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Effective

advocacy

- Ambitious OA policies at institutional, national and European level
- Full and immediate OA

- Authors’ rights retention
- No restriction to openly share research outputs

I - More transparency and greater sustainability in the scholarly publishing system
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Recommendations from the EUA Working Group on Open Access adopted by the
EUA Council on 26™ of March 2008 (University of Barcelona, Spain)

1. Working Group: Aims and Scope

In January 2007 EUA established a "Working Group on Open Access” for a one year
period as a platform of expert opinion to provide both a voice for, and visibility to
European universities as stakeholders in the policy debate. Its mission was duaifold: to
raise awareness of the importance of “open access” issues to the wider university
community, both in terms of its impact upon the research process and its finandal
implications for university libraries, and to develop recommendations for a common
strategy for the university sector as key stakeholders in policy development in the field.
The decision to set up the Working Group had reflected the general view that the
interests of universities were not being heard in the growing policy debate on the issue of
the wide implications of rapid development of digital ICT for publishing which tended to
be dominated by the commercial interests of the major scientific publishing companies.

The Working Group membership drew upon the range of different university perspectives
on the concept of "Open Access” from those of academic researchers, librarians and
university management. In the course of its three meetings in 2007 the Working Group
gathered expert opinion on open access publishing business models, legal and copyright
issues, technical development of national digital repositories and their European
networking, and the policies being developed towards open access publishing by funding
agencies at the national level and the European Commission. Professor Sijbolt Noorda
(Chair of the Working Group) and members contributed also to several European
Conferences held in 2007 including the major conference on “Scientific Publishing in the
Digital Age” held jointly by the European Commission DG Research and DG Information
and Media In Brussels in February 2007 in which the university sector were recognised
formally as a major “stakeholder” in the open access policy debate.

In reaching its recommendations that are addressed to three audiences university
leaders at the institutional level, National Rectors Conferences and the EUA the Working
Group has borne in mind the full spectrum of issues involved; these range from the clear
opportunity offered to widen access to the results of research, to the implications of open
access publishing for peer review and quality assurance in academic research and the
rapidly rising costs of scientific publications for university libraries (through high
subscription prices for both electronic and printed journals, including “bundling”
marketing strategies by publishers).

11. European and Global Context of the Recommendations

The Working Group recommendations seek to build upon the findings of the “Study on
the Economic and Technical Evolution of Scientific Publications Markets in Europe”
(European Commission, DG Research, project report, January 2006), and public
statements Issued by the European Research Council (ERC) and the European Research
Advisory Board (EURAB) on Open Access as well as the current practices of some funding
agencies such as UK Research Councils and the newly adopted policy of the National
Institutes of Health (NIH) in the United States concemning open access mandates for peer
reviewed publications arising from grants,
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CESAER eUd2d Erose

All publishers must fully respect researchers’ rights by providing
clarity and transparency on Open Access

Joint statement dated 25 May 2021

Our associations - CESAER, European University Association (EUA) and Science Europe -
are strong supporters of Open Science and Open Access. It is fundamental that researchers,
universities, and other research-performing organisations disseminate and reuse their
research findings without restrictions or embargoes.

We note that while many scholarly publishers are showing leadership in this area by fully
embracing Open Access publishing models and Open Science practices, some do not
support them sufficiently. These publishers still require researchers to sign over their rights
and/or make them face re-use restrictions and embargoes on how they can use their own
peer-reviewed research findings.

We are especially concemed by the unclear and opaque communication and practices of
some publishers as reported by cOAlition S. Such an approach complicates and confuses
matters for researchers, impeding progress towards a scholarly communication system
based on Open Access to research outputs.

We urge those publishers to reconsider their position and modernise, ensuring they
play their part in providing fair and transparent conditions for authors. These should
fully respect researchers’ rights, including the right to share their peer-reviewed research
findings without restrictions or embargoes. If a publisher or platform chooses to take the
stance of requiring authors to sign away their rights, they should clearly and publicly state
this to ensure that researchers make informed choices.

