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.. u n a tra n S I Z I O n e Ve ‘ O .Towardsa Plan S gap analysis? (1) Open acce;s‘

potential across disciplines
Journals - 2017 WoS Kramer-Bosman Dec 5, 2018



https://101innovations.wordpress.com/2018/12/05/oa-potential-journals-and-publications-across-disciplines/

Prospectus dated April 25, 2018

Prospectus

for the public offering

Strong Leadershrp Strategic Focus on Research, with a High-Quality Brand Portfolio, Global Scale
and Favorable Positioning to Benefit from Strong Growth in the Open Access Publishing Market.

as market participants increasingly differentiate in
the open access market with regard to APCs according to a journal’s impact factor.
such as such as Nature Communications, Scientific Reports an

Springer Open,

_ Springer Prospectus Apr. 25

L : Followin
A ©@jscaux 2

The prospectus for the IPO of Springer
Nature
proxy.dbagproject.de/mediacenter/re ...
should be compulsory reading for any

funder/university/agency representative

negotiating with publishers. You can then
question whether you should support

#SciPost and similar initiatives, or can afford
not to.

& Traduci il Tweet

13:38 - 5 mag 2018

22 Retweet 28 Mipiace @ Qm “/ [witter. 2730326828011520



https://twitter.com/jscaux/status/992730326828011520
https://t.co/elpG4zFGnK

...una transizione efficace?

OPEN BP[ ABOUT OLAP SERVER GITHUB INTACT

OPENAPC

Wiew: [T Journal Institution

€29.993.792 |€14.755.611

Elsevier BV Wiley-Blackwell

€2.938.583
W Publeshang

€10.946.964

Public Library of Science (PLoS) |¢2 710852 =

Copermicus HmbH

€22.486.3T1
Springer Nature

€2.550.3T0
Tl L L it

€6.979.153

Frontiers Media SA €2.507.268

UMD &G

P *

ENORMI INCREMENTI NELLE APC...

EIL VINCITORE E...


https://scholarlycommunications.jiscinvolve.org/wp/2017/08/23/article-processing-charges-in-2016/
https://treemaps.intact-project.org/apcdata/openapc/#publisher/

..UNA
TRANSIZIONE CHE .
% DURA 15 ANNISI -
CHIAMA
TRANSIZIONEO -
«ULTERIORE
SFRUTTAMENTO»? .

= |
So there is a need for a radical solution

s..{UNa chiamatg. P

CHIUNQUE VOGLIA
CAPIRE PLANS
DOVREBBE VEDERE

QUESTO VIDEO

".

1Y

WE NEED RADICAL
AND ROBUST

ACTIONS Yl y « ‘Without intervention, immediate OA to just half of
Europe’s scientific publications will not be achieved until
2025 or later’ (Research Consulting Report, page 3).

ESOF 2018 - Opening Up Open Science: Innovations, Ideas and Possibilities JUl 11 2018 min. 30.09-42.0
= N | = e - i Y


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TYpFNRIEZWo
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12. - AGREES-to-further-promote-the mainstreaming -of-open-access-to-scientific-publications-by-

— | ' ‘/:\ p D
various ‘models-possible-and-in-a-cost-effective way, without-embargoes -or-with-as-short-as-

possible-embargoes, -and-without-financial-and-legal -barriers, taking ‘into-account-the -diversity-

emacaneahovetons s and.dicainlingg -and-that-open-access-to-scientific -publications should -be-
Council of the May 26, 2016

European Union a .
Brussels, 27 May 2016 & ‘principle-that -no-researcher-should-be -prevented-from-
(OR. en)

LN

ission, ‘Member-States-and relevant-stakeholders, ‘including-

9526/16

o-catalyse-this-transition; -and -STRESSES the importance-of-

RECH 208

TELECOM 100 ]‘ﬂﬂt‘l’lﬂl’ll’ﬂﬂ

“ OUTCOME OF PROCEEDINGS

From: General Secretariat of the Council

To: Delegations

=~ No. prev. doc. 8791/16 RECH 133 TELECOM 74

' Subject: The transition towards an Open Science system



https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/meetings/compet/2016/05/26-27/

Open access to scientific publications
must become a reality by 2020 -

Robert-Jan Smits
March 23, 2018 by Joanna Roberts MarCh 23, 2018

A lot of lip service is being paid to making scientific papers free to access but when it
comes to action there is a lot of hypocrisy, according to Robert-Jan Smits, the EU’s outg
director-general for research, science and innovation. He has recently been appointed |
EU’s special envoy on open access, tasked with helping make all publicly funded resear:
in Europe freely available by 2020.

How do you overcome that?

It requires that we don't just look at the open access issue in isolation. It is part of a more

general transition towards open science on which our colleagues at DG RTD (the EU’s

Directorate-General for Research and Innovation) are doing impressive work. Take for

instance the ranking (of) universities. This should not just be based on the sole metrics of
publications in high impact journals. Universities can also be ranked with regard to their
contribution to the local economy, or to the economy in general, with regard to

cooperation agreements they have with industry, outreach they do towards citizens. So we

‘And it also requires that reward systems in universities are modernised and, most f .
importantly, becoming multi-dimensional - away from only the high impact factor. At thg allontanarsi

moment IT you want to make a career as a researcher inside your university, you have to ) dall’lOSSESSIONE 8
publish in these high impact journals. Why not reward people if they file a patent, which for =
me is as important as three publications in a subscription journal. Or if they share a data y o
- set? Why not reward people if they do outstanding education? Why not reward people if . tradizionali '
r—| they work with the local authorities to solve a problem in the local community? [

. / 5

‘So the recommendations that | will present in autumn will not just focus on open access to INTERO =

IR i e b ulouehponhelesaeystem afound hat e o chanse | 1 ECOSISTEMA
/

m—— )ocquse else we will not reach the 2020 target.’

