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INTRODUCTION TO PASTEUR4OA
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PASTEUR4OA
PASTEUR4OA: Open Access Policy Alignment Strategies for European Union 
Research 

Grant Agreement: 611742 

Theme: Science in Society  
Topic: SiS.2013.1.3.3-1: Upstream support to the definition, development and 
implementation of Open Access strategies and policies and to their coordination in 
the European Research Area;  
Type : CSA  
Duration: February 2014 – July 2016 (30 months) 
Budget: 1.935.940,00 €  
EU funding: 100% for direct costs and 7% for indirect costs 
Partners: 15 partners from 10 countries 
Website: http://www.pasteur4oa.eu/  
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Partners

http://www.pasteur4oa.eu/partners
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Goals of PASTEUR4OA
1. Increase awareness on Open Access policies  and foster the 

comprehensions of their benefits  
2. Support the development of the policies, aiming at their 

alignment and with Horizon 2020 OA requirements, by 
A. involving policymakers 
B. producing advocacy materials 
C.collecting empirical evidence, good practices and case studies 

3. Create a network of experts on Open Access policies: the 
Knowledge NeT
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ROARMAP
• International registry of OA policies 

• Funders 

• Research organisations   

• Sub-unit of research organisations 

• http://roarmap.eprints.org/
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Policies in ROARMAP
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Politiche OA nel mondo

http://pasteur4oa-dataviz.okfn.org/
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Classification in Roarmap (I)
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STUDY ON THE ITALIAN OA POLICIES:  

GOALS AND METHODOLOGIES 
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Study goals

Homologate the classification of OA 
policies of Italian universities on ROARMAP 

Develop a methodology to support next 
ROARMAP entries
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Derived research and policy 
support goals

1.Use the classification to verify the alignment of OA policies 
2.Verify the alignment with European and international good 

practices: 
A. Horizon 2020 

i) H2020 General Model Grant Agreement — Multi (Version 
2.1, 1 October 2015): ARTICLE 29 — DISSEMINATION 
OF RESULTS — OPEN ACCESS — VISIBILITY OF EU 
FUNDING (http://bit.ly/1gf7a9k)  

ii) Guidelines on Open Access to Scientific Publications and 
Research Data in Horizon 2020 (Version 2.1, 15 February 
2016): § 3. Mandate on open access to publications 
http://bit.ly/19regtt (Version 2.1, 15 Febbraio 2016)  

B. Recommendations from Shieber-Suber http://bit.ly/1VE227J 
(30 Settembre 2013)
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Policies OA Italian 
Universities
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Listed on AISA website on  
December 2015



policies
criteria
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Classifications
https://goo.gl/G9CSjj
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Classifications and used 
criteria

• https://wiki.nexacenter.org/view/
Category:Italian_Policies
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RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
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1. POLICIES ALIGNMENT 
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Common factors 
• Policies always went through a vote of the University Senate 
• Deposit is mandatory in most of the cases, all universities have an 

institutional repository 
• The most common research resources are enlisted within the 

policies, but very few mention explicitly the research data  
• Research evaluation is bound in the majority of universities to the 

solely items deposited in the institutional repository 
• The authors are the owner of the rights on the deposited item 
• The embargo for the publications is very often not clearly 

specified 
• There are no obligations for the “gold road” and no specific 

fundings are mentioned
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Discriminant factors

• Date of deposit (acceptance date,  publication date) 
• Version to be deposited (pre-print, post-print, or both accepted) 
• Waiver on the deposit 
• OA mandatory, possibility of the waiver, and the date for making 

the deposit OA 
• Waiver on the rights and on the publication in OA  
• The use of specific licenses for the reuse of the deposited items
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2. ALIGNMENT WITH GOOD PRACTICES AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS
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OA by default

• Implemented by 7 policies 

• But only in 3 universities the waiver is not allowed

• Recommendation: mandatory deposit without 
waiver
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Policy vs Practice
• Gap between policy and practice, ambiguity in some terms 

• Causes: 

• technical limitations on enforcing obligations 

• OA introduction is a long process

• Recommendation: 

• reduce terms ambiguity  

• the copyright reform might help handling related issues
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Mandatory  deposit without 
waiver

• Mandatory deposit without waiver in 4 universities  

• On the metadata, in 9 universities 

• Pre-print admitted only in 3 universities

• Recommendation:  

• no waiver 

• a certain tolerance on“dark deposit”
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Research data, a neglected 
resources

• Explicitly mentioned in 4 universities

• Recommendation:  

• Data Management Policy + infrastructure 
(Open Research Data default from January 
2017 in H2020) 

• External infrastructures available on  http://
www.re3data.org/ 

• Pave the way to Big Open Access in a context 
of Big Open Data 31



Gold road:an alternative?
• Alternative to self archiving in H2020 (but deposit in 

repository in still mandatory), additional in Suber-
Shieber  

• 12 policies “conform” to Suber-Shieber, but 
financial sustainability is not specified

• Recommendation:  

• Mention sustainable solutions for Gold Road
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Reuse licenses
• Free access + libre access 

• Only 2 universities make both explicit

• Recommendation:  

• Explicit reference to the use of licenses CC-BY 
and CC-0
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Bottom-up approach
• Vote from Academic Senate in all universities
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• Recommendation:  

• Continuos, transversal education on OA 
principles 



Limitations
• ROARMAP classification schema does not really match 

to the Italian legal context 

• There are no unique definitions in the schema  

• The text of a policy is not easily reducible to binary 
classifications: a lot of information is lost in the 
transformation  

• Notwithstanding the application of a rigorous 
methodology, subjective interpretations can still be 
present 
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TOOL: OA-CHECKER
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OA checker
http://oa-check.nexacenter.org 
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Conclusions 
• This is an exploratory work and should be intended 

as a contribution and methodological support for 
specific followups: 

• for the evolution of the existing policies 

• for those universities that will adopt an OA policy 

• to check the alignment between policies, 
although keeping in mind that context specific 
needs might always result in misalignments 
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