[REDACTED - Consent Script]
1:40
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Great, so hello, nice to meet you and we’d really like to start off this interview by asking you about one of your most recent publications, so we saw that you had an article recently published in the Journal of Chemical Education was it?
1:41
JG2: Yes.
Collister, Lauren Brittany: We'd love to hear about that experience and specifically what we're really interested in is how you wound up choosing that particular journal for your publication, so just tell us about it, what was it like, and how did you wind up picking that journal.
1:57
JG2: Absolutely yeah. That was one that I’d actually published in JChemEd previously and that one was targeted, because the article that we published was, it was really a an education related article as a journal title [laughter] suggests. But it was, I had been working with a chemist actually, a chemistry professor, she was a colleague of mine at Evergreen State College, which is where I was prior to here, and so we had created this this laboratory project, it's really a whole project experience for students where we took them out to Soap Lake in Washington state, which is this really interesting super alkaline lake out there, and so we had them collect water samples and really try to show them really you know how real world, what the protocols are. We tried to follow EPA sampling protocols, all that. So they did some field work, we talked about the geology of why the lake water is so alkaline, has such a high pH, and then they brought the thing, their samples back to the lab on campus and then using again standard protocols analyze the water and looked at the water quality and so because we were following standard protocol we weren't really doing in this project, it wasn't really like a primary research endeavor where we were developing new techniques per se, in terms of the science, but the pedagogical approach I we thought was kind of novel and unique and so that's why we went to JChemEd and also because those are the you know that that journal is read pretty widely by chemists, obviously, but also, I think geochemists and some people in geosciences and it’s, I would say, one of the better hard science, education-related journals out there in terms of visibility. And so we thought well that’s a no brainer. Sadly there’s not really anything that I’m aware of in geosciences that has the visibility that JchemEd does so we just thought you know we would reach a wider audience, since it was JchemEd and those, so I think topically and also just audience-wise that’s really what it came down to for us.
4:49
Collister, Lauren Brittany: That’s really interesting and you said you had published there before.
4:55
JG2: Yes, also a joint geochemistry kind of, that one we were looking at, I think that was published in 2016 where we did limonite analysis, so we had students collect [laughter] these natural, basically, iron oxides that you find around Pittsburgh, around Johnstown in the streams because it actually can be an acid mine drainage byproduct. So that's, in fact, what makes a lot of streams red or reddish orange is that limonite, around here some people call it “yellow boy.” The interesting thing is that all what's called limonite or yellow boy can be chemically different so like each sample it’s almost like a snowflake they're all a little bit different. So limonite’s this kind of catch all term for these iron oxide or iron hydroxyoxides that are out there precipitating in streams and so the that exercise was okay give students a natural sample or which represents a true unknown because even we the instructors don't know exactly what the chemical composition would be. And so again run it through kind of standard procedures, teach the students these lab skills, and then figure out, you know Okay, what is the exact chemical composition of the lim- of that particular sample of limonite, and so now it's very similar in spirit to the lake project we did, so for similar reasons, we chose JChemEd for that one.
6:17
Collister, Lauren Brittany: That's so interesting, so it sounds like you're almost you know, involving your students and doing the research work that leads them to a publication, is that something that you, you do often?
6:35
JG2: Yes. [laughter] We try. Yes, um, in fact I’ve got a we've got one in now that's any like day now, it will be, I think, accepted so we've gone through revision. Then, this is the different journal. So this was more primary research and involved, but that also involved a student where we were looking at the watershed up here and around our campus, the Little Conemaugh watershed which is famous for the floods that were from 1889 flood, and all that so. But nobody had studied the watershed. Like so if you look in the literature there's nothing. Go to Google Scholar, wherever, there’s like zip, and so we decided well let's try to model the watershed and see how it responds to precipitation. So input, what's the output. And so that one I involved a student, actually are several students that helped along the way, but there was one student in particular who really helped throughout pretty much the entire project, and and so you know we went out and collected data from the, actually set up a stream gauge at the with the National Park Service at Johnstown Flood National Memorial, so we gauged that stream, which had never been gauged before. Then we use some stream gauge data available from US Geological Survey for the city of Johnstown but. 
