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Abstract 

The present paper explores the vision and 

experiences and opinions about publishing 

in scholarly communication and summarizes 

the key findings of the respondent‟s 

opinions and attitude of 303 researchers 

from various departments of the Kashmir 

University. The statistical program was used 

to perform a series of statistical analyses. 

The results indicate that scholars of Kashmir 

University are not well disposed to Open 

Access scholarly communication and 

traditional model of scholarly 

communication remain their first choice of 

publication. Investment in Open Access 

scholarly communication through the use of 

the various channels of Open Access is still 

relatively low when considered in the 

context of making their own research 

available. 
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Introduction 

   Publishing is a hallmark of good scientific 

research .The aim of publishing is to 

disseminate new research knowledge and 

findings as widely as possible in a timely 

and efficient manner, Traditionally, 

researchers have studied communication in 

the workplace between researchers who are 

co-located or who meet at local or national 

meetings ( Garvey 

et al., 1970)
1
 

Besides 

communicating to 

get advice, learn about new methods or 

theories or hear about new results, scientists 

communicate informally to collaborate on 

research, co-author formal publications and 

also to gossip and be creative (Allen,1991)
2
 

Formal scholarly communication is 

published material that has been reviewed 

by peers, edited by publishers, and is 

retrievable through various information 

systems Scientists rely on published journal 

articles for recognition, reward and identity 

formation. Open Access publishing is a new 

concept of publishing where a scholar can 

publish his/her work in online media and 

have unrestricted online access to articles 

published in scholarly journal. 

The purpose of this study is to explore 

Scholars vision and experiences and 

opinions about publishing in scholarly 

communication especially in open access 

channels. 

 

Objectives 

• To gauge the Publishing objective of 

the scholars 

• To gauge the choice of publication  

• To gauge the most preferred model of 

publication 

• To assess the awareness of Open 

Access publishing 

Scope 

   The scope is limited to research scholars 

of the Kashmir University presently engaged 

in research. 
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Literature Review 

A growing amount of literature on 

scholarly publishing is available. While 

going through the literature, it can be argued 

that typical methods of disseminating 

scholarly information include journals, 

books, conference papers, reports, theses, 

and the so-called grey literature.(Alcorn, 

1997)
3
 (Dewar, 2000)

4
 traces out the origin 

of scholarly communication and argues that 

scientific data collection was born with 

printing as for the first time scientists were 

able to compare texts, rather than be limited 

to comparing verbal accounts about their 

predecessors and by their contemporaries. In 

fact, he indicates further that the Scientific 

revolution dates back to 1543 when 

Copernicus published De Revolutionibus 

Orbium Coelestium, (Fjalbrant,1999)
5
 

(Schaffner,1994)
6 

and (Meadows,1974)
7
 

provide historical descriptions of the origins 

and evolution of scholarly journals and 

comment that since 1665, with the founding 

of the Journal des Scavans and the 

Philosophical Transactions of the Royal 

Society of London, the print-on-paper 

journal has functioned as the main mode of 

scholarly communication.(Patterson1992)
8 

offer excellent overviews of the 

development of the study of scientific 

communication including discussions of the 

role of publication and points out that the 

growth of knowledge combined with the 

ever-increasing numbers of active 

researchers has led to the formation of new 

disciplines, sub- disciplines and 

interdisciplinary groupings, leading to more 

highly specialized journals published to 

facilitate communication. The growth is 

traced by (Odlyzko, 1997)
9
 and (Odlyzko 

,1999)
10

 who report that during 1870 only 

840 papers were published in Mathematics. 

However today, about fifty thousand papers 

are published annually. According to 

(Tenopir& King, 1997)
11

 the number of 

papers published per researcher has 

remained static over the past twenty years 

and it is the number of researchers that has 

doubled. They state that „the number of 

papers seeking publication continues to rise 

relentlessly, causing information overload in 

even the most specialized areas of interest 

(Lyman, 1991)
12

 report the volume of 

scholarly information is increasing faster 

than the ability of researchers to manage it, 

publishers to print it, libraries to collect it 

and scholars to read it, which (Todd, 2000)
13

 

calls knowledge explosion. 

