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Webb's Web
A s p e c t s  o f  p r i v a c y

I use LinkedIn as a  m eans of 
developing and maintaining a  
professional network -  although 
I find the continuing posts about 
who is now  co n n e cted  to 
whom  is really of limited benefit. 
Recently though I’ve  b eco m e  
more co n cern ed  about privacy  
issues with all social networking 
sites. At som e time in the past I 
m ay have given LinkedIn a cce ss  
to my address book on Gmail 
b e cau se  I seem  to get lots of 
suggestions for connections that 
could only have  co m e  from that 
source. W hat hap p en ed  recently  
though took it to a  new  level.

A person from the publishing 
world w hom  I’d never met 
asked to be  co n n ected . I got 
in touch with him to see  who  
he w as, and he satisfied m e  
that w e  had a  vag u e  link so I 
a c c e p te d  the invitation. The next 
day, an unsolicited mail arrived 
in my Gm ail a cco u n t from his 
publishing house. Now, my Gmail 
address is not generally known 
so I’m wondering if this is an 
astonishing co in c id e n ce  or is this 
d ata  leaking from LinkedIn? Or 
are w e  just becom ing a  little too 
paranoid?

I later found out how  he might 
have got and used my Gmail 
address. When I responded to 
him to ask how he knew  m e, the 
m essage w as sent from Gmail.
He then felt free to ad d  this to his 
address book to spam  me. He 
and I are no longer co n n ected .

M o r e  t o  it  t h a n  m e e t s  t h e  e y e

Although I am  no longer 
directly responsible for W C A G
2.0 (www.w3.org/WAI/intro/

M o r e

w cag.php) co m p lian ce  for 
governm ent websites, I still take  
an interest in the subject. So I 
attended a  presentation on a  
co m plian ce  tool that performs 
a  com prehensive m achine- 
based  ch e ck  on w eb  resources 
to see  how  they com ply with 
the guidelines. We w ere all quite 
surprised to see  that around  
95% of our websites would 
fail at present. I’d done som e  
rudimentary checking a  year ago  
and  felt quite confident that our 
sites would be in an a c c e p ta b le  
state by the end of 2012 -  
as required by the National 
Transition Strategy (NTS, www. 
finance.gov.au/publications/ 
w ca g -2-implementation/index. 
html). But now  I know that w e  
c a n ’t m ake it without a  lot of 
work betw een now  and  then.
And I’m assured by the suppliers 
of the checking tool that the 
other states and  territories are  
in a  similar position. Which leads 
m e to ask: should the NTS be re
eva lu ated?

T h e  p r o s  a n d  c o n s  o f  p i r a c y

Lloyd Shepherd wrote an  
article in The G u a rd ian  about 
w hat hap p en ed  w hen he 
found a  book of his about to be  
pirated (tinyurl.com/73vhx3l)
-  and  it started off a  full-scale 
and  generally polite discussion 
on copyright infringement and  
theft. At the end of three days 
of discussion, a  coup le  of things 
w ere clearer to m e: all analogies 
break down sooner or later -  and  
m any of us are quite unwilling to 
adm it that w hat w e  continue to 
do is legally, morally and ethically  
wrong.
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A n o t h e r  s i d e  o f  s o c i a l  m e d i a

In a  story about recruitment 
practices in the a g e  of social 
m edia at tinyurl.com/6sd356l,
a  Sheriff's Office is reported to 
require job applicants to sign into 
social m edia sites so that they 
ca n  be screened . Apparently  
they have  the right to refuse to 
do this, but none have  done so. 
The Sheriff’s Deputy said that this 
speaks well of their applicants. 
Well... no... it do esn ’t really.

W i k i p e d i a :  h o w ' s  i t  g o i n g ?

It used to be that the elites 
derided Wikipedia b ecau se , 
well, it w asn ’t Britannica. Or 
som e other reason. A nyw ay they 
derided it. Now, it’s pretty well in 
the mainstream, and  w e  all use it 
without thinking too m uch about 
the original criticisms. And then 
a  story com es along that makes 
you realise w h at’s happening  
behind it all, and it’s not a  pretty 
sight. Danny Sullivan, a  noted 
expert on search engines, 
wrote about his experiences in 
trying to get something fixed in 
Wikipedia (daggle.com /closed-  
unfriendly-world-wikipedia-2853) 
and  received  the usual blend of 
cheers and  boos from the usual 
suspects. The quote that I liked 
from the com m ents was:

"And that’s w hy Wikipedia 
c a n ’t rep lace  all other 
encyclop ed ias -  b ecau se , 
in fact, it’s still a  hermetic 
en cyclo p ed ia , but without 
experts on subjects it covers."
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