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Questions & Answers 
 
Licensing 
1. Is a Creative Commons CC BY-ND license acceptable? 

No, this program requires a CC-BY license. 
 
2. What if the base OER material has a SA license? That would require the product to also have a SA 

license...that cuts out a lot of viable OER materials. 
Of the Creative Commons licensing, the CC0, CC-BY, and CC-BY-SA are considered “free” content licenses, 
meaning that items licensed under these are free cultural works (non-software). The other NC and ND 
licenses are more limited and items licensed under these are not considered free cultural works. 
 
The CC-BY-SA (Share-Alike) license does not impose restrictions on the type of use of the material, it only 
requires that materials built upon it be released freely, usually under the same license. The CC-BY-SA 
allows for redistribution and re-use of the licensed material under the condition that the original creator 
is appropriately credited and that subsequent work carries “the same, similar, or a compatible” license. 
 
Thus any “adapted” material must retain its original license, which must be compatible with the new 
license for the adapted material. The adapted material has to keep the most restrictive license that it 
started with. So you couldn’t start with something that has a restrictive license and then move outwards to 
a less restrictive one like a CC-BY license. This is one argument in favor of using the CC-BY license, which is 
the most open of the “BY” licenses. 

 
3. Could OER include copyrighted material with restricted access/distribution rights? 

Under Creative Commons licensing, you have to retain whatever restrictions were originally on the source 
material. Unless you have explicit permission to use those rights and be able to distribute it freely, then the 
answer is probably, "no." You wouldn't be able to include copyrighted material, because you would not 
have the authorization to distribute it as an OER (since the original material was copyrighted). 

 
Courses 
1. Can a Proposer (a school) submit more than one proposal for the same course? 

Each Proposer needs to decide which WR121 class (for example) should be included in its Application. The 
maximum number of proposals within any school’s single Application would be 15 (if the school applied 
for each eligible course). 
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2. Could an institution submit a proposal for just one course within a series? 
The answer is no. The idea is that series typically, in what we found in our analysis of the data from across 
the institutions, tend to use the same textbook throughout. In the RFA, it is a requirement that the OER be 
purposefully created to do just that. Thus, if you want to propose an OER for a series, the OER materials 
need to be used for the entire series. 

 
3. I'm getting questions from my Chemistry faculty about what the Chemistry 101-103 sequence 

maps to. We have Chemistry 201-203 for Chemistry majors and General Chemistry 101-102 for 
non-majors. Any ideas? 
Your proposed course needs to be for an equivalent course or series as those on the list. Therefore, if the 
course number on the list is 101 but your introductory course is 121 or 231, as long as the content is 
essentially the same, then it can be considered an equivalent course. The list contains the “most common” 
names and numbering systems from all 24 institutions, regardless of major, and will not likely match 
courses at every individual college or university. It is your responsibility to evaluate your proposed OER 
and how it equates to the courses on the list. 
 
Please note that the goal is to develop an OER that can be used at any of Oregon’s institutions, including 
colleges that may not have the exact same major as a university. So, we encourage you to defer to the most 
transferable course or series whose content most closely matches the course on the list. 

 
4. What percentage adoption per funded course is acceptable? Must all sections adopt? For 

example, if a BA101 project is funded here, must all sections on all campuses commit to 
adopting OER? 
It will be a responsibility of the institution to decide how they are going to implement the OER. Certainly 
we or the State cannot mandate at any institution where or how often they should implement any kind of 
course materials. In terms of adoption, what we want to see is that if you develop an OER for a BA101 
course and you intend to use that resource in the Fall of 2017, that alone satisfies the requirement for this 
grant program. Should that material also be able to be used at any other campus at that institution, any 
instructor could adopt and use that in their course even though they had nothing to do with the 
development of the OER, and certainly any other institution who participated in the development or just 
learns about it and wants to adopt it, then that is the goal. To spread the use of OER and maximize the 
funding and use of the documents. So no, it's not mandated that it be used at all campuses and in all 
courses. 

