OPEN ACCESS,
WHY AND HOW
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http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
https://www.flickr.com/photos/eg65/albums/
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Open Access lessons during Covid-19: No lockdown
research results!

In addition, some publishers only agreed to making this research available on a temporary basis. narrowly focusing on access to Covid-

19 related papers. This is hard to justify, as the fight against the disease requires perspectives from multiple scientific disciplines.
Publishers temporarily releasing articles from paywalls does not represent Open Access. Full, immediate, and permanent Open Access
should not only be required for research papers related to Covid-19, but research on other deadly diseases should also be accessible to
researchers, medical professionals, patients and patient organizations, and citizens. So should research on climate change, education,
inequality, indeed all research. It is no longer acceptable that 757 of the research literature is still behind a paywall. We don't know which

research papers that today remain largely inaccessible could inspire solutions and bright ideas for tomorrow's challenges.

WE DON'T KNOW WHICH RESEARCH PAPERS
THAT TODAY REMAIN INACCESSIBLE

COULD INSPIRE SOLUTIONS FOR TOMORROW
AREE $ TMEEE S



https://www.coalition-s.org/open-access-lessons-during-covid-19-no-lockdown-for-research-results/

Lessons learned from COVID / 1

Publishing research openly is not
just a ‘nice to have’ JISC, 2021

*
4 by Anne Mills on 18 May 2021

@ESaGhs
Now Is the Time for Open

Access Policies—Here’s Why i
SHARING IS CRUCIAL o

March 19, 2020

We find ourselves at a pivotal moment in history—we must cooperate

effectively to respond to an unprecedented global health emergency. The

mantra, “when we share, everyone wins” applies now more than ever.


https://creativecommons.org/2020/03/19/now-is-the-time-for-open-access-policies-heres-why/
https://www.jisc.ac.uk/blog/publishing-research-openly-is-not-just-a-nice-to-have-18-may-2021

Lessons learned from COVID / 2

WE NEED DATA
[FAIR BY DESIGN]
(AN D NOT ONLY Home » Get involved » The Value of RDA for... » The Value of RDA for COVID-19
THE FINAL
SYNTHESIS, |.E SR e AR zics e
7 Lol )13 July 2020 [([@J16426reads KEiFacebook [ Twitter \
THE ARTICLE) @ --}

Under public health emergencies, and particularly the COVID19 RESEARCH DATA ALLIANCE
pandemic, it is fundamental that data is shared in both a timely and
an accurate manner. This coupled with the harmonisation of the

many diverse data infrastructures is, now more than ever,
Imperative to share preliminary data and results early and often. It is
clear that open research data Is a key component to pandemic
preparedness and response.


https://www.rd-alliance.org/value-rda-covid-19-0

Lessons learned from COVID / 3

TRADITIONAL SUBSCRITPION
BASED JOURNALS: FIRST
ARTICLES AT

i THE EARLIEST IN DEC. 2020
R : (9-18 MONTHS AVERAGE PUBLICATION TIME)

RESEARCHES SHOULD BE AVAILABLE
IMMEDIATELY...NOT SEGREGATED
FOR MONTHS WAITING FOR A «PEER
REVIEW» WHICH CAN BE DONE IN A Lesson Of the

MORE EFFECTIVE WAY, OPENLY :
Pandemic: All
Prints Should Be
Preprints

A flourishing of Covid-19 literature dispels
the idea that pre-publication peer review is
essential for academic rigor.

Visual: Wenjin Chen / Getty Images 2020


https://undark.org/2020/10/29/opinion-all-prints-preprints/

Lessons learned from COVID / 4

. wao repositoqj IR}S(ISO publications relating to Covid-19 - 25% <25% FROM TRAD'T'ONAL |_|TE RATU RE
- INCLUDED IN WHO GUIDELINES

* NEW development WHO Living Guidelines available online via the
MAGICapp

* 3 WHO Living guidelines for Covid-19.
Therapeutics 6 versions since November 2020.

Analysis of version 5 March 2021

* 44% of its references as pre-print
* 33% unpublished results shared with WHO
* Therefore < 25% from traditional published literature.......

Robert Terry OSfair 2021 [min. 16.48-46

hetps://app.magicepp org/8/guldelines


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TrZrRcCoQSo

Lessons learned from COVID / 5

NEED TO RETHINK THE ORDER

(AWARDING MEDALS BEFORE
THE RACE HAS RUN)

* Need to rethink publishing

1* Publish
2" Open (meta) peer review
39 Earn impact

* Why have impact factors?! - Like awarding the medals

BEFORE the race has run

* Traditional publishing model is no longer fit for purpose too

slow and no guarantee of quality

* |t feels like we're running electric cars on steam train

tracks

Impact Factoris a
toxic indicator




Lessons learned from COVID / 6

THE CONCEPT OF JOURNAL IS DEAD
NO SUCH THING AS «VERSION OF RECORD», SCIENCE IS DYNAMIC

-,

Implications of pandemic for publications &= @

No such thing as the Version of Record - science is dynamic, changing
and evolving

The concept of the Journal’ is dead = wasteful and biased

Role for post-published aggregations perhaps Papers of the month

Open science must create the interoperable links across all stages and
disciplines. Links between the paper and the data are indivisible

All public science should be open access
Citizens should demand this
Pre-prints encouraged recognized and rewarded
Robert Terry OSfair 2021 [min. 16.48-46] Jodo Batista Neto, CC BY 3.0

bt [frumnn s Ml . A L C—— —



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TrZrRcCoQSo

B.Brembs Sept. 24 2021

[Journals? No thafiks]® REPLACING
(R | A\ CADEMIC JOURNALS
CRISIS EVERY PLAYER IS AT
1) REPRODUCIBILITY DISADVANTAGE IF THEY

2) FUNCTIONALITY MOVE FIRST SO THEY
3) SUSTAINABILITY REMAIN LOCKED IN

These three crises fuel each other in a vicious cycle: the affordability crisis prevents inst-

tutions from combating the functionality crists. The functionality crisis, 1n turn, fuels the replication

crists, for instance by making peer-review more cumbersome and by making research data and

code harder to discover, access and scrutinize. The journals propagating the replication crisis keep

exacerbating the affordability crisis with super-inflationary price increases [12-14]. Thus, all three

scholarly crises are interlocked in an ever-deteriorating vicious cycle, at the heart of which lies a

public good in private hands: the scholarly literature. In this social dilemma, every player is at a dis-

advantage 1f they move (first), so they all remain locked-in: Neither researchers — forced to publish

in journals due to the “publish or perish” reality — nor libraries — serving the reading and publishing

needs of their faculty — are in a position to mitiate reform. The corporate publishers are the only

player profiting from this system. They exploit this lucrative situation by using their massive profits

not only to resist and delay any research- and public-oriented reform, but to fund a reform of their

own and on their own terms. Their ‘reform’ s not aimed at increasing the reliability of science or

decreasing the financial burden on public institutions. Their reform aims to multiply corporate rev-

enue streams and market power even further,



https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5526634

Lessons learned from COVID / 7

Health - Second Opinion

"We're opening everything": Scientists share

coronavirus data in unprecedented way to
contain, treat disease Feb.1 2020

raise questions about the way

science-as-usual is [’l!d((lS(‘d.

Vincent Lariviére is an

information scientist and : . : SCl E NTl ST AR E

professor at the University

of Montreal, who studies the | ; OPENING AND SHARING

way science is disseminated. He

said the move to speed up 4 ; | DUE TO COV'D‘19

publication and share research

IS a tacit admission that
business-as-usual in research

slows down science.

"[They say] we're opening
everything because it's
important that we advance
things fast. Well, the flip side of
this argument is that your

normal behaviour is 1o put

barriers to science." i nature Feb 4, 2020 . Subscribe l
’ .

