[REDACTED - Consent Script]
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Thank you so we are interested to hear about your recent publication, so we saw that you had an article come out in the Journal of Chemical Education recently. So we were really curious to hear about your experience with publishing that article. Specifically the thing we really want to know a lot about is how did you end up choosing that particular journal for this publication?
1:54
JC1: I think for me that's kind of my go-to journal for pedagogy. So I was working on a organic lab chemistry manuscript and then COVID hit and I had a nice way to compare what we did pre-COVID with virtual learning so that's the journal that I thought would be the best place to explore that pedagogy. So trying to figure out what their retention was based on this new type of learning that we're doing. So for me that's the journal that I was most familiar with, I do a lot of, I guess, background research in the American Chemical Society journals, so that's one of the things that's nice at the Johnstown campus we have access to all of the Oakland library system, so that's one of the main drawing factors when I came here was that I could still do research and not have to worry about those publications being off limits to me.
2:52
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Great, so it sounds like that's the kind of, it's one of those journals that you have read frequently and are very familiar with, is that is that right?
3:11
JC1: Right yeah, so I’m really into scholarship of teaching and learning and so that's the journal that I follow monthly, I see what they're what they're publishing. It has always been sort of a, I guess apprenticeship with journals. You kind of go with your, as a research student you go with what your advisor thinks is the best journals and you kind of build from there, so that's something that would be interesting from this study to learn where everybody got the idea where to publish because I think, I was in the tenure stream, and so I knew I had to publish in--I was looking at your questions, but--quote unquote popular journals, things that would look good on my resume over things like open source, which I personally would be in favor of using. So that's something that would be of interest to see how everybody decides what is a popular journal, why are we publishing in these rather than something that's more readable for a wider audience.
4:03
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Great you've already figured out the purpose of our study, so thank you for that. Wonderful so we do want to ask you specifically about some factors that you might use to decide your publication so I’ll turn it over to Charlotte to go through our first list of those and I will paste the list in the chat.
4:29
Johnson, Charlotte M: So as Lauren said she's going to paste a list of factors into the chat and we'll go through them one by one, but on a scale of one to five, with one being not at all important and five being the most important, tell us how important the following factors are to you for deciding when you submit your academic work for publication. Alright so we'll start with citation frequency.
4:57
JC1: I’m sorry, did you want to explain anything, or you just wanted a quick…
5:10
Johnson, Charlotte M: Oh yeah. Go on in.
5:15
JC1: I was just wondering if you meant like how many citations from that journal, or how many times my article would be referenced it is or is it a combination of both of those?
5:17
Johnson, Charlotte M: Kind of a combination of both. If you know it's a very highly cited journal, or you know that getting your article in that journal would make it highly cited.
5:31
JC1: I think, I guess for me, the popularity is probably not as important, so maybe I would say a four for that, because it's more important to me that I know the journal takes the pedagogy seriously. Whereas there are a lot of journals that are just popular, and I know that if you have the right PI you'll get published in those. So that's something that I always think about, is it just going for big names or is it actually producing papers that I think are, have merit to read. So I’d say four for that.
5:58
Johnson, Charlotte M: What about the audience, so who the target audience is or how big it is.
6:15
JC1: That one is a five for me, because that kind of goes in with the are they just going for the big names, or they actually trying to reach the people that want to teach? So Journal of Chemical Education seems to be focused on the, these are the people that want to learn how to teach better, so I think that's that one's my most important thing.
6:30
Johnson, Charlotte M: Actually, a question about that journal, is it more practical or is it more theory based.
6:42
JC1: It has some of each. It's really one of the only places where you get lab, lab experiments being published, because a lot of the other journals are more research based, or they're looking at how students are learning but they're not necessarily introducing new ways to teach concepts, especially in the laboratory setting.
6:54
Johnson, Charlotte M: I’ve never heard of a journal doing that that's really, really cool. Alright next, read often by author, so you, if it's something you read pretty frequently.
7:11
JC1: Say that again.
7:24
Johnson, Charlotte M: If it's something that you, you tend to read, a journal that you read fairly regularly.
7:25
JC1: Yes, that's something that's probably the most important to me so I’d say a five for that.
7:29
Johnson, Charlotte M: Journal costs for better or for worse, so like article processing charges, cover charges, color fees, whatever.
