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Editor
EON
talks about challenges facing OA
journals and provides some advice
for handling ethical issues.
Hybrid journals, subscription
journals that offer OA for a fee, are
becoming more and more common. Rachel Russell shares her
journal’s experience with adding
a second workflow for OA papers
and includes some helpful tips you
might find useful.
Pippa Smart discusses the cost of
publication and asks the question,
are OA journals cheaper to produce and distribute? Read on to
find out who really takes on article
processing charges and if OA actually reduces these costs.
Continuing with the topic of
the cost of OA publication, Tim
Wakeford writes about Ubiquity
Press and its approach to providing low-cost OA publishing
options. Established as an alternative to legacy publishers, Ubiquity
Press follows numerous strategies for keeping costs low while
maintaining a high level of quality.
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On behalf of the EON editorial
team, I am pleased to present this
themed issue on the topic of Open
Access in academic publishing. The
unprecedented growth of Open
Access (OA), coupled with ever-
expanding technological advances
and increased online access to information, has fueled the debate about
changes in publishing models. We
are witnessing an evolving moment
in our industry centered on the dissemination, access, and availability of
knowledge and research. Like it or
not, the impact of OA affects us all.
This issue kicks off with a little
background and introduction on
OA. Seth James discusses the differences in operation between hybrid
and full OA journals, and explains
the process for so-called “cascade”
journal models. He also reviews
the benefits of publishing under a
Creative Commons license.
Learn more about publication
ethics from the perspective of an
OA publisher in this interview
with Elizabeth Moylan. Here she
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In a Taming Technology article, Michael
di Natale, Alison McGonagle-O’Connell, and
Kathleen Horgan write about the benefits and flexibility of transferring manuscripts between publications and across journal management platforms.
Ding Zuoqi and Yan Shuai discuss the current
OA environment in China, touching on existing
OA publishers and platforms as well as the challenges OA publishing models face.
What is the impact of OA for research in developing countries? Andy Nobes writes about the
evolution and development of OA specifically in
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the global South and describes steps INASP is
taking to educate, support, and advise researchers
and the academic community in these areas.
Although EON is not an OA publication, in the
spirit of OA we have decided to make the entirety
of this special issue freely available on the ISMTE
website, so please share these articles with your colleagues. With or without OA, academic researchers, librarians, Editorial Office staff, large-scale
publishers, and societies share a common goal to
advance and distribute quality research. We are all
in this together and we have front row seats.
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Open Access: The Basics, the Benefits, and the Future
By Seth James
Associate Managing Editor
Peer Review Management, OA Team, Wiley
sjames@wiley.com

Introduction
Open Access (OA) is the fastest growing sector
of STM and scholarly publishing, and it’s not
hard to see why. With more authors interested
in the freedom of a Creative Commons license,
in reaching the wider audience that OA journals
enjoy, and with more funders and governments
requiring free access to their authors’ work, OA
publishing continues to surpass goals and exceed
expectations.
In the following sections, we will examine how
OA journals and licensing work, explore the benefits to authors, readers, science, and society, and
finally look into the future of OA publishing.

The Basics
What Is Open Access?

From its beginning in author-maintained
archives and newsletters, OA has grown into
two major forms: Green and Gold. While Green
OA encompasses the free availability of the original author-submitted manuscript—either in
author-maintained or institutionally maintained
venues (such as NIH-mandated submission to
PubMed Central)—we will focus on Gold OA,
where publishers make articles freely available
alongside traditional subscription content, and
the final publication enjoys all the benefits of
copyediting, typesetting, discoverability, and distribution. Though freely available in one form or
another, OA articles differ in their terms of reuse,
as determined by their article license.
The most common OA licenses are those defined
by the Creative Commons. These licenses, created
and maintained by the nonprofit Creative Commons
organization (https://creativecommons.org), are
the standard in OA publishing, used by many OA
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journals and offered as an additional option to
authors publishing in some traditional subscription
journals, too. Just as a publisher’s standard copyright license declares the terms and limitations of
use, a Creative Commons license declares how an
OA article can be reused by readers.
From least restrictive to most restrictive, the
Creative Commons licenses are:
• CC BY: Allows others to distribute, remix,
alter, and use content commercially provided
that attribution is given.
• CC BY-SA: Share Alike; allows the same uses
as the CC BY license but stipulates that any
new work must also use a CC BY-SA license.
• CC BY-ND: No Derivatives; allows for distribution, with attribution, but does not
allow alteration of the work.
• CC BY-NC: Non-Commercial; similar to
the standard CC BY license but prohibits the
commercial use of licensed work.
• CC BY-NC-SA: A license that combines the
versatilities and restrictions of the Share Alike
and Non-Commercial licenses.
• CC BY-NC-ND: Another combination
license, in this case merging the Non-
Commercial and No Derivatives licenses.
Some traditional subscription-based journals allow their authors to purchase a variety of
Creative Commons licenses. Full OA journals—
where every article is free to read—often only offer
the basic CC BY license.
How Do Hybrid OA and Full OA Journals Work?

For subscription journals that offer authors
the option of purchasing an OA license (often
referred to as “hybrid” journals), the submission
and peer-review process is identical for all articles
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regardless of licensing. The difference arises from
how the articles are presented online: if an author
purchases a Creative Commons license, the article
is made freely available, while the rest of the journal’s content remains accessible only via purchase
or institutional subscription.
Full OA journals, where all articles use a
Creative Commons license and are freely available online, come in two types: those that accept
referral articles and those that do not. For an OA
title that does not accept referral articles from
other journals (called “referral” or “supporter”
journals), the submission and peer-review process
is identical to that of their subscription journal
cousins: authors submit their articles, editors evaluate them with the aid of reviewers, and accept
or reject articles based on quality. Such OA journals differ from subscription journals only in that
all articles must have a Creative Commons license
(whether purchased by the author, the funder, or
a supporting society).
The second form of full OA journals receives
referred articles in addition to direct submissions.
Sometimes called “cascade” journals, these OA
journals partner with multiple supporter journals, which refer rejected but worthy articles for
consideration. Why would an OA journal want
to consider rejected articles? This question often
incorrectly gives the impression that OA journals
publish inferior content. Nothing could be further
from the truth.
Many prestigious subscription journals have
acceptance rates below 10%. Such journals, limited by their page budgets, have long recognized
that they are rejecting vast quantities of scientifically worthy articles, delaying their eventual publication. Space—for print journals, which only have
so many pages per issue—and scope are the two
most common reasons for worthy articles being
rejected. But if a journal that specializes in pediatric cancer, for instance, receives an article about
cancer in an adult—and the article is scientifically
valuable—referring it to an OA journal is in everyone’s best interests.
The process for cascade OA journals starts with
the supporter journals:
1. An author submits a manuscript to a subscription (supporter) journal.
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2. The supporter journal reviews the manuscript, finds it worthy of publication but
recognizes that it is out of scope for its particular area of focus, or has already exhausted
its page budget.
3. The supporter journal rejects the manuscript
but offers the author the option of transferring it to the journal’s OA partner.
4. The author agrees.
5. The manuscript files, metadata, and—most
importantly—the reviews are transferred to
the OA journal.
6. The editors of the OA journal evaluate the
previous reviews, as well as the manuscript,
and either render an immediate decision or
send it out for additional review.
The transfer of existing reviews—in addition to
files and metadata—is the heart of the OA journals’ advantage. No additional time is consumed
by re-submitting the manuscript, and additional
reviews are often unnecessary, thus allowing for
significantly faster publication. There are many
other benefits to publishing with a Creative
Commons license and/or with a full OA journal,
which we will now examine.

The Benefits
Benefits to Authors

Though speed and costs are compelling arguments for submitting to an OA journal, it is the
Creative Commons license—available to both full
OA and subscription/hybrid journals—that provides the most tangible benefit to authors. With
a Creative Commons license, authors continue to
own their work after publication and are at liberty
to reuse, remix, distribute, and even submit their
work elsewhere, provided that they include attribution. Recent doctorate recipients whose universities host their dissertations online, researchers
who wish to include their published articles in a
conference’s collection, and developers interested
in including their published results in new product
proposals all benefit from the flexibility of Creative
Commons licenses.
Costs remain a concern for most authors. Page
charges, color print charges, and publication
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charges can quickly add up. While the purchase
of a Creative Commons license with a hybrid
journal does imply an additional fee, more and
more funding agencies have standing agreements
with publishers to cover such costs. Authors that
publish with full OA journals, on the other hand,
often enjoy the best of both worlds: the cost of the
Creative Commons license is frequently less than
comparable subscription journals’ charges, the
audience of OA journals is predictably larger, and
the cost of the Creative Commons license may still
be covered by funders.
Of particular interest to authors who have
received a rejection from a supporter journal is
the speed with which a full OA journal can pick
up the peer-review process. The systematic migration of files and metadata avoids administrative
delays accrued through traditional re-submission,
while the transfer of reviews may catapult authors’
manuscripts directly to the decision phase—no
additional reviews needed. From the highly competitive world of polymer science to the life-saving
research of medical journals, publication speed
continues to factor significantly in where authors
choose to submit.

ARTICLE

The first benefit to readers is both the most obvious and the most important: it’s free. For readers interested in niche areas of research, as well
as those in a pre- or un-funded phase, free access
to journal content allows research to begin earlier, more widely, and—in some cases—at all. The
speed of OA publishing also offers the very cutting
edge to the widest possible audience. And, as OA
articles are indexed identically to their traditional
subscription-based cousins, they will be visible to
readers in relevant databases and repositories.

