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m Plan S: a corodinated approach to OA

’ * Plan S represents the first time when research funders/performing
organisations have come together with a single goal around OA:
m to make full and immediate OA a reality

o™ ¢ We work closely with institutions to support the transition to OA

all
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Plan S: three routes to compliance

Open Access
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= Authors publish in
Open Access
journal or platform
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Access Journals
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Making the AAM Open Access via the Rights
Retention Strategy (RRS): key principles

» The peer-reviewed, Author Accepted manuscript (AAM), is the intellectual
creation of the authors and belongs to them.

* To assert ownership, the author — as the original copyright holder — applies a
CC BY licence to the AAM arising from their submission and notifies publisher

of this priorlicence
“This research was funded in whole, or in part, by the [Funder

name][Grant number]. For the purpose of open access, the
author has applied a CC BY public copyright licence to any
Author Accepted Manuscript version arising from this
submission.”

» Publication services should be paid for, but not with ownership of the AAM.
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Funders adding RR language to their grant

conditions

vwellcome

7.5.

UK Research
and Innovation

https://www.ukri.org/p
ublications/ukri-open-
access-policy/uk-
research-and-
innovation-open-
access-policy/

B h e e o mma e e s e e e [ e ai g ara s e wm o mmmna—

You hereby grant a CC-BY Public Copyright Licence to all future Author Accepted
Manuscripts (AAMs). If you allow others to own copyright in AAMs, you must ensure they
grant such a licence.

All submissions of original research to peer-reviewed journals must contain the following
statement:

“This research was funded in whole or in part by the Wellcome Trust [Grant number]. For
the purpose of open access, the author has applied a CC-BY public copyright licence to
any author accepted manuscript version arising from this submission.”

https://cms.wellc
ome.org/sites/def
ault/files/2022-
05/grant-
conditions-UK-
and-overseas.pdf

13. For the article to be published under route 2, submissions must include the
following text in the funding acknowledgement section of the manuscript and any
cover letter or note accompanying the submission: “For the purpose of open access,

the author(s) has applied a Creative Commons attribution (CC BY) licence (where
permitted by UKRI, ‘Open Government Licence’ or ‘Creative Commeons attribution no-
derivatives (CC BY-ND) licence’ may be stated instead) to any Author Accepted

Manuscript version arising.”
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Many universities adopting Institutional Rights
Retention Policies (IRRPs)

Institution Start Date Policy

1 University of Edinburgh 2022-01-01 link =
2 University of Cambridge 2023-04-01 link

3 Birkbeck University of London 2022-30¢-3 link

4 Sheffield Hallam University 2022-10-15 link

5 University of Aberdeen 2023-05-01 link

6 University of Leeds 2023-01-01 link

7 University of Newcastle 2022-08-01 link

8 University of St Andrews 2023-02-01 link

9 University of Sheffield 2023-01-17 link

10 University of Durham 2023-03-31 link

" University of Lancaster 2023-03-01 link

12 University of Liverpool 2023-01-24 link

13 University of Manchester 2023-03-01 link

14 University of York 2023-01-24 link

15 University of Oxford 2023-01-31 link

16 King's College London 2023-03-01 link

17 London South Bank University 2023-07-01 link

18 University of Glasgow 2023-09-01 link

19 University of Sussex 2023-10-01 link

0 s ety o https://sje30.github.io/rrs/rrs.html
21 Queen's University Belfast 2023-11-01 link
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IRRPs: with legal support

THE UNIVERSITY
of EDINBURGH

Many publishers have introduced restrictive publishing agreemenw winun iegyune
embargo periocds, and some publishers even assert that their licensing terms will
supersede any other prior agreements. We dispute this and if challenged the University
will be able to bring a legal claim against the publisher as they have willingly procured a

breach of contract against our pre-existing rights.

For a claim of procuring a breach of contract to succeed it must be shown that the
defendant knew about the prior contract and intended to encourage another person to
break it. Our solicitors have prepared a sworn Affidavit confirming service on all the
recipients which will be sufficient to confirm that all the named publishers were indeed
advised of our position ahead of article publication and that they have subsequently
asked an author to breach the terms of their employment contract by accepting a

publishing licence. Most of the time these publishing agreements are click-thru licences

that are impossible to edit or change. . . .
P g https://libraryblogs.is.ed.ac.uk/openscholarship/20

22/10/14/rights-retention-policy-an-update-after-9-
months/
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« UNESCO Recommendation on Open Science ( November 2021)
“Any transfer or licensing of copyrights to third parties should not restrict the
public’s right to immediate open access to a scientific publication.”

« G6 Statement on Open Science, December 2021:
“‘We are committed to support our researchers to retain sufficient rights to publish
their scholarly articles and monographs openly and we encourage them to publish
their results (i.e. final version and/or manuscript) under an open license,
preferably the Creative Commons Attribution License”

 European Council Conclusions on Research Assessment and Implementation

(June 2022)
“CONSIDERS that the authors of research publications or their institutions should
retain sufficient intellectual rights to ensure open access”



https://en.unesco.org/science-sustainable-future/open-science/recommendation
https://www.cnrs.fr/sites/default/files/download-file/G6%20statement%20on%20Open%20Science.pdf
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/media/56958/st10126-en22.pdf

Publishers’ tactics to undermine RRS (1 of 2)

1. Using contract law to enforce embargoes/non-compliant
.

Where articles are published via the subscription route, Springer Nature permits authors to self-archive the

accepted manuscript (AM), on their own personal website and/or in their funder or institutional repositories, for

public release after an embargo period (see the table below). The accepted manuscript is the version post-peer
review, but prior to copy-editing and typesetting, and does not reflect post-acceptance improvements, or any

Use of the AM is subject to an embargo period and our AM terms of use, which permit users to view, print, copy,
download and text and data-mine the content, for the purposes of academic research, subject always to the full
conditions of use. Under no circumstances may the AM be shared or distributed under a Creative Commaons, or
other form of open access license, nor may it be reformatted or enhanced. Authors are able to publish via the

rsion of record will be immediately availab

B on

[y i)

gold OA publication route, which means that the published v

ey

publication and can be shared under a CC BY licence.