:
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https://horizon.scienceblog.com/203/open-access-to-scientific-publications-must-become-a-reality-by-2020-robert-jan-smits/

¥ g Oen access to scientific publications It sounds like a straightforward goal - what are the sticking points?
"—‘.must become a reality by 2020 -
4 Robertjan Sm|ts

March 23,2018

‘What makes things complex is that there are multiple stakeholders, each with their own

N vested interests. Take the publishers. They have a big commercial interest because the

¢ journals which they publish bring in a lot of cash since they are extremely expensive (high

/ subscription fees). That's why they are not keen to change their business model. Yet, | want
to reach out to them to convince them to join the open access movement, partner with us
and build an open access future in partnership with us.

‘Other key stakeholders are the researchers and their institutions. For them the situation is
also complex, notably because we have put ourselves into kind of a very dangerous
cobweb. Although researchers all say that they are supporting open access, their dream is
still to publish in the most prestigious journals with the highest impact factor, which are
often subscription journals.
using mainly one metric - number of publications in high impact journals. The libraries are
also an interesting stakeholder. They want to preserve the money and power they have to
finance the subscriptions to the prestigious journals. They fear that if they don't have this

mantenere 1 money anymore, their role will be less important.

profitti

- Universita That's why | often say that there is a lot of lip service being paid to open access, thereis a
OSSESIONATE dai lot of hypocrisy in the system as it is a perfect example of a catch-22. People talk a lot about
it but when it comes to question,
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https://horizon.scienceblog.com/203/open-access-to-scientific-publications-must-become-a-reality-by-2020-robert-jan-smits/
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a Plan S Why PlanS 10 Principles Funders & support  Implementation & Feedback

Wik Tl ar eoxbates O Ao o oty
About Contact 19 feb 2019

Officials pledge support for European-led ‘Plan S’ to m
immediately free to read — but it’s unclear whether Ch:
plan’s policies. < Gobeck

cOAlition S Welcomes its First African Member
and Receives Strong Support from the African
Academy of Sciences



https://www.coalition-s.org/coalition-s-welcomes-its-first-african-member-and-receives-strong-support-from-the-african-academy-of-sciences/

Making

Open Access

a reality

)

| e

o] °

IN ADDITION:

» Authors retain copyright of their publication with no

restrictions. All publications must be published under
an open license, preferably the Creative Commons
Attribution Licence CC BY. In all cases, the license
applied should fulfil the requirements defined by the
Berlin Declaration;

The Funders will ensure jointly the establishment
of robust criteria and requirements for the services
that compliant high quality Open Access journals and
Open Access platforms must provide;

In case such high quality Open Access journals or
platforms do not yet exist, the Funders will, in a
coordinated way, provide incentives to establish and
support them when appropriate; support will also
be provided for Open Access infrastructures where
necessary;

Where applicable, Open Access publication fees
are covered by the Funders or universities, not by
individual researchers; it is acknowledged that all
scientists should be able to publish their work Open
Access even if their institutions have limited means;

el Ssettempre 2018 esce PlanS
D&* =

When Open Access publication fees are applied,
their funding is standardised and capped (across
Europe);

The Funders will ask universities, research organisa-
tions, and libraries to align their policies and strate-
gies, notably to ensure transparency;

The above principles shall apply to all types of schol-
arly publications, but it is understood that the time-
line to achieve Open Access for monographs and
books may be longer than 1 January 2020;

The importance of open archives and reposito-
ries for hosting research outputs is acknowledged
because of their long-term archiving function and
their potential for editorial innovation;

The 'hybrid’ model of publishing is not compliant with
the above principles;

The Funders will monitor compliance and sanction
non-compliance.


https://www.scienceeurope.org/coalition-s/

|| 4 settembre 2018 esce PlanS

Making

Open Access

a reality

¢ by 2020 -

! SRS PONDERS | Accelerating the transition to

-I- & full and immediate Open Access to
scientific publications

DIRECTORY OF
D l S J OPEN ACCESS
JOURNALS

3.337SU 12.699
JOURNALS CON APCs
26%

« AUTORI MANTENGONO IL COPYRIGHT (LICENZE CCBY)
e RIVISTE IBRIDE NON SONO AMMESSE
* SE ( ) Cl SONO APC, VENGONO
PAGATE DALLE ISTITUZIONI
e LE APC HANNO UN TETTO


https://www.scienceeurope.org/coalition-s/

...ma l'essenziale sta nel Preamble

(

We recognise that researchers need to be given a maxi- PAYWALLS SdNO

mum of freedom to choose the proper venue for publish-

ing their results and that in some jurisdictions this freedom UN DISSERVIZIO

may be covered by a legal or constitutional protection.

