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Executive summary
Publishers’ views
· By publicly endorsing the open access publishing activities being undertaken by the participating publishers, the JISC’s funding initiative provided valuable impetus to these endeavours.

· The JISC’s involvement had the effect of raising awareness of open access publishing among the UK author community through the promotional activities of publishers.

· The funding lent a degree of short-term financial stability to open access publishing projects, giving publishers breathing space to focus on refining operational processes.

·  The funding provided a timely opportunity for publishers to develop and experiment with different economic models.

· The only negative effect reported is that the funding has, for the time being, insulated UK authors from the cost of publishing in open access form.

· The impact of the funding on publishing performance is perceived to have been generally positive.

· Although the present funding initiative is due to end this year, all the participating publishers remain committed to their open access publishing projects, though there is some uncertainty as to whether UK authors will be prepared or able to find funds to pay the open access publishing charges.

Authors’ views

· A survey collected the views of 124 authors who have benefited from fee waivers or discounts under the JISC’s open access funding initiative.

· The top five reasons for choosing to publish in particular journals are: prestige; principle of free access for all readers; impact factor; citations; size of readership.  Two of these reasons are directly linked to publishing in open access form.

· The decision by 38% of authors to publish in one of the funded journals was positively influenced by the JISC’s funding initiative.

· 23% of authors would not have published in one of the funded journals had it not been for the fee waiver or discount.

· 78% of authors said that given their experience of publishing in one or more of the funded journals they are more likely to publish in open access form again.

· Authors do relatively little themselves to disseminate their open access papers.

· Authors are influenced by the monetary level of publishers open access fees; this may be the basis for the development of a new form of inter-publisher competition for the best authors and papers.

· 48% of authors think open access fees should be paid by Government agencies and 42% says money should be found from research grants.

The future

· On the basis of the evidence presented in this report the JISC’s open access funding initiative is shown to have been successful on a variety of counts.  Publishers and authors have moved forward in their understanding of open access publishing.

· Any future iteration of the funding initiative may benefit from a degree of fine tuning to account for the progress that has been made since the initiative was conceived.

· Ideas for such fine tuning include: transitional funding that exposes authors to a proportion of publishers’ open access publishing charges; assigning a portion of each grant to enable publishers to identify, analyse and report the quantitative impact of the funding; a requirement for authors to deposit a copy of their postprints in an appropriate repository to align the outcome of the funding with the JISC’s investment in the repository aspect of its Information Environment.

1.0 Introduction
It is well known in the scholarly communications world that the JISC supports open access.  In 2004 the JISC launched a three-year open access funding initiative which was designed to encourage publishers to move forward with their fledgling open access projects.  The funding was primarily used to waive or subsidise the fees charged by participating publishers to UK-based authors who wished to have their papers published in open access form.  Now that the open access funding initiative has entered its final year the JISC has commissioned a study to evaluate its effects.  The results of the study, reported in this document, will be used by the Journals Working Group and the Content Services Committee to help inform the JISC’s strategy on potential follow-up funding initiatives.

Between 2004 and 2006 the JISC invested £384,500 in its open access funding initiative.  The funds have been distributed between six publishers: PLoS (for PLoS Biology); Institute of Physics Publishing (for the New Journal of Physics); the Journal of Experimental Botany; the International Union of Crystallography; BMJ Publishing Group (for the Journal of Medical Genetics); and Oxford University Press (for Nucleic Acids Research).  These publishers were successful in bidding for funding on the basis of their moving the open access debate forward, providing the opportunity to experiment with appropriate operational systems and economic models while at the same time providing the means to encourage authors to submit their work for publication in an open access form.

2.0 Methodology

The two key target groups for the evaluation were the participating publishers, listed above, and the authors who benefited directly from the funding.  In-depth telephone and personal interviews were conducted with senior representatives of the publishing organisations, all of whom were very helpful and cooperative.  To understand the perspectives of authors, every author who had a paper published with the aid of the JISC’s funding was contacted and asked to provide feedback on their experience via an online questionnaire.  This approach proved very useful, yielding 124 responses from authors.  Finally, to provide additional context a small number of telephone interviews were conducted to gain an insight into the attitudes of librarians and senior academics to open access publishing.

3.0 Results

3.1 Publishers

Key results

· By publicly endorsing the open access publishing activities being undertaken by the participating publishers, the JISC’s funding initiative provided valuable impetus to these endeavours.

· The JISC’s involvement had the effect of raising awareness of open access publishing among the UK author community through the promotional activities of publishers.

· The funding lent a degree of short-term financial stability to open access publishing projects, giving publishers breathing space to focus on refining operational processes.

·  The funding provided a timely opportunity for publishers to develop and experiment with different economic models.

· The only negative effect reported is that the funding has, for the time being, insulated UK authors from the cost of publishing in open access form.

· The impact of the funding on publishing performance is perceived to have been generally positive.

· Although the present funding initiative is due to end this year, all the participating publishers remain committed to their open access publishing projects, though there is some uncertainty as to whether UK authors will be prepared or able to find funds to pay the open access publishing charges.

During the course of this evaluation the senior publisher responsible for each of the funded journals (or portfolios of journals) was interviewed using a standard set of questions.  To help ensure candid discussions and to protect commercial sensitivities, the results of these interviews have been amalgamated and are reported in a non-attributable form (with the agreement of the project manager at the JISC).  Even at this stage of the funding initiative there is a relative dearth of quantitative data.  There are two main reasons for this: first, on the supply side, many publishers’ internal systems are not geared up to isolating publishing data that pertains solely to authors whose papers have been funded by the JISC’s initiative; second, on the demand side, most publishers do not possess the financial or human resources necessary to collect and analyse download data for the funded journals.  Some do have plans to do this but for the present – from the publisher perspective at least – the evaluation must be based largely upon the qualitative information provided by the senior publishing managers.

The results are presented under four main headings: the general positive and negative effects of the funding, the effect of the funding on publishing performance and finally publishers’ thoughts on the future of the funding initiative.

3.1.1 Positive effects of the funding on participating publishers
Publishers were asked about the extent to which the open access funding initiative had a positive impact in terms of encouraging and enabling them to move forward with adopting an open access model for the journals covered by the funding.  In all cases publishers had already decided to adopt or, at the minimum, to experiment with an open access publishing model for at least one of their journals.  Indeed publishers needed to have shown some level of commitment to open access in order to win funding.  In this sense the funding of itself did not initiate open access publishing projects or experimentation among the selected publishers but it did have a number of important and positive effects.  The general positive effects are outlined below.

Lending credibility to the open access enterprise
For all the participating publishers, probably the most important general effect of the funding initiative was the message it sent to both the publishing and scholarly communities.  This very public endorsement of the development of open access by the JISC not only lent credibility to the open access enterprise in a general sense, but it demonstrated to publishers that the JISC was prepared to back its policy convictions with carefully directed funding.  Some believe this encouraged publishers other than those in receipt of funding from the JISC to take a more serious look at open access publishing and, in any case, to accept that the issue of open access was not about to disappear in the short term.

