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In solidarity with Library Genesis and Sci-Hub \
solidarity wi hLibrary Gen (S/\J b

In Antoine de Saint Exupéry's tale the Little Prince meets a businessman who accumulates stars with the
sole purpose of being able to buy more stars, The Little Prince is perplexed. He owns only a flower, which
he waters every day. Three volcanoes, which he cleans every week. "It is of some use to my volcanoes, and
it is of some use to my flower, that I own them," he says, "but you are of no use lo the stars that you own".

There are many businessmen who own knowledge today. Considedglseviei;lthe largest scholarly publisher,

3:’/ / < whose 37% profit margin! stands in sharp contrast to the rising fees, expanding_student loan debf an
6()'\ poverty

gael

-level wages for adjunct faculty. Elsevier owns some of the largest databases of academic material,
which are licensed at prices so scandalously high that even arvard, the richest university of the global
north, has complained that it cannot afford them any longer. Robert Darnton, the past director of Harvard
Library, says "We faculty do the research, write the papers, referee papers by other resegrchers, Vi
editorial boards, all of it for free ... and then we buy back the results of our labour @a riges. "
For all the work supported by public moneybenefiting scholarly publmﬁa\ﬂ he peer review

that grounds their legitimacy, journal articles are~priced such that the hibi 0.science to many ;
academics - and all non-academic§ - across the world ren l(t) ,%token \pnwlggf 2 .l i Koy [, o e
) gl

g 1S 4 e o = XIS P
Elsevier has recently filed a co;T\xright infringement sxfft in New York against Science Hub a‘nd/ Library 4 )Q
L

‘Genesis claiming millions of dollars in damages.? This has come as a big blow, not just to the
administrators of the websites but also to thousands of researchers around the world for whom these sites
are the only viable source of academic materials. The social media, mailing lists and IRC channels have
been filled with their distress messages, desperately seeking articles and pubiicationm;t 5§ 1eC7 7
Even as the New York District Court was delivering its injunction, news came of the entire editorial board
of highly-esteemed journal Lingua handing in their collective resignation, citing as their reason the refusal
by Elsevicr to go open accessand give up on the high fees it charges to authors and their academic

institutions. As we write these lines, a petition is doing the rounds demanding that‘Taylor & Francis doesn't
m@éﬁ, a formerly independent humanities publisher that it acquired

S.1tis
threatened to go the way of other small publishers that are being rolled over by thg' growing monopoly an
concentration in the publishing market. These are just some of the signs that the system i o
devalues us, authors, editors and readers alike. It parasites on our labor, it thwarts liir service to t‘l)( pubg%)
it denies us access®. . s , % y (N Ly L

This n&“’ ol o7a§/bc/cv\/ Amﬁ/} ] Wﬂ , ] '
We have thé ans aﬁf methods to make knowledge accessible to €veryone, with no economic barrier to
access and at a much lower cost to society. But closed access’s monopoly over academic publishing, its
spectacular profits and its central role in the allocation of academic prestige trump the public interest.
Commercial publishers effectively imped -.(,».". 3s)criminalize us, prosecute our heroes and heroines,
and destroy our libraries, again and againlence Hﬁﬁmd‘hgg@herewafmbrary.nu or
Gigapedia; before Gigapedia there was textz.com; before textZ.com there was Tittle; and before there was
little there was nothing. That's what they want: fo_reduce most of us back to nothing. And they have the full
support of the courts and law to do exactly that.”

available for free via a foreign website, disserves the public interest™. Alexandra FIbak
/V put the stakes much higher: "If blsevzer;\’i%g%l@umow 0 1

PEQ]E 0
that will demonstrate an important ia’ea\u at the public does not have the right to knowledge.

SETEM 15 BokeN (]
= y A B

We demonstrate daily, and one, that @ﬁw\% share our writing secretly- _» Y\ QXS

behind the backs of our publishers;-circimvent paywal access articles and publications, digitize and \YU“’ 2t

upload books to libraries. This is the other side o%%;})roﬁt margins: our knowledge commons grows in ' LL L {
the fault lines of a broken system. We are all custodians of knewledge; Custodians of the same [P O (,)
infrastructures that we depend on for producing knowledge, custodians of our fertile but fragile commons. (on L) 9))
To be a custodian is, de facto, WWMLKWW .
WMMWm be of use to, not to make property of; our
n

0 Ommons.

More than seven years ago@ﬁx, who spared no risk in standing up for what we here urge you to . -
stand up for too, wrote: “We to WMLMQ@JW"@ our copies and share % \/\/ \(\
them with the world. We need to take stuff that's out g; copyrigkt and add it to the archive. We need (o buy | "\C U0 (o .
secrel databases and put them on the Web. We need ad scientific journals-and-upload them 1o fil | /. cL T’ l )
sharing networks. We need to fight for Guerilla Open Access. With enough of us, around the world, we'll ( :(«‘U«"') eV )
not just send a strong message opposing the privatization of knowledge — we’ll make it a thing of the past. ~—={_A—

Will you join us?™

We find ourselves at a decisive moment. This is the time to recognize that the very existence of our
massive knowledge commons is an act of collective civil disobedience. It is the time to emerge from hiding
and put our names behind this act of resistance. Youmay feel isolated, but there are many of us. The anger,
desperation and fear of losing our library infrastructures, voiced across the internet, tell us that. This is the
time for us custodians, being dogs, humans or cyborgs, with our names, nicknames and pseudonyms, to
raise our voices.