More broadly, the standard position of platforms and publishers should be to empower
researchers to publish their findings (including data and digital assets) while retaining their
rights. Researchers who wish to deposit their author-accepted manuscript in a
repository with an open license (e.g. CC BY), and without any embargo, must be able
to do so.

To sum up, models that continue to rely on barriers and that restrict what researchers can do
with their research findings are outdated and must be replaced. As such, we fully support
cOAlition S and others who explore a diversity of models for supporting the open
dissemination of research.

The three signatory organisations support the open dissemination of research findings for the
greater benefit of research and society and call on all publishers to stop requiring
researchers to sign over their rights and to end the use of restrictions and embargoes.
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Rik Van de Walle Michael Murphy

President of CESAER President of EUA President of Sclence Europe

Rector of Ghent University President Emeritus of University CEO of FNR Luxembourg
College Cork

Please reference this document using hitps // 1 1/zenodo 4775045,
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- Since 2014, monitoring of:

2017-2018 EUA

Horizon
scanning

- the implementation of OA policies in European universities

- policy and legal developments in OA relevant to the university sector
- Since 2017, gathering of comprehensive data on Big Deals
- 2020, Read and Publish study




- Need for systemic, cultural and technical reforms : no one left behind!
- Support to European universities in.

- improving researchers’ engagement in Open Access,

- highlighting the importance of implementing monitoring mechanisms of Open Access.
- Capacity building:

- platform for negotiating consortia

- EUA Big Deals survey reports and Read & Publish study
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Selected results from the EUA

2020-2021 Survey on Open
Science
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Level of importance and implementation of 0S areas €U d 20

. 04 to research publications
Science outreach and

communication

Citizen science FAIR data

. Level of implementation

. Level of importance

Open evaluation Diata sharing

Open education

Open research protocols

Open source research
software /code

Number of respondents: 265-270/272.

Note: scores represent mean values. Higher values indicate a higher
level of importance or implementation



Open Science policy elements related to OA to research

publications

Depositing of research articles in repository

Provisions on copyright andfor intellectual property

Preservation

Unigque researcher identifiers

Linique identifiers for erants, projects, oreanisations, equipment
or instrument usage

Open access books

Open access archival or special collections
Provisions for specific disciplinary areas
Qpen research protocols

Preprints

Open access publishing of research articles in open access journals

Number of respondents: 138-142/146

Note: This question was only applicable to institutions
that indicated having an Open Science policy.
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Institutional support provided to researchers on OA eud2d

Institutional website(s) on open access to reseanch publications

Training for researchers

Developing open research strategy and vision

Funding for publishing in open access journals

Establishment of specific services for researchers

Guidelines providing clarification of legal issues related to
linking, sharing and re-using Open Access content

Legal support

|

Facilitating administrative reporting of publications in projects

I Number of respondents: 268/272. Multiple-choice question. Other

=
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Researchers’ concerns about self-archiving publications
in a repository (green route/green OA) eudazd

Concerns over
publishers' copyright infringement

Lack of administrative support when
it comes to making research outcomes
available through Open Access

Concerns over quality of Open Access
publications, compared to traditional
means of publishing research

Limited awareness of Open Access
and its potential benefits

| | l | |
0 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

. EUA OA Survey 2017-2018 Number of respondents: 318/321. Multiple-choice question.



https://eua.eu/downloads/publications/2017-2018%20open%20access%20survey%20results.pdf
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Open Access by 2020: EUA supports Plan S for an

open scholarly system

On 4 September 2078, eleven national research funding organi

sations in Eurpe jointly pubiished the so-raled “Plan 5" to ace

lerate the transition towards Open Access (0A) to research pub-
lications, Plan S stipulates that “after 1 january 2020 scientific
publications on the results from research funded by public grants
provided by national and European research councils and funding
bodies, must be published In compliant Open Access Journals o
on compRant Open Access Platforms.”

