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SECTION 1
DEFINING OPEN ACCESS 
PUBLISHING (“GOLD OA”)



Freely accessible, peer reviewed research articles 
delivered by journals at the point of publication

GOLD OPEN ACCESS



Adapted from Cirasella, Jill. Open Access: Which 
Side Are You On? Licensed under CC BY.

OA = anyone can read the journal
OA ≠ anyone can publish in the journal

OA journals are real journals. Publishing in an OA journal is not self-
publishing or vanity publishing.

OA journals earn respectability the same way other journals do: through the 
quality of their articles and the prominence of the people they attract as 

authors, editors, etc.

Of course: Just as some non-OA journals are better than others, some OA 
journals are better than others.

GOLD OPEN ACCESS

https://www.slideshare.net/cirasella/open-access-which-side-are-you-on-oa-week-2013?from_action=save


Suber, Peter. 2012. Open Access. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

GOLD OPEN ACCESS IS NOT AN ATTEMPT TO
Reduce academic freedom

Bypass/undermine peer review
Deprive authors of income

Punish conventional publishers
Deny the reality of costs

Primarily about bringing access to lay readers

https://mitpress.mit.edu/books/open-access


The debate questioning the viability of OA publishing is over. 

Many thousands of peer-reviewed, fully open access journals are 
renown, well-established, profitable, and sustainable.

Going OA doesn’t mean that expenses can’t be covered.

A number of business models have been attempted.

GOLD OPEN ACCESS



 Article Processing Charges 
(APCs)
 70% do not charge APCs

 Membership fees for lifetime 
publishing (e.g. PeerJ)

 “Hybrid” OA

 Institutionally subsidized
 University in-house 

published journals
 Government grants

 Fund-raising
 Volunteer effort

Business Models Vary:
GOLD OPEN ACCESS BUSINESS MODELS

Tennant JP, Waldner F, Jacques DC et al. ”The academic, economic 
and societal impacts of Open Access: an evidence-based 
review.” F1000Research 5, no. 632 (2016).

https://f1000research.com/articles/5-632/v1


 Staff
 Technical
 Editorial
 Managerial
 Financial
 Legal

 Coordination of editorial/review 
process

 Editorial refinement
 Preservation & Access
 Typesetting & formatting
 Curation of links to 

references/sources
 Marketing

It costs money to publish a journal
GOLD OPEN ACCESS BUSINESS MODELS

Anderson, R. (2018). Open access: Opportunities and challenges. In Scholarly 
Communication : What Everyone Needs to Know. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, Incorporated. Oxford: Oxford University Press.



 Fund-Raising
 Crowdfunding

 Advertising
 E-Commerce
 Endowments
 Priced editions (print, extra 

features, earlier publication)

GOLD OPEN ACCESS BUSINESS MODELS

 Article Processing Charges
 Hybrid Open Access

 Institutional Subsidies



Is paying upon acceptance fundamentally a 
conflict of interest or “vanity publishing?”

No.
Editorial decisions separated from business-side. 

Journals build their reputation based on quality of scholarship.
Toll-access journals have charged authors in various ways for years

Many publishers offer waivers for researchers unable to obtain 
funds to cover fees

ARTICLE PROCESSING CHARGES (APCs): 
Charging fee upon acceptance

Tennant JP, Waldner F, Jacques DC et al. ”The academic, 
economic and societal impacts of Open Access: an evidence-
based review.” F1000Research 5, no. 632 (2016).

https://f1000research.com/articles/5-632/v1


 Many types of APCs (e.g. fixed, variable, membership)
 Roughly 70% of OA journals do not charge APCs
 APCs are paid by the author only 12% of the time
 Funders: 59%
 Universities: 24%

