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1st Basel Sustainable Publishing Forum  

Dialog with Learned Societies: Sustainable Solutions for Successful Transition to Open 

Access 

09/09/2019 , University of Basel, Basel, Switzerland 

The event was organised by MDPI (MDPI AG on behalf of MDPI Sustainability Foundation, Dr. Franck 

Vaszquez. 

Not an official event summary  

Executive summary  

This content-rich event discussed the prominent issues related to open access and the transition of 

learned societies 

• The updated plan S implementation guidance was presented: the timeline was extended to 1 

January 2021, there is greater clarify on compliance routes (immediate green OA is acceptable), a 

more elaborate governance structure, including an office, will be set up, technical requirements 

for green OA have been simplified and there is more emphasis on collaboration with the 

stakeholder groups affected    

• The main results on a new study looking at the transformation of societies were presented, 

highlighting a variety of business models: additionally to the APC model,  transformative 

agreements (between publishers and library consortia), cooperative infrastructures, immediate 

archiving with CC-BY licence, open publishing platforms, cost reductions and other models are 

discussed in the report, which also includes recommendations for society publishers, funders, 

libraries and universities.  

• Case Studies from learned societies in transformation where presented, including the decision of 

one society to switch to platinum OA, and another to set up a structured process to handle the 

transformation. A third one is resigned to 10% reduction in income 

• A landscaping analysis highlighted the fact that “conventional publishers” are very active in the 

open access space. However, OA still allows publishing in countries and languages that are not 

prominent in mainstream conventional publishing. Already 1077 societies publish 1,043 fully OA 

journals.     

• Several OA initiatives and publishers were presented: the fair open access alliance, including their 

work on identifying APC price breakdown categories for increased transparency in the context of 

the TTOA consortium, F1000 (outlining OA myths), Copernicus, MDPI, Frontiers (e.g. on AI), Wiley 

(focus on transformative agreements) and Ubiquity Press.   

 

1. Background 

Plan S requires that, as of 2021, all scientific publications resulting from public funding are published 

in compliant Open Access journals or platforms. Since the publication of Plan S some stakeholders 

voiced concerns, , especially learned societies which often strongly rely on publishing revenues. The 

event aimed to bring together representatives of learned societies to hear from them and understand 

the challenges that they are facing to transition/flip their journals to Open Access. 
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The numbering in the following section does not follow the session titles but the main content covered 

there.1 

2. Plan S update 

Prof. Dr. Antonio Loprieno from the Faculty of Business and Economics, University of Basel provided a 

welcome address, also outlining the position of ALLEA on plan S.2 ALLEA supports plan S and its 

objectives but stresses that they must be accompanied by reforms of research evaluation and career 

progression. Particular attention must be paid to early stage researchers and disadvantaged 

institutions and communities. ALLEA also highlights the connection to ethics, including the need for 

proper peer review and the need to also publish negative results. Banning hybrid OA, as proposed by 

Plan S, is rejected as a step to far although ALLEA acknowledges that supporting very expensive 

commercial publishers does not serve the case of science when other equally rigorous options are 

available. One important reason for opposition t plan S are fears that it would negatively impact the 

careers of researchers. 

Prof. Dr. Johan E.C.V. Rooryck (The Centre for Linguistics, Leiden University, Leiden, The Netherlands) 

is the newly appointed Open Access Champion for cOAlition S3. He provided (via skype) an overview of 

the updated implementation guidelines for Plan S. Plan S is built on strong principles; the 

implementation guidance has been updated, based on a consultation exercise: 

• The timeline has been extended by one year: 

o Publications from calls published as of January 1 2021 must be in OA 

• Greater clarity on compliance routes: 

o cOAlition S supports a diversity of business models, NOT just gold OA 

o Immediate Green OA is fully compliant  

 

Plan S also supports a range of transformative agreements.  

