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Introduction

One of the most important issues facing
publishers and their library customers is the
long-term preservation1 of digital content.

Preservation is needed to protect against the
potential loss of access to e-literature integral
to a library's collection under certain, specific
circumstances, for example when a title is
closed down or back files are no longer offered
or, on a larger scale, where a publisher ceases
operations or there is sustained failure of one
or more publisher delivery platforms.

More and more scholarly content is published
electronically with an increasing amount 'born
digital' with no print counterpart. EBSCO
subscription agents recently estimated that for
STM disciplines, electronic subscriptions will
exceed print subscriptions in 20082. Elsewhere,
it has been estimated that half of all serials will
be electronic-only by 20163.

This dramatic increase in electronic scholarly
resources raises important questions about
rights and responsibilities pertaining to 
long-term preservation. A recent study4

concluded that "much scholarly e-literature is not
covered by archiving arrangements, and that while 
e-journal archiving programs are becoming available, no
comprehensive solution has emerged and large parts of
e-literature go unprotected."

So a critically important question is being asked
throughout the industry: who is responsible for
ensuring electronic scholarly materials remain
accessible to present and future scholars,
researchers and students? 

In the past, libraries have fulfilled this role but
in the digital age, the scale and complexity of
the undertaking puts it beyond the budget of
any single library, institution or consortium.
There is also considerable debate as to whether
it is appropriate, desirable or practical for
publishers to take on this responsibility,
although libraries are increasingly expecting
their publishing partners to have viable
preservation strategies in place.

Against this background, ALPSP undertook a
survey of its members to enhance awareness of
long-term digital preservation issues and to
establish the nature and extent of the long-
term preservation strategies they have planned
or in place.

1. A full definition of what is meant (and what is not
meant) by 'Preservation' is provided in Appendix I

2. EPS Study for the British Library, cited during the 
Digital Preservation Coalition's E-Journal Archiving 
and Preservation Workshop, March 2007

3. Comment cited during the Digital Preservation 
Coalition's E-Journal Archiving and Preservation 
Workshop, March 2007

4. E-Journal Archiving Metes and Bounds: A Survey of
the Landscape by Anne R. Kenney, Richard Entlich,
Peter B. Hirtle, Nancy Y. McGovern, and Ellie L.
Buckley, September 2006
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Key Findings

• The majority of ALPSP publishers
believe long term preservation to be a
critical issue: 91% of respondents
(62/68) either agreed or strongly agreed
with the statement "Long-term preservation
is an issue which urgently needs to be addressed
within the industry." 9% were neutral;
no-one disagreed.

• ALPSP publishers are strongly motivated
to engage with preservation because of
its critical importance to their customers,
with over 90% of respondents citing this
as a major motivating factor: a
heartening response for those in the
library community.

• Although 68% (47/68) of publishers
reported understanding of preservation
issues within their organisation to be
either 'good' or 'reasonable', the survey
also revealed a wide range of concerns
suggesting an overall lack of confidence,
at least for the present. The survey
revealed a strong desire amongst almost
all publishers for the development of
'best practice' and industry standards.

• There is some confusion surrounding
the nature and extent of publisher
participation in long-term preservation
schemes, with high numbers of
respondents declaring their organisation
to be participating in one or more
initiatives and yet the schemes
themselves reporting substantially lower
numbers presently taking part.

• Publisher views on who should take
responsibility for long-term preservation
also reveal some interesting
contradictions: despite presently
supporting a range of preservation
schemes, a significant majority of
publishers indicated they would in fact
prefer other groups and institutions to
take this responsibility on. National
libraries in particular were a popular
choice.

• Finally, the survey revealed most
publishers are clear about the distinction
between ensuring long-term access and
ensuring long-term preservation, with
the majority believing they have clear
responsibility for long-term access.
A worryingly high number however
admit to either not trusting their present
strategy or not currently having any
strategy to deliver here.

4 Key Findings
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Methodology

A survey of ALPSP publishers was undertaken
in July 2008 comprising 14 questions designed
to gather information and opinions from
publishers concerning long-term preservation.

The survey was sent to the 240 publisher
members of ALPSP on July 1st 2008 and
recipients were asked to respond by July 31st.
68 publishers completed the survey  (a
response rate of just over 23%)5. Although this
is a very encouraging response rate, it is
recommended that the results in this report be
treated with caution as those who responded to
some extent comprise a self-selecting group,
with all that this implies.

