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ACADEMIC PUBLISHING AND «PREDATORY» JOURNALS

Introduction. Publications in prestigious academic journals have a significant impact on the institutional rankings and
help researchers to get grants.

Problem Statement. Nevertheless, the issue of «where» to publish became more important than «what» to publish. The
academic race for the higher number of publications led to debates about the phenomenon of the so-called «predatory»
jJjournals that publish scientific «rubbish» for money without proper peer review. Purpose. The purpose is to reveal the
essence of «predatory» journals and to prove the necessity of indexation as an effective tool for assessing the quality of
scientific publications.

Materials and Methods. The ratings of scientific journals and publications in academic journals and «predatory» journals
have been compared.

Results. The Czech Repubilic is one of the countries that seem to be particularly obsessed with the issue of «predatory»
journals making a storm in a teacup. According to some estimates, between 2009 and 2013, several Czech universities
made around 2 million USD from their researchers their papers and monographs in «predatory» publishing outlets. The
case of «predatory» journals was used by some less-productive institutes of the Czech Academy of Sciences to question the
system of world's established academic metrics such as Scopus and Web of Science.

Conclusions. All this is possible because currently there are many controversial lists and registries of «predatory»
journals, which often contradict each other. However, it appears that indexation of academic journals in Scopus and Web
of Science databases is more relevant for their academic worthiness than classifying them in accordance to a plethora of
various amateurish lists and blogs.

Keywords: academic publishing, bibliometrics, predatory journals, Scopus, and Web of Science.

INTRODUCTION processes and the pressure on academics is get-

Academic publishing is a big business. Large | ting higher with each year. Hence, the competi-
publishing companies make millions on letting | tion is getting tougher too. Recently, the deci-
the scientists (who are funded by the govern- | sion «where» to publish becomes more important
ment) to write and publish their papers in scien- | than «what» to publish for many academics [2].
tific journals that are then sold back to the same Open Access (OA) publishing model emerged
scientists in the form of subscriptions and access | as the alternative to the large publishing com-
to the published content [1]. panies that controlled the vast share of the

In every country and in every academic com- academic publishing market. OA model lets the
munity, there is always a plethora of opposing | authors to pay for the publication of their pa-
views with regard to how the research should be | Pers once they are peer-reviewed and accepted
done and who should be in charge. Science and | for publication (so-called «author pays princip-

progress are constantly evolving and dynamic | le»). Immediately, OA became a target of many
accusations linking it to the so-called «predato-
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The term «predatory» journals was coined by
Jeffrey Beall, a librarian from the University of
Colorado Denver [4]. Although Jeffrey Beall is
considered to be an academic expert in questio-
nable publishing practices by many scientists,
his list is not officially recognized, by any means,
in many countries, for instance in the Czech
Republic where the researchers are recently pre-
occupied by the debates and mutual accusations
of «predatory» publishing [5]. This is quite amu-
sing since Beall’s List has never been recognized
by the Research, Development and Innovation
Council of the Czech Republic. The main crite-
rion for judging the academic value of any given
publication in this country has always been
whether the journal was listed in Scopus or Web
of Science.

BEALL’S LIST AND «PREDATORY JOURNALS»

Even though Jeffrey Beall made quite a career
and his list became longer over the years (see
Fig. 1), one can see that it is burdened with ma-
ny controversies and therefore cannot be taken
seriously.

Charging a fee does not make a journal «pre-
datory», many reputable journals published by
the reputable publishing houses charge publi-
cation fees based on their «author pays principles»
or offering the authors to grant open access to
their published papers (therefore helping to
increase downloading and citations) in exchange

1000
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700 +
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300 +
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Fig. 1. Increase in journals and publishers marked as «pre-
datory» by Beall’s List
Source: |6].

for hefty sums. Additionally, one has to remem-
ber that Beall constantly updated his list by
adding and removing the journals and publi-
shers from the list. Has anyone decided what to
do with the journals and publishers who used to
be on Beall's list but were later removed by Beall
himself? Or what about the papers published in
the journals several years before these very same
journals were added to Beall’s List? It is now
clear how far the indexation should go.