Figure 1: Overview of Plan S routes to compliance (updated guidance) 

 

 
1 For the programme and videos for each session see https://sustainablesolutionstoopenaccess.sciforum.net/ 
2 See also https://allea.org/systemic-reforms-and-further-consultation-needed-to-make-plan-s-a-success/ 
3 https://www.coalition-s.org/oa-champion-announced/  

https://sustainablesolutionstoopenaccess.sciforum.net/
https://allea.org/systemic-reforms-and-further-consultation-needed-to-make-plan-s-a-success/
https://www.coalition-s.org/oa-champion-announced/
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Key changes in the updated guidance include a commitment to implement DORA principles when 

undertaking research assessment and a greater emphasis on the transparency of OA fees.4 There will 

also be an option to request a CC-BY-NC licence5. Technical requirements for green OA have been 

simplified. A more elaborate governance structure is also being set up (see figure 2). 

Figure 2: cOAlition S governance 

 

The future cOAlition S office will be funded by those members who are able to make a contribution. It 

is expected to be up and running by January 2020. The Priorities for action by cOAlition S are outlined 

in the work plan.6 Working with stakeholder is now also considered a key element with different 

actions for each category: 

• Researchers 

o Working with researcher groups to identify concerns 

o Working with the Global Young Academy and others to develop indicators on plan S impact 

on ECR (task force) 

o Ambassador network to engage with researchers7 

• Publishers 

o Active discussions to explore transformative journal model (Springer,Society Publishers’ 

Coalition) 

o Support to green OA  

 

• Learned Societies 

o Wellcome, UKRI and ALPSP have funded a study to explore alternative business models for 

learned society publishers8. A key deliverable is a report containing 27 business models 

and strategies and a model transformative agreement with an implementation toolkit for 

implementation as early as 2020. 

 

 
4 Rather than a cap, as in the previous version. 
5 Rather than just CC-BY, as in the previous version. 
6 https://www.coalition-s.org/workplan-and-priority-actions-for-coalition-s/  
7 See https://www.coalition-s.org/ambassadors/  
8 See Wise presentation below. 

https://www.coalition-s.org/workplan-and-priority-actions-for-coalition-s/
https://www.coalition-s.org/ambassadors/
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cOAlition S also works with universities and their associations (LERU, EUA) as well as with other open 

access initiatives (Sao Paolo Statement, OA20209). In cooperation with the relevant stakeholders the 

coalition will also define the various services publishes will be asked to price to arrive at transparent 

pricing.10 The project will not explore costs. 

Plan S considers itself as a part in the wider movement towards open science. In order to deliver on its 

mission – to make full and immediate OA a reality – a global coalition of funders but also researchers, 

publishers and institutions is needed. 

In the Q&A it was clarified that the OA champion is different from the European Commission’s Open 

Access Envoy. It was also remarked that the role of libraries as important stakeholders should be 

highlighted more. 

3. Society Publishers and the Transition to Plan S: study report 

In the second keynote, Dr. Alicia Wise (Information Power11, Winchester, United Kingdom) provided 

some key results on the previously mentioned study on alternative business models for learned society 

publisher, entitled Society Publishers Accelerating Open Access via Transformative Agreements12 based 

inter alia on  interviews with funders, librarians and publishers as well as a workshops with learned 

societies and other stakeholders. A survey of 105 (self-selected) learned society publishers was also 

conducted.  

Figure 3: Society Publisher Sample Makeup 

 

Interestingly, the study found that STEM und HSS learned societies have about the same amount of 

experience with OA publishing. Both are concerned about the number of authors without funding to 

pay for APCs. The study found no difference in the application of the different transition models to HSS 

and STEM publishers respectively.  

 

 

 

 

 
9 See https://www.coalition-s.org/oa2020-and-coalition-s/  
10 Information Power to lead a project on this. See also presentation on pricing below. 
11 http://www.informationpower.co.uk  
12 Now available at 
https://wellcome.figshare.com/collections/Society_Publishers_Accelerating_Open_access_and_Plan_S_SPA-
OPS_project/4561397/2  

https://www.coalition-s.org/oa2020-and-coalition-s/
http://www.informationpower.co.uk/
https://wellcome.figshare.com/collections/Society_Publishers_Accelerating_Open_access_and_Plan_S_SPA-OPS_project/4561397/2
https://wellcome.figshare.com/collections/Society_Publishers_Accelerating_Open_access_and_Plan_S_SPA-OPS_project/4561397/2
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Figure 4: Transition status of journal portfolios amongst learned societies 

