Como publicar con calidad en acceso
abierto. Un visidon mixta de autor-editor

Remedios Melero. Instituto de Agroquimica y Tecnologia de

Alimentos-CSIC
CSIC

Email: rmelero@iata.csic.es

[@oce)



La aventura de publicar.........

l (essnNG THe LINE FROM ALGEMY TO (}fEMI":-TF?T’ l

%fgm EE Lurned 1?& iito 5047 Grood.

(T again, W"'t ¢ adeznf'd description
ot F’ww%‘ﬂ Mt and submil Ff::f f
B, Cece cevie

\




Publish or perish

éPor qué publicamos? (prestigio, promocidn, ego, altruismo, contribuir al
conocimiento...???)

éComo y por qué elegimos una u otra revista? (audiencia, tematica, relevancia, o
impactitis? (calidad? prestigio??)

éComo publicar y no sucumbir en el intento?

Most scientists regarded the new streamlined
peer-review process as ‘quite an improvement.’



Calidad vs prestigio

Segun el diccionario de la RAE

Calidad: Propiedad o conjunto de propiedades inherentes a algo, que permiten
juzgar su valor ...se puede medir a través de estandares o criterios de calidad

Dispone de un espacio infinito

Prestigio: Realce, estimacién, renombre, buen crédito.
2. m. Ascendiente, influencia, autoridad... es un reconocimiento
de la comunidad cientifica o de otras partes

Su espacio es finito
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La calidad es independiente:

* del modelo de acceso a una publicacion

* del modelo de negocio que utilice para su mantenimiento
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Calidad afecta:

* Aspectos formales
* Aspectos éticos

* Politicas editoriales claras (derechos, peer
review...)

* Transparencia en el proceso editorial



Autor valora.....

* Medio reconocido por sus colegas
* Evaluacion rapida y constructiva
Publicacion lo antes posible
Visibilidad del medio

Llegar a la maxima audiencia

El editor:

* Reconocimiento
* Audiencia

10



Pero ..........

| Audio & video | For Aut

Volume 489 m olumn: World View

i Journal home Subscribe
= S\ Predatory publishers are corrupting open K NREEEEl
e | access For authors & RsSfeed
1 Journals that expleit the author-pays model damage scholarly publishing [ ealert Rss [ Facebook [ Twitter
‘-
N and promote unethical behaviour by scientists, argues Jeffrey Beall.

Home About the Author Appeals

Scholarly Open Access

Critical analysis of scholarly open-access publishing

Discaimer Research

LIST OF PUBLISHERS

LIST OF INDIVIDUAL JOURNALS

LIST OF PUBLISHERS

Beall’s List:

Potential, possible, or probable predatory scholarly
open-access publishers

This is a list of questionable, scholarly open-access publishers. We
recommend that scholars read the available reviews, assessments and
descriptions provided here, and then decide for themselves whether
they want to submit articles, serve as editors or on editorial

boards. The criteria for determining predatory publishers are here,

We hope that tenure and promotion committees can also decide for
themselves how importantly or not to rate articles published in these
journals in the context of their own institutional standards andfor
geocultural locus. We emphasize that journal publishers and journals
change in their business and editorial practices over time. This list is
kept up-to-date to the best extent possible but may not reflect
sudden, unreported, or unknown enhancements

RECENT PO

o Does Scholarly Open-Access
Publishing Increase
Author Misconduct?

o Trying to understand
"ACADEMIC JOURNALS

B CONFERENCES"

o Hundreds of Articles Disappear
as Publisher Changes Model
from Open Accass to Toll Access
o Spam from Predatory Open
Access Publishers is Dominating
my Inbaosx

o Beware of Spam Email With
Offers to Promote

Your Research

ARCHIVES
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El caso Bohannon

SCIE"CE The Werld's Leading Journal of Original Scient

Science Home  Currentlssue  previgus |[szues  Science Express  Science Products My Science  About the Journal

Home » Science Magazine » 4 October 2013 = Bohannon, 342 (§154): 60-565 = Data and Documents

: : Science 4 October 2013
Article Views vol. 342 no. 6154 pp. 60-65

DOl 10.1126/science. 342 615460
* Summary

faes Who's Afraid of Peer Review?