However, our collective duty of care is for the science sys- AI-I-A SCI ENZA E
tem as a whole, and researchers must realise that they are

doing a gross disservice to the institution of science if they ALLE ISTITUZIONI
continue to report their outcomes in publications that will | RICERCATORI

be locked behind paywalls.
| POSSO ESSERE
We also understand that researchers may be driven to do

so by a misdirected reward system which puts emphasis MOSS' DA UN
on the wrong indicators (e.g. journal impact factor). We

therefore commit to fundamentally revise the incentive SISTEMA Di

and reward system of science, using the San Francisco INCENTIVI

Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA)* as a start-
PlanS Preamble FUORVIANTE

INg point.
] J



https://www.scienceeurope.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/cOAlitionS_Preamble.pdf

... reazioni negative

Sept. 2018 For Better Science

A Response to Plan-S from Academic Re-
searchers: Unethical, Too Risky!

Summary

Open access (OA) publishinggda o
subscription, or toll access (
larger public, but also expar

impact of their research. PLESANGAYDI R\ I[GHNAADIOLY WV ¢

Plan S Open Letter

Signatories
1712

https://sites.google.com/view/plansopenletter/signatories

ACADEMIC FREEDOM:

ON WHAT, NOT « WHERE» TO
PUBLISH... AND TODAY AREN’T
YOU CONSTRAINED BY THE
EVALUATION CRITERIA?

Reciprocal Space Oct. 2018
il NININTE

ok ES BE g

Academic freedom and responsibility: why Plan S is not
unethical

Clearly there are complications here, but | hope at least that the above analysis gives a clearer view of
the boundary where Plan S has landed. For what it's worth | believe that academics should certainly be
as free as possible to choose where to publish, in acknowledgement of their professionalism and
expertise. | think it is therefore important that the implementation of Plan S strives to ensure that there
remains a rich variety of outlets. But we also need to acknowledge that at present academics’

publishing choices are constrained by the perverse incentives that have grown up around metrics of
journal prestige. For that reason, | was pleased to see that reform of research evaluation is at the heart
of Plan S. If it can help to drive real change on this front, arguably Plan S will make a positive

contribution to academic freedom.



https://forbetterscience.com/2018/09/11/response-to-plan-s-from-academic-researchers-unethical-too-risky/
https://sites.google.com/view/plansopenletter/signatories
http://occamstypewriter.org/scurry/2018/10/01/academic-freedom-and-responsibility-why-plan-s-is-not-unethical/

3 tipi

—

Sﬂ E LO in Perspective S~

e DAI FEEDBACK:

GENERAL HUMANITES PRESS RELEASES

S « PREOCCUPAZIONI REALI
Is a dramatic boost to open access imminent? | think so! [ ] FA K E N E WS

Feb. 12, 2019

- * DEMAGOGIA PURA

a. Genuine concerns — mostly from the smaller society publishers, which support open access, but
don’t quite know how to make it work in their environment and financial set-up;

b. “Fake news” — comments accusing Plan S of being “only about ‘gold’ OA”, ignoring “platinum”
OA and repositories, etc. He dismissed those criticisms and those who utter them should just
read the Plan S proposals properly;

c. “Demagoguery” — attempts to derail the process by casting aspersions that are not based in fact,
such as the assertion that Plan S “would hamper academic freedom”, that OA stood for “low

quality and absence of proper peer review”, for “promoting ‘predatory’ journals”, and that Plan S
would be “putting an end to global scientific cooperation”.

The criticisms in the latter two categories are of a spurious, emotional, “shooting-from-the-hip” nature,
and they do not cut any ice once you carefully think about them. About the first category, Smits said
he has, and cOAlition S members have, sympathy for those concerns, and they will be considering


https://blog.scielo.org/en/2019/02/13/is-a-dramatic-boost-to-open-access-imminent-i-think-so/#.XGyFl817m00

I

molte positive

Open Letter in Support of Funder Open Publishing
Mandates

We, the undersigned, believe that the world's scholarly literature is a public resource that only achieves its full value
when it is freely available to all. For too long we have tolerated a pay-for-access business model for scholarly
journals that is inequitable, impedes progress in our fields, and denies the public the full benefit of our work. We
therefore welcome efforts on the part of public and private research funders to require that publications based on

: : liately freely and openly available without restrictions on access or use.

Jan. 28,2019 (&9 Yoy PRy ' '

d to transform scholarly publishing by changing the explicit and implicit rules under "7,
Inize that funder mandates may superficially limit our publishing options in the short | ;f'q- 7

Plan S is an initiative by cOAlition S to achieve full and immediate Open Access to scientific lo a SyStem that Optlmlzes What we rea“y care abOUt max'leIng the reaCh Of our " h

publications after 01 January 2020 in Europe. At the heart of the plan are 10 principles . . 4 1!/
currently being developed into a set of implementation guidelines. We, representatives of | l’esearCh Communlty and publIC

early-career and senior researchers across Europe, have already commented on Plan S and \
hereby reaffirm our general support and offer our views on the implementation guidance.

tholarly communication costs money, and support substantial investment in this
We c G IOVAN I ncerns and for the open consultation on ;
the g fommpiiomos via sithec seior accenied | RO ) freely access and use the scholarly literature. We acknowledge that
o 1S crucial, however, that mon
YO = 2 (@AY L @) 24 I iztc reslations, funding, and support. yagyyring that all scholars everywhere have the unfettered ability to freely share their

ement on Plan S: disruption for doctoral

dissertations should be minimised; venues with no author-facing fees and societies as well H = s - -

as open infrastructures should be supported; msmunons and fun(;ers sho d‘modemlse ns recognlzed’ And we therefore commit to continue \Norklng Wlth fUnderS. ‘

th I luat d implement the De ation on Research Asses (DORA). . : .

