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‘Predatory’	
  Publishers?	
  What	
  are	
  they?	
  

Those	
  who	
  unprofessionally	
  exploit	
  the	
  author-­‐pays	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
model	
  of	
  OA	
  publishing	
  for	
  their	
  own	
  profit*	
  
*Jeffrey	
  Beall	
  	
  (Academic	
  Librarian	
  at	
  University	
  of	
  Colorado	
  in	
  Denver)	
  

	
  

These	
  companies	
  aim	
  to	
  aCract	
  arDcle-­‐processing	
  charges	
  	
  and	
  other	
  revenues	
  under	
  
false	
  pretences,	
  either	
  by:	
  

•  pretending	
  to	
  be	
  what	
  they	
  are	
  not,	
  or	
  
•  pretending	
  to	
  be	
  beBer	
  than	
  they	
  really	
  are	
  

	
  

They	
  are	
  the	
  ‘bad	
  guys’	
  of	
  publishing….	
  

	
  

	
  

.	
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So	
  how	
  do	
  we	
  recognise	
  a	
  predatory	
  publisher?	
  

It’s	
  oFen	
  very	
  hard!	
  

•  These	
  companies	
  may	
  appear	
  to	
  have	
  an	
  editorial	
  office	
  somewhere	
  that	
  sounds	
  
reputable	
  (e.g.	
  W.	
  Coast	
  US)	
  –	
  but	
  these	
  addresses	
  are	
  usually	
  false	
  	
  fronts	
  (many	
  of	
  
these	
  enterprises	
  seem	
  to	
  be	
  set	
  up	
  in	
  India	
  or	
  Asia)	
  

•  The	
  company	
  or	
  society	
  name	
  may	
  sound	
  familiar	
  –	
  but	
  not	
  quite	
  the	
  same…	
  

•  There	
  are	
  oXen	
  very	
  few	
  real	
  contact	
  names	
  provided	
  on	
  the	
  website	
  –	
  or	
  if	
  you	
  keep	
  
looking,	
  you	
  oXen	
  find	
  that	
  the	
  same	
  name	
  occurs	
  many	
  Dmes	
  

•  The	
  email	
  addresses	
  are	
  oXen	
  non-­‐professional	
  (e.g.	
  Google	
  or	
  Hotmail)	
  

•  The	
  style	
  of	
  the	
  company	
  or	
  journal	
  website	
  may	
  look	
  authenDc	
  at	
  first	
  glance	
  –	
  but	
  on	
  
closer	
  inspecDon	
  the	
  pictures	
  oXen	
  look	
  fuzzy	
  or	
  inconsistent,	
  and	
  	
  editorial	
  board	
  
photos	
  are	
  oXen	
  false	
  or	
  unprofessionally	
  inconsistent	
  

•  The	
  website	
  may	
  make	
  false	
  claims	
  regarding	
  PubMed	
  indexing	
  or	
  high	
  journal	
  	
  impact	
  
factors	
  

•  Publishing	
  costs	
  and	
  Dmelines	
  are	
  oXen	
  implausibly	
  cheap	
  or	
  fast	
  

•  No	
  policies	
  or	
  pracDces	
  for	
  digital	
  preservaDon	
  (NB:	
  if	
  such	
  a	
  journal	
  were	
  subsequently	
  
to	
  close,	
  all	
  content	
  would	
  disappear)	
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So	
  what’s	
  the	
  big	
  problem	
  with	
  predatory	
  publishers?	
  

These	
  companies	
  are	
  sneaky	
  –	
  and	
  are	
  out	
  to	
  defraud…!	
  
•  Researchers	
  are	
  oXen	
  shocked	
  when	
  first	
  encountering	
  these	
  publishers:	
  in	
  
recent	
  years	
  they	
  have	
  upped	
  their	
  game,	
  and	
  at	
  first	
  glance	
  can	
  appear	
  quite	
  
credible	
  –	
  and	
  oXen	
  take	
  the	
  unaware	
  by	
  surprise	
  

•  They	
  tend	
  to	
  recruit	
  interest	
  by	
  widespread	
  email	
  scamming,	
  expressing	
  
interest	
  in	
  research	
  and	
  offering	
  aCracDve	
  publishing	
  opDons	
  (cheap	
  and	
  fast)	
  

•  Many	
  of	
  the	
  journals	
  they	
  publish	
  also	
  appear	
  credible,	
  with	
  familiar-­‐sounding	
  
names	
  (and	
  may	
  occasionally	
  have	
  idenDcal	
  names	
  to	
  well-­‐established	
  journals)	
  

•  The	
  websites	
  can	
  also	
  look	
  authenDc	
  (the	
  fonts,	
  illustraDons	
  and	
  logos	
  are	
  oXen	
  
mimicked	
  from	
  reputable	
  journals,	
  and	
  text	
  may	
  be	
  duplicated)	
  

•  But	
  with	
  closer	
  inspecDon,	
  it’s	
  clear	
  that	
  these	
  companies	
  lack	
  transparency	
  –	
  
and	
  usually	
  have	
  a	
  very	
  low	
  arDcle	
  acceptance	
  threshold	
  despite	
  their	
  claims.	
  
