EDITORS NOTE

We present first in this issue to our Readers dsaelts of an inten-
sive discussion that occurred at the meeting ofGbemmittee of Future
Studies “Poland 2000 Plus” on March 25, 2011 exttiitlea of Open Re-
source of Knowledge versus Intellectual Propefitiie opinions of the
proponents of preserving public property of knowkednd the opposite
proponents of privatization of knowledge resourdesating them as
a commodity, thus strengthening intellectual prop&aws, clashed both
in the papers presented and in the contributiotiseaiscussion.

Ryszard Tadeusiewicz in a pafigpen Access as a Factor Boosting
Development of Civilizatiostresses that Open Access is hew method of
scientific results distribution, based on free ascé& newest and most
valuables papers. Thanks to such method of “séiertroadcasting”,
newest and most valuable scientific results becan®lable for every-
body. This new idea, definitely different from prewsly used model con-
sidering very limited papers distribution by expeasjournals or even
hiding of information and building a “wall o patshtpreventing unau-
thorized use, has enthusiastic supporters, bualsasdeclared opponents.
The paper presents some arguments of both sidésn&in goal is to
stress arguments given by supporters. Such argsraemiconnected with
three types of evaluations. First type is an ecaname. Scientific re-
search is very cost-consuming and expensive, sotyefmaist pay for it.
Up-to-day financing of scientific research is based public funds in
most countries around the world. It means thatetht@e society, all tax-
payers are “sponsors” of scientific discoverieskii@ into account
a general rule “who pays for something becomes owhdé” we must
admit that most scientific results are propertytlté society. The only
method for making scientific discoveries availaolehe whole society — is
publishing them on the Open Access basis. Nextdfjpegument is related
to title of the paper. Civilization developmenthased on the permanent
and mutual interactions between scientists. Evemnsfic result can be
accepted and used if and only if it is publishesteéd and evaluated by
other researchers. Open Access is the best mebh@tdeleration of such
process of scientific results exchange and scientbmmunity internal
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communication. Therefore, in the third, ethicaleypf argument, if pro-
gress in science and development of civilizatiom loa assessed as a good
thing, we must also evaluate Open Access as atyoayl

Jan Blesziiski presented a papérccess to Knowledge Resources
and the Intellectual Property Rightisut did not send a paper. We quote
in this issue the theses of his paper, in whicltdrecentrates on specific
issues of intellectual property rights, treatinge tigeneral issue of
strengthening them as obvious and already given.

Marek Niezgodka, Dominika Czerniawska i Karol Les#ski in
their paperOpen Models of Scientific Communications: Imporeaiar
Competitiveness in International Dimensiaddressproblems of open
access in the scientific field. Authors' main g@alto show a growing
popularity of this model across the world as wesllbenefits of its intro-
duction. The phenomena of knowledge privatizatiod aommercializa-
tion of every aspect of scientific activities cauict basic principals of the
nature of knowledge (non-competative, non-rivalooen-transparent).
Neglecting significance of free knowledge circwatiand its importance
in knowledge production process can lead to dirhing the quality of
contemporary and future science in Poland. Pobgnsists actively sup-
porting open access model not only have an oppyttsmimprove quali-
ty of science and higher education, but also jomoaldwide trend rede-
fining knowledge and its role in social life.

Wojciech Cellary in a papétnowledge Resources as an Economic
Good in Knowledge Societpnsiders the problem of knowledge that be-
comes a dominating economic good in the knowledaged economy,
while remaining a humanistic good as well. In cldstire, in a society
where 50% of people will have university educataod thus will like to
sustain due to discovery, deployment and transfeknowledge, the
knowledge has to be a subject of sale and purclhasleis paper it is ar-
gued why from the economical point of view it ist possible to provide
everybody with free of charge knowledge financeoimfrpublic taxes,
advertisement or intermediary. To complete analy$iseats following
from unlimited privatization of knowledge are pretesl too. In conclu-
sions, a need is expressed of development of a rmrnige economical
model for knowledge based economy which consistscarftrolled
knowledge sale.

