
C H A P T E R  8 

OPINIONS OF SOME S C I E N T I S T S  ABOUT 

INDIAN JOURNALS 

A f t e r  s tudy ing  the  s t a r t i n g ,  growth and usage o f  

the Indian journals  ( spec ia l l y  those per ta in ing  t o  the 

f i e l d s  o f  Physics and Astronomy ) through d i f f e r e n t  

per iods i n  t h i s  century and g e t t i n g  a p i c t u r e  o f  t he  

present s ta tus o f  the journals  i n  the country, i t  was 

necessary t o  f i n d  out  what the  users ( the  s c i e n t i s t s )  o f  

these journals f e l t  about them. I t  was a lso  important 

t o  f i n d  out  from those involved i n  br ing ing out  these 

journals ( spec ia l l y  the ed i t o r s )  the problems faced by 

them i n  br ing ing out  the journals  and t h e i r  assessment 

o f  the journals. 

We present i n  t h i s  chapter the opinions expressed 

by a cross sect ion o f  s c i en t i s t s  i n  the country about 

Indian s c i e n t i f i c  journals. This presentat ion cons is ts  

of three sections. Several phys ic is ts  and astronomers 

from abroad ( th ree  o f  them Indians se t t l ed  abroad) and 

a few science administrators i n  the country were i n t e r-  

viewed t o  f i n d  out  t h e i r  opinions about the journals  i n  

Ind ia .  The f i r s t  sect ion gives a summary o f  the views 

expressed during the interviews; the second covers the 



views expressed i n  publ icat ions by p rac t i c ing  sc i en t i s t s  

and others; and the t h i r d  gives the opinions expressed 

by sc i en t i s t s  and ed i to rs  a t  conferences and seminars. 

8.1 Opinions expressed in in terv iews 

Opinions were got by interv iewing a  cross sect ion 

o f  sc ien t i s t s ,  ed i to rs  o f  the  f i v e  journals studied by 

the author and a  few administrators. A small sample o f  

phys ic is ts  and astronomers belonging t o  twelve leading 

research i n s t i t u t i o n s  i n  the  country, six un i ve r s i t i e s  

and one Un ivers i ty  Centre fo r  Astronomy were interviewed 

and t h e i r  opinions sought. The phys ic is ts /  astronomers 

were f r o m  t h e  Bhabha Atomic Research C e n t r e ,  

Bombay,Indian Assoc i a t i on  f o r  t h e  C u l t i v a t i o n  o f  

Science, Calcutta, Bose Science Centre, Calcutta, Bose 

Research I n s t i t u t e ,  Calcutta, Indian I n s t i t u t e  o f  Astro- 

physics, Bangalore,Indian I n s t i t u t e  o f  Science, Banga- 

lore,  Ind ian I n s t i t u t e  o f  Technology, Madras, I n s t i t u t e  

o f  Mathematical Sciences, Madras, Nat ional  Phys ica l  

Laboratory, New Delhi,  Raman Research I n s t i t u t e ,  Banga- 

lo re ,  Saha I n s t i t u t e  o f  Nuclear Physics, Calcut ta and 

the  Tata I n s t i t u t e  o f  Fundamental Research, Bombay. 

Among the un ive rs i t i es  a t  which sc i en t i s t s  were i n t e r -  

viewed were Bangalore Un i ve r s i t y ,  Bombay U n i v e r s i t y ,  



C a l c u t t a  U n i v e r s i t y ,  D e l h i  U n i v e r s i t y  and Jawahar la l  

Nehru U n i v e r s i t y ,  New D e l h i ,  Karna taka  U n i v e r s i t y ,  

Dharwad and the I n t e r  U n i v e r s i t y  Centre f o r  Astronomy, 

Pune. The i n t e r v i e w s  were l i m i t e d  t o  a  smal l  number 

s ince the sampling o f  op in ions  he ld  by the s c i e n t i f i c  

community i s  on ly  a  minor p a r t  o f  t he  present s tudy.  

About 65  phys i c i s t s  ( 4 5  f rom Research i n s t i t u t i o n s  and 

20 from u n i v e r s i t i e s )  and 16 astronomers ( 1 2  f rom Re-  

search i n s t i t u t i o n s  and 4 f rom u n i v e r s i t i e s )  were i n t e r -  

viewed. 

Some o f  t he  important  aspects o f  j ou rna l s  on which 

t h e i r  op in ion  was sought were : 

1 .  Thei r ' percept ion o f  the important  j ou rna l s  
i n  t h e i r  f i e l d  

2. Whether j o u r n a l s  were t h e  main channel o f  
i nf  ormat i on? 

3. Whether they pub1 ished i n  I n d i a n  j ou rna l s  and 
i f  so i n  which jou rna ls  ? 

4 .  I f  they d i d n ' t  p u b l i s h  i n  I n d i a n  j o u r n a l s  
reasons f o r  no t  doing so. 

5 .  The i r  impression about the re fe ree ing  system 
i n  Ind ian  jou rna ls .  



6. Their assessment s p e c i f i c a l l y  o f  the fo l low-  
i n g  j ou rna ls  - IJP, IJRSP, Pramana, IJPAP, 
J A A ,  Cu r ren t  Science, Proceedings o f  t h e  
Nat i  onal Academy o f  Sciences, Proceedi ngs o f  
the' Ind ian National Science Academy, and the 
B u l l e t i n  o f  t h e  As t ronomica l  Soc i e t y  o f  
Ind ia .  

7 .  Whether I nd i a  should have nat ional  journals ? 

8. Whether s c i e n t i s t s  should be compelled t o  
publ i s h  i n  Indian journals  ? 

9. Whether the  q u a i i t y  o f  sc ience done i n  t he  
country has gone up and whether the s c i e n t i f -  
i c  j o u r n a l s  i n  t h e  c o u n t r y  r e f l e c t  t h e  
science done i n  the country? 