 
Designation 
1. Is there a definition for “prominently designate?” I understand we need to “prominently 

designate” if a course has open, free, no or low cost textbooks. Is this only for textbooks? What 
about a course which may use an OER textbook and requires an access code to be purchased for 
another resource? 
Section 4 of HB 2871 states that institutions “shall prominently designate courses whose course materials 
exclusively consist of open or free textbooks or other low-cost or no-cost course materials.”  The bill does 
not actually describe what “prominently” means but the idea is to make it clear to students what the 
actual cost of the materials for that course will be. The bill only dictates that the designation must appear 
with online published course descriptions or otherwise provided at registration, which includes the 
bookstore materials list.  Because the bill includes “materials”, we interpret that to mean the intention is to 
apply to more than just the textbooks. 
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Because of the word “exclusive”, if a course uses other, non-open or free materials, that course would not 
be required to have a designation.  However, if you do use an OER and also a supplemental material that is 
low-cost (however you define that), then that course SHOULD have the designation because all the course 
materials are considered open or free or low-cost. 

 
2. We would like to know what “prominently designate” means. Our bookstore is displaying 

information about open, free, low cost or not cost materials. We would like to know if there is a 
deadline for displaying a symbol or icon, etc. for these materials. What does “published course 
descriptions” really mean? 
HB2871 leaves that open to interpretation. There is no deadline for implementation of the OER 
designation according to the bill, but the designation will be in effect until such time as the bill is repealed 
or revised. Anyone could present an argument for what "prominently display" means, but if you are 
displaying a course with OER material the same as all the other courses (e.g. at the bookstore, in the 
course catalogue, etc.), then you would be in compliance. It sounds like your bookstore is already doing 
this. Published course descriptions means the course catalogue (print or online) or anywhere you would 
publish information about the course & its materials (where costs are shown). 
 
The idea really is to display it such that students are made aware of courses that use OER, so that they 
have a choice. An example would be a biology course that uses OER. Can students tell that this course uses 
OER over any of the other courses which do not? Your institution is free to decide how this is displayed, if 
you use a symbol, logo or some other designator etc... 

 
3. The "requirement" to designate... prominently designating OER courses or low cost courses... is 

this a mandate? or a recommendation? 
It is a mandate of the bill, HB2871 which says [quote]: “Section 4, HB2871, each public university listed in 
ORS352.002 and community college shall prominently display courses whose course materials exclusively 
consist of open or free textbooks or other low-cost or no-cost materials. The course designations required 
by this section must appear in the published course descriptions that are on the Internet or are otherwise 
provided to students at the time of course registration, including the campus bookstore course materials 
list that is provided for the course.”  
 
The word “shall” in the bill makes it a mandate, not a recommendation. 

 
4. In a HECC steering committee meeting a few months ago, we talked about this NOT being a 

"mandate" just a strong recommendation. Can you clarify? 
This is a question of whether this is a mandate or just a recommendation. Section 4 of HB2871 clearly 
indicates that all institutions need to indicate their OER with some kind of prominent designation. The 
word “shall” in the bill makes it a mandate, not a recommendation. 
 
This section of the bill applies to any OER adopted and implemented at one of Oregon’s 24 public 
institutions of higher education. Institutions should already be indicating their OER for classes through a 
designation at registration, bookstores, and in their online resources (catalogues). 

 
5. Is there a different designation recommended for low cost vs. no cost? 

The bill itself does not delineate a difference between "low cost" and "no cost", nor how it should be 
designated. It does not provide any guidance on how to define "low cost". It is going to be an institution's 
responsibility to define low cost. To answer the question of how would you designate a free text book vs a 
low cost text book, again that will be your choice as an institution. You may choose to differentiate the 
two, and use different logos, symbols, or language. However, the bill does not mandate any of this. 

