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1. Introductions 
Chair Gautam Ray called the meeting to order and asked for a round of introductions.  
 
2. Open Access Presentation  
Wendy Lougee, dean and University librarian, introduced speakers Allison Langham-Putrow, 
communications and engineering liaison librarian, University of Minnesota Libraries, and Nancy 
Sims, copyright program librarian, University of Minnesota Libraries. Langham-Putrow began 
her portion of the presentation with a definition of open access: “free, immediate, online 
availability of research articles coupled with the rights to use these articles fully in the digital 
environment.” She explained that this open access fits well with the University’s mission 
statement that states:  “The University of Minnesota, founded in the belief that all people are 
enriched by understanding, is dedicated to the advancement of learning and the search for truth; 
to the sharing of this knowledge through education for a diverse community; and to the 
application of this knowledge to benefit the people of the state, the nation, and the world.” 
 
Langham-Putrow enumerated the ways in which a publishable unit can become open access: 

● Publish in a traditional (closed access) journal and then archive the journal in an open 
access repository. This can be done if the author has retained the rights to the publishable 
unit, usually a journal article or a monograph. There is also an option to pay a fee to a 
journal to make an individual article open access.  

https://drive.google.com/open?id=12B9g15kWkO2r0poCaCoJ4snDEFGavX5D


● The second path is to publish in a fully open access journal which sometimes requires a 
fee. The fees are often supported at the institutional level or by other organizations. (See 
slide three of the presentation for a more in-depth look at the levels of open access.) 

 
Langham-Putrow described how, as the internet developed and became more widespread, so did 
public access and the support of it by large institutions such as the National Institutes of Health 
(NIH). Open access policies in the United States began proliferating around 2008, Langham- 
Putrow said, with Harvard University and Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) being 
the first to create their policies. 
 
Langham-Putrow offered a timeline of notable events in transitioning from a pay to read 
(subscription) system to a pay to publish system, referencing movements led by the Max Planck 
Digital Library in Munich, Germany, as well as the University of Southern California system. 
She described another European initiative called Plan S and its goal that, by January 1, 2021, all 
scholarly peer-reviewed articles funded by a particular set of funders (Coalition S) must be 
published open access. The activities of Plan S are focused primarily in Europe and North 
America, she added.  
 
The global south has a very different system, Langham-Putrow explained. They have a 
cooperative publishing structure; they do not want any commercial involvement, and their focus 
is to keep costs low, she added.  
 
Kristin Janke raised concern regarding how changes and proposed new plans could affect 
unfunded researchers. She asked, if publishing companies are shifting cost to researchers who 
are unfunded (as if often the case in the field of education) what might eventually become of the 
field of education should major changes be implemented?  
 
David Brown shared that if a researcher is funded by the NIH, there is a government mandate 
that requires the work be open access, and wondered how that type of situation fits into these 
proposed models. Langham-Putrow said this is a good example of a funding agency successfully 
putting a mandate in place. Sims explained that the embargo element (waiting one year from the 
time of publication of a scholarly article before going open access) has minimized the financial 
impact this type of mandate has on publishers. A brief discussion followed on the changes 
successive White House administrations have made on the length of embargo mandates for 
federally funded research.  
 
Lougee described ArXiv (pronounced archive), an open-access repository of scholarly articles in 
the fields of mathematics, physics, astronomy, electrical engineering, computer science, 
quantitative biology, statistics, mathematical finance and economics. She noted that ArXiv 
received a grant from the Simons Foundation to assess the best economic model to address its 
own sustainability issues. ArXiv landed on assessing a proportional fee to the one hundred 
largest users of the repository, creating a transformative agreement. 
 
3. Review of Proposed Changes to Administrative Policy: Open Access to Scholarly Articles 
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Next, Sims briefly described the University of Minnesota’s open access policy (see slide 20) in 
preparation for review of proposed changes to the policy. Notable items in the University’s 
policy include: 

● Authors own the copyright to their scholarly articles and output, not the University. 
● The University holds a licence to make scholarly articles openly available. 
● The policy specifically connects open access with the University’s three-fold mission of 

teaching, research and service. 
● There is a limitation in the policy which prohibits scholarly articles being sold for profit. 
● If an author does not want the University to have this licence to their work the author can 

cancel it by using a waiver.  
 

Sims explained two important benefits of the policy: 
● The fact that there is a licence held by the University can potentially assist the author in 

negotiating agreements with publishing companies. 
● The author’s involvement is required in all decisions or actions regarding the work.  

 
Marlo Welshons, assistant to the provost, Office of the Executive Vice President and Provost, 
shared the proposed policy edits (see slide 26) to the Administrative Policy: Open Access to 
Scholarly Articles: 

● Recommendation to remove the sentence “The policy will be reviewed after three years 
and a report presented to the faculty” from the sixth paragraph of the policy, to avoid 
confusion with standard policy review processes, noting that the topic of open access 
broadly, and this policy specifically, is discussed regularly with the Senate Library 
Committee:.  

● Recommendation to add the phrase “and meets applicable accessibility standards” to the 
fifth paragraph of the policy, noting that the waiver form does meet accessibility 
standards but we wish to make an affirmative statement that whatever system is used 
must be accessible to those who are visually impaired.  

 
Welshons said that the review committee for the policy received requests to share open access 
information more broadly with University researchers. She said responses to these requests 
would be added to the procedures portion of the policy, once consultation had taken place with 
the incoming executive vice president and provost, Rachel Croson, and the incoming dean of 
libraries, Lisa German. 
 
Welshons then welcomed questions and comments from committee members. A discussion 
followed assessing the risk to authors for using the University’s licence in conflict with an 
outside publisher's wishes. Sims said she believes the Office of General Counsel would be 
willing to defend the license that the University holds, and the scholarly articles that it covers. 
She added that, as she understands it, there would not be a risk to an individual author of paying 
for a lawsuit imposed upon them by a publisher.  
 
Chair Ray asked if use of this policy generated data as to the number of faculty using it to make 
their work open-access. Sims explained that the only way the University would know who was 
using the license associated with this policy is if the faculty member: 
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● Tells the University they are using it, and  
● Uses it to place their work in the University Library’s repository.  

 
Welshons explained that this policy was not created to monitor who is and is not using the open 
access option, but to spur conversation and education about the importance and value of open 
access. 
 
Welshons then confirmed that the committee supported the recommendations that had been 
proposed, and said the policy would move through the final stages of the comprehensive review.  
 
In the interest of time, Ray adjourned the meeting.  
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