* Full Text (FDF)
Between January and June 2013, Science contributing correspondent John Bohannon submitted 304 fake
research papers to open access journals. The papers were designed with such grave scientific flaws that they

* Podcast Interview should have been rejected immediately by editors and peer reviewers.

* Data and Documents

Click for interactive figure.

This map shows which journals accepted or rejected the papers, along with the email correspondences that led
to those outcomes. Using data from email IP addresses and bank invoices, it also compares the countries where 12
publishers claim to be with the location of their editors and bank accounts—information that is frequently



2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

This question is about the possible disadvantages of Open Access.

Please rate your agreement with each of the following statements from 1 — strongly disagree
to 5 —strongly agree:

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%  100%

Open access journals are lower quality than subscription journals (p = 0.374)

2014 [n = 7,875] 27% 34% | 1%
2013 [n = 14,292] |[EGEAN 24% 33% 0% RN
|

Open access journals have lower production standards than subscription journals {p = 0.750)

2014 [n = 7,847 24% 35% | 1%
20130 = 14,327 2% 2% T
|

There are no fundamental benefits to open access publication (p < 0.0005) ‘

2014n=78521 | 7% 10% 39%
2013[n=14,412] |G 10% 25% U 80%
|

m 5- strongly agree 4 3 m?2 W 1 - strongly disagree

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
Taylor &Francis Group {http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rights of the named authors have been asserted.

June 2014

an informa business
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2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

Aspectos de

Vva |OI‘ en Ia When publishing open access, | would find the following kinds of peer review suitable for my research:
peer‘ r‘eVieW 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

A rigorous assessment of the merit and novelty of my article with constructive
comments for its improvement, even if this takes a long time (p < 0.0005)

2014[n =7,378] 34% [ % | 20% [ 7% ]
2013 [n = 12,830] 45% B
]

Accelerated peer review with fewer rounds of revision (in the style of eLife) (p < 0.0005)

014 tm=727 |2 I T TR

Accelerated peer review that reviews the technical soundness of my research
without any judgement on its novelty or interest (in the style of PLoS One) (p < 0.0005)

2018 10=7,205] | %
2013 (0= 12000 | 1% T e am | |

Post-publication peer review after a basic formal check by invited reviewers
that my work is scientifically sound (in the style of F1000 Research) (p < 0.0005)

201410-7,287] | %
- - - |

5 - always m4 m3 m2 m 1-never

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commeons Attribution

Tay!or & Francis Group License (httD:H.crefitlvecomm!ons.org,-“l|.cen5e;u‘byf3..q}, which p_-ermlts unrestrlcted use, drfgl.butlon,

n informa busin and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The mo ights of
aninforma business the named authors have been asserted. June 2014




Servicios valorados cuando
publicas en OA de pago

2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

Please rate the importance (from 1 — not important to 5 — very important) of the services you expect to receive when
you pay to publish your paper as Open Access:

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Rigorous peer review (p < 0.0005)

2014 [n = 6,774] 48% | 33% | 14% 3% |

— —|

2013 [n = 11,757] 53% | 11% || |
Rapid publication of my paper (p = 0.004)

2014 [n = 6,787] 40% 18% _ [a%| |

- ——_'—_—_—l

2013 [n = 11,683] 41% | 17%  |a% |
Rapid peer review (p < 0.0005)
2014 [n = 6,784] 36%
1

2013 [n = 11,755] 41%
Promotion of my paper post-publication (p < 0.0005)
2014 [n =6,773] 34%
2013 [n = 11,698] 28%
Automated deposit of my paper {Author Accepted Version) into a repository of my choice (p < 0.0005)
2014 [n = 6,766] 27% 26%
2013=11653] | 17%
Provision of usage and citation figures at the article level (p < 0.0005)
2014 [n = 6,743] 26%
Detailed guidance on how | can increase the visibility of my paper {p < 0.0005)
2014 [n =6,781] 26%
2013 [n =11,701] 21%

Pre-peer review services such as language polishing, matching my paper

- to a journal, and / or formatting my paper to journal style {p < 0.0005)

