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P R O G R A M

09:00 - 10:00 | Welcome and Introduction
Prof. Marco Emilio Orlandi (Vice-Rector, University of Milano-Bicocca)

Prof. Guido Angelo Cavaletti (Vice-Rector, Research)
Prof.ssa Cristina Palmieri (DISUF Director)

Prof. Edoardo Datteri, Prof. Guido Veronese (DISUF “Open Science” research group)
 

10-00 - 11:00 | What kind of Open Science do we want?
Dr. Arwid Lund (Södertörn University)

 

11:00 - 11:30 | Coffee break
 

11:30 - 12:30 | Copyright for public and democratic science: from the
secondary publication right to the right to open scientific texts

Prof. Roberto Caso (University of Trento)
 

12:30 - 13:30 | Open Science Blues
Prof. Andrea Saltelli (UPF, Barcelona School of Management)

 

13:30 - 14:30 | Lunch
 

14:30 - 15:30 | Open Science as a transformation towards socially engaged
research 

Dr. Ismael Rafols (Leiden University)

 
15:30 - 16:30 | Open science, between human emancipation and bureaucratic

serfdom
Prof.ssa Maria Chiara Pievatolo (University of Pisa)

 

16:30 - 17:00 | Coffee Break
 

17:00 - 18:00 | Discussion and Conclusions
 
 

 
 

 



O P E N  S C I E N C E  B L U E S  
A N D R E A  S A L T E L L I
UPF Barcelona School  of  management ,  Barcelona,  Spain

When i t  comes to  sc ience ’s  cr is is ,  th ings  wi l l  be  worse  before  they can
be better .  The Open Science movement in  a  case in  point .  Phenomena
of  regulatory  capture  see sc ience as  both v ict im and protagonist ,  whi le
the hegemony of  plat forms capital ism as  appl ied to  the sc ient i f ic
product ion process  may lead to  what  has  been def ined a  ‘huber izat ion
of  sc ience ’ .
Open sc ience wi l l  not  prevent  the col lapse of  t rust  in  sc ience ,  whose
integr i ty  –  whatever  we might  mean by this  term –  i s  compromised in  a
context  of  systemic and technological  change.  One has  to  go back
several  centur ies  in  t ime to  f ind an equivalent  subvers ion of  important
and cher ished truths .  
Many have predicted the present  t ransit ion ,  f rom phi losophers  to  the
fathers  of  the ecological  movement .  History  may end up being the best
disc ipl ine to  make sense of  the tumultuous present .

O P E N  S C I E N C E  A S  A  T R A N S F O R M A T I O N

T O W A R D S  S O C I A L L Y  E N G A G E D  R E S E A R C H
I S M A E L  R A F O L S
UNESCO Chair  on Divers i ty  and Inclus ion in  Global  Science ,  Centre  for
Science and Technology Studies  (CWTS) ,  Le iden Univers i ty

In  recent  decades  a  var iety  of  pol icy  in i t iat ives  have emerged under
labels  such as  ‘ responsible  research and innovat ion ’ ,  ‘ inclus ive
innovat ion ’  or  ‘ t ransformative  innovat ion pol ic ies ’  and more recently
‘open sc ience ’  (OS) .  
They a l l  have in  common that  they ask  sc ience to  better  address
societal  problems and chal lenges .  In  the dominant  f raming of  OS in
Europe,  the emphasis  i s  p laced in  how improving access  and
communicat ion pract ices  wi l l  produce better  sc ient i f ic  results .  In
contrast ,  the 2021  UNESCO Recommendation on OS embraces  a  broader
agenda,  shi f t ing f rom narrower  concerns  on open access  towards
stakeholder  part ic ipat ion ,  evaluat ion reform,  divers i ty  of  knowledge
and the socia l  d istr ibut ion of  research benef i ts .  I  wi l l  argue that  i t  i s
this  latter  v is ion towards  socia l ly  engaged research,  the one that  holds
transformative  potent ia l .



