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France, an advanced 
country in the heart of 
OA Europe

Source : DRIVER study 2007
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Purpose of survey

Integration of grey literature in French OA:

1. The typology of grey documents

2. The relative part of grey literature

3. The assignment of specific metadata

4. Quality control and policies 

5. Access to full text 
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Sample: 56 repositories
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Year of creation
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Repository type and institution
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Size of repositories and 
total number of items
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Scientific domains

No big archive for life or 
medical sciences
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Repository type and 
presence of grey literature
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Content types in French 
repositories (OpenDOAR)
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Document types
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GL document types
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Size of repository 
and number of grey items

-1

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Size of repository

N
u
m

b
er

 o
f 
g
re

y 
i t
em

s

HAL

IRD

INRA

PERSEE

INRIA

TEL

HAL SHS



14GL10 – December 8-9, 2008

100% GL repositories and 
document types
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Specific metadata
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OA policy (n=38 archives)

Source: OpenDOAR

55% without policy statement



17GL10 – December 8-9, 2008

Quality control

quality control
41%

no quality 
control or n.d.

59%
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Access to full text
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On usage statistics

•The big silence.
•Confirms the DRIVER 
study 2007: 
•70% of the repositories 
do log the statistical data 
on access but analysis 
and interpretation « in 
development » or 
« problematic ».
•No public access to 
statistics but in some 
cases, information to 
authors (CCSD).
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One exception: IFREMER
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IFREMER average downloads: 
grey vs. white
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Conclusion

• A landscape in movement

• Grey takes its place

• Wanted: policy statement
• More wanted: improved bibliographic control

• Mostly wanted: usage statistics 
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Thank you!

Joachim Schöpfel 
Charles de Gaulle University of Lille 3

joachim.schopfel@univ-lille3.fr
++ (0) 33 320 41 61 53 or ++ (0) 33 688 35 01 47

Christiane Stock
INIST-CNRS

christiane.stock@inist.fr 
++33 (0) 383 50 46 00
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