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Investing in Knowledge: 
The Benefits of an Open Access Fund

By K. M. Ehrig-Page, Institutional Repository Coordinator
Dr. C.C. and Mabell L. Criss Library, University of Nebraska at Omaha, Omaha, NE 68182

Nebraska Library Association College and University Section Spring Meeting, June 1st, 2018

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License,
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Hello, thank you for coming to this presentation. My name is Kate Ehrig-Page and I am the Institutional Repository Coordinator at the University of Nebraska at Omaha. Today my presentation is about Open Access Funds and is titled, ‘Investing in Knowledge: The Benefits of an Open Access Fund’.
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http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Introduction
• UNO Open Access Fund

- disciplinary diversity of applicants
- eligibility guidelines 

• Comparison with other institutions’ OA Funds

• Benefits of publishing open access

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In this presentation we will discuss the strengths and weaknesses of the University of Nebraska at Omaha Open Access Fund through analysis of the disciplinary diversity of applicants, eligibility guidelines, funding limit and the benefits of publishing Open Access. Furthermore, it will seek to discover ways to increase participation in the Open Access Fund and by extension, the institutional repository, through comparison with other universities’ OA funds.



Terms Used in this Presentation

• Institutional Repository (IR)

• DigitalCommons@UNO

• Open Access (OA)

• Open Access Fund

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Before I continue, I will just run through a few terms that I will be using in this presentation in case they are unfamiliar. Please forgive me if they are already known to you.* Institutional Repository (IR): the institutional repository captures scholarship in digital form from the university community and displays it on software, which in our case is DigitalCommons@UNO. This material is available Open Access, which means that where copyright allows, we can display material in the repository for anyone with an internet connection to access; this open access movement for free access to scholarly information has now surpassed 16 years. The Open Access Fund, which we will discuss in this presentation, is a fund provided by our library to enable authors to publish open access and still retain rights to their work after it has been sent to the publisher.



UNO Open Access Fund

• Established 2014

• 107 Applicants

- 78 Applicants Granted Funding

• Budget: $40,000 per annum

- $3,151.24 extra for FY 2017-2018

- $45,000 proposed amount for FY 

2018-2019

Year Remaining Balance
2014-2015 $15,534.62 
2015-2016 $3,981.91 
2016-2017 $5,752.50 
2017-2018 $0                           

($3,151.24 extra spent)
Unspent Funds $25,269.03
Total Spent $137,882.21

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Over the years, the number of applicants to the UNO Open Access Fund has increased which enabled us this year to spend the entirety of our yearly budget six weeks early on May 18th (with an additional amount provided on top of this). It is due to this that a case has been made to increase our yearly budget for the OA fund. In order to determine whether this is a viable step, we have created a comparison of OA funds across the nation using data provided by SPARC. For true balance, a larger dataset should be used but in the interests of time, the focus for this presentation will be on the data provided by SPARC (the Scholarly Publishing and Academic Resources Coalition).



OA Funds from 56 Institutions 
across North America

Total 2,612,825
Average 48,279
Mode 50,000
Lowest 10,000
Highest 156,000

UNO Open Access Fund: $40,000 per annum 
(FY 2014-2015 to 2017-2018)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Using data collected from SPARC, Open Access Funds in Action, https://sparcopen.org/our-work/oa-funds, Updated November 10, 2017, we were able to determine that $48,529 was the average annual amount for an Open Access fund. The institutions that this data comes from vary in their size and academic focus (for instance, state vs. private institutions) so whilst the data shows that our institution’s OA fund of $40,000 per annum falls below average, it has a similar limit considering the lowest and highest amount displayed. From this data, a case could be made for a small increase, even of 10% to better meet the demands of the publishing industry and the needs of our faculty.In the interests of full-disclosure, the data that was included from these averages were all those that provided a monetary figure; some institutions did not have an available amount with one institution in this SPARC report having ‘No limit’. Also, as we will see in the following slides, institutions are not always able to provide figures for every category or provide multiple points per dataset which explains the variability between categories.