Long-term Preservation:
Awareness and Understanding 

We asked publishers to rate the overall
understanding within their organisation of the
issues surrounding long-term preservation of
digital content6:

• 32% stated this to be good
• 36% stated this to be reasonable
• 32% stated this to be poor

Whilst these results are by no means
discouraging, they do indicate there is some
way to go before publishers are fully confident
in this area. A seminar, workshop or briefing
paper to raise awareness and understanding of
the key issues here may be of benefit (one or
more preservation schemes may want to take
the initiative on this).

Publishers were also asked which preservation
schemes they were most familiar with.
PubMedCentral (48/67; 72%), Portico (42/67;
53%), LOCKSS (41/67; 61%) and CLOCKSS
(34/67; 51%) are at present the most widely
recognised7. The international reach of these
schemes is likely to be an important factor in
their high profile, particularly when compared
to more locally focussed initiatives (e.g.
Pandora, Ontario Scholars Portal) or 

subject-specific schemes (e.g. Los Alamos)
which, as might be expected, are less well-
known.

An interesting contradiction here is that despite
there being significant awareness of
PubMedCentral (PMC) as a preservation
option, very few publishers (4%; 3/68 - see
below) are choosing it at present. The
biomedical and life science focus of PMC will
limit its appeal of course, but PMC's policy of
making content freely accessible "as early as
possible but generally less than one year from
publication date"8 is likely to be a very significant
factor. This is quite clearly at odds with the
practice of charging for backfiles, either
separately or as part of a current subscription,
which the recently published ALPSP report,
Scholarly Publishing Practice, 3rd Survey 20089

shows to be an increasing trend amongst
commercial and not-for-profit publishers alike.

Participation in Preservation
Initiatives

We asked publishers to state which preservation
schemes they are presently participating in: no
one scheme dominated but Portico was most
popular, with LOCKSS, CLOCKSS and the
Koninklijke Bibliotheek (Dutch National
Library) also ranking quite highly. Results also
showed many publishers to be participating in
multiple schemes at present. Publishers may be
deliberately pursuing a policy of multiple
redundancies i.e. not putting all their eggs in
one basket, and/or it may be that whilst
standards and best practice are evolving,

5. 68 publishers completed the survey (a total number of
88 publishers provided at least some information).

6. 69 Respondents answered this question.
7. See Appendix II for full results.
8. http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/about/

guidelines.html.
9. Scholarly Publishing Practice, Third Survey 2008,

John Cox and Laura Cox, ALPSP.
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publishers are, happily or otherwise, 'hedging
their bets'.

As many as 77% of publishers (68/88)
declared their organisation to be presently
participating in one or more preservation
schemes which, on the face of it, appears to be
very encouraging indeed. However, since this is
such a high percentage, we were prompted to
investigate further and uncovered an interesting
contradiction: preservation schemes report
significantly lower numbers of publishers
participating at present than were declared in
this survey, suggesting as a minimum that some
publishers are unclear about the nature and
extent of their present preservation
commitments.

It seems likely that some of this confusion may
be a result of participation in one or more
schemes on a trial basis which has since expired
or where a formal decision to proceed is
pending. Nevertheless the substantial difference
between the survey results and our 'reality
check' suggests all publishers would benefit
from publicly clarifying which schemes they are
truly and fully supporting.

Non-Participants

We asked those publishers not participating in
any preservation initiatives at present (20/88;
23%) what their foreseeable plans were in this
area, with these results:

• 25% to participate within the next
12 months 

• 25% to participate within the next 
2 years.

• 50% have no plans to participate
forseeably

Faced with the follow-up statement "We are
much more likely to get involved once standards and
best practice have been properly established", around
90% of respondents agreed. This finding is
echoed elsewhere in the survey and suggests a
real need amongst publishers for a clearly

defined set of principles, processes and goals in
connection with preservation.

One respondent felt compromised by the fact
that within his/her organisation, print journals
were held to be the solution to long-term
preservation. As more and more resources
move to e-only, this position seems viable for
the short-term at best; it was not mentioned by
any other publisher in this survey but it would
be interesting to know how common an
approach this is within the industry.

Preservation: Whose
Responsibility Is It Anyway?

Survey respondents were also asked who they
thought should take responsibility for long-
term preservation. National and/or legal
deposit libraries were the most popular choice
with over 70% of respondents (50/71)
selecting this option. This contrasts markedly
with responses given above concerning the
initiatives publishers are presently participating
in, a contradiction which suggests a significant
number of publishers could be hedging their
bets whilst hoping that national libraries will
eventually play a larger role.