“This virus is dangerous and
y are's lots of P
deadly, but there’s lots of other EDITORIAL - 04 FEBRUARY 2020

diseases that are dangerous and

deadly, and for which 0pening  climate of open scence supmeste that sencessvsnol oo CAlliNG all cOoronavirus researchers: keep

could save lives. So if you really s. (Amélie Philibert) Sharing

want to go in that direction, just

open everything." As the new coronavirus continues its deadly spread, researchers must ensure that

their work on this outbreak is shared rapidly and openly.


https://www.cbc.ca/news/health/coronavirus-2019-ncov-science-virus-genome-who-research-collaboration-1.5446948?fbclid=IwAR1ZjdoZoR6Mvup5CCgItyjWX4LfiMu-WsQdTGrWDjyHMFBVWm_sbkhx0po
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-020-00307-x

The Results Are In of our Open
Access Survey

9.

November 1, 2021 *  Author: Mary Kennedy

There were three parts to this survey. In the first part, we asked
some general questions on the topic of open access. Here is what

we found: Oct.2021

!
83% of the respondents agree that the scholarly community
4 could perform research more effectively if all scientific

: | * # #|
iy communication were made freely available under an open

| access license. Who's downloading pirated papers?
95% of respondents have had the experience of being unable

83% have downloaded an open access book for their research. & E V E R I O N E

to access a research article they needed due to paywalls.

Half of the respnndents admitted to at least once i"eg a“)‘ X | In rich and poor countries, researchers turn to the Sci-Hub website.
downloading a research paper that they couldn’t access X T .l A
because it was behind a paywall.

Bernard Rentier
@bernardrentier

Also, interestingly about one-fifth of respondents said that the
COVID-19 pandemic changed their view of open access research.
One responder commented particularly that they felt this when the

e

The single fact that providing free
- information on universal Science is illegal tells

95% HIT A PAYWALL - us a lot about how absurd it has become, in

i the Internet era, to rely on the old research

publication model. #FreeOpenAccessNow

8 open access.nl What is open access? In the Netherlands Yoy
2020

Jon Tennant & @°Protohedgehog

Oh wow. Looks like anyone can now create their own @sci_hub mirror
github.com/bsidio/sci-hub You can use this to help accelerate research and society by
providing free access to millions of research articles. But it's probably illegal, so don't
doit.

Alternative ways to access

journal articles
¢ Aleksandra Lazic 2021

A place [Mesto] where [gde] | write [piSem] about [o] scienc

& Traduci il Tweet

08:37 - 10 mag 2018 March 10, 2018



https://blog.scienceopen.com/2021/10/open-access-survey-results/
http://www.sciencemag.org/news/2016/04/whos-downloading-pirated-papers-everyone
http://www.openaccess.nl/en/events/alternative-ways-to-access-journal-articles
https://alelazic.blogspot.com/2021/11/ten-ways-to-find-open-access-articles.html
https://twitter.com/bernardrentier/status/994466497283219456

.. WE ARE PAY

LOCK UP A CONT

YOU AUTHORED

NG COMMERCIAL PUBLISHERS TO
ENT PRODUCED BY PUBLIC MONEY

-OR FREE, YOU REVIEWED FOR FREE

Mapping the open access ecosystem

O El distinction than dissemination. And when it comes to a global |

The purpose 0f publications | emergency, we're still having to

ina pandemlc and beyond

"
so that we might save large swathes of the human
Apr. 22,2020 &

AND THEN WE HAVE TO BEG THEM FOR ACCESS

DURING A CRISIS


https://wonkhe.com/blogs/the-purpose-of-publications-in-a-pandemic-and-beyond/
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A new mandate highlights costs, benefits of maklng ¢ . Bz

all scientific articles free to read

By Jeffrey Brainard | Jan. 1

Profit

Company

automobiles

mining

Industry

LIO < volume < & — “

Jan 1, 2021 | SR : READING IS NOT

FOR FREE
7.6 billion S

TODAY, WE PAY
3800/5000 S PER

[UNDERESTIMATED] AMOUNT OF MONEY ARTICLE IN THE

SPENT IN SUBSCRIPTION IN 2016

SUBSCRIPTION

’;\\\\5\\ SR £
\\\&\ K \.'

4% : WE PAY TO CLOSE \

p : 4~

ELSEVIER NET GAIN

http://wp.me/phdjF-km CC-BY Alex Holcombe


https://twitter.com/ceptional/status/1033113661546487809
http://hdl.handle.net/11858/00-001M-0000-0026-C274-7
https://www.sciencemag.org/news/2021/01/new-mandate-highlights-costs-benefits-making-all-scientific-articles-free-read

[peer review]

Aczel et al. Research Integrity and Peer Review (2021)6:14 NOV 14 2021 ResearCh Integ“ty and

https://doi.org/10.1186/541073-021-00118-2 .
Peer Review

RESEARCH Open Access

A billion-dollar donation: estimating the
cost of researchers’ time spent on peer
review

Balazs Aczel"'®, Barnabas Szaszi'™ and Alex O. Holcombe?

Cul';g(’;gr

Abstract

Background: The amount and value of researchers' peer review work is critical for academia and journal
publishing. However, this labor is under-recognized, its magnitude is unknown, and alternative ways of organizing
peer review labor are rarely considered.

Methods: Using publicly available data, we provide an estimate of researchers’ time and the salary-based
contribution to the journal peer review system.

Results: We found that the total time reviewers globally worked on peer reviews was over 100 million hours in
2020, equivalent to over 15 thousand years. The estimated monetary value of the time US-based reviewers spent
on review For China-based reviewers, the estimate is over 600 million USD, and
for UK-based, close to 400 million USD.

Conclusions: By design, our results are very likely to be under-estimates as they reflect only a portion of the total
number of journals worldwide. The numbers highlight the enormous amount of work and time that researchers
provide to the publication system, and the importance of considering alternative ways of structuring, and paying
for, peer review. We foster this process by discussing some alternative models that aim to boost the benefits of
peer review, thus improving its cost-benefit ratio.

' ¥ o AT


https://link.springer.com/epdf/10.1186/s41073-021-00118-2

e e "Vﬂ
"They take our free labour, package |t;,‘a/pd sellit/ J
back to us for windfall profits. The result is that one

of our core activities - sharing resea‘rch'l-r*is largely
“¥.  governed by the drive to deliver shakefholder value.
~ |t doesn't have to be that way."

Jefferson Pooley, Muhlenberg College LSE

J,

- :
o 7 e
& | For researchers, it's like going to a
4 restaurant, bringing all of your own

1 ingredients, cooking the meal yourself,
= and then being charged $40 for a waiter @
> to bring it out on a plate for you.

You are the provider, the product, and the consumer.

J. Tennant, 2018

]

o

|

WHY SHOULD YOU PAY TO READ THEM ?

