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Making full & immediate
Open Access a reality
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Hello and thank you for inviting me to join this meeting



‘ E ’ Making full & immediate
Open Access a reality

cOAlitionS&Plan S

I’m going to start by taking a look at cOAlition S and
Plan S



cOAlition S cOAlition S 28HfF %2 Bh FX 14 RS

28 Research funding organizations

.............

» Australia:NHMRC . Luxembourg:FNR * Quebec: QRF
. Austria: FWF . Netherlands: N\WO -+ Slovenia:ARIS

Making full and . Finland:AKA . Norway: RCN . Sweden: FORMAS, FORTE,

. France: ANR . Poland:NCN VINNOVA
S e . lreland: SFi . Portugal: FCT . Switzerland: SNSF
. ltaly: INFN - UK: UKRI
European Commission (Horizon Europe)
Charitable foundations Global dimension
- Wellcome Trust . World Health Organisation
. Bill& Melinda Gates Foundation +TDR
.+ Howard HughesMedical Institute (HHMI) . Jordan: HCST
+Aligning Science Across Parkinson’s (ASAP) . Zambia: NSTC

. Templeton World Charity Foundation (TWCF) . South Africa: SAMRC

€35bn/year in research funds, 150k articles/year =F&#350(E 11— 0, 1554 DX

cOAlition Sis a group of 28 research funders,
charitable foundations, and others, from across
Europe, the US, and beyond. As a group it’s estimated
to provide in the region of 35 billion Euros per annum
in research funds, resulting in around 150,000
published articles each year



Plan S https://www.coalition-s.org/

. Plan Sisnota policy
PlanSIZR Y ¥ —TlEA L,

. PlanSisasetof 10 principles+

guidance on implementation
PlanSIZ10REI & EEA A KH kb

. cOAlition S Funders have agreed
to implementthe 10 principles of
Plan Sin a coordinated way and
align their policies with the

@ :}@ principles cOAlition SBHEH4RES 13
L@ Plan SO10[REIIC 8 > THIFBIARZIT 5. [l ome

« https://www.coalition-s.org/addendum-to-the-coalition-s-guidance-on-the-
implementation-of-plan-s/principles-and-implementation/

Plan Sis not a policy. It is a set of 10 principles, upon
which cOAlition S funders have agreed to align their
policies.



Plan S: strong principle Plan s /REEl

. Plan S: ““With effect from 2021, all scholarly publications
on the results from research funded by public or private
grants provided by national, regional and international
research councils and funding bodies, must be published
in Open Access Journais, on Open Access Platforms, or
made immediately available through Open Access
Repositories without embargo.”

2021 L fE, Plan SBHRUEBS DB Z G 7T RITE T,
OAZE. OAT' Z v b7+ —L, HBWE OAVKRI MY ZEBEL T
ToN—JHRA LIS, BIERICOAICENAITNIEA S AL,
All peer-reviewed papers must be immediate Open
Access with a CC-BY license

BT ER/IIEL T, CC-BYZM1 A& L DHIT,
BIRFICOAIC I N T NIEA B AL,

Plan S is built on a strong principle that all scholarly
publications resulting from funding by cOAlition S
organisations, must be made immediately available,
without embargo, under a CC BY licence.
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Plan S: three routes to compliance
7 JLOAGE i S ae TR T 02T

Route 2
Journals under a
transformative
arrangement
- ! T

publisl

Full Open Subscription journals

Access venues = Authors publishing ina
subscription journal must
make the Version of Record
(VoR) or Author Accepted
Manuscript (AAM) instantly
available in a repository

= *NOT* financially supported

by cOAlition S funders

BESTEEICHIAR L 723/
EEIL. DOAIICE XN EEI. AR IZE Z# | EHRIHTIC
%0A5XIZ0ATZ v + I ERRBEYRI LY B B S A
7+ — LR & HER CTEMRRICRBIL % W oy z

v5, nEnmLy, [ coatitionsEnpitRs 1
cOAlition SBNFiHLES I 53, cOAlition SENRX SRR A BI85 2

B renT s, | BEOBKEEL. e

There are three equally valid routes to compliance:
Publication in a fully Open Access venue; Open
Access publication in a subscription journal with an
OA option (known as hybrid Open Access) under a
transformative agreement; or publicationin a
subscription journal and the Version of Record or
Author Accepted Manuscript made immediately
available in a repository.



NA7Yy FoA (BESsEIckBlTB0A4T7Tay)

Hybrid OA (OA option in subscription journal)

» cOAlition S strong position on hybrid OA

* See “Why hybrid journals do not lead to full and immediate Open Access”

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

Making full and cOAlitionSD /A 7'1) v FOAIZH T % 5 LR 3

immediate c INATUy REEARE 7ILOAPEIBOAIZEA LA | B

* APCs (Article Processing Charges) for publication in hybrid
journals are not financially supported by cOAlition S
funders unless the journalis part of a transformative
arrangement .1 7' v REEICE T HAPCIE. HEKaE A ERiE

ZHITFITAWBR Y . cOAlition SBHAIERS (2 Bh Ak
BUT....... SN,

* cOAlition S confirms the end of its financial support for Open
Access publishing under transformative arrangements after
2024

L,-b\ L. cI:BAlition SI32024 F LIFE, BRIBEHIT ICH 5 OAHARIC
WT DRI OWTHTELAWZ EE2HEER LT,

The funders will not currently financially support
Article Processing Charges or APCs for OA publication
in hybrid journals, unless the journal is part of a
transformative arrangement. Because of the
problems of a hybrid OA model, and recognizing the
risk that transformative arrangements may not in fact
be transformative, cOAlition S funders have confirmed
they will not offer financial support for OA publishing
under transformative arrangements after 2024.
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Now let’s take a look at copyright and licensing



HREHVBHOMERRZHK S EF : BIK
Authors’ right to use their own work: How things stand

Licence to Publish (LTP) written by publisher - Imbalance
* The publisher does not need the authors’ rights to publish the paper — only needs a LTP
* Authors’ terms of use of their own intellectual creation written by publisher
* Publisher’s business model takes priority over scholarship
* Business model unnecessarily conflated with author’s rights
HERHA IR 1 £ RZEXLTHY ., EFZS<BRLTETLS,
7o & 2 IE. BFEBEITRELROTIE ? HRET .
HFAEOES R RETANTYICEZEOENZREL TV D,
Conflatmg ‘value added service’ with ‘author rights’ creates risk
Some publishers conflate paid value added service with content ownership
* Risk of service provider control shifting upstream as new dissemination models emerge
iR ORI IMEEY — L2 &, FEOERDEGSND L, YRIHELD
fzE ZE, —EBO BRI IEFEROMNEEY —tRE, AV T YUY AOMBIEOKERZRERL TV 5,
zﬂu\%tmﬁ%%ﬁ%?»ﬁiiﬂ%twt\ﬂ—axiuﬁ4ﬁ®iﬁﬁiﬁtﬂ%ux7%it
Unhelpful permissions restrict author’s dissemination. Eg:
* Allowing access via personal web but not repository
* Restrictions on use of Academic Research Networks (eg ResearchGate; Academia.edu)
* Embargoes. Claim of risk to sustainability without embargo - or not [See Elsevier Share Links: The
Schrodinger’s cat of Open Access]
HARE D S OBRFALFAIICL Y, EEOMARKEHIFIRE NS
7z& z2I1E. URY b U CResearchGate I ANA] TH B A, BIAHPICHE (F 2B IEFFTINTWL S,
Repository services are not being fully exploited
* Repositories not maximizing dissemination potential for researchers & universities
* Too much time spent on OA policy compliance rather than scholarship

