Open Access:
The University of Kansas Lessons
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What Is Open Access (from Peter Suber)?

Open-access (OA) literature is digital, online, free of
charge, and free of most copyright and licensing
restrictions.

OA is possible thanks to the internet and consent of
the copyright-holder.

Scholarly journals do not generally pay authors, who
can therefore consent to OA without losing revenue.

OA is compatible with peer review; all major OA
initiatives for scientific and scholarly literature insist on
Its importance.

OA literature is not free to produce; the goal is to make
scholarly literature costless ... are there are better ways
to pay the bills than by charging readers and creating
access barriers.
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Figure 3. Average number of citations per article per month as a function of the time
of the citation relative to the time of publication. Citations at negative times occurved
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URI & RDF
Swan, A. (2010) The Open Access citation advantage: Studies and results to date.
Technical Report , School of Electronics & Computer Science, University of Southampton.
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with Open
— Access
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% Change Since 1986

Monograph and Serial Expenditures
in ARL Libraries, 1986-2006*
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Source: ARL Statistics 2005-06, Association of Research Libraries, Washington, D.C.
*Includes electronic resources from 1999-2000 onward.
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ATP Opinion |

Academic publishing has been
“bought out” by an opportunistic
commercial publishing world, and
is fast becoming inaccessible to the
academic community, and
particularly to the global scholarly
community.



‘ Solution #1 — OA Journals
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Description Date Source HI'?;IEHA Tﬂ.:;: El:o. Prn;Arli -
Mon peer reviewed titles
DOAJ claim End 2006 Bjork et al. 2,691 60,911 4.4%
Ulrich's data End 2006 Bjork et al. 2,690 60,911 4.4%
DOAJ claim April 2009 DOAJ 4,041 65,817 6.1%
Ulrich's data April 2009 Ulrich's 3,788 65,817 5.8%
Peer reviewed fitles
Eztimate from Bjork et al End 2006 Bjork et al. 1,735 23,750 7.3%
Extrapolated from Bjork et al. * Apnl 2009 DOAJ, Bjork et al. 2,606 25,622 10.2%
Ulrich's data End 2006 Ulrich's 1,901 23,638 8.0%
Ulrich's data April 2009 Ulrich's 2,313 25,622 9.0%
Curated titles

Medline titles in DOAJ April 2009 DOAJ, Medline 359 5,374 6.7%
EBSCO titles in DOAJ April 2009 DOAJ, EBSCO 2,190 19,134 11.4%

Motes: Total number of hiles: all sources use Ulnch's Penodicals Directory. Bjork et al. ran their Ulnch's search in Winter 2007 (end of 2006),
but the paper analysed journals in 2006 to allow for lag in the preduchen of journal impact factors.

* Bjork et al.'s 2006 estimated number of peer reviewed OA tifles as 64.5% of all DOAJ fitles, pro-rated to Apnl 2009.

Source: Vanous (as per fable), Outsell Analysis

© 2009 Outsell, Inc. Reproduchon stnctly prohibited.




Solution #2 — Work Within the Limits

SHERI A Home | Guidance | Repositories | Projects | Links | About | Contacts
Ro M E 0 Publisher copyright policies & self-archiving

RoMEO Home | Search RoMEC | Browse RoMEO Publishers | Suggest a Publisher

One journal found when searched for 0012-2658

Journal: Ecology -New York- (ISSH: 0012-9658)
Publisher: Ecelogical Society of America
This summary is for the publisher's defau't policies and changes or exceptions can often be negotiated by authors.
All information is correct to the best of our knowledge but should not be relied upon for legal advice.

Publisher: Fcological Society of America

Author's Pre-print: J author can archive pre-print (ie pre-refereeing)
Author's Post-print: J author can archive post-print {ie final draft post-referesing)
Publisher's Version/PDF: — archiving status unknown

General Conditions:
+ Publisher copyright and scurce must be acknowledged (first page must state "Copyright by the Ecological Society of America,” along with the full citation)

» n author orinstituticnal server
Mandated OA: Compliance data is available for 2 funders

Copyright: Policy

ROMEQ: Thiz is a RoMEO green publisher

Updated: 08-Oct-2008. Suggest an update for this record




Solution #2 — Work Within the Limits

SH ERI A Home | Guidance | Repositories | Projects | Links | About | Contacts
RO M E 0 Publisher copyright policies & self-archiving

RoMEQ Home | Search ROMEQ | Browse RoOMEO Publishers | Suggest a Publisher

One journal found when searched for journal of ecology

Journal: Journal of Ecology (ISSM: 0022-0477)
Publisher: Wiley-Blackwell

This summary is for the publisher's defawit policies and changes or exceptions can often be negotiated by authors.
All information s correct to the best of our knowledge but should not be relied upon for legal advice.