NS KU . and other stakeholders until we have created a stable, fair, effective and open -

| (1) We agree that copyright on publications should stay with the original copyright holder

Iand.not‘ be lrm‘lsf\*rred to publishers. The Cf)pyrighl huld(fr is typically (h.t‘ f]llill()r and/or ion_ http'//WWW m |Chae|e|5en Org/petltlon/

institution, which can depend on legal requirements, but is often not explicitly stated. We

Pll‘ﬂ’llA\'dgef()AliliOIfS(OI'et’mllll\endIlleallthorasmpyrighlholderWherelegdllypossibl& [ ‘ -"’-’:’{ & ‘a’._"m "J\
j ¥ _LALETTERATURA SCIENTIFICA HA VALORE SOLO SE CONDIVISA CON TUTTI

- PER TROPPO TEMPO ABBIAMO TOLELRATO IL MODELLO «PAY PER ACCESS» HE
IMPEDISCE LA CONOSCENZA
- ABBIAMO BISOGNO Dl UN SISTEMA APERTO SOSTENIBILE

- ‘.--‘Q



http://www.michaeleisen.org/petition/
http://eurodoc.net/implementation-plan-s.pdf

.. alcune tragicamiche

EMS on new developments concerning Open Access

Two months ago the EMS reiterated its position on open access, see here.

While scientific publishing may move in this direction, any change of the system must be done in a balanced way taking into account the interests of all

parties involved, in particular that of the scientific community.

However, at the moment we are witnessing several disturbing developments. The European Commission (EC) announced its "Plan §" which would make so-
called “Gold Open Access” obligatory from 2020 within the EU. The participation of big commercial publishers in formulating this plan was explicitly
mentioned. Furthermore, the EC has selected Elsevier as a subcontractor responsible for implementing the plan. In our view this is an obvious conflict of

interests. We are surprised that the EC, with its manifest willingness to fight big internet companies, should turn a blind eye to such a serious problem in its

own backyard.

This decision will have a serious and lasting impact on the future of Open Science and innovation in Europe, the livelihoods of European citizens, and even
the legitimacy of the European Commission. A number of people have accordingly supported a complaint to the European Ombudsman, requesting that

this decision be revoked.

The European Mathematical Society shares these worries about the future of scientific publishing and strongly supports the complaint.

https://zenodo.org/record/1305847# WaUXwvYzU2w

& Submitted by Vicente Munoz | B8 1/ Qct /2018

EMS e le fake news:
- Attribuisce il complaint di Jon Tennant (uscito a luglio) a PlanS uscito a settembre
- Afferma che Elsevier & subcontractor per monitorare PlanS
- Insinua che PlanS sia stato «scritto con gli editori»




...Houston, abbiamo un problema

-PLAN S PENSATO PER EDITORI, NON PER AUTORI
- PLAN S VUOLE FORZARE IL SISTEMA, NON ESSERE ADATTABILE

= ” S ) 4
Nov. 28 2018

4™\ Lenny Teytel

o Loy Teytelman [ rotening J
Reminder - you can't criticize Plan S for "not
being flexible enough so that all of today's

journals are deemed compliant." As
@ashleydfarley said - the whole point of Plan

S is to force the current system/journals to
change.

Ashley Farley @ashleydfarley

Plan S isn't meant to fit into the traditional publishing system. It's meant to drive
systemic change in a broken system. Hybrids were meant as a way to transition. Now
it's become the ugly norm. | would love to see more conversation around solutions
that #PlanS is pushing for


https://twitter.com/lteytelman/status/1067635233380429824

JOURNALS

Immediately upon publication, authors depoesit
Authors publishinaPlan S the final published version of a scholarly
| compliant Open Access journal publication (Version of Record (VoR)) or an
or on a Plan S compliant Open Author’s Accepted Manuscript (AAM), ina PlanS
Access platform with a CC BY compliant repository, The document is made
license. available immediately open access (with no

Authors publish Open Access with a
CC BY license in a subscription journal
that is covered by a transformative
agreement that has a clear and time
specified commitment to a full Open

Plan S compliance

_J rempocary route (review in 2023))

ransformative agreement has
Clear and tene-Spacific Ccommitment 1o full
Contrct negotiatons Ul e g of 001
Conact may Gt et o ISAGe Dan Tree ey
‘ [ S0r0 00T COmvaruon 18 1A OA aferenos |

(pure OA journal/platform | \ e
X PN *[ ~ hybrid OA journal ]
(moswansercoprgy ~ \underatransformation agreement

L e (oA e [oormr;n‘coaom'ynum)
[ peer review or simiar qualty check) | (or alematively CC-BY-SA, CCO)

mmnmcm&.}
of compiant OA journals

«1  Technical requirements

> «  Organzatonal requinements W
Y mm @ F
In interoperable Open

Aginring ot mtaansel A0 tt AR

Sor ) (1w = reirmmant for purs + byieis G4 )
CCAY PNge L wmwten N Wops 0w sy ¥ | NSLORP WYy
M-wﬁnu) C""' o s OA rep D(m- > MWOA) Pt o~ Do Cunlonn s ot Bo Wogmemmtatus of e § 00D 07 AT Migs “wwre cntin & ooy Soaiad