$100 a week—would find the cost impossible. In
an age of frequent disease outbreaks and the rise
of antibiotic resistance, OA is more vital than
ever to the developing world. Knowledge is not
only power, it is often the difference between life
and death.
And yet, the publishing apparatus must be paid
for. The databases that host content, the electronic
Editorial Office systems that facilitate peer review,
the editors who conduct it, the IT professionals
who maintain the systems—all of it must be paid
for. By shifting the burden from readers—many
of whom desperately need the information but
lack the means to access it—to authors who have
received funding for their research, the purchase
of a Creative Commons license enables the fruits
of scientific research to reach those who most
hunger for it.
One of the most powerful forces driving the
success and growing preponderance of OA is the
support of the various funding entities. Societies,
universities, private industry, and grant agencies
of all kinds, interested in their authors’ research
reaching the widest possible audience, are more
and more often requiring the use of Creative
Commons licenses. And while some funders ask
authors to use a portion of their grants to purchase a Creative Commons license, many now
have accounts with publishers that automatically
cover the license cost.
Recent government mandates (www.chorusaccess
.org) and proposals (http://europa.eu/rapid/
press-release_SPEECH-15-5243_en.htm) are also
pushing for greater adoption of OA and open science. Thus, many governmental requirements for
free access to research can be satisfied through OA
publishing. Compliance is made simple, effective,
and immediate with OA.

Benefits to Society

Benefits to Science

The most significant benefit of OA research
goes beyond the individual reader and impacts
the world at large. The majority of traditional
subscription journals base their access fees on
developed world monetary standards. Though
a reader in New York City may think little of a
$35 reading fee, a doctor in Kenya—taking home

The most fundamental benefit of OA publishing
is that it enriches the scientific community itself.
Faster publishing and the inherently wider audience of OA content means more inputs to ongoing research. Free access also translates into more
readers acting upon research, testing hypotheses again and again. The online-only nature of

Benefits to Readers
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full OA journals means no page budgets—which
means more articles and more data. And readers
reap not only raw data, they take away—with the
Creative Commons license—the raw materials to
create their own contributions, remixing, reusing,
and revitalizing what we know and bridging the
gap to what we imagine.

The Future
Just as the infrastructure for OA journals is new
and every year improving through further development, the versatility of that infrastructure is
inspiring new conceptions of the review process. A scientific renaissance is beginning, with
the free flow of research and ideas shattering old
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boundaries and inspiring a new age of scientific
collaboration and openness. The history of human
progress has always been charted by the development of thought: the next era will be defined by
open science, where every thinker is empowered
to contribute his or her all in truly global scientific
endeavors. We’re not there yet, but the technology
and philosophical direction of OA publishing—
where the discussion of research continues, travelling with a manuscript as it undergoes review and
revision on its journey to publication—is leading
the way to a world of living documents, continuous improvement of our understanding and depth
of knowledge, and the uplifting of all humankind
that only education can achieve.
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Publication Ethics: A View From an Open
Access Publisher
By Elizabeth C. Moylan (ORCiD 0000-0002-4651-4969)
Senior Editor (Research Integrity), BioMed Central
Co-opted Council Member, COPE

What Is Your Role at BioMed Central?
I am the Senior Editor for Research Integrity at
BioMed Central. I work together with the members of BioMed Central’s Research Integrity
Group towards promoting best practice in standards of integrity in publication ethics, editorial
policy, and peer review. This involves working
closely with in-house editors, external academic
editors, and the Committee on Publication Ethics
(COPE). I’m particularly interested in innovations in peer review, and how new approaches to
peer review are perceived in relation to the norms
of publication ethics.

ethical standards. Trust is at the heart of the system and all parties should work together2 and
act with honesty and integrity in promoting and
adopting best practice. Guidelines for best practice should be evidence based and informed by
research into peer review and publication ethics,
and we would like to encourage more research
and help disseminate it via a new OA journal
published by BioMed Central, Research Integrity
and Peer Review.
“We need a culture of responsibility for the integrity of the literature … it’s not just the job of the
Editors.”
–Ginny Barbour, Chair, Committee on
Publication Ethics, Tokyo, Japan, 2015

What Do You Understand by “Publication
Ethics”?
Fundamentally, publication ethics is all about
ensuring the integrity of the published literature.1
Readers want to know that the research they
read is peer reviewed and by what process. This
is irrespective of the publishing model of a given
journal—the same standards of robust publication ethics must be adhered to in an Open Access
(OA), subscription, or hybrid journal.

Who Is Responsible?
Publication ethics is all inclusive. While we all
have our part to play—authors, peer reviewers,
editors, publishers, and institutions—the onus
is really on the authors to demonstrate that they
have acted in line with accepted research and
1

BioMed Central. Publication ethics. http://www
.biomedcentral.com/publishing-services/author-
academy/publication-ethics. Accessed 
February 7,
2016.
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How Do You Go About It?
As a Research Integrity Group we try to encourage
all parties involved to follow good practice, in line
with established guidelines such as those of COPE.
We provide resources and training for our in-house
editors on various topics, from research and publication ethics and peer review, to issues that can come
up post-publication. We have an online course for
our external editors too and our group provides help
and support on particular cases when needed. We
try and communicate regularly with our Editorial
Boards and keep them abreast of developments in
scholarly publishing. We also work towards refining
our editorial policies and keeping them up to date.
Although this is all very well in theory, we don’t
live in an ideal world and in practice, new issues
2

Wager E. Publication ethics: whose problem is it?
Prilozi. 2015;35(3):23-27. CrossRef
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come up all the time. Some of them are more
straightforward (perhaps dealing with a plagiarism
case or duplicate publication) but some are highly
complex and challenging.

What Are the Challenges You See Facing
OA Journals?
When I trained as an in-house editor handling
peer review on some of the BMC series of journals over 10 years ago, OA was perceived as a
grass roots movement. We had to persuade
people to submit to these new journals. Now,
the growth of digital publishing has seen the
unfortunate rise of so-called predatory journals.
Initiatives such as the Open Access Scholarly
Publishers Association (OASPA), the Directory
of Open Access Journals (DOAJ), and “Think.
Check. Submit.” have become vital so that
individuals can have confidence in a journal’s
reputation.
However, aside from that, I think the issues we
see also reflect those that come up industry-wide,
irrespective of the particular publishing model.
The immense pressures3 placed on researchers

may fuel behaviour4 that compromises the fundamental principles of publication ethics. Further,
the popularity of social media has inevitably led to
increased scrutiny of published articles and a rise in
public cases of “whistle-blowing.” Unfortunately
there are no quick fixes.5

What Advice Can You Give Editors Facing
Complex Ethical Issues?
The increased scrutiny placed on scholarly publishing can put all parties involved under extra
pressure. It’s important to remember you aren’t
alone, there is never just one way of dealing with
a complex situation, and it’s important to talk
and seek advice before settling on a particular
approach. This may be with a group of editors,
or between publishers, or with COPE, who provide a wealth of information to help you navigate
a range of issues. For our part, when faced with
complex ethical issues in any of our journals at
BioMed Central, it has been extremely beneficial
to discuss them with COPE and receive professional, non-judgemental advice on how best to
proceed.
After dealing with a complex issue it’s helpful to
reflect on the particular actions taken. What could
we have done better? What have we learned? Is
new guidance needed?
Publication ethics is the great leveller.
Irrespective of the particular journal, or model
of publishing, no one is immune to potential
breaches in publication ethics. Responding to
issues in a neutral, transparent manner with clear
communication is key. We are all in this together.

4

5
3
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Nuffield Council on Bioethics. The culture of scientific research. http://nuffieldbioethics.org/project/
research-culture/. Accessed February 7, 2016.

Barbour V. Perverse incentives and perverse publishing practices. Science Bulletin. 2015;60(14):12251226. CrossRef
Patel J. Publish or perish: is there an alternative?
BioMed Central blog. http://blogs.biomedcentral.
com/bmcblog/2015/05/28/publish-perish-
alternative/. Accessed February 7, 2016.
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Practical Open Access Tips
By Rachel A. Russell
Managing Editor
American Mineralogist

Our journal, American Mineralogist, is now a
“hybrid” journal, as I suspect many are these days.
If you want to pay us an Article Processing Fee
(APF) so that anyone can read your paper, we are
happy to help you out. In 2015 about 6% of our
authors chose this option. While that is not many,
it was much more than in the past and we had
to quickly get some systems in place to have two
smooth workflows. Sharing what we experienced
might be helpful or, even better, you all can let me
know your great ideas for coping with the practical aspects of Open Access (OA).
Here is the basic information about our publishing process regarding OA papers:
1. We base the APF on the length of the paper
because our papers vary tremendously in size.
There just seems like no other fair method
for authors, plus this ensures that our publisher, the Mineralogical Society of America,
does not lose money. As a self-publisher, this
is very important.
2. We won’t know the size of the paper until
the proof phase so the APF cannot be paid
until layout.
3. We “add on” to the journal with OA pages,
so our subscribers end up with more papers
than we could otherwise afford to publish.
Our circumstances are such that OA papers
seem unlikely to lower subscriptions or cause
a bounce effect, but maybe that surprise is in
the future.
4. We compose the journal in-house via Adobe
Creative Suite.
5. We allow OA authors to choose a CC-BY or
CC-BY-NC-ND type of license if they want
or need that option (or they can stick with
our normal license).
MARCH 2016