Publisher: \Wiley-Blackwel

Author's Pre-print: ,,/ author can archive pre-print (ie pre-refereeing)
Author's Post-print: ».-' subject to Restrictions below, author can archive post-print (ie final draft post-refereeing)

Restrictions:
# Ifsigned CTA, only allowed with written permission
& [-24 months depending on journal

Publisher's Version/PDF: x author cannot archive publisher's version/FDF

General Conditions:
Please see former John Wiley & Sons and Blackwell Publishing policies for aricles published prior to February 2007

Self-archiving rights vary hetween journals, please check individual journal policies before depositing

On author website, employers wehsite/repository and on free public servers in subject area

Publishers version/PDF cannot be used

Publisher scurce must be acknowledaged with citation

IMust link to publisher version with set statement [The definitive version is available at www3.interscience wiley.com]

L

Mandated OA: Compliance data is available for 7 funders
Paid open access: Online Open
Copyright: Author Services - Copyright FAQS - Open Access Palicy - Funding Agency Policies - Example CTA (pdf)
RoOMEQ: This is a RoME®D yellow publisher

Updated: 28-May-2010. Suggest an update for this record




Solution #2 — Work Within the Limits

SHERI A Home | Guidance | Repositories | Projects | Links | About | Contacts
Ro M E 0 Publisher copyright policies & self-archiving

RoMEQ Home | Search RoMEQ | Browse RoMEQ Publishers | Suggest a Publisher

One journal found when searched for vector borne

Journal: Vector Borne and Zooneotic Diseases (ISSN: 1530-3667)
Publisher: Mary Ann Liebert

This summary is for the publisher's defaulf policies and changes or exceplions can often be negofiated by authors.
All information is correct to the best of our knowledge but should not be relied upon for legal advice.

Publisher: Mary Ann Liebert

Author's Pre-print: x author cannot archive pre-print {ie pre-refereeing)
Author's Post-print: x author cannot archive post-print (ie final draft post-refereeing)
Publisher's Version/PDF: — archiving status unknown

General Conditions:
o NIH authors will have their final paper, (post peer review, copy-editing and procf-reading) deposited in PubMed Central on their kehalf

Mandated OA: Compliance data is available for 7 funders
Paid open access: Liebert Open Option
Copyright: Policy (pdf)
RoOMEQ: This iz 3 RoMEQC white publisher

Updated: 19-Mov-2008. Sugaest an update for this record



SOLUTION #3 — CHANGE THE LIMITS:
THE OA@KU EXAMPLE



History of Open Access at KU: Scholarly Communication Reform, 1999-2008
e 2000 — KU holds seminar: “From Crisis to Reform: Scholarly Communication
and the Tempe Principles;” KU’s then-Provost David Shulenberger’s paper,
“Moving with Dispatch to Resolve the Scholarly Communication” placed KU on
the national scene as a leader in conversations about scholarly
communication

e 2005 — Seminar "The Changing Landscape of Scholarly Communication: The
Role of Digital Repositories”

e 2005 — KU faculty governance passes a resolution to encourage greater
access to scholarship created at the University

e 2005 — KU ScholarWorks goes live

e 2006 — KU Medical Center sponsors “Mass and Matter: Public Access to
Scientific Information” conference

e 2007 — KU launches its first hosted journal publications using Open Journal
Systems

* 2008 — KU invites Stanford professor John Willinsky to lead a Globalization
Seminar at KU entitled “Open Access to Knowledge: What Comes of the Right
to Know in Kansas and Kumasai”

Conclusion: The idea for crafting an open access policy for KU was a natural
outgrowth of interest, concern and advocacy, fostered over ten years



KU Open Access Policy—Phase I:
* March 2008 — Faculty of Arts and Sciences of Harvard passes the first open access
policy in the United States in March, 2008; early discussions begin among KU faculty
 Late Spring 2008 — KU’s Faculty Senate Executive Committee (FacEx) charges the
Faculty Research Committee to develop a policy for faculty consideration in the
2008/2009 academic year: Develop a policy designed to promote open access to KU
scholarship. The policy would outline a process to collect, preserve, and disseminate
scholarly articles of KU faculty through KU ScholarWorks. Recommended policies
should be discussed by governance and the KU research community.
e Late 2008 — early 2009 — Subcommittee members meet, develop policy drafts,
suggest implementation details, and advance the Open Access message proactively
across campus
o Web-based survey distributed to faculty to assess attitudes and knowledge of OA
o Two open meetings convened for faculty to hear about OA
o Presentations made to FacEx, KU administration, and faculty senate meetings
» April 2009 — FacEx proposes a revised policy statement, without inclusion of
implementation details; policy passed overwhelmingly by the Faculty Senate
* May 2009 — policy approved by the Provost and Chancellor in May, 2009; final
sentence: Faculty governance in consultation with the Provost's office will develop the
details of the policy which will be submitted for approval by the Faculty Senate.
KU becomes first public institution with faculty-approved OA policy
However, implementation details not in place



KU Open Access Policy—Phase II:

* KU Open Access Task Force formed in summer 2009, including faculty
(including librarians), university administrators, and a Faculty Senate
member as chair

20 public meetings with >220 faculty and administrators (6 “brown
bag” lunches, one open meeting for all faculty, presentations to 8
academic departments, progress reports to FacEx, Faculty Senate,
"Academic Council,” and Graduate Student Senate

* Discussions with the Information Technology Unit and the KU Libraries
to clarify their roles

» “Early adopter” departments and individual faculty members enlisted
* February 2010 — final drafts of the policy revision and implementation
outline submitted, policy approved as submitted, implementation
document endorsed, Provost and Chancellor approved

KU OA Policy was the product of dedicated, , long-term, hard work
(ATP received 2305 emails!) by a broad consortium of KU faculty and
administration



KU Challenges

Detail the situations in which it applies

Specify which entities or persons would be responsible for
the collecting and serving of such works

Offer advice/guidance to faculty in interactions with
publishers

Delineate time frames for publication and deposit in
ScholarWorks

Detail how (or whether) participation would be assured
and any “opt out” options offered

Take into consideration the special and diverse needs and
interests of the entire spectrum of disciplines represented
across KU

Take into particular consideration the cares and concerns
of junior and untenured faculty



KU Faculty Survey - Potential Benefits

Fresenie the research of KU
scholars in a central place, such as
KL ScholarWorks

Make preprint versions, (i.e. first
drafts prior to peer review sent fo
publishers) of my research freely

available to a worldwide audience

Make my research available before
the traditional publication

Make my research available online
without my having to maintain a
website of my own

Frovide long-term presenvation of my
digital research materials (e.q., data,
images, drafts)

Make it easier for other people to
search for and locate my wiork

Make access to my work to scholars
in other countries more convenient

Mot
important

14.6% (20)

49.6% (68)

38.7% (53)

14.7% (20)

15.9% (22)

8.0%(11)

10.2% (14)

Somewhat
important

7.3% (10)

8.8% (12)

14.6% (20)

8.8% (12)

8.7% (12)

5.1% (7)

7.3% (10)

Meutral

27.7% (38)

19.7% (27)

24 8% (34)

18.4% (25)

10.9% (15)

8.7% (12)

10.9% (15)

Important

29.9% (41)

16.1% (22)

16.1% (22)

33.1% (45)

34.1% (47)

39.1% (54)

35.0% (48)

Very
important

20.4% (28)

5.8% (8)

5.8% (8)

25.0% (34)

30.4% (42)

39.1% (54)

36.5% (50)

Response
Count

137

137

137

136

138

138

137



KU Faculty Survey — Potential Problems

I am hesitant to assign non-
exclusive distribution rights for my
scholarly works to KU

| am concermned that highly selective
publishers will resist any copyright
varations or changes

| am unclear of the copyright
requirements or issues associated
with such a policy

| am concerned that it will impact the
citation value and will not count
towards tenure

I am worried about the risk to the
patentability of my ideas

| am concerned it may impact certain
grants and research activities

| already submit to a pre- or post-
orint senver

Mot
important

22 0% (29)

8.3% (11)

8.9% (11)

30.8% (40)

46.6% (61)

36.9% (48)

53.7% (65)

Somewhat
important

3.8% (9)

12.8% (17)

1.7% (10)

9.2% (12)

9.9% (13)

9.2% (12)

0.8% (1)

Meutral

28.0% (37)

14.3% (19)

22 3% (29)

20.8% (27)

26.0% (34)

23.1% (30)

32 2% (39)

Important

26.5% (35)

37.6% (50)

J6.2% (47)

23.8% (31)

10.7% (14)

16.2% (21)

5.8% (1)

Very
important

19.7% (26)

27.1% (36)

25.4% (33)

15.4% (20)

5.09% (9)

14.6% (19)

7.4% (9)

Response
Count

132

133

130

130

131

120

121



Faculty Concerns |

* Aslread the policy it is mandatory for all faculty. | am
strongly opposed to that. An optional open access
policy seems reasonable enough. In my own case, | do

not see the need for such a policy. Professor,
Philosophy

* | am not comfortable with KU insisting that | will do all
these things. | have about five or six publications | use,
what if we all give the publishers' names or the
journals names and the provost's person goes directly
to them. | have no idea what that involves but that puts

the burden on people whose job it is to do. Professor A,
Physics



Faculty Concerns Il

| am writing to express my strong opposition to the open access
policy you are trying to shove down the throats of KU faculty.

What incentive will remain for scholarly journals to continue to
exist if we just throw everything on the web with no
intermediation? We're seeing the catastrophic effect of an
"anything-goes"” attitude toward the economy; | believe that
we'll likewise end up with a disaster in the marketplace of ideas
if we destroy the requlatory framework provided by peer-
refereed journals. From my perspective as a humanities scholar,
the current system ain't broke, and | resent you trying to "fix"
and thus destroy it.

