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 Organic Chemist

 Ph.D. University of Durham UK, 1992

 Post-Doc Alberta, Canada and Norwich UK, 1995

 Lecturer University of Bristol, UK 1996

 Full Professor, University of Bristol, UK 2008

 Full Professor, Leibniz University of Hannover, 2013

 Editor in Chief, RSC Advances, 2018

 Research in the area of Fungal Biotechnology and Natural Products Chemistry

+
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Other Scientists

Working Pattern

/163



Working Pattern Writing:   Grant Applications;   Papers;   Presentations;   Reports
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 Publications - As a Reader

Free to Publish and Access

DOI

Small Database

Peer Review

Formatted PDF - Basic Unit of Science - ValueTrust

No Peer Review
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Coping with Paywalls

Effective, but slow….

Effective, and fast….

Open Access Keeps the System Honest and Fast
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 Publications - As a Writer

Share the Results with
my Scientific Community

My Priorities Priorities of Others

Financial Cost

H Index

Impact Factor of Journal

Time and Effort

Policies of Funders and Universities

Collaborators in Academia or IndustryDFG - € 750 per year PER PROJECT

UNIVERSITY - Some Agreements
with Some Publishers - Projekt DEAL

Target the Right Community

Other funders do not pay
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Editorial Board Member since 2011 

Chair since 2018

Full Breadth of Chemistry

4744 papers published in 2020

Fully Gold Open Access since 2017 

High Ethical Standards
Full Implementation of COPE Guidelines

Low APC £ 750 (€ 880)

Society Benefits (see later)

Reduced APCs for Developing Nations

Full APC Waiver for Research4Life Countries

 Publications - As an Editor
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2011 - 2016 Traditional Subscription Model

RSC Advances Bundled with other RSC Subscriptions

Very rapid growth - indicates High Demand

Very rapid growth - Hard to Manage!

Much more work - no extra income!

Rejection rates fell - lower quality at high volume

Impact Factor Maintained Between 3 and 4

Flip to Gold Open Access

 E. K. Wilson and J. Humphrey, Insights, 2017, 30(1), 38 - 46.

 Publications - As an Editor
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Competition Since 2017

Open Access / APC Model

Popular with Publishers - Especially Society Publishers

Scalable with Demand & Sustainable

Opens up Competition - Drives Innovation
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Society vs Commercial Publishers - A More Important Choice

Society CommercialHybrid

Often at Forefront of Innovation

Income supports Publishing and Learned Activities - Conferences, 
Scholarships, Travel Bursaries,  Awards

High Ethical Standards for Peer Review and 
Scholarship - Trust

Support for Under-Represented Groups

Career Support

Writing and Reviewing; Editorial Boards - all this is work! Academics do this for free….

Source:  Wikipedia 2021
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Scientific Freedom

Mandated Open Access ?? Plan S, Funders, Publishers…. 

Freedom to Enquire, Teach and Communicate

Does it Threaten Academic Freedom ?

Digital AgeSelf Publish Established Provider

Guaranteed Freedom to Publish

Some Hazards….

Accept Some Restrictions

In Return for Benefits for All

Improves the Academic Freedom of All Readers

Interesting to note - if all information is easily searchable, why do ‘journals’ survive ?? Why not one big repository ??
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Advantages of Open Access Model Disadvantages of Open Access Model

Fast and Free Access for all readers

Maintains Peer Review

Maintains High Quality PDF

Simplified System

Compatibility with Past and Present

Funding Model Confused

Funding Model  Varies Internationally

Author Pays / Library pays for author

Funding Model Varies by Journal
(even within a single publisher)

APCs vary widely - ca 1000 Euro to ca 10,000 EuroMore Reads, Downloads and Citations

Danger and Confusion

Pay to Publish

Spam and Predatory Journals

Some New Journals / Publishers have (very) questionable standards

APCs can be used to support under-represented groups

Clears the way for other ‘Open’ Innovations - Open Peer Review etc

Gold vs Green vs Hybrid other models…. etc!

They are out to get you!

Summary
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 Publications - Where are we now ?

Hybrid Model: 
Functional but Imperfect

Old Model:  The Living Dead Gold Open Access:  The Future

Transition - Movement of Budgets from Subscriptions to APCs

The transition itself is Painful - Worse than Either Full Model

/1614

Nobody is Really Enjoying This !

Scientists are Caught Between the Funders and the Publishers



 Reccomendations - What Can We Do ?

Gold Open Access:  The Future

Readers, Researchers, Teachers and Students

No Change….

Scientists

Select and Support Society Journals

Select and Support Open Access

Prioritise Reviewing and Editorial Work - Cui Bono ?

Funders

Continue to Support and Push for Wider Open Access

Accelerate Plan S

Publishers

Financial Support During the Transition

Only Start New Open Access Journals

Libraries

Keep Pushing the Publishers
Militant Action Where Needed !Flip More Journals - there is little to lose and much to gain

More Deals with Funders and Libraries Simplify and Publicise the OA Payment Options

Open  Access  in  Chemistry -  A  Scientist’s  View
Person

al !
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 Thanks Janna Neumann, LU - Hannover 

Agnieszka Wenninger,  FU Berlin 

Cox Group and Funders

Royal Society of Chemistry
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