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Public Statements (BBB of OA)

By	
  "open	
  access"	
  to	
  this	
  literature,	
  we	
  mean	
  its	
  free	
  
availability	
  on	
  the	
  public	
  internet,	
  permitting	
  any	
  users	
  
to	
  read,	
  download,	
  copy,	
  distribute,	
  print,	
  search,	
  or	
  link	
  
to	
  the	
  full	
  texts	
  of	
  these	
  articles,	
  crawl	
  them	
  for	
  indexing,	
  
pass	
  them	
  as	
  data	
  to	
  software,	
  or	
  use	
  them	
  for	
  any	
  other	
  
lawful	
  purpose,	
  without	
  6inancial,	
  legal,	
  or	
  technical	
  barriers	
  
other	
  than	
  those	
  inseparable	
  from	
  gaining	
  access	
  to	
  the	
  
internet	
  itself.	
  	
  

Budapest	
  Open	
  Access	
  Initiative	
  (2002)	
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The following statements of principle were drafted during a one-day meeting held
on April 11, 2003 at the headquarters of the Howard Hughes Medical Institute in
Chevy Chase, Maryland. The purpose of this document is to stimulate discussion
within the biomedical research community on how to proceed, as rapidly as
possible, to the widely held goal of providing open access to the primary scientific
literature. Our goal was to agree on significant, concrete steps that all relevant
parties —the organizations that foster and support scientific research, the
scientists that generate the research results, the publishers who facilitate the
peer-review and distribution of results of the research, and the scientists,
librarians and other who depend on access to this knowledge— can take to promote
the rapid and efficient transition to open access publishing.

A list of the attendees is given following the statements of principle; they
participated as individuals and not necessarily as representatives of their
institutions. Thus, this statement, while reflecting the group consensus, should not
be interpreted as carrying the unqualified endorsement of each participant or any
position by their institutions.

Our intention is to reconvene an expanded group in a few months to draft a final
set of principles that we will then seek to have formally endorsed by funding
agencies, scientific societies, publishers, librarians, research institutions and
individual scientists as the accepted standard for publication of peer-reviewed
reports of original research in the biomedical sciences.

The document is divided into four sections: The first is a working definition of open
access publication. This is followed by the reports of three working groups.

Definition of Open Access Publication

An Open Access Publication[1] is one that meets the following two conditions:

1. The author(s) and copyright holder(s) grant(s) to all users a free, irrevocable,
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An old tradition and a new technology have converged to make possible an unprecedented public good. The old
tradition is the willingness of scientists and scholars to publish the fruits of their research in scholarly journals without
payment, for the sake of inquiry and knowledge. The new technology is the internet. The public good they make
possible is the world-wide electronic distribution of the peer-reviewed journal literature and completely free and
unrestricted access to it by all scientists, scholars, teachers, students, and other curious minds. Removing access
barriers to this literature will accelerate research, enrich education, share the learning of the rich with the poor and
the poor with the rich, make this literature as useful as it can be, and lay the foundation for uniting humanity in a
common intellectual conversation and quest for knowledge.

For various reasons, this kind of free and unrestricted online availability, which we will call open access, has so far
been limited to small portions of the journal literature. But even in these limited collections, many different initiatives
have shown that open access is economically feasible, that it gives readers extraordinary power to find and make use
of relevant literature, and that it gives authors and their works vast and measurable new visibility, readership, and
impact. To secure these benefits for all, we call on all interested institutions and individuals to help open up access to
the rest of this literature and remove the barriers, especially the price barriers, that stand in the way. The more who
join the effort to advance this cause, the sooner we will all enjoy the benefits of open access.