If KU scientists want to cheapen their own work, that's fine: let
them post anything they please on KU Scholarworks. Why must
the rest of us follow suit? Why can't | opt out forever, if | so
choose? Professor, English



Faculty Concerns Il

I'm very disturbed by this policy ... The physicists already
have open access and preprint servers to provide open
access so why am | being compelled to do more than I've
already done to promote open access? ... If | can prove that
I'm following open access rules already, can | opt out of this
policy by filling out a form every year that keeps me having
to do it paper by paper?

| also want to do research and keep publishing papers and
getting grants for KU and not some other university. | also
want my Chair to be able to focus on issues that are really
important and not having to deal with the approximately 15
faculty members who won't abide by this and will ignore it.
Professor B, Physics



Faculty Concerns IV

The “fast-track” approach is a concern to many of us
because the policy appears to us to be totally flawed and
with a strong element of compulsion and potential
punishment for non-compliance.

Some of us would rather work that spend time trying to
block Stalinist procedures generated by faculty
governance.

Let me be clear:
— 1. You cannot steal my research products.
— 2. I will not participate in this program.

— 3. In the interest of full disclosure, | regularly participate in
Open Access activities, including posting my publications on
open servers and publishing in Open Access journals,
particularly PloS ONE.

However, | do not need my hand held, nor do | feel a need
to try to force anyone else to do this. Professor C, Physics



Faculty Concerns V

My biggest concern is not about logistics of the so called OA
policy but its mandatory nature. None of your arguments
touched upon this fundamental question. The spirit of this
policy is "dictatorship"” and "power without representation”.
According to your logic then KU should also have a "good
health" policy which forbid smoking, and/or force every
faculty member to exercise 60 minutes everyday. If the
proponents of this wicked OA policy do not agree that the
proposed OA policy is not essentially a kind of dictatorship
then why not making it opt-in? | do not care if this is
initiated by Provost's office or by some KU professors who
like this kind of OA policy just do not pretend it is in the best
interest of everyone. | know where my best interest is and
absolutely do not need their advice. Professor D, Physics



KU Faculty Survey — Major Concerns

Journals will not want to publish KU papers
— >60% already have this arrangement in place
More work for me
— 2 emails are all that is required
KU is not Harvard

— No, but we should not sell ourselves or our scholarship
short

Most papers already available online. Why bother?
— Try downloading from home! Or another country!!

— Only 15% of scholarship is open access at the moment
Doing it already on my own website

— Not visible to online search tools (e.g., Google Scholar)
— No automatic preservation and backup



EFFECTIVE ARGUMENTS FOR OA@KU
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Slovenski jezik / Slovene Linguistic

Studies

Pozdravljeni / Welcome

Doma/Home
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UredniSki odbor / Editorial
board

Svet zbornika / Advisory
board
Narocila/Subscription
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Archived issues

1997
1999
2001
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2007
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-' Namen zbornika Slovenski jezik /
Slovene Linguistic Studies je objavijati
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Slovenski jezik / Slovene Linguistic Studies se pridruZuje gibanju odpriega dostopa.
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repozitoriju Univerze v Kansasu. Vsebina revije je prosto dostopna vsem uporabnikom

interneta kjer kol na svetu. Aviorji, ki ostajajo lastniki copyrighta, soglasajo s tako objavo

njihovih del.

B= The mission of Slovenski jezik / Slovene Linguistic Studies is to publish articles
concerned primarily with Slovene or of interest fo Slovene linguistics. Articles will be
published, after passing a double-blind refereeing process, as a rule in Slovene or
English (though other languages are welcome) with abstracts in the both languages.
Slovenski jezik / Slovene Linguistic Studies supporis open access by publishing its
arficles simultaneously in print and in digital format in the KU Scholarworks digital
repository, making its content freely available to all users with an Internet connection

lzdajata / A Joint
Publication of:

Institut za slovenski jezik
Frana Ramovsa ZRC SAZU /
Fran Ramovs Institute of the
Slovenian Language SRC
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Hall Center for the
Humanities / Center za
humanistiko druZine Hall
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» O &




Worldwide Reach I

/ KU slovenski jezik/Slove... *
€ > C N ¢ http://www2.ku.edu/~slavic/sj-sls/1999/index.shtml

Google

> O~ F-

KU Home | Kyou | Email | Blackboard | News | Calendar | Directories | Maps | KU A-Z
|

Slovenski jezik / Slovene Linguistic

Studies

Doma/Home

Urednika/Editors

Urednigki cdbor / Editonal
board

Svet zbornika / Advisory
board

MNarotila/Subscription

Navodila aviorjem /
Guidelines for contributors

B
Arhivirane Stevilke /
Archived issues

1907
1999
2001
2003
2005
2007

kuscholarworks.ku.edu/dspace/bitstream/.../204Greenberg.pdf

THE UNIVERSITY OF

KANSAS

| Search KU Web

v | |keyword/iname | n

Slovenski jezik / Slovene Linguistic Studies 2 (1999)