2014 [n = 6,789] 26%
S0 2% 1% ___o%
2013 [n = 11,635] 20%

Provision of alt-metrics (such as Altmetric or ImpactStory) (p < 0.0005)

2014 [n = 6,663] 15% 37% 13% 13%

— —|
2013 [n = 11,538] 17%
. _ e = | ]

5 -very important m4 m3 m2 H 1 - not important

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Com s Attribution
License (http:/creativecommons.org/licensesiby/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,
and repreduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rights of
the named authors have been asserted. June 2014

Taylor & Francis Group

an informa business
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San Francisco

D#®RA

Declaration on Research Assessment

http://am.ascb.org/dora

Nuevas formas de medir
el uso y la relevancia de
articulos individualmente

“lo inaccesible no es trazable”

“Do not use journal-based metrics, such as
Journal Impact Factors, as a surrogate measure
of the quality of individual research articles, to
assess an individual scientist's contributions, or
in hiring, promotion, or funding decisions”

Altmetrics business models
@_ usage stats
' non-profit publisher provided by

PI:O publisher

_ coverage of
A|@C for profit all journals

coverage of

ImpactStory. non-profit  So'°°  books, datasets,
provider ot
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Altmetric

About Altmetric and the Altmetric score

— Knowiedge Base

What is Altmetric?

Altmetric is & system that trades the attention that scholarly articles and datasets receive online. |t does this by
pulling in data from three main sources:

m Social media like Twitter, Facebook, Google+, Pinterest and blogs

m Traditicnal media - both mainstream (The Guardian, Mew York Times) and science specific (New
Scientist, Scientific American). Many non-snglish language titles are covered.

m Online reference managers |ike Mendeley and CiteULike

‘We track too many sources to list individually but 8 more detailed breskdown is available hers.

Altmetric cleans up and normalizes the data from these sources then makes it available for analysis. A key
difference between Altmetric and other social media monitoring services is that Altmetric will disambiguate
links to articles: it knows that even though some tweets might link to 8 PubMed abstract, newspapers to the
pukblishers site and blog posts to & dx.doi.ong link they're all talking about the same paper.

What does it provide?

After Altmetric aggregates all of the informaticn (we call each piece of informaticn a post) it can find about &
scholarly article it locks at both the guantity and the guality of attenticn being paid to an article and visualises
it:

The Altsetric score for this article is 362

A baclerium that can grow by using
362 arsenic instead of phosphorus,
Science (New York, N.Y.)

Each colour reprecents a different source
of attention Gmsinstrean naws, Twitter..)

The number inside the coloured circle is the Altmetric score for the article being viewed. This is & guantitative
measure of the quality and quantity of attention that the article has received - you can read more about the
scoring algorithm here.

The colours themselves reflect where the posts mentioning the article came from. For example, red means that
the article has been mentioned by mainstream news gutlets, blue means it has been tweeted about. In the
Altmetric Explorer tool you can hover the mouse cursor over 3 visualization to see the appropriate legend.

Take cur sumsey for a chance 0 win a MacBook Ar

aurticia mestrics Tor: - B =
The complete genome sequence of a Meanderthal from the Altai Mountains
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Altmetric for Scopus

Altmetric for Scopus is a powerful 3rd party web application that runs
within the sidebar of Scopus article and abstract pages. It's a quick and () Altmetric for Scopus
easy way to see all of the social or mainstream media mentions
gathered for a particular paper as well as reader counts on popular
reference managers.

Up to now this article has been mentioned
313 times by 3056 sources.

The Altmetric application is currently installed for all Scopus users by Sources

default {you can choose to disable it if you wish) but will only appear in - . % Erselioolk Lsers
the sidebar when there is data available for the article that you're !

currently viewing. 2 sclence blogs

. 1 Google+ user
. 1 news outlet

. 299 tweeters

You can usually find it underneath the "Related Documents” box on the
right hand side ofthe screen.