The Curopean University Association (EUA) would ke to express
its suppoet for Plan § and wekome its ambition. implementing the
plan’s bakd vision, in combination with Horlzon Europe reinforced
04 policies. has the putential to crete 3 critical mass of rese-
anch funders able to ensure 3 wider uptake of DA atross Europe

Plan S is in line with the EUA recommendations in its Statement
1 El 1:005 and National G and " Iowcands Bl

Dpen Access In 2020° For EUA. the transition to DA requires the
coherent and conzerted efforts of major stakeholders including
researchers, research tunders research 2

OA repositories enrich and link publications and data and provide
added-vakse services with openly avaitable content. Regarding
0)d OA. beyond capping Article Processing Charges (APCs), which
can be an appropriate temporary measure. the UA publishing
system must evolve In 3 way In which costs are atfordable for
universities, and limit inflation costs. The principle goal of Plan S,
to.@nd the phenomenon in academic publishing known 35 “double
dipping” (paying first to publish and second to access the publica-
tion through subscriptions), is laudahle.

Plan S should effectively support the implementation of Open
Stlence practice. as part of the pre- and post-evaluation of rese-
atch projects. and, progressively. in national research assessment
exercises. Resoarch assessment, camer assessment and the rec

ruitment of researchers must be adapted to accommedate Open
Stionce practices 3nd move away from purely quantitative mea

sures such 3 joumal Impact factors. EUA provides a tramework
for such an evolution through its recently adopted

organisations and governments.

EUA is pleased 10 see that Plan 5 urges researchers to retain the
copyright of their research outcames and to publish them using
open Iicenses and plattorms, This has the potential to change
the business models underlying the research publishing market,
and to make them more npen and competitive while also enab
ling @ more efficient use of public funds. The engagement of the
wider community of researchers is necessary, which it is not the
case today. a5 only around 30% of uniersity researchers have a
good knaviedge of publishers’ 0A policies (EUA 04 Institutional
Survey resulis)

EUA would like to underline that both "goid” and “green” DA
foutes are important in the transition to full Open Access. Green

Research Plan 5 should also incentivise researchers
to adopt Open Science as the default model of conduct for pub-
licky-funded research

To summarisz. EUA supports Plan S. and its vision to accelerate
the transition to full OA. while also encouraging more national
research funders across Europe to adopt Plan S. In the coming
weeks, EUA wall further reflect on the implications of Man S, and
how universities Can further align their polices to contribute to
its implementation. Ultimately, the success of Plan S hinges on
turning principles into practice. More detalls of Man S need to be
fleshed cut, and EUA is pleased to offer a platform for dislogue
for its implementation.

an Univarsity
ganisation of

Europear

Turning principles into practice
EUA's response to the Plan S Implementation

Guidance

February 201

In September 2018, Coaltion S. 2 group of research funding
organisations toordinated by Stience Europe, announced the
intention to mandate that “after’ january 2020 scientific publications
on the results from research funded by puble grants provided by
national and European rexsarch councils and funding bodies. must
be published in compliant Open Access journals or on compiiant Open
Access Platforms ™

The announcement, known as “Plan 5”5 a response to the May 20%
call of the Ecrapean Council to “promote the mainstreaming of open
Bccess to scentific publications by continuing to support 3 tranaition
to immediate open access 33 the dofault by 20207 The European
University Association (EUA) endarsad the Amsterdam Callfor Action
in Open Science. a foundation of the Eurpean Council's decision, and
works intensely towards the transition to Open Acress *

Consequently. EUA already expressed its support for the objectives of
Pan S while emphasising that its realsation will depend on turning
principles into practice. Universities in the ELZ8 host close to 750
000 tesaarchars (2017) and spend ovar ane billion eures annually for
access toscholarly literature* Plan S will inevitably have an impact on
universities and eniversity researchers