»w.'\'.f.pIOSAorg

YOU WRITE THE PAPERS,
YOU REVIEW THE PAPERS...


http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/impactofsocialsciences/2017/08/15/scholarly-communications-shouldnt-just-be-open-but-non-profit-too/
https://figshare.com/articles/Open_Science_is_just_good_science/7097738

[reminder #1]

. ‘ PUBLISHING SHOULD SERVE
L - IvoGngorov - - SClENCE, BUT IT DOESN'T.
. @ @OAforClimate SCIENCE SEEMS TO SERVE
PUBLISHERS

In risposta a

Challenges for #0OpenScience: “Publishing should
serve Science, but it doesnt’t! Science seems to serve
publishers”, Kostas Glinos @KGlinos @EU Commission

#HKRECon2021

1:32 PM - 11 nov 2021 - Twitter for iPhone Nov. 11, 2021

e e R RRRRRRRRRRRRERRDDDII=S


https://twitter.com/OAforClimate/status/1458774649584640003?s=20

A dﬁ&\

Executive Summary FROM CONTENT |
PROVISION TO DATA | LANDSCAPE

2 mins read 2020
2020 ANALYTICS 2l L

The Changing Academic
Publishing Industry —
- L - : : Sk X X Implications for Academic
Academic publishing is undergoing a major transition. Some of its Institutions

leaders are moving from a content-provision to a data analytics

business. This shift is still in its early days. There are actions and
strategies that institutions can consider adopting to limit the potential

harms, and leverage potential benefits. g
awenn OE
oven [

: labQuru | Gverleaf ‘
' '3‘ Q Loty % ‘J () K»
<~ | BIORAFT . . et
Holtzbrinck > - N 5
Sept. 24, 2021 SpringerNature o o (Yinanats ¥

Replacing academic journals

COVERING EVERY STEP [l SR, S

2 1T - |
OF THE RESEARCH
CYCLE oiscovery S N iritng. [Rpubication P§ outreach [

_Tmora.Francls - f) > @ > > N 1000



https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5526634
https://infrastructure.sparcopen.org/landscape-analysis

[reminder #2]

THEY ARE BIG BROTHER
B AND YOU ARE PAYING
Q Peter Murray-Rust THEM TO DO [T

petermurrayrust

In risposta a @b

If you make a deal with #elsevier then they will know
everything about what you do and who does it 24/7 .

They are big brother and you are paying them to do it

2:10 PM - 14 nov 2021 - Twitter for Android Nov.14, 2021


https://twitter.com/petermurrayrust/status/1459871381022294016?s=20

Public interactions with Elsevier's management during the first part of 2021 suggest that
Elsevier itself continues to publicly downplay the conflicts of interest among its portfolio

of activities. More broadly, little attention seems to be given to the conflicts that arise Rkt

when Elsevier collects data from researchers and then sells research assessments to
academic institutions, funding bodies, and governments. SPARC update 2021 [SRXOR

UPDATE

[
and

| For example, in September 2020, Brad Allen, chief architect at Elsevier, held a webinar
B organized by the Harvard Data Science Initiative. During the Q&A, which was open to
the public, questions were asked about the ethics of artificial intelligence (Al) and about

B possible conflicts of interest that the use of Al could present.? Though the answers
indicated that Elsevier is aware of the ethical issues affecting data science, the present-

.
-'.

W ers offered no concrete steps the company has taken to address them, and this void has [ \‘* '
L not stopped them from selling their products. When asked about conflict of interest w
serving both researchers, funders, and governments, Mr. Allen allowed that his answe

e CONFLICT OF
INTERESTS

e ETHICAL
ASPECTS
COMPLETELY
OVER ‘

had not been on point and admitted he had not thought much about it.

Conflicts of interest are not limited to both publishing research and assessing it or to

collecting individual researchers’ data through productivity tools and selling those dat;

§ to universities, funding bodies, and governments. Leslie Chan and George Chen have
recently written extensively on the conflict of interest inherent in publishing research

B and contributing to university rankings.® Conversations with senior administrators of T

academic institutions often reveal the frustration engendered by university rankings, yet B =

> -~ n ) , -~



https://sparcopen.org/news/2021/sparc-releases-2021-update-to-landscape-analysis-roadmap-for-action/

; -
" > . -

- - ) = .-' 4 9
- Mawket,dnd jnterBsts (g -
- L ¢

-
» e -

-
" SPARC

. 4 '*
s .8 5~ 202
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SPARC Landscape Analysis
| and Roadmap for Action
>
’

s - o 4 ' Wl <oaRcC update 2021
The fact that Elsevier (and, potentially, other companies) would pursue interests that
put them at odds with the interests of the academic community and tolerate internal

conflicts of interest should not come as a surprise. The business of publishers is to make
money; the “business” of academic institutions is to advance knowledge, not to enable
publishers to achieve their commercial goals. Unfortunately, the responsibility for high-
lighting and resolving conflicts of interest falls squarely onto the academic community. .

THE BUSINESS OF PUBLISHERS IS TO MAKE MONEY, N
THE BUSINESS OF ACADEMIA IS TO ADVANCE (AND SHARE) KNOWLEDGE

- . - . ) ‘,: 3
‘ ‘ ‘|' i % ‘/ 7 ‘ > o \ f ) e .
4 | - ad & yF - - e ~ 255



https://sparcopen.org/news/2021/sparc-releases-2021-update-to-landscape-analysis-roadmap-for-action/

https://retractionwatch.com/

Retraction

aIo)UIS e aMR"V/clg] The Retraction Wa Watch

Tracking retractions as a

No academic post for fraudster Leaderboard window into the scientific

Diederik Stapel, after all process

Recently, we reported that social psychologist .
and renowned data faker Diederik Stapel had

found himself a new gig supporting research at

a vocational university in the Netherlands —

but it appears that was short-lived.

Who has the most retractions? Here’s our unofficial list (see notes on

methodology), which we’ll update as more information comes to
light:

According to multiple news reports, NHTV
Breda will not be employing Stapel, after all. Diederik 5t

Does scientific misconduct
Here’s our Google translate of a portion from cause patient harm? The case
De Telegraaf: Continue reading > Of ]Oachim Boldt

1. Yoshitaka Fujii (total retractions: 183) See also: Final report of inves-

tigating committee, our reporting, additional coverage

2. Joachim Boldt (136) See also: Editors-in-chief statement, our coverage

DlRECT CORRELAT'ON 3. Yoshihiro Sato (102) See also: our coverage

4. Jun Iwamoto (78) See also: our coverage

# R ET RACTl O N S/| M PACT FACTO R 5. Ali Nazari (62) See also: = Fetors s unctnf ol pbcston

—e=Papars published per year [x1,000)

6. Diederik Stapel (58) See || .o cstsstertomstteona

7. Yuhji Saitoh (53) See als
8. Adrian Maxim (48) See ¢

—s-Papars ratractad for arror (x0.10)

1975-2010

§

Science cosems -

o Sonal

$

Cell  giience

Impact Factor

® v
@ Other miscenduct

Possible misconguct Miscelanoous

" ) Exp Med
EMBOJ

k] PNAS. = J Immunol
1Al

L) v

1 2

g Casadeall 2011 Retraction Index RETRACTlONS FOR FRAUD

ROYAL SOCIETY i
OPEN SCIENCE The natural selection 43 %:
of bad science

P.Smaldino, 2016

w -

A All retractions: 419 All retractions: 946
Frau 29 Frava 411

J.Brainard, Rethinking retractlons SC|ence 2018

rsos.royalsocietypublishing.org



http://iai.asm.org/content/79/10/3855.full
https://royalsocietypublishing.org/doi/pdf/10.1098/rsos.160384
https://retractionwatch.com/2013/02/19/does-scientific-misconduct-cause-patient-harm-the-case-of-joachim-boldt/#more-12494
https://retractionwatch.com/
https://science.sciencemag.org/content/362/6413/

. why? As evalua jon became an
«obsessmn»

]
o ——-

GAMING
METRIGS
ROYAL
SOCIETY ot O A U e e B|a|oI|201
e EVALUATION BECAME AN OBSESSION Mo -

scholarly scientific
communication  » «not only are we failing to provide the right incentives, we are

oo ‘ providing perverse ones»
* Goodhart’s law: «when a measure becomes a target, it ceases to
be a good measure»
* «people game the system at every level»



https://goo.gl/p6VzaS
https://goo.gl/p6VzaS
https://mitpress.mit.edu/books/gaming-metrics

... evaluation is the key

£

EVALUATION
- AFFECTS THE BEHAVIOUR
- PROMOTES COMPETITION OVER COLLABORATION
- MAINTAINS HIGH JOURNALS PRICES BASED ON PRESTIGE
- FAILS TO RECOGNIZE RESEARCH OUTPUTS LIKE DATA, CODE, BLOGS...