P. Zumstein Jan 7, 2019



https://www.coalition-s.org/feedback/
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Nine routes towards Plan S compliance

by Jeroen Bosman & Bianca Kramer NOV—2018
G. archiving H. archiving AAM, L sharing preprints
0 non-APC gold publisher version, on s and using overlay
platform Journal / platiorm pubishers of (dlamond), by on publication, cC-BY PR
(Gamond) ednors) pubkshers or eds cc-8Y
1. compbant? yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes unsure
2 PLOS 0:'" wt:: o Ep ,G:,Kwnw’ & : (mo transsormative all hybeid journais (MNRAS. APS Royal Society ScPost
example 10005 more 10005‘"3 s 100 more Scoap deals yet?) allowing CC-BY journals) (Emerald joumals )
:“mm""' s szeable amount reted very limited very imded none yet? szeable amount limited imited very imied
more compabtion / evt decreasing
4 offocton M::‘ W, oVt porhaps evt e v " °::"3‘ "';'o:: . “s::::' noed 10 change journals koep roke 1 subscrpbions, koop large pant of change pubishing
pubiishers Subs m“" 9 decreasing "°h°“ "'°' tion fun ;o:s:n business model CC-BY i aliowed need 10 soive perceived vaiue model or loose out
subscripions ) Foge et sustanabilty”?
fect away from ¥rad away kom trad 2most NO resinction
?‘“.q:' venues and IF- venues and 'Mc'“ bc SHO:PC none Imited efect on joumal choice. small effort m”;::o:‘“m adapt 1o new idea
thinking IF-thinking but need to pay APC
¢ ) away from hyond current type read & role insofar as -
8- ¢flact con Rovarine ;:?:?::nm ooy —— ”':m:" 3 ot Gesls | PukSh deals reman R IS :::m ol (i afm"" s
= pot. role in funding relevant cancel subs et %9
SUDPOAING (own) SUPPOMING (own) sepends lower average APC depends on who no financial burden / .
7. eflect on funders platforms / lower platforms / lower ke leveis? / pot. role in pays APCs durng no reduction of role no financial gain no financial gain :z:‘;::;;";"
APC levels APC leveis? e unang the ozal nybnd
big. because of o-q‘oouuso of change r'w DUSINEss change in business noed 10 o0 Geprole o decressing o decreasing imted role
8 offect on societes subscription subscription model / probl for model / probl. for bosissss '“‘cc'_‘ae"‘. s 8 sibact » pe: - pemMaps in quality
dependance dependance hioh rejection high rejection model lowed Totions criptions assurance?
9. effect on eddors fewer submissions fewer submissions none (of big role in none (of big role In none (Of Y role In 2000 new role in overtay
of trad. ymis. lower status lower status leading fip) leadng fip) leagng fip) oae one purnais?
depends on market depands on market / remans high at least X .
10. overall pub cost Gepends on market J kanding soarces depends on market Snding S0urces uns! deal has effect emains high remains high remains high substantially lower?
11 fits changes n 3 = )
assessment

these examples allow Immediate shanng but not with CC-BY ana copynight retention yet

ERS Jeroen Bosman & Bianca Kramer, 20181130, accompanying post. tinyurl com/'nine-routes



https://101innovations.wordpress.com/tag/compliance/

iy
B QUANTE RIVISTE OPEN
SONO CONFORMI?

Jan Erik Frantsvag ¥, Tormod Stremme 2

! UiT The Arctic University of Norway; jan.e.frantsvag@uit.no ;
2 University of Bergen Library, University of Bergen; tormod.stromme@uik O
* Correspondence: jan.e.frantsvag@uit.no O

Abstract: Much of the debate on Plan S seems to concentrate on how to make toll access journals
open access, taking for granted that existing open access journals are Plan S compliant. We

suspected this was not so, and set out to explore this using DOAJ’s journal metadata. We conclude
that an overwhelmingly large majority of open access journals are not Plan S compliant, and that it

\
is small HSS publishers not charging APCs that are least compliant and will face major challenges 7”/ 3
with becoming compliant. Plan S need to give special considerations to smaller publishers and/or s
non-APC-based journals.
\

Keywords: Plan S, open access journals, APC, technical requirements, publisher size
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Open Accons must De sy 2 0tected in order 10 avaid 1he spprcpiation of

Upen Access has no future or meaning without an evolution of research
evaluation systems.
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= Vienna, Nov.23, 2018

We, Ministers, delegates and other participants attending the launch event of the
European Open Science Cloud (EOSC):

1. Recall the challenges of data driven research in pursuing excellent science as stated in the “EOSC Declaration” signed in
Brussels on 10 July 2017.

2. Reaffirm the potential of the European Open Science Cloud to transform the research landscape in Europe. Confirm that

the vision of the European Open Science Cloud is that of a research data commons, inclusive of all disciplines and Member
States, sustainable in the long-term.

PRI EE

3. Recognise that the implementation of the [Européan Open Science Cloud IS a process, not a project, by its nature

iterative and based on constant learning and mutual alignment. Highlight the need for continuous dialogue to build trust and i
consensus among scientists, researchers, funders, users and service providers. -

4. Highlight that Europe is well placed to take a global leadership position in the development and application of cloud
services for Science. Rea

mltnedhapdbatid  A\CCESSO TRASPARENTE Al DATI FAIR £ ettt

5. Recall that the Council APERTI roadmap and the federated

9. Call for the European Open Science Cloud to provide all researchers in Europe with seamless access (o an

open-by-default, efficient and cross-disciplinary environment for storing, accessing, reusing and processing research data
supported by FAIR data principles.