If this is the case, the industry will need to
evaluate whether or not national libraries have
the specialized infrastructure and capabilities
necessary for digital preservation e.g. ensuring
long term usability, authenticity, discoverability
and accessibility of digital scholarly content10.
It would be interesting to establish the nature
and extent of publisher expectations here and
to compare this with the roles and
responsibilities national libraries define for
themselves in this area.

It seems possible that some respondents may
have confused long-term preservation as

10. Useful definitions of these elements are discussed in:
Kirchhoff, A, "Digital preservation: challenges & 
Implementation", Learned Publishing, 21, 285-294;
doi: 10.1087/095315108356716

6 Non-Participatants - Preservation: Whose Responsibility Is It Anyway?
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defined in this survey with the function of legal
deposit and/or national archive, underscoring
the point raised recently by Sally Morris and 
others on the Liblicense list-serv, that the
community would benefit greatly from having 
a precise, clear and universally agreed definition
of the key terms connected with long-term
preservation11. Having brief descriptions of the
ambitions and capabilities of each of the key
players in this area would also help.

The second most popular option (60%; 43/71)
was for one or more not-for-profit
organisations to act independently of
publishers and libraries as guarantors of long-
term preservation. This response more clearly
mirrors the choices publishers are making in
the present marketplace. The neutrality,
trustworthiness and dependability implied by
'independent' and 'not-for-profit' may be
appealing to publishers here. Such
organisations may also be seen as having the
explicit mission and necessary mandate to
undertake this responsibility. Moreover, since
such schemes depend upon collaboration with
all concerned parties, they should be well-
placed to develop the industry standards and
best practice which, this survey reveals,
publishers are very keen to see. (Of course an
alternative and less encouraging interpretation
might be that when it comes to taking
responsibility for preservation, a substantial
number of publishers are keen to 'pass the
buck').

Interestingly a significant number of
respondents (44%; 31/71) felt each publisher
creating and maintaining its own repository
solely for its own digital content would be an
option whilst 42% (30/71) felt academic
libraries, either acting individually or
collaboratively, could fulfill this function.
Neither of these options seem particularly
practical for many reasons, for example the 

11. Concepts of Perpetuity, Liblicense-L, Digest 2467,
29th August 2008.

duplication of effort and cost each would
entail, the numerous content 'silos' each would
create and the on-going worry that the mission
and mandate of publishers and libraries may
not be sufficiently compatible with the goals of
long-term preservation.

The idea of publishers collaborating to create
and maintain a cross-publisher repository of
digital content was also reasonably popular
(38%; 27/71). How this might work in
practical terms raises more questions than can
be answered here but, if publishers were
willing, service providers such as Atypon, Ex-
Libris, IngentaConnect, Metapress and others
might provide a platform and some of the
technical expertise here.

Of the options presented, the two least popular
were for one or more independent for-profit
organisations (16%; 11/71) or for national
higher education or research funding councils
(10%; 7/71) to take responsibility for
preservation.

Getting Involved: What Motivates
Publishers

We were interested to learn more about what
motivated publishers to think about long-term
preservation. Encouragingly for those in the
library community, survey results show strongly
that ALPSP publishers are engaged with this
issue because of its importance to their
customers, with a significant majority of
respondents (91%; 62/68) either agreeing or
strongly agreeing with the statement: "Long-term
preservation is a critical issue for our library customers
which makes it an important issue for us." 

This level of engagement suggests great
potential for collaboration between the library
and publishing communities to find long-term
preservation solutions which work for both.
Indeed the success of the most popular
preservation initiatives (as described above) is
almost certainly due in part to their
understanding of and commitment to creating

Long-term Preservation Strategies
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schemes which both communities can endorse
and support.

Amongst other factors motivating publishers to
engage with preservation issues, the most
significant was the desire to control costs: 70%
of publishers (47/68) either agreed or strongly
agreed with the statement, "Independent
preservation initiatives such as Portico and LOCKSS
are a means of assuring long-term access with minimal
overhead cost to the publisher." Understandably,
the potentially considerable overheads
associated with creating a separate long-term
preservation archive are an important factor in
the minds of many publishers, perhaps
particularly since beyond the near-term, these
costs are unknown. Publishers may also be
particularly sensitive here as the cost of long
term preservation for e-resources represents a
new expenditure line: in the print world, these
costs have been borne by other groups.