They	
  actually	
  offer	
  very	
  liCle	
  to	
  scholarship,	
  and	
  instead	
  allow	
  pseudo-­‐science	
  
to	
  masquerade	
  as	
  real	
  science	
  

•  Their	
  business	
  models	
  are	
  usually	
  unsustainable	
  –	
  they	
  take	
  the	
  money	
  and	
  run.	
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Authors	
  are	
  duped	
  into	
  thinking	
  that	
  they	
  submiLng	
  to	
  a	
  reputable	
  journal	
  
•  Authors	
  may	
  be	
  flaCered	
  by	
  an	
  invitaDon	
  to	
  submit,	
  or	
  beguiled	
  by	
  the	
  
apparently	
  aCracDve	
  terms,	
  e.g.	
  high	
  IF	
  (false!),	
  low	
  cost,	
  fast	
  Dmelines	
  	
  

•  But	
  they	
  are	
  generally	
  misled	
  by	
  the	
  (usually	
  false)	
  journal	
  reputaDons	
  being	
  
offered	
  

•  Some	
  companies	
  simply	
  pocket	
  the	
  APCs	
  and	
  do	
  not	
  publish	
  

•  Others	
  will	
  publish	
  –	
  but	
  the	
  author	
  will	
  oXen	
  face	
  hidden	
  and	
  unexpected	
  
costs	
  (lack	
  of	
  transparency	
  and	
  ‘surprise’	
  invoices)	
  

•  An	
  author	
  will	
  now	
  be	
  inexorably	
  linked	
  to	
  the	
  journal,	
  and	
  the	
  citaDon	
  may	
  
be	
  used	
  in	
  subsequent	
  markeDng	
  campaigns,	
  leading	
  to	
  tarnished	
  reputaDon	
  
in	
  the	
  eyes	
  of	
  the	
  wise,	
  and	
  the	
  impression	
  of	
  poor	
  judgment	
  	
  

•  And	
  there	
  is	
  a	
  big	
  addiDonal	
  risk	
  of	
  the	
  digital	
  repository	
  not	
  being	
  
maintained	
  beyond	
  the	
  short	
  term	
  –	
  how	
  then	
  can	
  this	
  data	
  be	
  subsequently	
  
cited?	
  (NB:	
  Usually	
  it	
  can’t.)	
  

•  And	
  by	
  the	
  way:	
  there	
  are	
  oXen	
  no	
  checks	
  run	
  for	
  plagiarism	
  protecDon	
  –	
  so	
  
everyone	
  is	
  vulnerable….	
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There	
  are	
  lots	
  of	
  
examples	
  in	
  the	
  press	
  	
  of	
  
predatory	
  publishers	
  
who	
  are	
  clearly	
  just	
  keen	
  
to	
  pocket	
  the	
  APC,	
  
irrespecOve	
  of	
  content!	
  
	
  
(Sorry	
  about	
  the	
  language!)	
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Reviewers	
  are	
  misled	
  
•  Reviewers	
  may	
  iniDally	
  	
  feel	
  flaCered	
  to	
  be	
  approached	
  –	
  but	
  are	
  soon	
  
frustrated	
  to	
  discover	
  that	
  papers	
  they	
  have	
  reviewed	
  carefully,	
  but	
  rejected	
  
in	
  good	
  faith,	
  sDll	
  end	
  up	
  being	
  published	
  anyway	
  

•  Leads	
  to	
  sense	
  of	
  wasted	
  Dme	
  –	
  and	
  damaged	
  reputaDon	
  by	
  associaDon	
  

•  And	
  it’s	
  hard	
  to	
  get	
  off	
  a	
  predatory	
  publisher’s	
  database	
  once	
  you’re	
  on	
  it!	
  

KOLs	
  are	
  oFen	
  misrepresented	
  
•  Predatory	
  publishers	
  will	
  oXen	
  ‘blanket	
  email’	
  society	
  contacts	
  Dme	
  and	
  
again	
  with	
  invitaDons	
  to	
  join	
  their	
  journal	
  editorial	
  boards	
  

•  Recipients	
  may	
  be	
  flaCered	
  at	
  first,	
  and	
  agree	
  –	
  or	
  decline,	
  only	
  to	
  find	
  that	
  
their	
  names	
  	
  have	
  been	
  included	
  anyway	
  

•  Some	
  KOLs	
  have	
  reported	
  that	
  their	
  names	
  have	
  been	
  included	
  on	
  journal	
  
boards	
  without	
  any	
  	
  invitaDon	
  being	
  given	
  (let	
  alone	
  accepted)	
  	