Science Cloud a reality, hinting at the need to further strengthen the ongoing dialogue across institutions and with stake-
holders, for a new governance framework to be launched in Vienna, on 23 November 2018.



https://eosc-launch.eu/fileadmin/user_upload/k_eosc_launch/EOSC_Vienna_Declaration_2018.pdf
https://eosc-launch.eu/fileadmin/user_upload/k_eosc_launch/EOSC_Vienna_Declaration_2018.pdf
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UNIVERSITY OF
CAMBRIDGE

Unlocking Research 8

University of Cambridge Office of Scholarly Communication

Plan S - links,
commentary and news
items

@® February 10,2019  w Uncategorized & Plan$S & Office of Scholarly Communication

unlockingresearch-blog.lib.cam.ac.uk/?p=2433

The discussions around Plan S are voluminous. On 8 February 2019, the opportunity to
provide feedback on Plan S closed.

We have been attempting to maintain a list of commentary and news stories on Plan S at
the end of one of our blogs: Most Plan S principles are not contentious. This has now grown

so large we have moved the list into this dedicated blog. We will continue to try and keep it

up to date - please let us know if we have missed anything that should be added.

Please note that there is a list on the Open Access Tracking Project using the tag
“oa.plan_s” which is crowd sourced and updated in real time, so is more comprehensive
than this effort. There is also a comprehensive Reddit list curated by Jon Tennant available.


https://unlockingresearch-blog.lib.cam.ac.uk/?p=2433

We have a few overall recommendations:

¢ Improve on the why: make it more clear that Plan S is part of a broader transition towards

open science and not only to make papers available and OA cheaper. It is part of changes to
make science more efficient, reliable and reusable.

e Plan S brings great potential, and with that also comes great responsibility for cOAlition S

' INNOVATIONS IN SCHOLARLY COMMUNICATION

funders. From the start, plan S has been criticized for its perceived focus (in intent and/or

expected effects) on APC-based OA publishing. In our reading, both the principles and the o o L .
implementation guidance recognize for all forms of full OA publishing, including diamond OA H
and new forms of publishing like overlay journals. However, it will depend to no small extent L * LE RAGIONI

on the actual recognition and support of non-APC based gold OA models by cOAlitionS * SUPPORTARE
funders whether plan S will indeed encourage such bibliodiversity and accompanying equity RIVISTE SENZA

in publishing opportunities. Examples of initiatives to consider in this regard are OJS journal APC
systems by PKP, Coko open source technology based initiatives, Open Library of Humanities, * MODIFICARE
Scoap3, Free Journal Network, and also Scielo and Redalyc in Latin America. VALUTAZIONE

e The issue of evaluation and assessment is tied closely to the effects Plan S can or will have. It
is up to cOAlitionS funders to take actionable steps to turn their commitment to

fundamentally revise the incentive and reward system of science in line with DORA into

practice, at the same time they are putting the Plan S principles into practice. The two can
mutually support each other, as open access journals that also implement other open science \

criteria such as pre-registration, requirements for FAIR data and selection based on rigorous

methodological criteria will facilitate evaluatlon based on research quality.

https://101innovations.wordpress.com/2019/02/08/plan-s-feedback !



https://101innovations.wordpress.com/2019/02/08/plan-s-feedback/
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FLESSIBILI NELLE LICENZE

.  STESSI REQUISITI PER LE
Feedback on article 8: RIVITE IBRIDE

¢ Acknowledging the resulting limits on potential (re)use, consider including an opt-out of the

license requirements by accepting CC-BY-ND when requested, in order to increase support

of humanities.

e Therequirements for journals do not seem to apply to hybrid journals in transformative

agreements. This creates the strange situation that a lot of hybrid journals will be held to

much lower standards than full OA journals, platforms and repositories and do not have to

invest until (in some cases, depending on agreement timing) 2025. To redress this to some
extent, we would like to advise relaxation of the technical and other requirements
mentioned in article 9.2 and 10.2 (XML, JATS (or equivalent), API, CCO metadata incl.
references, and transparent cost/prices) for instance until 2021 (instead of 2020).

it asil

Wi,




Feedback Kramew r’

* FISSARE UN TERMINE
MASSIMO PER CONTRATTI
PREESITENTI

It says now “COAlition S acknowledges existing transformative agreements. However, from
2020 onward, new agreements need to fulfil the following conditions to achieve compliance
with Plan S”. There is a chance that by pre-2020 signing of long term contracts hybrid could

remain compliant even after 2024. To avoid that we would change the wording to include a

maximum running period length for existing (pre-2020) contracts to be acknowledged. E g.

change this into “COAlition S acknowledges existing transformative agreements with
contract periods that do not go beyond 2022".

