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Open Access and the Arts and Humanities, Michael Jubb, Arts and Humanities Research Board

Although I am here as a representative of the AHRB, I am also aware that I am representing the research councils, the major funders of research in the UK.  

So far as Open Access and the Arts and Humanities go, there are a number of features that are perhaps not widely recognised amongst the protagonists of Open Access, particularly since activity here has tended to concentrate in the natural sciences and medicine.  

The key features include:

· That Open Access journals, and indeed electronic journals are even less well-developed in the arts and humanities than in the sciences.

· Most Open Access journals are actually departmental or institutional imprints.

· The time horizon in the arts and humanities are different from those in the sciences.

· First, there is less immediacy about the need for access to research results.  Since the international community of researchers working on closely-related issues or problems is much smaller, and because research results have a much longer life-span, there is less pressure on researchers to have immediate access to the research results of colleagues and/or rivals.  

· The research monograph, which takes a long time to produce, remains one of the most prestigious forms of research output.  This has implications also for forms of electronic output.  

· Both research results and research resources (on which more below) remain valid and of interest to other researchers for a long time; so the maintenance of archives of research output for a very long time is an issue of key importance.

· Modes of conducting research are different in the arts and humanities from those typical in the sciences.

· Individual researcher mode (not lone scholar mode) remains dominant.

· Modes of collaboration are often very individually-driven, rather than institutionally-driven.

· Nevertheless, collaborative research teams are beginning to emerge, at least in part as a result of the activities of the AHRB.

· What researchers want as much as, if not more than, speedy electronic access to research results, is access to research resources in digital form. Since most of the material they want access to was not born digital, there is a huge amount of work to be done in:

· digitising resources

· developing the use of XML and other markup tools

· developing other tools to enable researchers to find, and to manipulate digital resources from a wide variety of widely distributed sources.

· providing the scholarly and contextual apparatus to  enable other researchers to use this material reliably.

· A great deal of scholarly work of this kind is going on, some of it funded by the AHRB, in the form of work to produce digital versions of scholarly editions, catalogues raisonées, databases and so on.

· It is not clear that self-archiving on university servers will be the most effective way of dealing with such material.  For there are issues relating to:

· The cost of maintenance, including the costs of updating the material.

· problems of cataloguing and producing finding aids to what is available.

· Business models of publishing and of providing access to publications are therefore of critical importance to us, as to other research funders.

· Libraries, archives and other sources of research materials (including digital libraries and archives) are a critical part of the research infrastructure in the arts and humanities.

· At present, the costs of such resources and infrastructure fall essentially on national bodies such as the British Library and other national libraries, the National Archives, and on higher education institution budgets (funded by the funding councils).

· Open access models seem to a significant extent to shift the costs of infrastructure of this kind onto research funders, including research councils; that may of course be a good thing, but without adopting a dog-in-manger attitude to this development, there are economic consequences that need to be recognised.
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