EUA therefore welcomes the publication and feedback process on
the Impiementotion Guidonce 1t offers an opportunity for further
dialogue before the Implementation in the funding programmes
of Coalition S EUA also scknowledges concems expressed by
tesearchars and rasearch institutions. for instance on the impact on
research assessment or potentially increasing publication costs, for
which Plan S needs to pravide answers

Copyright

Regarding retention of czpynight by the authars. the recommendation
to use 2 liconse that allows free re-use, sharing and adaption
of rewsarch outcomes {such as the (T BY Attribation 4.0 model
licanse) is welcome, 2% the main objactve i ta free the copyright for
authors/research institutions from publishers copyright. However,
some publications may require exceptions, for instarce where
third-party rights are concemed. EUA asks Coalition S to cloriy the
Implementotion Culdance for such cases

Research assessment

Current research assessment approaches do not yet incentivise of
reward publishing in Open Actass joumnals. Instead, the so-called
“prestige” of journals and the venue of publication is often 3 more
decisve factor in G prevailing

practices need to be reformed * Plan S suggests alignment with the
San Francisto Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA), which
recomenends moving away from journal-level metrics. While this
is wekome, Plan S should specify that DORA & only one of several
owailoble pothways to reform resesrch gssessment of universities.
University freedom to explore new and ovative evaluation
approaches tailored to their diverse needs must not oy be ensured,
but actively promoted.

EUA nates postively the intention of Coaliton S to apply the
DORA criteria #s its preferred pathway for evaluations in funding
programmes. While stili needing to safeguard eniversities freedom
to make their own chaices, the decision of Coalition § to move away
from joumal-fevel metrics and to evaluate research on its own merits
is welcome * EUA offers to collaborate with Coafition S on ways

EUA continues to offer a plotform for isiogue for the
of Plon § ana highly appreciates the regular interactions between the
EUA Council, Stience Evrope, and Caalition S,

In general, EUA supports the principles of Pian S while recommending
fiexibiity in approaches to ther implementation. This s to ensure
compatibility with national ar institutional policies and dversity of
needs in different discipinary proctices

EUArecommends that specific provisions! the principles, explanations
in the Implementation Guidance and default requirements should be
further explained and, wher necessary. be moditied. as explained
below in more detail

|

forword to in line with the EUA Rosdmap
on Research Assessment in the Transition to Open Science (2018)

Routes to compliance

EUA wekomes the Implementation Guidarce's clarification on
the routes to compliance via Open Access joumals ar Dpen Access
platforms. holarty articles in Open Aczess

and i) As it has been rated by
others, this offers a2 set of different routes to publish in compliance
with Plan § requirements '

EUA urges Coolition 5 to develop further guidance on books and
monogrophs in a timely faskion and to engage in a dialogue with

eua2d

Plan S: EUA welcomes greater clarity on

implementation guidelines

lune 2018

On 31 May 2019, the authors of "Plan S°. a group of international funders that form “cOAlition S°, published their revised
Iimplementation guidelines. The “Plan 5” initiative aims to boost Open Accass in scholarly publishing by 2021. The European
University Association (EUA) welcomes the reviewed guidelines, which address the main points raised by the Association
during a bad consultation process

EUA weicomes the greater clarity on the fundamental principles of "Plan S” and the accompanying publication of the
rationale supporting the revisions. EUA would like to thank the members of “cOalition S” for its efforts in reviewing the
guidelines and to exprass its particular support for the following elements of “Plan 5" as part of the transition to Open

Science

- Open licenses and retention of copyright by authors or institutions, requiting a Creative Commons Attribution
(CC-BY) hicense as default, but clearly allowing exceptions for specific publications.

