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Summary 

This issue of “Qwerty” consists of

three studies, one invited article and

one review.

All papers are focused on telematic

technologies in collaborative learning

contexts. Collaborative learning is

nowadays the best educative ap-

proach for rich, deep, meaningful and

complex learning. There are two gen-

eral modes to define a collaborative

technology supported approach in

practices: CSCL and CSCW. The first

(Computer Supported Collaborative

Learning) is addressed to scholastic,

academic, formal and informal con-

texts learning. The second (Computer

Supported Cooperative Work) is ad-

dressed to all work contexts. 

Two papers (Cucchiara, Spadaro &

Ligorio and Anderson) discuss the

use of technologies in academic con-

texts. 

The first paper (Cucchiara, Spadaro &

Ligorio) analyses a blended model for

sustaining knowledge building col-

laboratively. The core of the article is

self-perception and representation of

the learning communities. 

The authors adopt an identity position

approach for analysing effects on

sense of identity and a sense of be-

longing in online forum. Through

conversational analysis they explored

interactive discursive strategies for

developing discussion groups and

constructing new representation of

one’s own learning group. This re-

search offers interesting perspectives

and findings on the link between

knowledge building groups and the

perception of the self.

The second paper (Anderson) focus-

es on weblogs for facilitating aca-

demic communication and communi-

ty building. 

The blog is nowadays widespread in

public information, but it is a very

talked about issue. Its use in formal

educative contexts is still unusual and

problematic. The paper presents four

models for inclusion of weblogs in

open and closed systems, within and

between courses, and for individual

and thematic blogs.

The invited paper by G. Stahl written in

the form of an interview, considers the

use of the asynchronous communica-

tion technology, charming and capti-

vating as it is, but not easy to manage

on online collaborative knowledge

building i.e. the chat. The author gives

us a personal and interesting reflection

on this issue.

Finally L. Tateo reviews the book of A.

Iannaccone & G. Marsico “The family

goes to school. Discourses and rituals

of the meeting”.
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It cannot be denied that Internet and its distribution, archival, research
and information access tools have totally changed the communication
world in a way similar to the Gutenberg revolution.

Internet has changed our «existence» that is the way we see and live
our world, promoting the global dissemination of ideas, thinking, and
practices. It has led to a new concept of democracy of information (and
counter-information). This editorial will consider some aspects of the
phenomena, and problems linked to our area of interest: the dissemina-
tion of information (and publication distribution) in the cultural-scho-
larly-teaching field.

There are two problems in realising the potential benefits: 1) the
laws which regulate the publication of scholarly publications (journals
and textbooks), in particular copyright; 2) to safeguard the impact fac-
tor1 and guarantee the intellectual property of scholarly texts and data

Open Access
and Scholarly Journal
Bianca Maria Varisco, University of Padua, Italy

1 The Impact Factor (IF) is the standardized measure introduced by the Insti-
tute of Scientific Information (ISI). Is calculated on a few number of journals (core
journals) by dividing citations’ number, that a journal receives in a year and related
to the articles published in two previous years, for the number of articles published
in the same years.



(with the right to be cited by those who use it), important factors for the
scholars’ professional career.

From the inception of Internet, the Cyberpunk Movement (in the
1980s) and the recent Creative Commons have fought for information,
ideas, and text dissemination and free access against informational-cul-
tural multinational trusts.

The Creative Commons movement, originally based in the field of
Information Technology, then extended to the academic field. In the
first case, it was fundamental in promoting and regulating Open Source
(OS), through Free Soft Foundation and Open Source Initiative. In the
second case, it is fighting for Open Access (OA) to the point that it op-
poses the orthodox «copy-right» with the heterodox «copy-left», pre-
ferring the sarcastic «all rights reversed» (to readers, naturally!) to the
orthodox «all rights reserved», with the integration of partial copyright
expressed as «some rights reserved».

The development of scientific-academic OA enterprises has in-
volved international organizations and universities since 2000. The
Open Society Institute (OSI), founded in 1993, is the hub of an infor-
mal network of foundations and organizations active in more than 50
countries, and supports a range of international programs. OA enter-
prises are proliferating and are periodically proposed again. The more
important and well-known are:
1. Budapest Declaration (February 14, 2002);
2. ECHO (European Cultural Heritage Online) Charter (Geneve,

2002);
3. Bethesda Statement, at the headquarters of the Howard Hughes

Medical Institute in Cavy Case, Maryland (April 11, 2003); 
4. Berlin Declaration on OA to Knowledge in the Sciences and Hu-

manities (October 22, 2003);
5. Berlin 2 OA Conference, at the headquarters of CERN, Geneve

(May 2004);
6. Berlin 3 OA Conference, at the headquarters of the Southampton

University, UK (February 28-March 1, 2005);
7. Berlin 4 OA Conference, Potsdam (March 29-31, 2006);
8. EURAB – EUropean Research Advisory Board – Report and Rec-

ommendations (December 2006);
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2 OAI-PMH standards are independent as well as contents (text of paper) and
economic mechanism of contents.