About the University of Kashmir 

University of Kashmir is a multi-

faculty University, imparting instruction in 

various subjects in the Faculty of Arts, 

Languages, Natural Sciences, Social 

Sciences, Education, Commerce, Law, 

Medicine, Dental Surgery, Engineering, 

Music and Fine Arts and Non-formal 

Education, all manned by academics with 

considerable teaching and research 

experience, some of whom occupy places of 

eminence in the academic world. 

Methodology 

Survey method was chosen to gather 

the data using sampling technique. A self 

administered questionnaire was drafted, 

distributed among 303 scholars of different 

disciplines, which receive 87% responses. 

In this study, subjects were chosen within 

the broad disciplines particularly those who 

are required to present and/or publish their 

research such as Agriculture & food science 

Business & management Chemistry 

Computer sciences, Earth & geographical 

sciences, Engineering, materials science & 

technology 8 Humanities, Law & politics, 

Library & information science, Life 

sciences, Mathematics, Medical sciences, 

Physics, Psychology, Social sciences & 

education. In order to reveal findings, the 

data was analyzed by drawing percentage as 

well as by applying certain statistical tests. 
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Analysis of Data 

Among 303 scholars majority 

comprise male 60.9% 146 scholars belong to 

the faculty of Science, 80 scholars belong to 

faculty of Social Science,73 to faculty of 

Arts and 15 to faculty of Commerce & 

Management studies and 6 scholars belong 

to faculty of Education. 

Gauging Publishing Objectives 

The survey explored objectives of 

publishing the research work. This question 

is responded by the majority of respondents.  

A number of respondents have thus chosen 

multiple objectives. 

  

 

 

In assessing the objectives, the 

overwhelming reason is “to gain credits for 

academic advancement” (56%) scholars to 

publish their work in the model. The second 

motivation is “to inform others about work 

and results” (30%) and last factor recorded 

is to receive “research funding” by 14%. 

The studies carried by Swan and Brown in 

(2005)
14 

Swan and Brown (2002)
15 

also 

confirm that the primary reason for making 

their research findings available is to gain 

academic advancements. 

Choice of Publication 

This part of survey displays the 

pattern of author reaction to the statements 

presents in question asked to indicate which 

is applied in their case. Respondents had 

choice of scoring any factor as „very 

important‟, „important‟, „not very important‟ 

and „not at all  

Mean score (4= very important), n=303 

A statistical analysis was carried out 

which indicate that the scholarly community 

attaches enormous value to the Impact factor 

followed by peer review, Speed of 

publication while as factor “permission to 

retain copyright” was placed last.

 

Table 2: Choice of publication 

Reasons Very 

important 
Important Not very 

important 

Not at all 

Important Mean Rank gained 

Rank 4 3 2 1 

Peer review 200 185 100 30 3. 08 2 

Online manuscript 

submission 

131 130 140 114 2. 54 4 

Impact factor of journal 330 148 30 7 3. 56 1 

Speed of publication 173 130 116 96 2. 74 3 

Print& electronic 

version 

109 98 207 101 2. 42 5 

Permission to retain 

copyright 
35 75 98 307 1. 69 6 

 

Table 1: Objectives for publishing 

Reason for publishing No of 

Respondents 

agree To inform colleagues about my 

results 

 

211 (30%) 

To gain credits for academic 

advancement 
402 (56%) 

To gain research funding 99 (14%) 
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So it is not surprising that the authors will 

not wish to publish their work in a journal 

which is perceived to have low standards in 

this regard. They want their work to be 

noticed, read and built upon. Morris, S 

(2003)16 conducted  a similar study and 

found that authors publish their work in 

journals  having peer review and impact 

factor, a good reputation, an international 

audience, a high rank against other journals 

in the field. The other studies carried by 

(Haijjem, Hanard & Gingras, 2005)17; 

(Schroter, Tite & Smith 2005)18; (Warlick 

& Voughan, 2006)19 Observe that increased 

research impact (Brody, 2006)20 increased 

speed of publication or dissemination of 

research output. 