10. What they f e l t  could be done f o r  the improve- 
ment o f  Indian journals. 

We summarize below the opinions expressed on each 

o f  the above po in ts .  Whenever requ i  red, op in ions o f  

astronomers and phys ic is ts  are given separately. 

1 . Important journals:  

The m a j o r i t y  o f  the  p h y s i c i s t s  and astronomers 

categorical 1 y s ta ted t ha t  the journals  publ ished from 

abroad were o f  importance t o  them. Over 90% selected 

Phys i ca l  Review L e t t e r s ,  Phys ics  L e t t e r s ,  P h y s i c a l  

Review, Journal o f  Physics, Reviews o f  Modern Physics, 

As t r ophys i ca l  Jou rna l ,  Astronomy and As t rophys ics ,  



Monthly No t i ces  o f  t h e  Royal Astronomical  Soc ie t y  as 

being the lead ing journa ls .  Only two Ind ian  j ou rna l s  

namely Pramana and Journal o f  Astrophysics and Astronomy 

were mentioned as o f  i n t e r e s t ,  t h a t  t o o  m a r g i n a l l y .  

Concerning IJP, IJRSP and IJPAP, these th ree  j ou rna l s  

were mentioned as important  only by a  few working a t  t he  

u n i v e r s i t i e s .  Those working i n  research i n s t i t u t i o n s  

had very l i t t l e  t o  say about them. A l i s t  o f  j ou rna l s  

mentioned as important  by the  s c i e n t i s t s  has been given 

i n  Appendix 1. 

2. Main channel f o r  in format ion:  

S c i e n t i s t s  working i n  c e r t a i n  areas 1  i ke P a r t i c l e  

Physics, Condensed Matter  Physics, Astronomy, observed 

t h a t  they depended more on informal  channels l i k e  pre- 

p r i n t s ,  d iscussion w i t h  f e l  low s c i e n t i s t s  and a t tend ing  

conferences. They depended on jou rna ls  on ly  about 20% 

o f  the t ime. But t h i s  was no t  the p r a c t i c e  among physi-  

c i s t s  i n  some o f  the  u n i v e r s i t i e s .  They d i d  no t  rece ive 

any p re- pr in ts  and depended more on jou rna ls .  I n  o ther  

f i e l d s ,  however, i t  appears t h a t  jou rna ls  s t i l l  remain a 

major channel f o r  in format ion.  



3.  Pub l i ca t ions  i n  Ind ian  journa ls :  

More than 80% o f  the s c i e n t i s t s  working i n  research 

i n s t i t u t i o n s  p re fe r red  t o  pub l i sh  t he  ma jo r i t y  o f  t h e i r  

papers i n  f o r e i g n  journa ls .  Some o f  them hard ly  ever 

pub l i shed  i n  I n d i a n  j o u r n a l s .  T h i s  agrees w i t h  our  

data presented i n  the chapter 6 on Journals u t i l i z a t i o n .  

By contrast , those working i n  u n i v e r s i t i e s  had no hes i ta-  

t i o n  i n  pub l i sh ing  i n  I nd ian  journa ls .  

4 .  Reasons f o r  n o t  pub l i sh ing  i n  I nd ian  jou rna ls  and f o r  

pub l i sh ing  i n  f o re ign  journa ls :  

N ine t y  percen t  o f  those  n o t  p u b l i s h i n g  i n  I n d i a n  

j o u r n a l s  gave t h e  f o l l o w i n g  reasons f o r  p r e f e r r i n g  

fo re ign  journa ls :  

a)  The poor " v i s i b i 7 i t y "  o f  I n d i a n  j o u r n a l s  i n  t h e  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s c i e n t i f i c  community 

b)  A r t i c l e s  publ ished i n  Ind ian  jou rna ls  no t  g e t t i n g  
due c r e d i t  nor c i t e d  (perhaps, because o f  i t s  poor 
v i s i b i l i t y )  

c )  Mot g e t t i n g  a good o r  a c r i t i c a l  feedback from the  
referees o f  Ind ian  journa ls .  

d)  uneven s tandard o f  r e f e r e e i n g ,  even i n  j o u r n a l s  
l i k e  Pramana 

e)  Good a r t i c l e s  g e t t i n g  b u r i e d  among mediocre 
( o r  even worse ! )  a r t i c l e s  



f )  Ind ian  j o u r n a l s o f t e n  being too general and d i f f u s e  
and non- spec ia l is t  o r  non thematic i n  character .  

g) E a r l i e r  papers and re la ted  papers be ing publ ished 
i n  fo re ign  journa ls .  

h )  Act ive  groups working i n  a c e r t a i n  area pub l i sh  i n  
c e r t a i n  jou rna ls .  So, others a l so  p u b l i s h  i n  them 
t o  get not iced.  

i )  A r t i c l e s  publ ished i n  fo re ign  j ou rna l s  tend not  t o  
be ignored e a s i l y .  

j )  There 'are "theme" journa ls  among the f o r e i g n  jour-  
nals,  and i t  would be usefu l  t o  pub l i sh  i n  these. 

Approximately f i f t y  percent  o f  t h e  s c i e n t i s t s  

in terv iewed belonged t o  the  age group 25 - 35 years, 

and they expressed a few add i t i ona l  s t rong reasons f o r  

no t  pub l ish ing i n  Ind ian  journa ls .  These were : 

a)  A higher weightage was given t o  a r t i c l e s  publ ished 
i n  f o re ign  jou rna ls  wh i le  assessing a candidate f o r  
a p o s i t i o n .  T h i s  was t h e  case n o t  o n l y  a t  t h e  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  b u t  more so a t  t h e  n a t i o n a l  
l e v e l .  

b )  Most o f  the  " sen ior"  s c i e n t i s t s  had pub1 ished and 
c o n t i n u e  t o  p u b l i s h  most o f  t h e i r  o u t p u t  i n  
f o r e i g n  j o u r n a l s  and t h e r e f o r e ,  t o  expect  t h e  
young s c i e n t i s t s  t o  pub l i sh  i n  I nd ian  jou rna ls  was 
considered " u n f a i r .  " 

c )  To a la rge ex tent ,  f o re ign  jou rna ls  n o t  having the  
d e f i c i e n c i e s  mentioned e a r l i e r  t h a t  were found 
among Ind ian  journa ls .  