3 Dublin Core is metadata standard. Metadata are references of text (author, ti-
tle etc.).

9. Berlin 5 OA Conference, Padua (19-21 September, 2007);
10. Berlin 6 OA Conference, Düsseldorf (next November, 2008).

The principal and historic initiatives are Budapest, Bethesda and
Berlin Declarations, referred to as BBB, and Berlin OA Conferences
(seven). All these enterprises are referred to as BOAI (Budapest Open
Access Initiative).

The major OA impact is not on textbooks or scholarly monographs
(where the economic interests of both authors and publishers are in-
volved) but on scientific journals, because the authors are not paid, but
their drafts must be reviewed. Today of the nearly 8.460 journals sur-
veyed by BOAI over 90% already have a «green» road to OA: OA self-
archiving. Authors publish in a subscribed journal, but in addition make
their article freely accessible online, usually by depositing them in either
an institutional or central archive (or repository). The deposit is in the
form of peer-reviewed post-print (68%), or non-peer-reviewed pre-print
(24%). Many of the remaining 8% journals will agree if the author asks
(«grey» road to OA).

There is also a «gold» road to AO: the immediate (and usually sin-
gle) OA publishing of journals, proceedings, and research reports. The
costs of publishing are usually covered by the Institution and/or authors
with research funds reserved for the dissemination of results and find-
ings. In 2005 only 5% of scholarly journals were OA published.

The relevant programming issues of BOAI and other enterprises are
down cited.
• «[…] To achieve OA to scholarly journal literature, we recommend

two complementary strategies: 1. Self-Archiving [by author …] in
archives conform to standards created by Open Archives Initiative
[OAI-PMH2-Dublin Core3 - …]; 2. Open-Access Journal. […] With
such an opportunity to save money and expand the scope of dis-
semination at the same time. […] We invite governments, universi-
ties, libraries, journal editors, publishers, foundations, learned soci-

7



4 OA is a property of individual works, not necessarily journal or publishers.
5 Community standards, rather than copyright law, will continue to provide the

mechanism for enforcement of proper attribution and responsible use of the pub-
lished work, as they do now.

eties, professional associations, and individual scholars who share
our vision to join us in the task of removing the barriers to open ac-
cess […]» (Budapest Declaration, 2002) 

• «An OA Publication4 is one that meets the following two conditions:
1) The author(s) and copyright holders(s) grant(s) to all users a free, ir-
revocable, worldwide, perpetual right of access to, and a license to copy,
use, distribute, transmit and display the work publicly and to make
and distribute derivative works, in any digital medium for any re-
sponsible purpose, subject to proper attribution of authorship5, as well
as the right to make small numbers of printed copies for their per-
sonal use; 2) A complete version of the work, and all supplemental
materials, including a copy of the permission as started above, in a suit-
able standard electronic format is deposited immediately upon initial
publication in at least one online repository that is supported by an ac-
ademic institution, scholarly society, government agency, or other
well-established organization that seek to able open access, unrestrict-
ed distribution, interoperability, and long-term archiving» (Bethesda
Statement, 2003).

• At Bethesda Conference the Institutions and Funding Agencies de-
clare to «[…] Encourage […] to publish work according to principle
of OA model, to maximize the access and benefits to scientists, schol-
ars and the public throughout the world […] Reaffirm the principle
that only intrinsic merit of the work, and non the title of the journal
in which a candidate’s work is published, will be considered in ap-
pointments, promotions, merit awards or grants […]». The Libraries
propose «[…] in education and outreach activities, to give high pri-
ority to teaching users about the benefits of OA publishing and OA
journals». The Journal Publishers propose to: «[…] Declare a specif-
ic timetable for transition of journals to OA models […] Work with
other publishers of OA works and interested partite to develop tools
for authors and publishers to facilitate publication of manuscripts in

8



standard electronic formats suitable for archival storage and efficient
searching […]». The Scientists also: «agree to selectively publish in,
review for and edit for OA journals […] advocate change in pro-
motion and tenure evaluation in order to recognize the community
contribution of OA publishing and to recognize the intrinsic merit of in-
dividual article […]». The Scientists and Scientific Societies also
«agree that education is an indispensable part of achievement OA,
and commit to educate their colleagues, members and the public
about the importance of OA and why they support it» (Bethesda
Statement, 2003).