 

Preferred Model of Publishing 

The investigator explored the most 

preferred model of publishing by the 

authors. The respondents were given choice 

that they could choose more than one such 

„model‟ listed and a number of respondents 

had thus chosen multiple such models. 

 

Table 3: Preferred model of publishing 

Discipline Traditional 

Subject based 

journal (SBJ) 

SBJ 

Repository 

Fee based OA 

journal 

Free OA 

journal 
Own website 

Life Science 78 8 10 10 14 

Physical Sciences 40 22 27 6 5 

Social sciences 77 8 5 4 16 

Arts &humanities 82 61 6 3 6 

  

Surprising results obtained reveal 

that the greatest agreement and possibility 

for authors to continue publishing their 

works in the journals of their choice is the 

traditional model of publication. The results 

indicate awareness of disseminating results 

in Open Access model among authors is still 

poor. Publishing in traditional subscription-

based number of authors know about 

making contribute through the open access 

models. Life Sciences and Physical Sciences 

are using Open Access model of 

disseminating their work compared Arts and 

Humanities. This Study is compared to 

previous studies by (Hess et al, 2007)21 

which indicates that less number of their 

respondents were reported to be in a position 

to publish in open access  

 

Awareness of Open Access  

To benchmark author‟s knowledge 

of Open Access initiative and ascertain their 

familiarity, respondents were asked various 

questions aimed at verifying levels of 

knowledge, use and more general behavior 

about the concept of‟ “Open Access 

publishing”. The opinion of 872 respondents 

presented in Table. 4 
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Familiar with the concept of Open Access initiative 

 

 Distinct differences are discerned along 

disciplinary lines. Relatively few researchers 

in the Arts and Humanities (13%) and Social 

Sciences (15%) are “very familiar” with 

Open Access whereas for Physical Sciences 

(20%) and Life Sciences (28%) the 

proportion is greater. Overall, the level of 

familiarity with the concept of „Open 

Access‟ (that is adding together the “very 

familiar” and “familiar” categories) ranges 

45% for Arts and Humanities  71% for Life 

Science This means that many researchers 

are not much familiar or not at all familiar 

with „open access‟. Adding together the “not 

very familiar” and “not at all familiar” 

categories, it estimates that 54% of Arts and 

Humanities authors are unfamiliar with the 

concept. Equally 54% of Social Science are 

not familiar whereas Physical Science (45%) 

and Life scientists (29%) Compared to 

several previous studies, the findings reveal 

the same results For example, studies done 

in the Southern Africa region indicated less 

than 60% of the respondents were aware of 

open access (De Beer, 2005)22; (Lwogaet 

al, 2006)23; (Moller, 2006)24. 

 

 

Sources of Information about Open 

Access concept 
Participant‟s awareness about Open Access 

initiative and tools were asked a subsequent 

question to indicate about the source where 

from they knew about “Open Access”. 

Results are tabulated in the Table. 5 below. 

 Table 5: Source of information of Open 

Access 

Source of information of Open 

Access 

Response 

% 

From institution 445(65) 

Through colleagues 123(18) 

Through open access debates 27(4) 

Through literature 69(10) 

Other, please specify 21(3) 

(Figures in the Parenthesis indicate round figure percentage) 

It depicts that the authors familiarity to some 

extent with the concept of Open   Access have 

heard about it from a variety of sources. 

Majority (65%) declared that they were 

Table 4: Nature of Familiarity 

Discipline Very familiar Familiar 
Not Very 

familiar 

Not at all 

familiar 

Social Science 131(15) 253(29) 296(34) 174(20) 

Physical Sciences 175(20) 297(34) 249(28) 148(17) 

Life Sciences 244(28) 375(43) 173(20) 78(9) 

Arts &humanities 113(13) 279(32) 282(32) 192(22) 
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informed by the institution while18% have 

got acquaintance of „Open Access‟ from 

colleagues. However 4% report that the 

source of information about the Open Access 

is the Open Access debates. 10% through 

literature and 3% from other sources usually a 

combination of the three prior options. 
 

While comparing the study with the study 

carried out by Swan, A. and Brown, S. N. 