 Most OA publishers will grant waivers

Tennant JP, Waldner F, Jacques DC et al. ”The academic, economic and societal impacts of Open Access: an evidence-based review.” F1000Research 5, no. 632 (2016).
Kozak, M., and Hartley, J. (2013) Publication fees for open access journals: Different disciplines—different methods: 
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/asi.22972/abstract
Open Access Article Processing Charges: DOAJ Survey May 2014: http://www.mdpi.com/2304-6775/3/1/1
Open Access Publication Funds: Study of Open Access Publishing (SOAP): http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.5260
Peter Suber APC research: https://plus.google.com/+PeterSuber/posts/Cqv4oq3LuFr
Guy, M., & Holl, A. (2015). Briefing Paper: Article Processing Charges. Retrieved from http://pasteur4oa.eu/sites/pasteur4oa/files/resource/PASTEUR4OA_Briefing%20Paper_APCs_FINAL.pdf

ARTICLE PROCESSING CHARGES (APCs)

https://f1000research.com/articles/5-632/v1
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/asi.22972/abstract
http://www.mdpi.com/2304-6775/3/1/1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.5260
https://plus.google.com/+PeterSuber/posts/Cqv4oq3LuFr
http://pasteur4oa.eu/sites/pasteur4oa/files/resource/PASTEUR4OA_Briefing%20Paper_APCs_FINAL.pdf


HOW DO AUTHORS COVER APCs?

It varies by discipline & nation of origin.

Grant funding more common in 
bio/physical sciences than social 

sciences & humanities.

Predominately grants for higher APC 
journals.

Personal funds for lower APCs and 
authors from low income countries

Solomon, David J., and Bo-Christer Björk. "Publication Fees in Open Access Publishing: 
Sources of Funding and Factors Influencing Choice of Journal." Journal of the American 
Society for Information Science and Technology 63, no. 1 (2012): 98-107.

ARTICLE PROCESSING CHARGES (APCs)

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/29c6/a2a411e80ddeab8c123ba304f6f82a181169.pdf


 Gold OA journals are more common in STEM fields
 e.g. PLoS, Biomed Central, Hindawi

 An increasing number of traditional publishers entering the market

Run by American Chemical Society

ARTICLE PROCESSING CHARGES (APCs)



Subscription journals provide open access to 
single articles if author pays for it

“double dipping”

Library pays publisher subscription fees AND
Author pays publisher APCs 

($1,500-$3,000)

HYBRID OPEN ACCESS

Still shot from Seinfeld © Sony Pictures Television. All rights reserved.



Institutions pay the costs to publish an open access journal or 
to authors to publish in an OA journal:

Reduce or eliminates APCs altogether.

Universities
Governments

Foundations/Non-Profits/Academic Societies
Corporations

Consortia

INSTITUTIONAL SUBSIDIES

OA journal business models. 
http://oad.simmons.edu/oadwiki/OA_journal_business_models

http://oad.simmons.edu/oadwiki/OA_journal_business_models


IN-HOUSE PUBLICATION
https://ojs.library.okstate.edu

• The Edmon Low Library supports several open access journals 
developed here on campus!

• Open Journal Systems: A software for managing all aspects of the 
publishing cycle, from peer review to publication

• Library will provide 
• Training in using OJS for journal editors
• Help to editors in publishing their content (you provide the 

content, we help you push it out)

UNIVERSITY SUBSIDIES

https://ojs.library.okstate.edu/


DISTRIBUTING FUNDS TO PAY APCs

University distributes funds to researchers to cover APCs for 
publication in OA journals and books

UNIVERSITY SUBSIDIES



Membership dues from academic societies cover the costs of 
publication and coordination of the editorial and review process

Usually require that one of the authors of the paper is a member of 
the academic society

Submission requires membership to the Econometric Society Requires membership to the Society 
for Cultural Anthropology

ACADEMIC SOCIETY SUBSIDIES



Ecology of Games:
Run by MIT Press

Subsidized by MacArthur Foundation 

JAIR:
Established in 1993 as one of the very first 
open access scientific journals on the Web

