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Foreword
Just a little longer and it will be 2020, the year in which the 
ambition to realise 100% open access must be achieved. This 
fourth open access eZine reveals the journey towards this goal.  
It is becoming increasingly clear that there is a need for interna-
tional cooperation in terms of negotiating strategies and the 
conditions imposed by funders on publications. Scientific research 
is international and knows no boundaries. The VSNU is therefore 
fully committed to the international circuit as a member of the 
EUA and through participation in panels and conferences.  
In short, ‘International alignment’ is the common thread for the 
future.

A great deal has been achieved over the past year. We are 
focusing on five key points from the open access roadmap for 
2018-2020, which was explained in the previous magazine. In the 
context of the negotiations with publishers, the negotiations with 
Elsevier naturally stand out. And under the heading of ‘archiving’, 
we have worked hard on the pilot project which aims to give 
concrete shape to Section 25fa of the Copyright Act, also known 
as the Taverne amendment. This pilot, which allows articles to be 
shared with a wide audience at an early stage, was launched 
under the title ‘You share, we take care’.

There are plenty of international developments. The most striking 
is Plan S as launched by Science Europe in September 2018; the 
VSNU has also responded to this. The broad-based support for 
open access publication from Europe and beyond provides real 
impetus.

This eZine gives readers the opportunity to contribute their  
views on how to achieve the goal of 100% open access. You can 
contribute by responding to the polling questions given for the 
various topics.
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Major steps still need to be taken to further strengthen the link between science and society. In the 
year ahead, the VSNU will be bringing together various themes such as valuing and rewarding 
academics, open science and open access. Not only do we expect this development from ourselves, 
but also from the parties we work with. International ‘alignment’ is therefore very important if we are 
to achieve the desired disruptive effect regarding the transparency of science which is paid for with 
public funds. We are eager to see what we can achieve in this area and look forward to the resulting 
social impact.

Pieter Duisenberg
President of the Association of Universities in the Netherlands
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Towards 2020: progress in each 
of the five pillars

In February 2017, in order to implement the European agreements in the Netherlands, the National 
Open Science Plan was presented by ten parties including KNAW, NWO/ZonMw and VSNU/UKB. One  
of the main ambitions of this plan is to achieve 100% open access publication by 2020: i.e. scientific 
publications (articles, (sections of) books, reports) paid for by the government will be directly 
accessible to anyone, anywhere in the world, for consultation and reuse from 2020 onwards.

The VSNU/UKB is the driving force behind this main ambition, which means that it has the task of 
initiating joint policies and then ensuring coordination between the key players in the field. Together 
with the parties which are most closely involved, agreements have been reached for the coming 
period (2018 - 2020). This is still taking place under the auspices of the Ministry of Education, Culture 
and Science. In the coalition agreement and the 2018 Higher Vocational Education Sector Agreement, 
it is specified that open access and open science are the norm for scientific research.

The Open access roadmap 2018-2020 eZine focuses on the five pillars of the plan. In this version, we 
provide background information about the progress and developments for each pillar. You can also 
give your opinion on the next steps to be taken.



The five pillars of open access

Negotiations
with publishers

Monitoring

SAGE
ELSEVIER

SPRINGER
WILEY

OXFORD UNIVERSITY PRESS
TAYLOR & FRANCIS

ACS

WOLTERS KLUWER

International
collaboration

Alternative
publication
platforms

Archiving (deposit)
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For each pillar an explanation is included on the next pages with the latest state of affairs on the 
pillar.
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The VSNU negotiates with major publishers with which the affiliated institutions have concluded 
contracts. The methods by which we achieve open access may differ. In 2018, negotiations were 
conducted with Elsevier. Extending the existing contract with Elsevier by six months gave us 
more scope to reach agreement, in view of the developments regarding open science and Plan S. 

Unfortunately, negotiations with the Royal Society of Chemistry Publishing (RSC) ended without 
an agreement, as it did not prove possible to reach a satisfactory agreement about open 
access. However, new agreements were concluded with Oxford University Press and Wolters 
Kluwer in 2018. In addition, new agreements were concluded with Taylor & Francis and 
Springer Nature. These were also published in the context of increasing transparency.

