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or impact immediately, but we can certainly
judge the quality of the journals being cited
in inaugural issues, and take into account
other editorial factors as well.

It’s probably safe to say that, given two
otherwise equivalent journals, we would
choose one that publishes articles in English
rather than one that doesn’t. All CC® read-
ers can handle English; relatively few are
competent to deal with Slavic and Oriental
languages. But one could argue that any non-
English journal that achieves a near-average
impact factor must have *“‘something special”
going for it. 1t must, considering how many
English-language journals don’t achieve the
average. It remains within our special com-
petence to discover just what that “‘some-
thing special” may be, We can use our IS
Journal Citation Reports™ 4 to determine
whether the journal is cited mainly by it
self and other vernacular journals: or whether
its citation pattern is international. It may
provide a sort of “lingual interface,” being
used routinely by scientists in other countries
as a bridge across the language barrier into
the research of its country of origin. JCR ™
can also tell us what journals that journal is
citing. Many foreign journals whose titles
appear provincial are by no means pro-
vincial in their citation patterns. This is true
of many Indian journals,

Provinciality in citation patterns is not
necessarily to be taken as an indictment of a
journal. It may be due to geography, as in
tropical medicine or geology. But the value
of such a journal for a service like CC must
be studied carefully, if we are to give priority
to journals of international appeal. Similarly
in the social sciences, such a journal may be
of great value in area studies, but have
limited interest otherwise.

Many years ago, | noticed that the Acta
Societatis Medicorum Upsaliensis had pub-
lished a highly cited article.5 Being pressed
at the time to add a few new journals, [ de-
cided that any journal that could attract
such an important article was worth adding.
Since that time, 1 don’t know that this
journal has produced another such heavily
cited paper, but its quality has been as con-
sistent as many other journals added for dif-
ferent reasons. It is certainly better than
many other local medical journals. We re-
cently dropped a few of the latter. That
they couldn’t even meet a quarterly publica-
tion schedule reinforced a preliminary de-
cision based on a poor citation record.

We also know that some presumably ta-
mous journals still covered do not have im-

pressive citation records. Except for public
relations and alumni satisfaction, vne won-
ders why such local journals are needed. Even
considering the world’s plethora of jour.
nals, it 1s still difficult to argue with pride-of.
ownership. Someone must feel that these
journals produce a return for their high cost.
One might regard them as the medical pro-
fession’s subsidy to the always shaky print-
ing industry. But the cost to the scientific
community in journal pollution is not trivial,
and we are trying to do something about it.
Returning to my main point--it is re-
markable that of the 1000 or more most
heavily cited articles in the literature, not
one appeared in an “‘obscure” journal. One
wonders how some organizations can justify
the heavy cost involved in providing “'total”
abstracting and indexing coverage of the
thousands of marginal journals properly
classified as “‘obscure.” Government sub-
sidies tend to encourage this non-selectivity
on the grounds that the information may be
useful to someone somewhere sometime.
Now that we have operating SDI and on-line
information systems, such attempts at “to-
tal” coverage can perhaps be reduced in cost,
if still not justified. Depository systems help
in this respect. But for any printed publica-
tion like Current Contents, a prime objective
must be to spare the user the cost and effort
of dealing with the marginal. Citation analy-
sis is helping us do that.
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