7:36
JC1: That's probably a one. It's something that I actually don't know until like you submit an article there, you get it accepted or whatever, and then they, they publish the fees for you. I guess, well we don't have fees as authors, but I usually don't go and look at how much the subscription fee is until after I’ve published, so that's probably a one for me.
7:55
Johnson, Charlotte M: Okay, and you've never been asked to pay to get your article published.
8:07
JC1: Only for cover art. I think it was for the American Chemical Society, I think their standard thing is publications are free, but if you want to be on, if you want to submit for the cover art, you have to pay, I think, like $25.
8:14
Johnson, Charlotte M: Okay that's not as bad as I thought it was.
8:28
JC1: Mm-hmm.
8:31
Johnson, Charlotte M: That's good. Alright, journal’s prestige.
8:32
JC1: So that's what, I guess it would be a four for me because I always take that into account, is it worthy of its prestige, or is it just publishing big names.
8:36
Johnson, Charlotte M: … Sorry, you said something interesting, I want to follow up on later.
8:51
Johnson, Charlotte M: Open access.
8:54
JC1: So this, as I was reading your questions I kind of got up on my high horse about this. I personally think open access is great, because one of the big challenges for teaching undergraduates is they feel like they can't access the higher level, you know, research journals. One, because they don't know how to manage the library system. Two, because they just feel like they don't have the background knowledge. So open access to me feels like it's a safer method to get students to just check it out and you don't have to worry about navigating or signing in through your account or does your library provide this journal, so I personally would love to do more open access. The issue is, like I said I was in the tenure stream, I have a bit of a negative experience with that because now I’m in the non-tenure stream, but I feel that the pressure to publish in reputable journals is just pressure from sort of the classic tenure cases, rather than we want to promote learning, we want to promote research. I think it's more on that the, I guess, technology has advanced past what we're doing with our tenure stream system, so I wish that open access would be more of a priority. I’d say for me right now it would be a three because I know that I’m not going to get the credit as much for publishing in an open access, whether or not it's peer reviewed, it just has that, it's looked on by administration I feel as being less reputable than the paid journals.
10:29
Johnson, Charlotte M: Both from the Johnstown admin and then because y'all are under the provost of the Oakland campus still, right?
10:37
JC1: right we um I feel like a lot of the traditions are been passed on to us, we as a regional campus still require a lot of the things that the Oakland campus would want, like we have to publish in peer reviewed journals to get tenure, whereas we don't get the funding initially that a lot of the startups do at Oakland. So I feel like a lot of that stuff has transferred down to the regional campuses and it might not be fairly distributed or that pressure isn't as fair on us as it is on the Oakland faculty.
11:09
Johnson, Charlotte M: Right cuz y'all are teaching a lot too, right?
11:21
JC1: Right we teach, so we have a 12 credit load. We don't get any research credit, so any of the time that I spend with my research students it's basically my own time that I’m doing that. So we do teach usually it would be four lectures most of the time, and then labs get two credit hours, so I teach a lot of labs. I end up teaching every day pretty much, except sometimes I have the morning or afternoon off, and those are the times that I’m spending on the research on my own time. 
11:49
Johnson, Charlotte M: Thank you, sorry for the tangent there. Alright. How important is it that the journal is read often by your department or division.
12:02
JC1: I think that is probably the most important thing for like tenure packages, so that will be a five from me. So you publish it and your committee members see it. That's something, they read it in your packet but if they read it, that you've published, that also supports your tenure application so that's probably the most important thing. 
12:14
Johnson, Charlotte M: The journal’s society affiliation, if any.
12:30
JC1: For that I’d say it's a four. Like I said, I like the American Chemical Society journals because I kind of trust the content that's in them. So that's something that it's not the most important, but I do tend to look at an ACS journal before I’ll look at something I’ve never heard of.
12:43
Johnson, Charlotte M: Whether or not the library has a subscription to it.
12:54
JC1: That's very important, so I tend to use SciFinder Scholar for a lot of my background searches. And I will click on it, and if our library doesn't have it immediately, I’ll kind of put that on the back burner. If it's not something I feel is very important, I won't try to access it other ways, but I have used the lending library and I had very quick access to a journal once they scanned it in. I think, within the next day or so, so it's just a hoop that isn't very difficult to navigate around, but there's so much information out there, I usually can get around going through that.
