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Topics to explore for institutions / libraries:

1. (re)considering institutional OA/OS policies
(OA mandates, evaluation criteria)

2. negotiating transformative agreements and agreements
with full OA publishers

3. investing in common infrastructure
(e.g. disciplinary repositories, OA publishing platforms)

4. developing institutional OA publication platforms
5. making institutional repositories plan S compliant

6. informing and supporting researchers



For each topic, discuss:

What concrete steps could be taken at your institution ?
Any examples from other institutions / libraries ?

What would be needed to do this at your local institution ?
What can be done at the local level, what collaboratively ?

What would be needed to do this from other stakeholders ?

What would the effects be (also beyond Plan S) ?



Workshop results

The following slides contain the posters the workshop
groups have been working on, shared here with the
participants permission.

We have tried to recreate the posters digitally, which
involved some rearranging and copy-editing for clarity



(re)considering institutional OA/OS policies
(e.g. OA mandates, evaluation criteria)
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negotiating transformative agreements and agreements
with full OA publishers
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investing in common infrastructure
(e.g. disciplinary repositories, OA publishing platforms)
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developing institutional OA publication platforms
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making institutional repositories plan S compliant
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informing and supporting researchers
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