Wiodzimierz Bojarski in his discussion statem&mowledge Mo-
nopoly and Open Access to Knowledgaintains that the summary cost
of an achieved scientific or invention successlwgags negligible when
compared to the cost of former research, knowleatye experience of
other people created often during many centuriest@ay available for
free, but necessary and used to achieve the specific, suewessThe
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only real and natural possibility to repay thisefrese of knowledge de-
veloped and accumulated earlier by mankind is tbd&y's researchers
and inventors include their new results to the operessible resource of
public knowledge in order that they will be testedl used by others.

Janusz Gajda in his discussion statem&né Idea of Opening
Knowledge Resourcesxpresses the opinion that opening knowledge re-
sources is an idea that is important, actual, amdraversial today, but
actually is not new and was unquestionable in st

Andrzej Wierzbicki in his discussion statem&vihat is Knowledge?
The Conflict about Its Propertgxpresses the opiniothat treating
knowledge as a simple commodity is a gross errosiofplification.
Knowledge is not for selling it on the markeie can sell as commodities
only specific products of knowledgdjut for transferring it freely to our
children and grandchildrem the hope that it will help them to cope with
future catastrophes such as at Fukushima. In ecorsenseknowledge
is thusa common, public insurance resourec®t a commodity, and the
value of this resource is much greater than théaystfor research and
development made by governments of diverse cosnfaled incompara-
ble to the negligible outlays for R&D in Poland)oktover knowledge is
a resource of specific properties: intensively aodmonly used it grows,
not diminishesTherefore, the classicatagedy of commonshe phenom-
enon justifying privatization of common resourcaesclassical economic
theory, is not applicable to knowledgethere is no justification to
knowledge privatization, society is better of isolubedge is a common
property. Unfortunately, as it was also noted bwiamce Lessig in the
book Free Culture,there are important groups (large corporations; law
yers) in which group interests might lay a streegthg of intellectual
property rights, and support for such strengthemmght have diverse
though spurious justifications. For example, trguarent that strengthen-
ing intellectual property rights serves the intesesf individual creators
of knowledge or culture is actually spurious, besgaindividual scientists,
inventors or even artists might be also interegigo@tomoting their status
through open access to their products. Thereforeghe coming era after
informational revolution the main conflict mightwadop asthe conflict
about property of knowledge, of three-sided nattime:public, corporate,
and individual property of knowledge.

The second main theme of this issuePmrspectives of Poland
2050.An introduction to this theme is given by the shoaper of Jerzy
Kleer Poland 2050: An Outline and Conceptualisation aidits (The-
ses).The paper describes the motivation and the maiorvisf the pro-
ject Poland 2050 +the minimisation of civilization distance of Poland
with respect to developed countries of Europeanobinihe paper de-
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scribes also the studies of the project alreadyated by the Committee
“Poland 2000 Plus”, main barriers of civilizatioev@lopment of Poland
identified during the initial studies, a proposeddal of civilization de-
velopment and suggestions for further work.

Teresa Bal-W#niak in the papeimnovativeness in the Role of Uni-
versal Competence in Popularising Civilisation Diepenent proposes
a change in the paradigm of thinking of innovate®sn The very basic
assumption relies on a currently dominating teckntrecc approach to
innovativeness that arises from individualisticathaty. Consequently,
the innovative potential of network economy andinfation society is
not properly used for harmonising technology depeient along with
other walks of human life. The author reckons thgpularisation of in-
novative competences is limited to delays in iofbnhal adjustments to
challenges and threats to globalization, liberéilmaand technocentric
culture of the era of informationism. In order teeccome such threats it
is useful to adopt an integrated approach towandswviativeness which
appreciates the subjective aspect of an individugiin an innovative
process. As a result, the author perceives ingtitsitas the subsystem of
correlated complexes and drive forces or barriersnhovative behav-
iours. Such an approach is posed by a perspedtimeking innovative-
ness a universal competence and its applicatiqgropularising civilisa-
tion development.

