Q000000000 00000 "
: c0000000

Www.openaire.eu

OpenAlRE



Myths and Realities W oo
around Open Access

@ Jonathan England

. OPEN 8ACCESS
Luxembourg National Open Access Desk
University of Luxembourg Library Ask me about

OPEN

jonathan.england@uni.lu ACCESS

y @jonatortue

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6715-8628

d OpenAIRE

‘Myths and Realities around Open Access' — FNR Open Access Fund information session —01/03/2018 m
Share and reuse by citing: Jonathan England, 2017, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1189190 under CC-BY 4.0 International

on
——



https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1189190

Images:

X| < &, Flikr, CC-BY 2.0
Andreas E. Neuhold, Wikimedia
Commons, CC-BY 3.0

* Kk
* *
* *
* *
OpenAIRE
European
Commission
——

Open Science.

: Open Data,
| Qpen. Notebak

§ Scieace
J Citinen Science

eyeq uadp

= free unrestricted online access to
peer-reviewed research publications

‘Myths and Realities around Open Access' — FNR Open Access Fund information session —01/03/2018
Share and reuse by citing: Jonathan England, 2017, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1189190 under CC-BY 4.0 International

OPEN SCIENCE

W

@] O @] O pINe)
o] o o o ® O
@ @ 0] 0, w o
=3 - =5 - E:
)] < o P = M
(@] ) D Q 0O o
[ — D (9] l‘-'D;:
@ a A 7 —
o L S
D [e—
9 o
Q )
) ) 8

Ot



https://www.flickr.com/photos/100477638@N03/10204741904/
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Open_Science_-_Prinzipien.png
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1189190

20 Dec 2016

G| f|viol+Q}

For all proposals where positive funding decisions are taken after 1 January 2017, the FNR requires
that Open Access options are selected for scientific publications resulting from those projects
(exception: monographs). Up until now, the FNR recommended that research results are published in
Open Access, but it was not mandatory.

An Open Access publication is one that is made freely available to any potential reader or user with

access to the internet, with the only limitation that the work is properly attributed to its author(s).

Open Access publications contribute to a more efficient and effective use of research results,
maximises the potential for innovation, increases the visibility of researchers and their research
institutions and provides the conditions for a bigger return on invest of public money.

he new FNR policy is in line with the global transition towards Open Access and the National Open
Access Policy that is supported by all major research institutions. Please see the FNR's policy document

FUNDERS’ OA MANDATES

Home | Funding Instruments | OPEN ACCESS FUND

OVERVIEW

OPEN ACCESS CAREER STAGE(S): PhD Candidate (with Masters), Postdoc & Junior Researcher, Established Researcher, Leading

FUND Researcher,

PROMOTING ACCESS TO
RESEARCH RESULTS

FUNDING TYPE(S): Support for scientific events & science communication,

CALL LAUNCH: 2018

flwlslol+

"Flease note, the fist Call will launch in 20187

PROGRAMME SUMMARY

The aim of the OPEN ACCESS FUND is to promote the free access to research results from FNR-(colfunded
projects

The programme provides financial support to cover article processing charges that may arise through the
publication of peer-reviewed research results in Open Access.

An Open Access publication is one that is made freely available to any potential reader or user with access to
the internet, with the only limitation that the work is properly attributed to its author(s).

Open Access publications contribute to a more efficient and effective use of research results, maximises the
potential for innovation, increases the visibility of researchers and their research institutions and provides the
conditions for a bigger return on invest of public money.

The OPEN ACCESS FUND also helps FNR-(colfunded researchers to comply with the FNR Policy on Open
Access.

https://www.fnr.lu/new-fnr-open-access-policy-funding-instrument/

http://storage.fnr.lu/index.php/s/9k72EH61fXGL9oX#pdiviewer

https://www.fnr.lu/funding-instruments/open-access-fund/
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RELATED CONTACTS
CONTACT

Michele Weber PhD
michele.weber@fnr.lu

+352 26 19 25-52

RELATED DOCUMENTS
CALL DOCUMENTS

» Open Access Fund Guidelines
» Open Access Fund Application Forms —
available soon
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LABS AND RESEAR(H? HI6H CLASS JOURNAL FOR

Tax-payers are paying
twice to access publicly-
funded research outputs

Patrick Hochstenbach, “Yes! | told you!”, 2012
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Luxembourg spends per year

>1.1M € s

for journal subscriptions

Figures from 2016, kindly provided
by Consortium Luxembourg
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The long read

Is the staggeringly profitable

business of scientific
publishing bad for science?

