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Abstract

In this opinion article, the author describes his experiences of naming, listing, and analyzing predatory journals. The gold
open-access model has led to the creation of many predatory journals that exist only to exploit researchers. Medical
research is the most valuable research for humans, so we must guard against the publishing of medical research in
predatory journals. Community-based journals that combine a geographical and a disciplinary focus may be seen as a
defense against the pathological nature of predatory publishers.
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INTRODUCTION Figure 1) — and published about 40 articles on the topic
For five years — from 2012 to 2017 — | published a blog of predatory publishing [2]. Now | am retired and have
that listed predatory journals and publishers and critically had some time to consider what | gathered from my
analyzed them and scholarly publishing in general. The experiences with predatory journals, and in this opinion
b|og was called Sch0|ar|y Open Access’ and its Objective artiCIe, | would like to share some Of what | learned. In
was to alert researchers to predatory journa|s’ aterm | addition, | would like to share Why | think journals such
first coined and defined in 2010. as the Cent Asian J Med Hypotheses Ethics (CAJMHE)
have a strong potential to rescue scholarly
| thought that by listing the predatory publishers and communication from the pathology of predatory journals.
journals | could help researchers avoid becoming
victimized by them, for most predatory journals are MEDICAL JOURNALS
counterfeit journals, pretending to carry out an honest | believe that no research is more important than
peer review process but instead only seeking to earn biomedical research, for it has universal benefit and
income quickly and easily from researchers by providing seeks to improve human life, the most precious thing on
fast and easy publishing without a bona fide peer review Earth. The findings and results of medical research are
[1]. translated into clinical practice and shared via scholarly
articles, and this clinical work and scholarly
| also gave presentations at conferences and meetings communication directly benefit those who are ill. More
around the world — including one in Central Asia (see specifically, medical research is chiefly shared among
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researchers and clinicians through peer-reviewed,
scholarly medical journals. Charities, foundations, and
other benevolent organizations fund medical research,
as do governments. The funding is in the form of
research grants awarded to the researchers. The advent
of gold (author pays) open access means that scholarly
authors now often have to pay to publish their research,
and increasingly, grant monies are used to pay the open-
access publishing fees.

This change has resulted in two negative outcomes.
First, less money is being spent on research, with some
of the grant funds instead going to cover author fees.
Second, it has led to the creation of thousands of
predatory medical journals, journals that exist only to
harvest as much of the grant monies as they can by
pretending to be authentic medical journals [3].

THE BEGINNING OF OPEN-ACCESS

PUBLISHING

Backed by a strong social movement, open access to
scholarly literature has the obvious advantage of being
freely accessible to anyone with internet access.
However, lower-income countries for many years have
had access to subscription journals through programs
such as researchdlife (https://www.researchdlife.org/).

The Open Access movement began in the early 2000s
with proclamations from several self-appointed groups
with titles such as the Budapest Open Access Initiative,
the Bethesda Statement on Open Access Publishing,
and the Berlin Declaration on Open Access to Scientific
Knowledge in the Sciences and Humanities [4]. Out of
these proclamations emerged gold open access, with its
built in conflict of interest: the more articles a gold open-
access journal accepts and publishes, the more money
it makes [9]. Unscrupulous publishers soon emerged by
the hundreds to take advantage of the easy money they
could make by preying on unsuspecting researchers,
publishers | listed and analyzed on my blog.

Unfortunately, the three small groups who created the
three proclamations have done nothing to stop the
damage to scientific integrity and publishing ethics
caused by predatory journals. | believe that the Open
Access movement was both about trying to eliminate
subscription-based journals and promoting scholarly
open-access journals. The transition to open-access has
hit researchers in many countries hard, as they lack the
funds to pay the author fees.

Increasingly, as legacy publishers purchase fleets of
open-access journals that were first started up by
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predatory and marginal publishers, and as they start their
own open-access journals, the fees charged to authors
have increased regularly. Moreover, publishing in highly
respected journals is more expensive, -effectively
prohibiting scientists and other researchers from
publishing in them.

RESEARCH INTEGRITY

The biggest defenders of predatory journals are the
predatory publishers themselves and, increasingly,
people who use the journals to take advantage of the
easy publishing they offer [6]. People use predatory
journals and their easy and fast acceptance of
submissions to publish marginal science that would not
be accepted in journals with a strong peer review
process. Also they use predatory journals to quickly
publish articles to increase the number of publications on
their CVs to get tenure, promotions, or good evaluations
at their institutions.

Often, after they discover an “easy” journal, these
authors will publish multiple articles in the same journal.
When | published my lists, | was regularly attacked by
researchers who had such symbiotic relationships with
predatory publishers, in addition to the attacks | received
from the publishers themselves.

PLATINUM

JOURNALS

Platinum open-access journals are those that are free to
both readers and authors. They have the advantages of
universal open access and no financial conflict of interest
on the part of the journal, for there are no monetary
transactions between the authors whose papers are
accepted and the journal. Of course, the disadvantages
include limited funding and a reliance on voluntarism.
This is why the subscription model still retains certain
strengths. Successful subscription journals can earn
significant income through their subscriptions, and a
portion of this money can be re-invested into producing
a top-quality journal.

OPEN-ACCESS

Still, | believe that journals such as CAIMHE may be
seen as a defense against predatory publishers and
corporate open-access journals. The journal comprises
a small but growing community of researchers yet
accepts no money from its authors, freeing itself from the
practices, temptations, and stigma of predatory journals.