UNO Open Access Fund $3,500 per annum per author
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Presentation Notes
Continuing our comparison of the SPARC data, a $3,000 per article and per annum amount proved to be the most popular amount to provide to authors amongst these institutions. Whereas before, the OA Fund fell below the average for a yearly fund amount, ours is above average. A case could certainly be made to reduce our per person/ per article funding limit, which would enable us to help more people publish open access. However, in previous years it has been common to have an excess of funds; whilst we did go over our $40,000 this year the majority of applicants requested amounts below $3,500 and only 3 out of 37 applicants requesting amounts of $3,000 or above. Two of these three were publishing in Springer; large publishers like Springer, Taylor & Francis and Elsevier tend to (not always) request higher open access publishing fees. Therefore, in order to not limit our scholar’s ability to publish with these higher profile journal distributors, I would advocate for maintaining the $3,500 per annum amount for authors.
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Who is eligible?

UNO Faculty (Tenure and Tenure-Track) are the only ones eligible for the fund

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Out of the institutions who provided the data in the SPARC report, over 60% provided financial support to students; the case could therefore be made for a certain amount being made available to students. Students, whilst not publishing as frequently as faculty, are publishing and the provision of these funds may act as encouragement to students who are entering an increasingly competitive workplace. The inclusion of undergraduate students is not common though a case could be made dependent on the success of inclusion of grad students in a pilot project and how many funds are left after their inclusion. The same arguments could also be made for staff which could include research scientists, archivists and library support staff who are often responsible for program intake statistics among other datasets and could therefore contribute to the scholarly community of the university.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
In these two graphs you can view the disciplinary diversity of applicants by college and then by department; the department color in the second graph reflects the college they are part of and represented by the same color in the first graph. As you can see, OA fund applications are heavily dominated by those in the College of Arts and Sciences, then within this the disciplines of the Sciences and Social Sciences. Within this graph you can see that almost 1/5 of applications come from the department of Biology; as with other sciences, a lot of the research performed within the field is grant funded and with this come certain provisions that research is to be made public. There have as yet been no applications from the field of the Arts e.g. music, literature, language, history. This is not only due to the type of material being produced e.g. in music, the scholar might produce a performance piece rather than a published article but also due to the types of material that the discipline reveres within publishing e.g. in history, publishing a book might be a greater priority than the publication of an article. This level of participation in the OA Fund reflects their participation on DigitalCommons, our institutional repository that is the home for all of this OA material. Until these publishing models change, an imbalance is inevitable but in order to make sure the institutional repository and the OA fund do not only favor the sciences, and instead contribute to a broad spectrum of academic communities and disciplines, outreach efforts must be made to these underserved departments through collaboration with the subject librarians. We will all be familiar how in our society, the arts and humanities go underfunded and undervalued so this is one way to redress that balance.



UNO Open Access Fund Changes: FY 2018-2019

• Increase fund from $40,000

- average $48,279

• Increase eligibility criteria to include student and staff

- 30% all students, 60% graduates, 14% undergraduates

- 59% allow staff

• Maintain average annual author amount at $3,500

• Increase outreach efforts in underrepresented disciplines

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Following on from our last slide, if we broaden the eligibility criteria for the OA fund we will hopefully see an increase in disciplinary diversity if used in conjunction with our outreach efforts.



Why have an OA fund?
• Helps authors retain rights to their work

• Assist authors in avoiding predatory journals

• Increases visibility of scholarship and faculty standing in the 

academic community

• 18% Higher citation rate for OA articles (compared to 

average); paid-access articles citation rate 10% below 

average

• 27.9% of articles (in a journal with a Crossref-DOI) are OA



Budapest Open Access Initiative

‘Removing access barriers to this literature will accelerate 

research, enrich education, share the learning of the rich with the 

poor and the poor with the rich, make this literature as useful as it 

can be, and lay the foundation for uniting humanity in a common 

intellectual conversation and quest for knowledge.’

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In this presentation we have talked in very practical terms about the benefit of an OA fund through discussion of fund amounts to the individual author benefits of publishing OA, such as increased citation rates. Yet the benefit of investing in this knowledge and the benefits of an open access fund goes well beyond the individual. The Budapest Open Access Initiative said it best when they wrote in their 2002 declaration in regards to scientific and scholarly research that: 
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Questions?

Kate Ehrig-Page, Institutional Repository Coordinator

Dr. C.C. and Mabell L. Criss Library, University of Nebraska at 
Omaha, Omaha, NE 68182

kehrigpage@unomaha.edu
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The Non-Discrimination Statement is required on all print and digital materials representing the colleges, units, and departments of the University of Nebraska at Omaha. DO NOT delete this slide. Keep at the end of your presentation.
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