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Kathleen Larmett
Executive Director

National Council of University Research Administrators

One Dupont Circle, N.W., 

Suite 220

Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Ms. Larmett,

We are writing on behalf of the Professional and Scholarly Publishing (PSP) Division of the Association of American Publishers (AAP) with regard to Internet posting of NIH-funded articles.  The PSP division includes many of the country’s university presses. Over forty scholarly societies that publish journals are also members of the PSP division.

As you know, the National Institutes of Health have adopted a policy strongly urging scholars whose research they fund to post their articles in final peer-reviewed form. The policy may be seen at http://publicaccess.nih.gov/policy.htm.  We believe that that policy, though well-intentioned, overlooks the importance of the publishing process in the diffusion of scholarly information.  It inadvertently puts at risk the very thing it is trying to benefit, including the work of scientists at your institution.

The NIH asks authors to submit their final, accepted, peer-reviewed manuscripts for posting on PubMed Central (PMC).  PMC is a publicly-accessible, permanent, and searchable electronic archive.  Authors may specify when their final manuscripts will become publicly accessible through PMC, and the NIH urges that this be no later than twelve months after the publisher’s official publication date.  In response to this policy, some institutions are going further and urging their faculty members to insist, in their agreements with publishers, on the earliest possible public posting of their articles.

We agree that public access is a matter of vital concern to the health of scholarly publishing in this country.  However, premature or inappropriate access deprives publishers (both nonprofit and for-profit) of income from subscriptions and other services.  This loss of income can have serious consequences.  Among other things, it threatens the peer-review process, which is supported by journal revenues.  

We enclose a summary of the hazards we see in this policy.  We think it will persuade you that traditional publishing adds crucial value to the scholarly project, and that premature posting on PMC (or any other such website) is unwise. We hope you will take these considerations into account when advising researchers and scientists at your institution.  

If you have any questions about this communication or about the concerns of scholarly publishers, please do not hesitate to contact Barbara Meredith, Vice President, Professional & Scholarly Publishing, AAP  (tel: 212.255.0200; e-mail: bmeredith@publishers.org).  We welcome continued dialogue.

Yours sincerely,
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The NIH Policy on Public Access May Adversely Impact the Quality and Integrity of Scientific Research Publishing

· Publishers will choose voluntarily to provide open access prior to twelve months if the economics of journal publishing with the support of federal funds permit such access.  Many not-for-profit -- especially university-based -- journal publishers, voluntarily place selected articles online and make them available at no charge as new issues are published.

· The only authoritative version of an article is the published version.  Only the published version is guaranteed to reflect careful editing by a professional editorial staff.  Access to pre-publication versions of articles on PubMed Central (PMC) constitutes a very real disservice to the public and to serious researchers.  Members of the scholarly community should be concerned about the confusion that multiple versions of articles online will cause, possibly misleading and misinforming readers, and creating a nightmare for search-and-link software such as CrossRef.

· Access through a vast database like PMC damages journals by disaggregating their contents, destroying the synergies that result from the labors of talented and distinguished journal editors and editorial boards.

· PubMed Central can play a valuable archival role.  Submitting articles to PMC for archival purposes (not general access), with proper links to the publisher site for the official published version, would honor that role while preserving the integrity of the journals concerned.  
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