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pital library is making a wise pur-
chasing decision when it spends $850
a year on the SCI. That price is just
enough to buy seventeen $50 mono-
graphs or journals.

We all must make similar decisions
in the case of our own personal li-
braries. What would you trade for
your own copy of Webster's Una-
bridged or the Osford English Dic-
tionary, the Encyclopaedia Britannica
or even the SCI? Would you give
them up for fifty more books?

In my own case, I would prefer to
have a good reference collection. To
me, that now includes of necessity
the SCI. I could not function without
it. Rather than give up ready access
to the SCI, I would sooner have my
entire book collection moved into the
basement. Half of it has been per-
manently ‘borrowed’ anyhow.

I use the SCI every day for myriad
reasons. Yesterday it helped me to
retrieve a reference I had cited several
times before. Even though I'd for-
gotten the author’s name and the
title of the paper, I reme nbered the
name of an author who had been
cited in it. The day before I used the
SCI to evaluate a visitor’s claim about
the importance of a paper in a spe-
cialized branch of medicine. The day
before that I determined the number
of scientists publishing at a university
in the German Democratic Republic
by consulting the Corporate Index
section of SCI. The same day 1 cor-
rected the title of a paper someone
else had cited erroneously in a paper
I was refereeing. 1 also discovered
that its author had given the wrong
year for a cited book.

When I put on my SCI salesman’s
hat there 1s, of course, no end to my

exuberance for the SCI. You may
find it surprising to learn that I did
not originally plan the SCI as a /-
brary tool. I wanted to see it in scien-
tists’ labs and offices. There is, in
fact, a small number of elite SCI-per-
sons throughout the world who af-
ford themselves this ‘luxury’. Perhaps
their friends think they’ve got the
equivalent of a Rolls Royce on their
office shelves. 1 think it would be
difficult to convince this select group
that the SCI is a Rolls Royce in the
sense of a ‘luxury’. It is that in the
sense of ‘dependability’ and ‘lasting
value’. Like Rolls Royce owners, these
happy few would undoubtedly argue
that, if you have the money, the SCI
like the Rolls, is a sound financial in-
vestment—better than any collection
of fifty great books. After all, it is
not as though we are stranded on a
desert island.

In this case as in others, that is why
the rich get richer, and the knowing
more knowing. They have the initial
financial and ‘mental’ capital to
make wise investments that, in the
long run, are cheaper and become
more valuable with time and use.

The next time you have some un-
expended funds for lab equipment,
tell your purchasing department you
want the Rolls Royce of documenta-
tion. If necessary, we’ll ship it to you
in a carton labeled Recording Biblio-
scopometer. QOrder a five-year run
(1970-74) of the SCI at a cost of
about $3,900. Then order a few an-
nual ‘attachments’ at $900. (All prices
given are approximate grant rates of-
fered to individuals at subscribing in-
stitutions.) After you've used the SCI
in your office or lab for a few
months, you'll value it like a Rolls
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Royce. When invoice-approval time
comes round,.you'll likely find you'd
sooner give up your electronmicro-
scope. You might even give up that
cabinet of 3x5 cards, or stop invent-
ing the wheel by indexing reprints
that your weekly scanning of Current
Contents® (CC® ) impells you to re-
quest.

The last person I know who or-
dered his own SCI became such a
political force in his research institute
that they promoted him to director.
Bored with administration and tired

of asking someone else for permission
to use Ais SCI (which they’d made
him turn over to the new library), he
accepted a job as editor of an en-
cyclopedia. Now he is happily once
again poring over the pages of his
own CC and his own SCI, and other
basic tools of scientific communica-
tion and retrieval.

Let's face it. You probably spend
fifty percent or more of you time on
science communication. Why waste
so much of that time with anything
less efficient than the best?
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