We also recommend replacing ‘existing transformative agreements’ with ‘existing off-setting,
read-and-publish and publish-and-read agreements’ to prevent confusion as to what is
meant by ‘transformative agreements’.
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“Make full and immediate Open Access to [BERFRES s

OPERAS Declaration on the Pla

. . v 9 G gi—~==e= |mplementation Guidance
research publications a reality.” Also for 2L Y -
Y | LP {
books! V4%9.;
We understand that cOAlition S has set a tight schedule for the implementation of its plan o) 4
for journals and has decided to postpone the implementation for other types of / X %8 0 '7
publications, such as academic books. As the OPERAS Consortium gathers a number of e "‘fl B XX A

university presses, scholarly-led publishers, platforms, and infrastructures already N

practicing Open Access book publications, we encourage cOAlition S to start working

without delay on setting up an implementation plan for books as well and in partnership e B D iree r

with DOAB (Directory of Open Access Books). OPERAS would be happy to contribute to : o {9 ; 8

such a plan with the coordination with other relevant stakeholders, such as i -

s . e s SUPPOIt XML adoption beyond th

(European Alliance for Social Sciences and Humanities) and DARIAH (Digital u ort adoption beyond the

Infrastructure for the Arts and Humanities). req u | rements
The level of technical compliance is not the same for journals and platforms on the one
hand, and for repositories on the other hand. While, according to the guidance on the
implementation of Plan S, journals and publishing platforms should provide “machine
readable” formats (no requirement in terms of standards), repositories should store the full
text in “XML in JATS standard (or equivalent)”. As any XML, HTML or even plain text can be
considered 2 machine readable format, the requirement for repositories appears to be
much higher. In particular so, considering that most of them do not meet the criteria
currently. The same holds also true for many publishing platforms and journals. Therefore

N + tAart + hniral M > A far ral nlatfAarme nA ror tAario et 11l b
the criteria for technical compliance for journals, platforms and repositories should be



https://operas.hypotheses.org/2575
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Allow more licensing flexibility )

The choice of cOAlition S to adopt a CC-BY license by default must be discussed at two
levels:
1) The licensing requirements should include a discussion on multi-licensing, which allows

the application of different licenses on different formats under which the same content

% can be disseminated. Therefore, the implementation guide should precise that

®

8 licensin ng requirement applies to at least one but not to all formats. This allows the
- r

development of innovative business models for Open Access publications on the one
hand, but also partnerships with trade publishers who help researchers in reaching out to
&, non-academic audiences through print editions on the other hand. This is of particular

| importanc o the Social Sciences and Humanities where = cithetantial nart af tha

publications can impact the s
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OPERAS Declaration on the Plan S i
Implementation Guidance

s Allow for block grant
to become Plan S compliant.
rants to develop long-term publishing projects such as journals or
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The Fair Open Access principles Whoweare Ourmission News Membership Conta

Feedback FOAA

Perhaps the most important recommendation is to build cost transparency

n FOAA recommendations on the Implementation of Plan S

The Fair Open Access Alliance (FOAA) enthusiastically welcomed and
endorsed the bold proposal of cOAlition S to accelerate the transition

into the capped publication fee. Publishers should be required to provide the
actual breakdown of costs contained in the publication fee, and make this
information publicly available. A lack of transparency would establish the cap as a
new price-point allowing publishers to renegotiate it every few years. It would
also entice publishers whose actual costs are below the cap to raise their costs to

meet the cap. Publishers will be reluctant to provide cost information, but it is

e N R TRASPARENZA SU COSA COMPRENDONO LE APC

The FOAA cost transparency proposal has already been agreed to by a subset of

publishers in the Transparent Transition to Open Access (TTOA consortium).[1]

FOAA asks for publishers to provide information about (1) indirect costs (a.

journal support and submission system; b. Platform development and
1aintenance c. general management costs); (2) direct costs (a. editorial

assistance; b. copy-editing ¢. promotion d. indexing and archiving (DOI,
"LOCKSS ete)): and (3) profit.

https://www.fairopenaccess.org/2018/10/21/foaa-recommendations-on-the-implementation-of-plan-s/



https://www.fairopenaccess.org/2018/10/21/foaa-recommendations-on-the-implementation-of-plan-s/

Feedback Hindawi

Hindawi Institutions  Publishers Blog Meet the Team

Hindawi’s response to Plan S: be the

, S FWREEC NG Y catalyst for change you deserve to be
Hindawi strongly supports the principles and ambitions of Plan S. That funders have
collectively agreed to enforce Open Access with a default CC BY licence for academic
articles arising from their grants sends a hugely powerful signal to researchers,
publishers, institutions and other actors about the future of of scholarly

communication. Plan S represents a line in the sand. Funders are no longer prepared to

& Catriona MacCallum (9 February 8th, 2019

accept a timeline for change that has largely been dictated by actors with a vested ‘
interest in maintaining the status quo. This is its power. The potential disruption the A | FUNDERS NON

' plan causes to the industry has justifiably garnered worldwide attention and raised .. " ACCETTANO PI U CHE A
awareness — and opposition — not only among publishers and funders, but among \ DETTARE LE

researchers and their scholarly societies.
CONDIZIONI SIANO GLI
ATTORI CHE HANNO !7":\
OGNI INTERESSE A
MANTENERE LO STATUS
Quo S

The ultimate aim of cOAlition S is to make all research outputs freely available to reuse
and to ensure that those outputs are reliable. They want rigorous, trustworthy,
# impactful science and they want that science practiced openly. They want the
>4 opportunity for innovation that such science will allow and the greater return on their
@ investment this will create — they want Open Science. The coalition appreciates that
there are three fundamental barriers to overcome: changing the existing subscription
business model to one of Open Access; changing the current system by which

researchers and other actors are ranked and evaluated; and providin ire

-~



https://about.hindawi.com/blog/hindawis-response-to-plan-s-be-the-catalyst-for-change-you-deserve-to-be/

Feedback Hindawi

Hindawi Institutions Publishers Blog Meetthe Team

Hindawi’s response to Plan S: be the
catalyst for change you deserve to be

& Catriona MacCallum (O February 8th, 2019

are not yet restricted to such journals. This is especially important for Early Career

Researchers.