And so that one we're publishing in Helion which is an Elsevier journal, but it's an open source journal. So, which is my first experience publishing in an open source venue like that. So, anyway that's. The reason we chose that was because, by publishing in the Open Source journal we, anybody anywhere can access it and so there's there's no subscription there's nothing there's no paywall that anyone encounters it's just if anybody, anywhere in the world they're interested in that watershed they can read what we did, and so, and also the fact that the data are being shared because that's the condition of publishing with Helion is, you have to share your data. So it has to be freely available and which I like so you know they stress reproducibility so so anybody can look at our data and check us or if they want to use the data and do do their own work, whatever may be they can do that freely and so those were big considerations for us and choosing that journal.
9:13
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Wow, amazing. Well I'll definitely be excited to see that article come out. I love to see open data shared and hear about your experience with that you know and the impact that it could possibly have and we'll talk, I think we get a chance to talk a little bit more about that stuff a little bit later.
But we want to, so thank you for sharing your experiences with this publishing. It really helps us frame the conversation and know a little bit more about you. We now want to like turn to ask you some slightly different questions, and I’ll let Charlotte take it over from here.
9:49
Johnson, Charlotte M: Alright, so we're going to talk more just about your your publishing habits more broadly, so on a scale of one to five, with one being not at all important, and five being the most important wan you tell us, and then you know, maybe tell us why if you want, how important are the following factors to you when deciding where you submit your academic work for publication.
10:21
Johnson, Charlotte M: Lauren’s pasted the items in the chat in case I lose my place or if you want to follow along but we'll start with citation frequency. On a scale of one to five.
10:41
JG2: Probably, probably four… Because yeah there's, I think it depends on who your audience is, in addition to, because you know there, there are some of the most highly cited journals aren't necessarily, they tend to be broadly focused and sometimes that's a good thing, but sometimes that can work against you too depending on the on the kind of work you're doing. So I would say, you know very important but not the prime, not you know the factor.
11:14
Johnson, Charlotte M: Can you give us an example of how citation frequency would work against you.
11:20
JG2: I wouldn't say citation, that's yeah it's a good.
11:26
Johnson, Charlotte M: Or a broad appeal or.
11:30
JG2: I don't think it ever works against you, yeah for sure I don't mean to you know give that impression. I think when looking at like possible venues I think that ends up being just not number one for me. Obviously important, we want to reach the broadest audience we can but again, I think like you know, like a journal like “Nature” which has an extremely high citation frequency. A lot of, you know, if we're doing like a case study here like the Little Conemaugh, I mean yeah that's, yeah there's a lot of people interested, but you know for Nature, I don't think that's the right venue and I don't think they would accept that work there, anyway, but. You know JChemEd, I don't know how why, actually I don't know offhand how widely cited JChemEd is. We've had good response from the articles we publish there, but you know I couldn't again, I assume it's reasonable, but it just again, you know that I think the appropriateness of the venue trumps the, supersedes the citation frequency.
12:22
Johnson, Charlotte M: So you talked about this a little bit, but can you rate on a scale of one to five, the importance of the audience: who the target audience is, the size of the audience, etc.
12:40
JG2: Yeah that's a five because yeah. When you're getting into, again if you're if you have something that's very specific. I've done actually some of my prior research on tidal hydrology and sedimentology got kind of got really specific. I you know in those I really went for really targeted trade journals. And again, I mean you do look, I mean sometimes you have options and you'll look at like things like the citation index all that but. Mostly, it was like okay here's a very targeted trade journal that's where I’m going to go with this, because I think they'll appreciate that more in terms of the readership. And you could argue I guess you know with like indexing services, especially like Google Earth or excuse me, Google Scholar or some of these others that are out there that sort of collocate. All that someone has to do is do a search now.