UFRY b OFEEDHSICRETE TWAL, HFO0AR Y > —DHERICKEZEYBE T2,
Publishing terms designed for 20" not 215t century research dissemination
HARSE D21 HIE TId A < 20iHBDMRHEEDL DICH > TW B,

Here’s a summary of the position when authors submit their manuscripts to
many publishers.

a. Firstly, a publisher does not need the authors’ rights in order to
publish the paper —they only need a Licence to Publish (LTP) from the
author. The licence to publish that a typical author signs tends to be
written by the publisher, even though it is the author licensing the
publisher to publish their work. This imbalance means the
publisher’s business model takes precedence over scholarship, and
is conflated with the author’s rights. Conflating the publisher’s value-
added service with content ownership means that there is a future
risk this same model could be adopted further upstream the research
process to other output types such as preprints, micro-publications,
and so on.

b. Itcomes down to who controls the content, that is, the author’s
intellectual creation. If it is clear that the author retains control of
their rights, and that is non-negotiable, then discussions about
publication can proceed without argument.



There are lots of examples of publishers imposing unhelpful terms on
authors such as allowing immediate Open Access via a personal
website, but not in a repository. Saying it’s OK to distribute via one
freely available website, but not another totally ignores the way the
internet works, and just adds to researcher’s confusion.

Another confusing restriction is that on the rules for dissemination via
Academic Research Networks such as ResearchGate and
Academia.edu.

There is also the questionable claim that embargoes for the Accepted
Manuscript are necessary —which is contradicted by some publishers
who at the same time promote unembargoed access to paywalled
articles via tools such as SharelLink and SharedlIt. | direct you to my
piece on the cOAlition S blog: Elsevier Share Links: The Schrodinger’s
cat of Open Access as well as a piece | wrote on Springer Nature
Sharelt and one about Springer Nature sharing terms. I’ll make the
links available later in the chat.

i. https://www.coalition-s.org/blog/we-encourage-you-to-share-
your-article-widely-but-not-too-much/

ii. https://www.coalition-s.org/blog/springer-nature-
doublespeak/

iii. https://www.coalition-s.org/blog/elsevier-share-links-the-
schrodingers-cat-of-open-access/

As a result of all this, repositories are not fully exploited to maximise
dissemination for researchers and universities. And because of the
convoluted permissions that result in complex terms, too much time
and money is spent on policy compliance rather than actual
dissemination. To sum up, the model used in most current situations
is designed for 20", not 215t century research dissemination.
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Now let’s take a look at the Plan S Rights Retention
Strategy.

10



EFIRISEREO BN
Rights Retention Strategy (RRS): Objectives

. Main objective:
All research funded by cOAlition S organisations is OA with zero embargo +

CCBY licence cOAlition SOBI # 15 7-HF T Idcc-by T A 2 > RfF &,
T /N—=T7% L TOAIC LAIFNIEWIFAL (&5 cOAlitioni SOBEM%ZAIREL T 57-8)

- Empower researchers working with a cOAlition S funder to retain
sufficient intellectual property rights to their Author Accepted Manuscript
(AAM) cOAlition STOHIZEEL . BB DEFERKBOMPMEE

THICBRTEDLIICT DD

. Global access:

Authors, who own the rights to their AAM, share it in a repository.
EERRBADIEN ZBRTELEFED. YFFERE VR PVICHES S

. i ZBLC, JA—NAVEBET IV CRZHRTZ7:8

. Simplicity:

Cut through the complexity of journal ‘permissions’ no embargoes. The
CC BY licence on the AAM allows authors to share the AAM in a repository,
and to freely reuse their own material as they see fit

€O IYA=—TOVWTHEOHAEBI LV S ER I ZERT 575
EEERBICcebyT ALY AN H BT EICE > T, RXEFEIIBERIKBE Y
RURMVICHEBETE, £/, BHOERZBHRICAERATE 2L 51045,

The main objective of the strategy is that all research
funded by cOAlition S organisations is OA (Open
Access), with zero embargo, with a CC BY licence. The
strategy aims to empower researchers to retain
sufficient intellectual property rights to the Author
Accepted Manuscript so that they can share it
globally in a repository and elsewhere. It aims to cut
through the complexity of journal permissions &
embargoes, allowing authors freedom to choose how
they share their work.

11
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Rights Retention Strategy (RRS)

What authors need to do

1. To inform the publisher that they are using the RRS, cOAlition S funded

researchers should include the following templated language in their

submissions: & L 72X AMERIRIFHEE T ICH 5 & & & HARIEICIER B 72,
MRE T OXE 2 &IBRZUAT T,

“This research was funded, in whole or in part, by [Organisation

Name, Grant #]. A CC BY licence is applied to the AAM arising from this

submission, in accordance with the grant’s open access conditions.”

ORI, [BIRA. No.* * | 55 DB E 2E/MHMICEE LTz, T DBIRDOAS
HIZEY . CoERRXH OIRET 2EFERERICIdcc-by7 M Ly ADFEINET,

2. On publication: make AAM open access in a repository
WIEE E. R I, EEERRE UARY R UICOAIZT B,

3. Contact their funder (or library) in case of disagreement
with or obfuscation by the publisher
AR & XI5 B L d, RBREEE 75 > 7235 A 1E. BIRKIEEE (BB W
I3, MER) ICEKET 5,

cOAlition Sid. MEFRFFEI A IR T ZE1IC. 150 £ D H AR ICERE % L 7=,

It’s designed to be simple for authors, who simply
need to include template text in their submission, and
then make their Accepted Manuscript open access in
a repository. If there are any disagreements with their
publisher, they can contact their funder (or their
library)

12



Some challenges i

* Author rights retention (RR) challenged by some publishers — using contract law
rather than copyright law E#{R#F8R 13, HERMEIC &Y. SEIEE T4 < 2H1E
Ic&kY, BEEEZIFTWS,

* Some publishers have adopted unhelpful workflows to try to counter author RR

» Confuses researchers

* Authors notinformed by journal about options until acceptance

* Authors may sign conflicting contract (Journal + Uni Funder Grant agreement)
* Authors may be invoiced for APCs they can’t pay

WL 2hDHkRitIE, FEOENRFICHRT 276, bHVIC<WVWT—270—-2EALTWS,
EEDRI. HINE THEHRABRKEICOVCOBERTR. FET 221, BIETRELAPC

* cOAlition S RRS only applies to funded authors within an institution
cOAlition SOIEF(RIFEEZ X, ARBIKZZ T, BEICRBET2AREFICLHrBERILEL,

Despite this...
* lots of papers have been made OA using the Plan S RR wording

* Authors fears around desk rejection have not been realised
Innich bbb,
- ZL OWMXH, Plan SOEFRFONEZAWVTOAL LY,
- EBERANCERIMAZIOTREVHEVIZFEOENE, BROHBDLE > TULEL,

Unfortunately, some publishers have challenged author
rights retention. They have done this via contract law rather
than copyright law. Some publishers have adopted unhelpful
workflows to try to counter author rights retention, which
confuses researchers. It can mean authors are not informed
by the journal about their options until acceptance, may
result in conflicting contracts, or that authors are invoiced
for APCs they can’t pay. Additionally, rights retention only
applies to funded authors within an institution. However,
despite this, lots of papers have been made OA using the RR
wording, and authors fears around desk rejection have not
been realized.

