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2.16 Keep the book
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There are only a few leading journals in 
my field, and in the best of them you can 
publish only once in ten years.

‘Open access publishing has a lot of advantages. Your work is easier to find, 
meaning that knowledge is disseminated faster. I also hope that it ensures equal 
opportunities for researchers, regardless of their network or the funding they 
have at their disposal. But that will depend on the financing models that we 
develop. There’s a risk that open access will even promote inequality in the end. 

Not many options yet

At present, there aren’t many international open access journals in my field. 
One just got started, but I’m unfortunately not allowed to publish in it because 
I’m a member of the editorial board. Until recently, I was very enthusiastic 
about academia.edu as a way of distributing articles quickly and widely. But 
then I found out that I’ve been using it the wrong way. That kind of ignorance 
isn’t really acceptable. As a researcher, you ought to be more familiar with the 
rules. It would be nice if there was a central source where you could find more 
information about the conditions and options for open access publishing. 

The rise of new online journals has been an advantage in my own field. There 
are only a few leading journals, and in the best of them you can publish only 
once in ten years. Besides that, online journals can significantly increase the 
speed of publication. I’m currently often dependent on collections on a given 
theme, and it sometimes takes years before your article is published in one 
of them. By the time your research finally starts to be discussed, you’ve long 
moved on to on something else.
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412. the interviews

Like the transition to writing

Nevertheless, I’m concerned – baselessly and irrationally – that the transition 
from paper to digital publishing will put my rights and interests at risk. I see 
a clear parallel with one of my own research topics: back when people transi-
tioned from an oral to a written tradition, there was a similar fear regarding 
publication. People thought “If I tell them something, then I can see what’s done 
with my information. But if I write it down and send it out into the world, I’ll 
lose control of it.” 

I remain a strong advocate of printed books. We absorb knowledge from a book 
differently than from a screen. Through the physical activity of reading with 
a pencil in my hand and making notes in the margin, I store knowledge more 
effectively. 

In the past, we made mistakes when transitioning to a new medium. After the 
invention of the printing press, for example, ancient manuscripts were thrown 
away in the belief that they had become redundant. We now know that informa-
tion was contained in those manuscripts that isn’t revealed by a printed book. 
Let’s not make the same mistake in the course of the current transition. We 
need to embrace the new, but keep the old.’