So that's maybe change the game, but still, for me, I still try to target the trade journals. I think too because the editorship tends to be also more attuned to what you're doing, and I think they're probably better able to evaluate the work in addition to, so maybe so better selecting peer reviewers. So I yeah.
14:18
Johnson, Charlotte M: Let's rate journal impact factor value. If applicable.
14:26
JG2: Um yeah no I mean I would probably give that a you know, probably again a four. very similar to the citation frequency and I see those kind of similar in a similar realm. You know it's. And I don't I’m not a librarian or library do library science I don't know exactly how journal impact factors are calculated off of off the top of my head, but.
14:45
Johnson, Charlotte M: [shrugs] That's purely proprietary.
14:56
JG2: So. Again yeah you look at, let's say again, you know if you have choices sure you know if it's got a higher impact factor, maybe that helps you lean that way, a little bit, but definitely the target audience is really the main factor.
15:01
Johnson, Charlotte M: How important is it that it's a venue that is read often by you, the author.
15:15
JG2: Important because yeah I am for most of these I would consider myself to be sort of part of the target audience, you know, going back to that. so you know I feel like if if I’m reading the journal that you know, doing the work I’m doing and probably my colleagues also and generally that’s true, like in conversation with colleagues. That generally tends to be the case. We're aware of generally the same articles coming out, but you know what the kind of where the field is usually. So yeah I would say that's probably you know, a five because that's how you're going to stay top of your field by reading those.
16:05
Johnson, Charlotte M: How about costs associated with the journal, so APCs, cover or color print charges, things like that.
16:16
JG2: You know, for me, that's probably like a three at this point.
It, prior to this Helion publication, which is still, still in revision technically. I actually never paid to do any of the publi- doesn't have never had publishing fees or anything. I think there may have been some color options, where you could you know splurge but, again, you know because so many people were are viewing these things now digitally. I think, for a lot of the journals anyway, the only cost you incur would be if you wanted like a, is like, if you wanted pre prints or something that were in color yeah there'd been arrangements like that so mostly now like, I know that the journal article I published several years back, but you know I can access that in full color online and they never charged me anything extra so.
The Helion journal because it's open source, you're paying the fee, so that people don't have to pay a subscription fee, on the other end. And so you know initially that having never done that before that was a bit of a concern for me, because I think it's about it it's upwards of $1800 to have it published, you know everything else works, the same the peer review process but I was like oh that's kind of odd, and then I started reading about that process more as like, it makes sense that the fact that anybody can anybody can publish and my co-author had published in that journal like six years ago and had very good results and, liked the experience so.
So we decided well you know we can split it, you know we'll just bite the bullet and then I found out the Pitt actually has a program where they, you, if you get in early enough in the, in the budget year they can help with those costs as well, so. So for me yeah you know if I have to pay half out of pocket, I think. I'm willing to do that, to make sure that works freely viewable.
18:21
Johnson, Charlotte M: Great, yeah that's Lauren’s office that does the funding.
18:30
JG2: [laughter] We may be in touch later.
18:37
Collister, Lauren Brittany: [gestures writing an email]
Johnson, Charlotte M: Okay we'll move on to journal prestige. On a scale of one to five.
18:43
JG2: Um again probably a four you know I think that's relative, so you know any I mean, look if you're getting good peer reviewers and good editors, that tells the tale. Then, most of you know I dealing with most of mine have been like through Elsevier or American Chemical Society like I mean. I don't know how prestigious those are viewed by other people, but I view them as you know, they’re trade journals that I would absolutely reference and do reference every day in my own work and. So I don't, I’m not aware of too many “fly by night” journal operations that are out there. I do try to vet for that you know, so I wouldn't say it's like a zero or a one you know, like, I mean. As long as they have some like integrity in terms of following a peer review process, so I would say, maybe a three on that.
19:45
Johnson, Charlotte M: Open access options.
19:54
JG2: Yeah. I'm warming up to that a lot, the more I’m exposed to that, and you know, so I would say probably maybe a five. And, aside from the the watershed article working on I’m actually working also on a textbook and I’ve been working on that for several years and in sedimentary geology and I’m actually now thinking about just making that available as open source.