 

The study looked at the following type of transformative / business models: 

• Transformative Agreements 

• Cooperative Infrastructure & Funding Models 

• Open publishing platforms 

• Other Revenue Models 

• Cost Reduction 

One of the study’s foci was on transformative agreements. These repurpose existing institutional 

spend with publishers in order to open content. The study considers them promising transition models 

because already libraries and their consortia provide the lion’s share of funding for publishing in the 

subscription system. Another advantage is that they are easier to administer than hundreds or 

thousands of author payments and provide an attractive predictable flow of revenue. However, 

societies want confidence that transformative OA agreements would gain traction in the market. A 

major concern for societies is getting access to consortia. 2019 pilots would be needed.   

The study interviewed 26 library consortia, the overall majority of which (91%) agreed or strongly 

agreed that they look forward to working with society publishers to develop new models. When asked 

if the consortium would participate in new initiatives that redirect funds currently used to pay 

subscriptions to make journals open access to users all over the world’, more than 75% of respondents 

indicated this was very likely or likely.  

For library consortia the following factors are most important for developing new transformative 

models: (i) transparency of the model, (ii) no increase in the total cost, (iii), generating more open 

access publishing, (iv) robust metadata with online identifiers, (v) helping to maintain current cost 

distribution among consortium member libraries, (vi) complete absence of APC invoices. 

There was little enthusiasm from societies from the UK and US for cooperative infrastructure models. 

However, a model based on immediate archiving with a CC-BY licence was surprisingly popular.  

In many cases, the study participants tended to treat OA publishing and the APC model as the same 

thing. There was some concern about the uneven distribution of funding for APCs. 41% of all 

respondents but only 18% of HSS society publishers were interested in an APC model.  
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Open publishing platforms were seen as creative, innovative, smart but too little known to be popular. 

Emerald will be the first publisher to use this model (so far used by funders).  

Other models are advertising, crowd funding, freemium, subsidies and syndications. Respondents 

were already familiar with most of t his models which are seen (with the exception of advertisement) 

as only a modest form of additional revenue. 

The report also explores a number of cost reduction strategies, such as closing or combining journals, 

collaborating on infrastructure, increasing article numbers, online only publishing, outsourcing and 

partnering; however, there were not considered to be “easy wins” since costs are already carefully 

looked at. 

The report recommends that society publishers: 

• Continue to learn together, collaborate and pool cost and risk 

• Embrace the pressure as opportunity and be strategic 

• Expend effort on action to experiment and find ways to transition 

• See funders and librarians as potential allies and supporters and engage positively 

• While transformative agreements seem to be the most promising, all the approaches and business 

models outlined in the report are plan S compliant and should be considered 

• Begin increasing transparency about all facets of your publishing with editors, members and 

customers 

The report recommends that funders, libraries and universities 

• Keep talking often, consult widely and be seen to do so 

• Work together with publishers to identify and resolve financial challenges that are genuine barriers 

to full OA transition 

• Universities should track their entire relationship with each publisher and assess the strategic value 

of these relationships  

• Reach out to commercial organisations about how they will help fund OA 

• Support the expansion of aligned funder policies such as Plan S 

• Work together with publishers on a PESTLE analysis and scenario planning for the next 5 years 

• Prioritize pragmatic work on transition to OA 

• In parallel work on long term changes to ensure a more equitable, innovative and sustainable 

scholarly communication system 

The report also contains specific recommendations for the situation in the UK, where OA policy is 

currently under review. 

4. Case Studies from Learned Societies 

David Spichiger from the Swiss Chemical Society outlined the open access experience with their journal 

CHIMIA. The SCS delivered feedback to plan S as part of a European consortium (EU ChemS): overall 

in favour but many details need more discussion. CHIMA has a scientific part but also contains non 

scientific information. There are 10 issues per year (print and e-version) with around 80 scientific 

articles in all fields of chemical sciences (ca 50% of all content). It is a hybrid journal with an APC of 960 

CHF. Scientific articles are otherwise available after a 12 months embargo, the non-scientific content 

is available for free immediately. SCS is the publishers, there are guest editors for topical issues. 