6. We have an archive where authors can obtain
their “accepted manuscript” 12 months
post-publication to help them comply
with any Green OA funder requirements.
However, if they need a CC license and/or
immediate OA they must pay the APF.
It quickly became apparent that authors are not
always fully aware of their funder requirements,
whether for OA or licensure needs. After needing
to work with several authors to redo their licenses
and/or change their paper to or from OA, we
added explicit information at several checkpoints
and help files. One key email was created that we
send very quickly after the editor has accepted
the paper and it explicitly asks authors to check
their funder requirements. We are also trying to
flag all UK papers and send a second letter that
is very explicit about UK funder requirements.
Our website even has an informational grid and
case study examples. After still more trouble with
last-minute switches, our Council approved our
request that we could charge a “change fee”—if
the authors need to change things a week or more
after the proof stage, then it will cost more. Our
letters and information were updated to supply a
specific warning of this. Immediately the requests
for last-minute changes have decreased.
One early challenge to sort out was that we cannot place the OA paper into an issue before the
fee has been paid, yet the fee cannot be paid until
the authors have the proofs. So instead of exporting directly to an issue from our peer-review system to our production database—the excellent
eJournalPress Journal Production System—the
papers now go to “inventory” where all the tasks
including delivery of the proof to the author can
be completed. Since there are also odd-ball papers
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in “inventory,” we quickly realized the OA papers
needed to be identified very clearly with an icon.
We chose an OA in a circle. Now we could see at
a glance exactly which papers are OA, and this was
great. But then we realized that it wasn’t clear at
a glance who had paid or not. So a red OA means
waiting for payment and a green OA means paid,
and we move the green ones into a specific issue.
This small tweak has brought us great clarity—
this might be the most practical tip—to know at
a glance which papers are OA and if their APFs
have been paid or not.
Then we discovered the biggest surprise of all
regarding OA. Maybe everyone else knows this
but we were shocked. While authors, of course,
want to publish as quickly as possible, their
accounting departments take a leisurely 30 days
upon receipt—or more—to pay. And they often
need reminding—we are not set up to deal directly
with accounting departments, but we hear from
the authors who are eager to know what issue they
are landing in. So ultimately we had to set up a
“chaser” task to send the author reminder notes
to get their accounting people to pay. Dealing
only with the authors has simplified matters
greatly and makes the situation clear to them. Our
own accounting people—a walk down the hallway since we are a very small organization—let us
know immediately upon receipt of payment so we
can turn that paper’s icon to “green,” queue it for
a specific issue, and also so we do not send a chaser
to someone who doesn’t need it.
In terms of composition, while we have had an
OA symbol to identify papers for years, it turns
out that metadata regarding the fact of OA and
the specifics of the license the authors are using is
necessary. To make a long horrible metadata story
short, Adobe Bridge is a program that comes with
Creative Suite and has a metadata view and metadata templates. Once we set up the templates,
we established a step in the composition finalizing process where each paper is checked and the
proper metadata applied. Now applying metadata
just takes a few minutes at most. We host the
online files on our own site, but also on two other
websites, thus communication about which papers
are OA and what rights they allow has become
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a routine part of the delivery memo. Of course,
many journals do simplify the rights problem by
mandating that all OA papers are CC-BY, but our
society feels that authors should have more choice
than that in what rights they allow.
In fact, one little thing we do that I suggest
might be useful is that if the author chooses
CC-BY or CC-BY-NC-ND, we add letters to the
paper’s DOI. Five years or 50 years from now,
whoever needs the information will know at a
glance. This also acts as a final check on the whole
metadata situation.
Since the papers do not queue with an issue
until nearly the end, in the meantime the paper
files and forms live on a centrally located shelf.
Remembering to move the files—both physically
and electronically—from their “unpaid” location
to their issue assignment is a surprisingly complex
task and my assistant actually created a checklist
noting who does or checks on what. For example, it turns out that the metadata of the preprint
needs to be amended once the issue is known—an
easy item to forget. Another example is updating
the original manuscript submission system with
the final issue assignment. In fact, there is no way
on that system to note a temporary assignment so
we have to create a fake issue to put OA papers
in temporarily—we don’t want to have the fake
issues enduring longer than they need to. We want
everything to reflect the same proper information
and be shipshape.
Our most recent experiment is creating a “calendar” just for OA papers for staff reminders to
be triggered and notes to be centralized. We are
using a Basecamp calendar but likely any calendar
might work. This could be an over-abundance of
caution, but as OA grows from more than one or
two papers at a time, it might be useful.
Finally, we asked eJournalPress for a couple of
query reports so we can pull information about
the amount of papers that are OA and so on. The
reports are something that I suspect are going to
be more useful in the future—will we hold steady
at 6%? So far 2016 seems to be trending that way.
Tracking the uptake of OA will be important.
So we’re ready now for the next surprise in
publishing!
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Open Access: Who Pays
By Pippa Smart (ORCiD 0000-0002-5528-4704)
Publishing Consultant and Editor-in-Chief of Learned Publishing
Pippa.smart@gmail.com

Research and dissemination of findings is an
expensive business. It costs time, money, and
effort from a wide range of players. Unfortunately
funding for research tends to ignore the cost of
distribution and relies on institutional or market
forces to make findings public.
So what does publication cost? And is the
cost much cheaper for Open Access (OA)? The
answer to the first question has been considered
by various researchers, but none has identified
an absolute figure—and certainly not one that is
accepted by academia, funders, publishers, and
researchers. The answer to the second question
may be that there is less difference than many
think.
The subscription model (which is a surprisingly
recent business model) appears to have a simple
funding source: library budgets. However this
ignores income from advertising, membership
fees, special sales, personal subscriptions, author
charges such as colour and excess length fees,
and a range of other income-generating activities
which are variously used to add to the net profit or
reduce the subscription price. And it is important
to recognize that these other funding sources frequently apply to OA journals as well.

Are OA Journals Cheaper to Produce and
Distribute?
Estimates about the savings of publishing OA vary
considerably. In 2012 Bernstein Research analyst
Claudio Aspesi issued a report about the potential
financial risk of OA to Elsevier. In it he estimated
that if Elsevier moved wholesale to OA funded by
article processing charges (APCs), it would reduce
costs by 12%. His report and the possible cost
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savings were then discussed by Richard Poynder
on his blog Open & Shut.
The cost to libraries may also reduce as there
will no longer be a need to negotiate purchases.
However this may be offset by other direct and
indirect costs such as managing APCs. There are
also moves for universities to launch their own OA
journals to replace the subscription ones, and the
library is often seen as a key support service for
such in-house publications, which may increase its
costs.

The Costs for Libraries
The library has traditionally been the central curator of information within an academic or research
institute.
With Gold OA journals the payment of APCs
has frequently been delegated to the library, often
through the allocation of a budget which is available for faculty to draw upon. The ideal is that payments of APCs will be offset through reduction in
subscription charges, although currently we are in
a transition period and costs are not only failing to
reduce, but may be actually increasing.
In addition to individual APC payments, libraries have also negotiated bulk deals with publishers.
For example institutions can pay a “membership
fee” to BioMed Central, which is based on the
number of articles from the institution in the previous year and covers all charges for the current
year, regardless of how many articles from the
institution are published.
Libraries have also sought to avoid double dipping incurred by paying full subscription prices for
hybrid journals. Hybrid journals are subscription
based, but allow individual articles to be published OA with payment of an APC. The theory
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is that once a journal reaches a critical number
of OA articles it can flip into Gold (as Nature
Communications did in early 2015). However for
the majority of hybrid journals it appears that they
are not receiving sufficient OA articles to allow
them to flip.
One of the first publishers to publicly announce
a package to avoid double dipping was the Royal
Society of Chemistry in 2012, with its Gold for
Gold program that reduced subscription charges
for UK institutions according to the number
of APCs they paid. More recently Elsevier has
announced an agreement with the consortium
of libraries in The Netherlands that allows any
researcher from the country to publish OA in any
Elsevier hybrid journal without paying an APC.
The cost is bundled into the subscription price paid
by The Netherlands consortium for ScienceDirect
journals. Other publishers such as Springer also
have similar models (Springer recently announced
an agreement with JISC, the main UK library
consortium, which will waive hybrid journal APCs
for all UK academics).

Green OA
The alternative to making journals OA is to use
repositories as an underlying source of articles
(often not available with the CC-BY license but
under noncommercial licenses). Under this model,
the libraries continue to pay for subscription journals and the additional costs of establishing and
maintaining the repository are also borne by the
library, or by another body. If this model does
become prevalent then it will increase the cost of
OA since there is a certain amount of “doubling
up” of archiving and access.
It is worth questioning whether, if all articles
appear freely in repositories, libraries will continue
to pay for subscription journals. Librarians say that
they will, although a small survey undertaken by
ALPSP in 2012 found otherwise.
There are two main types of repository: institutional and cross-institutional (or disciplinary).
The institutional repository is usually funded
through the institution’s library budget. The
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cost of such repositories appears to range from
almost nothing to hundreds of thousands of
dollars. I was recently privy to a university’s plan
for establishing a data repository (note, these are
more complex beasts than article-based repositories) in which the budget request was in excess of
$1.5 million for establishing it, with ongoing costs
close to $1 million—but this is far higher than
most universities are stating publicly. In addition
it should be noted that the return on investment
of these institutional repositories is often reduced
by low take up amongst faculty with low levels of
deposit.
The cost of disciplinary repositories is often supported by governmental agencies. As an example,
three of the largest repositories, PubMed Central
(PMC), ArXiv.org, and RePEc (Research Papers
in Economics), demonstrate three different funding models.
PMC is funded by the US National Institutes
of Health (NIH). The annual cost is in the region
of $4.5 million and is discussed in detail within a
2013 post on the Scholarly Kitchen blog.
ArXiv.org is run out of Cornell and although
they initially supported it entirely, a new business plan is spreading the cost. ArXiv.org
receives the majority of its funding from Cornell
University Library ($75,000 annually) and the
Simons Foundation ($50,000 annually plus fund-
matching of member fees up to $300,000 each
year). Other funding comes from 186 members
from over 20 countries, each of which has committed to a 5-year funding grant of between
$1,500–$3,000 annually.
RePEc is apparently run for no money, relying
exclusively on volunteers. It relies on publishers
to index their content directly into RePE and to
host the metadata on their http or ftp site, so that
publishers bear some of the costs of delivering the
repository information.