So I, and maybe this is my, because I’ve been using I’m a long time Linux user and Linux is famous for being open source, so there are a lot of things about that ethic I like. And you know and i've started, also in the last few years, using open source materials in my classes, so this fall I’ll be using two open source textbooks by other folks.
And so I’m really starting to, as more options become available, and I think that becomes more mainstream. And I, and I do think there has been a little bit of a stigma. people have asked me Oh well, the book is the book reviewed the same or is it as rigorous, or is it up to standard, you know because it's free. And I was like well yeah I mean there's pretty much goes through the same process that a standard textbook would go through terms of the vetting so. And having read through the textbooks and now use them, I use them last year as well, these Open Source books and they're fantastic, they really are so they're on par absolutely with anything that's out there for pay. And so I think again as it becomes more mainstream I think there'll be more acceptance of that and the less maybe of a stigma, or you know, whatever is attached to it so for that I’m actually probably gonna say five because I think it's really important that people can access information, wherever they are.
21:51
Johnson, Charlotte M: So, if in the future, you were looking at a publication venue and there wasn't an open access, would you be more less likely to publish there.
22:02
JG2: Correct, yes, and now that said, it is you know, for a lot of trade journals, at least in geology I don't think there's been the the penetration of the open source ethos there, so a lot of the options there there you're still kind of the traditional way. There isn't an open source venue, unfortunately, but if there was there was comparable I would absolutely lean towards the open source.
22:22
Johnson, Charlotte M: How important is it that the venue is read often by your department or division.
22:39
JG2: Uh, we're small here. [laughter] But yeah I mean yeah I probably say you know four. Again it gets back to kind of I was saying about you know your colleagues reading the work and being familiar, so you know so yeah probably four.
22:59
Johnson, Charlotte M: Society affiliation at the journal.
23:10
JG2: That's important. I do look at that. Usually for these you know i've been Members are also or the one of my co authors has been a member of the societies. Not always. I guess that falls into the credibility aspect, a little bit.
Now some of the like Else- again Elsevier is one I've gone with a lot just for whatever reason that's not even really consciously but I know a lot of those don't aren't affiliated with a specific you know academic society so probably on that you know, maybe two you know. If the publisher’s credible I don't hold society affiliation against them.
24:02
Johnson, Charlotte M: Whether or not the Pitt libraries have a subscription.
24:07
JG2: … Good question um probably three… although yeah that hasn’t happened to me yet because Pitt’s been, Pitt’s very good about and the geosciences are very good about covering those so actually I haven't had to look into that too much that's why I haven't thought about it too much, but yeah.
Probably a three because the other issue is with the interlibrary loan system, there have been cases where there have been older articles or something I can't get digitally and usually we’re able to get we’re able to circumvent the subscription issue anyway, I feel so.
24:49
Johnson, Charlotte M: And then finally community impact so by that I mean non-academic.
25:08
JG2: Well, the water, yeah that's five. I mean when you can do it and that that's kind of a rare treat for me if, like this watershed paper is one I feel like actually really has impact in the community.
25:17
JG2: Just just because of Johnstown’s history in this region and a lot of these watersheds in western and central Pennsylvania haven't really, there's not a lot in the literature about those which was a little bit surprising. And so now we're talking about we're actually looking at you know, trying to understand what the flood risk is in Johnstown, for instance, and try to quantify that, and there's really nothing in the public domain. a lot of the flood control engineering that's been done is the US Army Corps of Engineers and they have very little information that’s publicly available so there's kind of a screen there. I don't know what they're doing or not doing. And so, like that one is one that I actually feel really good about because we're addressing some of the aging infrastructure here. There are number of dams that they're the channels in downtown Johnstown which are almost, well they’re over 80 years old, they're in need of maintenance. And I, I hope that this research can shine a light on that, and so this kinda gets me out of like some of the super specific things that sometimes academics, we get into. I feel like there's a broader impact which is nice and some of the like education articles too if it helps somebody and you know, and I guess in the academic community if that helps them great but yeah it's, community impact would definitely be a five for me.