Share this letter - read it in public - leave it in the printer. Share your writing - digitize a book -
upload your files. Don't let our knowledge be crushed. Care for the libraries - care for the metadat
- care for the backup. Water the flowers - clean the volcanoes.

30 November 2015

.,Dusan Bargk, Josephine Berry, Bod6 Baldzs, Sean Dockray, Kenneth Goldsmith, Anthony Iles, Lawrence Liang,

Sebastian Liitgert, Pauline van Mourik Broekman, Marcell Mars, spideralex, Tomislav Medak, Dubravka Sekuli¢,

L. Lariviére, Vincent, Stefanie Haustein, and Philippe Mongeon. “The Oligopoly of Academic Publishers in the Digital Era.”
PLoS ONE 10, no, 6 (June 19, 2015): €0127502. doi: 10,137 1/journal.pone.0127502.,
“The Obscene Profits of Commercial Scholarly Publishers.” svpow.com. Accessed November 30, 2015, <

. Sample, [an. “Harvard University Says It Can’t Afford Journal Publishers’ Prices.” The Guardian, April 24, 2012, sec.
Science. theguardian.com, =

. "Academic Paywalls Mean Publish and Perish - Al Jazeera English.” Accessed November 30, 2015, aljazeera.com. <

. “Sci-Hub Tears Down Academia’s ‘Illegal’ Copyright Paywalls.” TorrentFreak. Accessed November 30, 2015.
torrentfreak.com. <

. “Save Ashgate Publishing.” Change,org. Accessed November 30, 2015. change.org. <

. “The Cost of Knowledge.” Accessed November 30, 2015. thecostofknowledge.com. =

- In fact, with the TPP and TTIP being rushed through the legislative process, no domain registrar, 1SP provider, host or human
rights organization will be able to prevent copyright industries and courts from criminalizing and shutting down websites
"expeditiously”. <

8. “Court Orders Shutdown of Libgen, Bookfi and Sci-Hub.” TorrentFreak. Accessed November 30, 2015. tomentfreak.com. +> \

9. “Guerilla Open Access Manifesto.” Internet Archive. Accessed November 30, 2015, archive.org. = < — —
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e L A We demonstrate daily, and on a massive scale, that{the system is broken.\We share our writing secretly
frirrianiine: GOTIBCEJENER ' = behind the backs of our publishers, circumvent paywalls to access articles and publications, digitize and
upload books to libraries. This is the other side of 37% insour knowledge commons grows in
the fault lines of a broken system. We are all Emg%?\m:‘cﬁs‘wdians of the same
infrastructures that we depend on for producing knowledge, custodians of our fertile but fragile commons.
In solidarity with Library Genesis and Sci-Hub To be a custodian is, de facto, to download, to share, to read, to write, to review, to edit, to digitize, to

archive, to maintain libraries, to make them accessible. It is to be of use to, not to make property of, our
. = e
knowledge commons.

8

More than seven years ago Aaron Swartz, who spared no risk in standing up for what we here urge you to

