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Open Access Publishing: Impact on Library Collection and Budget Management 

Abstract 

This research paper examines the effects of the growing open access (OA) publishing 

movement on academic library collection development and budget management practices. 

Through a comprehensive literature review and analysis of recent data, the study explores how 

the shift towards OA is reshaping library acquisition strategies, altering subscription models, 

and influencing budget allocations. Key areas of focus include the financial implications of OA 

for libraries, changes in collection development policies, and emerging challenges in managing 

hybrid collections of OA and subscription content. The findings indicate that while OA 

presents opportunities for expanding access to scholarly content, it also introduces complexities 

in budget planning, metadata management, and assessment of collection value. The paper 

concludes with recommendations for libraries to strategically adapt their practices to 

effectively integrate OA resources and maximize the benefits of this evolving scholarly 

communication landscape. 
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1. Introduction 

The open access (OA) movement has gained significant momentum in recent years, 

fundamentally altering the landscape of scholarly publishing and communication. As defined 

by Suber (2012), open access literature is "digital, online, free of charge, and free of most 

copyright and licensing restrictions" (p. 4). This shift towards more openly available academic 

content has profound implications for academic libraries, which have traditionally served as 

the primary intermediaries between scholarly publishers and researchers. 

The rise of OA publishing models challenges long-established library practices in collection 

development, acquisitions, and budget management. As an increasing proportion of scholarly 
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output becomes freely available, libraries must reconsider their role in providing access to 

information and reassess the value proposition of their subscription-based collections (Pinfield, 

2015). This transition poses both opportunities and challenges for library administrators and 

collection managers. 

This research paper aims to critically examine the impact of open access publishing on 

academic library collection and budget management. By analyzing recent trends, empirical 

data, and case studies, the study seeks to answer the following key research questions: 

1. How is the growth of open access affecting library collection development strategies 

and policies? 

2. What are the financial implications of OA for library budgets and subscription models? 

3. How are libraries adapting their workflows and assessment methods to effectively 

manage hybrid collections of OA and subscription content? 

4. What challenges and opportunities does OA present for long-term collection 

sustainability and preservation? 

By addressing these questions, this paper aims to provide valuable insights for library 

administrators, collection development librarians, and other stakeholders navigating the 

complex landscape of scholarly communication in the digital age. 

2. Background and Literature Review 

2.1 The Evolution of Open Access Publishing 

The concept of open access has its roots in the early days of the internet, with initiatives like 

arXiv.org in 1991 demonstrating the potential for rapid and open dissemination of research 

(Laakso et al., 2011). However, the formal OA movement gained significant traction in the 

early 2000s with the Budapest Open Access Initiative (2002) and the subsequent Berlin 

Declaration on Open Access to Knowledge in the Sciences and Humanities (2003). 

Since then, OA has evolved to encompass various models and pathways: 
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● Gold OA: Articles are published in fully open access journals, often requiring article 

processing charges (APCs) paid by authors or their institutions. 

● Green OA: Authors self-archive versions of their articles in institutional or subject 

repositories. 

● Hybrid OA: Subscription journals offer an option for individual articles to be made 

open access for a fee. 

● Diamond/Platinum OA: Fully open access journals that do not charge APCs, often 

supported by institutions or consortia. 

The growth of OA publishing has been substantial. Piwowar et al. (2018) found that 28% of 

the scholarly literature was OA as of 2018, with projections suggesting this could rise to over 

44% for articles published in 2025. This rapid expansion has significant implications for how 

libraries approach collection development and resource allocation. 

2.2 The Changing Role of Academic Libraries 

Traditionally, academic libraries have played a crucial role in collecting, organizing, and 

providing access to scholarly information. The subscription-based model of journal publishing 

placed libraries at the center of the scholarly communication ecosystem, with their budgets 

largely devoted to acquiring and maintaining access to paywalled content (Johnson, 2018). 

However, the rise of OA is challenging this paradigm. As Pinfield (2015) notes, "OA 

potentially disintermediates the library from the procurement process" (p. 3). This shift 

necessitates a reevaluation of the library's role in the research process and a reconsideration of 

how to allocate resources most effectively. 

Several studies have examined how libraries are adapting to this changing landscape. 

Machovec (2013) highlights the need for libraries to develop new skills and workflows to 

effectively manage OA content alongside traditional subscriptions. Horava (2010) argues that 
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libraries must take a more active role in promoting and supporting OA initiatives to remain 

relevant in the evolving scholarly ecosystem. 