26:55
Johnson, Charlotte M: Is there anything missing from this list that you take into account.
27:01
JG2: … Not that I can think of honestly off the top of my head now.
27:16
Johnson, Charlotte M: Okay. I’ll hand it back to Lauren and we'll ask another set.
27:26
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Yeah so here's a fun time, so now we want to do almost the same exact exercise, except shift the focus so rather than it being important to you.
27:32
Collister, Lauren Brittany: We want to understand your perceptions of whether this is important to the people evaluating you, so for your annual review or are you on the tenure track or…?
27:42
JG2: Yes, almost this year, yeah I’ve already submitted my packet.
27:57
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Alright, so think to think for us about your packet right and the people who are going to be reading that, and tell us what you think they think is important. So we've got another list and I’ve got it ready to go in the chat. 
So it's much the same but we're going to shift the focus so we're going to start with that impact factor value and again one to five, one not important, five totally important.
28:14
JG2: Probably five I’m assuming, you know, and also because I think a lot of folks you know who are evaluating me are not. Very few are actually in my subdiscipline, specifically, so I think they probably rely on those metrics more than maybe others would. So yeah I would say five on impact factor.
28:46
Collister, Lauren Brittany: It makes sense So what about a society affiliation for your publication, not for you as a person.
28:49
JG2: Probably I'd say, probably four given what you know conversations I’ve had with folks. Or maybe putting myself in the shoes of the evaluator if I was looking maybe at somebody else, if they were in another specialty.
So yeah I mean I would look at it, but I don't think it would necessarily, again I think most folks I think if, there are some publishers who are known and I think they can read between the lines “Okay, this is credible,” so I’d probably say four.
29:16
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Now, what about books or monographs.
29:32
JG2: That's one I feel probably. I'll go high and say three. I feel like that actually gets very little. And I’ve kind of been told as much. [laughter] So. I think, partly because again there's that perception of it, while this isn't primary research one and also you know it's not going through the same rigorous standard of peer review. So it's I just think that gets pushed down. and also just conversations I’ve had like even years prior regarding books. So sometimes tends to be a little bit of that it's not looked at in the same way as peer reviewed journals. So I’d say three.
30:28
Collister, Lauren Brittany: And I’m just curious here because you're you also said you are working on a textbook, so what's that like for textbooks.
30:30
JG2: Um this yeah that's what I had in mind, probably. You know I feel like it does not get the same, whether I agree with that or not, that’s. Yeah again for the same reason, because it's not you know primary research advance, you know, advancing the field and not peer reviewed to the same, at least that's the perception, not peer reviewed in the same standard.
30:53
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Interesting. Okay, next factor would be writing for the public.
31:08
JG2: [laughter] I think that really depends on who's evaluating actually. That's because I think for some, I think the public impact would be four or five, and I think other people again falls into that thing of “well this isn't primary research this isn't the peer-” again not while I agree with that or not. I saw I think for some it would be like a two. I think for other people, I can envision I particularly higher up in the administrative area, I think they actually view that more favorably than within the department or within the division, the college that you're in. So I’ll split the difference and say three.
31:59
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Now I’m really curious about that because, have you heard some like talk about this kind of activity from your administration or anything like that.
32:05
JG2: Not here not you know I’ve had there were some I had some prior discussions and these were just casual over lunch kind of things at another institution, you know, and like there was somebody actually working on, it was a popular, it was it was for the public like a popular book about geology and that was kind of deprecated a little bit.
32:35
JG2: So, and then pretty much the quote was “well you know if I’m evaluating somebody.”
32:37
JG2: This is from a department chair “If I’m evaluating somebody that does three peer reviewed publications versus this person that has published this public book, well you know the three peer reviewed publications win every time.” I say to paraphrase.
32:43
JG2: So. You know, again you're probably higher up, maybe, depending on the level you're at you know I think the perception is different, but.
