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Smoking Crack Organization

On May 23, 2004 Linus Torvalds wrote:
[RFD] Explicitly documenting patch submission
"Some of you may have heard of this crazy 
company called SCO (aka "Smoking Crack 
Organization") who seem to have a hard time 
believing that open source works better than 
their five engineers do. They've apparently 
made a couple of outlandish claims about 
where our source code comes from, 
including claiming to own code that was 
clearly written by me over a decade ago."

http://marc.info/?l=linux-kernel&m=108529494402563
http://marc.info/?l=linux-kernel&m=108529494402563


Help document provenance of patches

"So, to avoid these kinds of issues ten years 
from now, I'm suggesting that we put in more 
of a process to explicitly document not only 
where a patch comes from (which we do 
actually already document pretty well in the 
changelogs), but the path it came through."



The originator and path

"Why the full path, and not just originator? "
In the chain we trust

● Originator posts patch
● Community provides review
● Originator posts v2 patch
● Community provides review
● Originator posts v60 patch
● Driver maintainer merges
● Driver maintainer send to Subsystem 

maintainer
● Other maintainer sends to... Linus



The Developer Certificate or Origin

Originally posted as RFD, Request For 
Discussion, to the linux-kernel mailing list.
● As any good engineer, Linus put a version 

on it
● Titled, "Developer's Certificate of Origin 

1.0" with three sections, (a), (b), (c).
● We already had documentation for 

submitting patches, so just amend it under:
Documentation/SubmittingPatches

● Now: "Developer's Certificate of Origin 1.1" 
(d) 

http://marc.info/?l=linux-kernel&m=108529494402563
http://marc.info/?l=linux-kernel&m=108529494402563
http://marc.info/?l=linux-kernel&m=108529494402563


Summarizing the DCO

Summary of the DCO by Greg KH on the kernel-
development slides:

(a) I created this change; or
(b) Based this on a previous work with
    a compatible license; or
(c) Provided to me by (a), (b), or (c)
    and not modified
(d) This contribution is public.

https://github.com/gregkh/kernel-development
https://github.com/gregkh/kernel-development
https://github.com/gregkh/kernel-development


The Developer Certificate or Origin (a)

What the Signed-off-by tag means:

        Developer's Certificate of Origin 1.1                                   

                                                                                

        By making a contribution to this project, I certify that:               
                                                                                

        (a) The contribution was created in whole or in part by me and I        

            have the right to submit it under the open source license           

            indicated in the file; or                                           

            



Developer Certificate of Origin (b)

                                                                    

        (b) The contribution is based upon previous work  that, to the best      

            of my knowledge , is covered under an appropriate open source        
            license and I have the right under that license to submit that      

            work with modifications , whether created in whole or in part        

            by me, under the same open source license  (unless I am              

            permitted to submit under a different license), as indicated        
            in the file; or                                                     
               



Developer Certificate or Origin (c)

                                                                 

        (c) The contribution was provided directly to me by some other          
            person  who certified (a), (b) or (c) and I have not modified        
            it.                                                                 

          



Developer Certificate or Origin (d)

United Kingdom Data Protection Act             

                                                  

        (d) I understand and agree that this project and the contribution       

            are public and that a record of the contribution  (including 
all     

            personal information  I submit with it, including my sign-off) 
is    

            maintained indefinitely and may be redistributed consistent 
with    

            this project or the open source license(s) involved.  

http://www.ico.gov.uk/for_organisations/data_protection.aspx


Encourage other tag usage as well



Turns out other projects like it all

● Part of Gerrit code review documentation 
some of Gerrit's users:
○ Android
○ OpenStack
○ LibreOffice
○ QT

● Subsurface Linus' open source scuba divelog 
for Mac, Windows and Linux, refers to the 
above URL for contributions under README

● Take a pick at any project... you'd be 
surprised

http://gerrit.googlecode.com/svn/documentation/2.0/user-signedoffby.html
http://subsurface.hohndel.org/
https://github.com/torvalds/subsurface/blob/master/README#L224
https://github.com/torvalds/subsurface/blob/master/README#L224
https://github.com/torvalds/subsurface/blob/master/README#L224


Proposal to make it standalone

● Proposal to make it standalone
● Alan Cox noted best not to modify the Linux kernel 

DCO
● Fontana notes Diane Peters might have authored it

○ CC-BY-SA-2.5-generic
○ GPLv2
○ Fontana: DCO not copyrightable, Public Domain

● W. Trevor King decided to try to package it as a 
standalone git tree, under github signed-off-by, kept 
all historical changes, took in the full 
Documentation/SubmittingPatches, made it project 
agnostic

● Assumed GPLv2
● Allows workaround for non-GPLv2 projects, even 

proprietary to refer to it under origin/contributing 
branch

https://lkml.org/lkml/2012/11/20/636
https://lkml.org/lkml/2012/11/20/732
https://lkml.org/lkml/2012/11/20/732
https://lkml.org/lkml/2012/11/20/732
https://lists.fedorahosted.org/pipermail/copyleft-next/2013-March/000625.html
https://github.com/wking/signed-off-by/


Why we are here

If we are going to make this a standalone legal 
document and have projects refer to it, how 
do we do it, for the different versions.

● I threw out idea of combining DCO like language for 
copyleft-next to help expand sections 4 and 7

● Linux Foundation should be involved
● Get legal clarity on DCO license
● Evolve DCO through dco-next as copyleft with 

copyleft-next
● Create a public mailing list
● Volunteer DCO maintainer(s)

https://lists.fedorahosted.org/pipermail/copyleft-next/2013-February/000617.html
https://lists.fedorahosted.org/pipermail/copyleft-next/2013-February/000617.html
https://lists.fedorahosted.org/pipermail/copyleft-next/2013-February/000617.html