It is an industry like no other, with profit margins to rival Google - and it was
created by one of Britain's most notorious tycoons: Robert Maxwell. By Stephen
Buranyi

In 2014:

Stephen Buranyi, The Guardian, 27/06/17 [link]

Profit Company Industry

10% BMW automobiles
for Elsevier (in 2016*) 23% | RioTinto mining
25% Google search

//wp.me/ph4jF-km CC-BY Alex Holcombe

29% Apple premium computing

http

35% | Springer | scholarly publishing

*RELX Group 2016 Results 37% Elsevier | scholarly publishing
Alex Holcombe, 21/05/15 [link]
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IS the reviewing
~process in OA
journals as good as

non OA journals?

Myth 1

Open Access = journal ... 0

Open Access = archiving model / philosophy «

It is NOT about where you publish but where it is made available
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Open Access = author pays for Open Access 0

Several routes to make research outputs freely available &/
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Might include
Article Processing
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Minimum for Open Access

SELF-ARCHIVING

= deposit on a suitable repository
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Reality 2

COPYRIGHT TRANSFER AGREEMENT

Date: Contributor name:

Contributor address:

Manuscript nupmber (if known):

Re: Manuscript entitled

(the "Contribution”)

for publication in {the "Journal”)

published by (" Wiley-Blackwell ).

Dear Contributor(s):

Thank you for submitting your Contribution for publication. In order to expedite the editing and publishing process and enable Wiley-Blackwell to
disseminate your Contribution to the fullest extent, we need to have this Copyright Transfer Agreement signed and returned as directed in the Journal's
instructions for authors as soon as possible. If the Contribution is not accepted for publication, or if the Contribution is subsequently rejected, this
Agreement shall be null and void. Publication cannot proceed without a signed copy of this Agreement.

A. COPYRIGHT 3. Final Published Version. Wiley-Blackwell hereby licenses back to the
Contributor the following rights with respect to the final published version of

1. The Contributor assigns to Wiley-Blackwell, during the full term of copy- the Contribution:

right and any extensions or renewals, all copyright in and to the Contribution,

and all rights therein, including but not limited to the right to publish, repub- a. Copies for colleagues. The personal right of the Contributor only to send
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Production of tongue twisters by speakers with partial glossectomy

ABSTRACT

A partial glossectomy can affect speech production. The goal of the present study was to
investigate the effect of the presence of a tumour as well as the glossectomy surgery on the
patients’ production of tongue twisters with the sounds [t] and [k]. Fifieen tongue cancer patients
and 10 healthy controls took part in the study. The outcome measures were the patients’ speech
acceptability, rate of errors, the time needed to produce the tongue twisters, pause duration
between item repetitions, and the tongue shape during the production of the consonants [t] and
[k] before and after surgery. The patients’ speech acceptability deteriorated after the surgery.
Compared to controls, the patients” productions of the tongue twisters were slower but not more
errorful. Following the surgery, their speed of production did not change but the rate of errors
was higher. Pause duration between items was longer in the patients than in the controls but did
not increase from before to after surgery. Analysis of the patients’ tongue shapes for the
productions of [t] and [k] indicated a higher elevation following the surgery for the patients with
flap reconstructions. The results demonstrated that the surgical resection of the tongue changed
the error rate but not the speed of production for the patient. The differences in pause duration
also indicate that the tumour and the surgical resection of the tongue may impact the

phonological planning of the tongue twister.