For instance, there a well-known case of
MDPI, a publishing house from Switzerland. In
2014, MDPI was added to Beall's list. However,
Open Access Scholarly Publishers Association
(OASPA) investigation concluded that MDPI
met the OASPA membership criteria. Subse-
quently, MDPI was removed from Mr. Beall's
list on October 28, 2015 [7]. Several of MDPI
journals currently appear in UK prestigious
ABS Academic Journal Guide and in 2017 MDPI
partnered with Wiley, Sage, Springer Nature
and Cambridge University Press to work on Pub-
lons, the new initiative intended to encourage
reviewers to peer-review academic papers and
earn «publons», or virtual tokens that can be
used to assess one’s academic performance as
a reviewer.

The problematic Beall’s List did not survive
for long. In January 2017, Jeffrey Beall shut down
his blog, removed his list from the Internet and
stopped all his online activities altogether (even
though he is still invited as a speaker to various
conferences on «predatory» publishing, most of-
ten to the countries that he used to blame for
recognizing the papers published in the «preda-
tory» journals). However, academic publishing
became even more difficult without Beall’s List.
An interesting parallel can be drawn: when Ro-
bert James Woolsey took over the Central Intel-
ligence Agency (CIA) in 1993 when the USSR
was collapsing, he said, «We have slain a large
dragon. But we live now in a jungle filled with a
bewildering variety of poisonous snakes. And in
many ways, the dragon was easier to keep track of»
[8]. The same can be said about Beall’s List: it
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was troublesome and hardly trustworthy when
it existed but the situation became even worse
after it is gone [9].

«PREDATORY» PUBLISHING
IN THE CZECH REPUBLIC

The issue of «predatory» journals seems to
bother Czech academics more than anyone in the
world. The researchers from this small nation
seem to be very preoccupied about it. According
to the estimates made by Véda Zije («Science
Lives»), a public initiative, between 2009 and
2013 almost all Czech universities made around
USD 2 million from their researchers their pa-
pers and monographs in «predatory» publishing
outlets [10]. Publishing diploma theses as
research monographs with Lambert Academic
Publishing, allegedly a «predatory» and «vanity
press» outlet, was very popular and some highly-
ranked university managers even encouraged
their students to do so.

Until recently, Czech social scientists did not
bother much about publishing in English in top
academic journals. Most of them published their
research in Czech in local peer-reviewed journals
and proceedings. Locally-published books and
monographs were considered to be of higher im-
portance for boosting careers and acquiring aca-
demic position and degrees. They still are in some
fields of the Czech science — for instance, Czech
sociologists publish their monographs at Socio-
logické nakladatelstoi (SLON), a publishing hou-
se that is registered in an apartment in a residen-
tial building at the outskirts of Prague and fea-
tures long-deceased academics in its Scientific
Board [11].

This situation changed when the focus shif-
ted on publishing in journals listed in Thomson
Reuters IST Web of Knowledge database. In tho-
se days, all academic journals listed in this data-
base were considered «prestigious peer-reviewed
journals» without distinguishing between their
rankings.

In 2013, the situation fundamentally changed
when the Research, Development and Innova-
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tion Council of the Czech Republic adapted its
Methodology of Remuneration for Academic Pub-
lications in the Czech Republic for 2013—2016. In
accordance with the new methodology, the remu-
neration was conducted based on the points as-
signed to each publication based on its weight
and significance. Publications with an IF and in-
dexed in IST Web of Knowledge and publications
indexed in Scopus gained similar status. For the
period of 2013—2016, the formula for attribu-
ting the points to the academic publications was
set as follows:

Jimp/sc =10 + 295 x Factor, (1)

where Factor is the adjusted IF for ISI Web of
Knowledge journals, and the SJR for Scopus-
indexed journals [12].

The methodology is presented in Table that
follows. It becomes apparent that the value of
Scopus-indexed publications and ISI Web of
Knowledge publications has leveled and yields
the same output. Moreover, it is also apparent
that the value of book chapters and research
monographs declined considerably.