In the year ahead, negotiations with several other major publishers (Sage, Wolters Kluwer  
and Wiley) are also on the agenda. You can keep up to date with the developments in these 
negotiations through the open access news page and newsletters.

Conditions in the negotiations
The approach consistently applied by universities in the 
negotiations is to switch to open access, to retain reading 
rights for articles and to develop a plan for the full transition 
to open access within realistic financial limits. These condi-
tions apply to all disciplines, even though we realise that 
there are differences. The VSNU/UKB is not the only party 
which is negotiating contracts with publishers. This is taking 
place all over the world in various places and by multiple parties. In recent years, there have 
been various publications in which these parties have examined – from their own perspective 
– the conditions which they wish to impose when entering into licensing agreements. The VSNU 
has listed and clustered several of these conditions.

The aim of this is to establish, at the start of negotiations with the negotiating team, the 
essential conditions to be met in terms of:
• The governance of the organisation which is making content available and how important this is;
• The infrastructure by means of which the content is made available and the form of the 

content which is made available, as well as the ownership of the content;
• The conditions for publication;
• Price conditions.

The following publications together cover a wide range of conditions which we wish to consider 
when negotiating with existing and new publishers.
• Go FAIR
• Liber 5 Principles
• COPE, DOAJ, OASPA and WAME
• Principles for open scholarly infrastructures
• The transition to open access
• TOP guidelines
• University of California: Declaration of Rights and Principles to Transform Scholarly 

Communication

SAGE
ELSEVIER

SPRINGER
WILEY

OXFORD UNIVERSITY PRESS
TAYLOR & FRANCIS

ACS

WOLTERS KLUWER

Negotiations with publishers
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Read the purchase conditions: https://www.vsnu.nl/open-access-international-alignment-
English/assets/principles.pdf

What do you think?

In your opinion, does it add value to examine a broader set of conditions in the 
open access negotiations?
 
• No, the requirements for 100% open access and the retention of reading rights within 

the existing financial bandwidth are sufficient 
• For each publisher, consideration should be given as to which additional conditions 

offer added value and how this ties in with international developments 
• Maximum effort must be made to satisfy as many additional conditions as possible, 

because only then will systemic change be possible

Although the Netherlands remains one of the pioneers in the open access arena, steps are also 
being taken outside the Netherlands towards full open access for scientific publications. A tour 
of some recent interesting developments:

Africa and Asia
In Africa, there is a significant increase in the number of 
articles published on an open access basis. Research has 
shown that the most varied range of open access articles is 
published in Africa. In other countries facing economic 
challenges, the open access rate is also growing faster than 
in many Western countries. Many African universities 
cannot afford expensive subscriptions, a logical explanation 
for the high percentage of open access articles.

Many requests are being received from Asian countries for 
inclusion in the Directory of Open Access Journals. By way of 
illustration, there were 2,048 requests from India and 3,622 from 
Indonesia until the beginning of 2018. Unfortunately, about half of the applications are still 
rejected on the basis of the various quality criteria.

University libraries and research funders from China have announced their support for Plan S. 
This Asian support is regarded as an important endorsement of the plan.

International collaboration



United States
Many individual universities in the United States are 
demonstrating an active commitment to open access.  
The Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) has its  
own open access task force which aims to ensure that 
knowledge acquired at MIT is available to the whole world.

In the negotiations with the various publishers, Florida 
State University (FSU) terminated its comprehensive 
Elsevier subscription after it appeared that, based on an old 
contract, it was being charged many times more than other 
public universities.

In April, the University of California published a Declaration of Rights and Principles to 
Transform Scholarly Communication to strengthen its open access policy which has already 
been in place for years. However, the various American universities are not jointly involved in 
the negotiations. This is also because of major differences in legislation in each state. California 
adopted the most far-reaching US legislation in 2018: state-funded peer-reviewed scientific 
research must be available on an open access basis at the latest one year after publication.

Europe
Most of the open access developments come from Europe. The UK 
is hot on the heels of the Netherlands in terms of the number 
of articles which are published on an open access basis. In 
the UK, several high-quality open access platforms were 
launched in 2018. Examples include the Megajournal 
Platform of University College London (UCL) Press and the 
open access platform of the London School of Economics.