32:58
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Thanks for clarifying that, I was really curious. Okay, now, what about the number of publications that you have per year.
33:11
JG2: Probably here yeah Johnstown is, we’re almost, we have a heavier teaching load so we’re oriented a little different than Oakland. I would say, probably, it still is a factor, you know, they're absolutely looking at how many publications we've got going into like a you know a tenure review or something so I you know I would say, probably. I’d say four on that.
33:45
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Is there a rule of thumb or anything you've heard about what you're trying to aim for.
33:49
JG2: No. Which is fun. Maybe that's good, because you know I think part of it is too you know somebody could have, you know, like the watershed paper we've been working on, that's five years in the making, and we had to go out and collect a lot of our own data, we had to set up, I mean there was a lot of effort that went into that. And there are other publications that you know that I’ve done that involved a lot less work so just looking at [air quotes] number, I think, is a really bad metric because. So that's yeah I again it gets back and maybe into the impact. Like okay well what impact might this research have what's the what's the publication venue. I think definitely folks are looking at that. And you know so now Republic, I you know, again I don't know, maybe three or four, I guess, I do feel like that folks are not just looking at the number, but I think are trying to look at the bigger picture. As it should be so I never you know because I did yeah like the watershed paper, I did that, to the exclusion of some other work, and I feel like you know I don't feel like I’m being punished for that.
So maybe even a three just in the abstract number of publications per year.
35:13
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Okay, great. Thanks for explaining that. Now, what if what if your research get some media coverage how important would that be.
35:22
JG2: I’d say five. You know, because it shines a light on, a lot of people don't know what we do and I think it shines a light on it, and if you're getting media coverage usually there's that again that likes that community impact factor, which is great. And so yeah I’d say five. 
Because when I actually with the watershed work, we were featured in the local paper here in Johnstown, they did, they were interested in that and and I had positive response for that it was from other folks that are saying that that that looks good that looks favorable so good, you know good job. So.
35:58
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Congratulations.
JG2: I think it makes everybody look good.
36:08
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Positive media coverage, not a “look at what these weirdos are doing” right?
36:16
JG2: [laughter] Exactly right.
36:17
Collister, Lauren Brittany: So how about pre prints.
36:20
JG2: um that's one, yeah i've never gotten into that too much myself. And it’s like maybe a two in terms of my own public publishing. now I read preprints. Actually, and you know and just had communication with somebody in Germany who put up a preprint and luckily, and they were citing my work and I was able to say hey here's something you might clarify just a little tweak so that was super helpful.
36:49
JG2: So maybe for, but now I’m thinking like okay how other people perceive the pre prints because of the question. Maybe a two. I just everything I’ve been told is like well you want the public the publication only is what matters.
37:16
Collister, Lauren Brittany: It makes sense. Now we've heard about how you value open access research, what do you think your evaluators feel about that.
37:23
JG2: … That one’s tough to gauge actually I cuz I haven't had a lot of conversation with colleagues on that. Particularly folks that would be evaluating me. So I don't I don't know how warm to that they are. I'd say maybe three, just take a fence-sitter position.
37:53
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Okay that’s fair. Now, what about journal name recognition or you know if it's read often by your department chair or your division chair.
38:03
JG2: I’d say five. … Just things I’ve heard in conversation I’d say five.
38:17
Collister, Lauren Brittany: And now we've already touched on this, but let's come back to it: community impact.
38:23
JG2: I would say five. Like you said we touched on, I think they like to see that that. You know, one of the taglines of Johnstown is “real world education,” something to that effect, and I think they like to see that you know we are actually engaging with the community. Impact there so.
38:48
Collister, Lauren Brittany: We talked about whole books and monographs earlier, what if you contribute a chapter to a book, like an edited volume or something of that sort.
38:51
JG2: Prob- if it's peer reviewed I’d say five. Cuz I’ve had a little bit of that discussion by with my division chair I you know, so I think those are pretty much viewed like journals, journal articles.
