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One of the more persistent myths about copyright is that the 
creator of the work owns the copyright. This is only true in a 
limited sense. If the work is made in the course of employment 
then in most cases your employer owns the copyright, unless your 
employment contract stipulates otherwise. If your employer is a 
government department then the government owns copyright. 
There are other complications.

Suppose you've written something which has been published 
in a journal or given a paper at a conference. Some people are 
surprised to know that they cannot then use that item in other 
ways, for example to put on their website, to send to a friend 
or to lodge in an e-print repository. This is because they have 
signed an exclusive licence or contract with the journal publisher 
or conference organiser. This contract transfers copyright to the 
publisher.

If possible, try to ensure that you or your organisation makes it a 
practice to sign non-exclusive licences with publishers. This type 
of licence gives permission to the publisher to use the material 
in their publication, but also retains your right to use it in other

ways. Some non-exclusive licences may be limited in some ways, 
for example, an exclusive licence may be granted for a fixed term 
after which it becomes non-exclusive. Some licences may specify 
what other uses are permitted, for example, lodging in e-print 
archives.

Of course, if you've written a hot new potential bestseller, then 
your publisher is unlikely to agree to a non-exclusive licence 
for obvious reasons, but for most scholarly publishing a non
exclusive licence is appropriate. ALIA uses such a licence for its 
publications and a copy can be found at <http://www.alia.org. 
au/publishing/license.pdf>.
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The Australian Government is currently 
conducting an inquiry into orphan works. 
Basically, the policy options are:

• create an exception to infringement 
for use of orphan works provided the 
user can show, if challenged, that 
he or she has taken adequate steps to 
identify the copyright owner

• establish a procedure by which 
someone wanting to use an orphan 
work must apply to an independent 
body which can grant permission if 
appropriate steps have been taken, 
or

• leave the situation as is.

The first two options might include 
provision for payment — either to the 
copyright owner if they show up, or to an 
appropriate collecting society, to be held 
for the copyright owner.

Creative Commons licences: how can 
and should libraries rely on them?

There are a number of standardised free 
licences around for use of copyright 
material, of which Creative Commons 
(CC) is the best known. (Others include the 
AEShareNet licensing system, used in the 
educational sector, and 'copyleft' schemes

such as the GNU General Public Licence, 
mainly used with computer software).

If you want to put material that's been 
made available under a CC or similar 
licence into your collection, the same 
principles apply as for any other licence:

« read the licence carefully (in the case 
of CC, read the 'Legal Code', not the 
'human readable summary')

• make sure you comply with 
the terms and conditions. This 
includes, for example, attributing the 
creator or copyright owner, and, 
where the material will be held in 
the library's collection, making sure 
that library users are alerted to the 
terms of the licence.

The Google Library controversy

Over the past few years, Google has made 
agreements with a number of libraries 
to scan their entire collections, without 
reference to the copyright owners. The 
idea that in a single action you can 
search within the text of hundreds of 
thousands of books seems like an answer 
to prayer for many students, researchers 
and librarians. But many publishers and 
authors whose books are being scanned

without permission by Google have 
not been impressed, particularly as the 
digitised versions are being used on a 
large scale by a commercial organisation 
in ways they can't control.

Google has negotiated agreements with 
some publishers under which the full text 
can be searched online, and all or most of 
the book can be viewed alongside links to 
sites where you can buy the book.

In 2005, however, the US Authors Guild 
filed a class action against Google in 
relation to the Google Library project. 
Five major US publishers also began 
legal action in relation to the scanning 
of their books. These cases are still in the 
preliminary stages in the US courts.

Keeping up with developments

If you want to keep up with the latest 
developments in copyright, you can 
subscribe to the Copyright Council's tree 
news alert service. Go to our website at 
<http://www.copyright.org.au> and click 
on the 'subscribe to newslist' button.
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