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LP Rating’s three goals:
three goals.

1. Provide information about journal 
publishers’ alignment with library values to 
improve librarians’ funding decisions.

2. Improve clarity in librarians’ discussions 
about openness and publisher practices.

3. Give librarians and publishers a way to 
communicate and collaborate around 
these values.

driven by library values
     with an open rubric
using public information
     at the publisher level

About LP Rating

Graham Anderson, The Royal Society | Allison 
Belan, Duke University Press | Rod Cookson, 
International Water Association | Jill Emery, 
Portland State University | Karen Stoll Farrell, 
Indiana University | Laura Hanscom, MIT | 
Harrison Inefuku, Iowa State University | Sharla 
Lair, Lyrasis | Ivonne Lujano Vilchis, DOAJ | 
Kate McCready, BTAA | Susan Murray, African 
Journals Online | Jeff Pooley, mediastudies 
press | Peter Suber, Harvard University | Ludo 
Waltman, Leiden University

Additional support and vetting by:

Suzanne Atkins, University of Birmingham | 
Malavika Legge, OASPA | Claire Redhead, 
OASPA | Brigitte Shull, Gold Leaf | Kelley 
Squazzo, Project MUSE

LP Advisory Councils

Invite Publisher 
Questionnaires

Rate More 
Publishers

Update the 
Rubric

First Rating Round

LPR TIER 1 PARTNER:
  PLOS

LPR TIER 2 PARTNER:
  Frontiers

LPR TIER 3 PARTNER:
  AVMA

LPR TIER 4 PARTNERS:
  ACS
  Springer Nature

Rated publishers are invited 
to complete the LPR 
Publisher Questionnaire 
(PQ). 

Publishers will receive a link 
to the PQ within three 
months from the date their 
rating is posted on the LPR 
website. 

• A journal publisher is selected. Librarian scorers are oriented. 
• Two librarians score the publisher using the LPR Rubric.
• If there are differences between the rubrics, the scores are 

reviewed and resolved by a group of reviewer librarians.
• The publisher’s earned LP Rating Tier is shared on the LPR site.
• Publishers are invited to contribute a Publisher Questionnaire.

QR Code 
to Site

https://library-
partnership-

rating.pubpub.org/
https://library-partnership-

rating.pubpub.org/

In the next three months, we 
will rate five more publishers:

• American Society of 
Microbiology

• Associação Brasileira de 
Engenharia de Produção 
(ABEPRO)

• Copernicus Publications
• Liverpool University Press
• Oxford University Press

Next Steps

24
total points

29
total points

43
total points

47
total points

21
total points

*D&A: Discoverability & Accessibility

Over the next year, a new LP 
Advisory Council will 
develop a process for 
updating the LPR Rubric 
criteria.

New LP Advisory Council 
members will also be asked 
to contribute to discussions 
on scalability and 
sustainability. 

 COPE
 Core Trust Seal
 CRL 
 Crossref
 DOAJ
 ESAC Registry
 Harvard OA
 Project

Data Sources
Jisc
Keepers Registry
OA Directory 
(at Simmons University)

OA Monitor 
(at Forschungszentrum 
Jülich)

OASPA
PubMed Central

Retraction
 Watch
UC Office of 
 Scholarly
 Comm.
The Wayback
 Machine
 (Internet Archive)

Some of the rubric’s 
many sources include:

Members of 2 councils 
over 2 years include: 

Rating Process

LPR Rubric 1.1