• In accordance with the spirit of the Declaration of the Budapest OA
Initiative, the ECHO Charter and the Bethesda Statement on OA
Publishing, the Berlin Declaration (2003) promotes «[…] knowledge
dissemination not only through the classical form but also and in-
creasingly through the OA paradigm […] In order to realize the vi-
sion of a global and accessible representation of knowledge, the fu-
ture Web has to be sustainable, interactive, and transparent. Content
and software tools must openly accessible and compatible […] OA
contributions must satisfy two conditions: 1) The author(s) and right
holder(s) of such contributions grant(s) to all users a free, irrevocable,
worldwide, right of access to (see Bethesda Statement, 2003). 2) A
complete version of the work, and all supplemental materials, in-
cluding a copy of the permission as started above, in un appropriate
standard electronic format is deposited in at least one online reposi-
tory using suitable technical standards (such as the Open Archive def-
initions) that is supported and maintained by an academic institu-
tion […]» (compare it with Bethesda Statement, 2003). For pro-
moting and making progress in OA, the Berlin Declaration advo-
cates again that «OA publications be recognized in promotion and
tenure evaluation» (Berlin Declaration, 2003).

• «Far Use» is an issue in Berlin Declaration and was discussed at the
Berlin 2 OA at CERN, Geneve (May 2004). Here was recommend-
ed the Creative Commons Licence System as an appropriate licence
system for publications in the sciences and humanities. The Creative
Commons Licence System is a toolbox to assemble a licence tailored
to the requirements of the author.

9



• In order to implement the Berlin Declaration, new recommenda-

tions were given accordingly from Berlin 3 Meeting (Southampton

UK, February 28-March 1 2005) i.e. «Institutions should implement

a policy to require their researchers to deposit a copy of all their pub-

lished article in open access repository […]».

• EURAB (European Research Advisory Board) was invited to exam-

ine the issue of scientific publication with particular reference to

policy recommendations regarding open access for Framework Pro-

gramme 7 (FP7): The final report (EURAB, December 2006) «fo-

cuses on scholarly publications in refereed journals and international

conference proceeding[…]». The EURAB Report analyses and gives

full details of two primary vehicles for delivering OA to research ar-

ticle and their properties: OA Journal and OA archives or reposito-

ries.

• Berlin 5 OA (Padua, 2007) Conference’s aims were: to maintain the

enthusiasm of all people involved in the OA fiels; to have an

overview of the developing tools that sustains OA in scientific data

and cultural heritage dissemination; developing the effective strate-

gies that can contribute to the construction and implementation of

this paradigm of scholarly communication world.

• These will be also the aims for future meeting: Berlin 6 OA at Düs-

seldorf (November 2008).

I end this editorial with the omen that QWERTY may quickly become

a quoted scholarly OA journal. In the meantime, I cite the website for

downloading the full-text of a scholarly monograph that presents the final

2005-07 PRIN report (Scholarly Research Project of Relevant National In-

terest) about Psychological, pedagogical and sociological models for learning

and assessment in virtual communities, carried out by many researchers

who are CKBG members or QWERTY Steering Committee or Editorial

Board and/or editor, co-editor: http://www.polimetrica.com/?p=prod-

uctsMore&iProduct=63&sName=psychological-p
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1 L’Impact Factor (IF) è il sistema di misurazione introdotto dall’Institute of
Scientific Information (ISI). Viene calcolato su un ristretto insieme di riviste (core
journals) dividendo il numero delle citazioni che una rivista riceve in un determina-
to anno, relative agli articoli pubblicati nei due anni precedenti, per il numero degli
interi articoli pubblicati in quegli stessi anni.

Open Access e riviste scientifiche

Nessuno può negare che Internet e i suoi strumenti di distribuzione, ar-
chiviazione e accesso dell’informazione on line abbiano segnato una
svolta epocale nel mondo della comunicazione, almeno pari alla rivolu-
zione gutenberghiana. 

Internet ha infatti cambiato il modo di «essere», ovvero di vedere e
di vivere il mondo che ci circonda, favorendo la circolazione globale del-
le idee, dei pensieri e delle azioni, ha sviluppato un nuovo concetto di
democrazia dell’informazione (e della contro-informazione). In questo
editoriale ci limitiamo a riflettere su alcuni aspetti connessi alla distribu-
zione dell’informazione (e all’editoria) nell’ambito culturale-scientifico-
didattico.

Due possono essere individuabili: 1) l’insieme di norme che regola-
no l’editoria scientifica (riviste e testi), in particolare il diritto d’autore o
copy-right; 2) la salvaguardia del riconoscimento della qualità (impact
factor1) e la garanzia della proprietà intellettuale dell’opera scientifica
(con diritto a essere citata da chi la usa per ulteriori sviluppi), fattori che
hanno risvolti sulla carriera professionale dell’autore.

Dalla nascita di Internet il pionieristico movimento Cyberpunk de-
gli anni ’80 e il recente movimento Creative Commons si battono in no-
me della libertà di diffusione/accesso alle informazioni, alle idee e alle
opere che le veicolano e contro gli oligopoli delle multinazionali del set-
tore informativo-culturale. 