In Antoinc de Saint Exupéry's tale the Little Prince mects a businessman who accumulates stars with the stand up for too, wrote: "We need 10 take infor mation, wherever it is stored. make our copies and share
. . .o : them with the world. We need o take stuff that's out of copyright and add it to the archive. We need to buy
sole purpose of being able to buy more stars. The Little Prince is perplexed. He owns only a flower, which e 1 put th the Web. Wi e skl o 5 o NI o 1 A
he waters every day. Three volcanocs, which he cleans every week. “It is of some use to my volcanoes, an_d? ; Zarmg‘:!gnf;ﬁ;sa’;‘@ f; “ee di’)" ﬁ(gzt fzr éuérilia OpenAcceifaWitizaeizno i{;%lgj’;‘;’:aasr (‘;:n ”Ip :i’v - emw;;;i e
N it is of some use to my flower, that I own them," he says, "but you are of no use to the stars that you own”, | ' : : : ' ; X ’
O A e/ - not just send a strong message opposingthe privatization of knowledge — we'll make it a thing of the past.
Q\O" ty*" :ﬁ}ﬁere are.nany businessmen who own knowledge today. Consider Elsevier, the largest scholarly publisher, \Will you join us?"™
NYT  whosef3 )'o rofit margin! stands in sharp contrast to the rising fees, expanding student loan debt and R » s : . .
< /P, . 3
\p"‘:ﬁ povenﬁ- [€ vei wages for adjunct faculty. Elsevier owns some of the largest databases of academic material, \\f we ﬁ_nd ﬁursellvzs i Qf—_g_l__..m HIGHICHE; ;”"flls the t'm%tg.ﬁ?%wﬁt .thehvet:y CREENLS Of?ur hidi
‘/ which are licensed at prices so scandalously high that even Harvard, the richest university of the global e [LCOIECTUNIGIRE commons s al ke ol 63 ec’“"@l’f_‘%ﬁgs the time 1o emerge from hiding
north, has complained that it cannot afford them any longer. Robert Darnton, the past director of Harvard 3" ¢ ‘and put our names behind this act of resistance. You may feel isolated, but there are many of us. The anger,
Library, says "We faculty do the research, write the papers, referee papers by other researchers, serve on e despet{'aflon and fdear of ll)osmg our llll:rary mfrastr;ctures, w]):ced across the internet, telé us thgt. This is the
e : -3 ) . i i time for us custodians, being dogs, humans or cyborgs, with our names, nicknames and pseudonyms, to
editorial boards, all of it for free <.( and then welbuy back the results of our labour at outrageous prices." : ; 4 = > ’ »
For all the work supported by public money benefiting scholarly publishers, particularly the peer review IRIASIOUF ¥DICES: it
that grounds their legitimacy, journal articles are priced such that they prohibit access to science to many q 2 W . .. } .. o
academics - and allw across the world, and reng‘?r it a token of privilege.? Share this letter - read '1t in public - leave it in the printer. Share your writing - digitize a book -
2 wot owdy Lotk weade mics i upload your files. Don't let our knowledge be crushed. Care for the libraries - care for the metadata
Isevier has recently filed a copyright infringement suit in New York agains@cmc;g}:\@and @ - care for the backup. Water the flowers - clean the volcanoes.
éaeig;/claiming millions of dollars in damages.” This has come as a big blow, no o the
administrators of the websites but also to thousands of researchers around the world for whom these sites 30 November 2015
are the only viable source of academic materia he social media, mailing lists and IRC channels have

been filled with their distress message {l desperateleeking articles and publications.
N DuSan Barok, Josephine Berry, Bod6 Balazs, Sean Dockray, Kenneth Goldsmith, Anthony lles, Lawrence Liang,

Even as the New York District Court was delivering its injunction, news came of the entire editorial board Sebastian Litgert, Paunline van Mourik Broekman, Marcell Mars, spideralex, Tomislav Medak, Dubravka Sekuli¢,
of highly-esteemed journal Lingua handing in their collective resignation, citing as their reason the refusal Femke Snelting...

by Elsevier to go open access and give up on the high fees it charges to authors and their academic
institutions. As we write these lines, a petition is doing the rounds demanding that Taylor & Francis doesn't

. shut down Ashgate’, a formerly independent humanities publisher that it acquired earlier in 2015. It i x b
i ing rolled ov rowingﬁéiasté;;&n v . .
o4 threatened_to g_o the way ,Of _other small publishers .that are being ro .ed over by the g . " ‘j/ om& 1. Larivitre, Vincent, Stefanie Haustein, and Philippe Mongeon. “The Oligopoly of Academic Publishers in the Digital Era.”
Jok concentratiqn in the publlshmg market. These are just some of the signs that the system is broken b PLoS ONE 10, no. 6 (June 10, 2015): €0127502. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0127502.,
-‘(/@“\ authors, editors and readers alike. It parasites on our labor, it thwarts our service to the public, “The Obscene Profits of Commercial Scholarly Publishers.” sypow.com. Accessed November 30, 2015, <
54 ft denies us access®. \ 2. Sal.’nple, lan. “IIar:vard University Says It Can’t Afford Journal Publishers’ Prices.” The Guardian, April 24, 2012, sec.
X ‘}\.« Scicnee. theguardian.com. =
| . . : . 3. “Academic Paywalls Mean Publish and Perish - Al Jazeera English.” Accessed November 30, 2015 aljazeera.com. =
We have the means and methods to make CceSSlble to everyone, with no economic barrier to \\(\ IO 4. “Sci-Hub Tears Down Academia’s ‘Illegal’ Copyright Paywalls.” TorrentFreak. Accessed November 30, 2015.

5. “Save Ashgate Publishing.” Change.org. Accessed November 30, 2015. change.org. <
6. “The Cost of Knowledge.” Accessed November 30, 2015. thecostofknowledge com, <
7. In fact, with the TPP and TTIP being rushed through the legislative process, no domain registrar, ISP provider, host or human