The Money Flow
Whilst it is likely that if the world moves to OA it
will provide global net savings on the cost of access
to research publications, it will not necessarily
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save money for everyone. In the short term, for
example, there are restructuring costs: the 2012
UK Finch report estimated that transitioning to
OA would cost the United Kingdom £40-£50
million.
In the longer term, consider the position of the
disciplinary repositories. These include content
from all over the world and serve researchers from
all countries; however, they are often based and
funded within one country. Therefore the financial burden is being borne in one location for the
benefit of others. This is at the core of all OA funding, and is in direct opposition to any common
market model for goods and services—under the
subscription model the payor only pays for goods
and services that are for the sole use (and benefit) of the payor. That wealthier institutions and
countries will commit to supporting altruistic initiatives for the global good can only be beneficial,

however the changes to the flow of money must
not be ignored.
If funding for OA moves from the consumer to
the creator/curator there will be major changes
to the flow of money between countries. For
example the United Kingdom is a net exporter of
information, and a change to funding OA publishing is likely to cost the country more than currently (if the total cost/charge remains the same).
Whilst the UK government is currently supportive
of OA and of higher transitional costs, any funding
will come under threat when economic conditions
require savings, and a cost that is not deemed to
be of direct national benefit may be more vulnerable than others.
We can only hope that the promise of global
benefits will determine the future of all publishing
models and that the overall cost of creation and
access will be reduced in the future.

ISMTE Awards 2016
ISMTE is excited to announce that from February 1st to June 17th we are inviting nominations for
the three ISMTE Awards. These awards will be presented at the North American and European
Conferences where the winners will also receive a credit for either membership or registration to
next year’s ISMTE meeting.
The categories are:
• ISMTE Award for Excellence
• ISMTE Award for Achievement or Innovation
• ISMTE Jason Roberts Founder’s Award
Visit the ISMTE Awards page for more information!
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Open Access at Ubiquity Press: Low Cost, High Quality
By Tim Wakeford (ORCiD 0000-0002-7445-9311)
Editorial Manager
Ubiquity Press

Ubiquity Press
Started in 2012 by researchers from University
College London, Ubiquity Press retains its founding aim: to make low-cost Open Access (OA) a
viable and sustainable publishing option for all
academic disciplines. Four years down the line and
the platform (now developed into the Ubiquity
Partner Network, see below) publishes a growing
portfolio of over 50 journals, has released 36 OA
books, and supports a number of university-based
partner presses, as well as over 320 hosted journals,
many from the developing world. This growth has
been established through 100% OA content, with
publication charges that are considerably lower
than alternatives from large publishers.
The need for low-cost OA options became
apparent through the growing awareness that
the dominant publishing model was often not
adequately serving authors, readers, the societies
sponsoring many of the journals, or the institutions that supported their staff’s research.1 The
shift of power—from the creators of research
and the readership, to the publisher—appeared
to leave academics with unsatisfactory publishing
options.
Ubiquity Press was established as an alternative
to legacy publishers that were taking funds from
research institutions whilst keeping research output at arm’s length from the general public and
a large proportion of the academic community
via high fees for both subscriptions and OA. At
Ubiquity Press, we promote viable alternative
models, forcing the discussion on the accessibility
of knowledge and the costs associated with such
access into the open. By being open about what
we offer, and how publishing tasks contribute to
fees, we hope that the high charges imposed by
1
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For more background information, see http://
chronicle.com/blogs/profhacker/ubiquity/43312.

some publishers can be challenged (or justified).
In doing so, we hope to reduce publishing costs
across the board, whilst increasing the availability
of knowledge.
A core element of the company ethos has been
transparency in our costs and services. By being
open we hope that other publishers will follow
suit, thus rebuilding trust in the publishing industry and encouraging other publishers to reduce
their OA fees. An example of such transparency
is the way in which our article processing charge
(APC) has been calculated and made public (see
Figure 1). Whilst the total APC and exact breakdown varies from journal to journal, depending
on their requirements, we show roughly what it
costs to publish a specific article, what additional
costs are needed to run that particular journal,
and what further costs need to be taken into
account to allow for the more general running of
the business. Being open on these issues from the
start, we gain trust from our journals and their
authorship. This ensures that we stay accountable
to our authors and readers. Initial seed funding
helped establish and grow the volume of publications in order to avoid having high APCs in the
early years of operating. After consistent growth
across our services, the publishing model now
supports itself through APCs (and book processing charges [BPCs] for books). At present our
average APC is £300, compared to the £1,000£2,000 for APCs in journals run by some large
publishers (one 2014 study2 showed an average
of $1,418/£985 across all OA journals.
2

Björk B, Solomon D. Developing an effective market for open access article processing charges.
Wellcome Trust. http://www.wellcome.ac.uk/
s t e l l e n t / g r o u p s / c o r p o r a t e s i t e / @ p o l i c y _
communications/documents/web_document/
wtp055910.pdf. Accessed February 5, 2016.
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Figure 1. APC breakdown.

Being open about costs does not, of course,
necessarily equate to low cost. Inefficiency can,
for example, greatly increase the costs without
added value or profit being made. As our earliest
publications came from the humanities and social
sciences, an area without great access to publication funds, it was apparent from the start that we
could only add costs where we could demonstrably
add value, and from there we would negotiate to
get the best value possible. By employing a staff of
OA enthusiasts with a wealth of publishing experience in both open and closed access, the processes, workflows, and services experienced at big
publishers were scrutinised, trimmed of “waste,”
and applied to our model, meaning costs could
remain low but with structures and suppliers equal
to larger operations. Applying such methods also
ensures that processes are scalable, so that growth
does not require large or sudden adjustments to
workflows or costs.

Platform Development
An important element that kept our publication
costs low is that our online platform was based on
the open-source journal platform, Open Journal
Systems (OJS). Being an established and widely
MARCH 2016

used system meant that we could rely on a secure,
functional, and stable platform that would provide
online journal management without having to pay
an external provider, as is done at many publishers, or devote significant in-house development
time to create and maintain a new system. Instead,
we have been able to utilise, develop, and extend
the OJS software to fit our own needs. In practical terms this has meant that the financial costs of
maintaining a platform during the early stages of
the company—when it was growing in both the
number of users and the number of features—
has been significantly lower when compared with
alternative approaches.
The core elements of OJS have provided the
full journal workflow. Our additional add-ons
have been able to enhance the user experience
through an improved layout and new features,
such as continuous publication and better visibility of submissions through the editorial workflow.
As the platform evolved, a new front end was also
developed to attach to the OJS workflow system,
so that we have more control over article display
after publication. As well as providing a modern
and clean interface, this has allowed us to introduce a range of features, including social media
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integration and article commenting, enhanced
publication metrics, online annotation and sharing
of notes, ORCID integration, a dyslexic-friendly
text option, and functionality to easily share
publications.
Now that we can afford to, we are ready to
replace the system’s back end to give us greater
control and produce journals that are more scalable and useful for editors, for instance, providing greater automation. We will, however, remain
compatible with the OJS architecture in order to
allow customers to easily join or leave the platform. When existing software was already available
and could provide such features then we integrated these into our platform rather than developed them ourselves to eliminate development
costs and maintain the low APC.3 By having no
legacy platform to work around, when in-house
development is required we are able to work with
modern programming languages that facilitate
rapid development time, contributing to the overall reduction in business costs.

Journal Services
Each journal receives full support from an
in-house member of our editorial department,
with an Editorial Manager assigned as a direct
contact for editorial teams. Through regular correspondence and meetings with Editors-in-Chief
(mostly via phone/Skype—to keep travel costs
low), our staff can help to efficiently develop the
journal so that the editors can concentrate on
acquiring submissions and organising peer review.
This can range from the practical tasks of author
assistance, advising on data repositories, or setting
up mailing lists, to the more investigative, such
as analysing possible plagiarised content (articles
are automatically screened by CrossCheck upon
submission), ensuring that COPE guidelines are
being followed, marketing advice, and examining
journal usage data. The Editorial Manager’s role
3
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External services currently integrated into the system include https://hypothes.is/ for online annotation, https://disqus.com/ for article commenting,
http://orcid.org/ for author integration, and www.
sharethis.com for article sharing.

is therefore to support the journal and its editorial
team where the need lies.
As the platform has expanded, so have the
options that we offer. Each journal has its own
needs, so a modular service is available for journals
to choose from, ranging from simple journal hosting through to full management, with the costs
involved equating to the services being provided.
If an intermediate service is required then we provide a menu of options (editorial support, typesetting, copyediting, DOI registration, indexing,
etc.), along with a price. This again stems back
to the notion that we charge only for the services
being used and where value is being added.

OA Books
Ubiquity Press have also pushed for the establishment of OA academic books by applying the
journal concepts into book management. With
an average BPC of around £4,000 (the equivalent of three to four average APCs), projects
are calculated on their content (predominately
their word count and number of images/tables)
and a clear understanding of what tasks will be
required.4 All books are peer reviewed; however,
if services such as copyediting, embedded index
creation, image editing, etc., are required, then
these costs will be identified at the beginning of
the project so that the services and the costs are
clear to all parties.
Our standard processes offer free to read book
formats in PDF, epub, Mobi, and an in-browser
reading tool. Print copies are, however, still available to buy via print-on-demand services that can
generate a copy of the book within hours of an
order being completed through the normal retail
channels. In this way, we can offer a print service,
which for books is still in demand, without the
need for large investment in print runs and warehousing costs, which would increase the BPC. As
we recoup our costs via the BPC, we are also in
the novel position of offering authors/editors the
possibility of increased royalties from print sales.
Although details vary between projects, authors
4

See www.ubiquitypress.com/site/publish/ - bookprocessing-charges for a full list of available services.
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Figure 2. Ubiquity Partner Network.

are able to negotiate a return of up to 80% of
the income after costs from their book’s sales,
or alternatively nominate to direct this income
into our BPC waiver fund to help authors without access to funding, an option that is a popular
choice.

