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In this Session:

• How to begin framing the development 
of an Open Access policy;

• Examine where/how/when policies have 
emerged around the world;

• Look at commonalities in policy structure 
and elements;

• Examine example of a successful policy, 
and what outcomes it has achieved. 
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Need to create a policy framework 
that supports all stakeholders in  
a transition to an Open Access 

system of communicating 
research results. 
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How do we move from Open 
Access as a concept to Open 

Access as a policy?
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Start with the Definition.
We know What we want to do...
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“By open access, we mean its free 
availability on the public internet, 

permitting any users to read, 
download, copy, distribute, print, 

search or link to the full text of these 
articles, crawl them for indexing, pass 
them as data to software or use them 

for any other lawful purpose…”

‐ The Budapest Open Access Initiative – February 14, 2002
www.boai.org
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Open Access = Access + Reuse
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…our goals remind us Why we 
want to do this;



“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.“

Budapest Open Access Initiative – February 14, 2002
www.boai.org
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…and if we begin to think about 
goals with increasing 

specificity...
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…we can begin to define How we 
want to get there. 
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Governments would boost innovation 
and get a better return on their 

investment in publicly funded research 
by making research findings more 

widely available…. And by doing so,  
they would maximize social returns on 

public investments.”

‐‐ International Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development, Report on scientific publishing, 2005
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Since 2002, Local, National and 
International Institutions 
worldwide have begun to 

develop
and refine effective policies to 

achieve Open Access.
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Important OA Policy “Firsts”
• First one: School of Electronics & Computer Science, 

University of Southampton, UK (2002)

• First whole‐institution one: CERN (2003)

• First whole‐university one: Queensland University of 
Technology, Brisbane, Australia (2004)

• First funder: Wellcome Trust, UK (2005)

• First public funder: 4 UK Research Councils (2006)

• First Southeast Asian one: National Institute of 
Technology, Rourkela, India (2006)

• First U.S. Funder: National Inst. of Health, (2008)



16

Open Access Policies Worldwide

11 Years of Steady Growth
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Policies are from very different types 
of organizations,  from all around 
the world, yet all share important 

commonalities. 
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•Most require researchers to make 
articles reporting on their work openly 
accessible via an open digital 
repository. 

•Some also support publication of 
articles in Open Access Journals as 
form of compliance;

Common Policy Elements
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• Many employ an embargo period of 
delaying public access for 6‐12 
months after an article’s publication

• All require sufficient rights be 
reserved by authors to enable 
deposit in an open digital repository. 

Common Policy Elements



24

Most Common Form of Policy is 
Deposit/Permission Mandate.
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LERU Roadmap Towards 
Open Access

• Presents background and case for OA

• Describes “green” and “gold” routes

• Explains how Open Access can be 
achieved through either/both of these 
routes.

http://www.leru.org/files/publications/LERU_
AP8_Open_Access.pdf



Number of Active Policies 
Worldwide

•Institutional/University Mandates: 168

•Sub‐institutional mandates: 37

•Multi‐institutional mandates: 4

•Funder mandates: 80

TOTAL policies: 289



Example: U.S. National Institutes 
of Health Public Access Policy
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The U.S. National Institutes of Health 
funds ~$30 billion U.S. in basic and 
applied biomedical research each 

year. 
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This represents fully one‐half of 
the U.S. total $60 billion annual 

investment in scientific research. 
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NIH leadership wanted to share 
results of its research quickly 

and widely. 

Proposed the following policy:



32

“The Director of the National Institutes 
of Health shall require that all 

investigators funded by the NIH submit 
to the National Library of Medicine's 
PubMed Central an electronic version 

of their final, peer‐reviewed 
manuscripts upon acceptance for 
publication, to be made publicly 

available no later than 12 months after 
the official date of publication.”
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Policy Requirements are Not 
Complicated…
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But Outcomes Have Been 
Substantial.
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• More than 2.5 million full text articles are 
now available though agencies repository.

• More than 700,000 unique users access 
those articles  ‐ every day.

• More than 2/3rds of the users come from 
outside of the academic community.

• Over 80% of eligible researchers comply.

• Policy is cost effective – less than 1/100th of 
1% of NIH’s overall operating budget.

NIH Policy Outcomes 



Another Notable Outcome…
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New Legislation and Executive 
Directive Supporting Expansion of 

Policy to All Other U.S. Federal 
Science Agencies Proposed.
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Proposed Legislation: 
“The Fair Access to Science and 

Technology Act”
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• Covers final manuscripts accepted for 
publication in a peer‐reviewed journal. 

• Requires deposit in a stable digital 
repository that ensures free access, 
interoperability, and long‐term 
preservation.

• Requires free public access no later than 
six months after publication.

• Requires that agencies ensure 
manuscripts are available in forms and 
under license terms that enable 
productive reuse of content.
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“If public funds are used to 
support research, the public is 
entitled to access the results of 

that research.”
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Example in Europe: 
The European Commissions FP7 

Open Access Pilot Project
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“The Commission objective is to 
optimize the impact of publicly‐

funded scientific research, both at 
European level and at Member State 

level. This is essential for Europe's 
ability to enhance its economic 
performance and improve the 
capacity to compete through 

knowledge. One way to get there is 
open access…”
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“Results of publicly‐funded research 
can therefore be disseminated more 
broadly and faster, to the benefit of 
researchers, innovative industry and 
citizens. Open access can also boost 
the visibility of European research, 

and in particular offer small and 
medium‐sized enterprises (SMEs) 
access to the latest research for 

utilization.”
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European Commission Pilot Project 
Open Access (2008)

• Mandatory (i.e., “non‐policed” mandate 
on 20% FP7 research)

• Requires deposit into local repositories

• Papers harvested by OpenAIRE 
(Commission‐funded repository)

• Requires 6‐12 month embargo

• Permits payments for ‘Gold’ OA
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OpenAIRE

• Open Database of EU‐funded work 
(so far, from the FP7 programme)

• Total number of publications from 
FP7 projects: 41472

–Open Access articles: 16204

–Articles in embargo period: 25144

–Closed access:  24299



OpenAIRE: status of articles



European Commission is currently 
negotiating language to expand 

this pilot to cover 100% of its 
funded research in the 
Horizon 2020 Program.
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• Growing number of policies with 
common approaches and elements 
provide framework for policy 
development.

• Data from established policies beginning 
to emerge, providing further guidance 
on policy implementation and 
refinement.
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Thank You

Heather Joseph
Executive Director, SPARC
21 Dupont Circle, Ste. 800
Washington DC 20036 USA
heather@arl.org
(202) 296‐2296
http://www.arl.org/sparc