13:27
Johnson, Charlotte M: And you'd also mentioned earlier about you know whether libraries have subscriptions have an impact on whether students will look at it.
13:38
JC1: Right, because they're certainly not going to jump through the hoops. If they're getting a research article they're just going to say “Oh well, my library doesn't have it, I guess that information is not going to go into my background research,” whereas I think faculty will dig a little deeper if they have to, but for the most part, you can get most of the information that we need from library subscriptions right now. It's, the University of Pittsburgh has a great access, I think.
14:09
Johnson, Charlotte M: And then, finally, the potential for community impact.
14:20
JC1: So I’m not quite sure what that would mean, like knowing the publisher, or how…?
14:26
Johnson, Charlotte M: Well, I guess, would the journal, or would publishing in the journal, does this journal have an impact on non academic audiences.
14:34
JC1: Oh, I see. So that would be, open access would be really great for those I guess. That's something that I don't typically consider so I’d say a one for that.
14:41
Johnson, Charlotte M: Is there anything missing from this list of things you take into consideration.
14:52
JC1: I guess the ease of navigating the submission would be something that I do take into account, because the ACS journals are very easy, they all have the same platform so once you submit to one you already have a username. That's probably something that goes into my thinking, because my paper was originally rejected before COVID, and I thought about submitting to the Royal Society of Chemistry, I think, is what it is in the UK, and I thought oh I’ve well I’ve never published with them before how hard is this going to be to switch everything over. So that's something I take into account.
15:24
Johnson, Charlotte M: Alright, we'll go on to the next section unless Lauren, do you have any follow up questions about this section.
15:40
Collister, Lauren Brittany: No I think you will get to my questions in the next section so. Alright, save for that.
15:49
Johnson, Charlotte M: Alright, I’ll let you have it, then.
15:51
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Alright, great, so kind of a similar exercise, but we want to switch the frame a little bit here so I’m going to paste another list of things in the chat and again, on a scale of one to five, one's not important five is most important. We want to know how you believe the following items are valued by other people in your annual performance reviews or your promotion reviews. So this is not so much your value, but what you think counts to other people when you're being evaluated. And I know you mentioned that you were on tenure and you're not anymore. And so we're really curious if there's any differences between the two states, if you notice any of these are particularly different. The first one we want to know about is the journal impact factor.
16:42
JC1: So how publication looks on your review, is that what you mean.
16:47
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Correct. So if you publish in this journal, how will other people, will other people think that this impact factor, for example, is important.
16:53
JC1: I think that is a five, but you did mention that, and I talked about this, but there is a big discrepancy between good teaching, which I feel like at these regional campuses we were hired to be good teachers, and the research level that we're supposed to have to get tenure, so I feel like the impact factor is always the most important for them, whereas the, how actual, I guess how good your research or teaching is should be more important but it's not at a regional campus.
17:21
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Okay, interesting. The next one is the society affiliation, again of the journal that you've published in, it is that important when they’re reviewing.
17:36
JC1: I think that's probably a five as well, for them. If you don't publish in a journal they've heard of then it's not going to be looking as favorably in your tenure application.
17:48
Collister, Lauren Brittany: That's that's related to an item farther down the list which I want to talk about more, but I’m really curious about the society part because you'd mentioned in the last section that you really trust ACS journals. How does that transfer into a review or promotion kind of setting, do you think.
18:16
JC1: Um, I guess it might depend on what my what my committee thought about this specific journal, but yes, I feel like if you publish in an ACS journal they recognize that it's peer reviewed immediately. They don't have to look it up so that kind of removes a little bit of the hurdle of “is this actually a worthwhile publication.” They know just based on the name of the publication, so that society affiliation does a lot for just boosting their initial reaction, which is important.
18:38
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Great, thank you for clarifying that.
18:54
Johnson, Charlotte M: Actually, if I may step in, sorry, for you at Johnstown do your committee, does your committee, consist of mostly of other chemists or is it kind of a mix of different natural sciences.
19:08
JC1: Right now, we have a lot of tenured faculty. When I first came there was only one tenured chemistry faculty so a lot of the committees were other natural sciences like math, biology, physics. So right now, it is a lot of chemists and they've heard of the American Chemical Society. I’m not sure how that worked a few years ago, when you had main mainly other sciences, but a lot of them have seen the American Chemical Society journals just through their own education, so it, it seems to me that the a lot of other people trust them as well.