The literature that should be freely accessible online is that which scholars give to the world without expectation of
payment. Primarily, this category encompasses their peer-reviewed journal articles, but it also includes any
unreviewed preprints that they might wish to put online for comment or to alert colleagues to important research
findings. There are many degrees and kinds of wider and easier access to this literature. By "open access" to this
literature, we mean its free availability on the public internet, permitting any users to read, download, copy, distribute,
print, search, or link to the full texts of these articles, crawl them for indexing, pass them as data to software, or use
them for any other lawful purpose, without financial, legal, or technical barriers other than those inseparable from
gaining access to the internet itself. The only constraint on reproduction and distribution, and the only role for
copyright in this domain, should be to give authors control over the integrity of their work and the right to be properly
acknowledged and cited.

While  the peer-reviewed journal literature should be accessible online without cost to readers, it is not costless to
produce. However, experiments show that the overall costs of providing open access to this literature are far lower
than the costs of traditional forms of dissemination. With such an opportunity to save money and expand the scope of
dissemination at the same time, there is today a strong incentive for professional associations, universities, libraries,
foundations, and others to embrace open access as a means of advancing their missions. Achieving open access will
require new cost recovery models and financing mechanisms, but the significantly lower overall cost of dissemination
is a reason to be confident that the goal is attainable and not merely preferable or utopian.

To achieve open access to scholarly journal literature, we recommend two complementary strategies. 

I.  Self-Archiving: First, scholars need the tools and assistance to deposit their refereed journal articles
in open electronic archives, a practice commonly called, self-archiving. When these archives conform to
standards created by the Open Archives Initiative, then search engines and other tools can treat the
separate archives as one. Users then need not know which archives exist or where they are located in
order to find and make use of their contents.

II. Open-access Journals: Second, scholars need the means to launch a new generation of journals
committed to open access, and to help existing journals that elect to make the transition to open access.
Because journal articles should be disseminated as widely as possible, these new journals will no longer
invoke copyright to restrict access to and use of the material they publish. Instead they will use
copyright and other tools to ensure permanent open access to all the articles they publish. Because price
is a barrier to access, these new journals will not charge subscription or access fees, and will turn to
other methods for covering their expenses. There are many alternative sources of funds for this purpose,
including the foundations and governments that fund research, the universities and laboratories that
employ researchers, endowments set up by discipline or institution, friends of the cause of open access,
profits from the sale of add-ons to the basic texts, funds freed up by the demise or cancellation of
journals charging traditional subscription or access fees, or even contributions from the researchers
themselves. There is no need to favor one of these solutions over the others for all disciplines or nations,
and no need to stop looking for other, creative alternatives.

Open access to peer-reviewed journal literature is the goal. Self-archiving (I.) and a new generation of open-
access journals (II.) are the ways to attain this goal. They are not only direct and effective means to this end, they
are within the reach of scholars themselves, immediately, and need not wait on changes brought about by markets or
legislation. While we endorse the two strategies just outlined, we also encourage experimentation with further ways to
make the transition from the present methods of dissemination to open access. Flexibility, experimentation, and
adaptation to local circumstances are the best ways to assure that progress in diverse settings will be rapid, secure,
and long-lived.

The Open Society Institute, the foundation network founded by philanthropist George Soros, is committed to providing
initial help and funding to realize this goal. It will use its resources and influence to extend and promote institutional
self-archiving, to launch new open-access journals, and to help an open-access journal system become economically
self-sustaining. While the Open Society Institute's commitment and resources are substantial, this initiative is very
much in need of other organizations to lend their effort and resources.

We invite governments, universities, libraries, journal editors, publishers, foundations, learned societies, professional
associations, and individual scholars who share our vision to join us in the task of removing the barriers to open
access and building a future in which research and education in every part of the world are that much more free to
flourish.
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OA Policies - funders

The	
  global	
  shift	
  towards	
  giving	
  free	
  online	
  access	
  (open	
  access)	
  to	
  
the	
  results	
  of	
  publicly-­‐funded	
  research	
  (publications	
  and	
  data)	
  has	
  
been	
  a	
  core	
  strategy	
  […]	
  the	
  European	
  Commission	
  is	
  now	
  moving	
  
beyond	
  open	
  access	
  towards	
  the	
  more	
  inclusive	
  area	
  of	
  open	
  
science.	
  Elements	
  of	
  open	
  science	
  will	
  gradually	
  feed	
  into	
  the	
  
shaping	
  of	
  a	
  policy	
  for	
  Responsible	
  Research	
  and	
  Innovation