Subsidized by the non-profit AI Access 
foundation

FOUNDATION/NON-PROFIT SUBSIDIES



Network of 1,285 peer 
reviewed OA journals 
funded by 14 governments 
across South America, Latin 
America & Caribbean

Publicly-supported 
infrastructure for open 
knowledge

DEVELOPING JOURNALS & INFRASTRUCTURE

Peer Reviewed OA 
journal published by 
Centers for Disease 

Control and 
Prevention

GOVERNMENT SUBSIDIES

NLM & NIH funded database to life sciences/biomedicine

NIH public access policy



Funding grants to researchers to pay for APCs

Aid to Scholarly Journals programme

Canadian initiative to pay APCs on 
behalf of researchers

FUNDING GRANTS TO PAY FOR APCs

NSF and several other US funders 

Permit authors to request funds to 
cover the cost of publishing in OA 

journals

INSTITUTIONAL SUBSIDIES



May include a combination of university, government, foundation, and 
corporate subsidies pooling $ to support OA publishing

Generally the cost to each supporting institution decreases with the 
growth of the consortium

CONSORTIAL SUBSIDIES

OA journal business models. 
http://oad.simmons.edu/oadwiki/OA_journal_business_models

http://oad.simmons.edu/oadwiki/OA_journal_business_models


Partnership of 3,000 libraries, funding agencies, and research centers 
around the world

Converted key journals in high-energy physics to open access at no 
cost to authors

Journal of High Energy Physics (Springer) Nuclear Physics (Elsevier)
Physical Review C (American Physical Society) New Journal of Physics (IOP)

SCOAP3. https://scoap3.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/12/Webinar-Dec-2017.pdf

SCOAP3

CONSORTIAL SUBSIDIES

https://scoap3.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/Webinar-Dec-2017.pdf


Slide © SCOAP3. Downloaded from https://scoap3.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/12/Webinar-Dec-2017.pdf

Researcher submits 
article.

Libraries and Funding 
Agencies contribute $$ 

to SCOAP3

SCOAP3 centrally pays 
fixed yearly payment to 

publishers. 

Publishers make journals 
openly available.

20,000 authors from 
over 100 countries 

published more than 
17,500 articles, 2014-

2017

SCOAP3

https://scoap3.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/Webinar-Dec-2017.pdf


A publishing platform supporting academic journals in the humanities 
published by university presses & scholarly societies

Costs are paid by an international consortium of libraries. 

Charges are  based on country or size of institution.

OPEN LIBRARY OF HUMANITIES

CONSORTIAL SUBSIDIES



For less than a single APC worth of funding at for-profit entities, they 
publish and support 23 OA journals and never charge authors fees

• 19: Interdisciplinary Studies in the Long 19th Century
• Architectural Histories
• Comics Grid
• Digital Medievalist
• Open Library of the Humanities

OPEN LIBRARY OF HUMANITIES



Magnitude varies based on discipline, but general 
tendency indicates some association between OA 

publishing & increased citation counts

Papers hidden behind a paywall were cited 10% below 
world average, while those that are freely available obtain, 

on average, 18% more citations than what is expected.

OPEN ACCESS CITATION ADVANTAGE

McKiernan E, Bourne PE, Brown CT, et al.: The open research value proposition: How sharing can help researchers 
succeed. Figshare. 2016; 1.
Tennant JP, Waldner F, Jacques DC et al. ”The academic, economic and societal impacts of Open Access: an 
evidence-based review.” F1000Research 5, no. 632 (2016).
Piwowar, Heather, Jason Priem, Vincent Larivière, Juan Pablo Alperin, Lisa Matthias, Bree Norlander, Ashley Farley, 
Jevin West, and Stefanie Haustein. 2018. "The state of OA: a large-scale analysis of the prevalence and impact of 
Open Access articles."  PeerJ 6:e4375. https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.4375. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.1619902.v2
https://f1000research.com/articles/5-632/v1
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.4375


Tennant JP, Waldner F, Jacques DC et al. The academic, economic and societal impacts of Open Access: an 
evidence-based review. F1000Research 2016, 5:632
(doi: 10.12688/f1000research.8460.3)

OPEN ACCESS CITATION ADVANTAGE

http://dx.doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.8460.3


The relationship between access modality and 
citation impact is complex, and does not allow for 

simple, general conclusions

OPEN ACCESS CITATION ADVANTAGE?