13
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R DERIRET R Y > —
REDOEHZH

Fortunately, simpler and even more effective
solutions are being adopted in universities across the
UK and beyond.

14



Publish with Power.

P RO IERI RS

Institutional Rights Retention Policies (IRRP)

» cOAlition S Rights Retention Strategy
¢ Limited to funded authors

¢ Funders: No ‘skin’ in the Author-Publisher publishing contract
¢ Provided impetus for institutions to adopt their own policies

cOAlition SDIEF(RIFEEEL
- MBI E 1S /- E D AR
- WTRBIRRHERT IS, FE & HRE O EIREZIICSAATE R W
- HEEABBEORY Y —AFIRTIRENELD

* IRRPs are stronger than funders’ policies
¢ Applies to all researchers - funded or not
¢ Direct link with author via employment contract/signatory of
funding agreement
¢ Prior licence may form part of employment contract - if challenged:
claim of procurement of breach of contract or similar
BEOEMNRERY > —3, HRBAREEORY > —LYiEun
- HROREZTCOAVRRELED, EHREFTR
- ERZENEEL. WGEE CEEICER
- BRITA LV REZERZNO—EETH I LICL Y HiR
HEI L EFRINE ZHERZITRTES

Although the cOAlition S Rights Retention Strategy has limits
- itis limited to funded authors, and the funder has no legal
place in the author-publisher relationship — it has proved to
be an impetus for universities to adopt their own, stronger,
rights retention policies. University policies apply to all
researchers, funded or not. There is a direct link via the
researcher’s employment contract with the author. And most
importantly, the prior licence that is agreed between
researcher & university may form part of an employment
contract. The prior licence means that if, challenged, the
university could claim procurement of breach of contract or
similar.

15
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UK Institutional Rights Retention Policies

UK Institutional Rights Retention Policies
(CC BY) httpsifsie30.githubiofrrsfrrs.html

* Rapid progress E%HEA

) * >28 UK institutions adopted institutional
Introduction . . L
R R rights retention policies in just over 2 years

raw data underlying these visualisations s avaiiable on github slong With the code that generates this * (at3June 2024

e - )2 &1z 28l E O R EHEI AR
nversiy sights:retention OA pli (2024.6.3537F)

* Many more in the pipeline

Bt K oA EfEp

* Visualisation with links to policies
* Prof Stephen J. Eglen, University of
Cambridge
* https://sie30.github.io/rrs/rrs.html

e v 7))y Yk¥stephen J. Eglen#iZIC & 3
EFRERY o —RiREREo<yEY S

Since 2021 there has been rapid adoption of such
institutional rights retention policies in the UK. It now
stands at 28 adopted policies with many more in the
pipeline. Please take a look at Prof Stephen Eglen’s
excellent visualisation.

16
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Typical (UK) Institutional Rights Retention Policy (IRRP)

+ Confirms members of staff own the copyright (not the institution)
HEIE., BEOBBEY. BEOEFELBRTIILERIET S
(EFEIREBEICRE T 2RTIE AW
" 5 + Researcher automatically grants the institution a non-exclusive licence to
licensed’to the . A . . . .
: . make their manuscripts publicly available under a CC BY licence as a condition
university even

S of employment HMREIERAEHO—EE LT, CCBY 54tV RICESVWTRREE
¢ ABIT 5 1= DIMEN S £ £ > X £ BRI EBNIER 5,

BRI R LW, + Researcher provides the institution with an Author Accepted Manuscript (AAM)
% copy of the work (usually via the library)

MRS Ay MREIEBICH L, FEERKROIL—2RHT S,
ZERTWBEWLS (—fEmICIZREREICRED)

Ze&, * « AAM (Author Accepted Manuscript) made Open Access (usually by the library

via the repository) E&R#fEId0AL 13,
* (I IR BB K b U 58 L TR

Prior licensing
means the work is

* « Covers research articles & conference papers, but may include other outputs
* —RIC. MY EFRRREMERVRET I, ZOMORRMLEENTLL,

A typical UK policy confirms that it is the member of
staff that owns the copyright. The researcher
automatically grants the institution a non-exclusive
licence to make their manuscripts publicly available
under a CC BY licence as a condition of employment,
and provide the library with their accepted
manuscript to be made available via the repository.
Policies usually cover research articles and
conference papers, but may include other item types.
The beauty of the prior licence is that, in effect, it
means the work is licenced to the university before it’s
written.



Iz —IlBITHERE
Progress in Norway

Universities + research institutes
——— K+ EARAERES

T 14 policies adopted

rettighetspolitikk (RRS, IRRS) Since 2022

b m::mﬁmoner 20224E A%, 14K Y & —#iR

“Institutional rights policy means

that what is to be published must
be posted in open institutional
archives. The researchers are free
to own, use, control and archive
their own research.” *

Institusjonell rettighetupoltikh innebares a1 det som shal
Pubkgeres shal egges ut i dpne institus)
e Auie

*Via Google translate

BB DIEFIRIFR Y > —Tld, HiW%

F—TULEEREAYRIS PYICERT R L
#RH3, MEEIZIBFOMEEME -
BA-avbra—L-RETEILHTES,

Progress in Norway has also been rapid. 14 policies
have been adopted since 2022 and the Norwegians
have taken a particularly robust approach.
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R DR r—

h Open Access Diractory Q.
University rights-retention OA policies
Global status of QD rmmomtnens
:Mwmbmmmwsm.mmmsq(:mm;n-m.wwm-mmwmmwn
| R RPS « Plnse s YV MLl oo, i v 153 8501 i o sador.

poley taxis.
» Rolatod lists slsewhre:

* Globally numbers of policies R S T
is increasing
Y o —RIREGHUL.
HRAICHEK
* Growing Open Access
Directory list of policies
* Includes 60 in USA
—Hi3.

