








Rackspace announced OpenStack, an 
open source cloud computing operat-
ing system. Rackspace is donating the 
code behind the cloud files and cloud 
servers to the project, which has at-
tracted the attention of some major 
partners, including NASA.
A compute-provisioning engine is 
slated for later this year. It will incorpo-

rate NASA’s Nebula technology and 
Rackspace’s cloud servers. OpenStack 
Compute and OpenStack Object Stor-
age are both available in developer 
preview and will be released in mid-
October and mid-September, respec-
tively. OpenStack will be available 
under the Apache 2.0 license.
Rackspace president Lew Moorman 

said the decision 
to go open 
source was 
made to prevent 
vendor lock-in. 
Rackspace also announced several 
partners involved in OpenStack, includ-
ing Citrix, Autonomic Resources, Intel, 
Dell, and Sonian.

Members of the open source hardware 
community publicly issued a list of 
standards that define a specific piece of 
hardware as open source. There are 11 
tenets to the open source hardware 
definition:
1.  Documentation – The hardware 

must be released with documenta-
tion including design files, and must 
allow modification and distribution 
of the design files. Where documen-
tation is not furnished with the 
physical product, there must be a 
well-publicized means of obtaining 
this documentation for no more 
than a reasonable reproduction 
cost, preferably downloading via 
the Internet without charge. The 
documentation must include design 
files in the preferred form for which 
a hardware developer would mod-
ify the design. Deliberately obfus-
cated design files are not allowed. 
Intermediate forms analogous to 
compiled computer code are not al-
lowed as substitutes.

2.  Necessary Software – If the hard-
ware requires software, embedded 
or otherwise, to operate properly 
and fulfill its essential functions, 
then the documentation require-
ment must also include at least one 
of the following: The necessary soft-
ware, released under an OSI-ap-

proved open source license, or 
other sufficient documentation such 
that it could reasonably be consid-
ered straightforward to write open 
source software that allows the de-
vice to operate properly and fulfill 
its essential functions.

3.  Derived Works – The license must 
allow modifications and derived 
works, and must allow them to be 
distributed under the same terms as 
the license of the original hardware. 
The license must allow for the man-
ufacture, sale, distribution, and use 
of products created from the design 
files or derivatives of the design 
files.

4.  Free Redistribution – The license 
shall not restrict any party from sell-
ing or giving away the project docu-
mentation as a component of an ag-
gregate distribution containing de-
signs from several different 
sources. The license shall not re-
quire a royalty or other fee for such 
sale. The license shall not require 
any royalty or fee related to the sale 
of derived works.

5.  Attribution – The license may re-
quire derived works to provide attri-
bution to the original designer 
when distributing design files, man-
ufactured products, and/ or deriva-
tives thereof. The license may also 
require derived works to carry a dif-
ferent name or version number 
from the original design.

6.  No Discrimination Against Persons 
or Groups – The license must not 
discriminate against any person or 
group of persons.

7.  No Discrimination Against Fields of 

Endeavor – The license must not re-
strict anyone from making use of 
the hardware in a specific field of 
endeavor. For example, it may not 
restrict the hardware from being 
used in a business, or from being 
used in nuclear research.

8.  Distribution of License – The rights 
attached to the hardware must 
apply to all to whom the product or 
documentation is redistributed 
without the need for execution of an 
additional license by those parties.

9.  License Must Not Be Specific to a 
Product – The rights attached to the 
hardware must not depend on the 
hardware being part of a particular 
larger product. If the hardware is ex-
tracted from that product and used 
or distributed within the terms of 
the hardware license, all parties to 
whom the hardware is redistributed 
should have the same rights as 
those that are granted in conjunc-
tion with the original distribution.

10.  License Must Not Restrict Other 
Hardware or Software – The license 
must not place restrictions on other 
hardware or software that may be 
distributed or used with the licensed 
hardware. For example, the license 
must not insist that all other hard-
ware sold at the same time be open 
source, nor that only open source 
software be used in conjunction 
with the hardware.

11.  License Must Be Technology-Neu-
tral – No provision of the license 
may be predicated on any individ-
ual technology or style of interface.