Raising awareness of open access

The participating publishers and the JISC were able to extract a good deal of public relations value from the initiative.  The funding story was the basis for marketing and promotional campaigns whose net effect was to raise awareness of open access within the scholarly community in the UK.  Some publishers went to great lengths to promote the fee waivers made available through the initiative.  The author survey described in the next section of this report shows that awareness of open access among the authors of the participating journals is now relatively high.  Involvement in the initiative also gave some publishers the confidence to become advocates for open access beyond the ambit of their own organisation.

Facilitating the continuation of open access projects
The funding lent a degree of financial stability to open access publishing projects that, by their nature, carried relatively high levels of cost and financial risk.  Publishers reported that the grants not only enabled the continuation of open access projects but also provided a breathing space, allowing publishers to focus on important aspects of the publishing process other than the bottom line - such as optimising the operational systems needed to support open access publishing within their enterprise.  

Publishers have tended not to measure the micro-level financial impact of the funding since it would too difficult and unduly artificial to attribute parts of the funding to different operational activities.  It was mentioned by two publishers that the funding had featured in their pricing decisions, having a moderating influence.  In general, though, the financial impact is at a higher level, providing confidence and a degree of short term stability both of which have encouraged publishers to move forward with their open access publishing initiatives. 

Overcoming internal barriers
It is only natural that publishing organisations will include people with both positive and negative attitudes towards open access publishing.  In some cases the funding was useful in overcoming internal objections to moving forward with open access.  When a project is underwritten, at least partially, in terms of external support, the bases for objecting are mitigated, in the short term at least.

Supporting a learning experience
The funding initiative began at a time when many publishers were particularly sceptical about whether an economic model could be developed that would both preserve their revenue streams and satisfy the desires of some for open access to scholarly information.  The funding provided an opportunity for publishers to develop and experiment with different economic models.  In addition, participating publishers have benefited from the opportunity to discover much more about the response of their authors to open access publishing.  This first-hand, timely information has been and will continue to provide valuable input to publishers’ strategic decision making process.

Leveraging funding from other agencies
Some publishers have used the example of the JISC’s open access funding initiative to encourage funding agencies – particularly in countries other than the UK – to adopt a similar approach.  

Greater involvement of authors
Ultimately the funding has provided the opportunity for UK-based authors to publish their work in an open access form.  For participating publishers this has translated to a greater proportional representation of UK authors in the total number of open access papers published; in a minority of cases this effect has been significant.

3.1.2 Negative effects of the funding
Clearly the funding has had many positive effects and has been instrumental in helping publishers persevere through initial difficulties with respect to open access publishing.  There is, however, one negative effect of the funding that was recognised by all participating publishers: it effectively shields authors from the costs of publishing in open access form.  When funding ceases authors may find it a shock to have to pay the full cost of publishing in this way.  It has also been argued that the funding may have delayed not only recognition by other funding agencies that publishing costs need to be paid to support the open access model, but also delayed appropriate action.

3.1.3 Effects of the funding on publishing performance
As well as learn the views of participating publishers about the general strategic benefits of the open access funding initiative, the interviews were designed to discover more about the impact of the funding at the individual journal or portfolio publishing level.  The responses are outlined below.

The scale of publishing
The impact of the funding upon the scale of publishing – that is, the number of open access papers submitted and published in the funded journals – has varied between the different publishers and journals.  In most cases journal page budgets for the hybrid open access journals are fixed on an annual basis and tend not to be changed part way through a publication year.  Also, the grants have represented a relatively small proportion of publishers’ budgets, not enough to affect the scale of publishing for individual journals in a material way.  Some publishers have noted an increase in the number of submissions to their funded journals, though normally this cannot be directly attributed to the funding because in most cases authors were not advised of the availability of the open access fee waiver or discount until their papers had been accepted.  

It appears that impact on the scale of publishing is linked to the nature of the journal and the subject area served by the journal.  Journals which are fully open access, particularly those serving fields where authors are more accustomed to open access publishing, have seen a significant increase in their scale of publishing and much of this has been directly attributed to the funding initiative.  In tandem, they have also seen a significant increase in the proportion of submissions from UK-based authors.  

The quality of submissions
There are a number of different aspects to any consideration of changes in the quality of submissions.  First, publishers said they only accept high quality papers; second, in most cases the submission, peer review and acceptance process has been deliberately divorced from funding issues.  This being the case, one might not anticipate any big changes in the quality of submission and yet those journals that have received grants for the three years of the initiative have experienced significant increases in their impact factors.  Of course such changes may be the result of any number of different factors but, at the very least, given that the funding helped establish the journals and support UK submissions then it has played a role in the success of the journals whose quality – inasmuch as it can be judged by impact factor – has improved during the period of the funding initiative.

A number of the journals have attracted new authors with reputations for producing high quality work.  It is not possible, however, to prove any causal link with the funding initiative.

Willingness of authors to embrace open access
The perceptions of publishers about the willingness of their authors to embrace open access depend very much on the nature of their journals.  Authors that submit work to journals that only publish papers in an open access form must be embracing the concept.  A number of the journals in receipt of the JISC’s funding, however, operate a hybrid model and in many cases authors did not know at the time of submission that there existed the prospect of having their paper published in an open access form in that particular journal.  This is borne out by the results of the author survey described in the next section.  Publishers report that when such authors are offered the option of having their accepted papers published in an open access form, they willingly accept the offer – provided they don’t have to pay.  

Citation impact of published articles
At this point publishers are not in a position to judge whether the funding has made a material impact on the number of downloads from their journals or the citation impact.  There is a general feeling, however, that downloads are increasing and that authors perceive this to be a good thing.  One publisher plans to send information about the number of downloads generated by open access papers to their authors.  There is already a good deal of evidence in the scholarly literature of a positive correlation between downloads and citation impact and publishers believe that this will become a key incentive for authors to publish their papers in open access form in the future. 

Promoting the availability of the JISC’s funding to authors
The degree of effort expended by different publishers funded through the initiative varied from very proactive to rather more limited.  One publisher has done very little promotion on the basis that they are conducting a blind trial and they want to avoid any undue bias.  Promotional activities have included:

· Regular mailshots to authors

· Press releases

· Articles in newsletters and relevant publications

· Announcements in meetings and conferences

· Direct promotion at the institutional departmental level

The effect of the promotional efforts was mixed.  Of those publishers that did promote the JISC’s funding initiative, one experienced rapid take-up of the offer whereas for most the uptake was steady rather than spectacular.  

3.1.4 What next?
By design the JISC’s initiative offered seed funding to publishers rather than long-term financial support.  Given the finite nature of the funding programme we were interested to discover what preparation publishers have made for the post-funding period, and indeed what they think about the future prospects of the open access funding initiative.

Exit strategies
For all the publishers involved the amount of funding they have received from the JISC in one or more of the funding years – while of course very welcome – has been a relatively small proportion of publishers’ operating turnover.  This may explain why publishers do not have formal “exit strategies” to mitigate the effects of the end of the funding period.  In addition, for many journals the number of papers published by UK-based authors represents just a small proportion of the international total, so the potential impact of a theoretical downturn in submissions from UK authors is diluted.

