adl

But did we raally win? f publishersare happy to let go of access control and copyright.,
it means that they ve found something that is even mors profitable than selng
bach bo us academics the content that we have produced. Snd this more profitable
some thingisef course data. Did you notics where all the investment in academic
pubilishing went in the last decade? Did you notice S5AM, Mendd ey, Soademiaedy,
SeenceDirect, ressarch platforms, citation softwars manuscript repositorias, libeaey
systems being bought up by the academic publishing indus try? 01 these platforms
and bechnobog ies o perabe onand support open access content, whils they genaerats
oia ta on the crea tion, distribartion, and use of nowledge: onindviduals, ressarchars,
studants, and faculty; oninstitutions, departments, andprograms. Theyproducs d ata
on the pear formance, on the success and the Falure of the ol @ domain of ressarch
andeduca tion. This is the data that = being privatized, enclosed, packaged, and sold
back tous.

Taylorizm reached academia. n the name of ef ficienay, austerity, and transpa rency,
our daily acti vties are measured, profiled, packaged, and sold bo the highes tbidder.
But in thisprocsess of quantifics tion, knowlaedge onourselbves is los tforus, unbess we
pay. We still heve Some patchy datasets on what we do, on wiho we are, we 5till have
this blurred reflection in the data-mirrors that we still do control. But this path of
salf-enlightenment is quickly waning as less and less data sources sboutus are fraaly
available tous



I strongly balieve that information on the selfis the foundation
of salf-detarmination. We nesed tohawve data on bow we operate,
onwhat v doin ordar to know who we are. This is what isbeing
privatized away from the academic community, this is bang
takan meay from us

Radical open access Mot of data about

aevery page,
anymore.
Dirip, drip.
i ndd ful of

Butﬂnmumhumwimtb&muﬂturﬂn
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What if My goal in this paper is o bell the sbory
) of a grass-roots project caled Data
We Aren't Refuge (httpe!wew datarefuge.org)

the .an theat | helped to co-found sh

Guerrillas
Out
There?

Laurie
Allen

verlap with the goals of this
collective. | am not a scholar. Instead,
I am a librarian, and my perspective as
a practicing informational professional
informs the way | approach this paper,
which weaves together the practical
and bechnical work of "saving data’ with
the theoretical, systemic, and ethical
ismues that frame and inform what we
have done.

26 Laourie Allen



I weork as the hesd of a relatively smal and new department within the librares
of the University of Pannsybania, in the city of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in the
US | was hired to lead the Digital Scholarship department in the spring of 20186,
positions. Owr group includes a mapping
ple focused explicitly on supporting the
rehip. There are dso two people in the
ted with digital scholary open access
publishing, i Penn Libraries' repository of open
AGoess & and Management Librarfan. This
Data Libra wiith us in September 2016, and
faa turas haavily our work helping to build Data
prople in our department inwolvedin
the preject, it is useful thee wrork we did as connected more broady
to the interssction of activities—from multimodal, digital, humarnities crestion to
open aocess publishing & cross disciplines— represented in our department in Penn.

At the start of Data Refuge, Professor Wiggin and her students had aready baen
exploring the ways that dats about the environment can empovwer oommunities
through ther art, activism and research, sspecialy aleng the lower Schuylkil
Fifver in Philadelphia. They were especially attuned to the ways that missing data,
or data that is not ool lected or communicated, can bea source of dssmpowerment.
After the Trump electi duate students raised the concern that the
political commi inistr ation would resut in the dsappearance
vital to work in cities and communities
with the library, together we co-
that, while the Penn Librares is a
large and relatively well- in the United States it did not
e v any aubomatic way mtﬁnﬁamﬂmnm

her studsnts wers . & toring, describing
and sharing publicati not easly hande the
evidant nesd to take in open web and make

them avalable and i ressarch library
was positioned to res ugh thers vas
genaral agresment

The collaborative, grass-roots moy uige included many
litrarians, archivists, and information professiona wias clear from the
beginning that my own profession did not have in place a system for stesarding
these vital information resources, or for treating them as ‘publications’ of the
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faderd go ik This fact was widely understood by various members of our
profession, not = document librarians, who had been calling
a5 tructure for years As Gowrnment information
in @ blog post in Movember of 2098, governmeant
oty are ‘under siege’ not firom political

{ documents afforded by oursystems
facing the profession inlight of the
s collections in print are
pagies in place for collecting
egies are not expandng in
5 and car tanly not in pace
= researchers, students,
= librarians, cur project
g on method s o f presarving
= and the archivist®

PiEEREEE

:

IS

Humanists and Librarians,
and at storing data During
(and elsewhers) organized

ing in the thousands
bed by our collaborators at
DG (httpefenvirodat agow.
e ffeotarchive cdiborg ) project
5 for web archiving in the nternet
advanced volunteers wrote seripts to
ns, and packaged that data for longer term
ained at datarefugeorg. Still other voluntears
= of data storybelers, and othersise engaged in
safeguarding : bal and climate data through community action (See
bt e ppehlab.org/dat arefugepaths]). The repository at datarefuge.org that
houses the more difficult data sources has been stevarded by my saif and Margaret
danz through our work at Penn Librares, but it edsts outside the library's main
technical infras tructure!

This distributed approach to the work of downloading and saving the data
meouraged people to see bow they wers invested in envrenmental and scientific
data, and bo consider how our gowernment records should be considered the
property of al of us Attending Do ta Rescus events was away for peopbe who walus
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thee seientific record to fight back, in 8 concrete way, against
an anti-fact establishment. By downloading data and moving
it into the nternet Archive and the Data Refuge repository,
voluntesars were actively claiming the importance of acourats
records in mantaining or creating ajust society.