2.3 Financial Implications of Open Access 

The financial impact of OA on library budgets is a complex and evolving issue. While OA has 

the potential to reduce subscription costs in the long term, the transition period presents 

significant challenges. Libraries often find themselves in a position of maintaining expensive 

subscription packages while also supporting new OA initiatives (Pinfield et al., 2016). 

The rise of article processing charges (APCs) as a funding model for gold OA has introduced 

new financial considerations for libraries. Many institutions have established dedicated funds 

to support APC payments, often managed by the library (Hampson, 2014). This shift in 

spending from subscriptions to APCs requires new budgeting strategies and raises questions 

about the long-term sustainability of current OA models. 

2.4 Collection Development in the OA Era 

Open access is fundamentally changing how libraries approach collection development. 

Traditional metrics for assessing the value of journal subscriptions, such as usage statistics and 

cost-per-use calculations, become less relevant in an OA environment (Johnson, 2018). 

Libraries must develop new strategies for evaluating and integrating OA resources into their 

collections. 

Several studies have examined how libraries are adapting their collection policies to 

accommodate OA content. Walters (2012) argues for a more holistic approach to collection 

development that considers the full range of available resources, regardless of access model. 

Levine-Clark (2014) discusses the challenges of managing "hybrid" collections that include 

both subscription and OA content, emphasizing the need for flexible and adaptable collection 

strategies. 

2.5 Preservation and Long-term Access 
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While OA promises to increase access to scholarly content, it also raises concerns about long-

term preservation and sustainability. Unlike the traditional subscription model, where libraries 

maintain local copies of content, many OA resources are only available online through 

publisher platforms or repositories (Laakso et al., 2011). 

This shift has led to increased interest in collaborative preservation initiatives and the 

development of new archiving strategies for OA content. Projects like LOCKSS (Lots of 

Copies Keep Stuff Safe) and initiatives by organizations such as Portico are working to address 

these challenges (Reich & Rosenthal, 2009). 

3. Methodology 

This study employs a mixed-methods approach to comprehensively examine the impact of 

open access publishing on library collection and budget management. The research 

methodology consists of the following components: 

3.1 Literature Review 

An extensive review of scholarly literature was conducted to establish the theoretical 

framework and identify key trends and issues related to OA and library management. Sources 

included peer-reviewed journal articles, conference proceedings, and reports from professional 

organizations in the fields of library and information science, scholarly communication, and 

higher education. 

3.2 Quantitative Data Analysis 

To provide empirical evidence of OA trends and their impact on libraries, the study analyzed 

several datasets: 

1. OA growth data from the Web of Science and Scopus databases (2010-2020) 

2. APC expenditure data from a sample of 50 research-intensive universities in North 

America and Europe (2015-2020) 
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3. Library budget allocation data from the Association of Research Libraries (ARL) 

statistics (2010-2020) 

3.3 Survey of Academic Librarians 

An online survey was distributed to collection development librarians and library 

administrators at 200 academic institutions worldwide. The survey aimed to gather insights on: 

● Changes in collection development policies related to OA 

● Budgeting strategies for managing OA and subscription resources 

● Challenges and opportunities presented by the growth of OA publishing 

The survey received 143 complete responses, representing a 71.5% response rate. 

3.4 Case Studies 

Three in-depth case studies were conducted to provide detailed examples of how different types 

of academic libraries are adapting to the OA landscape: 

1. A large research-intensive university library in the United States 

2. A mid-sized university library in the United Kingdom 

3. A small liberal arts college library in Canada 

Each case study involved interviews with key library staff and analysis of institutional policies 

and budget data. 

3.5 Data Analysis 

Quantitative data were analyzed using descriptive and inferential statistics, with visualizations 

created using Python's matplotlib and seaborn libraries. Qualitative data from the survey and 

case studies were coded and analyzed thematically using NVivo software to identify common 

patterns and emerging trends. 

4. Results and Discussion 

4.1 Growth of Open Access Publishing 



7 

Analysis of bibliometric data from Web of Science and Scopus reveals a significant increase 

in the proportion of OA articles across all disciplines over the past decade. Figure 1 illustrates 

this growth trend: 

 

Figure 1: Growth of Open Access Articles (2010-2020) 

The data show that the percentage of OA articles has more than doubled from 18% in 2010 to 

45% in 2020. This rapid growth has significant implications for library collection strategies 

and budget allocations. 

4.2 Impact on Library Budgets 

Analysis of ARL statistics reveals a shift in budget allocations over the past decade. Table 1 

summarizes the average percentage of library materials budgets allocated to different resource 

types: 

Table 1: Average Percentage of Library Materials Budget by Resource Type (2010-2020) 

Resource Type 201

0 

201

5 

202

0 
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Print Books 15% 10% 5% 

Print Journals 10% 5% 2% 

Electronic Books 5% 10% 15% 

Electronic Journals 60% 65% 65% 

Databases 10% 10% 8% 

OA Support (APCs) 0% 2% 5% 

 

The data indicate a clear trend towards increased spending on electronic resources and the 

emergence of dedicated funding for OA support through APC payments. 