Il movimento Creative Commons ha inizialmente operato nel setto-
re informatico proponendo e regolando l’Open Source (OS). Attual-
mente si sta battendo per l’Open Access (OA) arrivando a contrappor-
re l’eterodosso copy-left all’ortodosso copy-right, ovvero la sarcastica di-
zione «all right reversed» (ai lettori, naturalmente!) alla tradizionale «all
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right reserved», includendo anche un parziale copy-right che prevede
«some right reserved».

Lo sviluppo delle iniziative scientifico-accademiche nell’Open Ac-
cess hanno coinvolto, dal 2000, organizzazioni scientifiche e accademi-
che mondiali. L’Open Society Institute (OSI), fondato nel 1993, è al cen-
tro di una rete di fondazioni e organizzazioni attive in più di 50 paesi del
mondo, e sostiene una serie di programmi internazionali. Le iniziative a
favore dell’OA stanno proliferando e periodicamente riproponendosi.
Elenchiamo le più importanti e note.
1. Dichiarazione di Budapest (14 febbraio 2002);
2. Carta ECHO (European Cultural Heritage Online) (Ginevra,

2002);
3. Dichiarazione di Bethesda, elaborata all’Howard Hughes Medical

Institute al Cavy Case nel Maryland (11 aprile 2003); 
4. Dichiarazione di Berlino sull’OA alla Conoscenza nelle Scienze e nel-

l’area Umanistica (22 ottobre 2003);
5. Berlin 2 OA Conference, tenutasi presso il CERN di Ginevra (mag-

gio 2004);
6. Berlin 3 OA Conference, tenutasi alla Southanpton University UK

(28 febbraio, 1 marzo 2005);
7. Berlin 4 OA Conference, tenutasi a Posdam (29-31 marzo 2006);
8. Dichiarazione e Raccomandazioni EURAB – European Research

Advisory Board – (dicembre 2006);
9. Berlin 5 OA Conference, tenutasi a Padova (19-21 settembre 2007);
10. Berlin 6 OA Conference, Düsseldorf (prossimo Novembre, 2008).

Sicuramente le principali e ormai storiche iniziative sono le Dichia-
razioni di Budapest, Bethesda e Berlino, note come BBB, e le Berlin OA
Conferences (sei), iniziative nominate BOAI (Budapest Open Access
Initiative).

L’impatto maggiore dell’OA non è ovviamente sui libri (su cui esi-
stono interessi economici sia da parte degli editori che degli autori) ma
sulle riviste scientifiche, dalle quali il ricercatore non viene tradizional-
mente pagato, ma i cui testi subiscono un necessario referaggio.

Finora, su 8.460 riviste scientifiche esaminate dal BOAI, oltre il
90% adotta una via detta «verde» all’OA (diritto degli autori di auto-de-
positare in archivi elettronici i propri testi). Tra i lavori depositati il 68%

12



2 Gli standard OAI e l’architettura tecnologica fondamentale sono indipen-
denti sia dai contenuti offerti (testo e dati dell’articolo) sia dal meccanismo econo-
mico che ruota attorno agli stessi contenuti.

3 Il Dublin Core è lo standard dei metadati. I metadati sono le referenze del-
l’articolo (autore, titolo etc.).

4 OA è proprietà del lavoro individuale, non necessariamente di giornali o edi-
tori.

5 Gli standard di comunità, piuttosto che le norme di copyright, continueran-

risultano essere testi già stampati dopo il referaggio, il 24% non ancora
referati e non pubblicati. Per il restante 8% l’editore, a richiesta del-
l’autore, normalmente avviene ad un positivo accordo per la concessio-
ne dell’archiviazione (via «grigia» all’OA).

Esiste inoltre una via «d’oro» all’OA: la diretta (e a volte unica) pub-
blicazione in OA di riviste, atti di convegni e rapporti di ricerca, le cui
spese editoriali vengono normalmente coperte dalle istituzioni scientifi-
che coinvolte. Nel 2005 solo il 5% delle riviste scientifiche risultava a
pubblicazione OA.

Vengono di seguito presentati i punti programmatici più importan-
ti del BOAI e di ulteriori iniziative.
• «[…] To achieve OA to scholarly journal literature, we recommend

two complementary strategies: 1. Self-Archiving [dall’autore …] in
archives conform to standards created by Open Archives Initiative
[OAI-PMH2-Dublin Core3 - …]; 2. Open-Access Journal. […] With
such an opportunity to save money and expand the scope of dis-
semination at the same time. […] We invite governments, universi-
ties, libraries, journal editors, publishers, foundations, learned soci-
eties, professional associations, and individual scholars who share
our vision to join us in the task of removing the barriers to open ac-
cess […]» (Dichiarazione di Budapest, 2002). 