In Scandinavian countries such as Sweden and Finland, as 
in the Netherlands, joint negotiations take place between 
universities and publishers. In Sweden, this led to the 
agreement with Elsevier being terminated, but an open access 
agreement was concluded with Cambridge University Press which gives 
Swedish institutions access to all the publisher’s hybrid and open access journals. In addition, 
Swedish researchers can publish their articles in all the open access journals published by 
Frontiers at reduced rates.

In Finland, however, an agreement has been concluded with Elsevier to extend the existing 
reading subscription and roll out an open access pilot programme which aims to encourage 
Finnish researchers to publish their articles in the Elsevier journals on an open access basis.
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What do you think?

In your opinion, how much influence does the Netherlands have on international 
open access developments?

• A modest influence
• Even though the Netherlands is small, large enough to make a difference
• A considerable influence, the Netherlands plays a pioneering role
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In the first eZine on open access, it already became apparent in the timeline that a particular 
milestone had been reached. In 2015, an amendment tabled by Joost Taverne came into force 
with a view to achieving a change in copyright. This amendment was adopted, giving authors 
the right to make an article freely available after a reasonable period following the date of initial 
publication.

It has been somewhat difficult to 
implement this amendment in practice. 
For example, in order to facilitate this 
properly, university repositories had to 
be modernised. This battle has now 
been won and the universities have 
launched a pilot project to monitor  
the practical implementation of the 
amendment.

The Dutch universities will give an extra 
boost to open access from 2019 by 
making publications in this pilot 
available six months after publication  
in cooperation with researchers.

An explanation of the conditions and 
working methods can be found on this 
page.

Archiving (deposit)

What do you think?

A reasonable period after the date of initial publication would be:

• Immediately – immediate open access
• After six months
• After one year
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Half of all peer-reviewed articles from Dutch universities will be available on an open access 
basis in 2017. This represents an increase from 42% of articles in 2016 to 50% in 2017. 
Recently, the annual results of the measurement of open access publications for 2017 were also 
made available visually on the VSNU website. There are overviews showing the number of open 
access publications per publisher and per university. In addition, the link with other countries is 
revealed in an overview of the Dutch results in comparison with reference countries.

Publishing cultures
In addition to monitoring the number of open access publications, research is being carried out 
into the measurements and trends of publishing cultures. Although there is no clear definition 
of what is actually meant by publishing cultures, the term is often used. It refers to the 
different types of publications which are common in different scientific fields. The most famous 
type is an ‘article’ in a renowned journal. However, in other scientific disciplines, publication in 
the form of a book, an addition to a lexicon or (for example) in an exhibition is an equally valid 
way of communicating the results of scientific research. An overview of various differences in 
publishing culture which have an impact on achieving open access is listed at the bottom of the 
page.

The VSNU’s approach has focused strongly on the publication of articles from the start. For  
this reason, among other things, a route of negotiation with the major publishers was chosen. 
However, we do not intend to ignore the other forms of publication or the smaller publishers as 
a result.

In order to ascertain whether it is desirable to also choose 
lines of action other than negotiating with the major 
publishers in order to encourage open access, Utrecht 
University Library was asked to research the statistical 
substantiation of the different publishing cultures.

The University Research Key Figures (KUOZ data) form one 
of the starting points for this research. It is subdivided into 
publications in the various fields and the primary intended 
target group: scholarly publications for researchers, 
professional publications for professionals and popular 
publications for a wider audience. It also looks at the form  
of publication, from an article to a publication on a website. 
The KUOZ data reveals the following picture:
• The number of scientific publications and the relationship between professional publications 

and popular publications varies considerably from discipline to discipline.
• The diversity of publication types is significantly greater in arts & humanities and social 

sciences than in life sciences & biomedicine and physical sciences & technology.

In order to gain a good idea of the degree of open access for the various publication types, 
additional research is being carried out using data from various other sources.

Monitoring
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Classification of research output of Dutch universities - KUOZ data
A: proportion of scholarly, professional and popular output 2008 - 2017

B: most frequent document types 2017
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What do you think?

In your opinion, should the difference in publishing cultures between disciplines 
lead to a more diverse open access policy?