\What does Altmetric do?
Altmetric watches social media sites (e.q. Twitter, Facebook, Pinterest, Saved to reference managers
Google+), science blogs, many mainstream media outlets (including the 0 CiteULike . 1 Mendeley

MY Times, The Guardian, non-English language publications like Die
Zeit & Le Monde and special interest publications like Scientific

American, Mew Scientist) and reference managers for mentions of see details | open report in new tab
academic papers.
This app provided by Altmetric. Learn more here.

It cleans un this data enriches it and then allows authors readers and

. Search BMC Biology
BMC Biology
Articles About this journal My BMC Biology
Comment Highly accessed

Open questions: microbes, metabolism and host-pathogen interactions
Malcolm McConville

Comrespondence: Malcolm McConville malcolmm@unimelb.edu.au

BMC Biology 2014, 12:18 doii10.1186/1741-7007-12-18

Article Metrics @

4042

Total accesses

Article metric FAQ

for




elife Research article Biophysics and structural biology

Figures & data Metrics Article & suthor info

Molecular architecture of human polycomb
repressive complex 2

Claudio Ciferri =, Gabriel C Lander, Alessio Maiclica, Franz Herzog, Ruedi Aeberscld,
Eva Nogales =

University of California, United States; Lawrence Berkeley National Labaratory, United States; ETH Zurich,
Switzerland; University of Zurich, Switzerland; Howard Hughes Medical Institute, UC Berkeley, United States

DO hitp:/fdx doi.orgM10.7554/eLife 00005
Published October 30, 2012
Cite as eLife 2012;1:e00005

Total views: 2,108 Show data:

DF
Since publication an 30 Qctober 2012 HighWire 6,498 698 1,812
since publication

last year last 3 monthe last month

Scholarly impact

via ImpactStory

@ Citstions via Scopus
13 citations

B Citations vis HighWire
3 citations




Funders bring the sticks, we add carmrots.
® ImpactStory helps open scientists tell the full

story of their research impact: we reveal
diverse metrics of engagement and reuse for

Opeﬂ CarrOtS for Open SC|ence articles, datasets, software, and more.
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O Five (ategories of Metrics

When we started working with all of the metrics that we could gather from the data exhaust
created when people interacted with research we quickly realized three things:

PLUM

ANALYTICS

1. Mot all metrics are created equal, a download is not the same as a tweet.

2. Synthesizing all of the metric data into a single number dilutes the meaning.

3. Categorizing the metrics into buckets gives you useful information. Plum ﬁﬂﬂl}"[ifﬂ = HEHSUI’iI‘]g Research |I]]|}H[T

For example, we have seen that people "capturing” work to save it for later is often an early Stay up to date on the latest at Plum Analytics
indicator of later citations. Since citation counts lag, this is a great way to find work that other

researchers are finding valuable. But, we don't want to “bury” the fact of those captures inside
some grand number - you would lose this valuable information.

After a lot of experimentation and working with early customers, we categorized metrics into
these useful categories:

Here is a list of examples of what we put into each category:

= Usage - Downloads, views, book holdings

» Captures - Favorites, bookmarks, saves, readers, groups, watchers

= Mentions - blog posts, news stories, Wikipedia articles, comments, reviews
* Social media - Tweets, +1's, likes, shares

= (itations - PubMed, Scopus, patents

http://www.plumanalytics.com/



Example of a Plum Analytics record

E'J PlumX oups Authar I Searchi

Rebecca Crowley

e & B
# Homepage == ==

Researcher from:
University of Pittzburgh *

crwhyr@pit. edu

Ccsv

All(52) Article (50 Case (1) Conference Paper (1}

Impact by Type: All

Chatlans

sacizl eaa ]

&
Year o Title Type Captures Citations Social Media Usage
+ + + +
2013  Automated detection of heuristics and biases among pathelogists in a computer-based system. Article ] 1
2012  Anaphoric reference in clinical reperts:characteristics of an annotated corpus. Article 12 3
2012  Effectiveness of lexico-syntactic pattern matching for entelogy enrichment with clinical documents. Article 9 2
201 Coreference resolution:a review of general methedelogies and applications in the clinical domain. Article 29 19 1
2011 Matural Language Processing metheds and systems for biomedical entelogy learning. Article 61 Fi 1
201 Ranked Levels of Influence medel:zelecting influence technigues to minimize T resistance. Article 15 5 1
201 Anaphoric relations in the clinical narrative:corpus creation. Article 19 31




University of Pittsburgh

crwhyri@pitt.edu

All(52) Article (50)

Case (1)

Conference Paper (1)

Select Metrics

Matural Language Processing
methods and systems for
biomedical ontology learning.