5.  Refereeing: 

Seventy f i v e  per cent  o f  the p h y s i c i s t s  f e l t  t h a t  

re feree ing i n  Ind ian  j ou rna l s  was f a i r .  About 20% o f  

phys i c i s t s  working i n  research i n s t i t u t i o n s  f e l t  t h a t  

Pramana, whose record was much b e t t e r  than t h a t  o f  any 

o the r  I n d i a n  j o u r n a l ,  had uneven r e f e r e e i n g  and t h a t  

papers sometimes d i d  n o t  go t o  proper referees.  I t was 

a l s o  f e l t  t h a t  t h e r e  were n o t  many p h y s i c i s t s  i n  t h e  

country i n  c e r t a i n  newly emerging sub- f ie lds  o f  P a r t i c l e  

Physics and t h a t  un less  Pramana has an i n t e r n a t i o n a l  

re feree ing p o l i c y ,  i t  would n o t  be h e l p f u l  e i t h e r  t o  t he  

s c i e n t i s t s  o r  even t o  t h e  j o u r n a l .  About 50% o f  t h e  

s c i e n t i s t s  i n t e r v i e w e d  were r e f e r e e i n g  papers. The 

m a j o r i t y  o f  t h o s e  s c i e n t i s t s  who were r e f e r e e i n g ,  

observed t h a t  they adopted t h e  same standards w h i l e  

re feree ing a  paper received from Pramana as they would 

f o r  a  paper rece i ved  f rom Phys ica l  Review o r  Phys ics  

Le t te rs .  About twenty f i v e  percent adopted a s l i g h t l y  

d i f f e r e n t  standard f o r  I nd ian  journa ls ,  s p e c i a l l y  I JP  o r  

IJPAP. I f  they  f e l t  t h a t  t h e  paper d i d  n o t  have any 

ser ious s c i e n t i f i c  e r ro r s ,  then they accepted i t  even i f  

the work was o f  a  r o u t i n e  nature. They took the  view 

t h a t  one had t o  cons ider  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t / f a c i l i t i e s ,  

background o f  the  author before t o t a l l y  r e j e c t i n g  t he  

papers. A t  l e a s t  50% o f  the  p h y s i c i s t s  in terv iewed f e l t  



t h a t  the re  was c e r t a i n l y  an unseen b i a s  i n  refereeing.  

The b y l i n e  o f  the  a r t i c l e  played an impor tant  r o l e  w i t h  

t h e  re fe rees .  The p lace  f rom where t h e  a r t i c l e  was 

submitted appeared t o  ca r r y  some weightage. This was 

more so i n  t h e  case o f  p e r i o d i c a l s  p u b l i s h e d  f r o m  

abroad. One s c i e n t i s t  remarked t h a t  when something new 

o r  con t rovers ia l  i s  reported, the paper gets  i n t o  prob- 

lems w i t h  referees. 

6. Assessment o f  I nd ian  journa ls :  

The p h y s i c i s t s  work ing i n  t h e  u n i v e r s i t i e s  f e l t  

t h a t  both IJRSP and IJPAP were "average" jou rna ls ,  I JP  

was " good" and Pramana our "best journa 7 .  " Nearly 90% 

o f  t he  p h y s i c i s t s  i n  the research i n s t i t u t e s  f e l t  t h a t  

IJRSP and IJPAP were d e f i n i t e l y  no t  i n  t he  same c lass  as 

e i t h e r  IJP o r  Pramana. A p h y s i c i s t  who re ferees papers 

f o r  IJPAP f e l t  t h a t  t h i s  jou rna l  received on ly  very low 

q u a l i t y  papers. Another p h y s i c i s t  who was a  member o f  

the e d i t o r i a l  board o f  IJPAP mentioned t h a t  the  sen ior  

members o f  t h e  e d i t o r i a l  board do n o t  t a k e  t h e  board 

meetings ser io .us ly .  Not w i t hs tand ing  t h e  twenty  f i v e  

percent o f  t he  p h y s i c i s t s  who f e l t  t h a t  Pramana was t o o  

general and re feree ing i n  i t  uneven, o ther  p h y s i c i s t s  

working i n  research i n s t i t u t e s  f e l t  t h a t  Pramana was our 



best journa l ,  bu t  t h a t  i t  could s t i l l  improve. A referee 

o f  Pramana f e l t  t h a t  the  a r t i c l e s  received by i t  does 

no t  g ive i t enough scope t o  become a v i a b l e  journa l  o f  

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  standard. A few p h y s i c i s t s  ( - 5 % )  f e l t  

t h a t  Pramana had n o t  k e p t  up t h e  e a r l y  p romise  i t  

showed. 

The astronomers ( b o t h  work ing a t  t h e  research  

i n s t i t u t i o n s  and u n i v e r s i t i e s )  f e l t  t h a t  JAA was a very 

good journa l  bu t  had poor v i s i b i l i t y  outs ide the  country 

and because o f  t h a t  they d i d  no t  wish t o  pub1 i s h  t h e i r  

work i n  it. It was a lso  f e l t  by many (about 50%) t h a t  

i t s  l e v e l  i s  s l o w l y  coming down over  t h e  years .  A 

leading Radio Astronomer observed t h a t  very important 

papers f rom h i s  group publ ished e a r l i e r  i n  J A A  were 

t o t a l l y  ignored by ou ts iders  and d i d  n o t  ge t  t he  due 

acknowledgement. Hence, they were forced t o  pub l i sh  i n  

f o r e i g n  j o u r n a l s .  C o n t r a r y  t o  t h e  o p i n i o n  o f  t h e  
- 

associate e d i t o r ,  about 75% o f  the astronomers consid- 

ered the B u l l e t i n  o f  t he  Astronomical Society o f  I n d i a  

as j u s t  an o f f i c i a l  organ o f  t he  Soc ie ty  and d i d  n o t  

g ive i t  the s ta tus  o f  a research journal .  They equated 

i t , a t  bes t ,  w i t h  Mercury t h e  o f f i c i a l  organ o f  t he  

Astronomical Society o f  the P a c i f i c .  