Keywords
Glossectomy, tongue, tongue resection, speech production, speech errors, tongue twister,

ultrasound
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Children’s Syntactic-Priming Magnitude: Lexical Factors and Participant Characteristics
Anouschka Foltz
Bielefeld University
Kristina Thiele
University of Cologne
Dunja Kahsnitz
Bielefeld University
Prisca Stenneken

University of Cologne

June 2, 2014

Author Note
Anouschka Foltz, CRC 673 Alignment in Communication, Bielefeld University, CITEC
Center of Excellence Cognitive Interaction Technology, Bielefeld University, and Clinical
Linguisties, Faculty of Linguistics and Literary Studies. Bielefeld University: Kristina Thiele,
Faculty of Human Sciences, Department of Special Education and Rehabilitation, University
of Cologne, CRC 673 Alignment in Communication, Bielefeld University, and CITEC Center
of Excellence Cognitive Interaction Technology, Bielefeld University. Dunja Kahsnitz,
Clinical Linguistics, Faculty of Linguisties and Literary Studies, Bielefeld University, and

CRC 673 Alignment in Communication, Bielefeld University, Prisca Stenneken, Faculty of

‘Myths and Realities around Open Access' — FNR Open Access Fund information session —01/03/2018

QNN


https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1189190

Pre-print

OpenAIRE

Production of tongue twisters by speakers with partial glossectomy

— vﬁﬁ"‘

A partial glossectomy can affect speech production. The goal of the present study was to

investigate theeefTect of the presence of a tumolTay well as the glossectomy surgery on the

patients’ production of tongue twisters with the sounds [t] and [k]. Fifieen tongue cancer patients
and 10 healthy controls took part in the study. The outcome measures were the patients’ speech
acceptability, rate of errors, the time needed to produce the tongue twisters, pause duration

between item repetitions, and the tongue shape during the production of the consonants [t] and

[k] before and after surgery. The patients’ speech acceptability deteriorated after the surgery.
Compared to controls, the patients” productions of the tongue twisters were slower but not more
errorful. Following the surgery, their speed of production did not change but the rate of errors
was higher. Pause duration between items was longer in the patients than in the controls but did
not increase from before to after surgery. Analysis of the patients’ tongue shapes for the
productions of [t] and [k] indicated a higher elevation following the surgery for the patients with
flap reconstructions. The results demonstrated that the surgical resection of the tongue changed
the error rate but not the speed of production for the patient. The differences in pause duration
also indicate that the tumour and the surgical resection of the tongue may impact the

phonological planning of the tongue twister.

Keywords
Glossectomy, tongue, tongue resection, speech production, speech errors, tongue twister,

ultrasound
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A partial glossectomy can affect speech production. The goal of the present study was to
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acceptability, rate of errors, the time needed to produce the tongue twisters, pause duration

between item repetitions, and the tongue shape during the production of the consonants [t] and Tune 2. 2014
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Production of tongue twisters by speakers with partial
glossectomy

TIM BRESSMANN'. ANOUSCHKA FOLTZ®, JANA ZIMMERMANN?, &
JONATHAN C. IRISH’

'Depamnem of Speech-Language Pathology, University of Toronto, Totonto, Ontario, Canada,
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Cholaryngelogy — Head and Neck Surgery, Princess Margarer Hospital, Universiry of Toronto, Toronto,
Ontario, Canada

(Received 17 December 2013 revised 18 June 2014; accepted 23 June 2014)

Abstract

A partial glossectomy can affect speech production. The goal of this study was to investigate the effect of the
presence of a tumour as well as the glossectomy surgery on the patients” production of tongue twisters with
the sounds [t] and [k]. Fifieen patients with tongue cancer and 10 healthy controls took part in the study.
The ouicome measures were the patients’ speech acceptability, rate of errors, the time needed o produce the
tongue twisters, pause duration between item repetitions and the tongue shape during the production of
the consonants [t] and [k] before and after surgery. The patients” speech acceptability deteriorated after the
surgery. Compared to controls, the patients” productions of the tongue twisters were slower but not more
errorful. Following the surgery, their speed of production did not change, but the rate of errors was higher.
Pause duration between items was longer in the patients than in the controls but did not increase from before
to after surgery. Analysis of the patients™ tongue shapes for the productions of [t] and [k] indicated a higher
elevation following the surgery for the patients with flap reconstructions. The results demonstrated that the
surgical resection of the tongue changed the error rate but not the speed of production for the patient. The
differences in pauwse duration also indicate that the mmour and the surgical resection of the tongue may
impact the phonological planning of the tongue twister.