Author{s): Kaihong Liu, Wiliam R Hogan,
Rebecca S Crowley

Captures
E Mendeley - Readers: &1

Secial Media
] Google+ - +1s: 1

Citations
@ Scopus - Cited by: 23
= PubMed - Cited by: &




Tendencias......

2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

Metrics

Please tick the option that best describes what you think will happen over the next ten years.

100% ——
(p < 0.0005)
90% +———
27%
80% - m Impact Factors will still be the
70% primary metrics used to assess the
value of research.
60% +——
50% m Article-level metrics will become
. much more important than Impact
40% A Factors to assess the value of
30% +— research.
20% - B Impact Factors will be used
alongside article-level metrics to
10% +—— assess the value of research.
0% A
2014 2013
[n =6,635] [n =5,588]

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons -7ri|:-ution

. License {http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,
e Tay[or & Francis GFOLIp and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rights of

i [ P YT .




2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

Article-level metrics

How important do you think each of the following types of article metric will become for assessing the value of research
over the next ten years?

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Citations
w R

[n=6,723]
Usage /
download
fi 23% 37% 27% 9% (3%
igures . : . ;
[n =6,669]
Alt-metrics
o, 0,

5-very important m4 m3 m2 B 1-not at all important

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution

. License (http:/creativecommons.org/licenses’by/3.0, which permits unrestricted use, distribution,

e Tay[or &Francis Group and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rig8ts of
the named authors have been asserted. June 2014

an informa business



2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

Open Access publication

Please tick the option that best describes what you think will happen over the next ten years.

100% ——— ( ]
p < 0.0005
90% 1 16%
80% +——— m Most research outputs will be published
0% as Open Access, with no restrictions on
0 re-use and without the need for
60% - permission from the original author, as
long as the original author is credited.
50 +———
B Most research outputs will be published
40% +—— as Open Access, though there will be
20% some restrictions on re-use.
A —
20 +——
10% - [ | Man}.r rese.ar::h out;.::ut.s will still be
published in subscription journals,
0% A . where there is noneed to pay a
2014 2013 publication charge.
[n=6,728] [n =5,800]

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution

License {http:/creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,

e Tf?l[:r &DFFT"ICIS Group and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rights of
aninforma business the named authors have been asserted. June 2014







Australian OA support group

http://aoasg.org.au/downloadable-graphics/

Researchers in
developing countries
cam see your work

Taxpayers get value
for money

Compliant with grant
rules

CCoEY Danny Kngaky & Sarab Beown

Cl

bdore exposure for
your work

tiid

The public can access
your fimdings

Ventajas del OA

Practitioners can
apply yeur findings

Higher citation rates

our research can
Influence policy
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Open Access journal options flowchart

Seek a prestigious journal appropriate for your
content which reaches its intended audience

La eleccion... Is journal
Open
Access

Does jourmal
parmit deposit
of work in a

* * ARG & NHMRG alow authors Do you have
. to usa part of thesr grant to the funds® or
b pery for publication fees. are you eligible

** Many Opan Actass jourmals for a waiver™?

.
Send a copy . *»+ 3 Choose another journal
ortiu v:;:i.:tr - ; T i U appropriate for your
Ao ﬂ':zw; 5. relating to inedectual property. content which reaches
its intended audience

Fantastic!
Your
Published
Article is freely
available from
the time of
publication

> The Acceptled ersion is the author's final peer-rensevwed and comected wersion.
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Amenazas....caso Elsevier

Academia.edu <notifications@academia.edu=
to g.leonard |

‘ Categorise this message as: '/ Personal '® Scocial '/ Promotions '/ Updates '/ Forums

Q Academia.edu

Hi Guy

Unfortunately, we had to remove your paper, Resolving the question of trypanosome
monophyly: a comparative genomics approach using whole genome data sets with low
taxon sampling, due to a take-down notice from Elsevier.