Johnson, Charlotte M. Great, thank you.
19:27
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Great and next item is books or monographs that you have authored.
19:48
JC1: I think books tend to take a longer time to publish than articles, so I feel like it would be a three for the university. They like to see publications, they like to see numerous publications. So if you get slogged, I mean, if you get bogged down in writing a book you're not publishing as many journal articles. That's what I think they're looking for: numerous publications rather than more in depth, I would say.
20:06
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Do you think that's specific for your discipline of chemistry, do you think it might be different for others.
20:23
JC1: I think it's specific to the sciences, right now, because it's kind of a, they have a number in mind of how many publications they want to see to give you tenure, so chemistry, biology, physics, we all feel a lot of pressure to publish at least two or three journal articles relating to our research, whereas the books for something like the humanities, that would probably be the best thing for them to publish, but I feel like right now in the sciences it's the journal articles that get the most prestige, because they have such a quick turnaround, well a quicker turnaround I should say, maybe not quick.
20:53
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Hopefully, a quicker turnaround than a whole book.
21:10
JC1: Right, a whole book takes a lot of editing time, and so I feel like they would encourage you to try and publish something faster and then a lot of the tenured faculty started writing book chapters and so that looks good on their annual evaluations, but most I don't think any of them when they were applying for tenure were trying to write book or book sections.
21:19
Collister, Lauren Brittany: What about writing for the public.
21:41
JC1: That's another thing where I feel it's really important, but I would say the administration, probably sees it as a three because it's not the high level research that they're looking for for the tenure stream. They do want you to promote the university, so that would be something that writing for the public would do, but I think that that would be a lower priority than a research journal.
21:51
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Okay, and kind of along similar lines, what about media coverage of your research.
22:10
JC1: That's probably actually, that one might be a four because you're doing the research that you might get published on and you're getting coverage for the university so that's probably more important than general writing for the public, like a newspaper article wouldn't reach as wide of an audience as a like a social media article, for example.
22:25
Collister, Lauren Brittany: What about something like, you know, doing an interview like on NPR or something, how do you think that's viewed.
22:40
JC1: I think that would probably be a four as well because you're saying here's the research I’m doing here's the university I’m working with and it hints that you're going to get published from that research as well.
22:47
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Cool, alright. Sorry to add another factor that we didn't warn you about, just curious thinking about what you were saying. Now, what about pre prints.
23:07
JC1: Um, what are they.
23:11
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Pre prints are when you share that first draft of your paper online. You know in chemistry I think you have an outlet called Chem arXiv, but there's like arXiv for physics, there's you know all kinds of advance of publication pre-print sharing sites. Are you familiar with those first of all.
23:20
JC1: I guess with the journals I’ve published in, you can get published online before you’re actual published in the journal. I don't know if they call those pre prints but they're the final edited version, it's just that it doesn't have a date for the journal when it's published. But I think pre prints I guess if they are a draft with the expectation of the final publication, maybe they would be a three. So like, for my tenure application, I had, because of COVID delays with publishing, so I had two accepted articles, but I didn't have them in print yet, so I think that they weren't looked as favorably as an actual journal article would have been, so maybe a three for preprints.
24:15
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Okay. And now here's this topic again, what about openly accessible research.
24:23
JC1: I, yeah I think that's another three because it just feels like openly accessible hasn't reached the, I guess, quality that the peer reviewed paid journals have, not because they don't deserve it, but just because of the way the thinking is right now, this is new, there's not a, I guess, great understanding of how the content is edited, so that that would probably be a three.
24:39
Collister, Lauren Brittany: What about journal name recognition. We touched on this a little bit before, but we mean something like read often by your department or division chair.
25:01
JC1: I would say that's a five. When I was getting advice about my tenure application, I had a case study and they said, you know, that's not going to be as good as a research journal, so I feel like that's what the committee is mainly looking for: are you publishing in peer reviewed journals that I’ve heard of that's going to get you the highest, I guess, the highest level on that review portion of it.
25:34
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Okay, and again how about community impact and we’re talking non academic community again here.