O P E N  S C I E N C E ,  B E T W E E N  H U M A N

E M A N C I P A T I O N  A N D  B U R E A U C R A T I C  S E R F D O M
M A R I A  C H I A R A  P I E V A T O L O
Dipart imento di  Scienze Pol i t iche ,  Univers i tà  di  P isa

Open sc ience is  not  a  part icular ly  new idea :  opening up sc ience to
publ ic  scrut iny  is  one of  the features  of  the modern sc ient i f ic
revolut ion.  And even the imbalance between sc ience -  the l iv ing
craftsmanship of  a  community  of  knowledge -  and i ts  supposed
embodiment  in  textual  objects  i s  as  ancient  as  Plato 's  cr i t ique of
writ ing in  the dia logue Phaedrus .  
Although written texts  are  so  contest- f ree  and autonomous and their
scope is  so  broad in  space and t ime that  i t  i s  easy  to  use  them as
proxies  for  knowledge,  such use ,  according to  Plato ,  depends on a
delus ion :  the delus ion that  sc ience can surv ive  and grow without  any
interact ive  teaching and debat ing.  
Despite  Plato 's  cr i t ique ,  the current  ideology of  "publ ish or  per ish"
assumes that  texts  are  so  autonomous and context- f ree  that  they can
be evaluated as  data ,  without  being read and understood,  by
calculat ing their  c i tat ions  (bibl iometr ics) .
Today ,  both the "publ ish or  per ish"  ideology and i ts  most  popular
bibl iometr ic  indicators  (J IF  and H- index)  are  under  discuss ion.  Open
science ,  on the other  hand,  i s  becoming the object  of  an administrat ive
mandate ,  l inked e ither  to  the purpose of  research evaluat ion or  to  i ts
funding.  I f  we understand sc ient i f ic  texts  as  autonomous and context-
f ree ,  such a  mandate can be presented as  a  tool  within  a  management
model  whose purpose is  compatible  with the exploitat ion of  publ ic
research for  the benef i t  of  a  market  otherwise  dominated by pr ivate
intel lectual  property .  But  i f  we understand open sc ience as  belonging
to a  phi losophical  ideal  of  human emancipat ion through the opening of
scholar ly  conversat ion ,  we might  see i t  as  a  way of  t ransforming
scient i f ic  wr it ing into  a  publ ic ,  interact ive  process  involv ing the society
at  large .
In  which of  these two senses  is  open sc ience mandated?  Why does  i t
need to  be mandated?  And,  more radical ly :  can open sc ience be
mandated without  running the r isk  of  becoming just  another  task  to  be
added to  the burden of  dut ies  imposed on researchers  by  a  central ized,
administrat ive  research assessment  system?



W H A T  K I N D  O F  O P E N  S C I E N C E  D O  W E  W A N T ?
A R W I D  L U N D
Södertörn Univers i ty

Openness  and f reedom are  not  the same thing.  A  f reedom to act  i s
something di f ferent  than an openness  for  other  actors ’  act ions .  This  i s
the fate  of  today ’s  open sc ience bui l t  on an unrestr icted openness .  In
an era  character ized by academic capital ism open sc ience means an
openness  especial ly  for  commercial  inf luences  supported by state
author i t ies  and research funds .  
Contrary  to  an unrestr icted openness  g iv ing a  dominant  capital ist  logic
freedom to act  on sc ience ,  the open access ,  open data ,  and open code
of  open sc ience ,  need to  be understood as  a  publ ic  good with other ,
and careful ly  se lected f reedoms to  act .  These f reedoms should
empower  robust  col legia l  modes of  (peer)  producing sc ience and l imit
commercial  actors ’  f reedoms to  act  upon sc ience .

C O P Y R I G H T  F O R  P U B L I C  A N D  D E M O C R A T I C

S C I E N C E :  F R O M  T H E  S E C O N D A R Y  P U B L I C A T I O N

R I G H T  T O  T H E  R I G H T  T O  O P E N  S C I E N T I F I C  T E X T S
R O B E R T O  C A S O
Univers i ty  of  Trento ,  Faculty  of  Law -  I ta l ian Associat ion for  the
promotion of  Open Science -  AISA

The secondary  publ icat ion r ight  is  an essent ia l  tool  to  defend academic
autonomy and f reedom,  which are  increas ingly  at  r i sk .  I t  i s  not  an
exception or  a  user ’s  r ight  but  rather  a  moral  and economic author ’s
r ight  to  open sc ient i f ic  texts ,  which is  phi losophical ly  rooted on the
Kantian v is ion of  copyr ight  (protect ing the integr i ty  of  the discourse
between author  and publ ic) ,  the publ ic  use  of  reason and the Mertonian
norms of  sc ience .  The r ight  to  open sc ient i f ic  texts  i s  a  fundamental
aspect  of  the human r ight  to  (open)  sc ience .


