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How | became involved in OA




Why OA — view of a newly converted




Start of FinnOA

e April 2003

e “Suomessa eri korkeakoulujen, tieteellisten seurain ja
kansalliskirjaston edustajat perustivat huhtikuussa
2003 FinOA nimisen tyéryhman. Puheenjohtajana
toimii Professori Bo-Christer Bjork Svenska
Handelshégskolanista ja sihteerina Irma Reijonen
Helsingin Yliopistosta. Tyoryhma pyrkii vuoden aikana
maarittelemaan selkean vision siita mihin suuntaan
Suomen tiedeyhteison julkaisutoiminnan tulisi muuttua
viiden vuoden sisalla, seka siihen perustuvan
konkreettisen toimintasuunnitelman.”
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2004 seminar
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FINnOA In 2008




What’s happened 2003-2013

e OA share of all articles has increased from
around 15 % to 35 %

e Gold OA has become a viable business model

* An infrastructure of repositories has
developed for green OA

e OAis very much on the agenda among the
different stakeholders in scholarly publishing
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Different flavors of OA

e Gold OA
— APC funded
— Free for authors

 Delayed OA
 Hybrid OA
e Green OA

— In subject & institutional repositories
— Home pages etc
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Situation in 2003

e OA movement stabilized

e BOAI declaration, Berlin etc
 Main terms accepted, OA, Gold, Green

e First APC funded OA journals
e Start of DOAJ
e Institutional repositories emerging
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Current situation 2013

e Almost 20 % of all Scopus-indexed articles are
available in Gold OA, delayed OA journals or
as hybrid OA articles

e A further estimated 15 % are available as
green copies
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Development of Gold OA
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Trends

 Major commercial and society publishers are
starting up APC funded full OA journals

 The vast majority of subscription journals (
6000-7000) offer a hybrid possibility

e Publishers are tightening rules for green self-
archival

 Major funders are starting to grant earmarked
APC-funding
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Hybrid OA
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Delayed Gold OA ( 5 % of articles, 15 %
of citations)

Journal Type Journals (n) Journal Level Article Level
Mean SD Mean SD
Closed' 7 609 1.97 2.95 2.81 3.31
Immediate Open Access’ 610 1.50 4.02 2.04 2.28
Delayed Open Access 409 442 5.05 5.93 6.39

"= Results from Bjork & Solomon (2012)
Table 2 — 2-year citation averages for Web of Knowledge-indexed immediate open access

Jjournals, delayed open access journals, and closed journals. Calculated using 2010 impact
factors.
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Publisher Green OA Delay / Discipline
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New innovative OA publishers and

DAYS

From submission
to acceptance’

FinnOA

3 days*
28 days*

kKing scientists make

n a process that

5, transparency and

journals

The Peerd Mission

PeerdJ is an Open Access publisher that makes
access to research free to all and affordable
to publish for researchers & their institutions.

PeerdJ provides academics with two Open
Access publication venues: PeerJ (a
peer-reviewed academic journal) and PeerJ
PrePrints (a 'pre-print server'). Both are focused
on the Biological and Medical Sciences.

PeerdJ starts at $99 - for lifetime publishing, and
public PeerJ PrePrints are free to publish.



Empire strikes back
@ Springer Open

' Welcome University of Helsinki

‘ SpringerOpen publishes high-quality peer-reviewed open access jourr

B in Science, Technology and Medicine. University of Helsinki is a SAGE U
Supporter Member which means that when you publish in any

SpringerOpen journal you will receive a 15% discount on the article-

processing charge A peer-reviewed open access
I .

journal published by SAGE
8 Articles from your institution 8 SpringerOpen journals

B Benefits of publishing 8 Submit a manuscript

<P . 9
SpringerOpen journals ’\“x f#.aa x

3 Now with a discounted author
acceptance fee - just $99!
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Predator publishers

Open access houkutt_aa
huijareita ja idealisteja

Avoin julkaiseminen, open access, houkuttaa niin
tieteen huijareita kuin kirkasotsaisia idealistejakin.
Myds suomalaiset 1aakarit ja tutkijat ovat kohdanneet
verkkojulkaisemisen kaantdpuolen.