KEeoRY ¥—%ED

i i i

i

* https://oad.simmons.edu/oadwiki/

University rights-
retention OA policies

’i;i;‘;';;i;‘;'s';is‘;';;si‘s;;a;i
AR L

jEEEEfpEEEjEEREE]

Of course, institutional policies are not new. The first
was Harvard’s back in 2008 and since then, numbers
have been increasing including about 60 in the USA.
Take a look at the global list of policies

i
.
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Lots of benefits of Institutional Rights Retention Policies

Simple to communicate, use, and understand
Authors can disseminate and use their own work as they choose
Control of primary dissemination by author resides in academia
Researchers feel supported by their institution
As part of employment contract: university, not researcher, counters any pushback

hers’ with OA =
Counters complexities of convoluted & conflicting rights policies for researchers & library staff — saving k%ﬁ'ﬂﬁ D
time & therefore money gﬁ] & I%%i%'c
¢ Cutstt gh confused ing from publishers .
Researchers’fears have not been realised re: editorial rejection; non-cooperative co-authors; when ;*;R
signing publication agreements
Little pushback from publishers (dissatisfaction but not rejection) Adopted
Opportunities to save time and money
Strengthens institutional negotiating position with publishers IN su pport of, and
Reduces repository time spent managing embargoes WITH the support of
Applies to all, not just funded, researchers . . f
Increases open access to researcher’s & institution’s publications university academic
More OA via institutional repository & plugs gaps staff
. Low numbers of opt-outs by researchers reported
. Benefits researchers, research, institution, & society in general

. IRRPI%. FHEICELAA - FIFA - EARATAE . IRRPIC L 2. EFIEDTED HRT OIS ILED
. BEZEBBORENEENOECHETRET 7. BREEBEOHN (1. HREADOZHFHILAL
S 2. T ¥ /N — JEIERER O R D Fif9)
. IEREBIIEEICLY, SFONTWB ERL 5, . IR ERIFEL T TR, 2ERR
. HIEREDOAE A £ 9. HEBFLMIREDA — 7V R RFE = (RE
, . BERAEAEE ISR ZRELZ RS, BEEBE 10. AT T U NS BIMEFE IS AN
Gtinsi/nixabey SoMiaEiabISCuit DEIRI & 7 B, 1. 2f%(1C, IR E. AR, ES, 2LICET 5,

cake-food-dessert-to-taste-4652694/

There are lots of benefits to adopting an institutional rights retention policy. I’'ve
listed many of them here, and you can read them at your leisure later. They include
that they are simple to communicate & understand. It gives authors control of their
own dissemination of their research findings. Importantly, researchers feel
supported by their institution. Adopting a rights retention policy can save the
institution money for example, by simplifying repository processes, thereby saving
time. It can also save money by strengthening the institution’s negotiating position
for publisher deals.

a. If the institution has a valid alternative for making papers Open Access,
it means the publisher’s offer can be much more fairly negotiated. For
example, negotiations could address limitations on researchers such as
that of Elsevier, who stipulate that authors can make only “some” use of
their own work only “if” their library has a subscription.

b. Ultimately, because of the increased open access to the papers, it
benefits individual researchers, the institution, and broader research &
society in general. It means that keeping your rights as an author still
allows a publisher to provide publication services, but keeps control of
the author’s dissemination within academia, and this is rapidly
becoming the norm.

20
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My experience of Rights Retention (RR) policies
- EEHRRHT

* Major publishers

* Some publishers don’tlike RR policies but have no valid arguments
againstauthors retaining their rights

* However, author RR is becoming the de facto norm at many
universities

* Some publishers create procedures to make it difficult for

authors to retain their rights or they ‘encourage’ paid APC (Article
Processing Charge) option (eg ACS)

* Only one publisher has specifically said they will desk reject m/s

because of RR
* ASH: American Society of Hematology

* Lots of examples of rights retention being used and m/s made OA

—even when not ‘allowed’ by publisher

* No repercussions I’'m aware of

* Negative optics of publisher attempting to prosecute an academic or
a university for retaining their own rights

* Lots of researchers’ groups strongly support Plan S RRS

* GYA; YAE; EUA; Science Europe; EuroDoc; Marie Curie Alumni Assoc;
CESAER

* Researchers and institutions are taking positive action to

« —EOHIRTIEFRIFEIFELVS, FEHRER
DIEFZRFTE L ICH L TEMDLRABATET
ULy

. —AT. ZLORFETEZEOENRIFIR—MAICL
Wo2H3

« —HEROHkR#IE, BWHELFHRE 2R, EEOE

FIRIFZH L < T3, HBLIE. APCOEIEZER
T3, (ACsSHY)

- ENREOXEICL ZESIES L HiREE, —

#Hod CREMKEFR
(IR OFFAIE < & b) EFMRFZFAL, |

fMZOAL LE=ZHfHIHY,
+ Plan SIEFIRHIEZ T T IMRESN—TEH

* GYA; YAE; EUA; Science Europe; EuroDoc; Marie
Curie Alumni Assoc; CESAER

- FARE LHEEIR, HREXIRICHIAE 21TE#%E

R->TWw3,

c ZLDKRED, AREICRDZRIETSL 5
BoTW3,

- RUT—FRDLHIC, KEFETHAD

Yy —2R, BB, FFIEDHEE (egN8, Midlands
Innovation, SCURL, GW4)

support researchers
* Universities increasingly reassuring researchers ‘we’ve got your
back’
* Universities are collaborating to adopt policies
* Sharingresources, experience and expertise (eg N8, Midlands
Innovation, SCURL, GW4)

Some publishers don’t like RR policies but have no valid arguments against
authors retaining their rights. However, author RR is becoming the norm at many
universities. Unfortunately, some publishers create procedures to make it
difficult for authors to retain their rights or they ‘encourage’ paid APC option. To
my knowledge, only one publisher has specifically said they will desk reject m/s
because of RR. There are lots of examples of rights retention being used and m/s
made OA - even when not ‘allowed’ by publishers with no repercussions that I’'m
aware of. Lots of researchers’ groups strongly support Plan S RRS including the
Global Young Academy, EuroDoc and CESAER. Researchers & institutions are
taking positive action to support researchers, and universities are increasingly
reassuring researchers ‘we’ve got your back. Universities are collaborating to
adopt policies by sharing resources, experience & expertise. Examples in the UK
include the N8 partnership, and SCURL in Scotland.
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Some Publishers’ arguments against Rights Retention

Clalms* FiR*

Image:https://commons.wikime
dia.org/wiki/File:White_flag_wavi
ng.svg under
https://creativecommons.org/lic
enses/by-sa/3.0/deed.en

Importance of the ‘Version of Record’

* Gold OAis what authors want

Green OA
“undermines progress”
« Potential problems with Green OA
* Emphasison green OAis not constructive
* Risk of establishing green OA as the default

« Green OAremoves incentives for institutions to transition funding
towards gold OA

* Green OAdisincentivizes funders to establish structured funds to
support OA
Authors rights retention erodes the advantages of full OA

“The RRS...gives authors the opportunity to select
subscription journals and the subscription model at the
expense of full OA titles” i.e. prefer not to enable author
choice

* RRS undermines publishers’ progress & commitment to

* Publishers produce high quality journals
* Publishers add value
* The Rights Retention Strategy ignores long-standing

academic freedoms

* Sustainability: “[RRS] provides an immediate free

substitute that eliminates the ab|l|ty to charge for the
ide.”

