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The Dental Schools Council (DSC) acts as the authoritative voice of all undergraduate dental schools within 

universities in the UK, the DSC provides a principal source for informed opinion and advice on all matters 

concerning dental education and research including relations between dental schools, medical schools, the 

National Health Service and other clinical care providers.  

 

The Dental Schools Council (DSC) welcomes the opportunity to respond to HEFCE’s call for advice on Open 

Access and Submissions to the Research Excellence Framework post-2014. This is a complex area affecting 

institutions, research funders and the academic publications industry and so it is important that the detail of the 

transition is robust and the right stakeholders are engaged to clarify the move to open access. Nevertheless, the 

complexity of the transition does not detract from the importance of publically-funded research being accessible 

to the wider population.  

 

Using the Research Excellence Framework (REF) as a driver to increase open access is positive and, in the 

main, the proposals seem fair. It is also constructive that the document acknowledges both ‘green’ and ‘gold’ 

routes towards open access, reflecting the reality of the academic publication industry. However, we would like 

to suggest that there are some points that require further clarification. We have detailed our specific comments 

regarding embargoes and exceptions below.   

 

Embargoes and the ‘green route’ 

The creation of guidelines that clearly communicate the expectations that will be placed on institutions is 

imperative. There are a number of areas relating to embargoes that require careful consideration. Paragraph 11 

establishes the expectations of how open access will be defined. There appears to be an apparent contradiction 

in the fact that the first bullet point suggests that publications should be deposited immediately, while it is 

acknowledged further in the document that access to the repository should allow for an agreed embargo period; 

further clarification is clearly needed on this point.  

 

It is important that the academic publications industry is engaged to identify which journals allow a ‘gold’ route, 

whereby an Article Processing Charge is paid, and those that pursue a ‘green’ route which imposes an embargo 



time. This understanding and scoping exercise can then feed into the boundaries of what is considered a 

reasonable amount of time for an embargo. Furthermore, there is acknowledgement in the document that the 

costs and savings to institutions are unknown, and that more analysis needs to be done on this area to 

understand the effects of the move to open access. There is a delicate balance between using a stimulus to 

achieve an aim, in this case the REF submission, while also fully understanding the costs and potential 

unintended consequences of this action. The likely response of the academic publications industry to the 

introduction of open access requirements should also be considered as part of this. The prestige of some titles 

means that they have a great deal of influence and can operate to maximise their financial returns, the effect of 

this should be considered when clarifying the transition to open access.  

 

Exceptions 

Paragraph 12 states that work which has been published in an ineligible form and then retrospectively made 

available should not be eligible for submission, again it is necessary to fully recognise how the actions of the 

academic publications industry affect whether this is a feasible approach. There is a need to consider the 

reasons that may lie behind this, something particularly important when considering the short lead in period for 

the transition.  

 

However, the suggestion that exceptions will be made during the transition towards open access does help to 

address this concern. There will be occasions when outputs will not meet open access requirements and it is 

important that this criterion is clearly communicated to institutions. The suggestion that a given percentage of all 

outputs submitted by an institution should meet the requirement is potentially the easiest way to govern 

exceptions during this transitional phase. Nevertheless, there remains an opportunity to still consider how 

flexibility on a case-by-case basis can be maintained within the submission. 

 

Timeframe 

DSC acknowledges that tying open access to REF submissions is a robust lever. However, the timeframe for 

the introduction of the transition appears quite limited and it is important to understand how prepared institutions 

are, while also building in adequate time to allow for the development of effective communications and 

engagement events for those affected.  

 

The document also considers whether there is an opportunity to apply open access requirements to data. While 

this is certainly something which should be considered as part of progressing open access, and should be an 

aspiration for the future, it is likely that the timeframe to introduce this requirement is too restrictive.  
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