Ubiquity Partner Network
One significant growth has been that of the
Ubiquity Partner Network (UPN), which utilises all of the services offered above but allows
university presses to use the technology and
services to operate efficiently and sustainably.5
Partner presses retain full branding and have
independence as publishers; however, the shared
services and support we provide mean that they
have a ready-made OA platform that can display and promote the press’ output in a modern and stable environment. The upshot is that
the press can concentrate on providing a quality
service to authors whilst we take care of all of

the standard “business as usual” (see Figure 2).
Although there are setup charges and an annual
fee for a partner to join the network, these are
banded and modularised so that those wishing
to use more services pay for that increase, allowing smaller presses to operate on a lower budget.
Because the development and maintenance costs
of the platform are distributed across a larger
network, the annual fees are far cheaper than
if the institution were to maintain and develop
a platform of its own. We are therefore able to
support large, existing university presses in their
transition to an online, OA platform,6 as well as
help to create, set up, and develop completely
new presses from individual institutions, or even
collaborative presses.7
One large benefit that we hope to develop is the
sharing of ideas, experience, and expertise between

6
7

5

For more information see www.ubiquitypress.com/
site/partners.
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For example, University of California Press, see www.
collabraoa.org and www.luminosoa.org.
For example, Open Library of Humanities (www
.openlibhums.org), Stockholm University Press
(www.stockholmuniversitypress.se), or Uopen (www
.uopenjournals.org).
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members of the network, so that they can all contribute to the sustainable and developmental nature
of the group. This could simply be from advice on
an editorial question or providing a wider network
of potential review sources, through to helping to
develop a technical innovation that then becomes
available to all of the presses.
Hopefully it is clear that we endeavour to be
as flexible as possible to the needs of authors,
editors, and readers, whilst developing a business

strategy that allows for a low-cost but sustainable
platform. Through APCs and BPCs, alongside
other revenue streams such as annual fees from
partner presses, we have demonstrated that OA
publishing does not have to cost vast amounts.
We acknowledge of course that there is no single, perfect solution for the transition to OA,
and are always looking to make the model more
adaptable.

Resources You Can Use: ISMTE Discussion Forum
By Adam Etkin
ISMTE Board Member
A Discussion Forum, sometimes also referred to as an Internet Forum or a Message Board, is a section on a website where users can ask questions and engage in conversations by posting messages.
A Discussion Forum differs from commenting on blogs in that anyone can ask a unique question,
post a topic they think is of interest to other members, or enter into an existing conversation that
interests them.
The ISMTE Discussion Forum is available to all registered ISMTE members and is a great
resource to get and stay connected to a network of peers, publishers, vendors, and potential clients
and employers.
While to some a discussion forum might seem “old fashioned” in this day and age of Skype,
Social Media, and YouTube, there is no denying that a message board is still an excellent resource
that allows participants to learn from the experience of other members and get involved in a thriving organization such as ISMTE.
Within the Discussion Forum, you have two levels of subscription options:
A. Discussion Forum Level: You’ll be notified when new topics are added to the forum.
B. Topic Level: You’ll be notified when new comments are made to a specific topic.
You can also subscribe to the Forum Digest. This will send a single email every month containing all recent forum activity.
The ISMTE Discussion Forum has seen more usage recently and there have been some really
interesting conversations on a variety of topics and questions. Recent controversies about ethics
and peer review and the role of editors are being discussed and questions about industry vendors
and trends are being asked and answered. Make sure you check it out!
To access the forum simply follow these steps:
1. Visit www.ismte.org and login as a member.
2. View the “Resources” link in the top navigation menu and click on “Discussion Forum.”
3. On this page you will find some information about the forum as well as directions on how to
subscribe to the forum.
4. Obviously there is also a link to enter the forum, where all the action is!
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Transferring Manuscripts Between Publications in Editorial Manager
By Michael Di Natale (Business Systems Analyst; ORCiD 0000-0002-0136-5875), Alison
McGonagle-O’Connell (Marketing Manager; ORCiD 0000-0002-9032-3983), and Kathleen
Horgan (Key Account Manager; ORCiD 0000-0002-1804-3311)
Aries Systems
As organizations look to keep submissions within
their own publication ecosystems, the need for a
seamless and straightforward transfer of metadata,
submission files, and review information across
publications has become more and more apparent. In anticipation of rising market demand, Aries
Systems Corporation has built numerous pieces
of functionality into Editorial Manager (EM) in
support of editorial workflows which may result
in a submission being transferred from one publication to another. Iterations on transfer functionality through subsequent releases have created a
robust and flexible set of options which allow submissions to move seamlessly between publications
using EM as well as additional platforms.

Why Transfer?
Transferring a submission has benefits for both
authors and publications. Authors have, in transfer, the opportunity to move their submissions to
more appropriate publications where their work
may be published instead of declined. Meanwhile,
publishers can take good science and find a more
appropriate home for it within their stable of publications, rather than reject it outright because it
doesn’t fit into the narrow area of interest for a
specific publication. Both parties benefit when
previously provided materials and metadata,
as well as prior reviews, can be carried over so
that time isn’t wasted on data re-entry during
resubmission.

Flexible Process
When it comes to transfer, no two implementations will be identical. To meet the needs of users
EM allows transfers between publications using
EM as well as between EM and non-EM destinations. The metadata for these submissions remains
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portable and there’s no restriction (other than an
author’s patience) on the number of times a submission could be transferred from one publication
to another. These configuration options exist at
both the system level and the user-role level, allowing diversity within a publication’s workflow.
In EM, transfers can occur before or after the
peer-review process. This allows the Editorial
Office to immediately send new submissions that
won’t be considered for publication to other journals. When a submission is identified for transfer prior to peer review, transferring publications
don’t spend time reviewing, and authors aren’t
made to wait for a rejection. On the other side
of peer review, transfers can occur once an editor
has made a decision, which allows the time and
resources invested by a publication into a submission to carry over to the recipient publication in
the form of the collected data and files, as well
as existing reviews. How the transfer is handled
will depend on the journal’s transfer workflow and
how related configurations are set by a publication’s administrators.
Each publication enabled for a transfer workflow is configured with a selection of approved
publications from which the journal sends and
receives transfer submissions. Journals making the
transfer can choose to give the author the option
to accept the transfer, and may even opt to allow
the author to choose the destination, either from
the entire list of available publications or just a
subset (Figure 1). In this scenario, the manuscript
will be listed as rejected if the author declines the
transfer.
Further administrative options allow the transfer offer made to the author to expire after a customized number of days, enabling publications to
keep their queues clear if an author is unresponsive. Publications wishing to conduct transfers
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Figure 1. Sample transfer submission screen in EM.

immediately configure the option to transfer a
submission without asking for permission from
the author. In this case, a staff member or editor
at the publication is able to select any of the available destinations and send the submission, along
with its files and metadata, instantly. While the
publication is free to make this decision and take
action, alerting authors to this potential outcome
ahead of time through the publication’s submission instructions or guidelines is advisable as in
most cases it will prevent the author from feeling
blindsided by the change in venue.
When the transfer occurs between EM sites,
regardless of whether the author or editorial staff
has approved and sent the transfer, the system
works to ensure a smooth handoff between publications. The transfer process carries over as much
data as possible from the source to the destination
publication. The system will identify the corresponding author’s account in the destination journal, or will create an account if it doesn’t already
exist. Data from custom fields and questionnaires
are matched to corresponding fields in the recipient journal’s workflow. Administrators can go so
far as to configure custom identifiers to match
fields across publications, or otherwise can opt to
rely on exact text matches on the custom field’s
label. When the submission itself arrives, it is available to the editorial staff in a separate “Transferred
Submissions” folder within the main menu. The
recipient journal’s staff can review it before further
action is taken. The publication can push the submission right into their workflow, or if required
information needed within the recipient journal’s
unique workflow is missing, send it back to the
author to complete before review begins.
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This system ensures that individual publications
are in control of all transfer submissions that come
through their queues. Publications are under no
obligation to accept the submission, and are free
to transfer them along to another publication.
Transfers occurring outside of EM package the
metadata as XML using industry standards, such
as Journal Article Tag Suite (JATS), in order to
ensure the data will be reliable regardless of where
it is sent.

Portable Peer Review
One of the more recent additions to EM’s transfer capabilities is portable peer review, which has
become more important as more publications
begin to offer open peer review, and need to provide access to prior reviews. Transfers in EM can
incorporate the reviewer’s comments and ratings
when configured to do so by a site’s administrators.
On an EM site offering portable peer review,
reviewers can be prompted with authorization
questions within the review form in order to permit the publication to transfer their reviews, and
clarify which information is included when reviews
are transferred (Figure 2). Reviewers are asked for
consent to include their identifying information
with the transfer, consent to include the review in
the transfer, and consent to publish the review in a
pre-publication history, if the destination journal
is conducting open peer review.
The transfer process will provide reviewer information from all versions of the submission transferred, but only if the reviewers have agreed to
transfer their information and/or reviews to the
receiving publication. The transferred information
is available from a “View Transferred Information”
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Figure 2. Sample transfer authorization screen in EM.

link, which is available to users when accessing the
transferred submission. If a reviewer has agreed
to transfer a review, information culled from the
original publication’s database is made available,
including the recommendation term, overall manuscript rating, date reviewer invited, date review
completed, reviewer’s responses to the transfer
authorization questions, custom review questions and responses, manuscript rating questions,
reviewer blind comments to author, reviewer confidential comments to editor, and any files attached
to the review by the reviewer (Figure 3). In transfer to non-EM sites, this data is included in the
XML packaged and exported with source files.

permissions can be given to additional users to
work with transfers if necessary.
Once transfer is enabled, a publication can continue to add transfer partners, should additional publications need to participate. New custom fields will
also be incorporated into transfers as they are added
to a publication’s configurations. Administrators
can take care to match these new fields to existing
fields in other publications using custom meta identifiers, and are free to move and reuse these identifiers as custom fields are changed or discontinued.