CHIMIA income, including from subscriptions has been going down for several year. Most of the journal 

is paid from membership fees, not from subscriptions and sales and royalties (which are affected by 

OA). How can the gap be filled if these two income lines will be eliminated? Authors are invited to 
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contribute: to convince them is hard enough, asking them for APCs is not realistic. “If we do that, they 

will never contribute again” so gold OA is not an option. Second question: what would be the impact 

on membership? The speaker is convinced that providing CHIMIA for free will not result in a 

cancellation of memberships, since the SCS provides other benefits as well. As a result, SCS decided to 

make CHIMIA a platinum open access journal by 2020 due to the facts that 

• OA is a fact and will impact the complete publishing business in the coming years 

• APCs are not an option if you want to motivate an author to publish 

• Subscriptions for a CHIMA like journal (not part of a consortium) will continue to decrease 

• 45% of content is already OA 

• SCS will lead the way and will be seen as a modern society  

• The total financial risk is moderate and options to fill the gap are available. 

Dr. Anke Berger (Swiss TPH, Basel, Switzerland) talked about The International Journal of Public Health 

(IJPH), a society journal in transition to OA. The current business model is subscription based, hybrid 

OA in revenue share with Springer Nature. It is owned by the Swiss School of Public Health (SSPH+), a 

foundation of 10 Swiss Universities. The journal has a medium IF of 2,5 over 2 years and more than 3 

over 5 year as well as an acceptance rate of less than 10%. About 30% of articles are currently hybrid 

OA. The mission is not only to publish high quality research but also to engage in policy discussions and 

support early career researchers. As for OA transition,  the journal is engaged in the following process: 

• Select publishing model (commercial or not-for-profit publisher, self publishing) 

•  Request for proposals from commercial publishers 

• Collect preferences and perspectives of owner 

• Workshop with SSPH+ senior faculty 

• Online survey with full SSPH+ faculty 

• Discussions Editorial Board 

• Define relevant criteria for transition to OA 

• Final decision: SSPH+ Foundation Board 

The new business model would need to satisfy the following criteria: 

• Keep brand IJPH 

• Continue to support Public Health research and practice 

• IJPH must be self-supporting financially 

• Publisher transparency in revenue declaration 

• Maintain and increase IF 

• Support from publisher with inviting reviewers 

• Consider payments to editors 

The authors also considered the following framework conditions for academia-owned, not top-IF 

journals: (i) lack of transparence im pricing for hybrid journals from big publishers, (ii) transformative 

deals as a slow and local strategy, (iii) no Swiss funding for hybrid journals in transition to OA (unlike 

cOAlition S), (iv) exploitation of editors who continue to work for free, also in the OA world, (v) lack of 

iniatives to realise platinum OA, (vi) challenges for LMIC authors to get funding for APCs.  

The issue of what a fair APC is is also far from easy to establish, with a review of relevant journals 

finding huge discrepancies (min 1272, max 3000). 

Figure 5: APCs among medical OA journals (blue: similar impact factor to IJPH) 
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Non-commercial publishers are significantly cheaper. Transparency remains a key barrier towards 

informed choice.  

Prof. Dr. Kai Sassenberg (Leibniz-Institut für Wissensmedien, Tuebingen, Germany) presented the 

perspective of the European Association of Social Psychology, registered as a Dutch NPO. It has an 

executive committee with 7 members from 6 countries. It offers a reduced membership fee contingent 

to income and derives a larger income from the journals than from membership fees . It supports early 

career researchers and also Southern and Easter European researchers. Membership has increased, 

but still with a focus on Northern and Western Europe. Publications in Social Psychology are empirical, 

mostly experimental but with a substantial theory section, with a double-blind peer review. Journals 

in the field are highly selective. Open science is very big in social psychology. EASP co-publishes 4 

journals under different arrangements: 

Figure 6: Journals co-published by EASP 

 

However, only one of these is really profitable. For the journals the association runs the editorial office, 

& board meetings as well as recruiting editors; that is it runs the scientific side of the journal. They 

want to retain this function. The implications from plan S are: 
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• For SPPS it is difficult to motivate the US based partners, since they have not developed a 

substantial interest in OA yet 

• The T&F journal is only for pre-registered paper, so not included in the discussion here 

• EJSP is co-owned with Wiley and open access moves are on the way. However, the predictions are 

that the association will loose ca 10% of the revenue through German transition deal. 

