
 

 

 

 

 

Statement on Plan S guidelines 

Göttingen, February 7, 2019 

 

The German Initiative for Networked Information (DINI) appreciates Plan S’ aim for a scholarly pub-

lishing system that provides full and immediate Open Access for publicly funded research. DINI wel-

comes the opportunity to provide feedback and would like to comment on the compliance require-

ments in view of its member institutions. 

 

The development of modern information and communication technologies causes a change in the 

information infrastructures of higher education institutions and other research institutions. This 

change is a major topic within higher education in Germany, and more than ever requires agree-

ments, cooperation, recommendations, and standards. The Deutsche Initiative für Netzwerkinfor-

mation (DINI, German Initiative for Network Information) supports this development. DINI was 

founded to advance the improvement of the information and communication services and the nec-

essary development of the information infrastructures at the universities as well as on regional and 

national levels. Agreements and the distribution of tasks among the infrastructure institutions and 

facilities can significantly extend the range of information technology and services. This requires the 

joint development of standards and recommendations. 

 

DINI very much welcomes some clarifications in the guidance document compared to the initial  

Plan S. This includes: 

 

Now giving more importance to repositories and notes the value in them:  

 

“cOAlition S recommends that all publications and also other research outputs are deposited in open 

repositories and request that publishers facilitate deposit. Deposit of research outputs in open reposi-

tories is recommended to ensure long-term archiving, research management, and to support maxi-

mum re-use.” 
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While this is a welcome declaration, some of the current requirements for compliant 'green' routes 

(e.g., high-quality metadata, XML tagged to the JATS DTD, etc.) seem likely to severely limit the num-

ber of compliant repository options and increase costs for alternative platforms. We  would  like  to  

stress  the  importance  of  repositories as  complementary  mechanisms  for  advancing  innovation  

in  research communications,  as  outlined  in  the  COAR  Feedback as of December 13, 2018 [1] and  

ensure  that  their  role  is  adequately  reflected in Plan S.     

 

Now addressing a wide range of scholarly outputs, and not just journal articles: 

 

“Plan S applies to all scholarly output that is reviewed according to accepted standards within rele-

vant disciplines and is based on results from research funded fully or partially by cOAlition S mem-

bers.”  

 

Now endorsing a wider range of publishing business models – not just APCs – and innovative publish-

ing initiatives: 

 

“cOAlition S does not favour any specific business model for Open Access publishing or advocate any 

particular route to Open Access given that there should be room for new innovative publishing mod-

els.” 

 

Now setting clear limits to the life of hybrid OA: 

 

“Authors publish Open Access with a CC BY license in a subscription journal that is covered by a trans-

formative agreement that has a clear and time-specified commitment to a full Open Access transi-

tion.” 

 

Addressing concerns about mirror journals: 

 

“The journal must not have a mirror/sister subscription journal with substantial overlap in editorial 

board to avoid business models charging for both access and publication.” 

 

[1] https://www.coar-repositories.org/files/COAR-response-to-implementation-of-Plan-S-1.pdf 

https://www.coar-repositories.org/files/COAR-response-to-implementation-of-Plan-S-1.pdf