Free	
  and	
  simple	
  access	
  to	
  research	
  results:	
  facilitates	
  the	
  research	
  
having	
  as	
  big	
  an	
  impact	
  as	
  possible	
  and	
  everyone	
  throughout	
  the	
  

world	
  being	
  able	
  to	
  bene6it	
  from	
  the	
  research	
  results;	
  helps	
  science	
  
to	
  make	
  more	
  rapid	
  progress	
  because	
  insights	
  can	
  be	
  shared	
  
early	
  and	
  data	
  are	
  available	
  for	
  reuse;	
  ensures	
  that	
  conclusions	
  
from	
  scienti6ic	
  research	
  are	
  more	
  easily	
  veri6iable	
  as	
  everyone	
  has	
  

access	
  to	
  the	
  underlying	
  data.
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Open Access Mandates
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R 
Open access politikker på danske  
universiteter har ingen effekt 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

Tilstanden og udviklingen af open access i dansk forskning tegner 
et negativt billede, og open access politikker på danske universiteter 
bidrager ikke til en mere positiv udvikling, konkluderes det i en ny 
undersøgelse foretaget i forbindelse med en specialeafhandling fra  
Det Informationsvidenskabelige Akademi i København. Undersøgelsen 
peger samtidig på en række barrierer for open access. Mere end 80 % af 
dansk forskning kunne allerede i dag potentielt gøres tilgængelig gennem 

open access.

AF SØREN DALSGAARD, CAND.SCIENT.BIBL.  
KGJ=F<9DK?9J<8?E9AD&;GE 
 
& ANDREAS LARSEN, CAND.SCIENT.BIBL.  
9F<D9JK=FK8?E9AD&;GE

 
 
Det er et skuffende resultat i en tid med øget fokus på open 
access, både fra kritiske røster i forskningsbibliotekerne, 
der peger på open access som en mulig løsning til at 
sikre adgang i en tid med øgede tidsskriftsomkostninger, 
og initiativer fra politisk side, hvor der blandt andet 
i regi af EU er et øget fokus på open access i deres 
rammeprogrammer og endelig til Danmark, hvor det i 
dag stilles som krav, at artikler udgivet under projekter 
bevilliget af forskningsrådene skal selvarkiveres i et 
institutionelt repositorie, som eksempelvis PURE.

Hvorfor open access?

Et af motiverne for open access bevægelsen er opgøret 
med den paradoksale praksis hvorved offentligt lønnede 
forskere ”giver” deres artikler væk gratis til tidsskriftsforlag 
mod at opbygge og vedligeholde et omdømme blandt 
fagfæller, hvorefter forskningsinstitutionerne, så at sige, 

skal tilbagekøbe deres egen forskning gennem betalingen 
af tidsskriftslicenser. Det er et faktum, at de danske 
forskningsbibliotekers materialebudgetter er under 
stort pres, hvilket ses som en generel tendens, og det er 
blandt andet et resultat af et øget forskningsoutput og 
stigende tidsskriftspriser. Det bliver sværere at tilbyde et 
fyldestgørende udbud af vigtige videnskabelige tidsskrifter, 
uden at det går ud over universiteternes pengepung.

Et andet er motiv er ønsket om at øge forskningens 
synlighed og gennemslagskraft. Danmark har gennem 
videnskabsministeren tilsluttet sig ministerrådets anbefa-
linger til open access allerede tilbage i 2007, men en 
politisk handlingsplan og en national open access politik 
lader stadig vente på sig. 