3 1 access and at a much lower cost to society. But closed access’s monopoly over academic publishing, its \e; \),‘\"A 7 torrentfreak com. «>
'Q(\\ é\ * spectacular profits and its central role in the allocation of gcafierr}ic prestige trump the public interest.. N ), \‘o"
NS P 4,(;efmﬁe'r'c':iﬁlipublishers effectively impede open acceﬁg%s, prosecute our(heroes and heromeg,\‘_\(\\
\(‘I cg))/// and destroy our libraries, again and again. Before Science Hub and Tibrary Genests there was Library.nu or rights organization will be able lo prevent copyright industries and courts from criminalizing and shutting down websites
o / Gigapedia; before Gigapedia there was textz.com; before textz.com there was little; and before there was "expeditiously”. <
v little there was nothing. That's what they want: to reduce most of us back to nothing. And they have the‘:f:l.l_“q 8. “Court Orders Shutdown of Libgen, Bookfi and Sci-Hub.” TorrentFreak. Accessed November 30, 2015. torrentfreak.com. <
support of the courts_ and law to do exactly that.” 9. “Guerilla Open Access Manifesto.” Internet Archive. Accessed November 30, 2015. archive.org, =

In Elsevier's case against Sci-Hub and Library Genesis, the judge said: "simply making copyrighted content

available for free via a foreign website, disserves the public imterest™, Alexandra Elbakyan's origi Iplea
put the stakes much higher: "If Elsevier-manages to shut down our projects o@_wm&kn?et:z
that will demonstrate an important idea: that the public does not have the right to knowledge.” .

-
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oo contact: little.prince/a@ custodians.online

In solidarity withdibrary Gﬂ/’lm/is.,and Sci-Hub

In Antoine de Saint Exupéry’s tale the Little Prince meets a businessman who accumulates stars with the
sole purpose of being able to buy more stars. The Little Prince is perplexed. He owns only a flower, which
he waters every day. Three volcanoes, which he cleans every week. "It is of some use to my volcanoes, and

it is of some use to my flower, that I own them,” he says, "but you a no usg toythe stars that you own".
s iy A BN e 95

7 i : ?e .
There are many businessmen wh§ own gnowledge today. Conside é]sewe}bthel rgest scholarly publisher, L
whose‘&"/:_pgt ma}ign)?-_ga s contrast to the rising fees, expanding student loan debt and—

poverty-level wages for adjuﬁEi’f'éE:m‘fYTEtsevier-ow-ns—soril&ouhe{argest databases of ‘academic material,
which are licensed at prices so scandalously high that even(Harvard, the richest university of the global
north, has complained that it cannot afford them any longer. Robert Darnton, the past director of Harvard
Library, says "We faculty do the research, write the papers, referee papers by other researchers, serve on
editorial boards, all of it for free ... and then we buy back the results of our labour 4f outrageous priceg; ™
For all the work supported by public money benefiting scholarly publishers, particularly the peer review
y, journal articles are priced such that they prohibit.aeeess{g science to many

that grounds their legitimac § 200085
o 5 |W‘ e s KER ;;
\

P v, dalcC - d O WO (I, and CHAC
WA Elsevier has recently filed a copyright infringement suit in New York against Science Hub and Library
/"\W % Genesis claiming millions of dollars in damages.? This has come as a big blow, not just to the
administrators of the websites but also to thousands of researchers around the world or-whom these sites

% M\N\Mﬁe “* ' are the only viable source of academic materials. The social media, mailing lists

been filled with their distress messages, desperately seeking articles and publications.

Even as the New York District Court was delivering its injunction, news came of the entire editorial board
of highly-esteemegd_journal Lingua handing in theit collective resignation]Citing as their reason the refusal
by Elsevier to .) nd give up on the high fees it charges to authors and their academic
institutions, As wérife-Hicse lines, a petition is doing the rounds demanding that Francis doesn't
shut down Ashgate’, a formerly independent humanities publisher that it acquired eatlier in 2015. It is
threatened to go the way of other small publishers that are being rolled over by th growin@jband
concentration in the publishing market. These are just some of the signs that the system is broken. It
devalues us, authors, editors and readers alike. | .P:;;)r)a ites on our labor, it thwart$ our service tojét public,

g 3 6 . - ) o ) 09
it denies us access BV L:Q: AN\ | U,LLC 40 2 &
‘We have the means and methods to make knowledge accessible to everyone, with no economic barpier to

access and at a much lower cost to society. But closed access’s monopoly over academic publishing, its
spectacular profits and its central role in the allocation of academic prestige trump the public interest.

Commercial publishers effectively impede open access, criminalize us, prosecute our heroes and heroines,

and destroy-our libraries, again and again. Be ore Science Hub and Library Genesis there was Library.nu or

/Gigapedia; before Gigapedia there was textz.com; before textz.com there was little; and before there was

littlethere was fiothing: That's what they want: 1o reduce most of us back to nothing. And they have the full
.\/ / support of the courts and law to do exactly that.”