Daniel, Torres-Salinas, Robinson-García Nicolás, and Moed Henk. "Disentangling Gold Open Access."  (2018). 
Forthcoming in Glanzel, W., Moed, H.F., Schmoch U., Thelwall, M. (2018). Springer Handbook of Science and 
Technology Indicators. Springer 



OA articles are immediately readable & indexed on Google 
Scholar

OA articles receive more social media attention, page 
views, & media coverage 

There is also evidence that news coverage confers a 
citation advantage.

McKiernan E, Bourne PE, Brown CT, et al.: The open research value proposition: How sharing can 
help researchers succeed. Figshare. 2016; 1.
Tennant JP, Waldner F, Jacques DC et al. ”The academic, economic and societal impacts of Open 
Access: an evidence-based review.” F1000Research 5, no. 632 (2016).

OPEN ACCESS VISIBILITY ADVANTAGE

http://dx.doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.1619902.v2
https://f1000research.com/articles/5-632/v1


OPEN ACCESS VISIBILITY ADVANTAGE
Aggregated traffic 

(downloads)
before and after 

open access

3.5-4 times  more 
downloads immediately 

after publication

2 times more downloads 
24 months after 

publication
Slide © SCOAP3. Downloaded from https://scoap3.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/12/Webinar-Dec-2017.pdf

https://scoap3.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/Webinar-Dec-2017.pdf


QUESTIONS OR COMMENTS SO FAR
Anyone published or worked with an OA publisher?

Up next: 
Section 2: The Predatory “Publishers” Problem



SECTION 2
THE PREDATORY 
“PUBLISHERS” PROBLEM



THE PREDATORY “PUBLISHERS” PROBLEM
Collecting APCs in exchange for rapid publication, without 

selectivity or peer review 

Motives of owners: making $$, not furthering knowledge

Predatory “publishers” are scammers, not publishers.

Predatory = intentionally deceptive, unscrupulous, 
scamming, bad faith, unethical, fraudulent, illegitimate



DECEPTIVE VS. LOW QUALITY JOURNALS
One suggestion: stop talking about “predatory publishing” 

and start distinguishing between: 

Deceptive: Profiting from fees without filling obligations

Low Quality: May intend to publish legitimate research 
but is lacking in standards in specific ways. 

Eriksson, Stefan, and Gert Helgesson. 2018. "Time to stop talking about 
‘predatory journals’."   31 (2):181-183. https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1135. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1135


NO CLEAR DEFINITION OF “PREDATORY”
It is therefore difficult for stakeholders such as funders 

and research institutions to:

establish explicit policies on where not to publish

take evidence-based approach to educating 
researchers on how to avoid them

Cobey, Kelly D, Manoj M Lalu, Becky Skidmore, Nadera Ahmadzai, Agnes Grudniewicz, and David Moher. F1000Research. 
2018. "What is a predatory journal? A scoping review."  https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.15256.2

https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.15256.2


“PREDATORY”
Too narrow:

some authors willingly engage to promote careers by 
getting quick additional publications for minimal work

Too broad:
many established publishers have also engaged in these 

practices

Eriksson, Stefan, and Gert Helgesson. 2018. "Time to stop talking about 
‘predatory journals’."   31 (2):181-183. https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1135. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1135


DECEPTIVE JOURNALS
• If the publisher states any deceptive information about 

these, it is sufficient to identify them as deceptive
• Quality control 

• Peer review practices & standards
• Editorial board

• Who is on it, where it is situated
• Metrics & indexing

• impact factor, inclusion in bibliographic databases 
• Costs involved with publishing



