ETDs as Prior Publications: The 2011 Publishers’ Survey
	Gail McMillan (Virginia Tech, gailmac@vt.edu), Marisa L. Ramirez (Cal Poly SL0), Joan Dalton (U Windsor), Max Reed (UBC), Nancy H. Seamans (Georgia State U)
	
	


ABSTRACT

As an increasing number of electronic theses and dissertations (ETDs) are made available on the Internet, there has been a concomitant increase in concern about how publishers and editors of scholarly journals view these documents, with particular interest in whether open access to ETDs hinders future publishing opportunities. This presentation reports on the 2011 survey results of journal editors' and university press directors' attitudes toward online theses and dissertations, attitudes that indicate support for open access. This information is of significance to the academy as it will help students, graduate schools, and faculty advisors make informed decisions about open access of ETDs and what the implications are for publication based on ETDs.
THE QUESTION:  

Which of the following statements best reflects the editorial policy or practice governing your enterprise? "Manuscripts which are revisions derived from openly accessible (ETDs) are..."

· Always welcome for submission


· Considered on a case-by-case basis


· Considered ONLY IF the contents and conclusions in the manuscript are substantially different from the ETD


· Considered ONLY IF the ETD has access limited to the campus or institution where it was completed
 

· Not considered under any circumstances


· Other

2011 NDLTD Publishers’ Survey Findings
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WHAT DOESN’T THE DATA SAY? COMMENTS FROM ON PRIOR PUBLICATION QUESTION 
Quality is Key
· “The American Psychological Association, which publishes over 40 journals across psychology, has an official policy that theses/dissertations, even if archived at a university site, are not counted as prior publication.” 

· “A journal article is qualitatively different from a thesis, and must be structured with the needs of quite different readers in mind. All our submissions are subject to peer review, and frequently papers change in response to reviewer feedback. The fact that a paper grows out from an academic thesis is not a concern for this journal.”

· “Prior availability through an IR is not usually the deciding factor. We are more interested in the quality of the work, how well it fits with our list, and whether it deserves wider dissemination and promotion.”
Not Prior Publication

· “We do not consider the dissertation to be the equivalent of a book. It is student work; a book is professional work.”

· “Dissertations have *never* counted as publications… A pdf of an unpublished work is still an unpublished work.”

New Concerns about ETDs
· ETDs make author anonymity difficult. Among the survey respondents’ general comments we learned one survey respondent pointed out a previously unconsidered problem. 

· We were also reminded that not all publishers are familiar with the issues surrounding publications derived from ETDs. 
· Very few editors or directors seem to be aware that ETDs are also beginning to include published articles. 

Advice to Graduate Students based on the 2011 publishers’ survey
Other than the surveys reported here and those conducted a decade ago by Dalton, Seamans, and Holt, there is very little data on the topic of publishers’ attitudes about ETDs. Most of the information on this topic relies on perceptions of publishers’ attitudes. The contemporary data as well as that from a decade ago contradict these perceptions. 

Graduate students should not hesitate to submit works (e.g., journal articles and monographs) based on their ETDs to the top journals and academic presses. Ninety-six percent of the publishers will consider them. Quality is the publishers’ main concern. They are looking for authors who will adapt their ETDs for new audiences including peer reviewers. Based on the survey responses, ETDs are unsuitable in their original formats, e.g., too long. Instead, the ideas can be reused, but they need to be reformatted to fit the publishers’ guidelines and target audience.

Two key insights can be gleaned from the 2011 NDLTD survey of journal editors and university press directors. Based on their responses, (1) it is absolutely necessary to revise an ETD, in whole or in parts, in order to be considered for publication. (2) Quality was a common concern by respondents, not public accessibility to online theses or dissertations. An overwhelming majority, 96%, of the university press and journal respondents indicated that ETD-based works would be eligible for consideration in their publications.
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				All 		Uni. Presses  		Journals 

		Always welcome		45%		10%		66%

		Case-by-case		27%		44%		18%

		If very different		14%		27%		6%

		If access restricted		3%		7%		 0% 

		Never		4%		7%		3%

		Other		7%		5%		6%
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