• «An OA Publication4 is one that meets the following two conditions:
1) The author(s) and copyright holders(s) grant(s) to all users a free, ir-
revocable, worldwide, perpetual right of access to, and a license to copy,
use, distribute, transmit and display the work publicly and to make and
distribute derivative works, in any digital medium for any responsible
purpose, subject to proper attribution of authorship5, as well as the

13



no ad assicurare il meccanismo di corretta attribuzione e di utilizzo delle opere pub-
blicate, così come avviene ora. 

right to make small numbers of printed copies for their personal use;
2) A complete version of the work, and all supplemental materials, in-
cluding a copy of the permission as started above, in a suitable standard
electronic format is deposited immediately upon initial publication in
at least one online repository that is supported by an academic institu-
tion, scholarly society, government agency, or other well-established
organization that seek to able open access, unrestricted distribution, in-
teroperability, and long-term archiving» (Dichiarazione di Bethesda,
2003).

• Nella Dichiarazione di Bethesda le Istituzioni e Fondazioni dichia-
rano di «[…] Encourage […] to publish work according to principle
of OA model, to maximize the access and benefits to scientists, schol-
ars and the public throughout the world […] Reaffirm the principle
that only intrinsic merit of the work, and non the title of the journal
in which a candidate’s work is published, will be considered in ap-
pointments, promotions, merit awards or grants […]». Le Bib-
lioteche propongono: «[…] in education and outreach activities,
give high priority to teaching users about the benefits of OA publish-
ing and OA journals». Gli Editori delle Riviste propongono: «[…]
Declare a specific timetable for transition of journals to OA models
[…] Work with other publishers of OA works and interested par-
tite to develop tools for authors and publishers to facilitate publication
of manuscripts in standard electronic formats suitable for archival stor-
age and efficient searching […]». Anche gli scienziati: «agree to se-
lectively publish in, review for and edit for OA journals […] advocate
change in promotion and tenure evaluation in order to recognize the
community contribution of OA publishing and to recognize the in-
trinsic merit of individual article […]». Pure ricercatori e Società Sci-
entifiche «agree that education is an indispensable part of achieve-
ment OA, and commit to educate their colleagues, members and the
public about the importance of OA and why they support it»
(Dichiarazione di Bethesda, 2003).
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• In accordo con lo spirito della Dichiarazione di Budapest (BOAI),
della Carta ECHO e della Dichiarazione di Bethesda sull’OA, la Di-
chiarazione di Berlino (2003) promuove «[…] knowledge dissemi-
nation not only through the classical form but also and increasingly th-
rough the OA paradigm […] In order to realize the vision of a glob-
al and accessible representation of knowledge, the future Web has
to be sustainable, interactive, and transparent. Content and software
tools must openly accessible and compatible […] OA contributions
must satisfy two conditions: 1) The author(s) and right holder(s) of
such contributions grant(s) to all users a free, irrevocable, worldwide,
right of access to (confronta con la Dichiarazione di Bethesda, 2003).
2) A complete version of the work, and all supplemental materials,
including a copy of the permission as started above, in un appropri-
ate standard electronic format is deposited in at least one online
repository using suitable technical standards (such as the Open
Archive definitions) that is supported and maintained by an aca-
demic institution […]» (confronta ciò con la Dichiarazione di
Bethesda, 2003). Per promuovere e far progredire l’OA, la Dichia-
razione di Berlino sostiene anche che «OA publications be recogni-
zed in promotion and tenure evaluation» (Dichiarazione di Berlino,
2003).

• «Far Use» è un principio della Dichiarazione di Berlino che è stato
discusso al Berlin 2 OA al CERN di Ginevra (maggio 2004). Qui è
stato consigliato il Creative Commons Licence System come un siste-
ma di licenza appropriato per le pubblicazioni nelle aree scientifica
e umanistica; esso è una «cassetta d’attrezzi» per la realizzazione di
una licenza fatta «su misura» dell’autore richiedente.

• In relazione all’implementazione della Dichiarazione di Berlino, so-
no pervenute nuove raccomandazioni dalla Berlin 3 Conference
(Southampton UK, 28 febbraio-1 marzo 2005) per es. «Institutions
should implement a policy to require their researchers to deposit a
copy of all their published article in open access repository […]».

• EURAB (European Research Advisory Board) è stato invitato ad
esaminare la questione della pubblicazione di opere scientifiche con
particolare attenzione alle raccomandazioni riguardanti l’OA per il
Programma Quadro 7 (FP7). Il Rapporto finale (EURAB, dicembre
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2006) «focuses on scholarly publications in refereed journals and in-
ternational conference proceeding[…]». Il Rapporto EURAB analiz-
za e presenta in modo dettagliato i due principali veicoli per la di-
stribuzione OA di un articolo scientifico:Rivista e archivi OA.