39:08
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Last but not least, your total number of publications.
39:16
JG2: …They're looking at yeah they're looking at, I would say, four. Again, allowing for number isn't always a great metric but. But that definitely that has come up like well, you want to have [air quotes] several publications, ideally, the more the merrier is what [laughter] right. It’s always the push, more is better for your case, so of course. That said, probably four.
39:46
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Once again, is there anything missing from our list that you, you think or you know that folks are looking for in your, in your tenure portfolio.
39:53
JG2: … The only thing might be a minor would just be a lot of these come up before while you're publishing we also presented at a conference and and I think that goes along with it, so I definitely like to see that as well.
40:14
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Charlotte, do you have any questions about the list are we ready to go on to the next section.
40:32
Johnson, Charlotte M: No, I think we're ready.
40:38
Collister, Lauren Brittany: All right, well I’ll turn it over to Charlotte for our next set of questions.
40:39
Johnson, Charlotte M: Alright, so we're gonna switch tacks now a little bit, so Lauren is going to paste some terms into chat and often in scholarly publication you'll see the following words used. In your own words, how would you define the following terms that are sometimes used to describe academic journals. So we'll start with the impact, can you define impact for me.
40:56
JG2: I’d say impact is how often it's being read and or accessed and how often it’s being cited. Otherwise it's kind of hard to gauge that in any quantitative way. That would be it for me yeah. Reads and cites.
41:27
Johnson, Charlotte M: Open access.
41:29
JG2: Yeah yeah that's kind of the free as in free beer, you know. Like they say in Linux you know. So anybody can you know, once you put it out there anybody can access it. And they also have access to the inner workings, so your data is also up. So I’d say open access is just anybody can access your your your article and your data and actually even some of the maybe the tools you're using to analyze the data, because some of that involves software and things and i've had to put the that up and that's all available.
42:12
Johnson, Charlotte M: Discoverable.
42:15
JG2: That would be yeah so probably you know, pick your favorite search engine, and you know so discoverable would be someone entering keywords into a search engine and is able to pretty much able to find your article within the first few pages of search results.
42:21
Johnson, Charlotte M: Rigor.
42:41
JG2: Has it, it has gone through the that ideally a double blind peer review process, which rarely happens, interestingly. I was just thinking about that the other day. you know we usually we don't know who the reviewers are but they see our names as authors, which I don't. That's another rant but anyway, ideally, it should be double blind. It shouldn't matter what my name is or where I am so. So rigor would be, it would be that peer review process.
43:13
Johnson, Charlotte M: Can you define quality.
43:20
JG2: … I would say, somebody who has followed the the yeah the scientific method. In other words they've not come in with any sort of preconceived notions any you know bias. They've created hypotheses, based on their data that are falsifiable, that can be tested. And well, there's a lot that goes into that word quality. The writing is clear enough, the presentation is clear enough that anyone can follow it. Sometimes that's an issue, I think the writing and the organization need to be clear as well. And yeah yeah the other thing. I would say yeah some can lead to a positive result, but I also like to see if people actually have you know if they have an initial hypothesis, they test it and if the initial hypothesis is [air quotes] reasonable, given the state of the field at that time, if they get a negative result or null result, I would still say that's quality, because then that's something somebody else doesn't have to do later.
44:29
Johnson, Charlotte M: Finally, can you define prestige.
44:43
JG2: I think that is a perception of quality that gets foisted upon certain journals and maybe authors. … I think a lot of that is marketing, but I think a lot of that also can be reputation. I think yeah prestige to me, as I say, it's very very kind of ephemeral, very subjective. Again, because we're all in our, we tend to get in these very specific little niches and I think once you're out of your niche you don't necessarily even know what the prestige journal is maybe in another niche. Yeah so I’d say prestige is probably having a reputation of doing things having that rigor and also having high impact and usually that comes from having high quality. I’d say there's probably a little bit of marketing and inertia that goes with that.
45:52
Johnson, Charlotte M: Do you think others in your department or division would define these similarly. Or do you ever hear folks discussing these terms.