To the theme of future civilisation developmentRafland contrib-
utes also, from a more transcendental perspedheepaper of Zbigniew
Krél Discourse of Fundamental Values and Developmeiotdnd and
Polish SocietyThe paper considers the problem of the systemg(tuley)
of values of the Polish society together with sdargy-term trends of its
change. There is a general problem whether valteeslgective and in-
dependent from some historical and economic detemts or from the
given social structure. The problem of objectivityvalues is important
from the point of view of politicians because sosystems of values can
be perceived as an effective, useful and desitablan democratic social
engineering. In connection with the above, the lagy of constitutional
values present in the Polish constitution is disedsand some examples
of the statistics concerning the values empiricattgepted and the basic
legal frames determining every possible changdefcbnstitutional axi-
ology in Poland are considered.

Another section of this issue contaifdaterials Send.Leszek
Kuznicki in the paperPoland 2010 in Confrontation with Its’ Visions
from the Year 199presents an ex post assessment of the Bde&rspec-
tive of the Year 2018dited by the Committee of Future Studies “Poland
2000 Plus” in the first half of 1995. It appearsttlonly some elements
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belonging both to optimistic scenarios (an improeatmof natural envi-
ronment in Poland, admission to European UniontandATO), and to
pessimistic scenarios (relations to Russia growiogse, lack of constitu-
tional reforms, impact of demographic peak comiaglabour market
without chances of employment, lack of systemiomak in agriculture,
an underestimation of the importance of educaticere actually realized.
A general conclusion is théte traditional approach to forecasting based
on pessimistic, optimistic an neutral scenarioglisive, because it forc-
es a concentration on all pessimistic or optimigtic neutral) aspects,
while the real art of forecasting consists of aperoselection of these
aspects which most probably will develop positivahd of those that will
develop negatively.

Kamil Zubelewicz sent an excellent analytical matéResources of
Public Finance Sector in Poland 1990-20at illustrates the unbalanced
character of sources of public finance in Polartte &uthor maintains that
the balance of the public finance sector in Polaasl been systematically
deteriorating in the recent years. A reason fa ikithe wrong structure of
the revenue side of the sector. 90% of the funasecfsom nine sources.
The individual personal levies dominate, especittiy labour levies at
a high level of 58% of the net remuneration. Thgamte income tax, in
turn, is of a relatively minor importance, sincéitharacterised by the low
share in the legal persons’ revenue (0.44%). Aelamgmber of taxpayers
hinders the efficient work of the treasury admiaigon and — in the case of
VAT — does not contribute to an increase in theemere from this tax.
Granting the small own incomes to the local govesnis results in their
dependence on the subsidies from the central sector

Leszek Jerzy Jasski in his papeBrothers’ Bratkowski's Thinking
About Futurepresents a critical review of the boGame for Future 2f
Stefan and Andrzej Bratkowski. This is a new vaersad the book that in
1971 arouse a great interest and discussions. ditee ef the book writes
“We are presenting to the Readers a book thatxplosive” and “chal-
lenging”. It is explosive in the sense that it sldostart discussions and
contention; challenging, because it requires thatreflect on future.”
How is actuallyGame for Future 2 over three hundred pages we find
analyses and assessments of the authors concemamgsocial, econom-
ic and political problems. However, from the perdpe of today’s
knowledge about the world and future studies difcult to say that the
selection of these problems concerns issues decisivthe civilisation
development of contemporary Poland. Even if notnalions of Stefan
and Andrzej Bratkowski we perceive today as conwagcthey are never-
theless interesting and knowing them has an edugatvalue.
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The issue is concluded by neWwsom the Worldconcerning think-
ing about future (the future of social securitye $peed of globalization,
controversies concerning global warming, evolutignpstification of
ethics and value systems, vision of artificial ligence and radical evo-
lution of humans, etc.), as well @hroniclereporting the activities of the
Committee of Future Studies “Poland 2000 Plushia first half of 2011
and information about new publications of the Cotie®i

The Editorial Board
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