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Taylor & Francis’s Updated Position on 

Copyright and Author Rights – 

Confidential Advice to Editors

Like many other publishers, Taylor & Francis is now permitting authors to place pre-prints (i.e. the draft or originally submitted article) in author sites and institutional repositories. Pre-print posting should, of course, always be subject to that being the editorial policy of the journal and in accordance with its policy on pre-publication.  We present below the policy of a major US science journal on pre-publication posting, and we feel that it is a sensible model – giving authors the rights they seek while protecting the prestige and integrity of the journal.  

There is increasing evidence that allowing pre-prints or author posting does lead to increased citations and impacts – the business issue remains of ensuring that sales are not damaged by allowing this, and also by allowing ‘post-print’ posting of articles, as is increasingly required by research councils and funding bodies.  We are therefore taking every precaution to ensure that the final published version is treated as the definitive version of scholarly record, and that all click-throughs, navigation tools and search engines point to this, the authenticated, validated version.

While we are to allow authors to post their version of the final published article after a suitable time-delay, we are not allowing anything other than a ‘flat-text’ version.  Our concern (and we believe that of those journal proprietors on whose behalf we publish) is that it costs a lot to add the value, in conversion, putting the links through Cross-Ref, registering DOIs, and monitoring.  The on-line referenced version can be publicly accessible (for example, under the new ‘making available right’ in the European Copyright Directive) unless we and journal owners specifically prohibit it as the rights owners.  There is a risk that when content is uploaded to university repositories, the users would be able to get your and our value added content without payment.  This is a key reason we ask all authors to transfer copyright or grant an exclusive publishing licence.

The two key areas we need to protect are:

a)
The coding, generally our versions of html and xml.  It is acceptable for authors to upload flat PDFs, but not the value added referenced  versions.

b)
The brand of the journal is at stake, because if users can access the content without being redirected to the journal, then the journal is disintermediated.  Yet it is publication in the journal that confers prestige and career advancement on the authors.  The costs of the journal are an essential part of the package, and we all need to be able to recoup these, which would be jeopardized if authors can claim the association with the journal, but the journal loses its revenue.  

        On the one hand we want to drive as much traffic back to the journal as possible, and so should identify the journal in all author-supplied PDFs. On the other hand, a non-referenced PDF would benefit from the goodwill without having to pay for it.  As a solution we are proposing  to allow the unreference-linked version for the author to post, but to limit the use of the journal name.  There are a number of legal forms of protection to enable ourselves and journal owners to do this.

We are also proposing an embargo period for author posting  -  12 months in science, technology and medicine (STM), 18 months in the humanities and social sciences (HSS), as there is evidence that  HSS articles take longer to permeate into the literature, but the contractual issue with authors is to restrict use of the fully referenced PDFs. 

Please do contact Dr David Green, Global Journals Publishing Director, if you wish to discuss this further.

david.green@tandf.co.uk
What constitutes prior publication?

This is a précis of the Policy of the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America as outlined in a recent editorial and signed by the Editorial Board of PNAS.

The Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America (PNAS) is one of the world's most-cited multidisciplinary scientific serials. Since its establishment in 1914, it continues to publish cutting-edge research reports, commentaries, reviews, perspectives, colloquium papers, and actions of the Academy. Coverage in PNAS spans the biological, physical, and social sciences. PNAS is published weekly in print, and daily online in PNAS Early Edition. The PNAS impact factor is 10.3 for 2003.

Because the editorial policy of PNAS is to publish the results of important original research, they do not accept papers describing work that has been published before. This prohibition against double publishing is the policy of virtually all primary literature journals and hardly seems controversial. Yet, when applied too fastidiously, it constricts the free exchange of science. Authors may fear distributing preprints to review writers and commentators or putting preprints up on the web so as not to jeopardize subsequent publication. Journal policies on what constitutes prior publication vary so widely or are so vaguely stated that many authors conclude that the safe course is to restrict dissemination before publication. 

The PNAS policy on what constitutes prior publication is based on the position of a liberal prior publication policy in which the paramount goal is free scientific exchange. 

PNAS considers results to have already been published if they have appeared in sufficient detail to allow replication, are publicly accessible with a fixed content, and have been validated by peer review. A paper has been published if it has appeared in a journal cited by any widely used abstracting service, whether in print or online, in English or in any other language. Things are less clear when two of the three criteria (replicability, public accessibility, and review) are met or only a portion of an article has appeared before. What if only one figure has been published previously? PNAS in this case wish the authors to convince them at the time of submission that the figure is essential for the submitted paper yet not the major contribution. 

Preprints have a long history in science and the academic world, and it has been PNAS policy that they do not constitute prior publication. This is true whether an author hands copies of a manuscript to a few trusted colleagues or puts it on a publicly accessible web site for everyone to read, as is common now in parts of the physics and maths community. The medium of distribution is not germane. A preprint is not considered a publication because it has not yet been formally reviewed and it is often not the final form of the paper. Indeed, a benefit of preprints is that feedback usually leads to an improved published paper or to no publication because of a revealed flaw. Analogous to a preprint is the often detailed oral presentation of work at a conference. Once again PNAS do not view this as prior publication but as a salutary step toward publication. 

With the rapid expansion of the scientific literature, summaries of work in reviews, commentaries, and perspectives have become increasingly important. Also, only a few scientists are privileged to attend small elite meetings, and publication of a meeting summary allows the whole scientific community to share in some of the benefits. Unfortunately, scientists are often reluctant to provide the needed preprints or even clear descriptions of unpublished results to the summarizers because they fear it will compromise subsequent publication. The synthesizers often feel obliged to do a verbal dance of forward and backward steps to say enough to make the results clear, but not enough to prejudice later publication. PNAS policy is that a summary of work in a review, a perspective, a commentary, a newspaper or magazine article, or wherever does not constitute prior publication. Their guiding principle is that journals should interfere minimally in such exchanges; authors themselves should dictate the dissemination of their own work. 

A liberal policy on prior publication should not in any way slow down ultimate publication in a journal. Preprints and the other forms of prior disclosure do not prejudice publication in PNAS; neither do they guarantee it.  Precisely because a preprint is not a publication, it does not guarantee priority. Dissemination of results in any form before publication carries with it the risk that others will publish them first, or supersede them. Either will definitely prejudice subsequent publication. Free exchange of unpublished work should be followed by timely publication. 
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