Suggested Practices
With a number of configuration options, deciding on an initial approach can be challenging. If a
publisher and/or publication is interested in enabling a transfer workflow, the first step is to discuss
the process with partners and agree on workflow
particulars before attempting to configure the
functionality. Once a decision has been made to
proceed, enabling the functionality takes only
minutes, allowing use to begin immediately.
In EM, great care was taken during the design
and implementation of this functionality to ensure
publications have the greatest amount of flexibility to support diverse workflows. At the introduction of a transfer workflow, the ability to transfer
and receive transferred submissions may be best
left to a limited number of staff or editors, in
order to track, process, and identify any issues in
the workflow as it is rolled out. Changes to EM
configurations can be made on the fly, and if those
overseeing the transfers begin to see bottlenecks,
adjustment can be made quickly. Once the process is working in a way the staff is happy with,
MARCH 2016

Figure 3. Sample components of a review to be transferred.
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Open Access in China: Policies and
Practices
By Ding Zuoqi, PhD (China Pharmaceutical University,
Nanjing, China) and Yan Shuai, PhD (Tsinghua
University Press, Beijing, China)

Policies Associated With Open Access
in China
There has been Chinese involvement in Open
Access (OA) publishing since the beginnings
of the movement. In May 2004, Professor
Yongxiang Lu (then the President of the Chinese
Academy of Sciences [CAS]) and Professor Yiyu
Chen (President of the National Natural Science
Foundation of China [NSFC] from 2004 to 2013),
signed the Berlin Declaration on Open Access to
Knowledge in the Sciences and Humanities on
behalf of CAS and NSFC, respectively. A year
later, the International Conference on Policies
and Strategies for Open Access to Scientific
Information was held in Beijing. In October 2010,
the Berlin 8 Conference was jointly staged by CAS
and the Max Planck Society in Beijing.
China Open Access Week has been held
each year since 2012, the same year the China
Institutional Repository Implementation Group
was assembled. May 2014 saw declarations by
CAS and NSFC on OA implementation. The CAS
declaration applies to investigators and graduate students of CAS and its affiliated institutions
and their publicly funded research projects, stipulating that the corrected proof of each research
article published in an academic journal should
be stored in their institutions’ repositories, and
all articles should be OA within 12 months following publication. The NSFC declaration is similar, except that these rules apply to work totally
or partly funded by the NSFC, and the article
should be deposited in NSFC’s repository. These
two declarations are a positive step in the progress
of OA, and a supplementary form of OA publication. However, to date, there are no national
OA polices and no Right to Information Act has
been issued by the National People’s Congress
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of the People’s Republic of China and its standing committee, indicating the remarkably lagging
development and implementation of China’s OA
policy. In addition, the problem of expense in the
operation of OA journals has become a major barrier to publication of such journals in China.

OA Platforms in China
Academic and Government-Sponsored Sites

China Open Access Journals (COAJ, www.oaj.
cas.cn), formerly known as the CAS platform for
open access to scientific journals (CAS-COAJ),
is an academic website for OA scientific literature resources that is supervised by CAS and that
launched in October 2010. As one of the national
press and publication reform and development
projects, COAJ is a non-profit platform that was
created by the Science Press on behalf of CAS.
This website aims to develop standard guidelines,
display operation practices, integrate currently
available publication resources of OA journals in
China, and promote the sharing of Chinese scientific and research information. As a normative platform for open access to journals in China, COAJ
is currently exploring the operation pattern for
sustainable development. All journals joining this
platform are classified into 4 grades according to
the level of sharing: grade A, articles are immediately accessible on the platform following publication; grade B, articles are accessible 6–12 months
after publication; grade C, the title, author list,
affiliations, abstract, keywords, and financial support for the articles are displayed on the platform,
and the full text can be read and downloaded
from the journal website; and grade D, the platform only displays the OA journal information. To
date, there are approximately 400 journals on the
website.
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Sciencepaper Online is a website of scientific
and technical papers approved by the Ministry
of Education and sponsored by its Science and
Technology Development Center that aims to
solve the widespread problems of the difficulty
in paper publication and narrow channels for
academic communication, and to achieve rapid
and highly efficient transformation of scientific
research accomplishments into concrete progress.
May 2010 saw the launch of a platform (http://
oa.paper.edu.cn)
integrating
Sciencepaper
Online–Online Open Access resources; this site
brings together the national and international
resources of papers published in OA journals and
OA warehousing information in all disciplines.
The website includes both preprints and articles
from multiple journals, and covers the disciplines
of natural sciences, engineering technology, medical sciences, agricultural sciences, and humanities
and social sciences. After authors submit manuscripts to the website, they are edited and published as preprints after passing initial review. If
authors agree to peer review, the manuscript will
be given a star rating following peer review. All
manuscripts contributed to Sciencepaper Online
should be unpublished, with their copyrights
belonging to manuscript’s authors; after posting,
the manuscripts can be contributed to other journals. As of December 2015, the site had indexed
a total of 85,411 preprints, 92,502 papers from
“excellent scholars,” 31,255 papers from “self-
recommended scholars,” and 1,267,798 articles
that had been published in “traditional” scientific
and technical journals.
Journal Networks

The Chinese Optics Journal Network was built by
several presses led by the Chinese Laser Press. To
date, a total of 51 journals have joined the network, including over 30 journals with OA publication on this platform (www.opticsjournal.
net). Since it began operation in May 2004, more
than 250,000 full-text articles and over 350,000
abstracts have been added to the website. There
are an average of over 100,000 accesses daily, and
over 30 million accesses annually, with 30% of
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traffic coming from overseas readers. Other than
the journal resources, this platform also provides
information on conferences and exhibitions, training programs, products, and services. The Chinese
Optics Journal Network platform aims to build a
stable of the best photoelectric journals and to be
the most authoritative website related to the photoelectric industry in China.
The Chinese Geoscience Journal Network
(www.geojournals.cn) is sponsored by the
Professional Committee of Geological Science and
Technology Journals of the Geological Society of
China. A total of 250 journals have joined this
network as of December 2015, including 26 OA
journals. The website attracts a large number of
overseas readers from over 20 countries, including
the United States, Japan, Germany, the United
Kingdom, Australia, Canada, and Russia, and
overseas traffic to the website increases day by day.
Journals Developing Their Own Platforms or Using
Commercial OA Channels

An alternative to joining an OA journal network
is for journals to develop custom websites. About
half of all OA journals in China use one of these
two routes. Most journals with custom websites
use a commercial journal publication and management system. Currently, Beijing Magtech
Science & Technology Development Co., Ltd.
(www.magtech.com.cn), E-tiller (www.e-tiller.
com), and Samson (www.samsoncn.com) are the
three most widely used systems for manuscript
management; all offer journal search and allow
reader registration and personalized accounts.
For example, in 2015 Tsinghua University Press
collaborated with Magtech to build a network
platform (www.tsinghuajournals.com) hosting
the new OA title, Translational Neuroscience and
Clinics (www.tncjournal.com).
In the context of limited funds and technology/system maintenance staff, and especially the
limited spreading speed and extent of their own
platforms, a collaborative approach is an important strategy for Chinese journals. Some Englishlanguage journals promote OA processes through
collaboration with international publishers like

Editorial Office News www.ismte.org

23

Open Access in China: Policies and Practices

ARTICLE

Elsevier, Springer, Nature Publishing Group, etc.
For example, Light: Science & Applications was
founded in 2012 in a collaboration between a
Chinese research institute and Nature Publishing
Group. The 2014 Impact Factor of Light is 14.603,
making it top-ranked among all SCI-indexed journals in China. Since 2012 Tsinghua Science and
Technology (TST ) has been co-publishing OA content on the platform IEEE Xplore.
Commercial OA Publishers

A number of companies are involved in OA publishing in China. Baishideng Publishing Group,
founded in 2010, is a high-quality publisher of
journals in basic and clinical medicine. It currently
publishes 42 print or online journals (of which 41
are English-language), including 14 journals that
have been indexed in PubMed or the Directory
of Open Access Journals. Baishideng has its own
platform for journal publication. All manuscripts
submitted to its journals receive international
peer review, and all publication occurs via an
APC-supported OA model, with CC BY-NC-SA
licensing. World Journal of Gastroenterology, the
most important journal of Baishideng Publishing
Group, is indexed in SCI Expanded, with a 2014
Impact Factor of 2.369.
Other APC-supported Chinese OA publishers
include the Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing
Institute (MDPI), founded by Chinese scholar
Shukun Lin in June 2010; it is headquartered in
Switzerland, with offices in Beijing and Wuhan,
China (the Beijing office was registered under
the name of Doubu (Beijing) Technology Service
Company in 2008). Currently, MDPI publishes
over 130 OA journals—including 27 that are
SCI indexed—covering almost all STM disciplines. Since the company’s founding, more than
47,000 articles have been published, with 12,400
articles published in 2014. Scientific Research
Publishing (SCIRP), founded by Dr. Huaibei
Zhou in the United States in 2007, currently features over 240 English-language OA journals,
and Hans Publishers (founded in 2011 and registered under the name of Wuhan Irvine Culture &
Communication Co., Ltd.), presently publishes
160 Chinese OA journals. Despite not being in
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the DOAJ, MDPI and SCIRP have become more
and more active and “influential” in China, and to
some extent, “worldwide.”