From a positive perspective, there are no signs that the end of the funding period will mean an end to the participating publishers’ involvement in open access publishing.  During the interviews all the publishers communicated their organisations’ commitment to continuing with the open access projects on which they are embarked for the foreseeable future.  Naturally there is some uncertainty about the extent to which authors will find the funds to pay open access publishing fees, but there is also optimism based not just upon hope or speculation, but upon experience.  This is an important legacy of the open access funding initiative.

The future of the funding initiative
Publishers were asked whether they think the open access funding initiative should continue in its present form, cease, or evolve.  None of the publishers wanted the JISC’s involvement to cease and one would prefer the funding to continue in its current form, but most were cognisant of the fact that the publishers’ and authors’ perception and experience of open access have moved on and believe that the JISC’s funding programme should also evolve.  The key responses are listed below.  

· Funding should continue substantially in its current form to help support current projects until they become self-sustaining.

· The JISC should have a central fund that UK authors could apply to for funds to pay open access publishing fees.

· The JISC’s funding should be focused on controlled studies or experimental models designed to move open access publishing forward from the current position.

· A greater proportion of the funding should be earmarked for evaluation of data collected during the course of any future funding initiative.

· The funding formula should evolve to work in a collaborative fashion with other sources of funding for open access publishing.

3.2 Authors
Key results

· A survey collected the views of 124 authors who have benefited from fee waivers or discounts under the JISC’s open access funding initiative.

· The top five reasons for choosing to publish in particular journals are: prestige; principle of free access for all readers; impact factor; citations; size of readership.  Two of these reasons are directly linked to publishing in open access form.

· The decision by 38% of authors to publish in one of the funded journals  was positively influenced by the JISC’s funding initiative.

· 23% of authors would not have published in one of the funded journals had it not been for the fee waiver or discount.

· 78% of authors said that given their experience of publishing in one of the funded journals they are more likely to publish in open access form again.

· Authors do relatively little themselves to disseminate their open access papers.

· Authors are influenced by the monetary level of publishers open access fees; this may be the basis for the development of a new form of inter-publisher competition for the best authors and papers.

· 48% of authors think open access fees should be paid by Government agencies and 42% says money should be found from research grants.

There have been a number of recent studies on authors’ attitudes towards open access.  This study contributes to the body of research and the ongoing debate by providing an up-to-date insight into the views of authors who have published a paper in open access form in the journals which have benefited from the JISC’s funding initiative.

The author survey is arguably the most important part of this evaluation of the impact of the JISC’s open access funding initiative for two key reasons.  First, it provides an insight into the extent to which the initiative has been a catalyst for change in authors’ perceptions and behaviour in relation to publishing in an open access form.  Once authors have published a paper in open access form, are they more likely to do so again?  Second, author behaviour has an effect on the strategies of publishers.  If authors show a strong desire to publish in open access form, publishers are more likely to develop products, systems and pricing structures that facilitate this as part of their mainstream publishing strategy.

3.2.1 Background to authors’ views
Previous work has shown that authors who have published in an open access journal are inclined to do so again1,2. These same studies showed that they publish in an open access journal primarily because of the principle of free access for everyone. Both of these factors have been shown by the present study to be significant; we can conclude that authors remain philosophically inclined towards the open access journal model and support it by opting to publish in this way.  Although the previous studies provided evidence that authors were not particularly concerned by having to pay a fee to publish in an open access journal, they considered the fee should be paid by their institution or grant.  The present study has explored another option – funding by another third party (effectively Government) and its influence on author behaviour, which has added an interesting dimension to the situation and one that is important in its timeliness.  More and more open access journals are being launched, and other traditional subscription journals are experimenting with hybrid open access models.  The success of these depends upon author attitudes towards author-side charges (whatever the original source of funding for such fees) because, despite the fact that fewer than half (47%) of open access journals charge any publication fee at all3, the long term viability of business models for open access publishing still looks likely to be very dependent on author-side fees.  The sustainability of these will in turn depend upon the acceptability of such charges to the academic community and the workability of schemes to put them in place.

3.2.2 Results of author survey
The survey was designed specifically to elicit the views of authors who have had one or more papers published in at least one of the journals covered by the JISC’s open access funding initiative.  Strictly speaking, the author consultation was a census since all such authors were invited to participate in the study.  It is important to note that it would not be prudent to assume the results reported here to be representative of the wider body of authors in the UK.  It is very much focussed on the relatively small set of authors who benefited from the JISC’s funding.  The survey is designed to provide an insight into these authors’ motivations and experience of publishing in open access form in the group of journals funded by the JISC.  

The publishers responded positively to our request to contact their authors by email and encourage them to take the opportunity to provide feedback on their experience of publishing in the funded journals.  We provided a pro forma letter of invitation which was tailored by individual publishers in order to help maximise the number of respondents.  In total 124 authors accepted the invitation and their responses are presented below.

The full results of the study can be accessed by clicking the icons below.  They are available as percentages or absolute values.  They are presented in aggregate form to protect the confidentiality of results pertaining to each publisher’s journal(s).  In recognition of their help in executing this survey, each participating publisher will receive filtered results for their own journal(s).  The first authors of each paper were all UK-based, this being a condition of the funding, and the majority (87%) work in the university sector.  A small proportion (10%) work in other types of non-commercial research institutions while a further 3% work in other parts of the public sector.  There is no representation from the industrial or business sector, these being outside the scope of the funding initiative.
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3.2.3 Awareness of open access journals
In general the level of awareness of open access journals among respondents was good.  The survey shows that 85% of corresponding authors are aware of at least one journal that facilitates publishing in an open access form.  In response to question three, 54% of authors said they were aware of between one and three journals that would allow them to publish in an open access form.  A further 31% of authors were aware of between four and seven such journals; relatively few (7%) had no awareness of journals that offer to make articles available on an open access basis.  

Question four asked “For how many years have you been aware of the option to publish your papers in an open access form?”  It is interesting to note that a clear majority of authors had been aware of this option for at least two years, including 14% who have been aware of the option to publish in open access form for more than three years.  Only 3% were not aware of this option.

Finally in this section, question four asked “How many articles have you (alone or with co-authors) had published in open access form?”  The overwhelming majority of respondents have had at least one article published in this way, but it is worth noting the numerical divisions: 42% have published one paper in this form; 31% have published two or three; 10% have published four or five; 6% have published six or seven; and 6% have published eight or more articles in open access form.  This pattern of responses indicates that while there is a significant group of authors new to having their papers published in an open access form, the majority of respondents are returning to publish in this form again and again.  This is a useful insight into the publishing behaviour of this set of authors, indicating that, at the very least, are not averse to having their papers published in open access form.

3.2.4 Reasons for publishing in particular journals
The results outlined above indicate that authors choose to publish in open access form on multiple occasions, but is the lure of open access one of the key factors in authors’ decisions about where to publish?  Question six was designed to cast light on the relative importance of a range of factors that feature in authors’ decision making process.  Based primarily on authors’ responses in the “very important” field of question six, we have distilled the top five factors in authors’ decisions to publish in one or more of the journals included in the JISC’s funding initiative.