LOW QUALITY JOURNALS
Sometimes published in Global South or maintained by 

faculty, students & societies with less experience and time

Identified by checklists of indicators: cumulative criteria

The more criteria a journal fulfils and the worse within each 
criterion, the worse its quality



INDICATORS OF POTENTIAL DECEPTION
• Spams mailing lists for editors and/or 

contributors
• Website lacks clear information about 

APCs or manuscript handling process
• Rapid editorial/review time
• Scope is too broad
• Copy names/websites of legitimate 

journals
• Discovery: Journal is not indexed where it 

is relevant for its field
• Editors/reviewers are unknown
• No clear strategy for handling misconduct 

(e.g. retraction policy)
• No clear digital preservation/archiving

• Poorly or inconsistently 
formatted pages, text, tables & 
figures

• Grammatical & copyediting 
errors

• Bibliography
• Brief/insufficient/incomplete
• Poorly-edited
• Wide range of styles

• Wide range of article lengths
• Statistical/methodological errors

Journal Articles

Adapted in part from Cobey, Kelly D, Manoj M Lalu, Becky Skidmore, Nadera Ahmadzai, Agnes Grudniewicz, and David Moher. 
F1000Research. 2018. "What is a predatory journal? A scoping review."  https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.15256.2

https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.15256.2


“open access referred Journal”

“a key objective to provide the 
academic and industrial community a 
medium for presenting original cutting 
edge research related to all aspects of 
the journal, related areas and its 
applications”



CONSEQUENCES OF DECEPTIVE PUBLISHING
Could undermine public trust in science

A “laundering scheme for junk science” used by 
politicians, lobbyists, corporations

Medical companies engage with predatory publishers, 
thus putting patient safety into question

Fake Science - Die Lügenmacher (Fake Science - The Lie-makers). Das Erste. 
https://www.daserste.de/information/reportage-dokumentation/dokus/videos/exclusiv-im-ersten-fake-science-die-
luegenmacher-englische-version-video-100.html
Deprez, E. & Chen, C. (August 29, 2017). Medical Journals Have a Fake News Problem. Bloomberg Businessweek. 
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2017-08-29/medical-journals-have-a-fake-news-problem

https://www.daserste.de/information/reportage-dokumentation/dokus/videos/exclusiv-im-ersten-fake-science-die-luegenmacher-englische-version-video-100.html
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2017-08-29/medical-journals-have-a-fake-news-problem


CONSEQUENCES OF DECEPTIVE PUBLISHING
• defendants do not tell authors they charge significant 

publishing fees and often do not allow authors to withdraw 
their articles from submission, making their research ineligible 
for publication in other journals.

• To promote their scientific conferences, the defendants 
deceptively use the names of prominent researchers as 
conference presenters, when in fact many of those researchers 
had not agreed to participate in the events.

Federal Trade Commission v. OMICS Group Inc.

https://www.ftc.gov/enforcement/cases-proceedings/152-3113/federal-
trade-commission-v-omics-group-inc

https://www.ftc.gov/enforcement/cases-proceedings/152-3113/federal-trade-commission-v-omics-group-inc


THE PREDATORY “PUBLISHERS” PROBLEM

But this also happened with subscription publisher 
Elsevier, who was paid by Merck to publish favorable 

articles that looked like peer-reviewed without disclosing it

Grant, B. (2009). “Elsevier published 6 fake journals.” The Scientist. https://www.the-scientist.com/the-
nutshell/elsevier-published-6-fake-journals-44160

https://www.the-scientist.com/the-nutshell/elsevier-published-6-fake-journals-44160


OPEN ACCESS IS NOT THE PROBLEM
“To suggest . . . that the problem with scientific publishing
is that open access enables internet scamming is like saying 
that the problem with the international finance system is 
that it enables Nigerian wire transfer scams.”

