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Summary of areas for advice 
 
1. This template provides a summary of the areas on which we are seeking advice. You may 

use this template to respond with your advice if you would find it helpful. 
2. Please send responses to openaccess@hefce.ac.uk by 25 March 2013. 

 

We welcome advice on our expectations for open-access publications, as set out at 
paragraph 11. 

SCONUL strongly supports the principle of open access publishing, in particular the benefits it 
delivers in terms of maximising access to the outputs of academic research and extending its 
reach to wider audiences.  We are happy to endorse the criteria set out in paragraph 11 and are 
particularly pleased to see strong acknowledgement of the role played by institutional 
repositories in facilitating a move to OA through providing a suitable container for REF outputs 
and the effective management and reporting of associated metadata.  

We welcome further advice on repository use and on techniques for institutional 
repositories to cross-refer to subject and other repositories. 

Considerable investment has been made over the past decade in building and developing a 
robust repository infrastructure, both in the UK and internationally, in support of the 
dissemination of academic research. It will be crucial to continue investing in and developing this 
infrastructure to meet emerging needs in an open access environment in order to be able to fully 
realise the benefits of OA.  
There is a requirement within the emerging OA landscape for both institutional and subject 
repositories. Greater interoperability between repositories and other sources of publications data 
such as publishers websites needs to be developed in order to optimise the visibility, use and 
reuse of research outputs and to support the reporting requirements of a variety of stakeholders. 
 
We are supportive of HEFCE’s desire to stimulate immediate open access publication and 
believe institutional and other repositories have a major role to play in facilitating this. 

While we expect that sufficient clarity and reassurance on embargoes and licences will be 
achieved through the Research Council discussions, we welcome responses which 
address these issues. 

Embargoes are a barrier to Open Access and should be managed out over time.  Differing 
expectations and economic models that currently exist between disciplines are likely to have an 
impact on the rate at which this is achieved. A reliable evidence base would better inform 
decision making in relation to requirements around agreeing embargo periods, which, ideally, 
should be as short as possible. 
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We fully understand the potential benefits to be gained by allowing the reuse and repurposing of 
research materials and are therefore supportive of items being made available on a CC BY  
basis. However, there appears to be widespread misunderstanding of the implications of CC 
licenses among academics and it would be helpful if HEFCE were able to commission some 
work to develop advocacy tools for use in HEIs to dispel these misunderstandings. We would 
also encourage HEFCE and the Research Councils to work with the community to develop 
model repository licenses, copyright transfer agreements and public copyright licenses that will 
best serve the interests and requirements of all stakeholders (e.g. funders; authors; publishers). 
SCONUL would be willing to input expertise to any such work that may be commissioned. 

We welcome advice on the best approach to exceptions and on an appropriate notice 
period.  Any cases made for exceptions should be underpinned by clear evidence. 

Ideally, exceptions should be avoided if at all possible, though we acknowledge that it may take 
longer for some types of output (e.g. monographs) to make the transition to OA. Where 
exceptions are permitted, criteria governing them must be clear and robust. We support your 
view that research in all subjects has equal importance and that exemptions for particular 
disciplinary groups should not be permitted 

We seek comment on when it may be thought inappropriate to expect repository deposit 
of monograph text.  Alternatively, given the percentage of submitted material which is in 
monograph form, we ask for advice on whether an expectation of a given percentage of 
compliance as described above (paragraph 18c) would eliminate the need for a special-
case exception for monographs. 

While there may be an argument in the short term to exclude monographs in order to enable 
efforts to be concentrated on resolving outstanding issues around journal articles, the sector 
should aim to move quickly to develop workable OA monograph models. It will be interesting to 
see how the monograph market evolves over the next few years in light of developments such as 
increasing e-book publication, patron driven acquisition and print on demand, all of which are 
likely to have an impact on current economic publishing models for monographs.  

We invite comment on whether respondents feel this is the appropriate approach or 
whether they feel that sufficient progress has in fact been made to implement a 
requirement for open data as well.  We will consider any representations that such a 
requirement may reasonably now be developed but would also need advice on how this 
might be achieved. 

While we agree that it is not appropriate at this point to make it a formal requirement that access 
to underlying data and other materials be provided, we believe that information on whether and 
how access to underlying data and materials can be requested should be provided, in line with 
the RCUK approach.   
 
Open data remains and integral part of the research dissemination process and should be 
included as a formal requirement as soon as there are suitable mechanisms available to achieve 
this. 
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