25:39
JC1: I, I don't, I probably say they feel a two on that. I think their priorities are to promote the university, make the research that we're doing seem high level, so the community impact, they're not necessarily interested in “is this going to help people learn how to teach better,” I think they're looking more at the prestige that you get from publications. That's just my personal feeling on what I’ve witnessed from discussions.
26:06
Collister, Lauren Brittany: So how about a book chapter.
26:21
JC1: I think that's probably two or three. I think that's what I put for the writing a whole book it feels like that is more time intensive and gets you overall less prestige than publishing multiple research articles would.
26:24
Collister, Lauren Brittany: And I think I skipped one in the list so I’m going to put it right next to this last one, since you've already talked about this a little bit. And that is the number of publications per year and then also like your total number of publications, so you know what's the, how important is it that you have a whole pile of publications versus you're publishing regularly like every year, so much.
26:46
JC1: I think that's a good point. It would, I think it would be looked on higher to have regular publications than to get five publications right away and then do nothing for 10 years. That's just my personal, I guess, observations about it, they would rather you publish in consecutive years rather than get everything up front and then just sort of ride on that. I think that's always the fear with tenure, that you publish really hard to get tenure and then you don't do anything anymore. So that's one of the things that the arguments that are being made for not having a tenured stream anymore is you avoid that overload of publications early and then just sort of coasting for the rest of the time.
27:37
Collister, Lauren Brittany: I wonder if you could elaborate a little bit on, you say they would probably prefer to have you publishing some number of articles, every year, what do you think that number is.
27:52
JC1: Well, for my tenure package, they said there is no number, but the number is two or three. So it kind of depends on your competition. Like with tenure who else is going up for tenure that year could push it into the three publication category. At a regional campus just publishing I think is really good for promoting the university. So I feel like they would want to see a publication every maybe two years, that would be their ideal for the regional campuses, but with the non-tenure stream I don't feel as much pressure to have those publications in to get my renewal. I can focus more on getting good teaching reviews, but this is my first year, so I haven't had to come up against a three year renewal that's when my contract will be up, but It just seems like there's more of an emphasis on teaching, which I actually like, that's the reason I came to a regional campus.
28:45
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Again I’ll ask is there anything missing from this list, something that you think these committees will be looking for in your review and again, either for a tenure review or for your current situation now, you mentioned like teaching evaluations, but what other things that we should put on the list here.
29:11
JC1: I don't think so, I think the main thing they're looking for is, are you publishing and do we recognize the publications, is it getting University of Pittsburgh’s name out there. Those are the three things that they're most interested in, it seems like.
29:23
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Now we have, are going to change direction, a little bit, so I will turn it back over to Charlotte.
29:45
Johnson, Charlotte M: So next we're going to, we're going to move away from the one through five and we're going to start just definitions so. Often in scholarly publication you'll sometimes see the following words used, and Lauren’s going to put them in chat. So in your own words, how would you define the following terms that are sometimes use to describe academic journals. So we'll start with impact.
29:55
JC1: Um so I guess impact would be how many people this article reaches and how many of them not just read it, but implement it.
30:20
Johnson, Charlotte M: Please define open access to you.
30:27
JC1: Open access would be something you don't have to pay to access.
30:30
Johnson, Charlotte M: Discoverable, what is it, what is a discoverable journal.
30:34
JC1: So I guess that would be something that you could Google and it would come up easily. Some of the open access I guess now are more discoverable than the published journals, but something you can use a search engine to search for easily that's what I would say.
30:52
Johnson, Charlotte M: Rigor.
30:58
JC1: Rigor would be, I guess, how detailed the peer review is. So here it gets into my, I guess my complaint that some journals just publish, based on the PI’s name essentially. So a really good peer reviewed journal would have multiple reviewers they would be checking that your research is not only valued but correct.
31:13
Johnson, Charlotte M: Next, quality.
31:26
JC1: That would be I guess how, I guess that would go into peer review as well, making sure that the research article is presented logically, there aren't any missing information in that, or anything that seems false.
31:35
Johnson, Charlotte M: And then finally, please define prestige.
31:50
JC1: That would be how well a journal is known.
31:53
Johnson, Charlotte M: Thank you. Do you think others in your department would define these similarly.