Prestige
It will come as no surprise that the most important factor for authors is the perceived prestige of the journal in the authors’ field of study.  This measure of prestige is one of overall perception since impact factor, the only generally accepted quantitative measure of a journal’s impact in terms of citations, is the subject of a different question.  45% of authors believe the prestige factor to be “very important” in their decision on where to publish their work, while a further 38% believe this factor to be “important”.

Principle of free access for all readers
It is interesting to see that the second ranked factor in determining where an author decides to publish in the principle of free access for all readers.  42% believe this to be “very important” and 35% say it is “important”.  Although the scores are very similar to those for journal prestige, the response to question seven indicates that prestige is truly pre-eminent.  64% of respondents reported that they would have published in the journals covered by the JISC’s funding initiative even if they had not offered the option of making authors’ papers available in an open access form.

Impact factor
Despite general disquiet about the reliance being put upon impact factors by, for example, employers, funding bodies and assessment agencies, for now it is an influential metric.  The third ranked factor for authors is “the selected journal has a high impact factor in my field”.  39% of authors reported this as being “very important” while an additional 37% believe it to be “important”.

Citations
The factor ranked number four by responding authors is that they “think my article will be more frequently cited”.  Frequency of citations is closely linked with all three of the previous factors – prestige, open access and impact factor – though the precise nature of this closeness cannot be discerned from this survey.  26% of authors said the potential for frequent citation was “very important” and 41% said this factor is “important”.  

Size of readership
The fifth ranked factor is authors’ perception that the readership for journals published in an open access form is larger than that of a purely subscription-based journal.  20% of authors believe this to be a “very important” factor, added to which 40% perceive this factor to be “important”.

Other factors such as the editor, editorial board, influence of grant awarding bodies and influence of co-authors all have relatively minor parts to play in authors’ decisions about where to publish their work.  A small proportion of respondents offered their own reasons; these can be accessed via the icon below.  It is, however, worth noting that open access-related factors are now comparatively important, appearing in the top five factors considered by authors.  This is likely to be linked, to varying degrees, to the awareness of journals which facilitate publishing in an open access form and authors’ experience of publishing in this way.
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3.2.5 Effect of the JISC’s funding
A key objective of the survey was to try to establish the effect of the JISC’s funding on author behaviour and perceptions.  This objective was tackled from slightly different angles in different questions.

Most of the publishers involved in the initiative made good efforts to promote the funding arrangements with JISC.  Such efforts included mailshots, announcements in promotional literature and newsletters and on publishers’ websites.  At the same time, the participating publishers tended not to tell authors whether or not they were successful in benefiting from the JISC’s funding until their paper had been accepted for publication.  This may help explain why, in response to question eight, 50% of respondents said they were NOT aware of the availability of the JISC subsidies before submitting their paper to one or more of the journals covered by the funding initiative.  The general promotion must have had some effect, however, since 35% of authors said they were aware of the subsidies before submitting their paper.  14% of respondents couldn’t remember either way.  There were a small number of comments, which are available via the icon below.
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Further evidence of the effect of funding can be found within question six: one of the options available to respondents was “I was attracted by the JISC subsidy to authors for publishing in an open access form”.  On the positive side, 15% of respondents rated this as a “very important” factor in their decision to publish in one or more of the journals covered by the funding initiative, and a further 23% said this factor was “important”.  So the publishing decisions of 38% of authors were positively influenced by the availability of funding to waive or offset the costs of publishing in open access form.  33% of authors selected the “neutral” option while 11% said the funding was “not very important” and 16% said it was “not at all important”.  

The responses to question 11 provide further insight into the effect of the funding on author submission behaviour.  It asked “Would you have published in the journal [covered by the funding initiative] if it had NOT offered a subsidy or waiver on the usual fee charged by publishers for making papers open access?”  50% of authors said “yes”; this is not surprising given the factors upon which authors base their decisions about where to publish, outlined in section 3.2.4 above.  What is interesting is that 23% of respondents said “no” and that 27% were undecided.  It is reasonable to interpret this to mean that 23% of authors were positively encouraged to submit their paper to one of the funded journals on the basis of the fee waiver or subsidy.

Having identified the extent to which the funding encouraged authors to publish their papers in open access form in the journals covered by the funding initiative, it would be useful to know the effect this “investment” has on the likely future behaviour of authors with respect to publishing.  To probe this issue, question nine asked “Given your experience of publishing in open access form in the journal [covered by the funding initiative], are you more or less likely to choose to publish in open access form next time you have an article to submit?”  A clear majority – 78% - said they were more likely to do so.  Only 1% said they were less likely to do so and 20% didn’t know.  This is a highly significant result for the project as a whole, indicating that the JISC’s investment may well have a lasting impact on the publishing behaviour of authors in terms of their attitude to publishing in open access form.  In the context of the JISC’s publicly stated position of supporting open access, this finding alone contributes to the justification of the investment in the funding initiative.

3.2.6 What people do with their papers
In question 10 authors were asked what they did with their open access papers.  The response shows that many authors do little with the final, peer-reviewed form and even less with the preprint form.  Focusing on the final form, 15% of authors posted it on their personal web page; 11% posted it on their department’s web site; 10% deposited it in an institutional repository; and 5% deposited it in an electronic subject repository.  This is a useful finding in that it demonstrates that more could be done to encourage authors themselves to disseminate their open access papers more effectively.  Clearly the investment by the JISC has had an impact on authors’ perception and behaviour in relation to publishing in open access form in journals; it is but a small step to encourage authors to maximise the benefit of the JISC’s and their own investment in their open access paper by facilitating its wider dissemination.  Taking this point to its logical conclusion, if the JISC decides to continue its investment in the open access funding initiative in some form, it may consider requesting or requiring authors that have benefited from the open access fee waiver or subsidy to deposit their papers on an appropriate repository which, with the appropriate metadata, will increase the number of channels by which such papers may be found and accessed.

3.2.7 Paying for open access
The response to question 11, where 50% of authors would have published in their selected journal irrespective of whether a fee waiver was available, has already been discussed.  It should be noted, however, that a proportion of the funded journals offer a hybrid model, where they accept papers for publication in traditional (subscription) and open access form.  Some publishers waived their entire open access publishing fees, whereas others waived a proportion of it.  It is useful to know where authors sourced the addition funding where they were required to do so, and this is the issue that was probed by question 12.  For 59% of authors no additional fee was required.  Where additional contributions were required by publishers to top up the JISC’s subsidy, 23% of authors paid these using research grants; 5% paid with money from departmental funds; 6% paid with other institutional funds; 2% paid with their own money and 2% paid using other sources.  These included income from authors’ private practice and funds from the Wellcome Trust.

The final question in this section asked “When the current JISC open access funding initiative comes to an end, where do you think the funds should come from in order to pay open access publication fees, should you choose to publish in open access form again?”  Just 2% of authors volunteered to pay from personal funds but, at the other end of the spectrum, 48% believe the fees should be paid by Government agencies.  The second most popular option was authors’ research grants (42%).  27% of authors think publication fees should be paid for from library or institutional funds, 15% think departments should fund this activity and 11% believe charitable foundations will be forthcoming.  15% made other suggestions, which include research councils.  The list of comments for question 14 can be accessed via the icon below.


