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Abstract

The study sets out to compare personal studies from 1982 to 2003 as regards 8 articles on the role of the reprint request (RR) in fostering
scientific communication. As early as 1986, the Editor of English for Specific Purposes cited the author as “the only active researcher”
that he had “traced in the RR area”” In this context, 2 papers published in 1972 and 1974 in cardiology were presented together with 4
associated reprints. Actually, the study confirmed the phenomenon of “clustering” Thus, US most active contemporaneous scientists
were affiliated in only 8 of the entire states. Out of these, 2 states appeared in the local catchment. In other words, this means that the
“tracer tool” function of RR has been demonstrated. However, the Internet is now predominant in such sociological studies; it will no
doubt be useful in such tracings.
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Introduction

Personal interest in the importance of the reprint request (RR) led to eight publications between 1982 and 2003 [1-8]. Accordingly,
by 1986, Swales [9], the Editor of English for Specific Purposes, cited some of them as an indication of this author being “the only
active researcher” that he had “traced in the RR area”

Area of interest of Eugene Garfield, the guru of Information Science, included his vision that USA is the country which mostly
publishes works of Third World Scientists [10]. He also noted the important role of citation analysis in scientific communications
[11].

Investigation

Communication in the challenging field of cardiology deserves to be investigated, using the author’s publications in this area in
both 1972 [12] and 1974 [13]. In sum, the citations concerning both of them should be analyzable. Actually, while the earlier paper
was published in USA and was cited only in USA, the other paper appeared in Japan and was cited in Japan as well as in USA
notably.

Although the series is still small, it is enough to be subjected to citation analysis in order to ascertain their contributions to
knowledge. As regards the 1972 paper [12], it was cited soon after in 1976 in USA [14]. It reported that the author dealt with 4
patients, while they themselves contributed 2 cases, the emphasis being on the importance of our total postmortem findings. They
emphasized that both series contained what was not included in a standard text-book of chest diseases. By 1980, another US group
[15] credited the contribution in the sense of helping in the understanding of this “extremely unusual” condition.

Furthermore, cardiac cancer supervening on primary lung cancer was published by the author in 1974 [13]. It was cited in
1982 with emphasis thrice in the presentation made by a Japanese group [16]. In particular, they held that the local observation
supported the view that the lymphatic system is of the foremost importance. In this context, a US group [17], appreciated also the
observed peculiar position of the pericardium in the hierarchy of cardiac involvement.

World-wide citation analysis was grandly surveyed by Garfield [18] who “used the massive Science Citation Index to obtain the
1,000 most-cited contemporary scientists” He found that there was “clustering” in the sense that, out of all the States of America,
only 8 produced 25 or more most-cited contemporary scientists. Accordingly, it is of considerable interest that 2 of these States,
namely, Connecticut and Tennessee, were those from which requesters arose in the present series concerning only cardiology
reprints. Surely, this is a reflection of the author’s theory [5] that RR is a “tracer tool” in scientific communications. In other words,
RR can trace several disparate factors such as “printer’s devil” [1] and “brain drain” [2].
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Discussion

This study began with 8 papers in which the importance of RR in communication circles was advocated. It then presented 4
reprints received for the author’s 2 articles on cardiology published in 1972 [12] and 1974 [13] respectively. Apart from the ordinary
evidence that these papers were used as citation materials properly, there was the extraordinary revelation that the involved RRs
came from Connecticut and Tennessee both of which featured among the above 8 American States from which the most-cited
contemporary scientists were affiliated. It is concluded that this finding is not a fluke but a fact revealed with the author’s personal
publications in the field of Cardiology. In all probability, this finding is likely to be confirmed by appealing to the Internet itself,
seeing that, since RR seems to be taking the back seat nowadays, it is the growing and dynamic network now readily available [19].
Incidentally, by chance, the author obtained through the Internet the citation of his 1972 article [12] by New York workers [20],

i.e., a State that lends further weight to Garfield’s “clustering” theory [18]. Moreover, their data showed a positive acceptance of the
author’s autopsy work in cardiology.
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