Evaluation of the Research Publications
in the Czech Republic (2013—2016)

Type of research output Points
Jimp
Journal with IF indexed in IST Web 10—305
of Knowledge
Jsc
Journal index in Scopus 10—305
Jnonimp
Journal indexed in ERIH
INT1 12—30
INT2 11-20
NAT 10
Jrec
Czech peer-reviewed journal 0—4
B
Research monograph 4—120
D
Book chapter 8—60

Source: [12].
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In accordance with the methodology above,
Czechacademics submit alist of their publications
to their Departments or Institutes. The publi-
cations are then evaluated at the Department
level, then the whole Faculty level, and then sub-
mitted via an electronic system to the Central
Library (e. g.in the case of the Charles University
in Prague) level. The library then compiles the
lists and submits them to the Czech Research
Evaluation (RIV) submission system.

Each publication is assigned a certain number
of points (from 10 to 305). The monetary value of
the single point in 2014 was set at about CZK
4 000 (about EUR 150) with the decline in sub-
sequent years to CZK 3 000 (EUR 110) and lo-
wer. Based on these criteria, the monetary reward
is calculation for each Czech institution (the mo-
ney is divided proportionally between the Czech
institutions and the foreign co-authors are not
rewarded). The money for each publication out-
put goes to the respective institution (Univer-
sity or research institute), where about one half
of it is kept at the Rectorate or higher manage-
ment level for the institutional needs, and the
rest goes to the department or the institute where
the respective author originates from. The depart-
ments and institutes take the money and pay the
reward to the authors (quarterly or annually) in
accordance with their internal guidelines. In most
of the cases, a remuneration for the Scopus-inde-
xed publication would vary between CZK 3 000
(EUR 110) and CZK 10 000 (EUR 370), while
a paper in a journal indexed on Web of Scien-
ce yielded from CZK 10 000 (EUR 370) to
CZK 20 000—30 000 (EUR 750—1100).

Hence, the rules are that all publications listed
in Scopus and Web of Science databases are re-
warded. Moreover, the system of control (which
publication gets into the system) is strict and has
at least 3 levels of internal control. In addition, it
is the university or the research institute that
mostly profits from the publications, since the
authors receive just a small margin of the money
allocated based on the points attributed to their
publications [13].

The first explanation might be that the aca-
demic job market in the Czech Republic is rigid
and the number of posts is limited. Apart from
that, a job in the academia does not earn much. In
the recent Inomics academic job market report
[14] the annual salary of lecturer in the Czech
Republic is reported to be under USD 15 000
(the same as in Albania or Ukraine). Just for the
comparison: the lecturers in the United Kingdom
receive USD 47 000 a year, while their counter-
parts in Australia and in the United State earn
USD 69 000 and USD 76 000, respectively. At
the same time, the Czech Republic is one of the
few countries where the government pays uni-
versities and research institutions for the re-
search output produced by their employees.

The second explanation is that the institution
that profited from the debate on the «predatory»
journals and pushed hard on escalating this issue
is the Czech Academy of Sciences. In 2009, the
Czech government wanted to introduce dramatic
cuts to the funding of the Academy. The whole
situation resulted in massive protests by the
employees of the Academy led by the sociologists,
philosophers, historians and other social scien-
tists who did not add much to its research pub-
lication output. Barricades were built and demon-
strations were summoned. The government revo-
ked its decision but introduced a system of fun-
ding based on publication outputs in journals
listed in Scopus and Web of Science. Now, al-
most a decade later, it seems that the same peop-
le who protested to «save the Czech science» are
struggling with the research criteria imposed on
them and are looking for ways how to swindle.