Problems Facing OA in China
Currently, little progress has been made in OA
practices in China except on the national level, a
situation that is due to several problems:
• Since there is a lack of definite policy support
and industry guidelines, most stakeholders
are currently waiting for the national policy.
• The currently available OA platforms suffer
from inadequate storage and a shortage of
manuscript submissions, challenging their
ability to survive and become stronger.
• Traditional and OA journals alike need to
increase international visibility and academic
recognition, and have difficulty attracting
original, high-quality manuscripts.
• The current OA platform has been built
under the guidance of the government,
which has adequate funds to support its
operation; however, the establishment of a
system to meet the personnel and financial
needs of OA is urgently needed for the publishing industry.
• There is a lack of mature OA models on
which to pattern healthy operation and
development.
• At present, China has little international
collaboration in terms of OA publication,
meaning there is limited opportunity to learn
from organizations with more experience in
order avoid repeating any mistakes they may
have made.
• Currently, when journals sign an agreement with the online publishing platforms
China National Knowledge Infrastructure
(CNKI) or Wanfang Data, they must agree
that the articles are not to be published in
other national OA journal websites such as
Sciencepaper Online, the Chinese Optics

Journal Network, or the Chinese Geoscience
Journal Network. However, this exclusive
agreement has not been fully recognized by
many journals, which can easily cause copyright disputes.
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Open Access Plays a Vital Role in Developing-Country
Research Communication
By Andy Nobes (ORCiD 0000-0002-1472-7898)
Programme Officer, Research Development and Support
INASP
Open Access (OA) has always resonated strongly
with INASP’s vision of improving access, production, and use of research in developing countries.
We meet many researchers, journal editors, and
librarians who are passionate about OA as a means
of revolutionising access and research communication (both locally and internationally), aiding
global collaboration, and helping them to reach
their development goals. Knowledge and implementation of OA principles amongst researchers
is growing but remains patchy across different
regions, and there are many misconceptions about
what it means in practice. Meanwhile, OA journal
publishing in the global South is progressing, but
there are still barriers to overcome.

Confusion Over Definitions of Open Access
In our work with researchers in lower-middle income countries in Africa, Latin America,
and South Asia, we have identified some confusion over the meaning and purpose of OA. This
is reflected in a recent policy report from the
Institute of Development Studies that notes there
is an “uneven geography of OA awareness and
adoption.”1 The perceived lack of access to paywalled research literature from the global North
is still a major issue for researchers, and this
dominates d
 iscussions and narratives about OA.
Many researchers are unaware of what research
is available to them through access initiatives like
Research4Life (HINARI, AGORA, OARE, and
1

Gray E, Chattapadhyay S, Wiens K, et al. Is open
access only for rich countries? Policy recommendations from a series of global open access dialogues
undertaken in late 2012 and early 2013. Posted
2013.
http://www.ids.ac.uk/files/dmfile/Is_
OpenAccess_only_for_rich_countries.pdf. Accessed
February 4, 2016.
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ARDI), and the work that INASP has done to
support library consortia to negotiate affordable access to subscription journal collections
from major publishers. In addition, availability of
research information does not always mean that
researchers can easily get it—there are still issues
of infrastructure, discoverability, and accessibility,
as many found when analysing research access in
the context of the Ebola crisis.2
Discussions on the AuthorAID discussion list
(an INASP group where researchers from all parts
of the world can discuss writing and research communication issues) have revealed that researchers
are also not always aware of the different publishing models and the options available to them
when deciding where to publish their research.
There is confusion over the role of article processing charges (APCs) charged by OA journals; some
mistakenly believe that these charges apply to subscription journals as well. OA is often viewed cynically, and APCs are sometimes regarded as just
another commercial exploitation of scholarship by
the global North; it’s not well known that many
publishers offer APC waivers for developing country authors.
OA publishing has seen an explosive growth
in China, where it is now supported very publically at an institutional and government level3
and in Brazil, where government funders have
2

3

Powell A. Scholarly kitchen guest post: INASP’s Anne
Powell — availability does not equal access. S
 cholarly
Kitchen. Posted 2015. http://scholarlykitchen.
sspnet.org/2015/05/21/guest-post-inasps-annepowell-on-availability-does-not-equal-access/.
Accessed January 28, 2016.
Zhang DX. Development of open access in China:
strategies, practices, challenges. Insights. 2014;27:
45-50. CrossRef

Editorial Office News www.ismte.org

25

OA in Developing Countries

ARTICLE

Figure 1. Audience participation at Midlands State University
OA event in Zimbabwe last year.

provided infrastructure and software support
for OA publishing.4 In lower-income countries,
the OA movement is more likely to be driven
by high-profile individual advocates, grass roots
movements,5 and institutional libraries. During
Open Access Week 2015, INASP provided small
grants for libraries to run OA advocacy events
in Cuba, Kenya, India, Nepal, Tanzania, and
Zimbabwe.6 These activities had significant
impact on the countries and regions at which they
were aimed. In Tanzania, for example, the grants
helped build awareness of OA medical research
resources amongst rural healthcare practitioners.
In Zimbabwe, the Open Access Week workshops
laid important groundwork towards plans for a
national OA mandate.
Southern researchers tend to be cautious
about sharing data, and can be wary about being
exploited, sometimes with good reason, as in the
4
5

6

26

Van Noorden R. Brazil fêtes open-access site. Nature.
2013;502. CrossRef
A great example of this is the Open Nepal I nitiative
started by organisations such as the NGO Federation
of Nepal and Young Innovations
INASP. Open access week competition winners
2015. Posted 2015. http://www.inasp.info/en/
training-resources/grants-and-c ompetitions/
open-access-week-competition/open-access-weekcompetition-winners-2015/. Accessed January 15,
2016.

case of some collaborations with researchers in the
North.7 Many require support in developing their
skills and capacity in data management and may
not be aware of tools and technologies available.
Young researchers are often the pioneers of OA
thinking in their countries, but they must work
within a conservative academic community that
has largely attempted to replicate Northern publishing models and promotion systems, perhaps
with one eye on the global university ranking systems.8 Governments and institutions in the South
are increasingly importing the “publish or perish”
model9 as a way to increase scientific output, and
focussing mostly on quantity of publications. It
is in this context that “predatory” journals have
emerged.

The Response to “Predatory Publishing”
The appearance and rapid growth of “predatory”
journals, which many associate with OA, is a serious problem for Southern research. Many unsuspecting researchers have lost valuable research to
questionable, non–peer-reviewed journals that are
unlikely to be read and used.
As Digital Science’s Phill Jones recently
argued,10 the “success” of predatory publishing
is part of a much larger problem that could be
7

For an interesting viewpoint from a group of Thai
researchers see Tangcharoensathien V, Boonperm J,
Jongudomsuk P. Sharing health data: developing
country perspectives. Bull World Health Organ.
2010;88:468-469. CrossRef
8 In a chapter in UNESCO’s 2010 World Social S cience
Report, Saleem Badat calls this “The value of uncritical mimicry of and ‘catching up’ with the so-called
world-class university.”
9 See the recent letter in The BMJ: Abubakar KM.
“Publish or perish” is good for African research.
BMJ. 2016;352:i121. CrossRef
10 Jones P. Predatory publishing isn’t the problem,
it’s a symptom of information inequality. 
Digital
Science Perspectives. Posted 2015. https://www.
digital-science.com/blog/perspectives/predatorypublishing-isnt-the-problem-its-a-s ymptom-ofinformation-inequality/. Accessed January 2, 2016.
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termed “information inequality.” Researchers in
the South may be detached from our information-rich dialogues and academic circles in the
North, and many are simply not aware of the latest developments in OA and scholarly publishing.
Researchers need more support and advice,
not just from their local supervisors, mentors,
and librarians, but also from publishers and the
international academic community. INASP has
teamed up with organisations such as BioMed
Central, the Open Access Scholarly Publishers
Association (OASPA), and the Directory of Open
Access Journals (DOAJ) to launch the “Think.
Check. Submit.” campaign, a checklist resource
to help researchers identify trustworthy journals.
INASP also runs AuthorAID online courses in
research writing, which cover issues around OA.
In our recent Research Writing MOOC,11 which
involved over 1,000 early-career researchers, some
of the hot topics in the discussions forums were
predatory publishing, OA, and APCs; and it was
clear that we need to do more to educate upcoming researchers on both the benefits and the hazards in the world of OA.
Mentoring is a crucial element for early-career
researchers. These young researchers have great
ideas on how to make a difference in their country
and want to contribute to the global pool of knowledge, but often lack senior mentors who can help
them unlock their potential. AuthorAID’s online
mentoring system allows researchers to connect
with more experienced researchers around the
world who can help them publish and communicate their research. Many researchers are looking
for help not just with their writing, but with data
and statistics, and dealing with the publishing process. We are also increasingly seeing face-to-face
mentoring and journals clubs develop at universities in our partner countries, and this is something
that we want to support and encourage.

The Role of Regional OA Journals
The rise of predatory journals has also created
further challenges to journals based in developing
countries, which have subsequently been viewed
with more suspicion in both the North and South.
INASP believes these local journals play an important role in communicating Southern research.
Through the Journals Online Project, we have
helped develop a number of online OA platforms,
beginning in 1998 with the African Journals
Online (AJOL) platform, which is now managed in
South Africa. More recently, we have set up Latin
American Journals Online (LAMJOL) which hosts
journals in El Salvador, Honduras, and Nicaragua.
In Asia, Bangladesh Journals Online (BanglaJOL),
Nepal Journals Online (NepJOL), and Sri Lankan
Journals Online (SLJOL) have continued to grow
and around 95% of articles are full-text OA.
INASP has worked to build local capacity in OA
publishing by training journal editors in best practices in journal quality, copyediting, peer review,
copyright statements, combatting plagiarism,12 and
ethics. We are now developing an online journal
quality course that we will be piloting in 2016; the
aim is to make this available to a wider audience of
journal editors in lower-middle income countries.