Survey responses from librarians provide additional context to these budgetary shifts. When 

asked about the impact of OA on their budget planning: 

● 78% reported increasing allocations for OA support (e.g., APC funds, memberships) 

● 65% indicated reduced spending on traditional journal subscriptions 

● 52% noted challenges in justifying subscription costs for hybrid journals 

One survey respondent commented: 

"We're constantly reevaluating our big deal packages. It's becoming harder to justify the cost 

when a growing percentage of articles are available OA elsewhere." 

4.3 Changes in Collection Development Strategies 

The growth of OA has prompted many libraries to revise their collection development policies 

and workflows. Key findings from the survey and case studies include: 

1. Integration of OA content: 89% of surveyed libraries reported actively incorporating 

OA resources into their discovery systems and catalogs. 
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2. Evaluation criteria: 73% have developed new metrics for assessing the value of OA 

resources, moving beyond traditional usage statistics. 

3. Cancellation decisions: 68% reported that the availability of OA alternatives is now a 

significant factor in subscription cancellation decisions. 

4. Collaborative collection development: 57% are participating in consortial or multi-

institutional initiatives to support OA publishing. 

The case study of the large research university library provided an illustrative example of 

evolving collection strategies. The library had implemented a "OA-First" policy, prioritizing 

the acquisition and promotion of OA resources whenever possible. This approach included: 

● Systematic identification and integration of high-quality OA journals and books into 

the library catalog 

● Development of an OA resource evaluation rubric to assess quality and stability 

● Creation of an OA fund to support faculty publishing in gold OA venues 

● Negotiations with publishers to include OA clauses in subscription agreements 

4.4 Managing Hybrid Collections 

The coexistence of subscription and OA content presents significant challenges for library 

management. Survey respondents identified several key issues: 

1. Metadata management: 82% reported difficulties in maintaining accurate and up-to-

date metadata for OA articles within hybrid journals. 

2. Usage tracking: 75% noted challenges in accurately measuring usage of OA content, 

particularly when accessed outside library systems. 

3. Duplicate payments: 68% expressed concerns about potentially paying twice for 

content through subscriptions and APCs. 

4. User education: 61% highlighted the need for increased outreach to educate users about 

different access models and how to identify OA content. 
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To address these challenges, libraries are developing new workflows and leveraging 

technological solutions. The mid-sized UK university case study showcased an innovative 

approach: 

● Implementation of an OA tracking system integrated with the institutional repository 

● Development of a custom browser extension to help users identify OA versions of 

articles 

● Creation of a dashboard to visualize OA availability across subscribed journal packages 

Figure 2 illustrates the composition of this library's journal collection, highlighting the growing 

proportion of OA content: 

 

Figure 2: Composition of Journal Collection (2015-2020) 

4.5 Preservation and Long-term Access 

The shift towards OA raises important questions about the long-term preservation and 

accessibility of scholarly content. Survey findings reveal: 

● 85% of respondents expressed concern about the long-term stability of OA resources 

● 72% reported participating in collaborative preservation initiatives for OA content 
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● 58% have developed local archiving strategies for critical OA resources 

The case study of the small liberal arts college library highlighted an innovative approach to 

OA preservation. The library had partnered with several peer institutions to create a distributed 

network for archiving and preserving OA journals and monographs. This collaborative model 

allowed smaller institutions to pool resources and expertise to address preservation challenges. 

4.6 Emerging Trends and Future Directions 

Analysis of the survey data and case studies revealed several emerging trends and potential 

future directions for library management in the OA era: 

1. Increased focus on OA publishing support: 78% of libraries reported plans to expand 

services supporting faculty in OA publishing, including APC management and 

copyright advisory services. 

2. Shift towards transformative agreements: 65% of respondents indicated interest in 

pursuing "read and publish" or similar transformative agreements with publishers to 

support OA transition. 

3. Development of OA impact metrics: 62% are working on new methods to assess the 

impact and value of OA resources for their institutions. 

4. Exploration of alternative OA models: 57% expressed interest in supporting or 

developing non-APC OA models, such as library publishing initiatives or "subscribe to 

open" programs. 

5. Enhanced discovery tools: 53% reported plans to implement or improve tools for 

discovering and accessing OA content across multiple platforms and repositories. 