[image: image5.emf]Q14 Comments


3.2.8 Market driven publication fees
Publishers compete for authors and papers across the quality spectrum of journals.  Traditionally the basis for this competition has been the prestige or impact of particular journals in particular fields.  But if authors are increasingly keen to publish in open access form – and the survey reported here has shown 78% are more likely to publish in open access form next time they have a paper to publish – then it is conceivable that publishers will need to offer an open access option in order to maintain their competitiveness.    Offering an open access option will inevitably lead to authors having to consider the cost of publishing in different journals and this may, in turn, lead to a market based on the level of publication fees.

To explore this possibility, question 13 asked “Thinking about the next paper you plan to submit for publication in open access form, assuming the attributes of the groups of journals you may submit to are similar (in terms of quality, audience etc.), how likely is it that the monetary level of publishers’ fees would be a deciding factor?  39% believe this to be “very likely” while an additional 34% think it “likely”.  That makes 73% of authors who believe publishers’ fees for open access will become one of the factors upon which they base their decisions about where to publish.

3.3  Librarians and senior academics

The primary thrust of the evaluation has been to establish the effect of the JISC’s open access initiative on publishers and authors but, in order to provide a degree of context, the project included an element of consultation with a small judgement sample of librarians and professors.  Their views are homogeneous to a large extent and although these small samples cannot be taken to be representative, they provide a view of the issues that are relevant to these groups of professionals in relation to open access publishing.

The librarians to whom we spoke are supportive of the concept of open access publishing and many are very enthused by it.  This enthusiasm is manifested in efforts to actively promote the availability of open access material through, for example, links from library websites to open access resources and personal guidance to help users find appropriate open access resources.  Some librarians are also taking on an open access advocacy role, taking positive messages to library colleagues and, in particular, members of faculty.

Because librarians do not need to purchase open access resources their relationship with such resources is different.  Indeed it is difficult for librarians to get a sense of the extent to which library users make use of journals or papers that are available on an open access basis, since at present relevant usage statistics are thin on the ground.  It is difficult enough to collect and analyse usage statistics for paid-for journals; for open access journals and individual papers there is no clear, standardised way for librarians to monitor usage levels at present.

For librarians the key issues have to do with resource discovery and developing the means to accommodate open access material produced by faculty within their own institutions.  Librarians have long been at the forefront of guiding library users to appropriate resources and, in the case of open access journals and papers, users may need alerting to their availability and guiding to the most appropriate discovery tools.  Many librarians are also involved with setting up or running institutional repositories; these are appropriate places for open access material to reside.

As with librarians, senior academics and department heads support the idea of open access – though none of our sample had published in an open access form themselves.  There remains, however, a lingering suspicion that papers published in open access form are somehow different to those published in traditional form.  This view is gradually changing as the impact factors of open access journals increase and as usage of open access papers is shown to have a positive impact on citations.  

Senior academics’ departments tend not to have a policy of encouraging staff to publish in an open access form – it is for individuals to decide the most appropriate place and form in which to publish their work.  Typically this is guided by prestige, habit and – particularly for younger academics looking to progress up the career ladder – the impact factor of journals. 

4.0 Evolution of the open access funding initiative

The open access funding initiative was an innovative move to promote open access but, more specifically, to encourage publishers to experiment with open access, to develop appropriate operational systems, to consider appropriate economic models and to gain experience and data.  On all these counts the initiative can be deemed to have been successful.  At this point some of the funded publishers do not know whether their open access models will become sustainable without the JISC’s grants, but the business decisions they make will be based upon solid experience and evidence acquired through their participation in the JISC’s open access funding initiative.  

The focus on encouraging publishers was certainly timely and effective in forwarding the JISC’s mission to encourage open access.  But while the initiative has been useful for the participating publishers, this evaluation has also proved to be useful in gauging the perception of authors to open access publishing.  Because publishers compete for authors and papers, ultimately it is author behaviour that may have the biggest potential impact upon publishers’ strategies and the future of open access publishing.  The results of the survey of authors who have benefited from the funding show that the initiative has not only encouraged some authors to have their papers published in an open access form, but more importantly that the experience has positively influenced their likely future behaviour in terms of open access publishing.

Ideas for the future of the open access funding initiative
There is no doubt that all the publishers that have participated in the initiative have benefited from the funding for the variety of reasons outlined in section 3.1.  As well as the positive public message that the JISC’s involvement in open access communicates, the chief benefits for publishers include being given the financial leeway to experiment with systems and models along with the gaining of experience and the acquisition of real data.  Authors based in the UK have been able to publish in an open access form at little or no direct cost to themselves or their institutions, gaining knowledge and experience of the process and its potential benefits.  Has the funding initiative run its natural course or are there further community benefits to be gained from its continuation?  Some ideas for discussion based on the results of the evaluation are presented below:

From the viewpoint of the publishers who have participated thus far there is still more to be gained from continuing the funding initiative.  Given that the JISC’s goal is not to prop up the operational costs of publishing enterprises but to encourage new and innovative publishing systems and models, however, some fine tuning may be appropriate:

· For most publishers the “experimental phase” is past.  Publishers’ knowledge of open access and related issues is much greater now than when the funding initiative was conceived.  It may be time to move forward, encouraging participating publishers to build upon what has been learned and move towards demonstrating financially sustainable models for publishing papers and journals in open access form.

· Open access publishing will only become sustainable for publishers when the costs of publishing are met by sources other than solely subscription revenue.  The system of open access publishing will not be self-sustaining until a critical mass of authors perceives sufficient value in publishing in open access form and when they will somehow find the money to pay the publishing fee – whether from research grants, institutional funds or some other source of funding.  If there is a downside to the JISC’s funding initiative it is that authors have been insulated from the costs of publishing.  Although the author survey indicates many will be willing to publishing in open access form again, it is difficult to be certain how their resolve will stand up when authors are presented with the full costs of open access publishing.  There may be an argument, therefore, for transitional funding whereby the JISC pays a proportion of the open access publishing fee on behalf of authors rather than a full waiver.  This approach shifts the focus of the funding slightly towards authors and will present new insights into the future sustainability of open access publishing.

· The JISC’s investment in open access should be leveraged by sustained promotion of the open access funding initiative to the scholarly community.  One of the keys to success of the initiative in the future will be increasing levels of awareness of the initiative among authors and readers and the potential benefits to authors of publishing in open access form.  It may be useful to explicitly require grantees to publicise their involvement in the initiative and the availability of fee waivers or discounts in a more sustained fashion throughout the course of the funding period.

· Many of the publishers who have been involved in the initiative have commented that there is no specific provision in the grants to collect, analyse  and report qualitative and quantitative data relating to the  impact of the funding.  JISC may consider requiring grantees to undertake this type of data collection, analysis and reporting and ring-fence a proportion of each grant to cover the cost of this work.