Interestingly, despite increasing numbers of
publishers charging for back files, only a small
number in this survey (15%; 10/68) presently
view revenue-generation from long-term
preservation to be a significant  motivation for
getting involved.

Publisher Concerns

Linked to the above, we were interested to
learn about the concerns publishers have in
connection with long-term preservation.
The results (Figure 1) show that a range of
significant concerns are presently shared by
many publishers.

The three most strongly expressed concerns are
to do with additional costs (84%; 57/68), lack
of staff resources (54/66; 82%) and
technological challenges (52/64; 81%). The
expense, resources and expertise required to
keep abreast of potentially continually evolving
file formats, delivery channels and discovery
tools are presently major worries for many
publishers. There may be a role for ALPSP to
allay these concerns by  auditing the processes,
staff-time and costs involved and
communicating this information to its
publisher members. ALPSP might also usefully
identify and direct its members towards
preservation services which are achieving (or
exceeding) an agreed set of standards and
performance criteria here.

Lack of industry standards, identified earlier as
a major barrier amongst those not presently

Long-term Preservation Strategies
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participating in preservation schemes, is also an
important issue for the wider group of
publishers (79%; 52/66). Given the technical
complexities involved and the fact that long-
term preservation of digital content is a
relatively new challenge, this is an
understandable concern. However it is also true
that established preservation initiatives are
going to considerable lengths to ensure content
is held in resilient and flexible formats and
several industry bodies have already gone some
way to developing standards and best practice.
It is important that these are as widely reported
as possible within the publishing community.
Publishers and librarians alike may wish to note
a recent article in Learned Publishing12 which
includes a useful section describing the range of
current guidelines for standards and best
practice in digital preservation.

A significant number of publishers (74%;
49/66) cited lack of clarity about options as
either a moderate or a strong concern. This
echoes earlier findings in this survey indicating
that many publishers are as yet unclear as to the
preservation strategies and possible partners
which might be appropriate for them. Lack of
clarity over their role and responsibility with
regard to preservation may also explain why
some publishers have been slow to investigate
possibilities here.

Publishers may be understandably unsure of
the economics associated with long-term
preservation but they appear to have no
specific concerns about loss of revenues either
from backfile sales being 'undermined' by
preservation services or from library budgets
being 'diverted' in support of these.
Surprisingly, publishers did not comment on
the important recent trend of libraries and
consortia increasingly making 'acceptable'
preservation strategy a sine qua non in any
contract with a publisher.

12. Kirchhoff, A, "Digital preservation: challenges & 
Implementation", Learned Publishing, 21, 285-294;
doi: 10.1087/095315108356716.

Several publishers commented that whilst
preserving full text may be relatively
straightforward, the long-term preservation of
supplementary data is much more of a
challenge. A combination of byte replication
and robust metadata may ensure long-term
usability and discoverability but not necessarily
accessibility which again illustrates the need for
standards and guidelines to identify the range
of file types and best practice for the
preservation of each.

For one publisher, overall lack of experience in
the industry was a concern whilst for another,
the apparent competition amongst current
players (Portico and CLOCKSS were cited) was
viewed as unhelpful for publishers and libraries
alike. The suggestion was for each to cover
different subject areas to avoid duplication of
effort and confusion in the market. Elsewhere
an interesting if controversial suggestion was
made that it might make sense to conduct
research into what in the literature genuinely
needs to be preserved.

Finally in this section, and encouragingly for
some preservation initiatives, some publishers
explained they had expressed either no or low
concern in this section because they had faith
in established independent preservation
organizations (Portico and PubMedCentral
were cited as good examples).

A Word About Long-term Access 

60% of respondents felt publishers to be
responsible for long-term access to their
content13. The survey thus shows that a
significant number of publishers view long-
term access and long-term preservation as
separate issues; whilst this distinction is
certainly supportable, it does raise important
further questions: when publishers talk about

13. 18% were neutral on this issue and 22% either 
disagreed or strongly disagreed.
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securing long-term access for their customers,
how do they believe they will achieve this? Do
they see themselves working independently of
libraries and third party preservation schemes
or in collaboration with them? Is it viable,
desirable - even possible - for long-term access
to be divorced from long-term preservation? 