Figure 3 visualizes the perceived importance of these trends among survey respondents: 
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Figure 3: Perceived Importance of Emerging Trends in OA Management 

5. Conclusion and Recommendations 

This study has demonstrated that the growth of open access publishing is having a profound 

impact on academic library collection and budget management practices. The transition 

towards OA presents both challenges and opportunities for libraries as they navigate the 

evolving scholarly communication landscape. 

Key findings include: 

1. The rapid growth of OA content is reshaping library collections, with a significant shift 

from print to electronic resources and the emergence of dedicated OA support in budget 

allocations. 

2. Libraries are adapting their collection development strategies to incorporate OA 

resources, developing new evaluation criteria and workflows to manage hybrid 

collections effectively. 

3. The coexistence of subscription and OA content presents challenges in metadata 

management, usage tracking, and avoiding duplicate payments. 
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4. Long-term preservation of OA content remains a concern, with libraries exploring 

collaborative and innovative approaches to ensure sustainable access. 

5. Emerging trends suggest a future where libraries play an increasingly active role in 

supporting OA publishing and developing new models for scholarly communication. 

Based on these findings, the following recommendations are proposed for academic libraries: 

1. Develop comprehensive OA strategies: Libraries should create holistic strategies that 

address collection development, budgeting, preservation, and suppo 

rt for OA publishing. These strategies should be aligned with institutional goals and regularly 

reviewed to adapt to the changing landscape. 

2. Enhance OA discovery and integration: Invest in tools and workflows to effectively 

identify, evaluate, and integrate OA resources into library collections and discovery 

systems. This may include implementing OA-aware link resolvers, developing OA 

content evaluation rubrics, and enhancing metadata management practices. 

3. Rethink budget allocations: Develop flexible budgeting models that can accommodate 

the shift towards OA support while maintaining essential subscription content. 

Consider creating dedicated funds for APC support and exploring transformative 

agreements with publishers. 

4. Collaborate and share expertise: Participate in consortial initiatives and professional 

networks to share best practices, develop collective solutions for OA management, and 

increase negotiating power with publishers. 

5. Invest in staff development: Provide training and professional development 

opportunities for library staff to build expertise in OA publishing models, copyright 

issues, and emerging trends in scholarly communication. 
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6. Enhance data collection and analysis: Develop robust systems for tracking OA 

expenditures, usage, and impact to inform decision-making and demonstrate the value 

of library investments in OA resources. 

7. Engage with the broader scholarly community: Take an active role in campus 

discussions about OA policies, collaborate with research offices and faculty to promote 

OA publishing, and contribute to the development of sustainable OA models. 

8. Prioritize long-term preservation: Develop comprehensive preservation strategies for 

OA content, including participation in collaborative archiving initiatives and 

exploration of local preservation solutions for critical resources. 

9. Advocate for sustainable OA models: Engage with publishers, funders, and 

policymakers to promote the development of financially sustainable and equitable OA 

models that align with library and institutional values. 

10. Regularly assess and communicate impact: Develop methods to assess the impact of 

OA initiatives on research dissemination, cost savings, and other institutional goals. 

Communicate these impacts to stakeholders to build support for ongoing OA 

investments. 

6. Limitations and Future Research 

While this study provides valuable insights into the impact of OA on library management, 

several limitations should be acknowledged: 

1. The survey sample, while diverse, may not be fully representative of all academic 

libraries globally. Future research could expand the sample size and geographic 

coverage to provide a more comprehensive view. 

2. The rapid pace of change in the OA landscape means that some findings may become 

outdated quickly. Longitudinal studies tracking changes over time would be valuable. 
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3. The study focused primarily on journal articles and did not extensively explore the 

impact of OA monographs or other formats. Future research could examine these areas 

in more depth. 

4. The financial analysis was limited by the availability of detailed OA expenditure data 

from libraries. More granular data on OA costs and their impact on overall library 

budgets would enhance future studies. 

Future research directions could include: 

1. In-depth analysis of the long-term financial sustainability of various OA models for 

libraries of different sizes and types. 

2. Examination of the impact of national and institutional OA policies on library 

management practices. 

3. Investigation of user behavior and preferences regarding OA resources in academic 

libraries. 

4. Exploration of innovative technological solutions for managing and preserving OA 

content in library collections. 

5. Comparative studies of OA management practices across different countries and 

regions to identify best practices and cultural differences. 

In conclusion, the open access movement continues to transform the scholarly publishing 

landscape, presenting both challenges and opportunities for academic libraries. By strategically 

adapting their practices, embracing innovation, and collaborating with stakeholders, libraries 

can play a crucial role in shaping a more open and sustainable future for scholarly 

communication. 
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