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	Comment Topic: Good Faith Implementation 
Comment: NIH must agree to adopt and develop certain best practices to ensure that the public access policy meets and adheres to its stated objectives. 

1. Since PMC will compete with publishers’ own websites as more PMC content overlaps with content on publishers’ sites, how will NIH maintain the primacy of the publishers’ websites and ensure that the manuscript on PMC does not displace or act as a substitute for the final published journal article, i.e., the authoritative version of record, which resides on a publisher’s site? Will NIH work with publishers to ensure that readers know and are directed to where the final published versions can be obtained? 

2. Many publishers provide free access to authors’ manuscripts or final published articles twelve months after publication or even sooner. NIH does not consider this access compliant with the NIH policy. Would NIH consider including author manuscripts only in its administrative database and archive, while providing public access via display only through publisher sites? If not, what is the rationale for maintaining an unedited manuscript for public consumption if the final, authoritative version has been made available for free access on the publisher’s site? 

3. What will NIH do in cases of noncompliance with its policy guidelines? What action will be taken when a grantee’s article is published, but NIH is not provided with the peer-reviewed manuscript? What actions will be taken against noncompliant grantees when they apply for future NIH grants? 

4. How does NIH anticipate securing and sustaining a source of funding to maintain the database of articles that will accumulate over time, including costs to migrate to new platforms? Under the new policy, US taxpayers will be funding public access to science to any person anywhere in the world with Internet access. Has the NIH considered the ramifications of providing such international access, and how this might affect national security or other US government trade regulations? 

We look forward to the public meeting at NIH on March 20 and the upcoming RFI proceedings, but considering the far-reaching implications of the substantial change in the NIH public access policy, we urge HHS and NIH to do a full Notice and Comment Rulemaking. We believe that the public and the publishing community should be given an opportunity to comment on the content of the new policy before it goes into effect. We urge HHS and NIH to hold off on implementing the policy until after the Notice and Comment proceedings have been completed. 

We also look forward to a more formal process for working closely with NIH to implement the new public access policy. 