1. Using online workflows to force authors publishing in a
subscription journal to agree to pay an APC at the point of
submission.




Publishers’ tactics to undermine RR (2 of 2)

3. Requiring researchers to remove RR language before article is published

A second group of publishers have asked for the rights retention language to be removed
either because they deemed it not necessary to comply with or because another compliant
route was available to the authors. For example, a journal published by Springer Nature
asked for the rights retention language to be removed because it was not required for com-
pliance purposes (because the article was submitted prior to the relevant policy coming
into effect). Journals published by Elsevier, the American Chemical Society and Optica all
asked for the rights retention language to be removed because of pre-existing publishing
agreements that allow Cambridge researchers to publish open access free of charge. In
these instances, authors were willing to remove the language from the final published ver-
sion and so it was not clear what would have happened if they had not done so. We have
received advice that removing this wording does not negate the fact that the publisher has
been informed of the prior licence and so rights retention is still permissible here. We are
recommending that researchers include the rights retention declaration where possible
even when publishers ask for it to be removed.

https://unlockingresearch-blog.lib.cam.ac.uk/?p=3361

Resistance

Other publishers did not confirm whether they asked for nghts
retention language to be removed due to it not being necessary but
outlined their previously stated dislike of the rights retention strategy.

Taylar & Francis said the rights retention strategy is not compatible
with the article-sharing policies of most of its journals, which in the
case of pay-to-read content have an embargo period of either 12 or
18 months before an accepted manuscript can be shared in a
repository.

A spokespersaon far Taylor & Francis said most researchers will still
be able to comply with their funder's requirements by publishing the
article’s version of record open access.

The American Chemical Society said it is unable to support the rights
retention strategy in its current form.

“This approach undermines the funding on which it financially
depends and for that reason is not a route to a stable and
sustainable open research future where information is credible,
accessible, linked and searchable,” a spokesperson for the society
said.

https://www.researchprofessional.com/ .,
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...but RRS is becoming mainstream....
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...with many examples of it working in practice

RESEARCH ARTICLE | JANUARY 25 2023

A Wider and Deeper Peptide-Binding Groove for the Class | Molecules
from B15 Compared with B1g Chickens Correlates with Relative
Resistance to Marek’s Disease ©

Lingxia Han ® ; Shaolian Wu; Ting Zhang ® ; Weiyu Peng; Min Zhao; Can Yue; Wanxin Wen; Wenbo Cai; Min Li; Hans-Joachim Waliny @ ;
David W. Avila; William Mwangi ® ; Venugopal Nair ® ; Nicola Temette; Yaxin Guo @ ; Yingze Zhao; Yan Chai; Jianxun i ® ; Hao Liang;
George . Gao & © ; Jim Kaufman & © ; William J. Liu & ©

+ Author & Article Information
J immunoi (2023) 210 (5): 668-680
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.2200211 Article history -

of Share ~ g, Tools ~ @& cite ~

Abstract

The chicken MHC is known to confer decisive resistance or susceptibility to various economically
important pathogens, including the iconic oncogenic herpesvirus that causes Marek’s disease (MD).
Only one classical class | gene, BF2, is expressed at a high level in chickens, so it was relatively easy to
discern a hierarchy from well-expressed thermostable fastidious specialist alleles to promiscuous
generalist alleles that are less stable and expressed less on the cell surface. The class | molecule
BF2*1901 is better expressed and more thermostable than the closely related BF2*1501, but the
peptide motif was not simpler as expected. In this study, we confirm for newly developed chicken lines
that the chicken MHC haplotype B15 confers resistance to MD compared with B19. Using gas phase
sequencing and immunopeptidomics, we find that BF2*1901 binds a greater variety of amino acids in
some anchor positions than does BF2*1501. However, by x-ray crystallography, we find that the peptide-
binding groove of BF2*1901 is narrower and shallower. Although the self-peptides that bound to
BF2*1901 may appear more various than those of BF2*1501, the structures show that the wider and
deeper peptide-binding groove of BF2*1501 allows stronger binding and thus more peptides overall,
correlating with the expected hierarchies for expression level, thermostability, and MD resistance. Our
study provides a reasonable explanation for greater promiscuity for BF2*1501 compared with
BF2*1901, corresponding to the difference in resistance to MD.

Copyright © 2023 by The American Association of Immunologists, Inc.

You do not currently have access to this content.

https://journals.aai.org/jimmunol/article-abstract/210/5/668/237710
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Published in final edited form as: EMSID: EMS159211
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A wider and deeper peptide-binding groove for the class |
molecules from B15 compared to B19 chickens correlates with
relative resistance to Marek’s disease
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RRS is a practical mechanism cOAlition S developed to ensure researchers
always had a means by which they could comply with funder policies.

In terms of copyright, the prior notice of a licence is sufficient to assert
copyright.

In terms of contract law, cOAlition S believes that (at least in some jurisdictions)
a publisher who tries to impose a new contract on an author — which requires
them to breach an exisiting contract (with their funder) — could be challenged
under the tortious interference of contract tort.

Of course, RR would be unnecessary if Secondary Publishing Rights (with zero
embargo and re-use rights) was legislated for.

» In the absence of this however, RRS still has a role to play in delivering full and
immediate OA