Keywords: Glossectomy, speech errors, speech production, tongue, tongue resection, tongue twister,
ultrasound

Introduction

Glossectomy surgery is a common treatment approach for tongue cancer. Lingual cancer surgery
will result in a defect of the tongue and change the orientation of its intrinsic muscles (Bressmann,
Ackloo, Heng, & Irish, 2007: Murano et al, 2010). The effect on the patient's vowel
space (Whitehill, Ciocca, Chan, & S 2006) or c (B Jacobs, Quintero,

C Tim B PHD, of Speech-Language Pathology, University of Toronto, 160-500 University Avenue,
Torosto, Catario MG 1V, Canada. Tel: +1-316-978-T088. Fax: 1596, E-mail: tim.bressmann@ utoconto.ca
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Publishers take ResearchGate to court, alleging
massive copyright infringement

By Dalmeet Singh Chawla | Oct. 6, 2017, 5:47 PM

Scholarly publishing giants Elsevier and the American Chemical Society (ACS) have filed a lawsuit
in Germany against ResearchGate, a popular academic networking site, alleging copyright
infringement on a mass scale. The move comes after a larger group of publishers became
dissatisfied with ResearchGate's response to a request to alter its article-sharing practices.

ResearchGate, a for-profit firm based in Berlin that was founded in 2008, is one of the largest
social networking sites aimed at the academic community. It claims more than 13 million users,
who can use their personal pages to upload and share a wide range of material, including
published papers, book chapters, and meeting presentations. Science funders and investors have
put substantial funds into the firm; it has raised more than $87 million from the Wellcome Trust
charity, Goldman Sachs, and Bill Gates personally.

In recent years, journal publishers have become increasingly concerned about the millions of
copyrighted papers—usually accessible only behind subscription paywalls—that are being shared
by ResearchGate users. And on 15 September, the International Association of Scientific,
Technical, and Medical Publishers wrote to ResearchGate on behalf of more than 140 publishers,
expressing concerns about its article-sharing policies. Specifically, the organization proposed that
ResearchGate implement a “seamless and easy” automated system that would help the site’s

users determine whether an article was protected by copyright and could be legally shared publicly

or privately. The association asked for a response by 22 September, noting that its members
could follow-up individually or collectively if ResearchGate failed to agree to its proposal. (AAAS,
which publishes Sciencelnsider, is a member of the association.)
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Hijacked Journals

Sometimes someone will create a counterfeit website that pretends to be
the website of a legitimate scholarly journal. The website creators then
solicit manuscript submissions for the hijacked version of the journal,
pocketing the money. In some cases the legitimate versions of the
journals are only published in print form and they may not have websites.

In the table below, the hijacked journal is listed in the left column; the
corresponding authentic version of the journal is on the right. In cases
where no website can be found for the original journal, a link is made to a

bibliographic record for the journal.
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Ciéncias

* Kk

OpenAlRE

European

Commission

Authentic Journal

Bulletin des séances- Académie
royale des sciences d'outre-mer

Acoreana: revista de estudos
acoreanos

Acta Bioethica

Acta cirdrgica Brasileira
Afinidad

Agrochimica

AIMS report

Albertiana

Amoeba: NIN-mededelingenblad

Anais da Academia Brasileira de
Ciéncias

Link

| Search|

RECENT POSTS

o When "Science and Education”
Go Bad

o Standalone Journal is One of the
Worst-Ever Open-Access Journals

o Beall's List of Predatory
Publishers 2017

o Is It Time to

Retire ResearcherID?

o Conference-Organizer WASET

Continues Copying Mames of
Legitimate Conferences

ARCHIVES

' Select Month v

CATEGORIES

o article processing charges
o Australia
o Mandates

o Misleading metrics

o Open-access policy

o Open-access sanctions
o Plagiarism

Pl il s v v v

‘Myths and Realities around Open Access' — FNR Open Access Fund information session —01/03/2018
Share and reuse by citing: Jonathan England, 2017, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1189190 under CC-BY 4.0 International

) O

BY


https://archive.fo/Hr8tk
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1189190

Minimum for Open Access

SELF-ARCHIVING

=deposit on asuitable repository
(embargo period may apply)

dOpenAIRE ‘Myths and Realities around Open Access' — FNR Open Access Fund information session —01/03/2018
——— Share and reuse by citing: Jonathan England, 2017, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenod0.1189190 under CC-BY 4.0 International



https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1189190

Open science describes the practice of carrying out
scientific research In a completely transparent
manner, and making the results of that research
available to everyone. Isn’t that just ‘science’?
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