A good example of that is Tereza Stockelova,
an Editor-in-Chief of the English edition of the
Sociologicky casopis (Czech Sociological Review)
who publishes in the journal she edits bypassing
the peer review and using it for her own agenda —
for instance, criticizing European Sociological
Association for setting up the conference fees for
their Prague conference too high or charging an
extra 40 EUR for the conference dinner in a lu-
xury restaurant at Vltava River [15]. Another
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example is a «perspective» paper on «predatory»
open access publishers that appeared in the Czech
journal called Acta Informatica Pragensia in 2015
and was in fact written by the journal’s technical
editors, Zdenék Smutny and Vaclav Reznigek,
who also bypassed the peer review to spread their
political agenda [16]. All that makes Czech Socio-
logical Review and Acta Informatica Pragensia
apt candidates for the inclusions into Beall’s List
they are defending.

All in all, it becomes clear that many Czech
academics are unlikely to survive outside the
wallsoftheiruniversitiesand researchinstitutions
since they have a poor command of English, lack
any international experience and thus are unemp-
loyable outside (Czech) academia. This is the
reason why many people employed in the Czech
research institutions are prepared to go to great
length to hold on to their jobs. Intrigues, false
accusations, involvement of the corrupt journa-
lists in wanted tycoon-owned suspicious mass
media — all these become the tools of getting rid
of the competition and secure the hefty portion of
the academic pie in the Czech on-going «pre-
datory» journals’ storm in a teacup.

ALTERNATIVE MEASURES TO TACKLE
«PREDATORY» PUBLISHING

After Beall’s List is gone for good and its
supporters are left without anything to use in
their academic witch hunts, everyone is in search
of alternative measures to tackle «predatory»
publishing. One of the interesting alternatives is
proposed by Cabell’s International, a scholarly
analytics company from Beaumont, Texas. Not
long ago, Cabell’s International introduced its
new product, the so-called Cabell’s Blacklist
branding it as the «only blacklist of deceptive and
predatory academic journals» [17]. Their Black-
list currently features more than 4000 journals.
By emphasizing that their product is the only
blacklist, Cabell’s International is clearly trying
to seize the narrow niche on the tiny market of
academic against predatory journals and pub-
lishers. The question is, however, whether they
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would succeed in doing so? Overall, it seems that
it would not since Cabell’s Blacklist does not
seem to be a very good replacement of Beall’s List
at the moment. We think this is due to a number
of reasons: First of all, there is ‘an issue of money
and pricing. Although the Cabell’s Blacklist ins-
titutional subscription fee is not that high in
comparison with such products at Scopus, Scien-
ceDirect, and Web of Science offered by Elsevier
and Clarivate Analytics, it might be a way too
pricy for individuals. Beall’s List was available
free of charge and everyone could check it any-
time. Cabell’s International is charging hefty
sums for their blacklist alternative. According
to Cabell’s International, the 1-year subscription
to its Blacklist can be purchased for $1500
add-on cost with purchase of at least one more
discipline in Whitelist (ranging from $1000 to
$3600 for one set). Unfortunately, Cabell’s Inter-
national does not provide the users with an op-
portunity to at least check the free author profile
in the same fashion as Scopus, a respected acade-
mic database, does.

Second, it is the somewhat misleading metrics
used to label a journal as «predatory». Similar to
Jeffrey Beall, Cabell’s International is undergo-
ing their scrutiny of the journals hidden from the
view of the public and announces the results
which might be disputed by the publishers and
by the academics publishing in the journals that
would suddenly appear on the Blacklist.

Third, Cabell’s International is trying to play
a very dangerous game by extending their scope
on all academic journals and not just Open Access
ones so fiercely battled against by Jeffrey Beall
and his followers. What is going to happen if it
will include some journals published by the
publishing giants into their Blacklist? In the past,
we have already encountered some cases of fake
journals (e. g. those sponsored or directly created
by the pharmaceutical companies to promote
their products via pseudo-scientific papers) pub-
lished under the umbrella of such prestigious
publishers [18]. Jeffrey Beall never dared to face
the large publishers and limited his attacks on
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easier targets such as small publishers in places
such as Central and Eastern Europe, or Asian
countries.