Open access politikker har ringe effekt

På de danske universiteter har man også skabt initiativer 
for at sikre adgangen til forskningen, og universiteterne 
har alle valgt den grønne vej til open access, altså 
gennem selvarkivering i et institutionelt repositorie. Den 
valgte tilgang er på tværs af universiteterne meget ens. 
Institutionernes forskere anbefales at gøre deres artikler frit 
tilgængelige. Det er kendetegnende, at det hovedsageligt er 
de enkelte universiteter selv, som udstikker kursen i deres 
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access politik et skridt i den rigtige retning, der måske 
kan være medvirkende til at give den danske open access 
indsats fornyet momentum. Men det manglende politiske 
engagement og den manglende nationale politik, svækker 
arbejdet lokalt og gør det lige netop forskelligartet og 
mudret på tværs af landet.

Et stort uudnyttet potentiale

Potentialet for netop grøn open access er rigtig stort. 
Størstedelen af videnskabelige forlag tillader selvarkivering, 
og i 2012 var det potentielt muligt at selvarkivere mindst 
80 % af de artikler publiceret af forskere ved de undersøgte 
universiteter. Disse barrierer skal ses som punkter, 
hvor man med øget handing kan styrke indsatsen. 
 
Hvis man ikke ønsker at arbejde videre med politikkerne og 
gøre dem stærkere både lokalt og nationalt, er der stadig et 
stort potentiale for blandt andet bibliotekerne i oplysning 
og vejledning for den enkelte forsker i dennes muligheder 
for at gøre dansk forskning tilgængeligt til flere. En ting er 
helt sikkert: Nedskreven politik alene øger ikke andelen af 
grøn open access for det enkelte universitet.
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open access
Open access defineres som den vederlagsfrie 
og uhindrede adgang til forskningsartikler på 
internettet og inddeles normalt i to former: 
grøn og gylden open access.  
 
Den grønne, også kaldet parallelpublicering, 
dækker over publicering af en artikel i et 
tidsskrift, hvorefter den publicerede artikel 
selvarkiveres i eksempelvis et institutionelt 
repositorie, hvor artiklen så kan tilgås og læses 
uden omkostninger.  
 
Den gyldne vej til open access indebærer 
publicering i et tidsskrift, hvor artiklen er 
frit tilgængelig øjeblikkeligt efter udgivelsen 
og kan tilgås gennem udgiveren uden 
omkostninger for læseren. Denne strategi 
finansieres ofte gennem et såkaldt APC gebyr, 
betalt fortrinsvis af forskerens institution eller 
gennem forskningsmidler.

Z
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Figur 2: Udvikling i den procentvise andel af selvarkiverede artikler (grøn open access)  
før og efter indførelse af open access politik.
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open access arbejde. I foråret 2013 kortlagdes 6 danske 
og 2 svenske universiteters brug af deres institutionelle 
repositorier med henblik på at undersøge tilstanden af 
open access publiceringsmønstre. Kortlægningen er baseret 
på over 200.000 artikel poster registreret i universiteternes 
repositorier mellem 2000-2012. 

På trods af den øgede opmærksomhed på open access 
og gode intentioner fra universiteternes side, viser 
undersøgelsen dog, at det har en ringe effekt på 
mængden af artikler der rent faktisk selvarkiveres i deres 
institutionelle repositorier. Generelt er tendenserne, at der 
ingen synderlig effekt er at spore fra før politikken blev 
indført til de efterfølgende år. Svage stigninger eller endog 
svage fald er generelle for resultaterne, hvis der ses bort fra 
et enkelt af de danske universiteter. Med i undersøgelsen 
var ydermere to svenske universiteter uden open access 
politikker. Det er bemærkelsesværdigt, at disse klarer sig 
bedre end næsten alle danske universiteter i de seneste år.

Værst ser det ud på de to største danske universiteter, 
Københavns Universitet og Aarhus Universitet, som 
begge selvarkiverer færre end 5 % af deres samlede 
forskningsoutput. Glædeligt er det, at den samlede andel 
af artikler på alle danske universiteter er stigende, hvilket 
især er båret frem af enkelte universiteter.