• Gli scopi del Berlin 5 OA Conference (Padova, 19-21 settembre
2007) sono stati: mantenere vivo l’entusiasmo di tutte le persone
coinvolte nel settore dell’OA; offrire una panoramica degli stru-
menti in via di sviluppo che sostenga l’OA dei dati scientifici e del-
la diffusione del patrimonio culturale; sviluppare strategie efficaci
alla costruzione e attuazione del nuovo paradigma di comunicazio-
ne scientifica nel mondo.

• Quelli precedenti saranno anche gli obiettivi della prossima Confe-
renza: Berlin 6 OA (Düsseldorf, novembre 2008).
Terminiamo questo editoriale con l’auspicio che questa rivista possa

diventare al più presto una quotata rivista ad OA. Nel frattempo indi-
chiamo il sito dove poter scaricare l’intero testo di un saggio che rappre-
senta il rapporto finale di una ricerca interdisciplinare PRIN (Programma
di Ricerca Scientifica di Rilevante Interesse Nazionale – 2005-2007) inti-
tolata Psychological, pedagogical and sociological models for learning and as-
sessment in virtual communities, svolta da molti ricercatori appartenenti al
CKBG, alcuni facenti parte del Comitato direttivo della Società stessa, o
della Redazione di QWERTY: http://www.polimetrica.com/?p=product-
sMore&iProduct=63&sName=psychological-p

Open Access et revues scientifiques

Personne peut nier que Internet et ses instruments de distribution, ar-
chivation, recherche et accès de l’information en ligne ont marqué un
tournant décisif dans le monde de la communication, plus au moins éga-
le à la révolution de Gutenberg. 

En effet, Internet a changé le mode d’être, c’est-à-dire de voir et de
vivre le monde qui nous entoure, en favorisant la circulation globale des
idées, des pensées et des actions; il a développé un nouveau concept de
démocratie de l’information (et de la contre-information).
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1 L’impact factor est le système de misuration creé par l’Institute of Scientific
Information (ISI). Il est calculé sur un nombre limité de revues (core journals) en di-
visant le numéro de citations qu’une revue reçois dans une certaine année par rap-
port aux articles publiées dans les deux année précédentes, pour l’entier nombre des
articles publiées en celle même année.

En cet éditorial nous nous limiterons à réfléchir à propos de

quelques aspects afférents au domaine de notre intérêt: la distribution

de l’information (et de l’édition) dans l’environnement culturel, scienti-

fique et didactique. 

Si on pense à la réalisation de potentiels avantages en ce domaine,

on peut identifier deux problèmes: 1) l’ensemble des normes qui règlent

les éditions scientifiques (revues et textes), en particulier le droit d’au-

teur ou copy right; 2) la sauvegarde de la reconnaissance de cette quali-

té (impact factor1) et la garantie de la propriété intellectuelle de l’ouvra-

ge scientifique (avec le droit d’être cités par qui la utilise afin d’ultérieurs

développements), facteurs qui ont des revers sur la carrière profession-

nelle de l’auteur.

Dés la naissance de Internet, le mouvement pionnier Cyberpunk des

années ‘80, et le récent mouvement Créative Commons se battent au nom

de la liberté d’accès et de diffusion des informations, des idées, et des

ouvrages qui les véhiculent, et contre les oligopoles des multinationales

du secteur informative-culturel.

Le mouvement Créative Commons a initialement opéré dans le sec-

teur informatique en proposant et réglant l’Open Source (OS) Actuelle-

ment il est en train de lutter pour l’Open Access (OA) en arrivant à sou-

tenir l’ hétérodoxe «Copy-left», contre l’ orthodoxe «copy-right», c’est-

à-dire la sarcastique expression «all right reversed» (aux lecteurs natu-

rellement!) en opposition à la traditionnelle «All right reserved», en in-

troduisant aussi un partiel «copy-right» qui implique «some right reser-

ved».

Le développement des initiatives scientifiques-académiques dans

l’Open Access ont impliqué, dés l’année 2000, des organisations scien-

tifiques et académiques internationales. L’Open Society Institute (OSI),

crée en 1993, est au centre d’un réseau de fondations et organisations ac-

17



tives en plus de 50 pays du monde et soutien une série de programmes
internationales. Il y a maintenant beaucoup d’initiatives à faveur de l’OA
et périodiquement elles vont se re-proposer.