Vsebina - Contents
Clanki - Articles

Tom Priestly (Edmonton): On Derivational Productivity in Slovene with Motes on

Lexical Frequency and Awareness of the Norm ,L 0

Nada Sabec (Maribor): Language Change in a Contact Situation: The Case of Slovene
in North America 23 @

Henning Andersen (Los Angeles): The Western South Slavic Contrast Sn. sah-ni-fi ||

SC sah-nu-ti )\- 0

Marc L. Greenberg (Lawrence): Multiple Causation in the Spread and Reversal of a
Sound Change: Rhotacism in South Slavic fl“ 0

Nikolai Mikhailov (Videm/Udine): Die sogenannie »slowenische Homilieskizzew
(»Slovenski naért za pridigo«) aus der handschrifilichen Periode der slowenischen

Sprache -'L 0

2 i | .-.-“-.n.-..nn\- Dlralicaimm e ‘—r.-.ﬂri- = hialataloiaad I:-.Elu"~i-lﬂ'\\-|/ =

lzdajata / A Joint
Publication of:

Institut za slovenski jezik
Frana Ramovsa ZRC SAZU /
Fran Ramov3 Institute of the
Slovenian Language SRC
SASA

Hall Center for the
Humanities / Center za
humanistiko druZzine Hall

i)




Worldwide Reach Il

&! My Yahoo! KU Slovenski jezik/Slove... =/ KU KU ScholarWorks: M...
C A % http://kuscholarworks.ku.edu/dspace/handle/1808/803 > O~ F-

THE UNIVERSITY OF
w KA_NSAS Search KU Web | » [l keyword/iname ]

KU Home K Email B

KU ScholarWorks

Home KU ScholarWorks =

Slavic Languages and Literatures =

Slovene Linguistic Studies =

Help Slovene Linguistic Studies. Volume 2, 1999 =

About KU Scholarworks

KU Information Senvices

Please use this identifier to cite or link to this item: http:/fhdl.handle.net/1808/803

View usage statistics
Browse
Communities

; Title: Multiple Causation in the Spread and Reversal of a Sound Change: Rhotacism in South
& Collections

Slavic =

Isstia it Authors: Greenberg, Marc L.

Author Keywords: South Slavic languages

Title Croatian language

Subject Serbian language
Bosnian language
rhoticity

Sign on to: sound change

Hloc s ol sociolinguistics

updates medieval period
dialectology

Iy KU Scholarwarks

Slovene language
authorized users

Slovenian language

Edit Profile historical linguistics
Issue Date: 1399
Search KU Scholarworks Publisher: ZRC SAZU / Hall Center for the Humanities
,—| @ Extent: 1471556 bytes
Advanced Search Type: Aticle

Abstract: SLOVENE: Prispevek obravnava spremembo 2 > r ("rotacizem”) v juZnoslovanskih
jezikih, kot se najde npr. v sedanjiku glagola *moZe(ts) = sin. md.re, hrv./bos. nar.
mao"re, v oziralnih veznikih (*kako Z(e) > sin. kakor), v razliénih prislovnih tvorbah, npr.
(*boZe = bore), v nekaterih sin., hrv./bos. nareéjih tudi v sedanjiku glagola (*gbnati -)
*zene(ts) » rene. lzvor te spremembe je razliéno obravnavan kot foneticna ali
oblikoslovna (analegna) sprememba, vendar pa nobena od razlag ne pojasnjuje omejene
uresni€itve spremembe (tj., sprememba je omejena na majhno Stevilo leksemov in
slovniénih kategorij) in zelo razliénih arealov spremembe v vsakem posameznem

=

| <




Worldwide
Reach IV

Downloads by country

Origin
United States
Ry

I l France
Turkey

E Greece

T =
e YUQOS|EVIE

m= Croatia
== Finland
&t United Kingdom
? WA
KU University of Kansas
¥l canada
® | japan
B Czech Republic
B ccrmany
= Netherlands
— Ausiria
= m Denmark
mm Poland
= Hungary
B Aigeria
mm Sweden
I"l Feru
B0 segium
i INCIi2
= Bulgaria
BE= South Africa
B china
B Siovenia
= Indonesia
s Georgia
B 0 romania
Brazi
— EOyD!