46:09
JG2: yeah yeah yeah I know these are things we talk about. I think most, at least my colleagues are pretty much on the same page with with that, with no running major disagreements.
46:12
Johnson, Charlotte M: All right, and then finally we've got some questions, so this study is based on another study that I and a couple of colleagues did last year or two years ago I don't remember at this point. So we're going to ask a couple questions from that study just to provide a baseline for comparison. so I’ll hand it over to Lauren.
46:45
Collister, Lauren Brittany: And some of these might feel a little bit repetitive so. That's all right, but if you have something new to add, or you want to reframe something you've you've said before that's totally appropriate here, so the first question is have you reflected on how the ability of other people to read your work without a subscription might impact how it is used and cited.
47:07
JG2: Absolutely yes. Again, I think. I don't think one's ability to do science should be predicated on, again ideally, should be predicated on having an expensive subscription or having you know, having financial resources that a lot of wealthy institutions in the United States or elsewhere have, so yes.
47:25
Collister, Lauren Brittany: How does that play into your decision making process when you decide where or how to publish your research.
47:48
JG2: Lately that's yeah lately that's been factoring in a lot, because I want to reach the widest audience possible because you know, I mean we're trying to, we are trying to advance what what we know, collectively, and so I think the best way to do that is that find the biggest possible audience. And I think Open Source will probably gain more traction as as we go along here and things I, hopefully information becomes more democratized in that way. So, yes.
48:31
Collister, Lauren Brittany: I think this next one we've already covered, but I’ll give you space to add anything else you might want to say so, the question is, we already know the answer. Have you had any experience publishing open access and what are your thoughts on the process.
48:41
JG2: Yes. And the process now. The process, you know it's very much the same you know the, the process is pretty much identical to every other you know article, journal article you'll you'll publish, for instance, and so really you know the only difference and we haven't because we haven’t, again any day now, hasn't been [air quote] accepted that's, only at that point, it when it's accepted is where you get into the payment issue. But everything else, as far as the science, you know and the review everything's the same so I didn't find that at all, a hard process to navigate because of that.
49:22
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Have you ever encountered a journal that didn't have, an open access journal that didn't have a publishing fee.
49:29
JG2: Not yet … Not a journal now on, on the textbook issue. There's a publisher interested I’ve been talking to them Linus books, I think they’re based out of New York, I’ve been talking to them and they do work with authors to do Open Source publishing. Where they make their money is on if they create paper printed copies, which are also, the costs on that are substantially less generally than what a student would pay for another textbook so. That would be the only case where I’ve encountered that would be on the textbook side. I don't think there's any fee, like that has never come up.
50:20
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Okay, great um alright, the last question in this section is have you ever needed a publication, whether that's an article or a book that we didn't have access to at the library and, if so, what did you do.
50:31
JG2: … Trying to remember, there have been a few times, where again, where it wasn't available electronically. And I think once or twice, there may have been, it just there wasn't a subscription. So again, what I did is I guess the interlibrary loan request. Got a PDF usually like the next day.
51:07
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Alright, so that's the end of our questions list, and we do have a few minutes left so we've got you know space here if there's anything else you'd like to expand upon that we [audio cuts out].
51:13
Johnson, Charlotte M: Oh no, I think we lost you.
51:28
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Or, if you have any questions for us at this point.
51:30
JG2: Not yeah this was good [laughter]. It was good… Sometimes yeah the library and us, you know I like the librarians but we just don't get to interact a lot and it's good to, you know people are thinking about some of these other options. I feel like, if I can like help in any way make those more on the, you know make those more on the radar, I guess that's great because I’m becoming more and more enamored of that.
Gosh yeah I can't think of any, anything offhand, no.
52:15
Collister, Lauren Brittany: we're always here by email, if you want to ask us any questions off the record of course and we'll be happy to hear from you. So Charlotte you have some closing remarks for us.
52:19
Johnson, Charlotte M: Yes, we are going to stop recording.
52:31