Plan B would be to start running a new open access journal, but a French competitor is already on the 

market.  

The speaker concludes that some resources will be lost, which will affect the editorial office. The 

concern is that this may not lead to a loss of quality but to a loss of diversity (on what kind of articles 

are published). It may also affect other activities, such as ECR and Sourth/Eastern Europe support. 

Prof. Dr. Bart van Tiggelen from the European Physics Letter Association, Grenoble, France presented 

on Open Access, Prestige and Assessment. The EPL journal has a rejection rate of 60%, assessed by an 

international Editorial Board. All articles are available as green open access, with an option for gold for 

those who wish it. The journal has an IF of about 2,0 but only 44% of articles are actually cited, with 

30% “sleeping beauties”. This problem also affects also other journals, even Nature.  

As an open access advocate, Prof. van Tiggelen provided arguments for open access. EPS welcomed 

plan S but was not in favour of banning hybrid. The low number of signatories is also worrying – 16 out 

of 28 funders in Europe. Despite a one year extension, the timeline for implementing Plan S remains 

tight. OA and prestige of journal are incompatible and Prof. Prof. van Tiggelene hopes prestige will 

loose.  

The panel discussion addressed the role of universities: is there funding in place, what about 

researchers from the Global South? We have to redirect money from subscriptions. Transformative 

agreements should not be APCs in disguise.  

5. An overview of the open access publishing landscape 

In the afternoon session, Jan Erik Frantsvåg (UiT, The Arctic University of Norway, Tromsø, Norway) 

provided an overview of the OA landscape. In open access, a large number of journals is published by 

a single publisher and a large number of journals are published by large publishers (more than 50 

journals). 8 publishers share 18,5 % of the OA market; only 2 of them are fully OA publishers (MDPI & 

Hindawi). Other fully OA publishers have been bought by traditional publishers (e.g. BMC by Springer). 

Traditional publishers with their OA brands dominate the market. 

Figure 7: Major actors in OA publishing 
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Open access allows publishing in countries and languages that are often excluded from traditional 

publishing (figure 8). 

Figure 8: geography, language and subject in DOAJ 

 

Small journals and publishers have small or no income: 70% of all journals in DOAJ do not have author 

payment. Large journals/publishers (30% in DOAJ)  are APC based  (but OA APCs are lower than hybrid 

OA). But these 30% publish more than 50% of the articles. There is a tendency that high impact (factor) 

implies high APCs. APC average is 1500-2000 USD range (for hybrid industry standard: 3000 USD). 

Hybrid OA is very popular with publishers but not with funders (increasingly: refusal to fund). Good 

publishers have waivers for authors without funds. Type of OA journals include: 

• Traditional journals converted to OA 

• New OA journals 

• Mega journals  

Green OA has not been shown to undermine subscriptions, but much depends on how much is 

archived and how easy it is to find (e.g. unpaywall). Green OA continues to grow. Licences: -NC benefits 

the publisher, not the author, ND can forbid partial re-use (e.g. of graphs). By far the most common 

licence for OA content is CC-BY. 

OA 2020 is a movement to transform deals from paying to reading to paying for publishing, trying to 

negotiate read and publish agreement. The latest major deal is between the Norwegian consortium 

and Elsevier. However, publishers often don’t include societal journals in such deals (also because they 

cannot decide on their behalf). As for societies Mr. Frantsvåg distinguishes between 

• Those that live for their journals 

• Those that life off their journals  
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Sutton, Suber and Page13 have found that 1,077 societies publish 1,043 full OA journals already 

(majority 835 in STEM). 48% charge no fee, 24% unknown, rest has some fees. 