• No, the common thread is sufficiently visible and the policy does not need to be modified
• Plan S already provides sufficient conditions for broadening the open access policy
• Yes, specific attention needs to be paid to diversity in publishing cultures and the 

policies need to be tailored to that

Differences in publication culture
The following list displays a number of examples of differences in publication culture that 
affect the transition to open access:
• Articles by a single author compared to articles with multiple authors (sometimes over 

100).
• Publication of mostly articles compared to publication of mostly books, bundled articles 

or other formats.
• Publication for a purely academic target group compared to publication for a mixed 

target group.
• Publication involving major impact factors compared to publication without major 

impact factors.
• Clearly defined research communities with their own specific journals/professional 

associations etc. compared to more diffuse research communities.
• Publication of articles in ‘closed’ journals and/or publication in repositories and preprint 

servers such as arXiv.org, bioRxiv.org and the SSRN (Social Science Research 
Network).

• Articles with short shelf-lives compared to articles with longer shelf-lives (e.g. in the 
humanities).

• Articles free of rights compared to articles to which third-party rights apply (e.g. to 
images or specific data).

B: most frequent document types 2017
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In the previous eZine, we discussed our intention to start working with alternative platforms.  
At the time, we also interviewed various scientists about the alternative platforms they are 
creating: ScholarlyHub and SciPost.

During the course of 2018, another movement became visible. It is not only researchers who 
are setting up new platforms, but also funders. Funders impose conditions on the openness of 
publications, thus compromising publications on existing platforms. As a result, they have 
started to become more active in this area.

Alternative publication platforms also play a role in Plan S, as one of the three open access 
routes. The acceleration sought in Plan S is also considered highly desirable by the VSNU as  
it continues to move in the direction in which the VSNU has been heading for years: towards 
100% open access in 2020. We support every route which contributes to these goals. For this 
reason, alternative publication platforms have been identified as a focus point in the roadmap. 
In the coming period, we will also examine from the Netherlands how alternative publication 
platforms could contribute to this acceleration.

Alternative publication platforms

Plan S
 
Plan S was launched in September 2018 with the aim of accelerating the transition to open 
access. The plan, which was initiated by Robert-Jan Smits (senior Open Access adviser at 
the European Political Strategy Centre of the EU) and Science Europe, consists of ten key 
principles to bring about this acceleration. In early 2019, stakeholders all over the world 
were consulted to think about the planned implementation of Plan S. In the Netherlands, 
NWO/ZonMw took the initiative for a national consultation meeting with the participation  
of KNAW and VSNU. The VSNU expressed support for Plan S in a statement. In the 
statement, the VSNU also shares its view that both open access and Plan S serve as a 
means of bringing control over the publication process and ownership of the publication 
back to scientists and academics.

What do you think?

In your opinion, what should be the primary purpose of alternative platforms on 
which articles can be published?

• To promote openness and the availability of articles (this may also be possible with 
existing publishers)

• An alternative platform should, in particular, enable researchers to control the review, 
publication and distribution process

• Researchers must regain ownership of the article/scientific work
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After 2020: trends for the future
No matter how hard we work to achieve the objective of 100% open access by 2020, we will still need 
to work on the transition beyond 2020. For this reason, a number of scenarios are currently being 
devised for the open access situation in the future. These scenarios provide a basis for making policy 
choices in the coming period.

Even when it comes to the steps to be taken after 2020, it is currently all ‘work in progress’. The 
scenarios are not ready yet; they are being developed. A start has been made by revealing trends 
with input from various national and international stakeholders.

Eighteen dominant trends have been identified. These have been included and explained in this 
overview: https://www.vsnu.nl/open-access-international-alignment-English/assets/overview-trends-
oa-en.pdf

What do you think?

In your opinion, what are the three most important trends identified? (check three 
answers)

01. Diminishing power traditional institutions
02. More action-oriented policymaking in the 

Netherlands 
03. Increasing polarisation 
04. From ownership to access 
05. Rise of new technologies 
06. Increasing public debate about the ethics 

of technology 
07. Rise of citizen science 
08. Internationalisation of science 
09. New business models for publishing
10. Increased cooperation towards open 