About 40% o f  the phys i c i s t s  and astronomers i n  the 

research i n s t i t u t e s  considered Current  Science as a 

journa l  covering predominantly B io log ica l  Science and of 

l i t t l e  i n t e r e s t  t o  phys ic is ts  o r  astronomers. 10% f e l t  

t h a t  though i t  claimed t o  be a re fe reed  j o u r n a l ,  t he  

refereeing was very poor and i n  f a c t  h i g h l y  question- 

able. 

The other 50% f e l t  t h a t  o f  l a t e  (1990 onwards) t h i s  

journa l  had been' improving dramat ical ly  and coming up 

w i t h  i n te res t i ng  numbers covering important themes and 

issues r e l a t i n g  t o  science and technology i n  t he  coun- 

t r y ,  along w i t h  research a r t i c l e s  i n  physics and astron- 

omy. The e f f o r t s  o f  the  e d i t o r  i n  h i s  present attempt 

t o  change the s ta tus o f  the journa l  were commended by 

most o f  the sc ien t i s t s .  

E igh ty  percent  o f  t h e  p h y s i c i s t s  s a i d  t h a t  they 

d i d  n o t  l o o k  a t  t h e  Proceedings o f  I n d i a n  N a t i o n a l  

Science Academy o r  Na t i ona l  Academy o f  Sciences and 

considered them t o  be o f  no consequence. 

7 .  Whether there should be National Journals i n  Ind ia :  

About 90% o f  bo th  p h y s i c i s t s  and astronomers ex- 

pressed the need f o r  na t iona l  journals.  But it was f e l t  



by them t h a t  there were too  many journa ls  i n  the  country 

and we should consol idate our e f f o r t s  and b r i n g  out  only 

a  few good journa ls .  The other 10% f e l t  t h a t  our na- 

t i o n a l  j o u r n a l s  served no purpose and we may as w e l l  

scrap them. 

8. Whether I n d i a n  s c i e n t i s t s  should be compelled t o  

pub l i sh  i n  I nd ian  journa ls  : 

A ques t ion  f r e q u e n t l y  debated i s  whether I n d i a n  

j o u r n a l s  cou ld  ever improve un less t h e r e  i s  o f f  i c a l  

pressure and compulsion on Ind ian s c i e n t i s t s  working i n  

I n d i a  t o  pub l i sh  t h e i r  r e s u l t s  i n  I nd ian  journals.  Over 

80% f e l t  t h a t  there should no t  be such compulsion and 

compulsions w i l l  no t  b r i n g  i n  the required resu l t s .  On 

the  o the r  hand, i f  I n d i a n  j o u r n a l s  were improved and 

brought t o  near about in te rna t iona l  standards, then the 

s c i e n t i s t s  w i l l  automat ical ly  s t a r t  pub l ish ing i n  them 

o f  t h e i r  own accord. 

However, 20% s t rong ly  expressed the view t h a t  there 

must be such l e g i s l a t i o n  and since the Government was 

fund ing almost t he  e n t i r e  s c i e n t i f i c  research i n  t h e  

country, there was nothing wrong i n  i t s  compel 1  ing  the 



sc ien t i s t s  t o  publ ish i n  nat ional  journals  which were 

again funded by the  same Government. Examples were 

quoted o f  t he  a r t i c l e s  from CERN (Geneva) be ing pub- 

l i shed  i n  European jou rna ls ,  work f rom t he  European 

Southern Observatory (ESO) publ ished i n  the  j ou rna l  

Astronomy and Astrophysics and the major i t y  o f  Russian 

and Japanese work being publ ished i n  t h e i r  na t i ona l  

journals (though the scene i s  changing i n  Russia). A 

few (5%) among t h i s  l o t  f e l t  t h a t  t he  r e s t r i c t i o n  could 

be f o r  a  per iod o f  f i v e  years during which time a l l  out  

e f f o r t s  should be made t o  improve the  other aspects o f  

the journal  l i k e  refereeing, e d i t o r i a l  boards and d is-  

t r i b u t i o n  o f  the  journal f o r  a  wider audience. 

9. Qual i ty  of science done i n  the  country and whether it 

i s  re f l ec ted  i n  Ind ian Science journals: 

Nearly 80% o f  the phys ic is ts  and astronomers f e l t  

t ha t  the standard o f  Ind ian s c i e n t i f i c  work has cer ta in-  

l y  gone up i n  t h e  l a s t  few decades, b u t  t h a t  t h i s  

appl ied t o  on ly  the  top  research i n s t i t u t i o n s  i n  the  

countfy. There were many small pockets o f  excellence 

but i f  one took the nationa1,average of the country as a 

whole, i t  indicated a low qua l i t y  o f  work, though the 

number o f  a r t i c l e s  published were large. F i f t een  per- 

cent o f  the sc i en t i s t s  f e l t  t h a t  the science done i n  



the country though o f  good q u a l i t y ,  could n o t  be c lass i-  

f i e d  as o r i g i n a l  s c i e n t i f i c  work and t h a t  i t  was only a 

poor i m i t a t i o n  o f  western science w i th  hard ly  any new 

r e s u l t  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  kno.wledge. The 

remaining 5% f e l t  t h a t  t he re  was hard ly  any change i n  

the s c i e n t i f i c  work done i n  the country over t he  l a s t  

f i v e  decades except ing f o r  t h e  l a r g e  number o f  below 

average a r t i c l e s  published and the absence o f  t he  scien- 

t i s t s  o f  the  c a l i b r e  o f  Raman, Saha, Bose, Krishnan and 

Bhabha. 