Alternatives for societies: 

• Ignore Plan S – if you have no or few Plan S funded authors and no intention to get more 

• Implement Plan S friendly self-archiving rights – will work as long as uptake is not very big 

• Hybrid journals won’t in the future be funded under plan S but Plan S self compliant self-archiving 

will do the trick 

• Convert your journals to become Plan S compliant – non hybrid APC based, will need low cost 

publishing and high level APCs to keep current profits  

Recommended reading: https://waltcrawford.name/goa4.pdf  

6. Open Access iniatives, models and publishers 

Saskia de Vries (Sampan - academia and publishing, Leiden, The Netherlands) presented on the the 

Fair Open Access Alliance and Its Relation to Plan S. The Fair Open Access Alliance overlaps significantly 

with Plan S, focusing on flipping journals (which is also recognised as important by cOALition S) but the 

Fair Open access Alliance is bottom up, while Plan S is top down. The Fair Open Access Alliance started 

with LingOA (flipping from Glossa14)but has now been extended to PsyOA and MathOA. Most recently, 

the Elsevier Journal of Informetrics became the Quantitative Science Studies Journal  (published by 

MIT Press). 15 All flipped journals become part of the part of the Open Library of Humanities after 3 

years to ensure sustainability. 

Their website Quality Open Access Market16 addresses the need, expressed by cOALition S to have 

more data on quality and price of (open access) journals, moving away from IF. It now contains more 

than 3000 open access and hybrid journals. The quality is established by scorecards from authors that 

have published in the journal. Currently 1500 journals have a score. Editors and publishers can then 

submit new suggestions.  

 The Fair Open Access Alliance has also set up the Transparent Transition to Open Access (TTOA) 

consortium, which includes native open access publishers and traditional publishers as well as 

“diamond” publishers and other organisations. They work together to become open access compliant, 

focusing on transparency of prices and transformative deals. One aspect concerns the break down of 

pricing into categories, as proposed in figure 9. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
13 https://cyber.harvard.edu/hoap/Societies_and_Open_Access_Research  
14 It was criticially noted (audience input) that this was in fact not a “flipping” but setting up a completely new 
journal  
15 More examples were given in the talk. 
16 https://www.qoam.eu/ 

https://waltcrawford.name/goa4.pdf
https://cyber.harvard.edu/hoap/Societies_and_Open_Access_Research
https://www.qoam.eu/
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Figure 9: Discussions on price breakdown categories in TTOA 

 

After the coffee break, Michael Markie (F1000, London, United Kingdom) showcased the F1000 Model 

for Open Access, which goes beyond the journal models. WE should be able to publish everything and 

fit the article around it, not based on the presumed prestige of journals. The F1000 principles are 

publication without delay, followed by open peer review & mandated open data. There are no 

academic editors, see also figure 10. 

Figure 10: F1000 process 

 

F1000 has created publisher platforms for the Wellcome trust, Gates Open Research, the African 

Academy of Science and the Irish Health Research Board, also addressing the growing need of funders 

and other institutions to demonstrate impact. Taking the example of Wellcome Open Research the 

APC is 864 Pounds (64% cheaper than the average APC Wellcome paid to conventional publishers in 

2016-17). The number of published articles has increased by 37% over the past 12 months and the 

platform is the 4th most used publication venue for Wellcome funded researchers. Mr Markie also 

presented the ISCB community journal, as a case study for a space (“gateway”) for a society on the 

F1000 platform.   

Dr. Xenia van Edig (Copernicus GmbH, Göttingen, Germany) presented on “Win-Win Situation: How 

Geoscientists Generate Good Income for Societies While Providing Openness and Transparency to the 
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Community”. Copernicus was founded in 1988 by scientists as a non profit organisation, has published 

since 1994 and flipped to open access in 2001. It runs 46 peer review journals, 42 of which are owned 

by the societies. It has a staff of 54 in Göttingen, Germany. Copernicus publishes the journals under 

licence with APCs being waived until WoS indexing. Internal APCs are 1000€, external 1300€. The 

difference is the licence fees. 