Anyone versed in Creative Commons 
will find this list familiar.
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Nicholas Negroponte, project founder of One 
Laptop Per Child, offered to collaborate with In-
dia’s Ministry of Human Resource Development 
(MHRD) to realize the country’s aspirations for a 
US$ 35 laptop.
OLPC has had a checkered relationship with the 
MHRD, which initially rejected the OLPC initiative 
saying, “It would be impossible to justify an ex-
penditure of this scale on a debatable scheme 
when public funds continue to be in inadequate 
supply for well-established needs listed in differ-
ent policy documents.”
Negroponte’s offer is being viewed by many as 
an attempt at collaboration, something OLPC has 
failed to adopt in the past. Negroponte has said 
that competition would hurt the OLPC initiative, 
but he now seems more willing to embrace com-
petitors.
India’s laptop is currently unnamed. The device 
was developed by students and teachers at The 
Indian Institute of Technology in Kanpur, Mum-
bai, Chennai, and Kharagpur and the Indian Insti-
tute of Science in Bangalore. It features a web 
browser, a multimedia player, PDF reader, WiFi, 
and video-conferencing capabilities.

If you’re looking forward to the next Gnome 
desktop environment, you’ll have to wait until 
March. Members of the Gnome project gathered 
at the GUADEC conference in the Netherlands 
where they announced that Gnome 3 would be 
delayed until March 2011.
This delays the project by a year, as it’s original 
release was schedule for March 2010. The 
Gnome project will now issue another incremen-
tal update in September.
“Gnome is driven by its goals to provide a qual-
ity, free software desktop, and we feel that our 
users and downstream community are better 
served by holding the Gnome 3.0 release until 
March 2011,” the Gnome project said via an offi-
cial statement.
Much progress has been made in the desktop en-
vironment. Users can download early versions of 
the Shell package from Launchpad.

At GUADEC 2010, Neary Consulting revealed the results of its Gnome 
Census, a report that studies who contributes to the Gnome project. 
The study found that some 70 percent of contributors are unpaid, but 
that the majority of paid commits come from paid participants. Sev-
enty percent of contributors work on the project in their spare time, 
while an additional 20 percent of contributors do so on both a paid 
and voluntary basis.
The study also looked at commercial developers’ contributions to 
Gnome. In the information collected, Red Hat had the highest percent-
age of contributions to the project with 16.30 percent. Immediately 
followed by Novell with 10.44 percent. 
The study stated that Red Hat’s ranking isn’t much of a surprise, con-
sidering the company employs 16 of the top 40 Gnome contributors. 
Red Hat has been key in developing middleware modules.
The report also cautions about the compartmental 
nature of Gnome development. According to the re-
port, specific companies have carved out areas of 
Gnome to maintain. From the report: “This com-
pares unfavorably with the Linux kernel, where 
there are several active maintainers for each sub-
system.”
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A new report from NPD sees Blackberry dethroned as 
the most popular commercial mobile operating system 
for the first time since 2007. The NPD Group, which 
researches the commercial wireless market, 
announced the results of its Q2 wireless research, and 
the clear leader was the Android operating system.
According to the research, one in every three com-
mercial smartphones activated in the US last quarter was Android-
powered. The top five Android phones purchased were the Motorola 
Droid, the HTC Droid Incredible, the HTC EVO 4G, the HTC Hero, and 
the HTC Droid Eris.
Research In Motion’s operating system fell to second for the first time 
since Q4 2007. RIM accounted for 28 percent of commercial smart-
phones activated in Q2 2010. iOS accounted for 22 percent.
Verizon Wireless maintained its lead in the carrier market with 33 per-
cent, followed by AT&T with 25 percent. Sprint and T-Mobile held 12 
percent and 11 percent, respectively. NPD’s numbers are based on 
consumers age 18 and older. The research did not factor in enterprise/​
corporate purchases.
Meanwhile, international smartphone trend reporting firm Canalys re-
leased its Q2 2010 report highlighting the growth of Android com-
pared to the previous year and the continued success of Nokia, 
though the competition is closing the gap.
From Q2 2009, Android deployments rose worldwide by a staggering 
886 percent. Canalys VP and Principal Analyst Chris Jones said that 
this spike was largely due to carrier promotions and increased adop-
tion by hardware vendors, such as HTC and Motorola.
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