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Today’s topics

Journals, Publishers & Congresses
“Predatory, Pseudo & Parasitic”

Degrees & 
Qualifications

Falsified Data, 
Plagiarism & 

Journal Retractions







Reporters with various forms of "fake news" from an 1894 illustration by Frederick Burr Opper (Wikipedia)





“People can get harmed because we depend on what 
we read in medical journals to drive patient care.”

Rita Redberg, Cardiologist at the University of California at San Francisco Medical Center & 
editor JAMA Internal Medicine. 

http://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamainternalmedicine


Beall’s List of Open Access Predatory Publishers



Beall’s List of Open Access Predatory Publishers





Quote: “…..published in an Omics journal within two 
weeks of submission. Companies “are often in more 

of a hurry and are willing to accept lower-tier 
journals,” The spokesperson says. “They want a 

citation. They want someone to be able to reference 
it and have it be official.”





How to avoid being tricked by a predatory publisher
• Do you or your colleagues know the journal?
• Can you easily identify and contact the publisher?
• Is the journal clear about the type of peer review it uses?
• Are articles indexed in services that you use?
• Is it clear what fees will be charged?
• Do you recognise the editorial board?
• Is the publisher a member of a recognized industry 

initiative? (e.g. COPE, DOAJ, OASPA)

Reproduced from http://thinkchecksubmit.org/check/ under CC BY 4.0

http://thinkchecksubmit.org/check/


Characteristics of predatory journals
1. The scope of interest includes non-biomedical subjects alongside biomedical topics
2. The website contains spelling and grammar errors
3. Images are distorted/fuzzy, intended to look like something they are not, or are unauthorized
4. The homepage language targets authors
5. The Index Copernicus Value is promoted on the website
6. Description of the manuscript handling process is lacking
7. Manuscripts are requested to be submitted via email
8. Rapid publication is promised
9. There is no retraction policy
10. Information on whether and how journal content will be digitally preserved is absent
11. The Article processing/publication charge is very low (e.g., < $150 USD)
12. Journals claiming to be open access either retain copyright of published research or fail to 

mention copyright
13. Email address is non-professional & non-journal affiliated (@gmail.com, @yahoo.com, etc)

https://bmcmedicine.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12916-017-0785-9













Typical emails from predatory conferences



Characteristics of predatory conferences
• Falsely claiming to be a non-profit.
• Falsely claiming involvement of people on advisory boards or organizing 

committees and/or universities or other organizations as partners or 
sponsors.

• Lack of transparency by using fake names to hide the identity of 
organizers or their country of origin.

• Inadequate peer review with rapid acceptance of submissions.
• Higher fees than typical in the field, with presenters paying more than 

attendees.
• Organizer simultaneously holds multiple conferences at the same time 

and place, with the same conference held multiple times a year in different 
locations.

• Conference papers appear in known or suspected predatory journals.

http://ismpp-newsletter.com/2017/09/28/beware-the-imposter-predatory-conferences-lure-the-unsuspecting/



http://www.authoraid.info/en/news/details/1156/

Hints to avoid being tricked into submitting to,
or attending a predatory conference

Conference subject and scope:
• Have your peers and senior colleagues heard of, or attended this conference? Would they recommend it?
• Is the content of the conference relevant to your field?
• Is the topic of the conference focused enough for you to a) hear about relevant research and b) meet relevant researchers? 
• Does the conference prioritize the academic value of the conference more than the tourist destination?
• Does the conference title includes the word ‘international’

Conference website:
• Does website seem knowledgeable about the field? Are technical terms spelt correctly, and is it up-to-date technically?
• Does the conference programme list speakers who you or your colleagues have heard of? Checking credentials on Google if unsure.
• Does the conference website have full contact details (email, phone & postal address) so that you can contact them to ask questions?
• Is there a report on the previous year’s conference? (Unless this is a new conference.)
• Does the website look reputable, with good spelling and grammar?
• Is the conference listed on a source (journal, blog, website) you trust? Important if you were contacted via an unsolicited email.