- EMRIROEEN
- EEIT—LFOAZEDL
- JU—2O0A

(OAD) ER%ZIEH S
« JYU—VOAIIMRANED Y
« ZU—VOADBERIBERNTIRAL
/ YOAR—fEIE DB YRS
+ JU—YOoAICEY., HEANT—IFoAZAEL
B<HB
+ JU—YOAIL&LY, HRBIAMHBIOAZEIEL
B3

. ?E‘aﬂ&#lﬂ%ﬁti\ Z IWVOADRIE & £
- EFRIGERIE. (ZLoAsEnRED

'F) 66)?*%‘!‘.5%""{*!‘.51#&‘3'6&&%%
5Ezx3%,

° g?‘lﬁ’:ﬁ?ﬂ%li HERIL DOAICE T TD

- RIS REOHEZHRL TW3,
« HERHIfINEEZ L5 L TWS,
0 Eg‘]ﬁ’:ﬁ%ﬂﬁli\ [FROBH] %HE

. BRI C AERIRETEER I, BETOAILY

2EZRL Y, MR RET S
EXICH L THET 2MAP L KB,

Some publishers have made arguments supposedly against author rights
retention. Their arguments include the importance of the version of record, and
that Gold Open Access is what authors want.

a. They list a number of points criticising green open access.

b. Many of their claims can be refuted. They claim that authors retaining
the rights to their own intellectual creation undermines publishers’
commitment to Open Access. They even claim that availability of the
accepted manuscript stops them from charging for their services.

c. They note that publishers produce high quality journals and they add
value, which of course they do.

d. They also surprisingly claim that author rights retention somehow

ignores long-standing academic freedoms.
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Even though some of these statements are accurate...

Some publishers arguments against RR are not actually
about RR: in reality, the points they make are focused on
their dislike of Green OA

EFRFICHT 32— BT D ERIZ, EBICIE, ERFREFICH
T3HDTIEERL, EERICIF, 7Y —YOAICRFEEREIFLEDTH 3,

Not one of these publishers’ arguments
provides a reason
why authors should give up their rights

DR S,
MRELVBEDENZHELEITNIE
Wit WiER%

BIFRZEHNTETLEL,

Even though some, but by no means all, of these
statements are accurate, the claims against author
rights retention are focused on some publisher’s clear
dislike of green open access, BUT not one of the
arguments actually provides a reason why authors
should give up their rights.
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« Importance of the ‘Version of Record’— Not a reason to give up rights
Some publishers’ * Gold OAis whatauthorswant— Maybe. Not a reason to give up
. rights FiE*
arguments ag_amSt « Green OA“undermines progress” — Inaccurate & Not a reason to = EEE“»E@E;‘E
Rights Retention: give up rights . EEIT—)FoAZED
9 . T
Claims * « Potential problems with Green OA— Not a reason to give up rights 7Y /o‘;
* Emphasis on green OA is not constructive— Inaccurate & Not a EIOAG{) Lﬁ_’&_ﬂ:&)é q
reason to give up rights 0 7‘ U — >~ OAIZIZRFRIFRESH V)
i o ) c JYU—YoAnBRIFERERMTIILL
* Risk of establishing green OA as the default— Deflection & Not a . S — VoMK E 5B Y R
eason to give ights
" gveuprie - ZU—voalkY. MM
* Authors’ RR erodes the advantages of full OA— Inaccurate & Not a B3
reason to give up rights e JUY—2OoAlckY. 5

« Prefer notto enable author choice of green OA— Deflection & Not a N

reason to give up rights . A ’@, SR Fl 25 % 4 <

+ Green OAremovesincentives for institutions to transition funding P
towards gold OA— Deflection & Not a reason to give up rights . o 2 JVOAEEDR{ED

« Green OAdisincentivizes funders to establish structured funds to support ~ ® Botas - AR T 2 =%
OA-Inaccurate & Not a reason to give up rights

« RRSundermines publishers’ progress & commitmentto OA— Deflection o EFIRISFERRE, HAIR{LDOAICHIFTD
& Not a reason to give up rights BHEEICTS

«  Publishers produce high quality journals — True. But not a reason to - Btk EREO#ZFLHIRL TWS,
give up rights - HiR#IZfTIN@EZ =5 LTWS,
*  Publishers add value— True. But not a reason to give up rights o IEFRISEER . [FRoBH] 288
EE-)

* RRSignores long-standing academic freedoms — Inaccurate & Not a

reason to give up rights . FRfEiE : HEFIREFERERIE, WETOAICT

« Sustainability: RRS ‘provides an immediate free substitute that 5EZFL 728, HIREDRET 20—
eliminates the ability to charge for the services that publishers provide. — ERICH L TRET IR L E -8
Inaccurate & Not a reason to give up rights

For example, neither the fact that publishers produce high quality journals, or
that publishers add value are reasons for authors to give away their rights.
Arguing that green OA removes incentives for institutions to transition funding
towards gold OA is a deflection - institutions are not duty bound to spend their
budgets on gold OA, especially when there are so many other new options
emerging, such as Subscribe to Open, diamond OA, new platforms such as
Octopus, the Peer Community In Notify initiative, and so on. Arguing that green
OA disincentivizes funders to establish structured funds to support OAis
spurious —funders are pouring millions into open access and open science, and
continue to do so. Again, they do not have to be tied to a single paid gold OA
model in an evolving 215t century digital landscape. None of these publishers’
arguments provide any reason for authors to give away their rights.
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Plan S

Making full & immediate
Open Access a reality

KRR
7 R VR OHERIR

Looking forward
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Rights retention in the digital age: Supports the following:

. Actively & visibly support your researchers

* Enable Author/Researcher choice

* Focus on research dissemination not compliance
* Primary focus on scholarship & shared knowledge

. Embed core copyright & publishing policy to
support current & future 215t century Open
Scholarship, and emerging models of research
dissemination
* Throughout research process, not just at the end
* New (& as yet unknown) output types (protocols,
code, data, preprints, micropublications, etc)
* New & emerging models of ‘publishing’ (overlay
peer review, Notify initiative using repositories, etc)

. Within research institutions: Author rights

AREZEHNICKIET S

* MINEE/MEEDERZERT S

® AVTTAT VAT L, ARHEEICESR
* MFoHEICHLNER

BT & RED21tHFEDOpen Scholarship

LHEREETTIVIC, EFELHIRRY

S —#iBHAL

* MRIETHLITTARL, HARTREX

* HLULWHERRREORRE (FB L, 3—F,
T2, LTV A0 AHRSE)

* HLWHIRET IV (F—NLAEHR. UKRY
kU % FF L 7=Notify initiative )

AREEAICEV T, EEOENRRRE,

HzEXit, . FEORLLS,

EFREE, HRHIC, FERMRREIC
Bh5,

underpin ability to manage research culture,
recognition & reward, budgets

. RR encourages globally equitable models of
disseminating research findings

FHTITIC, FHoaAY F—LERT

. Return control of scholarship to academia

In addition to the reasons already mentioned
Joinin. don’t just view this as about RR, or compliance - fit with uni policies
Actively supporting employees - putting them first before external suppliers

Author rights retention actively & visibly supports researchers as open research
evolves, ensuring the focus is on scholarship and shared knowledge. Having
rights retention as a core part of a copyright & publishing policy supports
researchers to participate and flourish in the rapidly evolving 215t century open
scholarship environment. They can easily participate in new and emerging
models of global research dissemination.