Figure 2. Bangladesh journal editors working on their online
content at an INASP Journal Quality Workshop in Dhaka.

11 Nobes A. AuthorAID’s first research writing MOOC
attracts over 1000 developing country researchers.
AuthorAID. Posted 2016. http://www.authoraid.
info/en/news/details/1007/. Accessed January
2016.
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12 INASP have also provided journal editors with access
to the iThenticate plagiarism detection software (see
www.inasp.info/en/news/details/137/).
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As well as providing a “stepping stone” for
early-career researchers, local journals can often
be the best place to communicate locally relevant
research to the community, practitioners, and policymakers (particularly if English is not the main
academic language). A common problem in many
countries is research going unpublished. This is
particularly evident in the South, where researchers may lack the confidence and research-writing
skills to get published; local journals can provide
a more accessible route for communicating this
research.

OA Models in Developing Countries
OA publishing in the South has evolved quite
differently from the global North—free online
access has been the default since journals started
moving online, simply because it’s the best way
to disseminate content, and in the absence of a
payment platform. Some established local journals
have found that the switch to electronic content
has driven down costs, having previously relied on
distribution of print copies. This contrasts with
the evolution of OA in the global North, where
longstanding journals have made a much more
tentative move to OA because the business model
relies on subscriptions.
OA publishing continues to evolve at different speeds in different developing regions. Latin
America has always been a leader, with 70-80% of
journals now OA13 and a well-established online
platform in SciELO, which was launched in 1997.
The Latin American academic community has a
strong OA philosophy, supporting regional Spanishlanguage journals that provide an important outlet
for research that follows local and national research
agendas rather than those of the global North.
The African approach to OA is more of a mixture: AJOL has 513 journals, of which 202 are OA.
The AJOL website provides a credit card payment
system that many of the journals use to charge
13 Adams C. Open access in Latin America: embraced
as key to visibility of research. SPARC. Posted 2013.
http://www.sparc.arl.org/news/open-access-latinamerica-embraced-key-visibility-research-outputs.
Accessed February 2016.
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users (from outside of developing countries) for
downloading content. This may have influenced
some of the journals to decide against full OA.
Some African editors and researchers are more
cautious of OA for a variety of reasons: existing
journals may be reliant on print subscriptions, and
there are concerns about a perceived loss of intellectual property, or the sustainability/stability of
internet access and content.14
In South Asia, there are some conservative philosophies about journal publishing, but a greater
willingness to reap the benefits of a wider audience with OA. Almost all journals on NepJOL,
BanglaJOL, and SLJOL, set up in 2007, 2008,
and 2009, respectively, have been OA from the
beginning.

But Is This Really OA as We Understand
It in the North?
Whether these emerging communities of OA publishing fit with our Northern definitions of OA,
or the Budapest Declaration definition, is open to
interpretation.
There is a limited understanding of copyright
and licensing issues in many developing countries.
OA is often associated with no copyright and in
fact there is a strong feeling, often among young
people, that access to digital resources is a human
right. In the absence of education on intellectual
property, this can result in an increase in piracy
and illegal download sites.
In Southern OA publishing, we have found that
developing and stating copyright policy is quite a
low priority, despite a strong OA or “free access
to all” ethic. In Latin America, journal editors are
strongly pro-OA, but few are aware of Creative
Commons. In Nepal, Bangladesh, and Sri Lanka,
around 40% of journals we work with have provided
an online copyright statement, and only 40 journals
out of over 300 currently use a Creative Commons
licence (24 of which are CC BY). It’s worth noting that this situation is similar for OA journals in
14 Ouya D, Smart P. Open access survey of
Africa-published journals. Paper presented at the

CODESRIA-ASC Conference Series 2006. http://
www.codesria.org/IMG/pdf/Daisy_Ouya_Paper.pdf
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China4 and Latin America (except Brazil).15 OA
journals. This is very much a work in progress for
Southern OA journals, but there is a clear OA philosophy among editors. We recently surveyed our
South Asian journal editors, and presented the
statement “Research should be free to share, reuse
and adapt with no restrictions (as long as the creator and publisher is credited)”; 44% strongly agreed
and 23% agreed. We expect clear copyright policy
and Creative Commons usage to improve significantly as we strongly recommend that the journals
we work with apply for DOAJ indexing.

Is Southern OA Publishing Sustainable?
In contrast to most Gold OA journals in the North,
which are mostly paid for by APCs, very few
developing-country journals charge an APC (and
if they do, they are significantly less than Northern
journals). Most journals are run by volunteers —
for example, in our recent Bangladesh Publishing
survey we found that over 50% of Bangladeshi
journals run without any financial assistance at
all.15 Where journals are funded, the majority of
funding and support is provided by the universities/medical colleges, societies, or research facilities that are associated with the journal. It is this
buy-in from societies and institutions (who often
gain some prestige and additional visibility) that
differentiates them from predatory publications
and provides some long-term stability. It could
be argued that this non-profit, institutionally supported model is more like a “platinum” or “diamond” OA model,16 where neither the author nor
the reader pays.

15 INASP. INASP survey of Bangladesh publishers
provides learning points on practices, trends and
challenges.
http://www.inasp.info/en/news/
details/165/. Accessed January 20, 2016.
16 Fuchs C, Sandoval M. The diamond model of open
access publishing: why policy makers, scholars, universities, libraries, labour unions and the publishing
world need to take non-commercial, non-profit open
access seriously. triple. 2013. http://www.triple-c.
at/index.php/tripleC/article/view/502. Accessed
January 28, 2015.
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Figure 3. Open Access Week Symposium organised by the
Federation of African Medical Students Association (FAMSA)
in Nigeria.

The sustainability of regional OA journals
depends not just on funding, but whether they can
overcome other structural barriers that threaten
their existence. The most pronounced of these is
the problem of indexing. Research councils and
boards award researchers points for promotion
based on being published in “indexed” journals,
or journals with a high Impact Factor. Very few
Southern journals are indexed in Web of Science,
Scopus, or PubMed, and although many editors
have worked hard to improve their journals’ quality and policies, the main stumbling block is that
they struggle to consistently attract enough quality submissions per year because local researchers
are being driven to publish in indexed journals —
somewhat of a vicious cycle.
This has led some journals to seek alternative
indexing and metrics to prove their worth, and
so open themselves up to exploitation from yet
another “predatory” player on the market — fake
indices and metrics that charge journals for the
privilege of their dubious “Impact Factor.”17 We
continue to offer support and advice to Southern
journals on dealing with this problem. AJOL will
also shortly be piloting a rigorous three-star classification system to highlight the many good-quality
African journals, and provide emerging journals
with a clear goal to emulate.

17 I cautiously link to Jeffrey Beall’s list of “Misleading
Metrics” for more information on this.
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The Future of OA in the Global South
The goal of OA has always been to improve the flow
of research knowledge both from the global North
to the global South and vice versa from South to
North. There are still many barriers to making this
happen in a sustainable way, not least the issue of
general information inequality. The OA movement is growing, but at different paces in different
regions of the global South. Southern researchers

and editors need continued support from all actors
in the publishing world to fully realise the benefits
of OA for their research and development goals and
to put them on an equal footing with the North.
Author’s Note: INASP recently carried out OA
surveys for authors and journal editors in our partner countries. We will report back the full results
of these surveys at the ISMTE Asia conference in
Singapore on 4-5 April 2016.
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August 11-12, 2016
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
www.ismte.org
EASE and COPE members receive ISMTE
member registration rate
ALPSP Conference 2016
September 14-16, 2016
London, England
www.alpsp.org
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Interested in supporting ISMTE?
Please visit our Corporate Support page
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Editor-in-Chief:

Editorial Office News (EON) is the official publication of the International Society of Managing
and Technical Editors (ISMTE) and is published
monthly. The contents and opinions expressed
by the authors do not necessarily represent those
of the Society, the Board of Directors, or EON
Editors, nor does the publication of an article
constitute an endorsement on the part of ISMTE
of the authors’ organizations or companies.
Submissions are welcome and can be sent to the
Editor at the address below. Submissions may be
edited for style and format without the author’s
permission. Authors must seek permission to
reprint any copyrighted material and provide this
permission to the Editor.

Meghan McDevitt
mmcdevitt@asge.org

EON’s content belongs to the members of ISMTE.
Users may view and download EON articles for
personal, non-commercial use. Use beyond that
allowed by the “Fair Use” limitations (sections
107 and 108) of the US Copyright law requires
written permission from the EON Editor.

Discovering Our Roots: Stephanie Kinnan
skinnan@asge.org

Senior Editor:
Liz Bury
lbury@tuftsmedicalcenter.org
Associate Editor:
Nijsje Dorman
nijsje@gmail.com
Editorial Advisor:
Deborah Bowman
dbowman@asge.org
Section Editors:

Taming Technology: Edwina Thorn
edwina.thorn@gmail.com
ISSN 2377-7087

A note on English: ISMTE aims to be a truly international society. English will represent our lingua
franca, but we would like to stress that, in materials published in EON or online, variations in idiomatic usage and spelling should reflect the origins of the author. No one version of English is preferred
over the other.

ISMTE Executive Office:
275 N. York St. Suite 401
Elmhurst, IL 60126 USA
ISMTE phone number: (+1) 630-617-5153
ISMTE email address: info@ismte.org
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Thank You to our Corporate Members!
Platinum

Silver Level

Bronze Level
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