Valuing the Intrinsic merit of research output in research assessment approaches. rather than relying
on the publication impact factor as 2 proxy indicator. While “cOAlition 5™ members will primarily foliow the
guidelines found in the S3n Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA), EUA welcomes that the
new impiemantation guidance supports universities' freedom to explore new evaluation methods by explicitly
mentioning alternative guidelines, such as the Leiden Manifesto In this regard. EUA and Scence Europe are
Jotning efforts to improve scholarly research methodologies to facllitate the transition to Open
Sclence

- Seeking cooperation with stakeholders, in particular with EUA and other leading international initiatives
in the figld of Open Access such as the Directory of Open Access lournals (DOAJ), Directary of Open Access
Begositorles (OpenDOAR), SHERPA/ROMED (a service showing the copyright and Open Access self-archiving
policles of academic journals), Open Access 2020 (0A2020) led by the Max Planck Digital Library, and Efficency
2nd Standards for Article Charges (ESAC).

- A diverse range of publishing venues ranging from journals and repositories to Open Access publishing
platforms. EUA calls upon scholarly publishers to support the immediate deposit of Version of Record (VoR)/
Author Accepted Manuscript (AAM) documents in repositones

- Support to “transformative agreements”. contracts with large publishing editors for which EUA strongly

e EUA, through its seminal analyses of “Big Daals” with scholarly
publishers and its upcoming report on “Publish & Read agreements”. is prepared to work together with
“cOAlition S, 0A2020 and ESAC to support and monitor the of For

greater clarity in implementation, EUA calls on funders to further clarify conditions under which publications in
“hybrid” venues are compliant with "Plan 57



Preparations for the implementation of Plan S euazld
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EMPOWER

High-level policy/strategy

BUILD CAPACITY
Libraries and consortia

REINFORCE EXISTING STRUCTURES
Academic community-driven Infrastructures

©

Add OA requirements to
career assessment policies

Adopt a policy that includes a

Rights Retention Statement

Assign funding for Article
Processing Charges (APCs).
Centralise and streamline
APC reporting.

Advocate policy change by
governments and funders

%
%

» Universities could require

researchers to deposit articles or
manuscripts in their institutional
repository (in OA) to be considered
for career evaluations.

» Universities could include

reguirements for researchers to
apply a CC BY licence to author’s
accepted manuscripts (AAM) in
institutional Open Access (OA)
policies or even employment
contracts.

» Universities could also set aside

an APC contribution fund (authors
could contribute from their
research funds but would not be
forced to pay for these fees out of
their salaries).

» Universities could advance OA

by aligning their Open Access
policies, lobby for legislation
that protects IPR and anchors
CC BY for academic publishing in
copyright law, etc.

@ Approach

Enter into a transformative
agreement (TA) with a large
publisher

Enter into a TA with a smaller

or society publisher

Enter into in a publishing
agreement with a pure 0A
publisher

@ Rationale

» Universities could join forces

with other institutions as well as
research funding organisations to
form transnational negotiating
consartia, in order to contribute to
the transition to full OA.

» Since smaller publishers often

publish in languages other

than English, universities using
those languages could form
consortia specifically dedicated to
negotiating with these publishers.

» Universities could explore

joining consortia negotiating
such agreements: the larger the
consortium, the better deals can
be concluded.

©

Support non-commercial,
scholar-led publishing
initiatives (Diamond 0A)

Support non-commercial
infrastructure for scholarly
communication

Develop and use an
institutional (or shared) OA
repository

%
%

» Universities could map these

initiatives, which would also allow
them to support and reward such
efforts.

» Universities could align to

collectively sustain these
infrastructures and/ or provide
in-kind contributions by hosting
them and provide (library) staff
in-kind service contributions.

» Universities could actively support

their repositories and help them
become compliant with Plan S
technical criteria so they are fully
equipped to host the CCBY AAMs
of their own authors.

Working Document : draft dated 15 June 2021



EMPOWER

High-level policy/strategy

Add OA requirements to career assessment policies

Adopt a policy that includes a Rights Retention Statement

Assign funding for Article Processing Charges (APCs).
Centralise and streamline APC reporting.

Advocate policy change by governments and funders

¥
%

» Researcher publishing behaviour is closely linked with the
publication venue (e.g., a journal).