· The survey showed that most authors do very little with their open access papers themselves to aid dissemination, though in theory their papers should be located by OAI harvesters.  The JISC is committed to a programme of investment in repositories so, to link that investment with the JISC’s future investment in the open access funding initiative (if such a course is thought to be beneficial), it may be worth considering requiring authors who benefit from the JISC’s funding to deposit a copy of their final open access paper in an appropriate institutional or subject-based repository.

· Finally, in April 2005 the JISC commissioned and published a Briefing Paper on open access.  Assuming author demand for publishing in open access form will play an increasingly important role in shaping publishers’ attitudes and strategies in relation to open access publishing, the JISC may consider it useful to help ensure authors have the facts about open access publishing.  If the funding initiative continues in some form, the promotional goals of the JISC may be well served by asking funded publishers to send an official JISC open access publishing Briefing Paper to all authors who benefit from fee waivers or subsidy.  As well as providing authors with information about open access publishing, this would also have the effect of promoting the name and role of the JISC to the scholarly community.
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JISC's Open Access Funding Initiative

For the past three years JISC has sponsored the Open Access Funding Initiative, providing
grants to a selection of publishers to enable them to move forward with open access
publishing. At least one paper you have published during this period has been subsidised by
these grants. In order for JISC to evaluate the effectiveness of its funding initiative, we
would be very grateful if you could spare a short time to tell us about your experience of
publishing in the journals that benefited from the grants.

Making your response

Please use the vertical scroll bar to move down through the questions. Should you wish to start again
at any point, scroll to the end of the questionnaire and click the Reset button. Where response options
are followed by radio buttons, only one response is needed; where they are followed by boxes, you
may select any you choose. When you have finished recording your responses, simply click the
Submit button at the end of the questionnaire.

About you
Q1 In which of the following journals have you had a paper accepted or published during the
past three years?
Journal of Experimental Botany ............... 7 Acta Crystallographica Section A ............. 2
Journal of Medical Genetics..................... 9 Acta Crystallographica Section B ............. 8
New Journal of Physics.........cccevviniiinnnnnn. 18 Acta Crystallographica Section C ............. 13
Nucleic Acids Research.........cocevvivvvinennnn. 26 Acta Crystallographica Section D ............. 15
[ 1S = 1] [ |V 13 Acta Crystallographica Section E.............. 19
PLOS MediCine .....coviiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiieiees 12 Acta Crystallographica Section F.............. 7
PLoS Computational Biology ................... 0 Journal of Applied Crystallography ........... 13
PlLeS @EmEHESonon0a000a0000000080000000000000000000 2 Journal of Synchrotron Radiation............. 1
PLOS Pathogens ...........cocvvviiiiiiniininnnnn, 4
Q2 In which of the following sectors do you currently work?
VURMEFE18Y coocacasaseasacasansasasassasacanaoaasaaanae 108 Other public sector..........cooiiiiiiininnnnin, 4
Other non-commercial research institution 12 Industrial/business sector...............cvuueee. 0
Other (please specify) 1

Awareness of Open Access journals

Q3 In your own field, approximately how many journals that allow you to publish in an open
access form are you aware of?
[NI@3 soonaoonnosoansonnsasnonononasanaoasasoonooanaoaoac 9 68 = I{Qucaoconoonnsononoaansonooanansoaooanonananancaa 6
1, = 8 noaononononananaoaoaocoanooanaoanacoonoannoaononon 67 More than 10.......ccoviiiiiiiinne 4





Q4

Q5

Q6

Q7

For how many years have you been aware of the option to publish your papers in an open
access form?

I'm not aware of OA publishing ............... 4 TR YEEBacoonooonnoacaoaononanonnoannaeoanooonoans 22
Less than one year..........ocoveveiiiniiinnnn, 16 More than three years................ocoennin 17
1E YEEIRS caoooaoacananananacanacanacacasscassananacac 65

How many articles have you (alone or with co-authors) had published in an open access
form?

NI@M@ aocoaoonsnoacnconsaoncanonoacaconsasasanonsanaoonae 6 FOUF @F (W3 aananoacoacoconannosacononanancaoonoononas 13
©IN® aoasasoacacasacsasacanacaasananacaccanacacananaaoace 52 SIb? @F @=VEM ooaooccacacaccacnaaoascasaoaccaaacacaaans 8
TW® ©F {iEBs0ononnoononoonoonocoonoonnoosanannooaan: 38 SEIE @F M@ ooooooooonoooncosanonoooasoonnannsoaan: 7

Your reasons for publishing in your selected journal

Please indicate the relative importance of the following factors in your decision to publish
your work in open access form in the journal(s) you selected in Q1.

Very Not very Not at all
important  Important Neutral important  important
The principle of free access for all readers......... 52 43 22 3 2
I perceive the readership to be larger than for
a purely subscription-based journal .................. 25 49 36
The selected journal is prestigious in my field .... 56 47 16
The selected journal has a high impact factor
I MY FIEI 1eveerreeeee e e e e eeeeeeee e e e e e e e e e eearneaeas 48 46 23 4 0
I think my article will be more frequently cited... 32 51 27 8
I was attracted by the editor/editorial board ...... 14 29 54 12 9
I was attracted by the JISC subsidy to authors
for publishing in an open access form ............... 18 29 41 13 20
My decision to publish in the selected journal
was influenced by my grant awarding body........ 4 13 37 23 42
My decision to publish in the selected journal
was influenced by co-publishing colleagues........ 7 19 45 21 21
If there are any other 18

reasons for publishing
your work in the journal
you selected in Q1, please
type them here

Would you have published in the journal(s) you selected in Q1 had it NOT offered the option
of making your paper open access?

&8 acncasacoacasanaacncasaceacasanaacacasaceacasanaacasa 79 PEMHE eWaocaonoonoanasoaasanoacaacossaanancaooaonas 26





Qs

Q9

Q10

Q11

Q12

Were you aware of the availability of the JISC subsidies available for publishing in the
journals listed in Q1 BEFORE you submitted your paper?

\(=3 caooonaoaoaoaoa0aaEnanaaaRceoRARARaRAEACARACACEaaEaD 43 Can't remember........cooviiiiii, 17
[NI® aoaoasnosonocasnoaononasoanoosnasonnsanasasaonosoaaoas 61
Comments 12

Given your experience of publishing in open access form in the journal selected in Q1, are
you more or less likely to choose to publish in open access form next time you have an
article to submit?

(M@ (14287 saonoonsooncanonssoncononoasaconoasasanonss 97 PENHE [ A& Wonooaoaoaoanonoacaoonoanasanonoanaconoanans 24
1558 &=l aoconcanonaacncanoancanonsasacancananananas 1

Have you done any of the following with the open access paper you published in the journal
selected in Q1? Please select any that apply.

Preprint form Final, peer-reviewed form
Posted it on my personal web page.............ccuvvveieiieeereeennnns 9 19
Posted it on my department's web site.........ccceviiiiiiiieinens 4 13
Deposited it in an electronic institutional repository............... 5 12
Deposited it in an electronic subject repository..............ecevu.. 3 6

Paying for open access

Would you have published in the journals you selected in Q1 if it had NOT offered a subsidy
or waiver on the usual fee charged by publishers for making papers open access?