  –	
  and	
  that	
  
their	
  names	
  have	
  not	
  been	
  removed	
  without	
  recourse	
  to	
  the	
  threat	
  of	
  legal	
  
acDon	
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Might	
  some	
  of	
  your	
  rising	
  
stars	
  be	
  flaBered	
  by	
  this	
  type	
  
of	
  approach?	
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And	
  many	
  OA	
  publishers	
  can	
  end	
  up	
  feeling	
  that	
  they	
  are	
  tarred	
  by	
  the	
  
same	
  brush…	
  	
  
	
  
“You’re	
  an	
  OA	
  publisher?	
  Doesn’t	
  that	
  make	
  you	
  a	
  predatory	
  publisher?”	
  
(Answer:	
  no!)	
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So	
  what	
  is	
  being	
  done	
  about	
  this?	
  

•  Self-­‐defence:	
  Most	
  of	
  the	
  major	
  publishers	
  are	
  doing	
  their	
  best	
  to	
  baCle	
  these	
  
companies	
  on	
  a	
  case-­‐by-­‐case	
  basis	
  to	
  protect	
  their	
  own	
  reputaDons	
  and	
  the	
  
socieDes	
  they	
  represent	
  –	
  but	
  as	
  fast	
  as	
  one	
  disappears,	
  five	
  others	
  emerge.	
  

•  EducaOon:	
  	
  Several	
  publishers	
  (including	
  ourselves)	
  are	
  doing	
  all	
  we	
  can	
  	
  to	
  educate	
  
others	
  about	
  the	
  risks	
  –	
  but	
  many	
  of	
  those	
  we	
  speak	
  to	
  seem	
  to	
  be	
  failing	
  to	
  
recognise	
  the	
  dangers	
  unDl	
  they	
  encounter	
  these	
  companies	
  first-­‐hand.	
  

	
  

•  Jeffrey	
  Beall	
  	
  (Academic	
  Librarian	
  at	
  University	
  of	
  Colorado	
  in	
  Denver)	
  has	
  done	
  
more	
  than	
  most	
  to	
  raise	
  the	
  profile	
  of	
  this	
  issue	
  in	
  recent	
  years.	
  He	
  has	
  a	
  prominent	
  
online	
  forum	
  (Scholarly	
  Open	
  Access)	
  	
  and	
  an	
  email	
  blog	
  where	
  people	
  can	
  
approach	
  him	
  direct	
  to	
  ask	
  about	
  specific	
  journal	
  Dtles	
  and	
  publishers,	
  and	
  also	
  re	
  
issues	
  they	
  have	
  encountered.	
  

jeffrey.beall@ucdenver.edu	
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https://scholarlyoa.com/ 
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Over	
  the	
  past	
  6	
  years	
  he	
  has	
  developed	
  ‘Beall’s	
  list	
  ‘….	
  
	
  
(Now	
  actually	
  two	
  lists)	
  	
  

•  The	
  first	
  includes	
  publishers	
  
that	
  he	
  considers	
  quesDonable.	
  

•  The	
  second	
  lists	
  individual	
  
journals	
  that	
  do	
  not	
  publish	
  
under	
  the	
  plarorm	
  of	
  any	
  
publisher	
  (essenDally	
  
independent),	
  which	
  he	
  
considers	
  to	
  be	
  quesDonable	
  
journals.	
  

hBps://scholarlyoa.com/2016/01/05/bealls-­‐list-­‐of-­‐predatory-­‐publishers-­‐2016/	
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And	
  from	
  2014,	
  Beall	
  started	
  two	
  addiOonal	
  lists:	
  

Misleading	
  metrics:	
  	
  	
  

This	
  list	
  includes	
  companies	
  that	
  “calculate”	
  and	
  publish	
  counterfeit	
  impact	
  factors	
  
(or	
  some	
  similar	
  measure)	
  	
  

2016	
  =	
  	
  38.	
  	
  Last	
  year’s	
  list	
  had	
  26.	
  (The	
  list	
  debuted	
  in	
  March,	
  2014.)	
  

	
  

	
  

Hijacked	
  journals:	
  	
  

This	
  list	
  includes	
  journals	
  for	
  which	
  someone	
  has	
  created	
  a	
  counterfeit	
  website,	
  
stealing	
  the	
  idenDty	
  of	
  an	
  established	
  	
  journal,	
  and	
  soliciDng	
  arDcle	
  submissions	
  using	
  
the	
  author-­‐pays	
  model	
  

2016	
  =	
  101.	
  Last	
  year’s	
  list	
  had	
  30.	
  (The	
  list	
  started	
  in	
  May,	
  2014.)	
  

hBps://scholarlyoa.com/2016/01/05/bealls-­‐list-­‐of-­‐predatory-­‐publishers-­‐2016/	
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Jeffrey	
  Beall’s	
  blogs	
  are	
  really	
  interesOng,	
  and	
  the	
  related	
  email	
  correspondence	
  
well	
  worth	
  a	
  look…	
  

hBps://scholarlyoa.com/	
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https://scholarlyoa.com/ 
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Beall’s	
  recommendaOons....	
  

