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

Prospectus dated April 25, 2018

lj NJ SPRINGER NATURE”-

Prospectus

A . k for the public offering

Strong Leadership: Strategic Focus on Research, with a High-Quality Brand Portfolio, Global Scale

and Favorable Positioning to Benefit from Strong Growth in the Open Access Publishing Market.

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

Springer Open,
authors. SpringeProspectusipr. 25

L : Followin
A ©@jscaux 2

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

funder/university/agency representative

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

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

& Traduci il Tweet

13:38 - 5 mag 2018

22 Retweet 28 Mi piace



https://twitter.com/jscaux/status/992730326828011520
https://t.co/elpG4zFGnK
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OPEN 8PC ABOUT OLAPSERVER GITHUB INTACT OpenAPC

OPENAPC

Wiew: [T Journal Institution

€29.993.792 €14.755.611

Elsevier BV Wiley-Blackwell

€5.137.929
Amarican Chimc sl
Eramess Wotia Socksty (C5)

€2.938.583
W Publeshang

€10.946.964

Public Library of Science (PLoS) |¢2 710852

€22.486.371 e
Springer Mature
€2.550.3T0
€6.979.153
Frontiers Media SA Egﬁﬂll‘ﬁﬁ
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https://scholarlycommunications.jiscinvolve.org/wp/2017/08/23/article-processing-charges-in-2016/
https://treemaps.intact-project.org/apcdata/openapc/#publisher/
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So there is a need for a radical solution

WE NEED RADICA
AND ROBUST . »
ACT|ONS - - + ‘Without intervention, immediate OA to just half of

Europe’s scientific publications will not be achieved until
2025 or later’ (Research Consulting Report, page 3).

. P V ) V ) -
A . % L
" ESOF 2018 - Opening Up Open Science: Innovations, Ideas and Possibilities JUlll 2018min. 300942()% » oL
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TYpFNRIEZWo
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various ‘models-possible-and-in-a-cost-effective way, without-embargoes -or-with-as-short-as-

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

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

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

LN

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

9526/16

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

RECH 208

TELECOM 100 ]‘ﬂﬂt‘l’lﬂl’ll’ﬂﬂ

“ OUTCOME OF PROCEEDINGS

From: General Secretariat of the Council

To: Delegations

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

' Subject: The transition towards an Open Science system



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

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

March 23, 2018 by Joanna Roberts

March 23, 2018

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

How do you overcome that?

It requires that we don't just look at the open access issue in isolation. It is part of a more
general transition towards open science on which our colleagues at DG RTD (the EU’s

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

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

‘And it also requires that reward systems in universities are modernised and, most
importantly, becoming multi-dimensional -

away from only the high impact factor. At thg

moment IT you want to make a career as a researcher inside your university, you have to
publish in these high impact journals. Why not reward people if they file a patent, which for
me is as important as three publications in a subscription journal. Or if they share a data
set? Why not reward people if they do outstanding education? Why not reward people if
they work with the local authorities to solve a problem in the local community?

‘So the recommendations that | will present in autumn will not just focus on open access to
scientific publications, bu

because else we will not reach the 2020 target.

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

- allontanarsi
RIFIttQh{{
per le metriche

tradizionali

- deve modificarsi

INTERO
ECOSISTEMA —



https://horizon.scienceblog.com/203/open-access-to-scientific-publications-must-become-a-reality-by-2020-robert-jan-smits/
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¥ g Oen access to scientific publications It sounds like a straightforward goal - what are the sticking pomts?
"—‘.must become a reality by 2020 -
4 Robertjan Sm|ts

March 23,2018

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

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

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

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

‘Other key stakeholders are the researchers and their institutions. For them the situation is
also complex, notably because we have put ourselves into kind of a very dangerous
— cobweb. Although researchers all say that they are supporting open access, their dream is
,'.'E:::g / = still to publish in the most prestigious journals with the highest impact factor, which are
T y £ often subscription journals.
; OSTACOU using m.ainly on.e metric - number of publications in high impact journals. The libraries are
- - _ also an interesting stakeholder. They want to preserve the money and power they have to
- Editori vogllono finance the subscriptions to the prestigious journals. They fear that if they don't have this
mantenere money anymore, their role will be less important.
profitti
- Universita That's why | often say that there is a lot of lip service being paid to open access, thereis a

OSSESIONATE ¢ lot of hypocrisy in the system as it is a perfect example of a catch-22. People talk a lot about
it but when it comes to question,
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https://horizon.scienceblog.com/203/open-access-to-scientific-publications-must-become-a-reality-by-2020-robert-jan-smits/
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China backs bold plan to tear down journal
paywalls

Officials pledge support for European-led ‘Plan S’ to m

8 Plan S Why PlanS 10 Principles Funders & support  Implementation & Feedback

19feb 2019

About Contact

immediately free to read — but it’s unclear whether Ch:
plan’s policies. ¢ Goback

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



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

Open Access

a reality

)

| e

IN ADDITION:

» Authors retain copyright of their publication with no

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The Funders will monitor compliance and sanction
non-compliance.


https://www.scienceeurope.org/coalition-s/
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Making
Open Access
a reality

: by 2020

. Accelerating the transition to
&l full and immediate Open Access to
scientific publications

DIRECTORY OF
D AJ OPEN ACCESS
JOURNALS

3.337 SU 12.699
JOURNALS C@IRCs
26%

A AUTORMANTENGONO IL COPYRIGHTENZE CCBY)
A RIVISTEBRIDE NON SONO AMMESSE
A SE¢ ) Cl SONO APEENGONO
PAGATE DALLE ISTITUZIONI
A LEAPC HANNO UN TETTO


https://www.scienceeurope.org/coalition-s/
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We recognise that researchers need to be given a maxi- - PAYWAL LS ‘SO \

mum of freedom to choose the proper venue for publish-

ing their results and that in some jurisdictions this freedom U N D | SS E RVl Zl ¢

may be covered by a legal or constitutional protection.