AR

|nternationa| metrics designed to assess the ikrﬁbortance and impact of research as

Science Counc“ an aid to evaluation, with publication outputs in traditional scientific
journals being the major focus. These metrics in turn affect the
behaviour of researchers, such as their choice of journals, as they seek
to maximize their performance as measured by the metrics used. They
can contribute to the maintenance of high journal prices, promote
intense competition rather than openness and sharing, and fail to

recognize research contributions such as the production of datasets,

software, code, blogs, wikis and forums. ICSU 2014



https://council.science/publications/open-access-to-scientific-data-and-literature-and-the-assessment-of-research-by-metrics/
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Open Science Depends on Open Minds

Neelie Kroes

Qelos https://doi.org/10.32388/83896

Open Access Lic. Info Cite

Open Science

‘Open Science’ stands for the transition to a new, more ¢ open and | partlclpa’t‘afwva; of

conducting, publishing and evaluating scholarly research. Central to this concept is the goal

of increasing cooperation and transparency in all research stages. This is achieved, among

other ways, by sharing research data, publications, tools and results as early and open as

'possible.

Open Science leads to more robust scientific results, to more efficient research and (faster) JRas =
access to scientific results for everyone. This results in turn in greater societal and

economic impact.

y


https://doi.org/10.32388/838962
https://www.accelerateopenscience.nl/what-is-open-science/

s . Sl T i e R
FOCUS ON THE ENTIRE PROCESS
NOT ONLY ON THE FINAL

OUTPUT (ARTICLE)

g gt o

OPEN
SCIENCE#OPEN
ACCESS

Open
Hardware

Open
Educational
Resources

OPEN
SCIENCE

Open
tion

Lutz Maller

g’ @moeller! M

A Milestone! While formal adoption will take place next
week, #unescoGC [l has had its final discussion and
endorsement on the landmark @UNESCO
#0OpenScience Recommendation. Unanimously! More
than 50 governments voiced unconditional strong

: vsgppqr'g. Great Day!
® UNESCO @
; RECOMMENDATION

.’ = : Open

Open
Notebook
Crowd-

ovation Funding

Components of Open Sclence

UNESCO

- e — e BRI


https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/open_science_brochure_en.pdf
https://twitter.com/moellerl/status/1460273364770168835?s=20
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" NOTONLY PAPERS. S — -
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put science back at
the heart of society
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Open Access

Berlin Declaration

1. The author(s) and right holder(s) of such contributions grant(s) to all users a free,
irrevocable, worldwide, right of access to, and a license to copy, use, distribute, transmit and
display the work publicly and to make and distribute derivative works, in any digital medium
for any responsible purpose, subject to proper attribution of authorship (community
standards, will continue to provide the mechanism for enforcement of proper attribution and
responsible use of the published work, as they do now), as well as the right to make small
numbers of printed copies for their personal use.
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Houston, we have a problem

10 Myths around Open Scholarly Publishing
March 11, 2019

/

N

_Myth 1

Preprints will get your
research ‘scooped’

Preprints typically provide a
time-stamp and a DOI, therefore
establishing pri of discovery

Myth 2
N JIF and journal branding are
| measures of quality for researchers

The JIF is a flawed metrics that was
never meant to be used for evaluation
of research and researchers

Myth 3

Approval by peer review proves

The current peer review system is
prone to a number of flaws including
corruption, human bias and
ghostwriting

Myth 4
Without journal peer review, the
‘ quality of science suffers

Researchers are more than
responsible and competent enough to
ensure their own quality control as
part of intrinsic scientific integrity

Myth 5

Open Access has created
predatory publishers

Predatory journals have been around
for a long time before the recent push
towards Open Access publishing

OPEN ACCESS
, - JOURNALS ONLY

!~ ALWAYS PAYING FOR PUBLISHING
~ ALWAYS PREDATORY PUBLISHERS

Myth 6

Copyright transfer is required to
publish and protect authors

Copyright transfer procedures do not
protect authors nor contribute to the
advancement of scientific progress

pév;Acces is synonymous

with the APC business model

Most DOAJ-indexed journals do not
have APCs and are funded from
other sources, such as research

institutes and grants

: Myth 8
Embargo periods on ‘green’ OA are

|__ needed to sustain publishers

Traditional journals can peacefully
coexist with zero-embargo
self-archiving policies on author
manuscripts

Myth 9
Web of Science and Scopus are
global databases of knowledge

Neither represent the sum of current

global research knowledge including

Africa, Latin America and Southeast
Asia

Myth 10

Publishers add no value to the
|__scholarly communication process

Publishers are responsible for quite
some key functions, from peer-review
management to production and
archiving of final version articles

PERCEPTION ,

Myth7

NOT PEER-REVIEWED

Ten myths around open scholarly
publishing
sir e B
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82% COMMERCIAL PUBLISHERS ALLOW (Elsevier,

Wiley, Springer...), CHECK ON SHERPA ROMEO:

JISC|  Digital Resources - Open Access

% .

o Sherpa Romeo CEXSEIEES

Statistics

¥ B rublisher Policy

J A ermitte e %  OUR FAULT. CLAUSES ARE IMPOSED
- e b, BY PUBLISHERS (TO WHOM YOU
{  Pussnedterson £ 8 Euwe Dow @m \ TRANSFERRED YOUR RIGHTS)
! .CLAUSES:
g AcowiedVarshon 2 F - RARELY «VERSION OF RECORD»,
MORE OFTEN «AUTHORS’ ACCEPTED

Accepted Version B izm| = MANUSCRIPT»
y [ B8 rtiutors! Repostory under Designated Locator - POSSIBLE EMBARGO

e c o - [=THE PAPER IS DEPOSITED BUT IT REMAINS IN

£ Preoert Repostory, Authors Homesage _CLOSED ACCESS FOR «X» MONTHS

= P> L

BEWARE: PUBLISHERS HAVE THEIR
SAY ONLY IF YOU TRANFERRED ALL

YOUR RIGHTS
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PREPRINT/SUBMITTED VERSION:
THE FILE YOU SUMBIT TO THE JOURNAL,

~ IT DOES NOT CONTAIN YET REVIEWERS’ COMMENTS

| IAUTHOR'S ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT
- FINAL REVISED VERSION, WITH REVIEWERS” COMMENTS BUT
WITHOUT THE PUBLISHER LAYOUT

VERSIONOF RECoRDE

PUBLISHED VERSION,
WITH THE PUBLISHER LAYOUT

- EMBARGOES START ON THE DAY OF ONLINE PUBLICATION («AHEAD OF PRINT»)

- EMBARGOES APPLY TO THE ALLOWED VERSION
(I.E. 12 MONTHS ON THE POSTPRINT MEANS THAT AFTER 12 MONTHS THE
POSTPRINT BECOMES VISIBLE, THAT AFTER 12 MONTHS YOU CAN DEPOSIT
THE FINAL PDF WITH THE PUBLISHERS" LAYOUT)



Arsenate toxicity on the apices of Pisum sativum L. seedling roots: Effects on mitotic

activity, chromatin integrity and microtubules
Stefania Dho, Wanda Camusso, Marco Mucciarelli, Anna Fusconi

Abstract

Arsenic (As) is one of the most to
plant growth. Despite the growing
this element on meristem activity
study, short-term experiments witl
whether plant growth impairment
was studied by evaluating api
fragmentation and microtubule on
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Keywords
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1. Introduction

Arsenic (As) is a toxic element, frequently found in soils and water. A main natural source of As is the erosion of
mother rock, even though a consistent part of As environmental pollution comes from human activities (Meharg
and Hartley-Whitaker, 2002 and Patra et al., 2004). The As in unpolluted fresh water is usually in the range 1-
10 pg/l. According to EPA and WHO, the maximum permissible As concentration in drinking water iz 50 pgi
‘Mandal and Suzuki, 2002}).

drsenic is a well-established human carcinegen (Qin et al.,, 2008a) and has been shown to be genotoxic in a
variety of in vifro studies { Hughes, 2002). In plants, it severely affects growth and development, and its toxicity is
strongly dependent on the concentration, exposure time and physiological state of the plant (Singh et al, 2007).
However, planis vary in their sensitivity to As, and a wide range of species have been identified in As-
contaminated seils ( Meharg and Hartley-Whitaker, 2002). Besides, hyperaccumulators such as Piens vilftata,
which tolerate high intemal As content, may also use this As to defence themselves against herbivore attack
, 2009).