 



 
HECC #16-116/ ORPIN #525-1006-16 Page 4 of 7 OER 

 

6. How are we defining low cost? 
We (the HECC) are not. There is a lot of discussion going on in the OER world about what defines "low 
cost." There is a widespread belief that "low cost" means $40, but that is an arbitrary amount. There is no 
attribution nor justification for how this amount was defined or decided upon. One could argue that $40 is 
cheap for one person and really expensive for another. It is going to be up to your individual institutions to 
define what you are determining as low cost. 

 
7. So we shouldn't be listing those copyrighted materials in our catalogs and schedules? If they are 

free but use copyrighted materials, should we include it with the "low cost" designation? 
The bill mandates that the institutions designate courses that use materials that are low cost or no cost. 
The copyright is not so much the issue in terms of what the bill requires. The bill requires designation of 
open or free or low cost book (or material). So it is not specifically referring to an OER as defined in other 
parts of the bill. For the sake of argument, institutions should designate books (or materials) that are free 
or low cost, regardless of copyright. If it is an OER and can be adopted/adapted in other ways, that is 
certainly additional designation that should accompany that, but from a student perspective what they 
want to know is, "How much does this cost?" 
 
The copyright is important to remember when we are talking about instructors utilizing the resource to 
adapt and adopt for their own purposes (i.e. as an OER). So designating the cost of the book is what is 
important for this section of the bill and making sure that students know which courses exclusively use 
free, low cost or no cost materials. 

 
8. If materials are free but copyrighted, should we not list them with the OER designation in our 

catalogs and schedules? For example, one of our instructor uses a MOOC. 
If these courses fall under the description as outlined in the bill: “whose course materials exclusively 
consist of open or free textbooks or other low-cost or no-cost course materials,” then the answer would be 
“yes.” You would need some designation to identify these courses as having open or free, low-cost or no-
cost materials. 

 
9. Question regarding catalog designation: (for example) we have a few courses where faculty use 

free or fair use materials--such as Theatre. I think we would designate this as OER--is that 
correct? 
If these courses fall under the description as outlined in the bill: “whose course materials exclusively 
consist of open or free textbooks or other low-cost or no-cost course materials,” then the answer would be 
“yes.” You would need some designation to identify these courses as having open or free, low-cost or no-
cost materials. 

 
10. OER means adaptable and free to distribute. We are going to designate $0 as OER, and up to $50 

as low cost. To comply with the guidelines of the Bill, if instructors use free materials that are 
not adaptable, should we have a third designation? Or, maybe change the definition of low cost 
to include free materials that aren’t technically OER? Also, they need to be accessible to qualify 
as OER, correct? If they are free to adapt and distribute and they cost nothing, I imagine we can 
adapt them to make them accessible. 
If the materials are “free” but “not adaptable” (assume this means not modifiable), and the course 
exclusively uses these “free” materials and/or in a combination with other low-cost or no-cost materials, 
then under Section 4 of the bill, this course would require a designation. 
 
OER does mean accessible and contains some type of Creative Commons license 
(www.creativecommons.org). They are only free to adapt and distribute if they have the appropriate CC 
license. For example, copyrighted material is generally not free to adapt/modify and distribute. 
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11. I understand we need to “prominently designate” if a course has open, free, no or low cost 
textbooks. Is this only for textbooks? What about a course which may use an OER textbook and 
requires an access code to be purchased for another resource? Is there a definition for 
“prominently designate”? 
Section 4 of HB 2871 states that institutions “shall prominently designate courses whose course materials 
exclusively consist of open or free textbooks or other low-cost or no-cost course materials.” The bill does 
not actually describe what “prominently” means but the idea is to make it clear to students what the 
actual cost of the materials for that course will be. The bill only dictates that the designation must appear 
with online published course descriptions or otherwise provided at registration, which includes the 
bookstore materials list. Because the bill includes “materials”, we interpret that to mean the intention is to 
apply to more than just the textbooks. 
 