However, our collective duty of care is for the science sys- AI— LA SCI ENZA i
tem as a whole, and researchers must realise that they are
doing a gross disservice to the institution of science if they A _LE ISTITUZIO
continue to report their outcomes in publications that will RICERCATOR
be locked behind paywalls.

| POSSO ESSER
We also understand that researchers may be driven to do
so by a misdirected reward system which puts emphasis MOSSI DA U N
on the wrong indicators (e.g. journal impact factor). We
therefore cu;mit to Fuwdaﬁwemally revise the incentive SISTEMA DI

and reward system of science, using the San Francisco INCENTIVI

Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA)* as a start-
Ing point. PlanPreamble FUORVIANTE

/i J



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

X reazioni negative

Sept 2018 For Better Science

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

Summary

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

impact of their research. PIAX@YAYBD] =\ I [OH == =D]IOLY WY WD ¢

Plan S Open Letter

1712

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

Signatories

ACADEMIC FREEDOM:
ON WHAT, NOT «WHERE»
t! . [ L{I X ! b5
YOU CONSTRAINED BY
EVALUATION CRITERIA

Reciprocal Space Oct 2018
= Y (tm Fs all
T

ok ES BE g

Academic freedom and responsibility: why Plan S is not
unethical

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

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

contribution to academic freedom.



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

— " DAI FEEDBACK:

S A PREOCCUPAZIONI REALI
Is a dramatic boost to open access imminent? | think so! A FA K E N EWS

Feb. 12, 2019

. ADEMAGOGIA PURA

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

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

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

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

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



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

I

X Y2t 0SS L} aA s

Open Letter in Support of Funder Open Publishing
Mandates

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

Jan 28. 2019 @ liately freely and openly available without restrictions on access or use. :

d to transform scholarly publishing by changing the explicit and implicit rules under "7,

Inize that funder mandates may superficially limit our publishing options in the short | ;f'q- 7

Plan S is an initiative by cOAlition S to achieve full and immediate Open Access to scientific lo a SyStem that Optlmlzes What we rea“y care abOUt max'leIng the reaCh Of our ;’ h
publications after 01 January 2020 in Europe. At the heart of the plan are 10 principles . . .l!/
currently being developed into a set of implementation guidelines. We, representatives of | l’esearCh Communlty and publIC -

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

tholarly communication costs money, and support substantial investment in this
We c G I OVAN I ncerns and for‘rho open consultation on y y pp %
the g fommpiiomos via sithec seior accenied | RO ) freely access and use the scholarly literature. We acknowledge that
o 1S crucial, however, that mon
RO = R @YY @) i rosuiations, funding and support. gy ring that all scholars everywhere have the unfettered ability to freely share their

en.e.t on Plan S: disruption for doctoral
dissertations should be minimised; venues with no author-facing fees and societies as well

as open infrastructures should be supported; msmunons and funders sho d modernise ns recognlzed’ And we therefore commit to continue \Norklng Wlth fUnderS. ‘
th I luat d implement the De ation on Research Asses (DORA). . : .
A A R i and other stakeholders until we have created a stable, fair, effective and open

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

Iand not be transferred to publishers. The copyright holder is typically the author and/or ion_ http//WWW mlChaeIelsen OI'C]/DetItIOM

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

PHICUUAMEGC()A“UOIT5(0relmlllnendIhealllhorasmpyrighlholderwherelegallypossibl& [ 6 -"’.’:’{ & ‘a'_._"m VJ\ |
j ¥ _LALETTERATURA SCIENTIFICA HA VALORE SOLO SE CONDIVISA

- PER TROPPO TEMPO ABBIAMO TOLELRATO IL MODELLO «PAY PER
IMPEDISCE LA CONOSCENZA
- ABBIAMO BIS

- ‘.--‘Q


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

X alcune tragicomiche

EMS on new developments concerning Open Access

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

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

parties involved, in particular that of the scientific community.

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

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

own backyard.

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

this decision be revoked.

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

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

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

EMSe lefakenews:
- Attribuisce ilcomplaintdi JonTennant(uscito a luglio) #lanSuscito a settembre
- Afferma cheklseviere subcontractomper monitorarePlanS
- Insinua chePlanSsia stato «scritto con gli editori»
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-PLAN PENSATO PER EDITORI, NON PER AUTORI
- PLAN S VUOLE FORZARE IL SISTEMA, NON ESSERE ADAT

” I r -~
Nov. 28 2018 )

4 Lenny Teytelman m 9
y @lteytelman

Reminder - you can't criticize Plan S for "not
being flexible enough so that all of today's
ournals are deemed compliant." As
@ashleydfarley said - the whole point of Plan

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

Ashley Farley @ashleydfarley

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



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

JOURNALS S SELFARCHIVING SUSEERIEHORSOUR VE

P.ZumsteinJan 7, 2019
https://www.coalition-s.org/feedback