Higher plants take up As mainly as arsenate (V), the dominant form of phytoavailable As in aerobic soils.
dccording to Meharg and Hartley-Whitaker (2002), As competes with phosphate for plant phosphate
ransporters. Upon absorption, most arsenate is rapidly reduced to arsenite (lll), dus to an arsenate reductase
activity (Xu et al, 2007), hence, the arsenate cytoplasmic concentration is generally not high enough to exert
oxicity (Meharg and Hartley-Whitaker, 2002). Both As species interfere with wvarious metabolic pathways:

arsenate, as an analogous chemical to phosphate, may replace phosphate in the ATP and in varous
1

' Mathews et al.
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RTICLE INFOD ABSTRACT
! history: Arsenic (Az) is one of the most toxic pollutants in the environment, where it severely affects both animal
Received 20 july 2009 and planz growth, Despite the growing literature data on As effects on plant development, alteratiens

induced by this element on meristem activity of the root have not been explored to any great extent.
In the present study, short-term experiments with arsenate have been conducted on Psum smttvum L.
seedlings to assess whether plant growth impairment is due to DNA/chromosome or mitotic microtubale
damages. Root growth was studied by evaluating apical meristem activity and cell elongation. Mitotic
aberrations, DNA fragmentation and microtubule organiz ation of the apical cells were also analyzed. The
results have shown that arsenate, at the kowest concentration (0.25 pM), slightly increases root growth
and some related parameters, whilst the other concentrations have a dose-dependent negative effect on
oot growth, on the mitatic and labelling index (after brome-deoxyuridine administration], and on the
mitotic arrays of microtubule (through immunofluorescence). The main effects on mitosis occurred for
25 M As. The percentage of metaphases increased, as did the irregular metaphases and c-mitoses. This
was related to alterations in the mitotic spindles, which closely resemble those induced by colchicine.
Chromosome breaks and anajtelophase bridges were virtually absent, whilst DNA fragmentation only
increased from 25 wM arsenate onwards. These data point to a poor clastogenetic activity of As and
implicate that microtubules are one of the main targets of As,

© 2010 Elsevier BV. All rights reserved.

Introduction

Arsenic (As) is a toxic element, frequently found in soils and
ater, A main natural source of As is the erosion of mother rock,
though a consistent part of As environmental pollution comes
om human activities (Meharg and Hartley-Whitaker, 2002; Patra
et al, 2004 ). The As in unpolluted fresh water is usually in the range
10 pg/l According to EPA and WHO, the maximum permissible
concentration in drinking water is 50 wg/l (Mandal and Suzuki,
2002,

Arsenic is a well-established human carcinogen (Qin et al,
20082 ) and has been shown to be genotoxic in a variety of in vitro
studies (Hughes, 2002). In plants, it severely affects growth and
elopment, and its toxicity is strongly dependent on the concen-
fration, exposure time and physiological state of the plant (Singh
et al., 2007), However, plants vary in their sensitivity to As, and
a wide range of species have been identified in As-contaminated
50ils(Meharg and Hartley-Whitaker, 2002), Besides, hyperaccumu-
ators such as Preris vittata, which tolerate high internal As content,
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may also use this As to defence themselves against herbivore attack
(Mathews et al, 2000],

Higher plants take up As mainly as arsenate (V), the dominant
form of phytoavailable As in aerobic soils. According to Meharg
and Hartley-Whitaker (2002), As competes with phosphate for
plant phosphate transporters, Upon absorption, most arsenate is
rapidly reduced to arsenite (I}, due to an arsenate reductase activ-
ity (Xu et al. 2007, hence, the arsenate cytoplasmic concentration
is generally not high enough to exert toxicity (Meharg and Hartley-
Whitaker, 2002}, Both As species interfere with various metabolic
pathways: arsenate, as an analogous chemical to phosphate, may
replace phosphate in the ATP and in various phosphorylation reac-
tions, leading to the disruption of the energy flow in cells, The
toxicity of arsenite is mainly ascribed to its reaction with sulphydril
groups of proteins that interfere with their functions (Meharg and
Hartley-Whitaker, 2002; Patra et al,, 2004),

Expasure to high concentrations of As induces the production of
reactive oxygen species (ROS) (Singh et al, 2007; Wang et al, 2007,
Lin et al,, 2008; Shri et al, 2009) and the conversion of arsenate to
arsenite is regarded as one of the causes of ROS generation (Wang et
al., 2007 ). Oxidative stress induced by As can damage cells, mainly
through lipid peroxidation of membranes (Singh et al,, 2007 ) and
DNA fragmentation, as has been demonstrated in leaves and roots
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& A note on recent content takedowns
s 23 sett 2021 ResearchGate

ResearchGate recently received demands from two publishers — Elsevier and the American

Chemical Society (ACS) — to remove certain content that they alleged infringed their copyrights.

I t - AW > | - ve - imilar r - £ Ashley Farley
These types of requests are not really new: we have received many similar requests fr¢ (Q ol Sept. 23 2021

past, and, in accordance with applicable law, have complied with them. But these most )
Coming from one of the “largest #OpenAccess

publishers” #DubiousValueAdd

requests were notable because of the number of articles involved. Although privately s

were not affected, the demands by Elsevier and ACS resulted in the removal of around
public files. In the context of a community of over 20 million researchers this is unfortt ) ress Mounce @mounce - 10n

Wow. “the demands by Elsevier and ACS resulted in the removal of around

than existential, but it has sparked an acute reaction from many of our members Who | 200,000 public files (from @ResearchGate I*

importance of open science  The decision by Elsevier and ACS to simply remove content IS disappointing to the entire research

community, not just because of the loss to science and researchers, but because there is a better

ELSEVIER «ONE OF THE way. Publishers such as Springer Nature and Wiley are working with us to explore the opportunities

LARGEST OPEN ACCESS that openness unlocks for all actors in the scholarly publishing ecosystem, with the researcher at the

PUBLISHERS» © HAD center. Specifically, through our content syndication program, these publishers have placed their

MORE THAN 200.000 content on ResearchGate (not taken it away) and made it seamlessly available to eligible

PAPERS REMOVED researchers. This drives the consumption of content, reaches new audiences, and makes discovery
and access easier for the researcher. This is the path for a brighter future in science.

