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Open Access Survey — Exploring the views
of Taylor & Francis and Routledge authors
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Response rate: 19%

How much confidence can we have inthis?
i | T






Confidence :titudes .icences er Review unding

Population of 78,000 authors, 14,500 responses.

<1% confidence interval at 95% confidence level for
population of all T&F authors.



Confidence

We are confident the results are representative!
Representative of what exactly?

Representative of the worldwide population of
T&F authors.

But, of course, not necessarily representative of all
authors in the world.
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Attitudes

0 All research outputs should be free for 0,&
VQéQ/ everyone to read online %0,@
@
29% LB 1% ||
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N

Open | am the editor of an open access
Access is journal myself, and | fully support the
the future. drive to liberalise and democratise
Do it now! access to data, research, and all
U %

types of knowledge.
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0 All research outputs should be free for 0(’9
VQéQ/ everyone to read online %0,@
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/This obviously comes from free-love-style

academics whose grasp of reality departed
decades ago. The whole world doesn't need
access to my research; non-specialists
cannot be expected to understand it

but can be expected to misinterpret it and thus portray me or

my colleagues as demons because of our findings or conclusions. This happens
all the time when you allow regular people to misunderstand academic things! why would you promote this as
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Publication of research should not be limited 0.
2 i %

2 by ability to pay ..
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0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
| would like to publish in As a graduate student, my
open access, but because heart stops when | hear
| do not have a research that OA journals want
funder, | cannot afford to. money in order to publish.

| barely have money to eat!
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Publication of research should not be limited Q.
Qéeq’ by ability to pay &%o,
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Open access is a good for Open Access
developing countries since they articles will be
may not be able to pay for a the way to go,
subscription. But if they have especially in

to pay for publication, then it the developing
will be again a problem. countries!
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Publishers are an essential part of the research 0{.p
e ...
Qé@ communication process ..
Ny S
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Publishers, perform an invaluable /Why should | have to
role in maintenance of scientific = | pay to give the journal
standards and the protection of my hard work?

intellectual property.

| recognize the value added by publishers,
but | know many of my colleagues do not.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
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Taylor & Francis
Taylor & Francis Group

T&F’s Own
Licence

CCBY NC

CCBYNCND
TDM




Licences

It is acceptable for others to use my work in text- or data-mining

0% 10 % 20 % 30 %40 % 50 % 60 % 70 % 80 % 90 %100 %

All subjects 24% -
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Licences

It is acceptable for others to adapt my work
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Licence: Peer Review

Services you expeCt 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100 %
to rece ive W h @ Rigorous peer review 53% 32% 11% |||
P ay| ng to Rapid publication of my paper 1%
pu b I 1S h Rapid peer review 41%
OA :

Promotion of my paper post-publication 28%

Detailed guidance on how | can increase the visibility of my paper 21%

Pre-peer review services such as language polishing, matching my o o o o
paper to a journal, and / or formatting my paper to journal style A f 282

Provision of article metrics in addition to usage and citation, such as 0 o o o
Altmetric or ImpactStory s . ase 1 22

=

Automated deposit of my paper (the Author Accepted Version) into 0 " .
a repository of my choice il/’ 7A’ l 32% 13%

5 - very important m4 m3 m2 ®m 1-notimportant




Peer Review

When publishing
open access, |
would find the
following kinds
of peer review
suitable for my

research...

50
45
40
35
30
25
20
15
10

% of authors who would always find this ‘
useful...

F1000 elLife PLoS One Rigorous
research Peer Review

increasingly rigorous
1



http://f1000.com/posters
http://www.plosone.org/;jsessionid=6058C2B9ED8A22979BD30950320F52D7
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Funding
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,b{’ My institution provides some funds towards OA fees %
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My institution requires me to publish in free to access journals %L
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“It's too early to know how much traction OA journals will
gain, in part because tenure and promotion criteria are
becoming more stringent and, on the surface, traditional
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http://www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey

Open ACOBSS

Open journals

Open Salect

Societies

OpEn BUoess survey

Open Access

Open access survey: exploring the views of Taylor & Francis
and Routledge authors

In the final wesks of 2012, and the sardy part of 2013, Taylor & Francis camied out a worddwide suney of
suthors from all of cur joumals to explors their views on op=n acosss,

With cver 14,700 authors responding, This is the largest single sunvey cur Res=arch & Busine=s Inteliganos
Department has conducted to date,

Why did we conduct this survey?

With cpen access developing at an =xtracrdinary ralz, Tayler & Francs want=d Tz gain a greater insight inlo the
views of our suthors towards open scoe=x, and many related topics, zuch ax peer review, lioznsing, reuss, and
me=trics.

"The reswlis of this survey are imporiant, as they represent bhe views of o wide sample of avthors across the
dizciplines ir melabion o oper acomss following arnouncement of bhe RCUK and Wellcome mandabes after the
publicabion of the Finch report in Bhe ULK.”

Dr. David Gre=n, Global Publizhing Director at Taylor & Francis.

‘We wanted to make the results of the full surrey svailable for all to resd and =o have produced this document
providing charts showing the raw resulls from all the: guestions in the sunvey along with details about the
sunvey population and re=ulting sample.

Open sccess survey: exploring the views of Taylor & Francis and Routledge authors

A copy of the sunvey = provided in the Appendic at the link above.

Thi=s document s provided under 2 Creative Commeons Sttrbution (OC BY) lio=nc=.

Survey and top-level results

Thez= suppl=ment to the top-level report =ach look at specific gquesticns in tum from the suney and provids
regional breakdowns along with breakdowns for all countrie= and subjects with more than 100 expond=nts.
Erzakdowns have not been provided for authors from the fizlds of law and ares studisx ax thers wers fawer

than 100 rexponde=nts in thes= ammas.

Suppl=ment 1 - Regional and subject breakdowns of licens= prefermnoes

Supplzment 2 - Regional and subject Breakdowns of attiludes towants re-uss

Supplements

Shortlist

Achranced S=arch

Submit 3 Manuscript ko an

Open Aecess Jowrmnal

Choose Journal j

Recentty Publiched
Open Access Adicles

>

The new open access journal
on health psychology and
behavioral medicine: why do
we need it?

Health Psychology and Behavicral
Madicine

What Is the Relative
Impartance of Phytoplankton
and Attsched Macroalgae and
Epiphytes to Food Webs on
Offshare Oil Platforms?

Marin= and Coastal Fishere=s

Sequence and conformation
effects an ionization potential
and charge distribution of
homo-nuclenbase stacks using
MOD&-2X hybrid density
functional theory calculations
Joumnal of Biomolecular Structhurs
and Dynamics

Eouine-ssgisted ctivities and |

Discover more support
for OPEN ACCESS
authors on our
AUTHOR SERVICES
WEBSITE

nd out more...


http://www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey
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