access and science 

11. Funders increasingly influence the rules 
of the game 

12. Increasing discussion about function and 
value scientific journals 

13. Big deals are reaching the boundaries of 
their possibilities 

14. Increased consolidation in the academic 
publishing domain

15. Alternative publication channels
16. The rise of preprint
17. Increasing uncertainty about who will 

fund the OA transition
18. Increasing discussion about copyright 

and ownership
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Interview with the Bill & Melinda 
Gates foundation
The Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation (BMGF) is one of the 
largest public philanthropic organisations involved in 
research funding, and has been a staunch advocate of 
open access publication for many years. In fact, all 
research financed through the foundation must be made 
immediately available in open access format. A new portal 
– Chronos – was recently launched to facilitate the 
publication of research results. Some 2971 articles per 
year have been published since the policy was introduced 
three years ago. The Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation 
strives to improve global health care and reduce extreme 
poverty. Amongst other strategies, the foundation achieves 
this goal by funding research into solutions for the 
aforementioned problems. As Ashley Farley – associate 
officer of knowledge & research services at BMGF – 
recently explained in an interview conducted by Wilma van 
Wezenbeek – program manager open access at VSNU - : ‘the foundation grasped early on that open 
access to information would help the organisation achieve its goals more quickly. Open access serves 
as a de facto catalyst, while ensuring that publications can be freely used due to the absence of 
copyright restrictions. Finally, the foundation also feels information should be freely available to the 
public from a moral standpoint.’

Importance of rapid availability
Dutch academics are often apprehensive about the requirement to ensure immediate open access 
publication, as they fear this will impede their ability to publish in renowned academic journals. So 
what is the foundation’s take on the issue? From the foundation’s perspective, the rapid availability of 
good research results is key. The debate on publication in renowned journals is driven by researchers’ 
career perspectives rather than focusing on the quality of their research. The research should stand 
on its own merit, and immediate publication on a platform allows for the results to be immediately 
tested and applied in practice.



17

Foundation researchers have also had the opportunity to 
publish their results through the foundation’s publication 
platform, Gates Open Research, since the past year. Today, 
Gates Open Research ranks number 4 in the top 10 list of 
journals published in by Gates foundation grantees. In a 
key advantage, the publication platform allows researchers 
to publish all relevant outcomes of their research after 
completion of the review process, unrestricted by a specific 
scope as is the practice of more traditional journals or 
publishers.

The foundation will be conducting further research to 
assess the success of its open access policy and rapid 
publication of academic articles. Having reached the 
three-year mark, the time has now come to review these 
matters in greater depth. Amongst other lessons learned, it 
has become clear that researchers can greatly benefit by joining forces. The first steps have already 
been taken in that direction. The foundation is currently determining how best to assess the success 
of its open access policy further as time goes on.

Drastic changes required
The foundation recently joined forces with Plan S. Can you explain the rationale behind that choice? 
‘We regard Plan S as a natural next step along the road to reach 100% open access. We also need to 
speed up current developments. This insight was partly fueled by an assessment of BMGF’s article 
processing charges (APC) expenditures, which proved to have totalled 8 million dollars in the period 
since 2016. This led us to question whether this is the most effective way to spend our funds and 
disseminate research globally. We hope open access will lead to a shift in the current market. Despite 
their clear desirability, such drastic changes have been absent as of yet. Given our passion to ensure 
the rapid availability of research results and belief that this goal can be achieved more quickly 
through collaboration, we feel the initiative is definitely worth our support.’

In addition to the publication of articles, the scope is currently being broadened (with support from 
Plan S) to include the accessibility of research data. As this process has also highlighted, the shared 
data will be used by various major public sector parties. Although this could involve some potential 
disadvantages, smart data applications are set to make a real difference. BMGF expects these 
benefits will outweigh any disadvantages.

The foundation expects a great deal from the various developments in terms of transparency and 
data and research accessibility. Ashley ends the interview by expressing her hope and confidence in 
the future.
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Open access and open science aligned within the 
VSNU
 

Alignment refers not only to the theme in international 
cooperation but also to the organisation of projects 
regarding open access and open science. For this reason, 
after having deployed a specific programme manager for 
open access for the past five years, from 2019 onwards 
the VSNU has chosen to switch to a programme manager 
for open access and open science. On 1 March 2019, 
Wilma van Wezenbeek will be handing the baton to 
Darco Jansen. Under his leadership, a clear and joint 
VSNU ambition will be formulated for open access and 
open science. Together with national and international 
stakeholders, he will strive to improve transparency in 
science still further.

Darco Jansen
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