Open access politikker mangler pondus

 
De danske universiteters open access politikker er alle meget 
vage i deres udformning og karakter. Enkelte indeholder 
endda selvmodsigelser alt efter hvor man læser i teksten. 
Sprogbrugen i teksten kan således i den ene paragraf vægte 
krævende ord i forhold til selvarkivering, men vægter i 
næste paragraf frivillighed, eller giver en art smuthul til 
den krævende del. Det er klart, at politikkerne ikke skal 
ses som lovkrav, men deres vaghed og selvmodsigelse er en 
helt klar svaghed, som skaber usikkerhed om hvilke mål og 
ønsker, man har for open access. Politikkerne er generelt 
anbefalende i deres udtryk, hvilket skaber usikkerhed om 
intentionernes alvor, og det er i sidste ende hæmmende for 
at styrke og målrette indsatsen for open access.

National politik

Et dansk open access udvalg blev nedsat i 2009, hvis arbejde 
endte ud i en række anbefalinger til implementeringen 
af open access i Danmark. Blandt anbefalingerne var 
udarbejdelsen af en national politik for open access, men 
på trods af dette arbejde, er der endnu ikke vedtaget 
nogen endegyldig overordnet national open access politik. 
Heldigvis er vedtagelsen af de danske forskningsråds open 
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Dalsgaard, Søren, and Andreas Larsen. 2014. “Open Access Politikker På Danske Universiteter Har Ingen Effekt.” Revy 37 (1): s. 6–8.
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Machine Access - interoperability?

Pure
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OpenAIRE and euroCRIS have agreed on the use of CERIF-XML as the 
standard format by which OpenAIRE will harvest information from CRIS. 
This was decided during the OpenAIRE Interoperability Workshop at 
Minho University in Braga, Portugal, held on the 7th and 8th of February, 

As a next step, it was decided to facilitate a joint working group, which, in 
the next few months, will work out a dedicated CERIF-XML Application 
profile (including vocabularies) for this. The profile will be officially 
presented / launched as a joint cooperation result at the next euroCRIS 
membership meeting in Bonn. 

euroCRIS and OpenAIRE have highlighted this as a substantial step 
forward in the cooperation of the research information and the repository 
community, and the use of CERIF-XML as the basis for an exchange 
format within the research information domain. 

13 February 2014 - https://www.openaire.eu/en/component/content/article/9-news-events/
447-eurocris-and-openaire-work-together-to-enable-data-exchange-with-cris

The rise of CRIS systems
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The	
  principle	
  of	
  open	
  access	
  involves	
  offering	
  readers	
  
worldwide	
  access	
  to	
  research	
  publications,	
  journals	
  and	
  
books	
  free	
  of	
  charge.	
  My	
  contention	
  is	
  that	
  access	
  to	
  the	
  
results	
  of	
  publicly	
  and	
  publicly-­‐privately	
  funded	
  research	
  
should	
  always	
  be	
  unrestricted.	
  

My	
  preference	
  is	
  “golden”	
  open	
  access;	
  in	
  other	
  words,	
  
publication	
  in	
  journals	
  that	
  make	
  research	
  articles	
  
available	
  online	
  free	
  of	
  charge.	
  My	
  aim	
  is	
  for	
  the	
  
Netherlands	
  to	
  have	
  switched	
  entirely	
  to	
  the	
  golden	
  road	
  to	
  
open	
  access	
  within	
  ten	
  years,	
  in	
  other	
  words	
  by	
  2024.	
  In	
  
order	
  to	
  achieve	
  this,	
  at	
  least	
  60	
  per	
  cent	
  of	
  all	
  articles	
  will	
  
have	
  to	
  be	
  available	
  in	
  open	
  access	
  journals	
  in	
  6ive	
  years’	
  time.	
  