Ma jo r i t y  o f  the s c i e n t i s t s  (85%) expressed the  view 

t h a t  one does not  get a t r u e  p i c t u r e  o f  the sc ience done 

i n  I n d i a  by looking a t  t h e  Ind ian jou rna ls  ( i n  Physics 

and Ast ronomy)  . The I n d i a n  j o u r n a l s  t h e y  o p i n e d ,  

pub1 ish  by and large, the Tow qua 1 i t y  o f  work t h a t  they 

receive f o r  pub 7 i c a t  ion as most o f  the  good work done i n  

the country,  especia 7 7y a t  the  leading research i n s t  i t u -  

t i o n s ,  i s  reported i n  f o r e i g n  journals.  Un1 i k e  i n  the 

journa ls  o f  B r i t a i n ,  USA, USSR and Japan where one does 

get a p i c t u r e  o f  the science done i n  those countr ies,  

Ind ian journa ls  do no t  r e f l e c t  the s c i e n t i f i c  work of 

the country i n  the t r u e  sense. 



Opinions o f  Ed i to rs  

E d i t o r s / A s s o c i a t e  E d i t o r s  o f  t h e  f o u r  Phys ics 

journals and the Astronomy journal  studied were i n te r-  

viewed t o  f i n d  out  the opinions about t h e i r  own journals 

and the problems faced by them as ed i to rs .  

The problems seem t o  be common t o  a l l  the  journals,  

a11 t h e  e d i t o r s  complained about t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  o f  

g e t t i n g  s u f f i c i e n t  number o f  good papers from t h e  lead- 

ing i n s t i t u t i o n s .  The ed i to rs  f e l t  t ha t  con t r i bu t i on  

both i n  terms o f  a r t i c l e s  f o r  pub l i ca t ion  and sugges- 

t i o n s  f o r  imnproving the  j o u r n a l )  f rom t h e  e d i t o r i a l  

board members was minimal, spec ia l l y  t h a t  o f  IJRSP and 

IJPAP where, they were j u s t  ornamental. IJPAP ed i to rs  

drew a t ten t i on  t o  the d i f f i c u l t y  experienced by t h e i r  

not  having independent typ ing  f a c i l i t y  o r  a r t i s t s  f a c i l -  

i t y  and t h a t  they had t o  depend on a common pool.  They 

(IJPAP ed i to rs )  a lso f e l t -  handicapped by the inadequacy 

o f  telecommunication f a c i l i t i e s .  This was the  case w i th  

the ed i to rs  o f  IJRSP also. E d i t o r i a l  o f f i c e s  o f  IJP, 

Pramaria and JAA had these f a c i l i t i e s .  Ed i to rs  o f  IJP 

mentioned t h a t  they take e x t r a  t r oub le  t o  encourage 

papers from new centres. Edi tors  o f  Pramana mentioned 

the e f f o r t s  they were making t o  review t h e i r  referees 

1 i s t .  Though they had a large panel o f  referees, only 



200 were a c t i v e .  I t  was a l s o  mentioned t h a t  i n  most 

f i e l d s  good and conscient ious referees were few. Edi- 

t o r s  are a l l  the  t ime campaigning t o  get  good a r t i c l e s  

from leading centres o f  physics research i n  t he  country 

and are a lso  constant ly  t r y i n g  t o  reduce the  delay i n  

pub l i ca t ion .  The e d i t o r s  o f  Pramana mentioned t h a t  they 

were request ing re ferees t o  g ive  more o b j e c t i v e  repo r t s  

and were no t  accept ing one- l ine referee repor ts .  

I t  was mentioned by t h e  Associate E d i t o r  o f  J A A  

t h a t  t h e  number o f  papers they rece ived  was r a t h e r  

small and t h a t  n o t  many send t h e i r  best  papers t o  t h i s  

journa l .  It was a l s o  f e l t  by him t h a t  genera77y a r t i -  

c l e s  from u n i v e r s i t i e s  were not good and were l ack ing  i n  

professional ism. 

The E d i t o r  o f  p u b l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  I n d i a n  Academy 

observed. t h a t  i t  had been resolved by the Council  o f  the  

Academy, no t  t o  pub l i sh  commemoration issues o f  j ou rna l s  

t o  honour s c i e n t i s t s  on a rou t i ne  basis. He a l s o  men- 

t ioned  about the  e f f o r t s  being made by the Academy t o  

revamp the e d i t o r i a l  boards and panel o f  re ferees w i t h  

a c t i v e  s c i e n t i s t s .  

The general  impress ion g iven  by a lmost  a l l  t h e  



ed i to rs  i s  t ha t  the I n d i a n  s c i e n t i f i c  community does not 

c o n t r i b u t e  i t s  best papers t o  I n d i a n  j o u r n a l s  genera7- 

l y ,  and t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a lack o f  commitment from everyone 

c o n c e r n e d .  However, t h e  e d i t o r s  seem t o  be making 

e f f o r t s  t o  improve the s i t ua t i on .  

10. Miscellaneous Comments: 

Various other general opinions were expressed about 

Indian journals and these have been summarized below. 