-Michael Eisen, University of California professor and
Public Library of Science co-founder

http://blogs.berkeley.edu/2013/10/04/open-access-is-not-the-problem/



Agent-X Comics. Help the Prince. Licensed under CC BY-NC-ND 3.0

THE PREDATORY “PUBLISHERS” PROBLEM
Does an actual prince want to 

give you money?

Predatory “publishers” are 
scammers, not publishers.

And their existence does not 
undermine the legitimacy of 

open access publishing

http://www.agent-x.com.au/comic/help-the-prince/


Daniel, Torres-Salinas, Robinson-García Nicolás, and Moed Henk. "Disentangling Gold Open Access."  (2018). 
Forthcoming in Glanzel, W., Moed, H.F., Schmoch U., Thelwall, M. (2018). Springer Handbook of Science and 
Technology Indicators. Springer 

THE PREDATORY “PUBLISHERS” PROBLEM
South America has largest share of OA journals (74%) largely 

due to national subsidizing

But it barely represents 0.5% of predatory journals

Hence predatory publishers do not naturally and inevitably 
arise with gold OA—there are other driving factors



A study surveyed a sample of authors who had 
published in a predatory journal

70% of respondents were unaware that the journal was 
predatory

New/inexperienced researchers who received no 
guidance or warning

WHY DO AUTHORS PUBLISH IN 
PREDATORY JOURNALS?

Lack of resources and guidance

Kurt, Serhat. 2018. "Why do authors publish in predatory journals?"   31 (2):141-147. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1150. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1150


Authors feel like they do not belong in the 
developed world or its publishing institutions

Assume paper will be rejected for 
• poor English 
• lack of interest in research topics
• bias

WHY DO AUTHORS PUBLISH IN 
PREDATORY JOURNALS?

Social Identity Threat

Kurt, Serhat. 2018. "Why do authors publish in predatory journals?"   31 (2):141-147. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1150. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1150


Pressure to publish, and do so rapidly

Universities did not know or care that these were 
‘predatory’ journals

Still used these publications as grounds for tenure 
or contract extension

WHY DO AUTHORS PUBLISH IN 
PREDATORY JOURNALS?

Publish or Perish

Kurt, Serhat. 2018. "Why do authors publish in predatory journals?"   31 (2):141-147. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1150. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1150


“Predatory publishers: the journals that churn out fake science.” The Guardian. August 10, 2018.
https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2018/aug/10/predatory-publishers-the-journals-who-
churn-out-fake-science

WHY DO AUTHORS PUBLISH IN 
PREDATORY JOURNALS?

“We believe that the peer-review system is actively denying 
academics access to our work on panspermia (ie that life 

originates from space)

I use ‘lightly refereed’ journals to circumvent the 
gatekeeping role of peer review in order to provide a 
document which can be used by future scientists to assess 

our work.”

Circumventing Gatekeeping

https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2018/aug/10/predatory-publishers-the-journals-who-churn-out-fake-science


Eve, M., Priego, E. (2017). Who is Actually Harmed by Predatory Publishers? , Triple C 15(2), 755-770. 
Olijhoek, Tom and Jon Tennant. The “problem” of predatory publishing remains a relatively small one and should 
not be allowed to defame open access. London School of Economics & Political Science Impact Blog. 
http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/impactofsocialsciences/2018/09/25/the-problem-of-predatory-publishing-remains-a-
relatively-small-one-and-should-not-be-allowed-to-defame-open-access/

IS IT A “PROBLEM?”
One study finds that the real harm is basically negligible to 
virtually all stakeholder groups and the real problem is the 

system of verification. 

“when we have become so dependent upon proxies for evaluation as 
a gatekeeping tool that we are willing, in the name of saving labour
time, to exclude the possibility of good work appearing outside of 

known venues, there is something very wrong with our system of 
verification.”

http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/impactofsocialsciences/2018/09/25/the-problem-of-predatory-publishing-remains-a-relatively-small-one-and-should-not-be-allowed-to-defame-open-access/


Eve, M., Priego, E. (2017). Who is Actually Harmed by Predatory Publishers? , Triple C 15(2), 755-770. 