147.0
25.0
18.0
120

9.0
8.0
7.0
6.0
6.0
6.0
5.0
4.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
3.0
2.0
20
2.0
20
2.0
20
20
2.0
20
10
1.6
1.0
1.6
10
16
10
1.0
10
282.0

Downloads Perc.(%)

2034
8.96
6.16
4.11
3.08
274
2.40
2.05
2.05
205
1.71
1.37
1.03
1.03
1.03
1.03
0.68
0.68
0.68
0.68
0.68
0.65
0.68
0.68
0.68
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34

100.00

Views by country
Origin

United States

KU University of Kansas
.| Korea. Republic of
B cormany
B Crech Republic
&t United Kingdom
#= Finland

® | japan

7 NA
= Hungary
B Siovenia
ll France
¥l canada
Switzeriand
= Israel
mm Poland
= Netheriands
B Turkey

== Croatia

&E \alaysia
B= Guyana
=== Paraguay
B Lithuania
Brazi

A Philippines

210
17
11

-
(4}

B et e ™ TR " NN % R A o TR - S S o B 3 A o R R o <

212

Views Perc.(%)

67.31
545
3.53
3.21
2.56
2.24
1.82
1.60
1.60
1.28
1.28
1.28
0.96
0.96
0.64
0.64
0.64
0:32
0.32
0.32
0.32
0.32
0.32
0.32
0.32
0.32

100.00




. ) FUBLICATHIMN AGREEMENT
@ 08 CAICAED PARIN e Ulmarierdy Review of Piolagy

e ks No Experience |

Heview of "lafecrsas Dhasase |':IHII-CI|.;_E.'-I::II|I::I |:-_|l B. &, Cuafeldd e sl

Tha Unpsqey o0 Cizge, oo beball ol The Urdwemsy o0 g Pres REl ot pear s oonpy of Sk Conniioon on pos peneanad oo SIS
e Poaa Ty L Eaed w cone e Ba raadied L Ceimibaian Telr v, prowaded duaches iorer & e comarec i and e ae
iderilad abome Mibe Crovmburkan™), e e feamal " e | omal™, [ e

T Clesoely ol ol Tiiin - v oo e 5 cooe of (e Contyibation io 8 noe-coopree il dais

o (7)) to deposit a copy of the Contribntion i a non-commercial data
| repostory mamtained by an instituton of which you are a member,

after the embargo penod identified in the Guudelines and prowmded all
relevant conditions descrbed 1n the Guidelines have been met.

gy sl Yo peing s il e s o T co bty o inge

|'.'.|"'.r'.r Ty ¥= .."'.l-'\-l'\qg,ﬂ & ondd g 1o chek Freas dhe masie o |-||5hr i ik s ik bt P

B e Comnbm ok o e Tt e | 9 9507 et i B2 g e Pt e

el 1 Ferdgr, oo

et The Universaty grants to vou the following non-exclusrve nights, subject to
raears plocs Fory

Fimn [T die

) TOTM gw.mg proper credit to the cmgmal Puh]_tcatu:m of the Contribution i

Liaint iod High

e the Journal, melnding reproducing the exact copvrght notice as it appears

tha praznd, ine

i e 111 the Journal:
i m -|-l-""\.|- TARTS S 107 TRACTArg, B e |'H.H-l-i T po e

Sipen gt wpdavantem o are Loy wothe Cannibainze, 1m s
sl reiTaLn s, o Tork ol espeile, Do the copaighr ceves; aed
wobirat 125 peTetnan 6 the s won dee s

rrldri_m::q_-r.il.p. sprea for dl wedenu, Al amdimdcad
SOl Gl o R sl o pried oo pacly peoanded st u o
|J.-l-\_l.'\l-l'|1 farc L.uhu o ek,

Tl Sl e, gn, ] S e sgresmsnt, e s e (e sdaonl b el fie o ermal, reediing 8 oogy fod pok S AN S nodes Bgnanoe
Ay be st ki agree that m sl orania sgraree thal ke ok _r.rlh.'. gy foral panpoase as _.-.ul'\-l'.!:-'#:-'n TEpoton 0 e ol o Eecronis
e af o AL agissvant dLs whaynes B rhe gl o avp Sgalp recagnioed papeils AL et cathd st ..-.....'l_-'gu.i.'\.-_, = AR

AUTHOR SIGHATUER FR THE UNTVERESITY CHE CHEDAED
Y
.'Il'-d =, 4
L N
T Diars Cammrar Fisly
Te e it Byt D, Thes Urdvaiairy of Chiacagn Pest
Addrni Flniis cbrorm. 1=

Tan Py M o Mgy

aR ] Frask RMebedls |r Mearond Dheus
Sy Mecok Urdwersiny

Secewy Mezck, MYOLITIE-2043 LIS
Tekjtoas ___ Fax i"‘f"_!'“‘:;z"— L

B Tral qizigabeooepldsn

e T P T A ] 1001550



Rdlicr:_SpEnCer Sealy

UMIVERSITY OF CALIFORMIA FRESS

GITAL F

No Experience ||

Carrmpand ng Asifer:; S TowNsEnd Felersan

Artiete Tie: SOMMENTATY: Constrocing Check-Usts and Avfaura-Aide Sevisws: Mewcan Slrd Taeonomy Revsied

Valmme loaps Monih Ve WOlUmE 135 Mo 4, Dohober 003

Tha Urivernity o8 Calife=ga |
jorrral, The sk Soches yoo
ke cogp=ghi. To duward v
o ksl el chasge,
Praas’n wabaie Fap-ewme e