These opinions have not  been quant i f ied  , only  the  s ig-  

n i f i c a n t  ones, having some d i r e c t  r e l a t i o n  t o  the  top i c  

o f  study, are being mentioned. 

a) I t  was f e l t  t h a t  a m i x t u r e  o f  p u b l i c a t i o n s  o f  
I nd ian  a r t i c l e s  i n  I n d i a n  and f o r e i g n  j ou rna l s  
would be good f o r  disseminating Indian Science and 
tha t  t o t a  1 weightage should not be g iven  f o r  I n d i a n  
pub 7 i c a t  ions i n  f o r e i g n  journa 1s. 

b)  The a r t i c l e s  going t o  f o r e i g n  j ou rna l s  were no t  
r e a l  l y  harming I n d i a n  Science. However, they  
should g i ve  references t o  pub l i ca t i ons  i n  I nd i an  
journals. 

c )  Most I n d i a n  s c i e n t i s t s  ( m a j o r i t y  o f  them) who 
pub1 i s h  t h e i r  research work send t h e i r  best  work 
t o  fore ign journals and poor work t o  Ind ian  jour-  
nals. One should not  publ ish i n  any journal  as a 
char i t y .  

d) C i rcu la t ion  o f  repr in ts /p re-pr in ts  w i l l  no t  make up 
f o r  the poor v i s i b i l i t y  o f  the journal .  It i s  not  
j u s t  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  o f  t h e  s c i e n t i s t s  known t o  
authors t h a t  one would 1  i k e  t o  rece ive b u t  a l so  
tha t  o f  s c i e n t i s t  not  known t o  the author. 



e) Ind ian journals serve more t o  he lp  the s c i e n t i s t  t o  
increase the  number o f  pub l i ca t i ons  (most o f  t he  
t ime, poor q u a l i t y  papers) t o  meet t he  necessary 
s t i p u l a t i o n s  l a i d  down by the  employers t o  ge t  
promotions etc.  

f )  Elder s c i en t i s t s  i n  the country have se t  a t rend o f  
pub1 ish ing  i n  fore ign journals. 

g )  A s  of today, Indian Science i s  a removable appendix 
of Western Science and hence we don ' t  need science 
journals i n  the country. 

h)  Journals publ ished by C S I R  a re  no t  ofpany use t o  
mainstream science done e i the r  i n  India,,outside. 

i )  , If a jou rna l  i s  n o t  ab le  t o  g e t  good papers, i t  
should be closed down. 

j )  Ma jor i t y  o f  the ed i t o r s  o f  Ind ian journals  are not  
serious about the standards o f  the journal  and the 
i n t e g r i t y  ( o f  r e f e r e e s  and e d i t o r s )  i s  low i n  
Ind ian journals. Most Ind ian journals  are associ- 
ated i n  the pub l i c  eye w i t h  pa r t i cu l a r  groups which 
i s  not  congenial f o r  the journal .  

k) A l o t  o f  e f f o r t  i s  required from those running the 
journal  t o  make a journal  successful. 

1) A number o f  younger p h y s i c i s t s  i n  t h e  l e a d i n g  
research i n s t i t u t i o n s  mentioned t h a t  they ( t h e i r  
group) were planning t o  publ ish hereaf ter  regu la r ly  
a t  l eas t  a few a r t i c l e s  i n  Prarnana . 

11. Some Suggestions f o r  improving Ind ian  journals:  

The representat ive sample o f  the Ind ian scien- 

t i s t s  i n t e r v i ewed  made a number o f  sugges t ions  f o r  

improving t he  Physics and Astronomy journals  pub1 ished 



from India.  S i gn i f i can t  among them are: 

a) I t  would he lp  t o  reduce the number o f  journals  as 
there are too many a t  present. 

b) Channelize a r t i c l e s  o f  cer ta in  type t o  a par t i cu-  
l a r  j o u r n a l ,  f o r  example, p u b l i s h  a11 rev iew 
a r t i c l e s  i n  IJP, a r t i c l e s  on Appl ied Research i n  
IJPAP and the  r e s t  i n  Pramana. Th is  way, the re  
would be conso l i da t i on  o f  these th ree  j ou rna l s ,  
each o f  them ge t t i ng  good a r t i c l e s  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  
var ie ty  . 

c )  Indian s c i e n t i s t s  should publ ish the  longer vers ion 
o f  the work i n  Ind ian journals w i t h  a shor t  account 
going t o  t h e  f o r e i g n  journa ls .  There should be 
cross referencing t o  these a r t i c l es .  

d) Edi tors  o f  the journals should be chosen c a r e f u l l y  
and they should campaign f o r  good a r t i c l e s  f rom 
t h e i r  colleagues. 

e)  Journals should t r y  t o  gain the confidence o f  the 
s c i e n t i f i c  community, espec ia l ly  the quality-con- 
scious segment, by adopting r i go rous  r e f e ree i ng  
standards and no t  compromising on the q u a l i t y  o f  
the a r t i c l e s  published. 

f )  Leaders should come forward and publ ish t h e i r  good 
work i n  Ind ian  journals. 

g) Authors i n  r a p i d l y  developing and newly emerging 
areas must be consulted t o  obtain a panel o f  names 
f o r  referees. The number o f  in te rna t iona l  referees 
should be increased and i t  should not be a closed 
c i r c l e .  

h) Good review a r t i c l e s  should be published. 

i )  There should be a campaign d i r ec ted  a t  those i n  
charge o f  recruitment, not  t o  underrate the a r t i -  



c les  publ ished i n  Ind ian  journa ls .  

k )  Specia l  e f f o r t s  must be mounted t o  improve sa les  
and subscr ip t ion  f o r  I nd ian  journals.  