8 TICSTI ULLA MARVI I CUVA PANTHIOMI DM

om Managing Editor (SDI) <editor.60@sciencedomain.org> W

sject British Journal of Medicine and Medical Research : An OPEN peer reviewed journal

o Bo-Christer Bjork W

) Thunderbird thinks this message is junk mail.

Dear Colleague,

British Journal of Medicine and Medical Research (BJMMR) is an OPEN peer-rer
Movement. We offer both Online publication as well as Reprints (Hard copy) ¢

2. Transparent and High standard Peer review:

/ /’ H 7OA In order to maintain highest level of transparency and high standard of review

peer-review system (Example Link1, Link2, Link3, Link4, Link5, Link6, Link7,
peer-review system, which is expected to give doubtless scholarly benefit an:




An experiment by a journalist reported
In Science Magazine
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Global map of predatory OA
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Green vs Gold?

 Heated debate between different camps in
the OA movement

from Stevan Harnad <amsciforum@gmail.com>
 [BOAI] Finch Report, a Trojan Horse, Serves Publishing Industry Interests Instead of UK Research Interests 6/19/12 6:55 A

v repry v ‘m repiy nst v | -y JUIwdiua darornve S, ugiew

boai-forum@ecs.soton.ac.uk W
jisc-repositories <JISC-REPOSITORIES@jiscmail.ac.uk> W&

cc SPARC Open Access Forum <SPARC-OAForum@arl.org> W, more other actions Y
O v { |
ﬁjunk Mail Not Junk

** Cross-Posted **

1. The Finch Report is a successful case of lobbying by publishers to protect the interests of publishing at the expense of the interests of research
and the public that funds research:

http://www researchinfonet.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/Finch-Group-report-FINAL-VERSION .pdf

2. The Finch Report proposes doing precisely what the US Research Works Act (RWA) -- since discredited and withdrawn -- failed to do: to push
"Green" OA self-archiving (by authors, and Green OA self-archiving mandates by authors' funders and institutions) off the UK policy agenda as
inadequate and ineffective and., to boot, likely to destroy both publishing and peer review -- and to replace them instead with a vague. slow
evolution toward "Gold" OA publishing, at the publishers' pace and price.
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Green vs gold

e The market (= the authors and funders) will in
the end decide

e Research funders currently in a strategic
position to influence developments

* Availability of earmarked APC funds
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New trends: Open data

] k ‘ .l
DRYAD About + Forresearchers ~ For
[ DEPOSIT WATCH YOUR
DATA CITATIONS GROW!
M GET PERMANENT s l” [ RELAX, YOUR DATA
IDENTIFIER ' ARE DISCOVERABLE
' l AND SECURE
http.//dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.20 ﬁ
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Research article

BMC Medicine 2012, 10:124

33

Altmetric score
from Altmetric.com

Last 30 days: 848 accesses
Last 365 days: 20445 accesses
All time: 20445 accesses

» BioMed Central:

¢ Google Scholar:

t? ISI Web of Science:

& PubMed Central:

* Corresponding author: Mikael Laakso mikael.laakso@hanken.fi

dei:10.1186/1741-7015-10-124

New trends: Altmetrics

Highly accessed Open Access

Anatomy of open access publishing: a study of longitudinal development and
internal structure
Mikael Laakso™ and Bo-Christer Bjérk
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Innovations in peer review

* Review only of scientific method (PLoS One)

Publish first as discussion paper (Copernicus
journals)

 Open Peer Review (BMC Medicine)
e (Cascading peer review

G PLOS |ove (I, Sopermicus Publcatons
— & v
G\_A\C Medicine Tﬁ%ure " ¥

COMMUNICATIONS
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Thank you for your attention
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