Y33 acncasaccncanaseacacasacencanasaacacacacencanacaacacs 62 DR [eWaooaonoonoaaasoaanaaoaoaacoanaananoaooaonns 34

Which source of funding did you use to pay the part of the open access publishing fee that
was not subsidised by JISC (if any)?

No additional fee was required ................ 73 The balance was paid from other

. institutional funds ... 7
The balance was paid from my research .
GFANE .+ veeee e et e e e ettt e s s e eeeerereeeseeens The balance was paid by myself/my

_ CONEAGUES .. eeeeeeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e eeeenenans 3
The balance was paid from departmental .
fUNAS oo The balance was paid from other sources.. 2

If the fee was paid from 6
other sources, please
specify which





Q13 Thinking about the next paper you plan to submit for publication in open access form,
assuming the attributes of the groups of journals you may submit to are similar (in terms of

quality, audience etc), how likely is it that the monetary level of publishers' fees would be a
deciding factor?

Very liKely..oveiiiiiiee e 48 UnliKely coeiieiiic e 9
U1}E8Y oaoanonoacaconononcasonsaoncanonsasaconoananacance 42 Very unlikely ..o, 3
Neither likely nor unlikely....................... 21

Q14 When the current JISC Open Access Funding Initiative comes to an end, where do you think

the funds should come from in order to pay open access publication fees, should you choose
to publish in open access form again?

My research grant .........ccocovvviiiiiininnnnn, 52 My personal funds.........cccvivviiiiiieniennens 2
Departmental funds.............coovviiininnnn, 18 Charitable foundations...............c.oovuinee. 14
Library/institutional funds....................... 34 Government agencies .........cocevvveniinanen, 59
Commercial SpONSOrs.........oceveviiniennnnn, 13

Other (please specify) 18

You are not obliged to complete the following section, but if you would be willing to have a
brief telephone conversation with us, on behalf of JISC, to expand upon the views you have
provided in this survey, please enter your contact details below.

Your name
42

Your institution/company
44

Your email address
43

Please click the Submit button once. Thank you for your time!
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Q8 Literal responses

Filter: ok g8a
Content: Comments

Case

11 When I first submitted there were no cost implications to publishing in NAR. These came in whilst th
e

17 Subsidies are important to me as my research funding is limited

21 | submiyted 1 article before the change to open access, and only discovered that | might have to pa

y
26 Not for the first paper, but aware for later papers.
35 | had seen in various journals | read about opting for open acces. But it was never very clear what th
37 The journals in Q1 have been my journals of choice over 30 years.
52 1didn't have any choice about the Journal to publish the paper that | wrote. | support Open Access
62 Not for the first one though.
86 Yes, but i was not aware of who the money was from ie JISC
126 hearing about JISC for the first time
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snJISCoafi

JISC OA Funding Initiative (authors)

Filter:

Case

Content:

Q14 Literal responses

ok q14a
Other (please specify)

try to include funds for publications when submitting grants

From research councils

| believe that the JISC contribution is a very important component of the overall funding scheme
Costs of publishing is becoming prohibitive when funds are limiting (e.g. research funding).

From research grants, only if agencies allow one to apply for these funds in advance

| don't think you should pay to publish at all.

the funding agencies should pay for articles to be Open Access via the grant system.

"SHOULD" is a bit of a fantesy here

Care about vested interests would be required

Research Grant, provided allowance is made in the costings/justification of the award.

I am fully retired but still research active. At the moment access to published work is very variable.
don't know

Don't know. Since publishing in PLoS Biology, | have moved from the UK to Canada

OA publishing is the only way forward. It must be supported by Council and Institution funding

| would only pay however to publish in a high impact factor jounral

| am sponsored by the Wellcome Trust. They have now declared that all my papers be freely availabl
e

As long as F.E.C. on all grants
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JISC OA Funding Initiative (authors)

Filter:
Content:

Case

26
46
55
59
63
66
70
72
75
80
90
95
97
100
107
113

124

Q6 Literal responses

ok q6j
If there are any other reasons for publishing your worki...

Subitting the subject matter to an approriate journal is always the primary concern, then impact facto
rs, Open Access efc...
fast publication

Open access allows those in institutions or countries which are financially less well supported to gain
access to work which may be of benefit to their patients.
Very discipline specific journal that was the only option for my work.

The most appropriate journal for this type of report

| was not aware of the open access when | made the decision to publish so most of the questions ab
ove are irrelevant. | chose the journal because of its appropriateness f

New Journal of Physics gained considerbale respect and recognition in the past few years and it has
good and efficient editorial staff and pool of competent referees.

Interdisciplinary Fast publication time

Ability to show movie clips

| strongly believe in multidisciplinary work and therefore support open-access journals as | feel that it
supports and encourage the exchange of knowledge across the trad

free access particularly important to readers in the developing world and this is a key constituency fo
r my work on malaria

Note that free access was offered after submission and acceptance, although | knew that JEB had a
n open access policy.

| believe it is important for the scientific process to avoid a cartel of publishing houses. The Cell and
Nature stables must have credible competition

SPeed of publication turn-around

The time span between first submission and final publication of an article is extremely short.
short time between submission and acceptance

Other reasons are, ease of preparation and lack of page limits.
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JISC's Open Access Funding Initiative

For the past three years JISC has sponsored the Open Access Funding Initiative, providing
grants to a selection of publishers to enable them to move forward with open access
publishing. At least one paper you have published during this period has been subsidised by
these grants. In order for JISC to evaluate the effectiveness of its funding initiative, we
would be very grateful if you could spare a short time to tell us about your experience of
publishing in the journals that benefited from the grants.

Making your response

Please use the vertical scroll bar to move down through the questions. Should you wish to start again
at any point, scroll to the end of the questionnaire and click the Reset button. Where response options
are followed by radio buttons, only one response is needed; where they are followed by boxes, you
may select any you choose. When you have finished recording your responses, simply click the
Submit button at the end of the questionnaire.

About you
Q1 In which of the following journals have you had a paper accepted or published during the
past three years?