To all authors who were  We started ResearchGate with the clear vision to transform science into an open endeavour. Initially

urge you to comply with ~ we met with great resistance from the publishing industry, which was entrenched in a model that put

time, we will continue to  its profits above the needs of the researcher. Over the past decade, however, we've seen the majority

all. of publishers — under pressure from the research commmunity, funders, institutions, and libraries —

To all publishers: the future of academic publishing is open. Let's work together to unlock its true
potential.
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Comparing Published Scientific Journal Articles to Their Pre-print Versions
Martin Klein, ar Broadwell, Sharon E. Farb, Todd Grappone

Adamic publisher aim that they add value to scho
ibrarias paid 51.7 billion

l - /ﬁ |

should be able to detect and quantify such differences. Our
analysis revealed that the text contents of the scientific pa-

pers generally changed very little from their pre-print to h-

nal published versions. These findings contribute empirical
indicators to discussions of the added value of commercial
publishers and therefore should influence libraries™ economic .
decisions regarding access to scholarly publications.



https://arxiv.org/pdf/1604.05363.pdf
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o

SCOAP? converts high-quality subscription journals
in the field of High-Energy Physics to Open Access
through re-direction of subscription funds.
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|
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OPEN ACCESS JOURNALS [STRONG SELECTION CRITERIA]

* 29% ASK FOR APC - ARTICLE PROCESSING CHARGES, GOING FROM 250 A
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Three tips to choose a publishing
venue using the Directory of Open

O S e I n Access Journals (DOA))

Published on January 11, 2021 Ja n . 1 1’ 202 1

Andrea Chiarelli ——,
Senior Consultant at Research Consulting | Enhancing the effectiveness ang  # articles { / Following )

Tip 1: Find a good match I

First of all, I set out to find a journal that suited my research topic (which will sound obvious \..j bi
E P
e

to anyone who has published academic articles in the past!). This was straightforward on the

DOAJ website, as I simply entered "small business” in the search field and I was

provided with ten options covering small business strategy and entrepreneurship. ( /’f ” ﬂ
il ] S il

Tip 3: Consider what could elevate your publishing experience

Tip 2: Think about the essentials

The must-haves I set helped me narrow down the results shown by the DOAT website after
After identifiving journals with an appropriate scope, I started thinking about ) ) ) )
vied PPIop P & filtering by scope. I then moved on to consider the features that my ideal journal should
should-haves and could-haves. I admit I haven't done this in the past, when g . . .
have. Particularly, I was interested in:

better known publishers, but this was certainly an oversight on my part! Thix

w w. 1shi 3 1 ! 7 1nsi . o . . _—
hat I wanted to get out of my publishing experience proved really insightfu e article-level citation metrics {views, download, citations):
To begin with, I considered what I felt would be essential (must-haves). In ¢ = indexing in relevant databases and search engines;
interested in finding a journal that could offer:

» a digital preservation strategy: and

® a permissive open access licence (e.g. Creative Commons); : o
P P (cg ) ) ® a reasonable peer review and publication time.

* high-quality, double-blind peer review; and

# Digital Object Identifiers, or DOIs (rather than Handles - see this page if you'd like to - TO Pl C (AN D COSTS)
learn about the difference between the two). WHAT IS ESSENTIAL FOR YOU
- WHAT ADDS VALUE


https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/three-tips-choose-publishing-venue-using-directory-open-chiarelli/
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‘D PAYING A 3000 $ APC,
- : YOUR SINGLE ARTICLE BECOMES OPEN ACCESS,
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Qi
SO, YOU PAY TWICE...

-

[TO BE AVOIDED — YOU GET THE SAME RESULT

SELFARCHIVING FOR FREE]
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Why hybrid journals do not lead to full and immediate
Open Access



https://www.coalition-s.org/why-hybrid-journals-do-not-lead-to-full-and-immediate-open-access/

EFFICIENCY

JOURNAL PRACTICES (OTHER THAN OA)
PRoOMOTING GoOALS oOF OPEN ScCIENCE & SCHOLARSHIP

RELEVANCE

peer review criteria

post-pub peer review
author diversity
reviewer diversity
editor diversity

rejection rates

preprint policy

null/negative results

persistent IDs

licenses in Crossref

open citations / open abstracts

data/code citation
contributorship roles

REPRODUCIBILITY

preregistration
registered reports

data/code availability

open peer review



https://tinyurl.com/operas20journals

Dec. 2020

Elsevier looking into “very
serious concerns” after

student calls out journal for Y

fleet of Star Trek articles, Springer Nature geosciences
journal retracts 44 articles

other issues filled with gibberish

Nov. 4 2021

An undergraduate stu-
dent in the United

Kingdom has taken to
task the editors of a
purportedly scholarly

Springer Nature has retracted 44 papers from a journal in the
Middle East after determining that they were rubbish.

The articles, which showed up in the Arabian Journal of
Geosciences starting earlier this year, many of which involve at
least some researchers based in China, and from their titles ap-
pear to be utter gibberish — yet managed still to pass through
Springer Nature’s production system without notice.

The retractions follow the flagging of more than 400 papers by
the publisher for concerns about “serious research integrity”
breaches in the articles. Those concerns were first surfaced by a
commenter on PubPeer and by a group of researchers who have
been identifying and exposing nonsense papers.



https://retractionwatch.com/2020/12/10/elsevier-looking-into-very-serious-concerns-after-student-calls-out-journal-for-fleet-of-star-trek-articles-other-issues
https://retractionwatch.com/2021/11/04/springer-nature-geosciences-journal-retracts-44-articles-filled-with-gibberish/
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Compass to Publish

# LIEGE université
X Library Test a journal Predatory journals and publishers ~ Methodology

https://app.lib.uliege.be/compass-to-publish

Compass to Publish (Beta Version)

Are you suspicious of a journal's authenticity? Is it a predatory journal?
These are legitimate questions if you're invited to submit a paper that:
* promises your rapid publication;

* has procedures and/or policies that look suspicious;
* is outside of your area(s) of expertise.

 FEEDBACK

Compass to Publish

6. Content and presentation

Answers Question Answers

@© Does the journal have the registered trademark “Impact Factor”  Yes (10)-No @ Are the journal's articles really freel and open for access? Yes (1) - No (-5) - | don’t know (0)
(Clarivate Analytics TM)? Check here.

@ Is the journal's website obviously author-oriented rather than  Yes (-3) - No (1) - | don't know (0)
@ & Does the journal pretend to have an "Impact Factor”, or does it Yes (-5) - No |  reader-oriented?
use questionable metrics whose na...

@ If contact details of the journal / publisher can easily be identified,  Yes (0) - Ne (-3) - | don't know (0)
@ s the journal really included in the various databases mentioned on  Yes (0)-No (- do they look legitimate?
its website? Check on MIAR

@ pre the articles clearly related to the journal's aims and scope? Yes (1) - No (-3) - | don't know (0)

5. Editorial board and peer review

@ Does the journal and / or the publisher boast an international  Yes (-2) - No (0) - | don't know (0)
Question Answers reputation or pretend to be a majo...

@ @ Are the editorial board members mentioned on the website? Yes (1) - No (- 7. Communication StI'EI‘L'Eg ies
@ Do the members of the editorial board seem legitimate, especially  Yes (1) - No (- Question AnSwers
the editor-in-chief?

@ & Do you repeatedly get unsollicited email (spam) from the journal  Yes (-3) - No (0) - | don’t know (0)

@ Does the possibly announced peer review policy seem surprisingly  Yes (-3) - No | / publisher?

rapid for your discipline(s)?

