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Publisher Relationships

• Royal Society of Chemistry

• Springer

• Others



Royal Soc Chem and “Gold for Gold”

• Nearly 50% of UoM papers available as 

Gold OA

• High proportion are ARC/NHMRC 

funded papers

• Working with RSC to simplify workflows 

for library and author



Publishers, repositories and automated supply of 

Author Accepted Manuscripts

• Springer agreement

– All UoM-authored AAMs, 2012-16

– 100% coverage

– Why?

– How?

– Costs?



Green OA in Australia
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2016 237 1,005 24% 448 1,808 25%

2015 1,425 6,882 21% 2,985 11,825 25%

2014 1,721 6,439 27% 2,317 10,342 22%

2013 1,686 6,254 27% 1,685 9,619 18%



Scholarly Communications Networks

• ResearchGate

• Academia.edu

• Mendeley







Scholarly Comms Networks

• RG – single largest source of OA fulltext

downloads in Google Scholar

• RG – accounts for >70% of illegal 

papers made publicly available

• No attempt made to ensure compliance



Publisher Agreements Revisited

• CHORUS and CHOR-AUS?











Concluding Remarks

• Gold OA
– SCOAP3, Springer Compact, Flipped Business Models

• Green OA
– Funders, institutions want 100% compliance - how best to 

get there? Publisher participation seems to offer the 
quickest, least problematic route.

– Funders, institutions want unambiguous, liberal licence 
regime for AAMs. Publishers are offering CTA conditions.

– Funders, institutions want short, uniform embargo periods. 
Publishers want longer, variable periods.

– Funders want to use OA repositories to service public 
access. [Big] publishers want to use publisher platforms.

– Publishers, Institutions share[?] concern over SCNs -
explore as basis for beter approach to Green OA