Secretary	
  Dekker	
  -­‐	
  2013,	
  2014	
  

(other	
  national	
  mandates:	
  UK,	
  DK,	
  SE…)

Dekker Letter(s)
Tweede Kamer der Staten-Generaal 2
Vergaderjaar 2013–2014 

31 288 Hoger Onderwijs-, Onderzoek- en 
Wetenschapsbeleid 

Nr. 354  BRIEF VAN DE STAATSSECRETARIS VAN ONDERWIJS, CULTUUR 
EN WETENSCHAP 

Aan de Voorzitter van de Tweede Kamer der Staten-Generaal 

Den Haag, 15 november 2013 

Inleiding 

In het algemeen overleg van 18 april 2013 over Wetenschapsbeleid 
(Kamerstuk 29 338, nr. 120) heb ik u toegezegd mijn visie te geven op de 
verdere ontwikkeling van Open Access van wetenschappelijke publi-
caties.1 Het principe van Open Access omvat het gratis wereldwijd 
beschikbaar stellen van wetenschappelijke publicaties, tijdschriften en 
boeken. Mijn uitgangspunt is dat resultaten van publiek en publiek/privaat 
gefinancierd onderzoek altijd vrij beschikbaar moeten zijn. Omdat het om 
publiek geld gaat, en er voor de uitrol van Open Access technisch in 
principe geen belemmeringen zijn, acht ik het van belang dat dit binnen 
afzienbare tijd gebeurt. Open Access bevordert de uitwisseling en 
circulatie van kennis, wat bijdraagt aan het innoverend vermogen van 
Nederland. 

De eerste initiatieven voor Open Access ontstonden twintig jaar geleden, 
toen onderzoekers hun publicaties via internet met elkaar begonnen te 
delen. De laatste tien jaar hebben partijen in Nederland zich ingespannen 
om Open Access te realiseren. In het onderzoeksveld is een grote variëteit 
ontstaan aan regels, afspraken en mogelijkheden voor het in Open Access 
publiceren. De huidige situatie is onoverzichtelijk voor auteurs, lezers en 
uitgevers. Hieraan moet zo snel mogelijk een einde komen, zo vinden ook 
de betrokken partijen. 

1 Naast Open Access van publicaties is er ook het vraagstuk van Open Access tot ruwe data. Dit 
laatste wil zeggen dat de oorspronkelijke onderzoeksgegevens in elektronische vorm 
beschikbaar zijn voor derden. Zij kunnen de gegevens dan hergebruiken of verifiëren. Open 
Access tot ruwe data is een belangrijke ontwikkeling. Open Access tot ruwe data en tot 
publicaties zijn echter twee verschillende onderwerpen, met andere belangen. Vandaar dat 
Open Access tot ruwe data hier verder niet aan de orde is.
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Open Access to publications

Parliamentary document | 21-01-2014

During the general parliamentary consultations on Science Policy of

18 April 2013, I promised to explain my ideas about the practice of

providing open access to research publications and how that practice

will continue to evolve.  The principle of open access involves

offering readers worldwide access to research publications, journals

and books free of charge. My contention is that access to the results

of publicly and publicly-privately funded research should always be

unrestricted. Because such research is paid for from the public purse

and technical impediments are essentially non-existent, I believe

open access should be rolled out in the near future. Open access

promotes knowledge sharing and knowledge circulation, which in

their turn contribute to the Netherlands’ innovative capacity.

The first steps towards open access were taken twenty years ago, when

researchers began sharing their publications with one another on the

Internet. In the past ten years, various parties in the Netherlands have been

working towards creating an open access system. A wide variety of rules,

agreements and options for open access publishing have emerged in the

research community. The situation is confusing for authors, readers and

publishers alike, and the stakeholders would like this confusion to be resolved

as quickly as possible.