For institutions, author rights retention is a lynchpin for establishing a
modern global research culture, for enabling robust recognition & rewards,
and for managing squeezed budgets. Rights retention encourages more
equitable models of disseminating research findings, and ultimately, it
helps return control of scholarship to academia.
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HETIRS

Making full & immediate
Open Access a reality

HADOAHE
EX DOHENREFD.
HADOABFEIZCED LS IZHET5H

Now let’s consider the new Japanese plan for Open
Access
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recommendations

* Address barriers that hinder scientific cooperation and
slow the ability to respond to crises

,

i
INE
Uz
Bl

Research assessment & incentives

* i) Change the research assessment system to encourage
open science, through valuing more diversified research
outputs, activities, practices and career paths

* iv) raise awareness and provide leadership to promote
open science practices

* vi) provide infrastructures and support necessary to
practice open science

* vii) provide education and training that enable
researchers to practice open science

Interoperability & sustainability

* |) the pandemic illustrated the importance of world-wide
sharing of data and other research outputs to accelerate
research and decision-making,

* i) successful responses to common challenges and
future global crises will require similar accessing, sharing,
and comparing data;

* iii) open science infrastructures therefore need to be
embedded in standard workflows in advance in order to
be effectively leveraged during crisis situations.

G7 Hiroshima Summit, 2023. Communiqué
https://www8.cao.go.jp/cstp/kokusaiteki/g7_2023/annex1_os.pdf

iy

Context: G7 Open Science working Group (OSWG) “ﬁj

o RPBAEBIS. BHEADTTEENZES Y 5 REEE

[i=5:5p Ul s

HAEF@mEA L T47
o )k YBRLHERR. FTE. EE F+ 7/ X%
- Yy, =

AT B EICL YA T X E(EET
ST > X T LICETT S

W) F=TCYL I IDEHEEET S7-0/0, &

FEFHET, VK= TERIET S

s V) =TV T RDEZICHBELAL T FEY

F—F21EHT S

o Vi) FREED T — TV A TR EEETES L T,

HEE L —=2T 72T 5

HHEERMN &R AT aE
o NINTFI w2, HEEEEREFNET S/-0IC,

TR PEDMDGITHRE MR CHRET B
EDEZEWETRL I,

o i) RBDRE L JFHD MR EASIBYA ST S

Vs £, D, FT=RKNDT IR, KRB H

o i) L7EA D T, BRERIIAEICE O TEIRRIICEH A

BEL T BDICIE, =T YA TR 4> TR
o2 FvEHSDIEZEET— 2 70— (CHHBAA T
ESBED D B,

| first want to add some context. Here are relevant
recommendations from the G7 Open Science working
group. The text mentions valuing more diversified
research outputs, promoting open science practices,
and provision of infrastructure & support for open
science. It also stresses the need to be prepared for
knowledge sharing to enable rapid responses to

global crises.
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How author Rights Retention supports G7...
implementation of G7 guidelines |

£
NS
Uz
—
wv

* Enables many more papers to be open: preparation for
response to future crises

* Can apply to any type of research output — makes it easier
for researcher

* Promote RR as one element of soft research
infrastructure

* Simple message to communicate to researchers

s FVEBLOMXELHATES LS ICHZ: FROBEADIIEDHA L LS
s HOWARBEHEOMERRICERTEZES-ARBICL > THEEHIFBEZ LR D

c Y7 MEHRARA770—8E LT, ENRFZIHEET S

s AIREBEBIEBRABI YT NEXAy -

Author rights retention directly supports these
recommendations by enabling many more papers to
be open, by applying to any type of research output,
by being adopted as part of the research
infrastructure, and by being a simple message to
communicate to researchers.

29



TR UNESCOF—7vH M T REE
Context: UNESCO Recommendation on Open Science

“Access to

scientific
knowledge
should be as
open as
possible”
UNESCO

Recommendations on
Open Science Para 8

BERREEA
DT IERIZ
ATREAC PR Y

F—TTH
BRETHD

By promoting science that is more accessible, inclusive
and transparent, open science furthers the right of
everyone to share in scientific advancement and its
benefits as stated in Article 27.1 of the Universal

Declaration of Human Rights.

Guiding Principle: 13. The core values of open
science stem from the rights-

based, ...legal,...implications of opening science to
society and broadening the principles of openness to
the whole cycle of scientific research.

UNESCO Recommendation on Open Science asks Member
States to:

* Promote a shared understanding of open science & set out

diverse paths to achieving it
Develop an enabling policy environment for open science

* Invest ininfrastructure and activities that contribute to

open science

Invest in training, education, digital literacy & capacity-
building to support open science

Foster a culture of open science and align incentives to
support it

* Promote innovative approaches for open science at all

stages of the scientific process

o F—TUHATVRIE, KVTIERLPTL,
BEN. o, EREOHERFERET ST
Lok, HREANMEESE 271 KICKEEDH S &
35, HEDESREZOMNBEETRTOALE
BT 3EFNZRELXT.

o FAN3. F— > %A T > DFLLIMHEEL,
I =T YA T RPEFCEDE D HHE
ICHL TE2&FM,E, I — T HEDERHHE
YA INREICHATEZEICHB,

UNESCOFA — 7' H4 T REEDINEE~DER:

s FA—TUHA I RCHT ZHBEEREREL. ThE
BT 3 -O0SKRLEHERET 3

« F—TUHAL TV RETREICT IBEREZMAXKT 3
c F—TUHLIVRIIENZA V7T LERICKRETS

« F—TUHAL TV REYR-bTBEH, FL—=V T

BE. TIEANVIVTIV—, ARRICEETS

s FA—TUYA IV ROXLEEREL. ThEYR—+TF
31504y T4 7ERETS

s BETOLRDTRTOBREICENT, A—FrHMT
YRAD-HDEFNET TO—F 2 HETS

Here is the context of the UNESCO recommendation
on open science, that has similar points around
understanding, infrastructure, culture of open science,
and innovation across the entire scientific process. It
promotes equity via links to the Universal Declaration
on Human Rights and by its guiding principles:

Sharing by right, not by waivers and concessions.
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“Access to
scientific
knowledge
should be as
open as
possible”

UNESCO
son

BERREEA
DT IERIZ
ATREAC PR Y

F—TTH
ZRETHB

TR UNESCOF—7vH M T RENE
Context:
UNESCO Recommendation on Open Science

Section Il: Definition of Open Science

HEofi: A—TUHATIVRDOER

“Any transfer or licensing of copyrights to third parties

should not restrict the public’s right to immediate open

access to a scientific publication.”
WHIRDEFHECTA LV ADE=ZFE~DEED
— i RO R EARY B DA — T T
TR BENZH T TTWITA L,