Because of the word “exclusive”, if a course uses other, non-open or free materials, that course would not 
be required to have a designation. However, if you do use an OER and also a supplemental material that is 
low-cost (however you define that), then that course SHOULD have a designation because all the course 
materials are considered open or free or low-cost. 

 
Funding ($) 
1. About payment, will this come before the grant is finished so we can pay faculty as they are 

creating OER courses? 
Payments will be disbursed in full when the grant is awarded. We can't guarantee the implementation 
timeline of the OER, but we hope to see the OER implemented at the school that it is developed or others if 
they collaborate. As collaborations typically cost money, the lump sum will be delivered to the institution 
to help develop the OER, rather than the completion of the OER. 

 
2. Section 2.4 talks about funding for sequences- max of $15,000 for one course and $7,500 for an 

additional course; the example and total given is for a 2-course series; what about series with 3 
or more? Is the $7,500 available for additional courses in a series beyond 2? 
Yes, the $7,500 is available for additional courses in a series beyond the first course. There are a few series 
listed that are a 3 course series, and possibly only one that is a 4 course series that not all institutions have 
as a 4 course series. The funding is allotted so that it is $15,000 as a base for the first course and then it is 
an additional $7,500 for each additional course beyond that. But it will always be 1-3 beyond the initial 
base course. 

 
3. Is the funding cap of $37,500 the maximum a series of courses can receive, or the maximum a 

college can receive? For example, if a college were to propose a single course such as MTH 111 
($15,000), and two series of courses, MTH 251-54 ($37,500) and SOC 204-05 ($22,500), totaling 
a maximum request of $75,000, would the college (should all the proposals score high enough to 
award) be able to receive an award of $75,000, or would the college be limited to $37,500? 
Correct, in this example the institution would be awarded $75,000. Because this is a competitive grant, 
each course/series is evaluated separately and therefore an institution could receive the full award for any 
or all of the courses for which it applies. 

 
4. If there are multiple colleges partnering, does that impact the funding per course limit 

referenced in section 2.4 of the RFA? 
No, the amount of award is per course/series. Any compensation to other institutions for partnering or 
collaborating on developing the OER will be the responsibility of the receiving institution. If these costs are 
anticipated, they should also be included in your budget sheet. 
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5. I have a question about the OER grant. The documentation says that for a two course sequence, 
the grant can be for as much as $22,500 ($15,000 for the first course and $7,500 for the second). 
If a sequence has three or more courses, is the total amount capped at $22,500, or is another 
$7,500 available for each additional course in the sequence? 
Correct, the base for one course is $15,000 then for each additional course beyond that, it is $7,500. 

 
Application Content 
1. Section 3.2.1-3.2.2: Is the page limit- 15 per course/series? Or 15 total? If we propose for 3 

courses is our total limit 45 pages? 
We wanted to make the writing of proposals less cumbersome. A 15-page limit for each course you wish to 
develop appears manageable, and yet provides us with enough information. If you are proposing 3 courses, 
then you would have 45 pages (you'd develop each one individually, so 15 pages for each one). If you are 
proposing an OER for a 3 course series, then you'd have one proposal with a limit of 15 pages. 
 
Regardless of the number of proposals submitted from an institution, we ask that each institution put all 
proposals together into one application packet and send it as one file from your institution. Each proposal 
will be evaluated separately, but for ease of organization, we'd like to receive only one packet of proposals 
from each institution. 

 
2. I just want to register a concern regarding the deadline for this grant application. Considering 

how long it takes to communicate on our campuses, this gives us very little time to work with 
our faculty during a busy term for them to consider not only their own interest but also form 
collaborative relationships to apply for a grant. 
This is a very valid concern. We understand this is a short turn around. Unfortunately, the longer we 
extend the application period the shorter amount of time faculty have to develop the OER by June (2017). 
So we acknowledge that this is a bit of a challenge, however remember we are not expecting these 
relationships be established, that everything be in line and ongoing just for the application period. The 
application should indicate what you intend to do, what you are interested in doing, or the relationships 
that you seek to establish. If you happen to know that there is a faculty member at a sister institution that 
you intend to collaborate with in a variety of ways, you may indicate that in the proposal. That would be 
sufficient for the application. So we don’t want you to stall the application process for fear of not having a 
perfected system already. It’s better to submit the application on time with your intentions, then we’ll have 
time to work out the details once an award is made. 