Dr. Martyn Rittman (MDPI AG, Basel, Switzerland) presented on MDPI's Collaboration with Societies. 

MDPI has been OA since 1996, with over 200 journals and 8 offices in 6 countries. They are committed 

to openness, sustainability, high quality science and rapid publication of new research. The rejection 

rate is about 60%. They work with over 80 scholarly societies. Dr. Rittman addressed the most common 

myths about OA: 

• Myth one: open access = low quality/impact  

o Most studies show a citation advantage (List on sparc Europe17) 

o WoS Q1 rankings MDPI 20, Frontiers 11, PLoS 6 

o Scholars make acceptance decisions without knowledge of benefit from revenue 

 

• Myth 2: high volume = low impact factor 

o MDPI number of papers have increased but so has IF because editorial standards kept 

 

• Myth 3: open access = no revenue 

o A number of OA publishers are profitable companies (even with low APCs). Surplus gets 

invested in other activities, such as launching new journals but also other interesting non-

profit activities.  

Dr. Mirjam Curno (Frontiers, Lausanne, Switzerland) presented on “Partnerships and Technology to 

Power the Transition to Open Access”. She focused on new ways of looking at data, feeding metadata 

into their artificial intelligence review assistant AIRA, e.g. to match reviewers to content. Open access 

articles are getting more cited across publishers. As concerns national consortia the issue for open 

access publishers is getting airtime. The agreement with Austria (FWF) was a landmark, it is available 

without non-disclosure agreements, highlighting that transparency is possible. It takes the 

involvement of societies, publishers, funders, libraries and researchers to achieve a more open market 

place. Frontiers provides APCS in a transparent manner across categories, with established journals 

and fields subsidising newer and less funded fields through waivers. Open Science is important but so 

is also machine readability and AI readiness. 

Kathryn Sharples (Wiley, Oxford, United Kingdom) presented on “Driving towards Open” stating the 

Open Science is nowadays at the heart of their activities, including: (i) open access launches, (ii) 

transitioning journals to OA (flipping) and (iii) transitioning the market (OA agreements). As do the 

latter, resolutions at the national level are driving negotiations with publishers. Plan S has added 

momentum but demand remains unevenly distributed and priorities continue to differ. Agreements 

currently exist with the UK, Germany, the Netherlands, Austria, Hungary and Norway, although they 

differ in details, each requiring compromise on both sides.  The US, Japan the UK (new agreement), 

Australia, Italy, Sweden, Switzerland and Finland have expressed interest. However, these 

conversations take time. The US is the largest customer; conversations are starting with different 

elements of the library landscape (Ohio consortium, Virginia). On project DEAL (Germany) , the Wiley 

agreement follows the “publish and read” model, with a fee of 2750€ per article (not an APC), with 

 
17 See https://sparceurope.org/what-we-do/open-access/sparc-europe-open-access-resources/open-access-
citation-advantage-service-oaca/  

https://sparceurope.org/what-we-do/open-access/sparc-europe-open-access-resources/open-access-citation-advantage-service-oaca/
https://sparceurope.org/what-we-do/open-access/sparc-europe-open-access-resources/open-access-citation-advantage-service-oaca/
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access back to 1997. For gold OA a 20% list discount has been agreed on. Wiley will also partner to 

launch a new, interdisciplinary OA journal as well as providing workshops and an early career 

researcher conference. The deal took 3 years to negotiate.   

Dr. Brian Hole (Ubiquity Press, Berkeley (CA), USA) presented on Open Access with Open 

Infrastructure. Ubiquity Press runs a distributed open access infrastructure with 35 presses, totalling 

650 fully OA journals. Their customer charter commits them to 100% open access, 100% open source 

and no exclusive bundling; the charter is overseen by a steering board from their institutional partners. 

They also work on (open source) repositories, with a key part being avoiding lock in (organisations can 

continue running it after their contract runs out). They are also involved in the OPERAS consortium. 

The APC is 450€. 

 

7. Further information 

https://sustainablesolutionstoopenaccess.sciforum.net/  
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