. u/é ¥ In Elsevier's case against Sci-Hub and Library Genesis, the judge said: "simply making copyrighted content
' \ available for free via a foreign website, disserves the public interest™. Alexandra Elbakyan's original plea

e {}f put the stakes much higher: "If Elsevier manages to shut down ! nta the darknet,
LLC{’ - : that will demonstrate an important idec{t ZZat the public does not have the, right to knowl‘edge.
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We demonstrate daily, and on a massive scale, that thé sistem is broken) We share our writing secretly
behind the backs of our publishers, circumvent pgywalls to access articles and publications, digitize and _
upload books to libraries. This is the other side ¢£37% profit margins: our knowledge commons grows in
the fault Tines of a broken system. We are all custodi owledge,-custodians of the same
infrastructures that we depend on for produciifg knowledge, custodians of our fertile but fragile commons.
To be a custodian is, de facto, to download, tb share, to read, to write, to review, to edit, to digitize, to

archive, to maintain librariés, to make them accessible. It is to be of use to, not to make property of, our ‘ .
OMMons, S et e r-EE b= e b A R . .
el U/Hn&li does K e > Do W€ tade W\@Mthm 1%

More than seven years ag@w@;\who spared no risk in standing up for what we here urge you to
stand up for too; wrote: "We need 1o take information, wherever it is stored, make our copies and share
them with-the world, We need to take stuff that's out of copyright and add it to the archive. We need to buy
secret databases and put them on the Web. We need to download scientific jowrnals and upload them to file

_~Sharing networks. We need to fight for Guerilla Open Access. With enough of us, around the world, we'll

VAL

> not just send a strong message opposing the privatization of\knowledge — we'ﬁmc‘zke it a thing of the past.

Will you join us?*? @C@f\ Q"” :

We find ourscives at a decisive moment. This is the time te-recognize that the very existence of our
massive knowledge commons is an act of collect disobedience A\ is the time to emerge from hiding
and put our names behind this act of resistance. Youtmay-feelisotated, but there are many of us. The anger,
desperation and fear of losing our library infrastructures, voiced across the internet, tell us that. This is the
time for us custodians, being dogs, humans or cyborgs, with our names, nicknames and pseudonyms, to
raise our voices.

Share this letter - read it in public - leave it in the printer. Share your writing - digitize a book -
upload your files. Don't let our knowledge be crushed. Care for the libraries - care for the metada
- care for the backup. Water the flowers - clean the volcanoes.

30 November 2015

g uSan Barok, Josephine Berty, Bod6 Baldzs, Sean Dockray, Kenneth Goldsmith, Anthony lles, Lawrence Liang,
ebasfian Liitgert, Pauline van Mourik Broekman, Marcell Mars, spideralex, Tomislav Medak, Dubravka Sekulié,

Femke Snelting...
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In solidarity with Library Genesis and Sci-Hub

stars with the
sole purpose of being able tobuy)more stars. The Little Prince is perplexed. He@wns)only a flower, which
he very day. Three volcanoes, which he(CléanPevery week. "It is of some use to niy volcanoes, and
it is of some use to my flower, tha' he says, "but you are of no use to the stars that you own".
mewn own T
There are many businessmen who knowlblige today. Conmder___ls_e_\agr the largest scholarly publisher,
whose 37% profit margin! stands in sharp contrast to the rising fees, expanding student loan debt and
poverty-level wages for adjunct faculty. Elsevier@ome of the largest databases of academic material,
which are licensed at prices so scandalously high that even Harvard, the richest university of the global
north, has complained that it@€annot afforgthem any longer. Robert Darnton, the past director of Harvard
Library, says "We faculty do the research, write the papers, referee papers by other researchers, serve on
editorial boards, all of it for free ... and then we buy back the results of our labour at outrageous prices."*
For all the work supported by public money benefiting scholarly publishersI i articularly the peer review

In Antoine de Saint Exupéry's tale the Little Prince meets a businessman who

that grounds their legitimacy, journal articles are priced such that they(p pccess to science to many
academics - and all non-academics - across the world, and render it a token of privilege.?

Elsevier has recently filed a copyright infringement suit in New York against Science Hub and Library
Genesi m illions of dollars in damages.? This has come as a big blow, not just to the
administrators of the websites but also to thousands of researchers around the world for whom these sites

are the only viable source of academic materials. The social media, mailing lists and IRC channels have

been filled with their distress messages, desperately seeking articles and publications.

Even as the New York District Court was delivering its injunction, news came of the entire editorial board
of highly-esteemed journal Lingua handmg in their collective resignation, citing as their reason the refusal
by Elsevier to go open access and give up on the high fees it charges to authors and their academic
institutions. As we wtite these lines, a petition is doing the rounds demanding that Taylor & Francis doesn't
shut down Ashgate?, a formerly independent humanities publisher that imlt is
threatened to go the way of other small publishers that are being rolled over by the growing monopoly and
concentration in the publishm just some of the signs that the system is broken. It

devalues us, authors, editors and readers alike. It parasites on E‘u/r labor, it thwarts our service to the public,
it denies US access®. fet
(7

We have the means and methods to make knowledge accessible to everyone, with no economic bartier to
access and at a much lower cost to society. But closed access’s monopoly over academic publishing, its
spectacular profits and its central role in the allocation of academic prestige trump the public interest.
Commercial publishers effectively impede open access, criminalize us, prosecute our heroes and heroines,
and destroy our libraries, again and again. Before Science Hub and Library Genesis there was Library.nu or
Gigapedia; 5‘%\6re Gigapedia there was textz.com; before textz.com there was little; and before there was
httle there was nothmg That's what they want: to reduce most of us back to nothing. And they have the full
support of the courts and law to do exactly that.?