Conference organisers:
• Who is organizing the conference, and why? Is the theme of clear and specific? 
• Do the organizers seem fully focused on making this high-quality or are they involved in multiple events in the same day/week/month?
• If the conference is being hosted by a university/research institution and are they advertising the conference on their website?
• Is the conference organized by a scholarly/non-profit organisation you know and is the conference on their website?



http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-42579634

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-42579634


BBC File on 4 Investigation
• 3,000 fake Axact qualifications were sold to UK-based buyers in 

2013/2014, including master's degrees, doctorates and PhDs.
• Various NHS clinical staff, including an ophthalmologist, nurses, a 

psychologist, and numerous consultants also bought fake degrees 
including:
– A consultant at a London teaching hospital bought a degree in internal medicine 

from the fake Belford University in 2007.
– An anaesthetist who bought a degree in "hospital management" said he had not 

used the qualification in the UK.
– A consultant in paediatric emergency medicine bought a "master of science in 

health care technology“.
• While purchasing a fake diploma is not illegal in the UK, using one to 

apply for employment constituted fraud by misrepresentation and could 
result in a 10-year prison sentence.

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-42579634

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-42579634








Even more sinister: extortion & blackmail!
• “Past students” get a call that 

looks like it's coming from your 
embassy or local law 
enforcement, threatening to 
arrest or deport you unless you 
get some additional documents 
to help support the phony 
diploma you already have.

• British engineer based in Saudi 
Arabia, was still getting 
threatening calls from them after 
paying nearly £500,000 for fake 
documents.

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-42579634

FAKE UNIVERSITY & TRAINED EXTORTIONIST

THE BROOKLYN PARK UNIVERSITY, USA., HAVE WELL TRAINED 
EXTORTIONIST AND THEY ARE IMPOSTORS, DECEIVERS AND 
CHEATERS.

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-42579634


Implications for medcomms
Employment:
• Don’t get duped into signing 

up for one of these “degrees”.
• Do employers routinely check 

for the authenticity of 
candidate qualifications?

HCP Engagement:
• Legitimate qualifications to 

perform the service 
requested?

• Compensation at “fair market 
value” varies and is based on 
qualifications & experience.

• Not much you can do here but 
this is more about awareness 
of the issues.







Ching-Shih Chen was guilty 
of “deviating from the 
accepted practices of 
image handling and figure 
generation and intentionally 
falsifying data in 14 
instances in 8 papers.

OSU to temporarily shut down 
research involving a 
compound developed by 
Chen; a phase Ib trial was 
suspended in June 2017.

http://www.sciencemag.org/news/2018/03/cancer-researcher-ohio-state-university-resigns-following-multiple-misconduct-findings



https://www.nytimes.com/2018/04/09/health/academy-medicine-plagiarism.html

Doctors urge elite academy to expel member over charges of plagiarism

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/04/09/health/academy-medicine-plagiarism.html
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http://bmjopen.bmj.com/content/bmjopen/6/11/e012047.full.pdf



Publication retractions

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/content/bmjopen/6/11/e012047.full.pdf



Publication retractions

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/content/bmjopen/6/11/e012047.full.pdf



Publication retractions

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/content/bmjopen/6/11/e012047.full.pdf







“LMIC researchers report that guest authorship is widely accepted and common. 
While respondents report that plagiarism and undeclared conflicts of interest are 

unacceptable in practice, they appear common. Determinants of poor practice relate 
to academic status and power, fuelled by institutional norms and culture”.



Stern S, Lemmens T (2011) PLoS Med 8(8): e1001070. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001070





Conclusions
• The scammers want your money.
• They operate without ethics or morals regardless of any harm 

they may cause.
• Be vigilant, don’t take anything at face value, check and 

check again, don’t put your reputation at risk. 
• Use the checklists to verify legitimacy of publishers, journals 

& congresses.
• Remember everything we do in Medcomms is for the benefit 

of patient health: nothing should ever compromise that.



Thank you for your attention.

Any questions?