IS IT A “PROBLEM?”
Predatory publishers have a beneficial effect for traditional, large, 

historically subscription-based publishers who feel threatened by new 
open, digital models. 

Established publishers have a strong motivation to hype claims 
of predation as damaging to the scholarly and scientific endeavour

while noting that, in fact, systems of peer review are themselves 
already acknowledged as deeply flawed.



Eve, M., Priego, E. (2017). Who is Actually Harmed by Predatory Publishers? , Triple C 15(2), 755-770. 
Olijhoek, Tom and Jon Tennant. The “problem” of predatory publishing remains a relatively small one and should 
not be allowed to defame open access. London School of Economics & Political Science Impact Blog. 
http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/impactofsocialsciences/2018/09/25/the-problem-of-predatory-publishing-remains-a-
relatively-small-one-and-should-not-be-allowed-to-defame-open-access/

IS IT A “PROBLEM?”
These journals present a rather limited and regional problem.

Cited mostly by inexperienced authors from Africa, Southeast 
Asia, South Asia 

http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/impactofsocialsciences/2018/09/25/the-problem-of-predatory-publishing-remains-a-relatively-small-one-and-should-not-be-allowed-to-defame-open-access/


IS IT A “PROBLEM?”
Citations to articles in these journals is not as extensive as 

one would think 

Less than 10 citations per journal in 4 year (2013-16) window

1,295 citations / 
(124 journals * 260 avg. articles per journal per year) = 

0.04 citations per publication

Frandsen, Tove Faber 2017. "Are predatory journals undermining the credibility of science? A bibliometric analysis 
of citers."  Scientometrics 113 (3):1513-1528. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-017-2520-x.  

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-017-2520-x


IS IT A “PROBLEM?”
The papers published in these journals may not 

necessarily be of poor quality and thus citing them may 
not even be a problem of quality.

“Predatory publishing is, in fact, only a minor nuisance 
caused by scientists who don’t follow simple rules on where 

to publish.”

Frandsen, Tove Faber 2017. "Are predatory journals undermining the credibility of science? A bibliometric analysis of citers."  
Scientometrics 113 (3):1513-1528. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-017-2520-x.  
Olijhoek, Tom and Jon Tennant. The “problem” of predatory publishing remains a relatively small one and should 
not be allowed to defame open access. London School of Economics & Political Science Impact Blog. 
http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/impactofsocialsciences/2018/09/25/the-problem-of-predatory-publishing-remains-a-
relatively-small-one-and-should-not-be-allowed-to-defame-open-access/

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-017-2520-x
http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/impactofsocialsciences/2018/09/25/the-problem-of-predatory-publishing-remains-a-relatively-small-one-and-should-not-be-allowed-to-defame-open-access/


IS IT A “PROBLEM?”
The preponderance of deceptive publishers can be used to 

critically interrogate aspects of publishing

Publish or perish pressures

Academic gatekeeping

Pre-publication blind peer review as 
certifier/validator/guarantor of truth



SECTION 3
IDENTIFYING QUALITY OA 
JOURNALS



“WHITELISTS” VS. “BLACKLISTS”
Let’s stay away from this language, carrying implicit racist 

connotations

No list can substitute for head-on investigation of a journal

Beall’s List, now discontinued, was maintained by a single 
individual, who had a documented hostility against OA

Berger, M., and J. Cirasella. 2015. "Beyond Beall's list: Better understanding predatory publishers."  College 
and Research Libraries News 76 (3):132-135. doi: 10.5860/crln.76.3.9277.
Houghton, Frank, and Sharon Houghton. 2018. "“Blacklists” and “whitelists”: a salutary warning 
concerning the prevalence of racist language in discussions of predatory publishing."  Journal of the 
Medical Library Association 106 (4):527.