31:57
JC1: Probably there might be some discussion about discoverable because the, I guess the older faculty could just go into the library, and they would publish the index for each year, and that would be easily discoverable to them, but a student would never do that, they probably don't go to the library and look up anything. They maybe use the Internet or print things, so I think that's something that's changing among older and younger faculty. But I would say the rest of them, they probably feel the same way, I do about the definitions.
32:33
Johnson, Charlotte M: That's really interesting. Do you ever hear anything about these terms from your division chair or other folks that you work with.
32:42
JC1: Definitely, the prestige of a journal. So looking at like when I was getting advice about my tenure. They were talking about other tenure candidates and saying you know this journal article has more prestige or would be a bigger impact on the tenure committee. I think the issue with a regional campus is, we have to go through our own division, our own committee, and then it goes up through to Oakland so they, I think the committee always errs on the side of what's Oakland going to see, are they going to see something they can relate to their own experiences being on tenure, tenure stream committees. So they want to make sure that we are at the same, or publishing the same level that they are. Whereas we don't get the resources, I would say in terms of the startup grant, so that's something that I would say is important to me about being at a regional facility.
33:34
Johnson, Charlotte M: Thank you very much for that perspective. All right, we've got a couple of, we've got one last section which I’ll let Lauren ask, but so this study is an outshooting of another project that I and our other colleague Marc worked on a couple years ago from Ithaca S+R, which is a library and information science research group. So we're going to ask you a couple of questions that we took from that study just kind of create a baseline between the two, so Lauren I’ll let you have the mic.
34:14
Collister, Lauren Brittany: And I know some of this, we may have already touched on in other parts, but if, here's an opportunity to say more or restate or whatever you also, you might want to add to that. 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 your work is used and cited.
34:32
JC1: I think that's something that we probably don't think enough about, as in the tenure stream you're trying to get that prestigious journal, whereas if you really want my articles about teaching better in labs, if I really wanted to reach more instructors an open source journal would be a better application for that. So unfortunately that's not something I thought about as the tenure stream, but now I’m starting to think about well, should I do more open source texts. That would be easier for my students, it would reach a wider audience definitely because you can just try them out, rather than oh, I have to pay $35 to read this article, it's not really going to be worth it necessarily.
35:20
Collister, Lauren Brittany: So have you, so you talked a little bit about how you personally value open access, have you actually had any experiences with publishing open access in your work in the past.
35:33
JC1: Not myself personally. I was on a project that ended up being published in an open source journal. So it was a research work that I was doing and I just basically was helping them edit it because I, I made the materials for it, they did the study and then published it. So I liked the fact that later on, I could go back and still access it. Even if I didn't have the university system to fall back on so that's kind of the first time I had my eyes opened of oh, I guess open access is reputable. That's something that we really don't have in our collective knowledge, yet that, it doesn't have to just be untrustworthy, it's just free.
36:26
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Do you think that people see, this is not one of the questions I’m just curious, do you think people see that if it's free it's somehow lower quality, do you think that’s…
36:32
JC1: Definitely as a instructor I used to say Wikipedia cannot be your only cited reference, so I saw it as this is, you know, it can be written by anybody and that to me, made it lower in value. But now, as I see more work from students that Wikipedia now has references that it cites so I’m starting to change my mind a little bit on what free access means. It doesn't necessarily mean anybody, just anybody could publish, but it does mean that anybody can access it.
36:58
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Interesting. So, have you ever needed a publication, whether that's an article or a book that the library did not have access to, and if so, what did you do.
37:19
JC1: I went through the interlibrary loan, so I went on the Oakland website, I typed in this is what I want and, like, I think I mentioned it, I think a day or two later I got a PDF copy in my email. It was very easy to go through that. So I was impressed I also had a, there was a reference book at Oakland that I needed to write my paper, and I said I’m not going to come to Oakland just to pick up this book, because they couldn't send it to me since it’s a reference book. So one of the librarians very nicely copied everything that I needed or scanned it everything that I needed in there, so that was really helpful.
38:02
Collister, Lauren Brittany: That's really great. Have you ever used any other methods to get access to material that you, you couldn’t find through the library. Some that others have mentioned, have been emailing the author asking a colleague at another institution or other methods like that.
38:08
JC1: I have emailed authors before and not gotten responses, but I did just receive, somebody mentioned this, the author’s allowed to give I think like 50 free publications so that's something that isn't widely known, so I wish that were more circulated, but I had never thought to ask them for personally for a copy of their paper.
