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Electronic Theses 
and Dissertations

 Compulsory third 
party commercial 
relationship (i.e. with 
ProQuest) as 
requirement for 
graduation

 Doesn’t provide 
sufficient protection 
of author rights

 Expose “apprentice” 
work



Spencer D. C. Keralis, Martin 
Halbert, Shannon Stark, and 
William Moen.
"Rearch Data Management in 
Policy and Practice: The 
DataRes Project.“
Research Data Management: 
Principles, Practices, and 
Prospects.
Washington, D.C.: Council on 
Library and Information 
Resources, 2013.

“… fear that library support 
for disciplines like 
philosophy, the humanities, 
and the soft social sciences 
would be left behind as 
university administrations 
and offices of research, 
library leadership, and 
funding agencies, including 
NEH–ODH, turn away from 
supporting traditional lines of 
scholarly inquiry in favor of 
data-driven (in particular, big 
data-driven) projects that are 
now ‘sexy.’”



“American Historical 

Association Statement on 

Policies Regarding the 

Embargoing of 

Completed History PhD 

Dissertations”

July 22, 2013

The American Historical 

Association strongly 

encourages graduate 

programs and university 

libraries to adopt a 

policy that allows the 

embargoing of 

completed history PhD 

dissertations in digital 

form for as many as six 

years.



“American Historical 
Association Statement on 
Policies Regarding the 
Embargoing of Completed 
History PhD Dissertations”

July 22, 2013

More and more institutions 
are requiring that all 
successfully defended 
dissertations be posted 
online, so that they are free 
and accessible to anyone 
who wants to read them.  At 
the same time, however, an 
increasing number of 
university presses are 
reluctant to offer a 
publishing contract to 
newly minted PhDs whose 
dissertations have been 
freely available via online 
sources.



Marisa L. Ramirez, Joan T. Dalton, Gail 

McMillan, Max Read, and Nancy H. 

Seamans.

"Do Open Access Electronic Theses and 

Dissertations Diminish Publishing 

Opportunities in the Social Sciences and 

Humanities? Findings from a 2011 Survey 

of Academic Publishers.“

College and Research Libraries. July 

2013 74:368-380.

Findings:

MSS from OA ETDs:

 45% Always welcome

 27% Case-by-Case 

basis

 13.5% If substantially 

different

 2.7% if OA limited to 

campus access

 4.5% Not considered.



Marisa L. Ramirez, Joan T. Dalton, Gail 

McMillan, Max Read, and Nancy H. 

Seamans.

"Do Open Access Electronic Theses 

and Dissertations Diminish Publishing 

Opportunities in the Social Sciences 

and Humanities? Findings from a 2011 

Survey of Academic Publishers.“

College and Research Libraries. July 

2013 74:368-380.

Response Rate: 
 75 of 615 journals (12%)
 53 of 121 AAUP Presses 

(40%)
 Overall 128 of 746 

potential respondents 
(17%)

 Possibility of “bias due to 
nonresponse.”

 Respondents skew 
toward social sciences.

 No follow up interviews, 
focus groups, or other 
interventions to get more 
nuanced data



 Implement policies that facilitate ETD Embargoes and 

don’t require commercial relationship with third parties.

 Don’t “scientize” the humanities.

 Understand what OA can offer humanities scholars and 

students:

• Increased readership and citation

• Ease of access for peers

• Greater control of scholars’ rights as authors

 Listen to scholars’ concerns and take them seriously. 
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