Nous énumérons ici les plus importantes et connues .
1. Déclaration de Budapest (14 février 2002);
2. ECHO (European Cultural Heritage Online) Charter (Geneve,

2002);
3. Déclaration de Bethesda, conçue au Haward Hugs Medical Institu-

te dans le Cavy Case au Maryland (11 avril 2003);
4. Déclaration de Berlin sur l’OA et la Connaissance dans les domai-

nes scientifique et humaniste (22 octobre 2003);
5. Berlin 2 OA Conference qui a eu lieu chez du CERN de Genève (mai

2004);
6. Berlin 3 OA Conference qui s’est déroulée près de l’Université de

Southampton, UK (28 février, 1 mars 2005);
7. Berlin 4 OA Conference qui a eu lieu à Pasdam (29-31 mars 2006);
8. Déclaration et Exhortation EURAB – European Research Advisory

Board (décembre 2007)
9. Berlin 5 OA Conference qui s’est déroulée à Padova (19-21 septem-

bre 2007)
10. Berlin 6 OA Conference, qui aura lieu à Düsseldorf (Novembre,

2008). 
Sûrement les principales et désormais historiques initiatives sont

celles de Budapest, Bethesda et Berlin, connues comme BBB, et les Ber-
lin Conferences (six), initiatives nommées BOAI. 

Certainement le principal impact de l’OA n’est pas sur les livres (par
rapport auxquels existent des intérêts économiques aussi bien du côté
des éditeurs que des auteurs), mais sur les revues scientifiques, par les-
quelles le chercheur n’est pas traditionnellement payé, bien que ses tex-
tes subissent un nécessaire procès de révision. 

Jusqu'à présent, sur 8.460 revues scientifiques examinées du BOAI
plus du 90% adopte une vie nommée «vert» à l’OA (droit des auteurs à
déposer eux-mêmes, dans des archives électroniques, ses textes). Parmi
les travaux déposés, on a le 68% de textes déjà imprimés après le pro-
cès de révision et le 24% qui n’a pas subi le même procédé, ni la publi-
cation. Pour le restant 8% l’éditeur, sur demande de l’auteur, normale-
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2 Les standards OAI-PMH sont indépendants soit des contenus de l’article
(texts et données), soit du mécanisme économique qui concernent se rapportent à
ces contenus.

3 Le Dublin Core est le standard des Metadata. Ceux-ci sont les références de
l’article (auteur, titre etc.).

4 OA est propriété du travail individuel, non nécessairement des journaux ou
des éditeurs.

ment arrive à un positive accord pour la concession de la mise aux ar-

chives (vie «grise» à l’OA).

Il existe encore une vie «d’or» à l’OA: la directe (et quelque fois

unique) publication en OA des revues, des actes de congrès et des rap-

ports de recherches, desquels les prix d'édition sont normalement sou-

tenus par les institutions scientifiques intéressées, ou par les auteurs mê-

mes, avec des fonds de recherche réservés à la diffusion des résultats ob-

tenus. En 2005 seulement le 5% des revues scientifiques résultaient êt-

re publiées avec OA. 

Ici on présent les points programmatiques plus importants du BOAI

et quelques ultérieur initiatives.

• «[…] To achieve OA to scholarly journal literature, we recommend

two complementary strategies: 1. Self-Archiving (par l’auteur…) in

archives conform to standards created by Open Archives Initiative

[OAI-PMH2-Dublin Core3 - …]; 2. Open-Access Journal. […] With

such an opportunity to save money and expand the scope of dis-

semination at the same time. […] We invite governments, universi-

ties, libraries, journal editors, publishers, foundations, learned soci-

eties, professional associations, and individual scholars who share

our vision to join us in the task of removing the barriers to open ac-

cess […]» (Déclaration de Budapest, 2002).

• «An OA Publication4 is one that meets the following two condi-

tions: 1) The author(s) and copyright holders(s) grant(s) to all users

a free, irrevocable, worldwide, perpetual right of access to, and a li-

cense to copy, use, distribute, transmit and display the work publicly

and to make and distribute derivative works, in any digital medium

for any responsible purpose, subject to proper attribution of au-
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5 Les standards de communauté, plutôt que la loi du copyright, continueront à
fournir le mécanisme pour la vérification de la correcte attribution et l’utilisation
responsable des travaux publiés, dans la même façon d’aujourd’hui. 

thorship5, as well as the right to make small numbers of printed
copies for their personal use; 2) A complete version of the work, and
all supplemental materials, including a copy of the permission as
started above, in a suitable standard electronic format is deposited
immediately upon initial publication in at least one online reposito-
ry that is supported by an academic institution, scholarly society,
government agency, or other well-established organization that seek
to able open access, unrestricted distribution, interoperability, and
long-term archiving» (Déclaration de Bethesda, 2003).