It would seem these questions need addressing
urgently: when queried, only 43% (29/68) of
publishers were confident that the off-site
back-ups they maintained would be capable of
supporting long-term access. A sizeable 37%
(25/68) maintained off-site back-ups but were
concerned these would not service their
customers' longer-term access needs and 20%
(14/68) admitted to having no such provision
at all at present. So, whilst the majority of
publishers feel they have responsibility for
long-term access, a substantial number do not,
for the present at least, have strategies in place
to support this. Again, development of basic
best practice in areas such as off-site back-up
and access system redundancy would greatly
assist such publishers.

10 A Word About Long-term Access
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Conclusion 

This survey reveals that the majority of ALPSP
publishers appreciate the importance of long-
term preservation and many are already
engaged with the challenges surrounding this
issue. A significant number however remain
unclear about their options and the road ahead.

It seems almost all publishers are unsure about
the key issue of who should take responsibility
for long-term preservation. There are also
significant concerns about technical challenges,
additional costs, resourcing and service
provider options. As a first step, having well-
publicised, industry-approved definitions of key
terms such as 'long-term preservation',
'archiving', 'post-cancellation access' etc. would
be extremely useful. There is also a need for a
clearer explanation of the roles, responsibilities
and capabilities of publishers, preservation
initiatives, and national and legal deposit
libraries, in relation to long-term preservation.
ALPSP and others may wish to note that two-
thirds of respondents indicated they would
welcome a seminar, training, briefing paper or
similar form of further information-sharing on
these issues.

Almost all publishers share concerns about
standards and best practice. Backing a range of
preservation schemes seems to be a popular
strategy while the industry finds its way but for
a significant minority of publishers, taking no
action until standards emerge is perceived to be
the safest option. Although understandable,
given the importance of current scholarly
content to future research, this latter position is
clearly worrying and something the industry as
a whole should address as a matter of urgency.
Preservation initiatives and relevant industry
bodies could help by promoting standards and
best practice established to date; readers may
also want to refer to initiatives such as OAIS14,
PREMIS15 and NESTOR16 as well as the
preservation schemes listed in Appendix V.

The results from this survey suggest a strong
need for an industry-wide working group,

perhaps modelled on those managing usage
data (Project COUNTER) or titles changing
publisher (Project TRANSFER), through which
publishers, librarians, preservation organisations
and intermediaries can collaboratively map out
the road ahead for long-term preservation.

Given the range of challenges identified by
publishers in this survey, it is perhaps not
surprising that a significant majority are not, for
the present at least, optimistic about the long-
term future of some online content. Three
quarters of respondents (51/75) concurred
with the statement "It is inevitable that, at some
point in the future, access to some scholarly e-journals
will be permanently lost due to lack of preservation
strategy." 

It is precisely this situation which ALPSP seeks
to avoid by contributing this report to the
debate and stimulating further thought,
questions and, above all, action.

14. http://nost.gsfc.nasa.gov/isoas/ (accessed 22/9/08)
15. http://www.oclc.org/research/projects/pmwg/

(accessed 22/9/08)
16. http://www.langzeitarchivierung.de/index.php?

newlang=eng (accessed 22/9/08)
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Appendix I:
What We Mean by Preservation

In the context of this survey, the term
'Preservation' means the preservation of
electronic scholarly literature with the specific
goal of ensuring materials remain accessible to
future scholars, researchers, and students.

So preservation provides protection against the
potential loss of access to e-literature integral
to a library's collection. Such loss occurs when
titles are no longer available, due to one or
more 'trigger' events including:

• a publisher ceasing operations
• a title is closed down (i.e. it is no longer

published by any publisher) 
• a publisher is no longer offering back

issues
• catastrophic and sustained failure of a

publisher's delivery platform
• failure due to catastrophic events e.g.

flooding, typhoon, etc.

Content includes all kinds of digital scholarly
information ranging from commercial
subscription content to non-profit open-access
e-journals.

...And what we don't

Some preservation initiatives facilitate 
post-cancellation access in addition to access
provided under the above circumstances.
For the purposes of this survey, we do NOT
include post-cancellation access within our
definition of 'Preservation'.