Moreover, the journal’s dual focus on one academic
discipline (medicine) and geography (Central Asia) may
serve as a model for other open-access journals, a
model that serves as a defense against the abuses of
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predatory open access journals. The journal will unite
readers and authors with these shared interests and
perspectives, functioning as a centralized community
where new ideas and practices are shared, discussed,
and evaluated.

| know that researchers in the West are eager to read
research from their counterpart researchers in Central
Asia, especially those with new ideas and new research
results. If you have a significant new idea, a new
discovery, or an original perspective that fits within the
scope of this journal, | encourage you to share your

findings with CAJMHE's readers. While the journal
focuses on Central Asia, the potential audience —
thanks to open-access and the Internet — is worldwide.
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Figure 1. The author at the World War Il Monument in the Park of 28 Panfilov Guardsmen in Almaty, Kazakhstan
in June 2015. During his visit to Almaty, the author gave talks at Almaty Management University.
Photo: Jeffrey Beall.
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AMIBIK KIPIC, KAYBIMJACTBIKTAPODbI 3EPTTEY >KOHE AJI[IbIH AJTA J)KYPHAJIOJAPOAH
KOPFAY

Tyniageme
byi1 Makaama aBTOp XXBIPTKBIIII XXy pHaJIIapabl aHbIKTay, OaFaiay JKoHe Tajlay TaXiprOeciH cumaTTavibl.
3epTTeyuIlepai navigalaHy YIIiH FaHa 9peKeT eTeTiH KeIITereH XXbIPTKBIII Xy pPHa/IJapAblH aria 601y biHa
alllbIK, KOJDKeTIMIIl aJIThIH MOJesIb BIKIaI eTTi. MeoummHaIbIK 3epTTeyslep amamiap YIIH eH KyHIIb
3epTTeysiep OOJIBII caHasIafbl, COHIOBIKTAH 0i3 MeOMIIMHAJIBIK 3epTTeyJiepili XbIPTKBII XypHalgapaa
KapusulayZaH cak, OOJIybIMBI3 KepeK. Op Typili reorpadpusuIbIK, XKoHe TIOPTINTIK OaFbITTaFbl KOFaMIACTBIK
MOVIbIH/IaFaH XXy pHaJIIapbl XBIPTKBIII OaciarepiiepieH KOpFaHy peTiHe HargajaHyFa 0osIabl.
Tyniaai cesmep: amblK OacbUIBIMIAP, TaKBIPBIITHIK Mep3iMii OaceUIbIMIap, MeOWIIMHa, >KbIPTKBIII
Gacriarepiiep, sepTTeyJiep, KaybIMIACTHIK JKeJlilepi
Hanexcos3 ymin: [IX. bryul. AmibIK Kipic, KaybIMOACTBIKTap/bl 3epTTey JKoHe a/lIbIH ajla XypHa/lapaaH
Kopray. MeaunyHaIbIK, TIMIoTe3a MeH 3TuKaHblH Opra AsusviplK KypHaiel 2021; 2 (1): 14-17.
https://doi.org/10.47316/ cajmhe.2021.2.1.02

OTKPBITBIVI JOCTYII, UCCJIEQOBATEJIbCKVE COOBIIIECTBA M 3AILIUTA OT
XNIITHNYECKUNX ) KYPHAJIOB

Pe3rome
B orom crarbe aBTOp ONMCHIBAe€T CBOVI OIIBIT OIIpefesieHNs], COCTaBJIeHWs PeNTHMHIOB W aHasIu3a
XVIITHMYECKX >KypPHAJIOB. 30JI0Tasi MOIEIb OTKPBITOTO [OCTyIa MpuBela K IIOSBJIEHMIO MHOXKeCTBa
XVIITHYECKVIX XYPHAIOB, KOTOPBIE CYIIeCTBYIOT TOJIBKO IS TOTO, YTOOBI MCIIOIB30BaTh VCCIIeoBaTerIevl.
MenuimHCcKMe VCCTIeqoBaHM SIBJISIOTCS HayOosIee 1IeHHBIMY VICCIIIOBAHMSMI IS JIIOZIeVl, TIO3TOMY MBI
IOJDKHBI OCTeperaTbcs Iy OyIMKaliiy MeOUIIMHCKMX MCCIIeOBAaHU B XMUIITHMYECKMX Xy pHastax. KypHarisl,
IIpU3HaHHBIE COOOIIECTBOM, C pa3/INMYHOV reorpadieckont 1 AVCHUIUIMHAPHON HallpaBIeHHOCTHIO MOTYT
VICTIONIBb30BaThCSI KaK MEXaHV3M 3aIUThI OT XUIITHNYECKVX M3IaTeIIer.
KiroueBble cj10Ba: myOsmKamy B OTKPBITOM TIOCTyIle, IeproAMdecKie M3IaHMs KaK TeMa, MeOuIIMHa,
XUIITHMYeCK/e M3OaTelIl, MCC/IeIOBaHMs, CeTI COODIIeCTB
O ourupoBaHmst: JIX. buwwul. OTKpBITBI JOCTYII, MCCIeoOBaTeIbCKMe coolImecTBa ¥ 3almTa OT
XVITHIYECKVIX XXy pHAJIOB. LleHTpasibHOA3MaTCKMI XXy pHaJI MEAUITMHCKYX TuIioTes v 3Tukm. 2021; 2 (1): 14-
17. https:/ /doi.org/10.47316 / cajmhe.2021.2.1.02
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