(2004)
25

 “JISC/OSI Journal Authors Survey 

Report” it indicates that awareness of the  

concept of amongst those who had taken this 

publishing route was quite high; almost two-

thirds of respondents were familiar with the 

open access concept.  

Publishing Activity in Open Access 

Journal 

This survey gauged the publishing activity 

of participants in Open Access journals. The 

respondents aware with working knowledge 

of Open Access journals reported about their 

submission in Open Access journal during 

past three years which is tabulated in the 

Table -6 

  

Table  6:Publishing activity of scholars 

 Frequency of  submissions 

Subject 0-1 2-3 4-5 5-6 7 and more 

Agriculture & food science 13 5 8 1 3 

Business & management 24 10 1 0 7 

Chemistry 24 9 15 4 3 

Computer sciences 17 21 20 3 5 

Geographical sciences 10 10 2 2 3 

Engineering, & technology 5 7 21 7 3 

Humanities 12 3 1 0 0 

Law & politics 2 3 0 0 0 

Library & information science 17 7 5 3 0 

Life sciences 30 11 11 7 7 

Mathematics 13 7 2 1 0 

Medical sciences 30 33 11 11 7 

Physics 30 18 5 3 1 

Psychology 19 10 0 0 0 

Social sciences & education 26 11 3 0 0 

Whole population %age 44% 26% 17% 7% 7% 
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Table 7: Publishing activity of scholars 

Group Mean 
Standard 

deviation 

Mean 

±S. D 
Population 

0 or 1 18 9. 05 18±9. 

05 

272 

2 or 3  11 8 11± 8. 

0 

165 

4 or 5  5 8 5±8. 0 105 

6 or 7 3 3 3±3 42 

7 and 

more 

3 2 3±2 39 

 

The results indicate on an average 18 

persons produce 0-1 paper per year with a 

standard deviation 9. 05.. In the group 2-3, 

on an average 11 persons produce one paper 

per year with standard deviation 8. Likewise 

in the group of 4-5 on an average 5 persons 

produce 1 papers with standard deviation 8 

whereas in group 6-7 on an average 3 

persons produce 1 paper per year with 

standard deviation.  Similarly in the group 7 

or more than 7 0n an average 3 persons 

produce with standard deviation 2. 0  

Author Satisfaction 

The perceptions of authors satisfaction about 

method of dissemination of research results 

was understood on Likert scale   using 5 

point where (5= very satisfied,  

4=satisfied,3= neutral,2=dissatisfied and 1= 

very dissatisfied). The findings reveal that 

overall mean (SD) satisfaction score, 

indicated by the agreement with “Satisfied” 

was 3.3 and significantly higher among 

other statements. The statement “Neutral” 

and V. Satisfied score 2.5 and 2.3 

respectively whereas the statement V. 

dissatisfied score lowest value 0.6.From the 

above results one can infer that overall 

perception regarding the open Access 

publishing is favoring and satisfied. 

 

 
 

Fig.1 Author satisfaction regarding traditional model of publishing  
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Discussion and Conclusion 

The scholars of Kashmir University 

are not well disposed to Open Access 

scholarly communication and traditional 

model of scholarly communication remain 

their first choice of publication. They 

perceive open access journals having a 

smaller readership and a lower citation rate. 

Investment in Open Access scholarly 

communication through the use of the 

various channels of Open Access is still 

relatively low when considered in the 

context of making their own research 

available. Authors‟ attitudes to the open 

access are generally positive. Those authors 

who publish their article in open access 

method strongly believe that, as a result of 

open access articles will become more 

accessible, although there are significant 

reservations about quality and preservation 

in an increasingly digital information 

landscape. One of the reasons for the low 

usage of open access outlets by the 

researchers to disseminate their research 

findings is associated with the inadequate 

skills in online publishing among authors. 

With developing web technologies relating 

to Information access and publishing 

become more sophisticated. It is thus highly 

recommended for information professionals 

from libraries to proactively device 

attractive training modules for upgrading 

publishing techniques in the online 

environment. This will ensure effective 

exploitation of open access by the 

researchers with respect to improving 

dissemination of scholarly content. 
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