@ Do these unsollicited emails offer you to republish an already Yes (-5) - No (0) - | don't know (0)
published or archived text?



https://app.lib.uliege.be/compass-to-publish
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| - «LIBERATE» YOUR PAPER
PUBLISHED IN A
SUBSCRIPTION JOURNAL
YOU KEEP PUBLISHING IN
THE MOST PRESTIGIOUS
JOURNALS AND YOU ARE
COMPLIANT WITH THE
CURRENT ASSESSMENT
CRITERIA
“ % DOES NOT CHANGE THE
| CURRENT SYSTEM BASED ON
~ JOURNALS
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YOU PUBLISH DIRECTLY IN OPER

e NN

THEY CAN BE
- GOLD (you pay APCs)
- DIAMOND (none pays)

YOUR PAPER IS
IMMEDIATELY OPEN

TEAR DOWN PAYWALLS

THERE MIGHT BE COSTS
IT MIGHT NOT BE THE «MOST
PRESTIGIOUS» JOURNAL

SN
x5

THEY ARE REALLY
INNOVATIVE

THEY CAN DISRUPT THE
CURRENT DISFUNCTIONAL
SYSTEM

THEY ARE STILL NOT
«RECOGNIZED» IN RESEARCH
EVALUATION/FOR CAREER

- YOU NEED TO BE «BRAVE» IF
YOU WANT TO GO EXCLUSIVELY
FOR THESE TOOLS

- ..BUT REMEMBER THE CASE OF
PREPRINTS IN AUSTRALIA: YOU
DRIVE THE CHANGE!

S



IF YOU WANT TO BE OPEN YOU CAN PUBLISH IN...

DEPOSIT TO BE OPEN NO NEED TO DEPOSIT — YOU ARE ALREADY OPEN

Plan S

Making full & immediate
Open Access a reality

TRADITIONAL
SUBSCRIPTION
BASED JOURNAL

Plan S

Making full & immediate
Open Access a reality

HYBRID JOURNAL
(SUBSCRIPTION BASED,
OFFERING AN «OPEN
CHOICE»)

Plan S

Making full & immediate
Open Access a reality

SUBSCRIPTION
JOURNAL UNDER

TRANSFORMATIVE

VIEN

THEN YOU HAVE
TO DEPOSIT
YOUR PAPER IN
THE
INSTITUTIONAL

REPOSITORY
(CHECK THE ALLOWED
VERSION AND POSSIBLE
EMBARGO IN SHERPA
ROMEO)

NOTE: IF YOU ARE FUNDED BY
PLAN_S OR HORIZON EUROPE

YOU HAVE TO RETAIN RIGHTS
TO GIVE IMMEDIATE ACCESS,
NO EMBARGO ALLOWED

TO BE AVOIDED...
YOUR INSTITUTION
PAYS TWICE, FOR
THE SUBSCRIPTION
AND THE APC FOR
YOUR SINGLE
ARTICLE
+ NOT ADMITTED IN
PLAN_S
+ ADMITTED BUT
NOT REIMBURSED IN
HORIZON EUROPE

THANKS TO SOME
TRANSFORMATIVE
AGREEMENTS
/SCOAP3
NEGOTIATED, YOU
ARE ALLOWED TO
PUBLISH FOR FREE
[A LIMITED
AMOUNT OF] OPEN
ACCESS ARTICLES IN
JOURNALS STILL BY
SUBSCRITPION BUT
SHIFTING TO OPEN
ACCESS.

Plan S

Making full & immediate
Open Access a reality

YOU CAN CHOOSE A
FULLY OPEN ACCESS
JOURNAL IN DOAIJ

YOU MIGHT HAVE

TO PAY APCs BUT

PLAN_S IS PAYING
FOR YOU

HORIZON EUROPE
WILL REIMBURSE

DIRECTORY OF
OPEN ACCESS
JOURNALS



e three routes for being compliant with Plan S

Transition of subscription venues
(transformative arrangements)

Open Access publishing venues
(journals or platforms)

Subscription venues (repository route)

Route

JOURNAL CHECKER TOOL

pETR

s this compliant with
PlanS?

JOURNAL MY FUNDER _-—’.IE.IM‘WI

www.coalition-s.org/rights-retention-strate

- JOURNAL CHECKER
- RIGHTS RETENTION
STRATEGY



https://journalcheckertool.org/
https://www.coalition-s.org/rights-retention-strategy/

Apr. 2021
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PlanS]

The Rights Retention Strategy and publisher equivocation:
an open letter to researchers

Confusing and misleading guidance to authors

Rejecting submissions to a subscription journal that carry the RRS language and re-routing these submissions to full Open Access

journals
Modifying submission systems such that authors are required to agree to paying an open access fee (Article Processing Charge)

Encouraging authors to breach their funder's grant conditions


https://www.coalition-s.org/the-rrs-and-publisher-equivocation-an-open-letter-to-researchers/

https://www.coalition-s.org/price-and-service-transparency-frameworks/

Plan S Price Transparency Frameworks: guidance & requirements

1. Journal - Journal support and submission system Infout
operations - Platform development and maintenance house
- Helpdesk & other support staff

2. Publication - Triaging - Typesetting Rejec-

- Organization peer review - Copy-editing tion

- Other Editorial assistance - Language editing rate

- Indexing - Proofreading P R | C ES
=AIENES BREAKDOWN

3. Fees - Scientific editors fees Agree-

- Scholarly societies fees ments YOU KNOW
4 - Dissemination - Community support V\/ H AT YO U PAY

Communication - PR & marketing - Advocacy

S. General - Management & administration  Can be allocated elsewhere since F O R
- Other business costs itis not a service
- Taxes

6. Surplus - Can be allocated elsewhere
- Cross-subsidizing of titles?

7. Discounts & waivers Policy

Total publication fee per article
(Average for: i. all journals of a publisher, ii. one journal, iii. a subset of journals)


https://www.coalition-s.org/price-and-service-transparency-frameworks/
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Technology, Media Literacy, and the Human Subject: A
Posthuman Approach
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Researcher-Led Publishing

For Librarians «~ Eer Myblishers For Researchers « Funders « Resources «~ OAPE

Online library and publication platform Subje
Ubiquity Press is an open access publisher of peer-reviewed academic ¥ Journal of Open Psychology Data L 4
journals, books and data. We operate a highly cost-efficient model that JOpS

makes quality open access publishing affordable for everyone. [ %) Ban NEws DROP Ed B POLL BELOW
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https://www.openbookpublishers.com/
https://oapen.org/
https://www.ubiquitypress.com/
https://www.uclpress.co.uk/
https://www.openlibhums.org/
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Q@VMeN

Open Access Books Network

7 Topics And 22 Replies

OA books network Lastupdated by @

Voices Posts Freshness

Topic

About 0Aw The OA Books landscape v About the Toolkit

For authors

’
This toolkit aims to help | / R
to increase trust in open { \ Book
access book publishing fi ontract G-
questions or by searching o o

Life cycle @ FAQ © Keywords @

OABooks toolkit
The OAPEN Open Access Books Toolkit covers specific topics related to open access books. Each article offers a quick and brief

introduction to a particular aspect of open access book publishing. The toolkit also serves as a signposting tool: articles include a
list of sources referenced, further reading and links to definitions of key terms.



https://hcommons.org/groups/open-access-books-network/
https://oabooks-toolkit.org/

KEY CONCEPT: NOT EVERYTHING YOU FIND ON THE WEB IS FREE TO USE
- RIGHTS IN (MAY | USE OTHER PEOPLE’S MATERIAL?)
- RIGHTS OUT(WHAT CAN PEOPLE DO WITH MY WORK?)




da you own the

COPYRIGHT?

copyright
lkop-ee-rahyt

the exclusive, legal right to use, duplicate,
sell, edit, or exploit an image.

il you pay the cwner of the copyright
Foxr the right Bo Lse the image, under thewr
Quidetines?