 
3. The RFA states that “The project should have significant implementation activities by Fall 2016” 

(3.4.1.I). Does this refer to project activities in general rather than implementation of the OER? 
If the meaning is OER implementation, should the date be Fall 2017? 
Correct, it is related to the activities of the OER, not the implementation. The bill doesn’t specifically state 
that the OER needs to be implemented by Fall 2017, but that is our hope. At the very least, what we hope or 
expect is that the OER be completed, not necessarily implemented, as we understand that that takes time. 
So the activities related that should be outlined in your proposed activity sheet, (meetings, identifying your 
OER that you intend to adapt). Those would be considered implementation activities, not the actual 
implementation of the OER itself. 

 
4. Is the proposed activities sheet in addition to information requested in (i.e., responses to) 

3.4.1.B and 3.4.1.B? 
The proposal is limited to 15 pages, with the abstract being limited to no more than one page. You should 
include all the requested elements as indicated in Section 3.4.1 A-L, noting the evaluation criteria, scoring 
rubric, and points awarded for the scored sections as indicators of expected information to be included. 
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5. How do matching funds work? How much matching is required? Is there a minimum amount to 
be matched or does it have to be exact? 
There is no requirement in this grant program to have or use matching funds. The steering committee and 
the bill itself gives priority to proposals that are able to maximize the use of any other available resources. 
Therefore, there is no minimum or maximum. Matching resources could include dollars or staff allowance 
time your institution will commit to assisting you in the development of your OER; it could include any 
other grants you, your department, or the institution would be able to apply to your project; it could even 
include monies from other institutions that they commit to collaborating on your project. Any additional 
resources described as “matching resources” will be scored on a scale from 0-10 based on their amounts, 
purposes, and obligations. 

 
6. Should all items in 3.4.1.K (Budget) be addressed in Attachment D? 

Yes, your budget sheet in Attachment D should list the activities and expenses which you intend to spend 
grant money on as you develop your OER.  It should also include any matching resources. 

 
Resources & Collaboration 
1. Do you have advice about how to find existing OER? Are there well-known repositories? 

Yes, there are definitely well known repositories. Some of them are included in the RFA, we have a couple 
that were posted in the webinar, and certainly the world map would be a good one to take a look at:  
 
OER Repository World Map https://www.zeemaps.com/map?group=562530 

 
2. Is there a way to find out who else is interested in a specific course? 

If you are referring to your same institution, then your department chairs, maybe the deans, or whoever is 
in charge of OER or distributed the RFA at your institution would be a good place to start. In terms of 
other institutions, one of Teresa Wolfe's responsibilities once awards are made is to help institutions with 
their collaborations. You could contact her. 

 
3. Priority is given for collaboration across institutions, correct? Not just within one institution? 

Certainly in the spirit of HB2871, the idea was to have the most impact across Oregon for students that are 
in Oregon. So priority would be given for collaborations across institutions, those nearby you in Oregon, or 
within the State of Oregon. 

 
4. But collaboration must be developed before an Application is submitted... right? 

Ideally yes, but they do not have to be. You should have some sort of a plan outlined for how you are going 
to conduct these collaborations and what they might look like. You could certainly make contacts now, 
start talking with others and see where you might be able to form those collaborations, and then include 
those in your proposal. 

 
5. What if there is an OER... that does not conform to ADA? 

We would expect you to work with your Disability Accessibility Services office to bring an OER that you are 
adapting, adopting and implementing to conform to ADA standards. You would be required to follow your 
institutions policies on ADA standards for course materials. 
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