[Para 7a, Page 9]

UNESCO importantly states that “Any transfer or
licensing of copyrights to third parties should not

restrict the public’s right to immediate open access to

a scientific publication.”
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How Author Rights Retention directly supports UNESCO
Recommendations on Open Science

“Access to

scientific
knowledge
should be as
open as
possible”

UNESCO
Recommendations on
Open Science Para 8

PRV
DT I RIF

Enables diverse paths to achieving Open Science

Forms key element of an enabling policy for open
science

Part of an investment in soft infrastructure and
activities that contribute to open science — especially
when coupled with repository provision

Communications and training around RR increases
digital literacy to support open science

Helps foster a culture of open science

Enables an innovative approach for open science and
can be applied to all stages of the scientific process

s F—TUHA IV REFERT DD HEAEE

AEEL 93

s F—T VYA TV RETBEITIBROEELE

ReWmd 3

s FHIVEI LY R EELZEDEBES, -

TV VATV RICEMRTEV 7 -4 7F5L5E
BADRED—IPLh S

o EFRIFICET A0S azs—YavebL—=

Yk, A=T VATV RBEICOEDDRTI L
NYTFI7—%mEEE?

o F—TFoHA TV RO EEERE
c METOLRDTRTORREICERTEL, 47—

AJRERPR Y Plus:
F—=7TvTH
ZRETHB

TYHA TV ROEFNT 7O—FHAREE LD,
* Maximises numbers of papers made open access MRT

* Enables findings to be more accessible, inclusive and . OARNEEERAILTS

transparent in support of Universal Declaration on
Human Rights

Allows the broadening of the principles of openness to
the whole cycle of scientific research

Ensures that restrictive transfer or licensing of
cogi/.right.s to third parties is not able to restrict the
public’s right to immediate open access to a scientific
publication

- WRAMESEICHL, RPPRREZLYVTIER

L¥9<K, SEHHOBAEDNL TES,

« DRAOEAZ. BERROY A 7 VEEFICHERT

€3

s LWHLRBEFEECTIEROBEZEEEDL. —

T RARIF R ICEIRED OF —TVICT I+
AT HEMZHIF RV EERIET 2.

Again, author rights retention directly supports the
UNESCO recommendations on open science by being
an enabling tool that underpins innovation and
equitable knowledge sharing.
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Key elements in the Japanese OA publications plan
 Applies from Aﬂril 2025 for competitively . 2025 EBEENMRAED HEH
funded researc -
© GIDF—T VYL TV RBREE, HED

https://pixabay.com/vectors/fl
ag-japan-japanese-nation-
32177/

Focus on G7 open science priorities, shared
values, co-operation & collaboration

* Focus on academic papers to be as open as possible, and

as secure as necessary & enhance the ability of
researchers to disseminate their research outputs.

Give back research findings to the public

Market dominance of publishers negatively
affects dissemination of papers
« Distribution [of academic papers] is under the market
dominance of the global academic publishers. The
government will support enhancing the ability to
negotiate for universities and research institutes with
academic publishers, based on the national policy.

Adopt 21 century research dissemination
models to maintain national competitiveness

* Promote efforts to ensure access to a variety of
knowledge, including new forms such as preprints.

Focus on ‘Green’ OA via institutional
repositories
* Cost consideration

¥ 10 billion allocated for institutional repositories to
make science free to read [Infrastructure]

e, ) DRAIHS
o PHRXAARLRY -7, o, BE
I L TREEREND D T, BIRED
MRARERRRLDHONE ZLICER
WRAR DU BT
HIRHOTBRER, BXOERERE
o [T QLA R L R R O

BXETICHY. BRI, EoRteEs .

RFECHIFRE & AR & DRBEEH
L%z
ERBESFHZ#IFT 5720, nitiiOHRYE
RETNERA
« TL7V Y R EOFREERAbED, Sk
BHEADT 7t REHET MY #HhZi
b3

BWEAYR P ENLE [V -] %A
o HERRENFFOAD =8 IC100EADFHIRT
“4>73)

Turning to the Japanese OA plan [which | have only
seen in translation], there appear to be 6 key
elements around shared values, collaboration, public
access, budgetary consideration, national
competitiveness, and repositories as a key vehicle for
dissemination.
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How Author Rights Retention will enable the new Japanese plan to succeed

Japanese OA Plan Rights Retention Enabling
EI ZISODEIJ FFOABLER *E*'Héﬁho)%ii
Focus on G7 open science priorities, shared Enhances the ability of researchers to disseminate their research
values, co-operation & collaboration outputs and make as many of them as possible them as open as
possible

2. Give back research findings to the public

. ) X 2. Maximises the ability to give back scholarly outputs to the public
3. Marketdominance of publishers negatively

affects dissemination of papers 3. Addresses the difficulties of 3rd party complex terms and

) o conditions & strengthens university negotiating position
4. Adopt 21st century research dissemination

models to maintain national 4. On point for supporting new models of research dissemination in
competitiveness the digital age to aid competitiveness and improve research

e collaboration
5. Focus on‘Green’ OAvia institutional

repositories 5. Maximises dissemination and curation opportunities offered by
Institutional Repositories

1. FREN, AR Y % < O FRRRR Z ATeER Y
F—T VKD D T EEAREICT D,

1. GIOA =T ¥4 TV 2BEKEE,
HBOMEER. HBHOREMICAS

2. FRAROHAET -
= N O 2. FMREOHSETE RIS 5,
S BTSN, BXOERE W 5 (i  DEEETIRESHLL, k20X
o — ) ‘9: :LL %‘\: ﬁ %
4 ERBENEMITT S t5, 211 bRy

4. BmENEBD, ARBNERESED7OD, TIX

DREERT 7 ERA NEROFREROH L VEFLES K= T3

https://pix by comivectors/fl 5. WBIU RS R UENLI [7Y — 5. EURY MY pavF YR EEFalL —> g
S pyripencse et 1 OAZRA HEBAITS

Author rights retention will enable the new plan to
succeed, because it enhances the ability of researchers
to disseminate their research outputs and make as many
of them as possible them as open as possible. It
maximises the ability to give back scholarly outputs to
the public; it addresses the difficulties of 3rd party
complex terms & conditions, and strengthens university
negotiating positions; it supports new models of
research dissemination in the digital age to aid
competitiveness, and improve research collaboration;
and finally it maximises dissemination & curation
opportunities offered by Institutional Repositories.
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Return on investment on ¥ 10 billion

* Build on previous investment in c TRETOYES FYADBREICH S
repositories
' - FEOEFRIE. 7Y —0AHIRD

¢ Author Rights Retention maximises =
the effect%veness of Green OA MREBAIET S
strategy %0375,:*3
e |t does this by: TRTOB/IZENEICOAISTEZ T T

B Iz
* Blanket option to enable all papers to Zrajjﬁléj-7/a/ LA S e

be immediately OA — everyone can - .
easily fulfil the strategy « EFEEVHAOMRLE (REROYF—