38:41
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Thank you so much, so just to wrap up here, we want to let you have an opportunity if you'd like, is there anything else, that you would like to expand upon that we talked about.
38:50
JC1: I guess when you mentioned book articles in open source, it would be nice if writing a section for an open source publication were something you could put on your, on your tenure application. There was a grant a few years back, that you could apply to to write open source material, so if that came back, I think that would be a good way to incentivize faculty to start writing their own textbooks and then you don't have to require your students to buy this $200 organic chemistry textbook. That would be a really great way to improve education.
39:25
Collister, Lauren Brittany: I think you're referencing the open education grants.
39:43
JC1: Right yes.
39:48
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Yeah I was part of those. I was, I came out to Johnstown to talk to some of your colleagues about writing those so that was really.
39:49
JC1: I remember that happening, and I think it was my first or second year, so I was like there's no way I can write a textbook. And now I’m like spending all my time writing problem sets and trying to get away from textbooks, using open source textbooks and, instead, but the issue that I have with them is they don't have a lot of practice problems. So if I write my own practice problems, and then I do a flipped classroom, then we can basically do our homework in class and they can read that outside of class or I do videos. But that's the only issue that I have right now with open sources that they just don't have enough practice problems on there.
40:26
Collister, Lauren Brittany: You should definitely connect with my colleague [REDACTED] who's our open education librarian. She would love to help you make those practice problems into an open education contribution.
40:43
JC1: That would be great.
40:48
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Yeah that’s what everybody says, like I love the open textbook but there's just not enough problem sets. Everybody says that so if everybody who said that contributed a problem set, you'd be solving a problem right.
40:50
JC1: That's true, and now that I flipped my classroom I can definitely contribute lots of things for my GOB [General, Organic, and Biological] class and my organic classes, I flipped them all and have lots of problems sets to contribute. What was it you said it was [REDACTED] or.
41:02
Collister, Lauren Brittany: [REDACTED – personal information] Thank you, Charlotte. Charlotte knows exactly what I’m talking about.
41:18
JC1: Oh, thank you, I’ll give her an email. yeah.
41:26
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Tell her we talked a little bit about open education. OK, so we also wanna ask if you have any questions for us. Is there anything about the study or anything library related that.
41:32
JC1: So what are your goals with the study, to try and increase more open source usage?
41:42
Johnson, Charlotte M: Yeah, so what we end up doing with this information will depend on what our findings are, but we are hoping to use this information to learn more just about how we can you know, a) promote open education and open access publications, but also how we can specifically tailor our services to serve regional faculty and their unique circumstances when it comes to publication and things like that. So it's kind of two-pronged and there will there you know, hopefully, there would be some implication on our collections as well. But yeah it's kind of both. You know, we have a vested interest in forwarding open access, and if we can understand how regional faculty understand and conceive of open access, that can help us direct things better.
42:27
JC1: Yeah I think if, like getting the word out is kind of how I approached it. At first, I was hesitant, I don’t want to try open source, but as I used it more I saw its benefits. So that's where this study will be really interesting to see how a lot of people feel, and if we could just change their perspective, maybe they would give it a shot and actually like it.
43:00
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Exactly. Another kind of outcome, and I think you started to sense in our questions, is that there's a large body of literature in the library information science world about what does it mean for a publication to be prestigious. And so we're trying to contribute to that discussion by, specifically a lot of those studies cover, you know, large research institutions. So we're trying to understand what it might mean for folks at regional campuses who are affiliated with a large research institution, but who are in a very different situation on their campus, and how that perspective filters down or doesn't in some cases. And I think you were talking a little bit about that at the beginning of our interview, so that's another conversation we're having.
43:51
JC1: That's one of the issues that I came across. It’s, Oakland has kind of set the precedence and we follow them, but we don't get the support to follow them, so it's very frustrating for the tenure stream faculty I think.
43:53
Collister, Lauren Brittany: Any other questions before we let you go for the afternoon.
44:09
JC1: I don't think so. I made some notes on, on what you sent me. I think I hit everything I wanted to talk about. I think this is a really interesting study, so I’m glad that you contacted me.
44:18
Johnson, Charlotte M: Yeah, thank you so much. I’m going to stop the recording now real quick.
44:27