•  	
  “That	
  researchers,	
  scienDsts,	
  and	
  academics	
  avoid	
  doing	
  business	
  with	
  
these	
  publishers	
  and	
  journals;	
  

•  	
  That	
  scholars	
  avoid	
  sending	
  arDcle	
  submissions	
  to	
  them,	
  serving	
  on	
  
their	
  editorial	
  boards	
  or	
  reviewing	
  papers	
  for	
  them,	
  or	
  adverDsing	
  in	
  
them.	
  	
  

•  Also,	
  tenure	
  and	
  promoDon	
  commiCees	
  should	
  give	
  extra	
  scruDny	
  to	
  
arDcles	
  published	
  in	
  these	
  journals,	
  for	
  many	
  of	
  them	
  include	
  instances	
  
of	
  author	
  misconduct.”	
  

hBps://scholarlyoa.com	
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Reputable	
  vs	
  Predatory	
  Publishers/	
  Journals	
  
	
  
A	
  quick	
  checklist	
  for	
  a	
  professional	
  publishing	
  operaOon:	
  

•  It	
  is	
  clearly	
  an	
  established	
  publisher	
  and/or	
  society	
  	
  
•  There	
  is	
  a	
  professional	
  and	
  courteous	
  interface,	
  and	
  communicaDve	
  staff	
  	
  

•  The	
  InstrucDons	
  to	
  authors	
  are	
  accessible	
  and	
  clear	
  
•  There	
  is	
  evidence	
  that	
  submissions	
  are	
  checked	
  for	
  plagiarism	
  

•  There	
  is	
  an	
  electronic	
  submission	
  and	
  tracking	
  system	
  	
  

•  The	
  company	
  has	
  a	
  good	
  reputaDon	
  for	
  using	
  good	
  referees	
  

•  There	
  is	
  a	
  clear	
  and	
  Dmely	
  procedure	
  for	
  decision-­‐making	
  and	
  publicaDon	
  

•  The	
  content	
  is	
  indexed	
  	
  
•  The	
  publicaDon	
  fees	
  are	
  clearly	
  displayed	
  	
  

	
  

Check	
  the	
  Directory	
  of	
  Open	
  Access	
  journals!	
  	
  DOAJ:	
  hBps://doaj.org/	
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Some	
  take-­‐home	
  messages....	
  

•  Make	
  sure	
  your	
  staff	
  and	
  clients	
  are	
  informed	
  and	
  aware	
  of	
  the	
  existence	
  of	
  
predatory	
  publishers	
  

•  Be	
  aware	
  of	
  the	
  dangers	
  of	
  lost	
  data	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  damaged	
  reputaDons	
  

•  Predatory	
  publishers	
  are	
  getng	
  harder	
  to	
  spot	
  –	
  but	
  if	
  the	
  website	
  looks	
  dodgy,	
  it	
  
probably	
  is!	
  

•  Do	
  not	
  be	
  beguiled	
  by	
  seeing	
  editorial	
  board	
  names	
  that	
  you	
  recognise!	
  	
  Blurred	
  
photos,	
  or	
  pictures	
  presented	
  in	
  an	
  inconsistent	
  style,	
  are	
  indicators	
  that	
  these	
  
people’s	
  names	
  may	
  have	
  been	
  hijacked.	
  

•  If	
  you	
  aren’t	
  sure,	
  check	
  out	
  Beall’s	
  list:	
  hCp://scholarlyoa.com/publishers/	
  

•  And	
  keep	
  checking	
  –	
  this	
  list	
  is	
  conDnually	
  updated	
  and	
  conDnues	
  to	
  grow	
  rapidly.	
  
•  And	
  finally:	
  the	
  next	
  big	
  thing	
  seems	
  to	
  be	
  bogus	
  conferences	
  –	
  either	
  falsely	
  
accredited,	
  or	
  total	
  scams.	
  	
  	
  



Adis	
  Medical	
  Publishing	
  |	
  02/11/2016	
  |	
  19	
  
	
  

And	
  finally…..	
  
	
  
Stay	
  alert	
  –	
  and	
  make	
  sure	
  your	
  clients	
  stay	
  alert	
  too!	
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Thank	
  you!	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Jan	
  Seal-­‐Roberts	
  
	
  

Publishing	
  Director,	
  Springer	
  Healthcare	
  
jan.seal-­‐roberts@springer.com	
  