OFf courss, acoess to data need not rely on its i
a particular reposibory. A is demonstrated so
contexts, technologicd methods of sharing
the digital repositories of libraries and
redundant hobdover from the past.
fur ther in this paper, the data
differed in important ways
refers to as “shedow libra
access to copies of journals
perfectly. Howevar, the valus
on the existence of the wi
¥ in doubt about wiether
can turn to mors mains bres
not the stuation we faced
weer e often dealing with
of a federa dataset and h
diowm, there would be no
other copies. The data
as the data and the software
inextricably linked We were dealing
valuable, but of ten difficult-to-untangle d

neatly packaged publications. The workflow we
was designed to privilege suthenticity and trustwerthiness
over either the spead of the copying or the easy usability of
thee resulting data® This extra care around asuthenticity was
necassary because of the politicized na ture of environmental
data that made many people 5o worried about its remowl
after the election. It was important that our project
supported the strongest possible scientific arguments that
could be made with the data we wers ‘saving. That meant
that our copies of the data needed to be citable in scientific
scholadly pupers, and that those citations needed to be
able to withestand hostile political forces who claim that the
science of human-caused climate changs s “uncertain’. K

What if We Aren't the Only Guerrillas Out Thered



wias easy Lo imagine in the Sutumn of 20406, and even easier
to imagine now, that bostile actors might wish to muddy the
science of cimate changes by releasing fake data designed
to cast doubt on the science of climete changs. For that
reasons, | believe that the unigue facks we were sesking
to safeguard in the Data Refuge bear less smilarity to the
contents of shadow librares than they do to news reports
in our current distributed ad destabilized mass media
environment. Referring to the ease of publishing ideas on the
open web, Zeynep Tufecki wrote in a recent column, “And
sure, it is a golden age of fres speach—if you can believe your
lving epes ls that footage you're wabching real Was it realy

Lourie Allen



Diata Fefuge will seree as a call to take greater responsibility for the systems into
wihich scholarship flows and the structures of power and assumptions of trust (by
wihom, of whom) that scholarship relies on.

While planty of pa posibed scalable
technologcd a that were
strong encugh malicious attack
mights cause. on the existing
sy sbems &ty ing networks
that o the values
of marginaized and indg paper, Stacie

Williams and Jarrett Drake made to establish
and beacoms dessrving of trust in
Viclence in Cleveland (\WWilliams and work of Michelle Caswdl and
hr colldborators on exploring pue.-b—-:,mbu-ﬁlarcm:a. and on engaging in radic
empathy in the archives provide great models of the kind of work that | beieve is
necassary bo establish new modals of trust that might hedp inform new modes of
sharing and relying on community informati on (Caswell and Cifor 20180

Bayond seeking new ways to build trust, it bas become clear that new methods
are nesded to help filber and contextualize publications. Our current relfance
on & few for-profit companies to filber and rank what we see of the information
landscape has proved to be tremendously harmful for the dssemination of facts,
and has been especially dangercus to margindized communities (Moble 20181
While the world of scholarly human ties publishing is doeing somewhat better than
open data or mass media, thertnatiaml:trntmumtnewfarmaufﬂtmmd
establishing quality and = and important schalarship will
be lost in the rankings of search i of social media. We
nead newy, large scale systems to the information on the
open web. In our current situati izt dana boyd, “[t]he
onus is on the public to nterp . Since woe live
in a necliberal society that pri dowmn on media
literacy as the “solution’ to of us as individuals to
decide for oursehves whether or it true” (boyd 2018)

I closing, 11 returm to the notion of fare that brought this pand
together While some of our collaborat ors and some in the press did use the term
‘Buerrila archiving’ to describe the data rescue efforts (Surrie and Paris 207)
I generaly did not. The work we did was indeed designed to take advantage of
tactics that allow a small number of actors to resist giant state power. However,
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if anything, the most direct target of thess guerrilla actions in my mind was not
the Trump administration. nstead, the action was designed to prompt respenses
by the institutions where many of us work and by communities of scholars and
activists who make up thess institutions. It was designed to get as many people as
possi ble working to sddress the comples ismues raised by the two interconnectad
challenges that the Data Refuge project threw into rdief The first challengs,
of course, is the nead for new scientific, artistic, scholary and narrative ways of
contending with the reality of global, human-made climate change And the s econd
challenge, a5 I'we argued in this paper, is that our systems of establishing and
signaling trus beeorthines s, quality, reliability and stability of information are in dire
need of creative inbervention as well. It is not just publishing but all of our systbems
for discowering, sharing scquiring describing and storing that scholarship that
nead support, maintenance, repar, and perhaps in some cases, replacement. And
this woork will rely on scholars, as well as expert information practitioners from a
range of fialds {Caseall 2016

and used at Data Rescus events was
neaded refinemeant, and was retired
lad by Professor Wiggin and her
a storybank to document

k) Laourie Allen



* Atthe tima of this writing, we e warking ¥ kdeally, of coursa, sl federally produced
an un-pacdking and repackaging the data datamate would be published in neatly
within Data inclusion packaged and mare sssily press resble

i containers, slong with enough technical
cheaks 1o ensure their validity fhashes,
chashk=ums, siz) and sach agenay would
afte a pariodical publishad irventory of
datamats . Bul fhe sfusion e sncouniamsd
with Oata Pefugs did nodstariusin
anything like tha situstion, despite fe
bugey sucses=iul and mparani wark of
the emplayees who cresed and maintainsd
datagaow. For a fuller view of this workflow,
sae ry talk at CS\Cand 2017 (Allen 2017).
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