Amibera F
The &pihar i raky msaren
S brwing, wnss wxlzmp an o
ArpEmcw Crnddsal cgies’ Us
mardsrd bibdiogzapkic disix
e v weeld cemfio 4
Ceptheoginy’ Uhen aned Fn
1z mede anih B im
peapees =T 1he Arihor
(] 1z prablih he i o
o of aey bowds o el
erdn ke medecd ogw 10
iy o podike erace ond
aravk e cepoali=an
(N 1o pelt, res pzomar dhar)
Awk, iniks Amkors B

Tha rigins granded in clacsan |
vriginal commbes o ke Amich
rphinie ibs Skl B
Sor bira. o dafmad intka Cep
b wbadl mol sppls 1z e, |
sk thal e

Ldeansn 1o Pk

Wb by maboginy af tha B
Arpg=swn Crnddsal cgies’ U
medaraking iz pebbah The A
mziE pEos ks kmber grasm
Crepibekoginy’ Uein faria
reve 2r bl preunad by
Arpa=cn ind 0l Emign conm
prech incledeg sl mbaile
prer=rg ks Amescw Drmrid
ke pnicle sapmrss e mpan

FryEre e fer Teblcath

Author’s Rights

The Author is hereby reserving the rights to use hus or her article in the
following wavs, as long as Author acknowledges the original publication by the
Amencan Ornithologists” Union and the Umiversity of California Press, in
standard bibliographic citation form, and does not sell it or give it away in a
manner that would conflict directly with the business mnterests of the American
Ornithologists” Union and Press:

(1)

(11)

(iii)
(1v)

to use the arficle for internal educational, classroom use, or other research
purposes of the Author's own institution of company:

to publish the article or permit 1t to be published by other publishers, as
part of anv book or anthology, of which he or she is the author or editor,
unless the anthology 15 drawn primarily from The Ank;

to post the article on the Author's personal website or within institutional
or subject repositories;

to post, no sooner than & months after publication of the article in The
Auk, in the Author's funding body’s archive.

The Spihar agrsa & prapess vl s the Snkcls meording & @ adieniaf e
traresiee ard 1o el all =har egeeeearin f pabkes i

Fasss cerplas, sign, aad e chiv sgrsammen e sl i S5 e by mel cramel siening 8 copy S0 pour Man o aledirzei sigraors way b el T
Arpkor sgruid (b ar dlecbars cprscr daal] B wxid ped bisdeg Fx il porpesss, asd by wn any o ecian o e of an ol edisei voisce o e agnd e e
na 5 rebaies Forihe etigeral Fzramy galy s s pened perpos Thiosgmesed will veerinas i7ws o s paaink ks Acpkess snicls st0en vwo seam oF he des

o SR EEERE

TR Amaricsn Drpiiie gl Tl on
ANEFUNIVERSTY OF CALIFORNIA FRESS Plisss migni 2 Fallzeving pagd ared spimen body pagda i

b, Hos

Reteccs Simen, Diredcr S loommsle Febbars

Thee AcETRT71T 5

Mot Terrose, Mansging Fdior
Tha Aak

1712 M Primas Ti=ve
Fapetievilie, A0 TINE

[ FTE TSI TR



The Raffles Bulletin of Zoology

No E ' 1l
Form 3: AGREEMENT FOR THE TRANSFER OF COPYRIGHT O X p e rl e n Ce

S e

Buthornl

L ooien o e pusicetion o oo pepar St
ke e prvviouly been  pukimhaed

i e comdesiion o paldicetion i ey e ool

A EM H 5

It is agreed that in transferrning copynaght the author(s) retain the right to use the substance of this work
in future works, incuding lectures, press releases and review, provided that acknowledgement is
made to its prior publication in the joumal, and to the publishers the Department of Biological Sciences,
National University of Singapore. However, the publisher waives the copyright to the author(s) to
allow photocopies fortheir distribution.

I R

=~ | hereby transfer copyright for my paper to the Department of Biological Sdences, National University
= ofSingapore, following the conditions above.

ey e copright o my mpr izt Depriment & Tezges Scanoee. Metionel Uniwrs iy
= Srgepora. foioeing  te coxdiiiom  sbra

“arre s mieches 1 e bz pusEmh from ) ey ekt

. e o e bz

St T (deter
I =i [Seolietes of Joodogy
dmsartmee S of Seclogeol Soweomd
Mutcsal Usrmnnty of Segupcm
e v 4 Segusom DTSR
dapuklnz of SmgEpce
A M. Mot Loow)
Fux: (23] STTA AW




Opt Out versus Opt In

* Proposed policy is “in by default, need to opt
out”

— Advantage of collective action, collective voice
— Encourages broad participation

 Why not “out by default, need to opt in”?
— Such a policy is already in place at KU
— Not well known for lack of investment and publicity

— Lacks clear message to publishers of institutional
policy



WHERE ALL THIS IS GOING ...