It is for that and for the following reasons that I wish to regulate open

access: 

1.    The stakeholders – researchers, universities and publishers – have, for

one reason or another, been unable to arrive at a single system for making

access to publications arising from publicly and publicly-privately funded

research free for everyone at the point of use. The relevant organisations in

the Netherlands, including the publishers, have indicated that a fast

transition from subscription-based publishing to open access would be

beneficial to them. 

2.    Open access is a cross-border matter and I will therefore be discussing it

with my counterparts in various other countries. I will invite them to join me

in considering how best to put an international system of open access into

Science
[/issues/science]

Ministry of
Education, Culture
and Science
[/ministries/ocw]
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Challenges in Measuring Open Access
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Green	
  OA full	
  text	
  (dra+	
  or	
  published)	
  manuscripts	
  self-­‐archived	
  on	
  the	
  Web	
  (ins:tu:onal	
  or	
  subject	
  respository)	
  	
  

Gold	
  OA	
  -­‐	
  Journal OA	
  journals	
  with	
  immediate	
  free	
  access,	
  some	
  of	
  which	
  (e.g.	
  PLoS)	
  operate	
  on	
  an	
  author	
  pays	
  model	
  

Gold	
  OA	
  -­‐	
  Ar/cle author	
  pays	
  the	
  ar:cle	
  processing	
  costs	
  (APC)	
  to	
  make	
  ar:cles	
  OA	
  in	
  a	
  subscrip:on	
  based	
  journal	
  (hybrid)

Delayed	
  OA	
  -­‐	
  Green Publisher	
  embargo	
  period	
  (e.g.	
  6,	
  12,	
  18,	
  or	
  24	
  months),	
  a+er	
  which	
  a	
  published	
  ar:cle	
  may	
  self-­‐archived	
  

Delayed	
  OA	
  -­‐	
  Journal subscrip:on-­‐based	
  journals	
  that	
  convert	
  to	
  OA	
  a+er	
  a	
  specified	
  period	
  (e.g.	
  6,	
  12,	
  18,	
  or	
  24	
  months)

Transient	
  OA OA	
  during	
  a	
  finite	
  period	
  (e.g.	
  journal	
  promo:on);	
  updated	
  or	
  deleted	
  manuscripts	
  in	
  repositories

Restricted	
  OA access	
  requires	
  registra:on	
  and/or	
  membership	
  in	
  a	
  group;	
  limited	
  use,	
  such	
  as	
  read-­‐only

Rogue	
  OA published	
  manuscripts	
  posted	
  on	
  websites	
  or	
  self-­‐archived,	
  but	
  in	
  conflict	
  with	
  licensing/copyrights

adapted from Archambault et al 2014 and Laakso and Björk 2013

Open Access in practice
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Web of Science database
- Desktop version contains OA functionality 
- CWTS in-house version of WoS does not have that functionality (yet) 

Scopus database
- Desktop version does not contain OA functionality 
- Outcomes by Scopus are constructed otherwise ? 

Google Scholar
- OA functionality is somewhat problematic here … 
- Other critical issues relate to: 

- Unclear situation around calculation of citation statistics 
- No field normalization available

Issues with disclosure of OA in bibliometric databases
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Coverage of SSH in WoS
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International comparison - NL, DK, CH
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Measuring the portion of Open Access 

harvest method (present state of the art)

- random sample from publication index 
(e.g. WoS, Scopus, and repositories) 

- operational definition: full text of peer 
reviewed publications, freely available on 
the internet somewhere 

- harvest (find and download) all available 
full-texts 

- analyze available metadata to determine 
OA type 
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Measuring the portion of Open Access 

harvest method (present state of the art)

- random sample from publication index 
(e.g. WoS, Scopus, and repositories) 

- operational definition: full text of peer 
reviewed publications, freely available on 
the internet somewhere 

- harvest (find and download) all available 
full-texts 

- analyze available metadata to determine 
OA type 

CRIS method (potential complete dataset)

- local enrichment of commercial data  

- registration of output in CRIS systems 

- CRIS used with/for evaluation events 

- increased granularity of RI 

- bottom up aggregation 
- individual   
- department 
- institution 
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Method I: By selecting OA output from the WoS desktop interface:
- Link that to the CWTS in-house version of WoS 
- Problem here: older papers that are backwardly labeled as  OA ! 