» A more balanced emphasis on research output and other
academic activities, including open research processes,
teaching and service to society is part of a holistic reform of
research evaluation and career assessment in academia.

» Universities could require researchers to deposit articles or
manuscripts in their institutional repository (in OA) to be
considered for career evaluations.

» Authors or their institutions retain copyright to their
publications. All publications must be published under an
open license, preferably the Creative Commons Attribution
license (CC BY), in order to fulfil the requirements defined
by the Berlin Declaration. The Rights Retention Strategy
gives researchers the freedom to submit manuscripts for
publication to their journal of choice, including subscription
journals, whilst remaining fully compliant with Plan S.

» Plan S funders use this in their funding agreements, so the CC
BY licence will override publisher agreements.

» Universities could include requirements for researchers
to apply a CC BY licence to author’s accepted manuscripts
(AAM) in institutional Open Access (OA) policies or even
employment contracts.

» Gold OA journals often charge authors a fee for OA publishing.
This fee can vary from €500 - €10,000 per article.

» Universities could request Price and Service Transparency,
in line with the Plan S Price and Services Transparency
Framework.

» Universities could also set aside an APC contribution
fund (authors could contribute from their research funds
but would not be forced to pay for these fees out of their
salaries).

» Universities could advance OA by aligning their Open Access
policies, lobby for legislation that protects IPR and anchors
CC BY for academic publishing in copyright law, etc.

» Incentivises OA publications and FAIR data.

» Could allow almost full, immediate OA to AAMs.

» Makes authors aware of their intellectual property rights
(IPR).

» Ensures that authors and their institutions retain

ownership of their AAM, and thus their intellectual assets.

» Allows authors to freely reuse tables, graphs, and other
material from their CC BY licensed articles without asking
the publisher for permission to do so.

» s in line with Plan S policy.

» Supports research publication in venues not covered by
institutional or consortia agreements.

» Changes to research evaluation and career assessment
practices may have unintended consequences to the career
paths of (early-stage) academics. Will require impact
assessment, monitoring and evaluation of changes.

» Changes may also lead to resistance by academics. Will
require awareness raising.

» May lead to disagreements with publishers, who could make
it harder for authors to exercise their rights.

» May require extra library staff work to explain the Rights
Retention Statement to authors and advise them regarding
publishers.

» Funding may be difficult to obtain.
» APCs can be extremely high.

» Universities should avoid paying APCs to ‘hybrid’ journals, as
they run the risk of paying twice: once via the subscription
and then again via the APC (double-dipping).

Working Document : draft dated 15 June 2021



@ Approach

Enter into a transformative agreement (TA) with a large
publisher

Enter into a TA with a smaller or society publisher

Enter into in a publishing agreement with a pure OA
publisher

BUILD CAPACITY
Libraries and consortia

Rationale

» Flipping the publishing market from subscription to
OA requires better alignment of university subscription
negotiators.

» Universities could join forces with other institutions
as well as research funding organisations to form
transnational negotiating consortia, in order to
contribute to the transition to full OA.

» Large publishers already have a quasi-oligopoly. Smaller
publishers often have a limited ability to change their
business models and publication processes. However,
smaller publishers are important for a diverse market that
serves the needs of different disciplines.

» Since smaller publishers often publish in languages other
than English, universities using those languages could
form consortia specifically dedicated to negotiating with
these publishers.

» OA publishers experiment with national-level or
institutional-level agreements (e.g. PLOS Community
action publishing, Frontiers).

» Universities could explore joining consortia negotiating
such agreements: the larger the consortium, the better
deals can be concluded.

@ o
S Strengths / Opportunities

» Enhances negotiating consortia’s power to achieve
advantageous contractual conditions.

» Allows for better monitoring of costs, since the institution
no longer pays twice (once for subscription and once for
open access APCs in the same set of journals).

» Ensures continued access to resources not available in OA.

» Ensures bibliodiversity, competition in the publishing
market, and OA venues for smaller disciplines and
languages other than English.