Market Intelligence Service: Market Report

OUTSELL €Yy

Advancing the business of information

Table of Contents

Why This Topic? . . . .. ... e 3

Market Definitions and Methodology . . ... ... ... . . . . . . .. .. .... 4 , .
Defining the STM Scholarly Process gr .............................. 4 Who'sInside
Defining OPen ACCESS . . .. . oo et e e e e e e et 7 | * Bentham Science Publishers L1d

Market Drivers . . .. .. ... . e 15 | * BioMed Central
DIIVEIS o o et e e e e e e 18 | * Hindawi Publishing Corporation
INhibItOrs. « . . o e 24 | » Nature Publishing Group (NPG)

Market Sizing. . . .. ... .. .. e 26 | » Oxford University Press (OUP)
Uptake of Open Access ... ..o i e 26 | » Public Library of Science
Market Sizi L 36 . Sp[inger Sdence + Business
Market Potential. . ... ... . e 36 Media

InQutsell’'sOpinion . . . ... .. ... .. .. . . . . 41



Wh Y This To pIC o

Open access (OA) 1s a born-digital publishing business model in which content 1s made available for free.
It 1Is made possible by the networked digital environment in which the dissermination costs of information
are near zero. Since its idealishc beginnings we have seen the emergence of practical realifies, including

profitable open access publishers, government-sponsored open access mandates, and a slow but steady
increase in its adophion.

Open access has attracted a huge amount of attention and passionate debate in the STM world. Itis a
subject that remains full of contradichons. Funders and libranans claim an access cnsis, but downloads
have never been higher; publishers expenment with new models, while their trade associations lobby
against change; some think open access is inevitable, others think it will never really take off; some see it
as evolution, some as revolution; some as lifesaving, some as life threatening; many suggest there’s no
disagreement, but they all engage in debate.
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In Outsell’s Opinion

Open access I1s a "pay to publish” business model. It shifts the "toll booth” of publisher services from
reader-side to author-side. It represents a less benign model to publishers, as it breaks the monopoly of
ownership of must-have units of content and will bring pnce elashaty, and therefore reduced revenues, to
the pnimary journal publishing market. lts adoption 1s dnven by the wish of the funders of science to offer
free public access to the results of the research they fund. They are attaching conditions to their grants to
effect change and overcome the inertia of current academic culture.

In Apnl 2009, Outsell eshmates OA penetration to be 9.8% by number of arhicles, or $277 million, growing
at 11.3% per year and representing 3.1% of the pnmary publishing market. At current growth rates it
will be decades before OA takes over, unless siimuli such as funder mandates gain trachon. Early signs
are that they can effect change, as witnessed by the leap in deposition compliance rates by researchers
following the introduchion of the MIH mandate. OA prnicaing 1s more closely related to first copy produchion
costs than to making up legacy revenue streams. So in the event of widespread take-up of OA, market
value will shrink significantly — our eshmates suggest by 57%. However, open access models tap into faster-
growing R&D spending streams, and a combination of aggressive pricing and focusing on terntones with
double-digit R&D spending growth would significantly mihigate these effects, and over a 10-year penod
could ultimately deliver a market of lower margin, faster growth, and perhaps even greater value than the
current one.



ATP Opinion Il
Many ways to skin the OA cat

Important points:

— Scholarly publications are not easily available, in
my field ~75% are offlimits

— Problem worse anywhere but NA and Europe

— Solution is not the PLoS model ... open access to
readers, but not to writers, yet global community
of scholars is growing

mportant to consider the global community

mportant to consider the diversity presented
oy academic ... very broad




ONCE YOU HAVE YOUR OA POLICY
... NOW WHAT????



Challenges

* Grow out the policy implementation
* Make participation feasible and convenient

e Strategize and learn from interactions with
publishers
— “l'am still trying to get an answer on this (been

through several departments) - it seems to have
taken us by surprise. ”



First Lesson

OA journal
53%



First Lesson

Publisher agrees to provide to Author within 14 days of
first publication and at no charge an electronic copy
of the published Article in a format, such as the
Portable Document Format (.pdf), that preserves final
page layout, formatting and content of the published
version. No technical restriction, such as security
settings, will be imposed to prevent copying or
printing of that copy. The published version may be
used in the exercise of the rights and licenses
referred to in the paragraphs above.



Conclusions re University OA Policies

* Requires significant investment from faculty and
administration

e Requires champions (librarian, faculty, admin)
* Requires a very thick skin

* Requires flexibility at all stages ... take what you
can get, keep at it, and evolve

* Friends and enemies will appear in the places
one least expects

* KU almost failed at several points, but strategy,
flexibility and luck made success possible

KU would love company ... let’s go Colorado!



Thanks Very Much!

town@Kku.edu

aemmett@ku.edu
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