8.3 "Opinions o f  Science Administ rators" :  

F ive s c i e n t i s t s  who had turned p a r t  admin is t ra to rs  

( l i k e  D i rec to rs  o f  research i n s t i t u t i o n s )  bu t  who were 

s t i l l  involved i n  research and a s c i e n t i s t  who i s  a f u l l  

t ime admin is t ra tor  i n  one o f  t he  important wings o f  the  

Government, were i n te r v i ewed  t o  g e t  t h e i r  r e a c t i o n s  

about the I nd ian  journa ls .  The general op in ion  o f  t h i s  

group was t h a t  we should c e r t a i n l y  have good j ou rna l s  i n  

the country and t h a t  Pramana was f a i r l y  good. They were 

o f  t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a t  i t  was n o t  t o t a l l y  t r u e  t h a t  no 

weightage was given t o  pub1 i c a t i o n s  i n  Ind ian  j ou rna l s  

w h i l e  assessing a s c i e n t i s t .  Whatever t h e  s i t u a t i o n  

might have been i n  e a r l i e r  days, o f  l a t e  the people who 

were r e c r u i t i n g  d i d  g i v e  t h e  deserved weightage f o r  

every jou rna l ,  be i t Ind ian  o r  fo re ign .  No j ou rna l  was 

d iscr iminated against  j u s t  because i t was Ind ian .  It 

was a1-so expressed t h a t  i t  would be u n f a i r  t o  expect t he  

same weightage t o  be given t o  a11 the  Ind ian  j ou rna l s  

s p e c i a l l y  knowing t he  s tandard o f  many o f  t h e  I n d i a n  

jou rna ls  p resen t l y .  I t was a l so  f e l t  t h a t  t h e -  scien- 

t i s t s  could no t  be expected t o  pub l i sh  a l l  t h e i r  work i n  



Ind ian  journals.  They were n o t  f o r  any s o r t  o f  l eg i s l a-  

t i o n .  But one o f  them expressed the view t h z t  p r o j e c t  

leaders o f  s p e c i f i c  p r o j e c t s  funded by t h e  Government 

c o u l d  be reques ted  t o  p u b l i s h  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h a t  

p r o j e c t  i n  an I n d i a n  j o u r n a l .  However, a l l  o f  them 

emphasized the need f o r  improving t he  standard o f  our 

jou rna ls  f i r s t  by f o l  lowing r igorous re fe ree ing  stand- 

a r d s ,  p u b l i c a t i o n s  coming o u t  on t i m e  and a d o p t i n g  

general ly  accepted i n t e r n a t i o n a l  norms i n  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  

journals.  When a suggestion was made by t h i s  author t o  

the  admin is t ra tor  from t h e  funding agency t o  support 

t h e  p r a c t i c e  o f  c i r c u l a t i n g  s u f f i c i e n t  number o f  re-  

p r i n t s  o f  a r t i c l e s  publ ished i n  Ind ian  j o u r n a l s  (among 

s c i e n t i s t s  whose op in ion  mattered and who were most ly 

working abroad), the  suggestion was r e a d i l y  accepted. 

However, i t  was mentioned t h a t  such a t h i n g  cou ld  be 

done only f o r  a few se lec ted journa ls ,  t o  s t a r t  wi th.  

One important f a c t o r  t h a t  emerged ou t  o f  t a l k i n g  t o  t h i s  

group was t h a t  the science admin is t ra tors  knew very we l l  

the  importance o f  having good jou rna ls  i n  the  country 

and they were prepared t o  support t h i s  a c t i v i t y  f u l l y .  

(Th is  i s  no t  su rp r i s i ng  as a l l  o f  them were themselves 

researchers and had publ ished some t ime o r  t he  o ther ) .  



Opinion o f  some f o r e i g n  s c i e n t i s t s :  

About t e n  p h y s i c i s t s  and astronomers f r om abroad 

were in te rv iewed t o  g e t  t h e i r  op in i ons  about  I n d i a n  

journa ls .  These s c i e n t i s t s  were f rom Aust ra l  i a ,  B r i t -  

a i n ,  Un i t ed  S ta tes  and t h e  USSR. Three o f  them were 

Indians s e t t l e d  abroad. 

Most o f  t h e  astronomers (seven o f  them) and t h e  

p h y s i c i s t s  f e l t  t h a t  t h e r e  was a need f o r  n a t i o n a l  

journa ls  i n  every country and t h a t  I n d i a  should ce r ta i n-  

l y  have i t s  na t iona l  j ou rna ls .  However, i t  was empha- 

sized by a1 1 o f  them t h a t  t he  s c i e n t i s t s  o f  t he  country 

should f e e l  the need f o r  a journa l  and they should be 

prepared t o  p u b l i s h  t h e i r  work i n  it. A few o f  t h e  

astronomers f e l t  t h a t  i n  case i t was n o t  poss ib le  t o  ge t  

s u f f i c i e n t  good papers, one could t h i n k  o f  a reg iona l  

journa l  f o r  a geographic area ( l i k e  European astronomy 

journa ls  coming together  t o  s t a r t  t h e  jou rna l  Astronomy 

and Astrophysics).  

One o f  t h e  as t ronomers  f e l t  t h a t  i t  was n o t  a 

ques t ion  o f  Na t i ona l  Journa l  one shou ld  be t h i n k i n g  

about. He f e l t  t h a t  i f  a journa l  had t o  be made good, 

then one should t r y  t o  make i t  o f  t he  h ighest  standard 

w i t h  papers from a l l  over t he  world. I f  i t ca te rs  on ly  



t o  a nat iona l  group, n a t u r a l l y  i t s  usage and c i r c u l a t i o n  

w i l l  be l im i ted .  To achieve acceptance i n  the in terna-  

t i o n a l  community, one has t o  b u i l d  up a good repu ta t ion  

and be backed up by i n d i v i d u a l s / i n s t i  t u t i o n s  we1 1 known 

f o r  t h e i r  work. And i t  takes t ime f o r  such a t h i n g  t o  

happen. Another astronomer f e l t  t h a t  one should n o t  

pub l ish a l l  t h e i r  a r t i c l e s  i n  t h e i r  own nat iona l  journa l  

bu t  should pub l i sh  a c e r t a i n  percentage outs ide also.  

A t  the same time, nat iona l  journa ls  should a t t r a c t  and 

publ ish good a r t i c l e s  from outs ide the  country. 

