
Further development of qualitative and quantitative 
information sources for the evaluation of book publishers 
(and journals)



Overview

1. What?

2. Why?

3. How?



What?

 We are an ad hoc group within ENRESSH, open to more 
people and ideas:
 Alesia, Elea, Elias, Ginevra, Gunnar, Janne, Jorge, Joshua
 We also have two non-ENRESSH members, Kasper Bruun 

and Vidar Røeggen, working for the ministry/universities in 
Denmark and Norway 

 We will meet in Madrid on 24th May 
 to discuss the relevant projects of Elea’s and Elias’ groups
 and to prepare for:

 A workshop hosted by the Ministry of Science and 
Education in Copenhagen in the autumn:
 with the practical aim of further development of 

qualitative and quantitative information sources that 
can be used in the evaluation of journals and book 
publishers



Why?

 How can we better inform panels that are responsible for 
the evaluation of journals and book publishers?

0001-9887 Africa Today

0001-9909 African Affairs

1062-4783 African American Review

0263-0338 African Archaeological Review

0001-9933 African Arts

1017-6772 African Development Review

0145-2258 African Economic History

1021-3589 African Entomology

1472-5843 African Identities

1684-5315 African Journal of Biotechnology

1021-9730 African Journal of Crop Science

0141-6707 African Journal of Ecology

1438-7890
African Journal of Environmental 
Assessment and Management

1684-5378
African Journal of Food, Agriculture, 
Nutrition 

1015-8618 African Journal of Neurological Sciences

0065-4000 African Literature Today

CABI Publishing

Cambridge University Press

Cappelen Akademisk Forlag 

Carfax Publishing

Carl Heymanns Verlag

Carlsson bokförlag

Catholic University of America Press

Central European University Press

Channel View Publications 

Chinese University Press

Christian Ejlers´s Forlag



Why?

 How can we provide more meaningful quantitative 
information?



Why?

 How can we provide more meaningful qualitative 
information?

“Peer review is an important component of OUP’s 
evaluation process. Before any book can be accepted for 
publication by OUP, it is evaluated by our editorial staff 
and by outside readers and ultimately must be 
approved by the OUP Editorial Board.” 

“All proposals and manuscripts undergo a rigorous 
peer review assessment by respected scholars prior 
to publication. In order to prevent scholarly and 
professional plagiarism, all manuscripts are compared 
against already published literature by way of 
CrossCheck. Our peer reviewers are asked to abide by 
the COPE Ethical Guidelines for Peer Reviewers, which 
ensures the integrity of the scholarship we publish.”



Why?

 Practical policy needs in some countries, as expressed in 
this Nordic collaboration which we want to become 
European and express ENRESSH goals



Why?

 ERIH PLUS plans to extend the register by including 
scholarly book publishers



How?

 Start with:
 Elea’s and Jorge’s work 

on book publisher 
evaluation

 Elias’, Daniela’s and 
Rafael’s work on 
information sources for 
journal evaluation



How?

 Start with:
 Elea’s and Jorge’s work 

on book publisher 
evaluation

 Elias’, Daniela’s and 
Rafael’s work on 
information sources for 
journal evaluation

 Expand with other 
concrete ideas within the 
group that may be:
 presented and discussed 

in Copenhagen 
 developed and tested as 

a follow up
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