In Elsevier's case against Sci-Hub and Library Genesis, the judge said: "simply making copyrighted content
available for free via a foreign website, disserves the public interest™. Alexandra Elbakyan's original plea
put the stakes much higher: "If Elsevier manages to shut down our projects or force them into the darknet,
that will demonstrate an important idea: that the public does not have the right to knowledge."

povaA i M/IP erahves

We demonstrate daily, and on a massive scale, that the system is broken. We share our writing secretly
gv\md the backs of our publishers, circumvent paywalls to access articles and publi publications, digitize and
upload books to libraries. This is the other side of 37% profit margins: our knowledge commons grows in
the fault lines of a broken system. We are all custodians of knowledge, custodians of the same
infrastructures that we depend on for producing knowledge, custodians of our Tertile but fragile commons.
To be a custodian is, de facto, to download, to share, to read, to write, to review, to edit, to digitize, to
archive, to maintain libraries, to make them accessible. It is to be of use to, not to make property of, our

knowledge commons. Cave fzz,l;w poss CAS iy

More than seven years ago Aaron Swartz, who spared no risk in'standing up for what we here urge you to
stand up for too, wrote: ”We need to take information, wherever it is stored, make our copies and share
them with the world. We heed to take stuff that's out of copyright and add it to the archive. We need to buy
secret databases ana‘ﬁ/t them on the Web, We need to download scientific journals and upload them to file
sharing networks. “Wywed to fight for Guérilla Open Access. With enough of us, around the world, we'll
not just send a strong message opposing the privatization of knowledge — wé/lﬁnake it a thing of tﬁé'ﬁast
Will you join &ts/) 2

We find ourselves at a decisive moment. This is the time to recognize that the very existence of our
masswe ﬁme/dge commons is an act of collective civil disobedience. It is the time to emerge from hiding
and put our names behind this act of resistance. You may feel isolated, but there are many of us. The anger,
desperation and fear of losing our library infrastructures, voiced across the internet, tell us that. This is the
time for us custodians, being dogs, humans or cyborgs, with our names, nicknames and pse pseudonyms, to
raise 0 ‘);,vmces

Share this letter - read it in public - leave it in the printer. Share W digitize a book -
ugload your files. Don't let our knowledge be crushed. Care for the libraries _care for the metadata
- care for the backup. Waten”th’mtafsv clean the volcanoes.

30 November 2015 namq ‘tﬁ own/nj e~

Dusan Barok, Josephine Berry, Bod6 Balazs, Sean Dockray, Kenneth-Goldsmith, Anthony Iles, Lawrence Liang,
__Qbasnan_ngmPaulme van Mourik Broekman, Marcell Mars, spideralex, Tomislav Medak, Dubravka Sekuli¢,

Femk ing...
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In solidarity with Library Genesis and Sci-Hub

In Antoine de Saint Exupéry's tale the Little Prince meets a businessman who accumulates stars with the
sole purpose of being able to buy more stars. The Little Prince is perplexed. He owns enly a flower, which
he waters every day. Three volcanoes, which he cleans every week. "It is of some use to my volcanoes, and

owiag vs  lovking aftes
There are many businessmen who own knowledge today. Consider Elsevier, the largest scholarly publishe
whose 37% profit margin' stands in sharp contrast to the rising fees, expanding student loan debt and
j culty. Elsevier owns some of the largest databases of academic material,
ich are licensed at prices so scandalously high that even Harvard, the richest university of the global
north, has complained that it cannot afford them any longer. Rabert Darnton, the past director of Harvard

it is of some use to my flower, that I own them," he says, "but you are of no use to the stars that you own". \
L,

"_____—&

Library, says "We faculty do the research, write the papers, referee papers by other researchers, serve on
editorial boards, all of it for free ... and then we buy back the results of our labour at outrageous prices.”
For all the work supported by public meney benefiting scholarly publishers, particularly the peer review
that grounds their legitimacy, journal articles are priced such that they prohibit access to science to many
academics - and all non-academics - across the world, and rend%it a W.ﬁ

Who Wy © T .
vier has recently filed a copyright infringement suit in New York against Science Hub and Library
shaiming millions of dollars in damages.* This has come as a big blow, not just to the

administrators of the websites but also to thousands of researchers around the world for whom these sites
arc the only viable source of academic materials. The social media, mailing lists and IRC channels have
been filled with their distress messages, desperately sccking articles and publications.