Academia.edu is committed to enabling the transition to a world where there is open access
to academic literature. Elsevier takes a different view, and is currently upping the ante in its
opposition to academics sharing their own papers online.

Over the last year, more than 13,000 professors have signed a petition voicing displeasure
at Elsevier's business practices at www.thecostofknowledge.com. If you have any
comments or thoughts, we would be glad to hear them.

The Academia.edu Team

supporti@academia.edu

Academia.edu, 251 Kearny St., Suite 520, San Francisco, CA, 94108
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Pasting Subsoription article Open acoess article

Accepted Published Accepted Published
Pre-print Pre-print -

I Author Journal o Author Journal
Versiant Manuscript & Article & Versian Manuscript & Articletd

{except when

Posting to a pre-print ( « «
senver”

posting to
arxiv)

Violuntary posting on
open web sites operated
by author or author's
institution for scholarly

PUrpOsES.

v | v |V

Mandated deposit or
deposit in or posting to « « «
subject-oriented or

centralized repositories.

Use or posting for

X X X X

ial gai t Onl
DGE;:E:D': QHII'I.{}I' . :'_-.r Only under Only under
suU .IIJE {.}I'S-EI'U'IEEE- unaer EEEYEI EEEYI‘:I
provided directly by CC BY &

journal.

< % < <
< X R <

v | v | vV |V

Posting raw research data
to a repositong. =

http://www.elsevier.com/journal-authors/author-rights-and-responsibiIities#author;5
posting



The Cost of Knowledge

14639 Researchers Taking a Stand. see dhe fisr

Academics have protested against Elsevier's business practices for
years with little effect. These are some of their objections:

1. They charge exorbitantly high prices for subscriptions to
individual journals.

2. In the light of these high prices, the only realistic option for
many libraries is to agree to buy very large "bundles”, which
will include many journals that those libraries do not actually

want. Elsevier thus makes huge profits by exploiting the fact
that some of their journals are essential.

3. They support measures such as SOPA, PIPA and the Research
Works-Act, that aim to restrict the free exchange of
information.

The key to all these issues is the right of authors to achieve easily-
accessible distribution of their work. If you would like to declare
publicly that you will not support any Elsevier journal unless they
radically change how they operate, then you can do so by filling in
your details on this page.

More information:

« Statement of Purpose
« PolyMath journal publishing reform page

First and Last Name

Affiliation

Email

Sz

Comments

I plan to refrain from:
publishing refereeing editorial work

Add My Name
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Corporate Commentary Resources & Publications

Publishing Matters
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Research & Publishing
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Library & Information
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Communication

Share Links let authors share their new publications for free
The customized link gives 50 days of free access to the author's article on ScienceDirect after
final publication

By Inez van Korlaar, PhD, and Mareille Prevo | Posted on 19 June 2014

Shars s.':*.'yli n E H F

ResaaNchars who publish In academilc Jourrls understand e necessly i cgpose Melr papars 1 Me widest audkente possile, and Say want i be 3tk 1o 6o Wiks ezsiy
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publizhed articles on Sckenoalinact for free for 3 S0-day period. The

(¥ Career Development

(¥ Elsevier

Twreets W Follow
1 Blsavier 19h | &
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polis for an $LEET-
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Fumhars of most jourmats. The Share Links will sventuslly reptace he
curTent slectronle afiprings for Bese Jourmals. The links re ezsker B
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word E00ut el arkcles, genersting eira Senilon 3cTss e
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DUKE UNIVERSITY
_—— —

LIBRARIES

Communications

Duke's source for advice and information abour copyright and publication issues

UK

FOR FACULTY AUTHORS COPYRIGHT N TEACHING FAQS

More than meets the eye

Attacking academic values
KEVIN SMITH, J.D. MARCH 27, 2014 - 15 COMMENTS
INSTITUTIONAL REPOSITORIES, SCHOLARLY PUBLISHING

AUTHORS® RIGHTS,

withont watvers

publishing many articles in the past three years by Duke authors, while the policy was in foree and

https://www.techdirt.com/articles/20
140329/07301426726/shame-
nature-academic-journal-
demanding-researchers-waive-
their-own-open-access-
policy.shtml#comments