• Pendant la Conference de Bethesda les Institutions et les Fonda-
tions déclarent: «[…] Encourage […] to publish work according to
principle of OA model, to maximize the access and benefits to sci-
entists, scholars and the public throughout the world […] Reaffirm
the principle that only intrinsic merit of the work, and non the title
of the journal in which a candidate’s work is published, will be con-
sidered in appointments, promotions, merit awards or grants […]».
Les bibliothèques proposent «[…] in education and outreach acti-
vities, give high priority to teaching users about the benefits of OA
publishing and OA journals». Les éditeurs proposent: «[…] De-
clare a specific timetable for transition of journals to OA models
[…] Work with other publishers of OA works and interested par-
tite to develop tools for authors and publishers to facilitate publica-
tion of manuscripts in standard electronic formats suitable for
archival storage and efficient searching […]». Les scientists aussi:
«agree to selectively publish in, review for and edit for OA journals
[…] advocate change in promotion and tenure evaluation in order
to recognize the community contribution of OA publishing and to
recognize the intrinsic merit of individual article […]». Même les
chercheurs et les Societés scientifiques «agree that education is an
indispensable part of achievement OA, and commit to educate their
colleagues, members and the public about the importance of OA
and why they support it» (Déclaration de Bethesda, 2003). 
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• En accord avec l’ésprit de la Déclaration de Budapest (BOAI), de la
Charte ECHO et de la Déclaration de Bethesda sur l’OA, la Décla-
ration de Berlin promouvoit «[…] knowledge dissemination not on-
ly through the classical form but also and increasingly through the OA
paradigm […] In order to realize the vision of a global and accessi-
ble representation of knowledge, the future Web has to be sustain-
able, interactive, and transparent. Content and software tools must
openly accessible and compatible […] OA contributions must satisfy
two conditions: 1) The author(s) and right holder(s) of such contri-
butions grant(s) to all users a free, irrevocable, worldwide, right of ac-
cess to (Comparez avec la Déclaration de Bethesda, 2003). 2) A com-
plete version of the work, and all supplemental materials, including
a copy of the permission as started above, in un appropriate standard
electronic format is deposited in at least one online repository using
suitable technical standards (such as the Open Archive definitions)
that is supported and maintained by an academic institution […]»
(Comparez cela avec la Déclaration de Bethesda, 2003). Pour pro-
mouvoir et faire progresser l’OA, la Déclaration de Berlin soutient
aussi que «OA publications be recognized in promotion and tenure
evaluation» (Déclaration de Berlin, 2003).

• «Far Use» est un principe de la Déclaration de Berlin, qui a été dis-
cuté pendant Berlin 2 OA au CERN de Genève (Mai, 2004). Ici on
a été recommandé Creative Commons Licence System comme un sys-
tème de licence approprié aux publications dans les domaines scien-
tifique et humanistique. 

• Le Creative Commons Licence System est une «boîte des outils» pour
la réalisation d’une licence réalisée sur mesure de l’auteur qui la de-
mande.

• Par rapport à l’implémentation de la Déclaration de Berlin, il y a eu
des nouvelles recommandations par la Conférence Berlin 3 (Sou-
thampton UK, 28Février-1 Mars 2005), par exemple: «Institutions
should implement a policy to require their researchers to deposit a
copy of all their published article in open access repository […]».

• EURAB (European Research Advisory Board) a été invité à exami-
ner le problème de la publication des ouvrages scientifiques avec
une attention particulière aux recommandations relatives à l’OA
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pour le Programme Cadre 7 (FP7). Le Rapport final (EURAB,
décembre, 2006) «focuses on scholarly publications in refereed jour-
nals and international conference proceeding […]». Le Rapport EU-
RAB analyse et présente de façon détaillée les deux principaux vé-
hicules pour la distribution OA d’un article scientifique et leurs spé-
cificités: Revue OA et archives OA.

• Les buts de la Conférence Berlin 5 OA, (Padova 19-21 septembre
2007), ont ètè: 

• garder l’enthousiasme de tous ceux qui s’engagent dans le secteur
de l’OA; présenter une panoramique des outils en développement
qui soutiennent l’OA des données scientifiques et de la diffusion du
patrimoine culturel; développer des stratégies efficaces à la cons-
truction et mise en œuvre d’ un modèle nouveau de communication
scientifique dans le monde.

• Ceux objectives –là seront les mêmes de la prochaine Conférence:
Berlin 6 OA qui aura lieu à Düsseldorf (Novembre 2008).

• Nous voulons conclure cet éditorial avec le souhait que cette revue
puisse devenir bientôt une revue à l’OA. En attendant cela, nous in-
diquons le site en web duquel on peut décharger l’entier texte d’un
sage qui représente le rapport finale d’une recherche interdiscipli-
naire PRIN (Programme de Recherche Scientifique de Relevant In-
térêt Nationale – 2005-07) qui a pour titre Psycological, pedqgogical
and sociological models for learning and assessment in virtual com-
munities, effectuée par plusieurs chercheurs, certains d’entre eux
membres du CKGB, quelques-uns jouant un rôle à l'intérieur du
Comitat directive de la Société même, de la Rédaction de QWER-
TY: http://www.polimetrica.com/?p=productsMore&iProduct=
63&sName=psychological-p 
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