Even as the New York District Court was delivering its injunction, news came of the entire editorial board
of highly-esteemed journal Lingua handing in their collective resignation, citing as their reason the refusal
by Elsevier to go open access and give up on the high fees it charges to authors and their academic
institutions. As we write these lines, a petition is doing the rounds demanding that Taylor & Francis doesn't
shut down Ashgate?, a formerly independent humanities publisher that it acquired €arlier in 2015. It is
threatened to go the way of other small publishers that are being rolled over by the growing monopoly and
concentration in the publishing market. These are just some of the signs that th em is broken. It
devalues us, authors, editors and readers alike. It parasites on our labor, it thwarts our servic€ to the public,
it denies us access®.

We have the means and methods to make knowledge accessible to everyone, with no economic barrier to
access and at a much lower cost to society. But closed access’s monopoly over academic publishing, its
spectacular profits and its central role in the allocation of academic prestige trump the public interest.
Commercial publishers effectively impede open access, criminalize us, prosecute our heroes and heroines,
and destroy our libraries, again and again. Before Science Hub and Library Genesis there was Library.nu or

Gigapedia; before Gigapedia there was tex{z.com; before textz.com W; and before there was
M was nothing. That's what they want: to reduce most of us back to nothing. And they have the full

support of the courts and law to do exactly that.” how capr epe, e ce4s -
' 2/ S’S’(”/vaO?L\.Z fm/z,z,c 2)
Pyr

In Elsevier's case against Sci-Hub and Ljbrary.-Genesis, the judge said: "simply making copyrighted content
available for free via a foreign website, the public interest™. Alexandra Elbakyan's original plea
put the stakes much higher: "If Elsevier manages to shut down our projects or force them inte the darknet,

that will demonstrate an important idea: that the public does not have the right to knowledge.”

We demonstrate daily, and on a massive scale, that the system is broken. We share our writing secretly
behind the backs of our publishers, circumvent paywalls to access articles and publications, digitize and

upload books to libraries. This is the other side of 37% profit margins: our knowledge commons grows in
the fault lines of a broken system. We arc all custodians of know edgel custodians of the same
S W e A . . .
infrastructures that we depend on for producing knowledge, custodians of our fertile but fragile commons,
To be a custodian is, de facto, to d‘/o\»(qu}qg, to %{‘e, to to \w'/tc;, to review, to edit, to digitize, to

ive, to Wibmries, to Wthem wb/lg. t 1s to be of use m f, our

nowledge commons.

?

More than seven years ago Aaron Swartz, who spared no risk in standing up for what we here urge you to

stand up for too, wrote: "We need to take information, wherever it is stored, make our copies and share

em with The world. We need 1o take stuff that's out of copyright and add it to the archive. We need to buy
secret daiabases and put them on the Web. We need to download scientific journals and upload them to file
sharing networks. We need to fight for Guerilla Qpen Access. With enough of us, around the world, we'll
not just send a strong message opposing the privatfza ion of knowledge — we'll make it a thing of the past.
Will you join us? "™ ) | A €

We find ourselves at a decisive moment. This is the time to recognize that the very existence of our

;mﬂ«_c (A o P

massive knowledge commons is an act of‘collective civil disobedienzé‘J It is the time to emerge from hiding &
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and put our names behind this act of resistance. You may feel isolated, but there are many of us. The anger, vuln (Mb:[ ’ \Jj :

despcration and fear of losing our library infrastructures, voiced across the internet, tell us that, This is the

time for us custodians, being dogs, humans or cyborgs, with our names, nicknames and pseudonyms, to
raise our voices.

Share this letter - read it in public - leave it in the printer. Share your writing - digitize a book -
upload your files. Don't let our knoc\mgelaemare for the libraries - care for the metadata
- care for the backup. Water the flowers - clean the volcanoes.

30 November 2015
Monask Uhoee

Dusan Barok, Josephine Berry, Bod6 Balazs, Sean Dockray, Kenneth Goldsmith, Anthony Iles, Lawrence Liang,
Sebastian Littgert, Pauline van Mourik Broekman, Marcell Mars, spideralex, Tomislav Medak, Dubravka Sekulig,

F?mke Szeltiniu. ;
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suniinain contact: little.princeidcustodians.online

In solidarity with Library Genesis and Sci-Hub
\

In Antoine de Saint Exupéry's tale the Little Prince meets a businessman who accumulates stars with the
sole purpose of being able to buy more stars. The Little Prince is perplexed. He owns only a flower, which
he waters every day. Three volcanoes, which he cleans every week. "It is of some use to my volcanoes, and
it is of some use to my flower, that I own them,” he says, "but you are of no use to the stars that you own’”.

¢ A (\\ There are many businessmen who own knowledge today. Consider Elsevier, the largest scholarly publisher,
& o WL whose 37% profit margin' stands in sﬁarp contrast te-the rising fees, expanding student loan debt and
p & 5 poverty-level wages for adjunct faculty. Elsevie ome of the largest databases of academic material,
gk which are licensed at prices so scandalously high fhat even Harvard, the richest university of the global
. north, has complained that it cannot afford them any longer. Robert Darnton, the past director of Harvard
Library, says "We faculty do the research, write the papers, referee papers by other researchers, serve on
editorial boards, all of it for free ... and then we buy back the results of our labour at outrageous prices.”
For all the work supported by public money benefiting scholarly publishers, particularly the peer review
that grounds their legitimacy, journal articles are priced such that they prohibit access to science to many
academics - an%l]m across the world, and render it a token of privilege.?