» Potentially reduces the cost of APCs paid by the
institution.

» Ensures competition in the publishing market.

Things to Watch

» Concerns that TAs are not transformative enough to lead
to full OAin long term.

» Concerns that TAs may not result in an overall cost
reduction as they simply transfer subscription cost to read
& publish cost.

» Risk of continued lock-in and concerns about major
players’ growing market power.

» In some countries, consortia have decided to cancel
big deals with large publishers and to demand better
conditions during negotiations.

» Differences in national law hamper transnational
alignment of stakeholders.

» Requires labour-intensive commitments by consortia
negotiators, and efforts to increase coordination with
other regional university libraries.

» There is an (often unfounded) concern that some pure OA
journals publish lower quality articles, as their business
model relies on APCs: more published articles directly
generate more income.

Working Document : draft dated 15 June 2021



REINFORCE EXISTING STRUCTURES

Academic community-driven Infrastructures

©

Support non-commercial, scholar-led publishing initiatives
(Diamond 0A)

Support non-commercial infrastructure for scholarly
communication

Develop and use an institutional (or shared) OA repository

%
%

» Universities, university presses, departments, and
researchers are often active as editors and publishers and
serve specific communities of various sizes. Institutions
are not always aware of these initiatives.

» Universities could map these initiatives, which would
also allow them to support and reward such efforts.

» Organisations such as the Directory of Open Access
Journals (DOAJ) or the Global Sustainability Coalition
for Open Science Services (SCOSS) are important
for supporting community-owned freely accessible
infrastructure that allows the academic community to
collect, store, organise, access, share, and assess research.
These initiatives require sustainable funding.

» Universities could align to collectively sustain these
infrastructures and/ or provide in-kind contributions by
hosting them and provide (library) staff in-kind service
contributions.

» Universities could actively support their repositories and

help them become compliant with Plan S technical criteria
so they are fully equipped to host the CC BY AAMs of their

own authors.

» Directly supports small communities and journals.
» Supports diversity, bibliodiversity and academic control.
» Small cost but large impact (hugely efficient).

» Small contributions (including in-kind contributions) from
many institutions can make the difference.

» Supports diversity, bibliodiversity and academic control.
» Small cost but large impact (hugely efficient).

» Small contributions (including in-kind contributions) from
many institutions can make the difference.

» Small journal sustainability is often an issue. (See OA
Diamond Journals Study - consolidation efforts are
underway.)

» Requires labour-intensive commitments by consortia
negotiators, and efforts to increase coordination with
other regional university libraries.

Working Document : draft dated 15 June 2021
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Resources List of resources

e COAR Community Framework for Good Practices in Repositories: https://www.coar-
repositories.org/coar-community-framework-for-good-practices-in-repositories/

e EUA Study on Read & Publish Agreements: htips://eua.eu/101-projects/751-study-on-read-publish-
agreements.html

e  European Statistical Advisory Committee ESAC https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/ess/about-us/ess-
gov-bodies/esac

e  Global Sustainability Coalition for Open Science Services (SCOSS): https://scoss.org/

e Jisc New University Press Toolkit: https://www.jisc.ac.uk/guides/new-university-press-toolkit

° OA Books Toolkit: https://www.oabooks-toolkit.org/

e Plan S Rights Retention Strategy: hitps://www.coalition-s.org/rights-retention-strateqy/

e Science Europe Briefing Paper: Open Access Monitoring: Guidelines and Recommendations for
Research Organisations and Funders hitps://www.scienceeurope.org/media/cqllimhzo/se-
oamonitoring-briefing-paper-2021.pdf

e  Society Publishers Accelerating Open access and Plan S (SPA-OPS) project:
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.4561397.v3
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UPCOMING WEBINARS AND MEETINGS

From principles to practices: Open Science in . You
European Universities. Results from the EUA 2020- 1IN Y 'f
2021 OS Survey

EUA-CDE Annual Meeting

European Quality Assurance Forum , _
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