Desigaed by Curtis Newbold | TheVisualCommunicationGuy.com

is the image licensed with

CREATIVE COMMONS?

creative commons
lkre ¢ kom-uhnz)

a set of licenses that allows people

to use, share, edit, or sell an image
without permission, but with copyrighted
restrictions

'CHOE GIOEe
(0009 OO
Groel gore

Migs A7 crmatims ommmons erg/ lecenses /

M you created the picture yoursedf,

obtaned permission, purchased the rights,
appropriatoly foliowed creative commons
parametors, OR found the photo in the pubic
domain, you should be good ta use the
plcture!

is the image in the

PUBLIC DOMAIN?

public domain

UK TON-Me

an image whose copyright has expired,

is no longer protected by copyright, and
is available to use for any purpose by any
person at any time.

‘Was it croated for the US.
LOVETIMent by Qoverement
employees’

(ves) (o)

Waos the Image published In the LS, before 1921, OR has
- of age more than

are you using it under

FAIR LSE?

fair use
[fair

using copyrighted material without
permission by assuming reasonable, non-
commercial use that typically benefits the
greater good.

y mehasa
sehool or uriversity. using the image selely 1o educate?

(o)
NO!

If you answeved

“no" to ol of the
above questions, you
should ether oblain
permixsion from the
copyright owner or
not use the picture’!



https://thevisualcommunicationguy.com/2019/02/27/can-i-use-that-picture-infographic-revised-and-simplified/
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https://search.creativecommons.org/

7

e, _" | JNDERSTAND AND
KEEP YOUR RIGHTS!!!

.. what about rights

LibGuldes Author Rights R
r Rights Resources: Understanding A

tand and maintain
UR S, r el e

riiing s | g e | oy oo

What are Author Rights? Why Care about Author Rights?

e

of the X = ! | e C & Ing an aut

all
S

ginal or

particular

To distribute copies of the work

or at conferences


https://guides.library.cornell.edu/authorrights/knowyourrights

Four rights | =dit| Wikipedia

The CC licenses all grant "baseline rights”, such as the right to distribute the copyrighted work worldwide for non-commercial purposes and without modification <7 In
addition, differant versions of license prescribe different rights, as shown in this table:1*®l

on | o —

Licensees may copy, distribute, display, perform and make derivative works and remixes based on it only if they give the author or
Aftribution (BY) | licensor the credits (attribution) in the manner specified by these. Since version 2.0, all Creative Commons licenses require
attribution to the creator and include the BY element,

Licenseas may distribute derivative works only under a license identical to ("not more resfrictive than®) the license that governs the
Share-alike (SA) | original work. (See also copyleft.) Without share-alike, derivative works might be sublicensed with compatible but more restrictive
license clauses, e.g. CC BY to CC BY-NC.)

Mon-commercial | Licenseas may copy, distribute, display, perform the work and make derivative works and remixes based on it only for non-
(NC) commercial purposes,

Mo derivative Licensees may copy. distribute, display and perform only verbatim copies of the work, not derivative works and remixes based on it.
waorks (MD) Since version 4.0, derivative works are allowed but must not be shared.



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Creative_Commons_license

. CC BY-NC-SA: This license allows reusers to distribute, remix, adapt, and build

upon the material in any medium or format for noncommercial purposes only,
and only so long as attribution is given to the creator. If you remix, adapt, or
build upon the material, you must license the modified material under identical terms.

CC BY-NC-SAincludes the following elements:

¢ CC BY: This license allows reusers to distribute, remix, adapt, and build upon BY - Credit must be given to the creator

the material in any medium or format, so long as attribution is given to the A .
; y § € & NC - Only noncommercial uses of the work are permitted
creator. The license allows for commercial use, :
SA ~ Adaptations must be shared under the same terms

CC BY includes the following elements:
BY @ - Credit must be given to the creator

. @ ) (=) CC BY-ND: This license allows reusers to copy and distribute the material in

any medium or format in unadapted form only, and only so long as attribution
is given to the creator. The license allows for commercial use,

N @ 016 CC BY-SA: This license allows reusers to distribute, remix, adapt, and build
: : upon the material in any medium or format, so long as attribution is given to
CC BY-ND includes the following elements:

the creator, The license allows for commercial use. If you remix, adapt, or
build upon the material, you must license the modified material under identical terms. BY 8' Credit must be given to the creator

ND - No derivatives or adaptations of the work are permitted

CC BY-SA includes the following elements:

BY - Credit must be given to the creator

SA @ ~ Adaptations must be shared under the same terms
. CC BY-NC-ND: This license allows reusers to copy and distribute the material
v in any medium or format in unadapted form only, for noncommercial
purposes only, and only so long as attribution is given to the creator,

. CC BY-NC: This license allows reusers to distribute, remix, adapt, and build
: upon the material in any medium or format for noncommercial purposes onl CC BY-NC-ND includes the following elements:

and only so long as attribution is given to the creator. BY(§) - Credit must be given to the creator
NC - Only noncommercial uses of the work are permitted

Itincludes the following elements: ND @ - No derivatives or adaptations of the work are permitted
BY @ - Credit must be given to the creator
NC@ - Only noncommercial uses of the work are permitted

The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication

CCo (aka CC Zero) is a public dedication tool, which allows creators to give up

their copyright and put their works into the worldwide public domain. CCo

allows reusers to distribute, remix, adapt, and build upon the material in any
medium or format, with no conditions. CC Licenses



http://creativecommons.org/choose/?lang=en
https://creativecommons.org/about/cclicenses/

@ms About « Licenion - Pobie Doman - Support CC « Progects « Blog tgwy -

4 Keep the internet creative, free and open. Donate to Creative Commons
K .
New 10 Creative Commons? [ Considerabions betore icensing | [ How the s work |
Explore the Creative Commons licenses. [ Want pubic domain instead? |
[ Lockong 100 earber lcense versons INCEng ports? |
- @
License Features
Your chioices e this penel will update tha cther Selected License
panals on this page : ‘
Allow adaplations of your work 10 be Almbuuon-ShfreAhko 4.0
shared? International

) v
A il
This is 3 Eree Culture License! e

@

Help others attribute Have a web page?
you!

Thes pact is optional. But Slng @ out will add
machneseadabie metadata 10 the suggested
HIA Thes work i3 SCensed undar 3 Cramtne Commaons

Altnbutron-ShareAlke 4 0 Inetnational License

Tido of work



http://creativecommons.org/choose/?lang=en
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Creative Commons

LICENSES

This license lets you distribute, remix, tweak, and build upon the original work,
CC BY even commercially, as long as you credit the original creation. This is the most
accommeodating of licenses offered

ATTRIBUTION-SHAREALIKE

CC BY_S A This license lets you remix, tweak, and build upon the original work even for
commercial purposes, as long as you credit the original work and license your new
creations under the identical terms. This license is often compared to “copyleft”
free and open source software licenses. All new works based on the work should
carry the same license, so any derivatives will also allow commercial use. This is
the license used by Wikipedia

ATTRIBUTION-NODERIVS

CC BY_ND This license allows for redistribution, commercial and non-commercial, as
long as it is passed along unchanged and in whole, with credit to the original
work

ATTRIBUTION-NONCOMMERCIAL

CC BY‘NC This license lets you remix, tweak, and build upon the original work

non-commercially. Your new works must be non-commercial and acknowledge the
original work, but you don't have to license your derivative works on the same terms.

ATTRIBUTION-NONCOMMERCIAL-SHAREALIKE

CC BY NC SA This license lets you remix, tweak, and build upon the original work
T non-commercially, as long as you credit the original work and license your new
creations under the identical terms.

ATTRIBUTION-NONCOMMERCIAL-NODERIVS

CC BY NC N D This license is the most restrictive of the six main licenses, only allowing you 1o
= download the onginal work and share it with others as long as you credit the
original work. You can't change the original work in any way or use it commercially.



https://www.dontwasteyourtime.co.uk/elearning/creative-commons-infographic-licenses-explained/
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