CONCLUSION

There are many questions left unanswered in
the debate about «predatorys» journals in aca-
demic publishing. For instance, no one has ever
given a clear recommendation on what to do
about the journals suspected of predatory prac-
tices that are indexed in reputable citation da-
tabases such as Scopus or the Web of Science.
Should we publish in them anyway or should we
search for some other lists and publishing ethics
committees’ guidelines now that Beall is gone?
And if so, who will appoint these committees or

who will decide which journals are good and
which are bad? One can ask, «Quis custodiet ipsos
custodes («Who will guard the guardians»)?»

Even though many researchers criticize the
uncritical treatment of bibliometrics and deve-
lopments in «political economy of meta-data»
offered by Scopus and Web of Science, they fail
to suggest a better alternative. Going away from
the world-renowned databases and creating lo-
cal publication standards might lead to a situa-
tion in which a small group of local academics
will make decisions on which articles (and which
journals) are good and which are bad, and who is
going to get a promotion and who is going to be
fired. Scopus and Web of Science at least offer
some international objectivity.
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AKAJEMIYHI BUJAHHA TA «XUWKAIIBKI» JKYPHAJIN

Beryn. IlyGuikanil B mpecTH:KHUX HAyKOBHUX KypHaJIaX MalTh CYyTTEBUil BIUIMB Ha PEUTHHIU BUIIUX HABYAIbHUX
3aKJIa/IiB Ta 0NOMaraloTb MOJIOZMM HAyKOBIISIM OTPUMYBATH I'PAHTH.

IMocranoBka 3afayi. AkajeMiuHa FOHUTBA 32 BEJIMKOIO KIJIBKICTIO Ty 6 iKaniil mpusBesia 10 ANCKYCiii Mpo (heHOMeH Tak
3BAHUX «XVIKUX» JKYPHAIB, SIKi yOIIKYIOTh HAYKOBE «CMITTsI» 3a TPOIIli 6€3 HAJIEKHOTO PEIleH3YBaHHSI.

Mera. Po3KpuTH CyTHICTb «XUKUX» SKYPHAIB Ta JA0BECTH HEOOXIAHICTD iHAEK ALl SIK IEBOrO IHCTPYMEHTY OI[IHKU
SKOCTI HAyKOBHX 1y OJIiKaiii.

Marepiamm it Mmetoau. Bukopucrano MopiBHAHHS PEHTHHTIB JKypHAIIB Ta HAyKOBUX MyOJIiKaIliii B akaieMiYHUX BY-
JNAHHAX Ta «XIKAX» JKypHaJIaX.

Pesyabratu. Yecbka Peciiy6iiika € oiHI€I0 3 KPaiH, sika 0COOINBO MePEUMAEThCS IIUTAHHSIM OO0 «XUIKIX> JKYPHAIIIB.
3a nesskuMu oltinkamu, 3a mepiog 2009—2013 pp. AeKisbKa 4eCbKUX YHIBEPCUTETIB OTpUMAJIH OJIM3bKO 2 MIJIBIOHIB 1014~
piB Bix my6ikaiiil cBOIX AOCHTIZKEHb B TazeTaX Ta MOHOTPadisiX «XWKHWX» BHAABHUITB. JlesKi «XMxKi» JKypHaIl BUKO-
PHUCTOBYBAJIMCS OKPEMUMHU MEHII TPOAYKTUBHIMU iHCTUTYTaMu Yecbkoi Akazemii HayK, 106 CTaBUTH I/ CYMHIB CHCTEMY
CBITOBUX HAYKOBUX METPUK, TaKUX sk Scopus 1a Web of Science.

Bucunosku. Bce 11e MOXTIIBO, TOMY 110 Ha CHOTO/HI iCHY€E 3HAYHA KiJTBKICTh CITUCKIB Ta PEECTPIB «XIKUX» JKyPHAJIIB,
SKI 4acTo cylepedarb oauH ogHoMy. IIpore 3’sicoBy€eThbes, Mo iHAeKcallis akaleMidvHuX KypHaIiB y 6asax gaHux Scopus ta
Web of Science Ginbin akTyasibHa JiJIs IXHbOI aKaeMiuHOi 100poUeCcHOCTI, Hixk Kiacudikallist iX BiAnoBiAHO 10 6e3J1iui pisHuX
aMaTOPChKUX CIUCKIB Ta 6JI0TiB.