Journal of Experimental Botany ............... 5.6% Acta Crystallographica Section A ............. 1.6%
Journal of Medical Genetics..................... 7.3% Acta Crystallographica Section B ............. 6.5%
New Journal of Physics.......c.coevviiininnnnnns 14,59, Acta Crystallographica Section C ............ 10.5%
Nucleic Acids Research..................oveuee, 21.0% Acta Crystallographica Section D ............ 12.1%
PLOS BiolOgy ..uvvviiviiiiiiiiiiniia 10.5% Acta Crystallographica Section E............. 15.3%
PLOS MediCine ......oovvvviiiiiiiniiiiniini, 9.7% Acta Crystallographica Section F.............. 5.6%
PLoS Computational Biology ................... 0.0% Journal of Applied Crystallography.......... 10.5%
PlLeS @EmEHESonon0a000a0000000080000000000000000000 1.6% Journal of Synchrotron Radiation............. 0.8%
PLOS Pathogens ...........cocvvviiiiiiniininnnnn, 3.2%

Q2 In which of the following sectors do you currently work?
URNVEFHISY aooanocacacacacaosoansaananeaanannoaonoans 87.1% Other public sector...........ocooviiiiiiiinnns 3.2%
Other non-commercial research institutiong_704,  Industrial/business sector................o.euis 0.0%
Other (please specify) 0.8%
Awareness of Open Access journals
Q3 In your own field, approximately how many journals that allow you to publish in an open
access form are you aware of?
[NI@3 soonaoonnosoansonnsasnonononasanaoasasoonooanaoaoac 7.8% 8 = 0oooooanonoasnoonoananooonooossanansonsoansanansass 4.8%
1l © & cooacasaooasaconaoaasasanacassasaccoaccaanoacanand 54.0% Morethan 10........ccoviiiiiiiiiiin, 3.2%





Q4

Q5

Q6

Q7

For how many years have you been aware of the option to publish your papers in an open
access form?

I'm not aware of OA publishing ............... 3.2% Three years........cooiviiviininiininnnnnnnnnnan, 17.7%
Less than one year.........cooovviviiiniininnn, 12.99% More than three years................cooiiniis 13.7%
1W® YEEIRS caoooanacanananenacanacanacacaaacasnananacy 52.4%

How many articles have you (alone or with co-authors) had published in an open access
form?

NI@M@ aocoaoonsnoacnconsaoncanonoacaconsasasanonsanaoonae A G5 [ROUF OF (W3 acoooonooacocssanncacaconanacoacnaonacae 10.5%
O3 oooaosoanaceanoannaaonosanacacoaonoaanoanasonanan 41.99% SIXOFSEVEN ....ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 6.5%
TW® ©F {{lf@Bbao0oonoonnosnnonosoaonsanaooaoosonanad 30.6% Eightormore.........coooiiiiiiinnnn, 5.6%

Your reasons for publishing in your selected journal

Please indicate the relative importance of the following factors in your decision to publish
your work in open access form in the journal(s) you selected in Q1.

Very Not very Not at all
important  Important Neutral important  important
The principle of free access for all readers........ 41.9% 34.7% 17.7% 2.4% 1.6%

I perceive the readership to be larger than for
a purely subscription-based journal 20.2% 39.5% 29.0% 5.6% 2.4%

The selected journal is prestigious in my field ...45.2% 37.9% 12.9% 2.4% 0.0%

The selected journal has a high impact factor
IN MY FIEld cuveeeeeiiieeee e e e e e e e erreee e 38.7%  37.1%  18.5% 3.2% 0.0%

I think my article will be more frequently cited..25.8% 41.1% 21.8% 6.5% 0.8%

I was attracted by the editor/editorial board .....11.3% 23.4%  43.5% 9.7% 7.3%

I was attracted by the JISC subsidy to authors
for pub"shing in an open access form 1450/0 2340/0 3310/0 1050/0 1610/0

My decision to publish in the selected journal
was influenced by my grant awarding body 3.2% 10.5% 29.8% 18.5% 33.9%

My decision to publish in the selected journal

was influenced by co-publishing colleagues........ 5.6% 15.3% 36.3% 16.9% 16.9%
If there are any other 14.5%

reasons for publishing

your work in the journal

you selected in Q1, please

type them here

Would you have published in the journal(s) you selected in Q1 had it NOT offered the option
of making your paper open access?

WES cocoacaconsancscaancanasaaccasaasaacacsacanoaacaassd 63.7% Don't know............oooi 21.0%





Q8

Q9

Q10

Q11

Q12

Were you aware of the availability of the JISC subsidies available for publishing in the
journals listed in Q1 BEFORE you submitted your paper?

Y S ittt 34.7% Can't remember...........oiiiiiinnn, 13.7%
NO o e 49.29%,
Comments 9.7%

Given your experience of publishing in open access form in the journal selected in Q1, are
you more or less likely to choose to publish in open access form next time you have an
article to submit?

M@ (14287 oaonoaansoncoanasaoassansoasoanansanasana 78.2% Don't Know........cooovviiiiiiiiinn 19.4%
=38 Gl coaaccasanccascaasaanaaacassanssnncaaasasaae 0.8%

Have you done any of the following with the open access paper you published in the journal
selected in Q1? Please select any that apply.

Preprint form Final, peer-reviewed form
Posted it on my personal Web page..........cuueeeeviivveiieeeeennnnnns 7.3% 15.3%
Posted it on my department's Web Site.........oeevvveniinrieneinnnn. 3.2% 10.5%
Deposited it in an electronic institutional repository............... 4.0% 9.7%
Deposited it in an electronic subject repository..............ecevu.. 2.4% 4.8%

Paying for open access

Would you have published in the journals you selected in Q1 if it had NOT offered a subsidy
or waiver on the usual fee charged by publishers for making papers open access?

Y S ittt 50.0% DON't KNOW.......oovviiiiiiiiiiiiiin, 27.4%

Which source of funding did you use to pay the part of the open access publishing fee that
was not subsidised by JISC (if any)?

No additional fee was required ............... 58.99, The balance was paid from other

institutional funds .......c.cocoviiiiinn 5.6%
The balance was paid from my research .

T 22.6% The balance was paid by myself/my
GFANE.cacresemnarrasersen e CONEAGUES .. eeeeeeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e eeeenenans 2.4%
The balance was paid from departmental .
FUNAS +eeeveieeiie et 4.8% The balance was paid from other sources..1.6%
If the fee was paid from 4.8%

other sources, please
specify which





Q13

Q14

Thinking about the next paper you plan to submit for publication in open access form,
assuming the attributes of the groups of journals you may submit to are similar (in terms of
quality, audience etc), how likely is it that the monetary level of publishers' fees would be a
deciding factor?

Very likely...oooovviviiiiiiii, .79 URARER cosoooanccncoaaansonsaancasanansoanaanansass 7.3%
U1El8Y oaoonasoacacsaasononcannsoasonanaacncanncononsang 33.99% Very unlikely ......oooviiiiiiiin, 2.4%
Neither likely nor unlikely...................... 16.9%

When the current JISC Open Access Funding Initiative comes to an end, where do you think
the funds should come from in order to pay open access publication fees, should you choose
to publish in open access form again?

My research grant............covvviiiininnnens 41.99, My personal funds..........ovvviiiiiiiiiininn, 1.6%
Departmental funds...........covevviiiiinninnns 14.59, Charitable foundations......................... 11.3%
Library/institutional funds...................... 27.4%, Government agencies ..........cceevvinininns 47.6%
Commercial SponNsSors.........ccovuvieiiiiannes 10.5%

Other (please specify) 14.5%

You are not obliged to complete the following section, but if you would be willing to have a
brief telephone conversation with us, on behalf of JISC, to expand upon the views you have
provided in this survey, please enter your contact details below.

Your name
33.9%

Your institution/company
35.5%

Your email address
34.7%

Please click the Submit button once. Thank you for your time!