SUBSCRIBE

Nimmer on infringement 2.0

OPEN ACCESS AND

A new thing started happening here at Duke this week; we began getting inquiries from some faculty
authors about how to obtain a formal waiver of our faculty open access policy. We have had that
policy in place for over three years, but for the first time a single publisher — the Nature Publishing
Group — is telling all authors at Duke that they must obtain a waiver of the policy before their
accepted articles can be published. It is not clear why WPG suddenly requires these waivers after

L]
o-3
Techdirt

Main

Copyright

by Mike Masnick
Wed, Apr Znd 2014
3:34am

0

Submit a Story

<« EU Commission’s Consultation On Corporate... e

POLICY ON ELECTRONIC
COURSE CONTENT

For help deciding whether course con
in Blackboard or some other digital fi
fair use or requires copyright permiss
consult this poliey document adopted
the Academic Council in February 20

SEARCH THE SCHOLARLY
COMMUNICATIONS BLOG

|
dirt

tudies

Insider Shop  Insight Community

Innovation C Startups

Newrscasters Reenact Final Four Moments Rather... »>

Shame On Nature: Academic Journal Demanding

Researchers Waive Their Own Open Access Policy
from the shameful dept

We've been talking a lot about the power and importance of open access for academic (and
especially government funded) research. Maore and more universities have agreed, with some even
having general open access policies for their academics, requiring them to release research under
open access policies. This makes sense, because one of the key aspects of education and
knowledge is the ability to share it freely and to build on the work of others. Without open access,
this is made much more difficult. So it's immensely troubling to discover that one of the biggest
science publishers out there, Nature Publishing Group, has started telling academics that they

ineed to get a "waiver" from their university's open access policies. The issue was raised by

Duke's Scholarly Communications Officer, Kevin Smith, though it's likely happening at other
universities as well:




Resignations threat over Taylor &
Francis ‘censorship’

5 JUNE 2014 | BY PAUL JUMP

Editorial board of journal could quit after debate on (=

publishing suffers delay 4 E

+ s
(o I
* A
B =

Taylor & Francis apologises after
‘censorship’ debate

19 JUNE 2014 | BY PAUL JUMP

Journal’s editors withdraw threat to resign after et
publisher apologises for obstructing report critical of
industry practices @
!
*
B

Silence! Publication delays and unexplained editing have ‘destroyed trust’ between
the journal editors and Taylor & Francis

A journal’s editorial board has been left on the brink of resignation after
an eight-month standoff with its publisher Taylor & Francis over the
publication of a debate on academic publishing and the profits made by
major firms.

http://www.timeshighereducation.co.uk/news/resignations-threat-over-taylor-and-francis-
censorship/2013752.article

http://www.timeshighereducation.co.uk/news/taylor-and-francis-apologises-after-censorship-
debate/2014017 .article >




Clearinghouse for the Open Research of the United States

ABOUT FAQ SIGN UP NOW FOR PUBLISHERS FOR AGENCIES EVENTS

Board of Directors

David Crotty, Oxford University Press

Scott Delman, ACM

Fred Dylla, American Institute of Physics
Patrick Kelly, John Wiley & Sons

Thane Kerner, Silverchair

Susan King, American Chemical Society (Chair)
Howard Ratner, CHORUS

Joe Serene, American Physical Society (Treasurer)
John Tagler, PSPIAAP (Secretary)

Alicia Wise, Elsevier

Fran Zappulla, IEEE

Advisors
Ed Pentz, CrossRef
David Weinreich, PSP/AAP

How does CHORUS work?
CHORUS leverages publishers’
existing platforms and technologies
to offer an innovative approach to
broadening public access to articles
based on research funded by the
US federal government. In brief, an
author will be required to identify
his/her funding sources when
submitting a paper for publication.
Using CrossRef’s FundRef service

http://chorusaccess.org

Association of

American Publishers

Home About Public Policy Join AAP Events Resources

Why the Association of American Publishers Supports
the Research Works Act

The bipartisan Research Works Act (H.R. 3699), introduced in December 2011 by Rep. Darrell
Issa (R-CA), Chairman of the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, and
Committee member Rep. Carolyn Maloney (D-NY), gives authors and publishers of private-
sector research works a fair, reasonable voice regarding the distribution of those works and
the protection of their copyright in them.