Kuwwuoei crosa: akanemivyna mybiikartist, 6i6miomerpist, «xwski» xKypHasu, Scopus, Web of Science.
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AKAJEMMWYECKUE N3AAHMA 1 «XNHIHBIE» JKYPHAJIBI

Beenenne. [Ty6aukanuy B MPECTUKHBIX HAYYHBIX JKyPHAJAX OKa3bIBAIOT 3HAYMTEIbHOE BIMSHUE Ha PEUTHHTH BBIC-
MUX yIeOHBIX 3aBEACHUIT 1 TIOMOTAIOT MOJIOIBIM YIECHBIM TIOTyYaTh IPAHTHI.

IMocranoBka 3amaun. AKajeMuyeckasi TOHKa 3a OOJIBIIMM KOJMYECTBOM MyOIMKAIlMi [IPUBEIa K AUCKYCCUSIM O (e-
HOMEHE TaK HA3bIBAEMbIX <«XUIIHBIX» JKYPHAJIOB, MyOJUKYIOIIUX HAYYHbBII «MycOp» 3a JIeHbIM (€3 HaJIeKAIIEro PeleH-
3UPOBAHUSL.

Ieab. PacKpbITh CYIHOCTD «XUIIHBIX> JKYPHAJIOB U J0Ka3aTh HEOOXOAUMOCTD MHIEKCAIIMN KaK IeHCTBEHHOTO HHCTPY-
MEHTa OI[EHKH KauyeCTBa HayYHbIX MyOJHKAIIIT.
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Marepuaiibl 1 MeTObL. VICII0/Ib30BAHO CPaBHEHKE PEHTHHIOB HAYYHBIX KYPHAIOB U MyOJIUKAIMN B aKaJleMUYeCKUX
U3JIAHUSX U <XUIIHBIX> JKyPHAJIaXx.

Pesyabrarol. Yenickast Pecriybiika siBjisteTcst O[HOI 13 CTPaH, KOTOpast 0COOEHHO OIePIKUMa BOIIPOCOM O «XHIIIHBIX>
skypuanax. [lo nekotopbiM ottenkam, 3a nepuoja 2009—2013 rr. yenickue YHUBEPCUTETHI MOJIYUUJIN OKOJIO 2 MUJLJIMOHOB
JIOJIJIAPOB OT IyOIMKAIMI CBOUX UCCJIEA0BAHUIN B Ta3eTax U MOHOTPAUSIX «XUIIHBIX> U31aTeIbCTB. HeKoTOpble U3 «XuIll-
HBIX» JKyPHAJIOB UCIIOJIb30BATHICH OTAEIBHBIMU MeHee TPOU3BOAUTEIBHBIMI NHCTUTYTaMU YelcKkoil AkajeMuy HayK,
94TOOBI MOABEPIHYTH COMHEHWIO CHCTEMY OOIIEMUPOBBIX aKaJleMHUYeCKUX MOKasaTeseil MUpa, Takux Kak Scopus n Web
of Science.

BriBosbl. Bee 5T0 BO3MOKHO, IOTOMY YTO B HACTOSIIIIEE BPEMSI CYIIECTBYET MHOKECTBO CIIUCKOB M PEECTPOB «XHUIIHBIX>
JKYPHAJIOB, KOTOPbIE YaCTO TIPOTHBOPeYaT ApyT Apyry. OfHAKO OKA3bIBAETCSI, YTO MHIEKCAIS aKaIeMIUECKUX JKYPHAJIOB B
6azax mauubix Scopus u Web of Science 6oiiee akTyasibHa JIJIsl UX aKaJEMUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTH, YeM KJIaCCU(bUKAIUS B COOT-
BETCTBHHU € MHOKECTBOM Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX JIOOUTEILCKUX CITUCKOB U GJIOTOB.
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