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The Network of Universities from the Capitals of Europe 
UNICA
Library Seminar, Helsinki 18 – 19 May, 2006

Comments on the EC-DG Research
 “Study on the Economic and Technical Evolution of the Scientific Publication Markets in Europe”
The participants of the UNICA network, meeting at the UNICA Library Seminar at the University of Helsinki, 18-19 May 2006, would like to express their support for the Recommendations contained in the report. We would like to make the following points.

Recommendation A1:


The importance of publishing research results immediately should be emphasized. If embargo periods as long as 24 months begin to be widely used, this will certainly delay scholarly communication. In many sciences, even 6 months is a very long time. The impact of a publication made openly accessible 6 months after it was published may be notably smaller than an openly accessible work which is available immediately.

Mandating deposit is difficult, but not impossible. It is not the first step for universities, which need to put incentives in place, as the benefits to researchers need to be clear. Libraries must have explicit marketing strategies, and universities should target opinion leaders to advance this matter in the scholarly community. Any repository infrastructure must be easy to use, and libraries must provide help in depositing and in copyright advice.
Recommendation A2:


The hands of librarians are tied because of ‘big deals’, which allow little room for non-traditional costs. It would be difficult to identify sums in existing library budgets which could be allocated to experimental Business Models in situations where the ‘library pays’ or ‘reader pays’. In library budgets, there should be an allocation for the costs of the dissemination of research results. These costs could be alleviated by consortial or international arrangements, but it would be better if additional funding could be made available to facilitate this experimentation.
Recommendation A4:


Long-term preservation solutions vary between countries. University libraries are willing to have an active role in long-term preservation, as they often have much more extensive collections of electronic resources than national libraries. JSTOR-like solutions should be made openly accessible. In long-term archiving, the not-for-profit solutions should be preferred over for-profit solutions.
Recommendation B3:

The question of how to improve access to publications in Social Sciences and the Humanities (SSH) has to be addressed. The specificity of SSH publishing must be stressed, i.e. publications in small language area, most of them still in print, lack of visibility, need to access also primary sources and need to link them with annotations (articles, chapters of books etc. eg. model of the genome database). EC funding would be welcome to help the transition of these publications to electronic and move to an open access model.
Paul Ayris
Chair, UNICA Library Seminar Organizing Committee
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