LISTS OF JOURNAL CRITERIA
• Principles of Transparency and Best Practice in Scholarly 

Publishing
– https://doaj.org/bestpractice

https://doaj.org/bestpractice


Open Access Scholarly Publishers 
Association. Principles of Transparency and 
Best Practice in Scholarly Publishing.
https://oaspa.org/principles-of-
transparency-and-best-practice-in-
scholarly-publishing/. Image available from 
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zEPR9njly
8x2Hq9fts6XdqZGcgi9Mdue/view

https://oaspa.org/principles-of-transparency-and-best-practice-in-scholarly-publishing/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zEPR9njly8x2Hq9fts6XdqZGcgi9Mdue/view


QUALITY JOURNAL CRITERIA
• Scope is well-defined and clearly stated
• Owner & management is clearly stated
• Editor, editorial board are recognized experts in the field
• Journal is affiliated with or sponsored by an established 

scholarly society or academic institution
• Articles are within the scope of the journal and meet the 

standards of the discipline
• Any fees or charges for publishing in the journal are easily 

found on the journal web site and clearly explained

Adapted from Grand Valley State University OA Journal Quality Indicators. 
https://www.gvsu.edu/library/sc/open-access-journal-quality-indicators-5.htm. Licensed under CC BY-NC 
and the Principles of Transparency and Best Practice in Scholarly Publishing https://doaj.org/bestpractice

https://www.gvsu.edu/library/sc/open-access-journal-quality-indicators-5.htm
https://doaj.org/bestpractice


QUALITY JOURNAL CRITERIA
• Articles have DOIs (Digital Object Identifier, e.g., 

doi:10.1111/j.1742-9544.2011.00054.x)
• Use and re-use of content is clearly stated on articles
• Journal has an ISSN
• Publisher is a member of Open Access Scholarly Publishers 

Association
• Journal is registered in UlrichsWeb, Cabells
• Journal is listed in the Directory of Open Access Journals
• Journal is included in subject databases and/or indexes

Adapted from Grand Valley State University OA Journal Quality Indicators. 
https://www.gvsu.edu/library/sc/open-access-journal-quality-indicators-5.htm. Licensed under CC BY-NC 
and the Principles of Transparency and Best Practice in Scholarly Publishing https://doaj.org/bestpractice

https://www.gvsu.edu/library/sc/open-access-journal-quality-indicators-5.htm
https://doaj.org/bestpractice


LISTS OF JOURNAL CRITERIA
• Journal Publishing Practices & Standards 

(JPPS)
– https://www.journalquality.info/en/

• Think Check Submit
– https://thinkchecksubmit.org/

https://www.journalquality.info/en/
https://thinkchecksubmit.org/


LISTS OF VETTED JOURNALS
• Subscription database available from the library’s 

Databases page
– https://library.okstate.edu/databases/

• Includes
– Type of review process
– Acceptance/rejection rate
– Submission procedures

CABELLS

https://library.okstate.edu/databases/




LISTS OF VETTED JOURNALS

• Independent non-profit organization relying on volunteers 
& grants

• Maintains a community-curated list of open access 
journals

• Works with editors and publishers to help them 
understand the value of best practice publishing and 
standards and apply those to their own operations

Directory of Open Access Journals
https://doaj.org

https://doaj.org/




Takeaways
Don’t let predatory publishers scare you off 

publishing in OA journals

Open access is a viable and sustainable model and 
publishes high quality research

If you need help evaluating OA journals, ask a 
librarian for help

Adapted from Cirasella, Jill. Open Access: Which 
Side Are You On? Licensed under CC BY.

GOLD OPEN ACCESS

https://www.slideshare.net/cirasella/open-access-which-side-are-you-on-oa-week-2013?from_action=save


The research community cannot require the 
publishing community to convert to gold open 

access.

But the research community can itself convert 
to green open access.

Adapted from Harnad, Stevan. “Mandates and Metrics.”

http://www.ecs.soton.ac.uk/%7Eharnad/Temp/openaccess.ppt
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