Provide support and resources, including financial, for the open infrastructure

required to support Open Access. This is particularly important if either pure OAor

smaller publishers who are transitioning to OA are not to be placed at a disadvaitage.

Currently many of these infrastructure initiatives are community driven and funded

on a short-term basis by the same few players — this is not sustainable.

> For example, initiatives such as DORA help to drive infrastructural as well as

cultural change. Plan S and many other international policies point to DORA as a

>4 crucial marker of change. DORA is more than a declaration. The single staff
member, Steering Committee and International Advisory Committee are working
to a roadmap to foster best practice and help implement real change to the reward
system. It is not just about the Impact Factor and it is not just about articles but
other research outputs as well*



https://about.hindawi.com/blog/hindawis-response-to-plan-s-be-the-catalyst-for-change-you-deserve-to-be/

e OTeche/PlanS
Continue to innovate the scholarly communication system and provide guidance to e
COAlition S on where to invest — be this in services or infrastructure ; ; " —
Work with the Plan S implementation group to explore collective funding
approaches to subsidise Open Access to research

Provide information on strong scholarly communication publishing alternatives and
platforms for a range of outputs, such as being OA publishers for their institution or

introducing new compliant publishing models

Supply a stable, quality-controlled standardised infrastructure to deposit, curate,
verify and disseminate a range of OA research outputs through their repositories

Supply information on local policies and implementation mechanisms that will

support the local (Member State) implementation of Plan S

Provide information on publishing needs within a range of disciplines, and on the
related challenges of going OA

Provide intelligence on consortium-level publisher relations, negotiations

Provide data on OA publishing outputs, and monitor and report on progress on OS
practices

WhoWe Are v What We Do v Membership

httgs:[[sr,_)arceuroqe.org/librariesplan
etting the Default to Open

Provide training on open science principles and on copyright, licensing and author
rights in particular to support the implementation of Principle 1 of Plan S

10 ways libraries can support the implementation
of Plan S

10. Help provide training on Plan S requirements to the research community ’

We are happy to share a document with the library community that suggests ways

e ) v,.‘,‘..‘- ) i in which the Plan S Implementation Task Force can fit from academic and
: B naton n planning the in tion

rinciples.



https://sparceurope.org/librariesplans/

News & Views  Careers Events Reports & Data I N S I D E Admiss
Feb.19,2019 E—
T - Loan Repayment H I G H ER E D Sub

Who Gets to Talk?

#News

Who's Afraid of Plan S?

Research funders, publishers and academics ponder the consequences of a European initiative that could
have a major impact on scholarly publishing in the U.S.

By Lindsay McKenzie  // February 19,2019 7 COMMENTS £

Steven Inchcoombe, chief publishing officer at Springer Nature, said that some of the principles of Plan S
N could havel"unintended consequences that could be adverse rather than positive for the accelerated
transition tGopemTateess:

S Springer Nature wants to accelerate open-access publishing "as quickly as possible,” said Inchcoombe.
C "Plan S has stated that that is also their goal, so we should be all pushing for the same outcome, but some
of the things that they've come up with are just not going to be effective,” he said.

Hybrid journals should be embraced, “rather than eliminated,” as this is an area where open-access
publications are growing rapidly, said Inchcoombe.

{Funding for immediate open-access publication is also a concern, he said. “Publishers have to generate
= lincome; if they don't charge for the content they provide, it's very hard to see how publishers can do it all for
& free. Making researchers reliant on some sort of grant funding 1o Tund OA Is not a sustainable model at
scale’”

Read-and-publish deals, in which institutions pay to both access subscription-only content and publish
open-access articles, are a good solution to support open access in the long term, said Inchcoombe. The
University of California System, for example, is pursuing such a deal with Elsevier,


https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2019/02/19/publishers-express-concern-about-unintended-consequences-plan-s

. N
“In the OA movement, it seems to a lot of people that you have to
choose a road: green or gold or diamond,” says Colleen Campbell,
director of the OA2020 initiative at the Max Planck Digital Library in
Munich, Germany, referring to various styles of OA. "Publishers are
sitting back laughing at us while we argue about different shades”
o] instead of focusing on a shared goal of complete, immediate OA.
ill the world embrace Plan S, the radical proposal to | Because of its bold, stringent requirements, she and others think Plan S
andate open access to science papers?

. Jan. 2019 can galvanize advocates to align their efforts to shake up the publishing
system.



https://www.sciencemag.org/news/2019/01/will-world-embrace-plan-s-radical-proposal-mandate-open-access-science-papers
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@’ Micah Vandegrlft :
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pmicahvandegrift

* Here's my summary of what I've heard and

-
5

read: "l/we support and believe in open
access, but...” What do we need to do globally

to get past the "but..."?
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https://twitter.com/micahvandegrift/status/1095308044869738496