\1 % Elsevier has recently filed a copyright infringement suit in New York against Science Hub and Library
@o’-\oo& Genesis claiming millions of dollars in damages.? This has come as a big blow, not just to the
% - administrators of the websites but also to thousands of researchers around the world for whom these sites

g B,CW‘ ‘R\\ are the only viable source of academic materials. The social media, mailing lists and IRC chanrf_{s have L ’L t)
d‘\go‘;‘ o &7 been filled with their distress messages, desperately seeking articles and publications. 14 (s 2 ° B0 n
\
F

W Even as the New York District Court was delivering its injunction, news came of the entire editorial board
of highly-esteemed journal Lingua handing in their collective resignation, citing as their reason the refusal
by Elsevier to go open access and give up on the high fees it charges to authors and their academic
institutions. As we write these lines, a petition is doing the rounds demanding that Taylor & Francis doesn't
shut down Ashgate®, a formerly independent humanities publisher that it acquired earlier in 2015. It is

S authors, editors anld read like. It parasites-on
it denieccessﬁ. we 45 Wf/j , whot

We have the means and methods to make knowledge accessible to everyone, with no economic barrier to \
access and at a much lower cost to society. But closed access’s monopoly over academjc publishing, its w Y
spectacular profits and its central role in the allocation of academic prestige trum /Qublic interest. ZT' s oy
Commercial publishers effectively impede open access, criminalize us})prosecut¢ o es and heroine§, v~ ,@ 7
and destroy our libraries, again and again. Before Science Hub and Cibrary Genests-there wasﬁwﬂ\
Gigapedia; before Gigapedia there was textz.com; before textz.com there was little; and before there was
little there was nothing. That's what they want: to reduce most o ack 20 nothing. And they have the full P
support of the courts and law to do exactly that.” [, ¢ & -{u no n.;} 2 Whs A ey ‘\-J\\‘\’f"w\)

\

In Elsevier's case against Sci-Hub and Library Genesis, the judge said: “simply making copyrighted content
available for free via a foreign website, disserves the public interest™. Alexandra Elbakyan's original plea

put the stakes much higher: "If Elsevier manages ti -it down our projects or force them into the @cne/;}

that will demonstrate an important idea: that th{p ¥l does not have the right to knowledge.” =
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Q\ (%
@o emonstrate daily, and on a massive scale, that the system is broken. We sharriting secretly v ‘
Ki‘- ind the backs of our publishers, circumvent paymccess articles and publications, digitize and d:;}, yf

upload books to libraries. This is the other side of 37% profit margins: ou € commons grows in P
the fault lines of a broken system. We are all custodians of knowledge, custodians of the same  —___—
infrastructures that we depend on for produc%m_MEs_(‘)f our fertile but fragile commons.

To be a custodian is, de facto,todowntead, to share, to read, to write, to review, to ) edit, to digitize, to

archive, tammmggies, to M{c_cgs_sﬁla It is to be of use to, not to make property of, our

knowledge commons. \e b 0%,
\irol ¢
(\1\\6 Y\"ﬂi@rdr

More than seven years ago Aaron Swartz,'Who spared no risk in standing up for what-we here urge you to
stand up for too, wrote: "We need fo take information, wherever it is stored, make@opies and share
them with t We need to take stuff that's out of copyright and add it to the archive. We need to buy
secret databases and put them on the Web. We need to download scientific joupgals and upload them to file
sharing networks. We need to fight for Guerilla Open Access. With enough o]@ around the world, we'll
not just send a strong message opposing the privatization of knowledge — we'll make it a thing of the past.
Will you joi@? ” ol

2 § N P we N et
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We find ourselves at a decisive moment. This is the time to r i (the very existence of our
massive knowledge commons is an act of collective@ﬁlvil disobedieiﬁé’.%t is the time to emerge.from hiding
and Wehind this act of resistance. Yot may feel isolated, but there are many o The anger,
desperation and fear of losing(ouﬂ‘librag infrastructures, voiced across the internet, tell us that. This is the
time for us custodians, beigdogsclumans or cyborgs, with our names, nicknames and pseudonyms, to

raise our voices.
XS

Share this letter - read it in public - leave it in the printer. Share your writing - digitize a book -
upload your files. Don't let{ou kf;l_olvle_Qgg be crushed. Care for the libraries - care for the metadata
- care for the backup. Water the flowers - clean the volcanoes.

36 November 2015

Dusan Barok, Josephine Berry, Bodé Balazs, Sean Dockray, Kenneth Goldsmith, Anthony Iles, Lawrence Liang,
Sebastian Litgert, Pauline van Mourik Broekman, Marcell Mars, spideralex, Tomislav Medak, Dubravka Sekulié,
Femke Snelting...
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