Long-term Preservation Strategies

Appendix I: What We Mean by Preservation . . . And What We Don’t12

www.alpsp.org



Appendix II:  Publisher Awareness of Preservation Initiatives (Full Results) 13

Appendix II: Publisher Awareness of Preservation Initiatives 
(Full Results)

Respondents were asked to indicate the extent of their awareness of the long-term preservation
initiatives listed (0 indicates no present knowledge and 3 indicates good awareness and understanding):

Long-term Preservation Strategies
www.alpsp.org

Preservation Schemes

Level of Awareness
(0 = no present knowledge through to 
3 = good awareness and understanding)

0 1 2 3 Response
Count

Canada Institute for Scientific &
Technical Information (CISTI) 75% 15% 5% 5% 67

CLOCKSS 23% 27% 16% 34% 67

The Digital Preservation Coalition 63% 21% 6% 10% 67

E-depot/Koninklijke Bibliotheek 51% 15% 15% 19% 67

The Research Library at Los Alamos
National Laboratory 53% 24% 16% 7% 68

LOCKSS 13% 25% 17% 45% 67

US Library of Congress National
Digital Preservation Program 55% 18% 16% 11% 67

PANDORA/National Library of
Australia 68% 19% 7% 6% 68

OCLC Electronic Collections Online 39% 30% 15% 16% 67

OHIOLink Electronic Journal Center 54% 16% 15% 15% 67

Portico 18% 19% 14% 49% 67

PubMedCentral 7% 21% 21% 51% 67

Services mentioned under ‘Other’:
British Library Legal Deposit, JSTOR,
Parse.Insight, UK Research Data Service
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Appendix III: Responsibility for Long-term Preservation 
(Full Results)

The question was asked:
In your opinion, which of the following should have responsibility for long-term preservation: (please select what you
consider to be the THREE most important options):

Response Option

Respondents
(%)

Response
(Count)

Academic libraries, either acting individually or
collectively

42.3% 30

Each publisher creating and maintaining its own repository
solely for the digital content it publishes

43.7% 31

Publishers collaborating to create and maintain a repository
of digital content from all publishers

38% 27

The national library/legal deposit library within each
country

70.4% 50

The national higher education and/or research funding
council within each country

9.9% 7

One or more not-for-profit organisations acting
independently of publishers and libraries as guarantors of
perpetual access rights

60.6% 43

One or more for-profit organisations acting independently
of publishers and libraries as guarantors of perpetual
access rights

15.5% 11

Other (please specify)
Publishers and libraries collaborating to develop the
approriate solution

1.4% 1
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Appendix IV: Publisher Concerns About Preservation (Full Results)

Respondents were presented with a range of concerns to do with long-term preservation; and
asked to indicate any which were shared by their organisation.
(0 indicates no concern through to 5 indicating very strong concern)

Long-term Preservation Strategies
www.alpsp.org

Publisher Concerns About Preservation

Level of Concern
(0 = indicates no concern through to 5 indicating 
very strong concern)

0 1 2 3 4 5 Response
Count

Technical challenges 6% 13% 22% 20% 25% 14% 64

Additional costs 2% 15% 12% 36% 14% 24% 68

Lack of staff resources 3% 15% 24% 27% 20% 11% 66

Lack of clarity about options
available to publishers

8% 18% 26% 30% 10% 8% 66

Lack of standards 2% 20% 26% 23% 18% 12% 66

Preservation is not a core
competency for us as a publisher

17% 20% 20% 22% 20% 2% 65

Lack of viable economic models 8% 21% 18% 23% 18% 12% 66

Value of backfile/fear of lost
revenue

21% 20% 26% 18% 11% 5% 66

Library budget spent on
preservation reduces the budget
available for current content

18% 19% 18% 24% 12% 9% 67



The following organisations are mentioned in
this survey.

British Library National Preservation Office
http://www.bl.uk/npo

Canada Institute for Scientific & Technical
Information
http://cisti-icist.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/cisti_e.html

CLOCKSS
http://www.clockss.org

E-depot/Koninklijke Bibliotheek 
http://www.kb.nl/dnp/e-depot/e-depot-
en.html

JSTAGE
http://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/browse/

JSTOR
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/archive
s/preservation.jsp

LOCKKS
http://www.lockss.org/

OCLC Electronic Collections Online
http://www.oclc.org/electroniccollections

OHIOLink Electronic Journal Center 
https://www.ohiolink.edu/

Ontario Scholars Portal
http://www.scholarsportal.info/about.html

PANDORA/National Library of Australia
http://pandora.nla.gov.au/

PARSE.Insight 
http://www.parse-insight.eu/

Portico
http://www.portico.org/

PubMedCentral
http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/

The Digital Preservation Coalition 
http://www.dpconline.org/graphics/index.html

The Research Library at Los Alamos National
Laboratory
http://library.lanl.gov/

UK Research Data Service
http://www.ukrds.ac.uk/

US Library of Congress National Digital
Information Infrastructure and Preservation
Program
http://www.digitalpreservation.gov/ 
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