Method II: By linking the DOAJ list with the CWTS WoS database:
- Select the papers from journals on the DOAJ list; 
- Use the doi’s to link both DOIAJ and WoS to each other. 
- Problem here: many older papers in WoS do not carry DOI’s yet !

Defining open access in the Web of Science
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Output, OA and Non OA: NL, DK, CH

NL Ex 
OA NL OA

Share 
OA

DK Ex 
OA DK OA

Share 
OA

CH Ex 
OA CH OA

Share 
OA

2000 - 2003 75607 712 1% 30616 452 1% 53283 995 2%

2001 - 2004 78087 858 1% 31262 557 2% 54793 1220 2%

2002 - 2005 81849 1180 1% 31972 728 2% 56982 1836 3%

2003 - 2006 85386 1663 2% 33024 949 3% 60319 2217 4%

2004 - 2007 88745 2349 3% 34082 1244 4% 63205 2790 4%

2005 - 2008 92349 3265 4% 35273 1631 5% 65920 3517 5%

2006 - 2009 96278 4269 4% 36672 1997 5% 69518 3912 6%

2007 - 2010 101270 5587 6% 38726 2554 7% 72687 4981 7%

2008 - 2011 106560 7299 7% 41417 3264 8% 76658 6354 8%

2009 - 2012 111990 9504 8% 44264 4420 10% 80786 7990 10%
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Output, OA and Non OA: NL, DK, CH
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Drilling down: SSH in the Netherlands

Rennes  |  04 June 2015
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Internal Coverage

indicates the degree to which a unit refers themselves to the literature 
covered in the WoS. The reference behavior of a unit thus indicates 
whether the journal literature is important for the scholarly 
communication in a field, and as such can be interpreted as indicator 
of the applicability of bibliometrics in an assessment context.
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Internal Coverage
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situated communication practices
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organization of work practices 

“science [broadly construed to include Humanities] is a 
professional work organization in so far as it controls how 
work is carried out, how it is evaluated and its criteria and 
procedures govern access to material rewards”   

Whitley 1986 The intellectual and social organization of science 
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organization of work practices 

Whitley identifies mutual dependence and task uncertainty as 
significant for understanding variations in how knowledge is produced.

Practices clustered in relation to mutual dependence (e.g., standardized 
methods) and in relation to task uncertainty (e.g., the particularity of 
research objects) have implications for how scientific fields are organized 
and for how they make use of formal communication venues. 
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Role of scholarly communication 

fields in which mutual dependence is 
dominant, published research is often used to 
establish the priority of common goals and 
problems, and thus to facilitate coordination 
of a research agenda within a field or among 
related fields. Journal publications often 
address issues of strategic importance, which 
rely in part on a stable meaning for the results 
of research. 

example: human genetics
-standardized equipment
-standardized materials
- large collaboration
-often multiple authors
-knowledge claims 
understood on the basis of 
standards
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Role of scholarly communication 

In fields where task uncertainty is dominant, 
the object of research is often situated in a 
social context. Formulation of problems and 
goals would be unlikely to find common ground 
on the basis of published research. 
Researchers in fields with uncertain and usually 
unstable research agendas, correspondingly, 
have more individual autonomy in facilitating a 
localized research strategy. 

example: ethnography
-descriptive
-situated context
-argument
-output interpreted
-unsuited venue for 
research agenda
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Communication practices

mutual dependence - cited references likely align with standard methods, 
procedures, and materials, and thus a tighter cluster of intellectual 
resources 

task uncertainty - cited references likely aligned with the particularity of 
research object and context, and thus a more diverse spread of 
intellectual resources 

an explanation for low internal coverage
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Thank you! 

questions?
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