The bill is intended to:

prohibit a federal government agency from mandating the free, unlimited digital
dissemination of a private-sector journal article that reports on research funded in
whole or part by the agency when the private-sector publisher of the article has
made, or arranged with its author to make, value-adding contributions to the
article for publication.

similarly protect the author of such journal articles from being required to grant
the funding agency the right to freely disseminate it as a condition of receiving
funding to conduct such research.

There are numerous myths surrounding the Research Works Act:

"The Research Works Act is part of a concerted effort by publishers to privatize information
and protect profits.”

Publishers exist to expand access to information, not restrict it, and they make substantial
investments supporting and enhancing this mission. Technology advancements derived from
their investments have dramatically improved efficiency, quality and delivery speed of scientific
communication — this has resulted in more public access to more information, through more
channels, than ever before. These capabilities also support more researchers submitting more
articles than in the past. Publishers need to protect their intellectual property rights to continue
investments in such innovations.

"The Research Works Act limits rights of authors.”



http://crossref.org/fundref/
http://chorusaccess.org/

Tendencias.........

2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

Types of research output

Please tick the option that best describes what you think will happen over the next ten years in scholarly
communication, regardless of what you would like to happen.

100% —— —
0
80% -
70% -
60% - m Academic papers as we know
50% them will no longer be the main
° outputs of research
40% A
30%
. m Academic papers will continue to
20% be the main outputs of research
10%
0% -
2014 2013
[n=6,759] [n=5,844]
This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
e Tay!or & Francis GFOUp License (http://creativecommons.orgllicenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,

an informa business

and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rights of a1
the named authors have been asserted. June 2014



2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

If you envisage a future alternative to academic papers, briefly describe this below:

Interactive Research Continued
F rise of Open
multimedia Blogs output will P
change in some Access
resources )
unspecified way
44 o
46 43
. . Publically
socia AC.E:Idemltc. papirs understandable
i will continue to
More online Media research

be important

only papers
= 19 24 27
More applied Free Access _
e Greater use of
Less peer 15 repositories
. - Videos
Shorter review = Presentations 17
Articles 10
s 12
Books
11 Databases
Salf- 2 Lower
publication 9 quality
7 7

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
. License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0}, which permits unrestricted use, distribution,
e Tﬂ)"|0l’ &Francis Group and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rights of42
the named authors have been asserted. June 2014

an informa business



2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

Types of publication outlet

Please tick the option that best describes what you think will happen over the next ten years.

100%

5% 4% (p <0.0005)
| Subject or institutional repositories will
80% - .
become the primary home for research
70% - papers, replacing academic journals.
60% -
? B A new kind of publication outlet
50% - accommodating new types of research
output will become dominant.
40% -
30% - B A significant proportion of research
. papers will be published only in subject
20% 1 or institutional repositories, which will
10% 4 exist alongside academic journals.
m Academic journals will remain as the
0% - :

principal publication outlets,

2014 2013
[n=6,749] [n=5,829]

demarcating quality research.

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution

. License (httpi/creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,

e Tay!or &Francis GFOUp and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rights of
the named authors have been asserted. June 2014

an informa business
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2014 Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey

www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014

If you envisage a new kind of publication outlet developing, briefly describe this below:

Increased Greater use _ Gn_eater_ Increased range
. o diversification of Open Access
range of online of repositories .
. of outlets journals
only journals
16 15 15
20
Faster Blogs Websites More
publication accessible
Interactive f :
formats 8 10 8 ormats
5 6
Multimedia Self. ” —
i L latforms o ore SHInEE
Higher ess peer p publication — linked to
quality review

10 B research repositories

5 5 : 5

This is an Open Access image distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
. License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,
e Taylor &Francis Group and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. The moral rights of

an informa business
the named authers have been asserted. une 2014
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iGracias!

Remedios Melero
Rmelero@iata.csic.es
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