T&F Round Table, October 2011
Open Access

The Canadian Perspective

Rohays Perry & Editorial Director, Taylor & Francis
f_; B |

~

—




What's in this session?

 The Open Access landscape

 T&F survey of Canadian Researcher Attitudes to Open
Access

 Your views - where next?

Canadian Round Table meetings 2011 ¢ screen 2




<« 1 Open Access landscape
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From library shelf - to Everyman’s monitor

Until 1990s — Since 1990s — 2012
Print journals rise of online —and onward

e Library shelves * Library collections
 Mailed to individuals * Online workflow « Universal free-to-

« Society member * Archive digitisation
copies « Cross-platform

* Bibliographies, searching & indexing
digests, content « Email content alerts

collection services « Blogs & discussions
o Letters to the Editor « Citation linking

read content?

_ Canadian Round Table meetings 2011 ® screen 4



Open access timeline
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Is one journal model better than the others?

Three models of journal economics:

« ‘Traditional market’ — demand-side, free to publish, collective
subscription, free at point of use; founded on traditional
subscriptions, plus society members, library consortia,
advertising, pay-per-view, eg Nature or Science, traditional
commercial journals

 ‘Financial subsidigs’ {free to publish, free to access; central

agency phllanthrop foundation, government, international body
=ubrkq well whilst financial support persists, eg
Housing Policy Debate,JUNESCO titles

 ‘Author/funder pays’ — supply-side, pay to publish, free to
access; researchers with funding AND quality papers most
successful, ie financial dynamics influence publishing outcomes,
eg PLoS One
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Researchers satisfied with journal access

% Very + Fairly easy to access

Research articles in journals 93%
Reference works 74%
Clinical guidelines 73%
Professional/Trade publications 63%
Books/ Monographs 62%
Technicalinformation (e.g. characteristics 57%

of materials)

Patentinformation 56%
Conference proceedings 56% Middle
East
Historical archives/public records 44% 85%0
Doctoraltheses/ dissertations 43%
Market Research reports 38%
Data set/ Data models/ Technical Info/ 38% Latin

Algorithms and programmes

. America
0% 100% 88%0

Source: PRC global study (2010):,
http://www.publishingresearch.net/documents/PRCAccessvsimportanceGlobalNov2010_000.pdf
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< 2 The Survey




Methodology

e 3000 authors who published articles with T&F in 2010-11

« Country of affiliation at time of publication: Canada (474
claim Canada as country of origin, rest are international)

o 571 responses (223 female, 295 male)

* Professor/Associate Professor/Assistant Professor: 33%
e Science & Technology: 33%

« Social Sciences & Humanities: 67%

 Emailed link to online survey. Completed surveys were
randomised, and one respondent drawn to receive a $100
Amazon.ca voucher
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Attitudes & values re research communication

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Publication of research should not be limited by ability to pay 69% 20% 5%

|

“Information wants to be free” 39% 35% 22%

The dissemination of research is a common good and should not
be monetised in any way

34% 36% 20%

All research outputs should be free for everyone to read online 31% 32% 24% B9

Canadian researchers have access to all the articles they need oL 31% 23% 13%

El

There are safety reasons not to circulate certain research outputs

0, 0, 0
to the general public 9 24% 25% 8%

lI

Researchers in general have access to all the articles they need [&%%) 25% 25% 16%
Free access to data matters more to me than free access to 0 0
research articles : 11|A’ | |36/° | | m
m 5 - Strongly Agree 4 3 m2 m 1 - Strongly Disagree
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The benefits of Open Access

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%  80%

Wider circulation than other journals

()
Faster publication times than other journals 4%

Higher readership by researchers than other journals >2

- - - 0
More visible than other journals 28

. . . . . . 40%
Drives innovation in research communication .

: . . 26%
Cited more heavily than other journals

| am not familiar with the concept of Open Access 10%

O\o E

Have higher Production standards (better copy-editing K2
and typesetting) than other journals

There are no fundamental benefits to Open Access
publication
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Your article submission practices

| prefer to

submit to

journals
| always which make
choose the no charge to

best jour_nal publish
for my article, articles
regardless of 280/
publication 0
charges or
whether
articles are N
free to access | prefer to
65% N, submit to
journals
which are free
to view on
publication

7%
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Your own article publishing practices

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

It is more important to me that my article is read by my research 0 0 0 0
community than by the general public 2t 2 Zat I

Delayed free access, with no publication charges, meets my needs 39% 32% 3%

In future, 1 intend to publish more often in Open Access journals,
paying (or my research funder paying on my behalf) the appropriate 3 15% 39%
charges

m 5 - Strongly agree 4 3 m2 m 1 - Strongly disagree
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Research readers vs general public

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%  100%

i
39%

All Subjects

Physical Sciences

Behavioral Sciences

Mathematics and Computer Science

Engineering/Technology

Environmental, Agriculture and Food Science

Medicine/Dentistry/Nursing/Allied Health

Arts and Humanities

Politics/International Relations and Area Studies

Biological Science

Business/Economics

Education

Social Sciences (other)

Public Health/Social Care

Geography/Tourism/Leisure/Sport Studies

m 5 - Strongly Agree 4 3 m2 m 1 - Strongly Disagree

Canadian Round Table meetings 2011 ® screen 14



Does delayed free access suffice?

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

All Subjects

Physical Sciences

Politics/International Relations and Area Studies
Behavioral Sciences

Arts and Humanities
Engineering/Technology

Biological Science

Social Sciences (other)

Environmental, Agriculture and Food Science
Medicine/Dentistry/Nursing/Allied Health
Education

Mathematics and Computer Science

Public Health/Social Care
Geography/Tourism/Leisure/Sport Studies

Business/Economics

m 5 - Strongly Agree 4 3 m2 m 1 - Strongly Disagree
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Future OA publishing plans

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Biological Science

Public Health/Social Care

Physical Sciences

Environmental, Agriculture and Food Science
Medicine/Dentistry/Nursing/Allied Health
Business/Economics

Education

Engineering/Technology

Social Sciences (other)

Politics/International Relations and Area Studies

Mathematics and Computer Science

Geography/Tourism/Leisure/Sport Studies

Behavioral Sciences

Arts and Humanities

m 5 - Strongly Agree 4 3 m2 m 1 - Strongly Disagree
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How does funding affect your publishing’.s

100%
90%
80%
70% -
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -

0% -

28%

| have funding to pay publication charges My research funder requires me to publish in

65%

free to access journals

m Always m Often B Sometimes ® Rarely
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Proportion of OA vs Non OA articles
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What are your own reading practices?

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

25%

When reading articles online, | do not know which articles
are free to view and which my institution has paid to
subscribe to

| actively seek out free to access articles online 21%

| read Open Access journals in preference to other journals

. 70 0
in my field e Zieve

m 5 - Strongly agree 4 3 m2 m 1 - Strongly disagree
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When | hit an article pay wall, I...

... pay for
access

... find a
way to
obtain
the
article

... look
for
another
article

paying

66%
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Professor Christopher Sears

Associate Professor
Dept of Psychology
University of Calgary

TWICE Winner of a
T&F survey draw!

Odds: 518,000:1
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< 3 Your views — where next?
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