* Simplifies instructions for authors k) -
(library support) s REANDB—Xyt—Y (RY¥—oiiE

* Unified message to all (reduces policy TEZEH)
stack problem? s YRS LUENLE 21 HEOARERET
* Supporting 215t century research LEYFE—F
dissemination models via repositories ’ﬁ"‘ﬁﬂ’]?«‘ﬁ%
* Economic considerations BEEOOAICEAZ (=75L. AR AL
* OAin published journals but not at any LWhiFTldAiL)
cost - THHILKICEN B

* Increases negotiating power © URY R Y OBBEREMBT S (FH
 Simplifies repository workflows (saves L B2 OEY)
time and therefore money)

Given the considerable investment in repositories,
adopting author rights retention helps build on the
previous investment in repositories and maximises
the effectiveness of the green OA strategy. It does this
in a number of ways, including supporting 215t century
innovative research dissemination models via
repositories, and by helping address budgetary
constraints.
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Authors right to use theirown work: BHEOHEHEAFETE 3

How to get there EHRISEED LS ICERT 3

* Need to take action s PO avIiBIRLEDHY

* Ideally change the law + AIHETHNIEIEWIE
* Slow but not impossible . ERIRSHSBH. FAEETIREL
* Eg Secondary publishing right o [TREERIE] B
. Adopted Slovenia, Bulgaria, etc

T R e knomodgerighiss !

. Funders adopt supportive pol|C|es . E)f%?.ﬁ)mi%ﬁﬁc 2 (EFIRBI8A3)
* EgPlan S Rights Retention Strategy Y —iFR

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

* Raise researcher’s awareness +  Plan SHEFI{RIFHEERE

* Workin collaboration & in consultation with . oo 2z s
researchers explaining the reasoning Eﬁni:jjff}:&m;&ig* BHLTREH
. e . . . o REF D HE] WAL C CH <
. Unllyersmr?s & researc?1 mstltutlonﬁ adopt REE. fRH - BHOT. b5
policies that support their researchers . o
+ See global list of RR policies 7:-7-\%)},.,1%[3575\ WREEYF-+I3
immon: iki/U ty_righ ion_OA_policies] U - %;**Rj-

* EgHarvard etc

Publish with Power.
Protect your Rights.

rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

* Onceyou’ve gotan OA option that doesn’t .

need a publisher, THEN you can start

negotiating a ublisher’s deal on a more . HEEHEESHRVOAFT TS 3 V5 EET S

level playing field & T, Hiftt e DRBE 1D EDRITT,
LVENICEDD LN TES

https:/pixab . jons/prog
growth-success-| business-! 3936332/

Adopting author rights retention requires action. Ideally national
law would be changed. This can be very slow, but not impossible
— | refer you to countries such as Slovenia and Bulgaria that are
adopting secondary publishing rights. Research funders can
adopt supportive policies like cOAlition S and its Rights
Retention Strategy. Work can be undertaken to raise individual
researchers’ awareness of their rights. The pragmatic solution
thatis being adopted by many universities is to adopt author
rights retention policies that support all their researchers. For
institutions adopting rights retention policies, once they have an
OA option that doesn’t need a publisher, THEN the institution
can start negotiating publication deals on a more level playing
field.
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Good reasons to promote & adopt Author Rights Retention

. Excessive gift: a publisher does not need authors’
rights to publish their manuscript

« Limits author re-use including translation rights

* Shift the gift: Retain your rights to share with whom
you should be sharing - the global research community

. Gift to the world

* Opens opportunities for wider global sharing of
research findings

* Benefits research, researchers and wider society

. Economic:

* Having a Rights Retention Policy strengthens your
negotiating position for OA deals

* Simplifies processing & workflows for repositories
(saves time and money)
. Researchers fears not realized:

* Manyresearchers are already retaining their rights —
and continue to publish with their chosen
journal/publisher

. RR Underpins dissemination in the digital age:

* By not giving away theirrights, researchers are better
enabled to take opportunities for participating in 215t
century digital research dissemination models

. Common practice:

* Author rights retention is rapidly becoming the de
facto norm - don’t get left behind

1. BRI RO -9 Ic, EFiEZHEL
L&
- EFIEEEIL. BRI 2EMN LR, EEHLE
FoRfezMNET &M% HIRT 2
*  Shift the gift: M Z RIF L. HRDHHII 2
ZTARE, BBLELHRARIIHEETNE
. MRBRZHRICEITELS !
s MITRARZMRLHBT I2HREHER
. HIE. HMiRE. HRICETD
. BEMDR
o EFRERY Y —%BT 5T & T, OAHREEN
DITHEILKR
UKD b Y oBFIFELMERLT2 BFHEH
EDEIK)

. (HERfEIC &k 2 REAHEME L L 5 BRTO)
FRZEBOBIIIREDOLDE L > TULHEL
© HLOWMBEFEICHERNREEL, ZLCES
DIFE T RS/ H R TR % AR
. EFREE. TYZLEROMEEEOR
o ERIMEAE LAV LT, BIRE EHETY
2L DS E T LIS S8
. —RREEEA~

o EEHEOEMNRBEIBRICERLDOH S —EN
BmWwT!

My final slide lists good reasons to promote & adopt author rights retention either
locally or nationally. Firstly, the current practice of authors giving away their
rights can be described as an Excessive gift. A publisher does not need authors’
rights to publish their manuscript. Shift the gift so that researchers maximise
their sharing with the global research community as a gift to the world. This will
open opportunities for wider global sharing & collaboration, and will benefit
research, researchers, and wider society.

] Having a Rights Retention Policy strengthens a university’s negotiating
position for OA arrangements, to enable fairer & more sustainable deals.

° Many publishers insist that their paid gold OA option should be the ultimate
aim. Remember that this paid Gold OA is not controllable: there has been
an almost 10% price increase in a single year. This is unsustainable.
Retaining authors rights is essential to regain control of budgets.

° It is important that the transition to full open scholarship happens in as
short a time frame as possible. A recent report by Jisc states that “Based on
the journal flipping rates observed between 2018 — 2022 it would take at
least 70 years for the big five publishers to flip their Transformative
Arrangement titles to OA.” This is another reason to exploit the affordable
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dissemination opportunities offered by repositories.

o  https://zenodo.org/records/10787392
Note that researchers fears have not been realized and many researchers
are already retaining their rights, whilst continuing to publish with their
chosen journal.
RR Underpins dissemination in the digital age because, by not giving away
their rights, researchers better enable opportunities for participating in 215t
century digital research dissemination models.
Transferring control of author’s use of content and control of budgets back
to academia, is the only way to ensure affordable, global scholarship, in the
digital age
And finally, Author rights retention is rapidly becoming the de facto norm -
don’t get left behind
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Thank you

Publish with Power - Protect your Rights
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HYHESITTVET,

E1  www.coalition-s.org

PX  info@coalition-s.org

w @cOAlitions_OA

@cOAlitionS_OA@fediscience.org
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