The phys i c i s t s  were aware o f  Pramana and f e l t  t h a t  

t he re  was scope f o r  making i t  t o  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  l e v e l  

w i t h  a l i t t l e  more e f f o r t .  One o f  them expressed the  

view t h a t  good papers do n o t  come t o  j o u r n a l s  j u s t  

1 i k e  tha t .  It depended on the repu ta t ion  o f  t he  jour-  

nal ,  the e d i t o r ' s  powers o f  pe?suasion f o r  good a r t i -  

c les ,  re la t i ons  w i t h  a c t i v e  s c i e n t i s t s  and h i s  group o f  

associate e d i t o r s  reaching ou t  f o r  papers from d i f f e r e n t  

ac t i ve  centres. 

Another p h y s i c i s t  f e l t  t h a t  t h e r e  must be I n d i a n  

journa ls  f o r  var ious reasons. But a l l  the a r t i c l e s  of 

Ind ian s c i e n t i s t s  need no t  be published i n  them and t h a t  

I n d i a n  j o u r n a l s  should t r y  t o  ge t  some good a r t i c l e s  



from abroad from t ime t o  t ime i n  newly emerging f i e l d s .  

One o f  t h e  l ead ing  a s t r o p h y s i c i s t s  i n  t h e  wor ld  

expressed t h a t  Journal o f  Astrophysics and Astronomy was 

as good as any o ther  lead ing astronomy j ou rna l  i n  the  

world. He f e l t  t h a t  the Radio Astronomy work done i n  

I n d i a  and espec ia l l y  a t  the Tata I n s t i t u t e  o f  Fundamen- 

t a l  Research was q u i t e  good and t h a t  i t  would c e r t a i n l y  

be read even i f  publ ished i n  JAA. He mentioned t h a t  i t  

would be good t o  have f u l l  t ime  e d i t o r s  w i t h  sub jec t  

background bu t  was aware o f  the d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  g e t t i n g  

committed s c i e n t i s t s  t o  e d i t  journa ls .  He was a lso  o f  

the op in ion t h a t  a journa l  could be made good by keeping 

a h i g h  s t a n d a r d  and g a i n i n g  t h e  c o n f i d e n c e  o f  t h e  

people f o r  i n t e g r i t y .  Even though the  o ther  astronomers 

had known JAA, none o f  them read t h i s  jou rna l  as t h e i r  

reading o f  j ou rna l s  was l i m i t e d  t o  j u s t  a few journa ls .  

They read p re -p r i n t s / rep r i n t s  received from known quar- 

t e r s  much more than t he  journa ls .  I n  f a c t ,  t h e i r  chan- 

ne l  o f  communication was personal communication (pre-  

pr in ts /d iscuss ions/  e l e c t r o n i c  mai l  messages) and i n f o r -  

mat ion gathered d u r i n g  conferences (most o f  t he  t i m e  

outs ide the  conference rooms i n  in formal  d iscussions) .  

One o f  the  astronomers had refereed papers f o r  JAA and 

f e l t  t h a t  t h e  s tandard o f  papers he had rece ived  was 

good. 



To summarize, though the  phys ic is ts  and astronomers 

( f rom abroad) interviewed were aware o f  Pramana and JAA, 

these j o u r n a l s  were n o t  used by them. They were n o t  

aware o f  any other physics journal  from Ind ia .  

from others: 

A number o f  opinions have been expressed i n  pub1 i- 

c a t i o n s  by s c i e n t i s t s ,  e d i t o r s  and pub1 i s h e r s  about 

Ind ian  journals.  We mention below a few o f  them which 

are re levant  f o r  t h i s  study. 

Rajagopal (1988), the  then Ed i to r  o f  Pramana wrote 

an a r t i c l e  i n  Physics News i n  which he ra ised  doubts 

whether Pramana should be continued t o  be published. He 

drew a t t e n t i o n  i n  t h i s  a r t i c l e  t o  the  p r e v a i l i n g  prac- 

t i c e s  o f  t h e  l e a d i n g  I n d i a n  s c i e n t i s t s  u n d e r r a t i n g  

I n d i a n  j o u r n a l s  and p u b l i s h i n g  t h e i r  b e s t  works i n  

journa ls  published outs ide the country. He a lso  came 

forward w i t h  a few suggestions t o  improve the s i t u a t i o n  

b u t  expressed h i s  doubts as t o  whether t h e  community 

would accept them. 



Arunachalam ( 1 9 7 9 )  reviewing the s c i e n t i f i c  jour-  

na ls  i n  I n d i a  wrote : 

" f rom t h e  p o i n t  o f  v iew o f  impact f a c t o r ,  
immediacy index and interconnect ions w i t h  the  
o v e r a l l  s c i e n t i f i c  7 i t e r a t u r e  o f  t h e  w o r l d ,  
most a r t i c l e s  pub7 ished i n  I n d i a n  jou rna  7s 
have ve ry  l i t t l e  c o g n i t i v e  connec t ion  w i t h  
i n te rna t  iona 7 science".  

I n  an a r t i c l e  on the Journal o f  Astrophysics 

and Astronomy, Arunachal am ( 1 9 8 5  ) conc l  uded t h a t  

JAA was t r u l y  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  and t h a t  i t  stood a 

good chance o f  becoming a co re  j o u r n a l  i n  t h e  

f i e l d .  Reviewing t h i s  j o u r n a l  i n  Nature,  John 

Barrow (198.2) wrote t h a t  the  success o f  t h i s  jour-  

na l  would depend on i t  r e c e i v i n g  a r t i c l e s  f rom 

fore igners  and expat r ia te  Indians. 

Mathai Joseph ( 1 9 7 9 )  f e l t  t h a t  Ind ian  journa ls  

could only r e f l e c t  Ind ian science a t  best  and even 

i n  t h a t  'it cou ld  n o t  succeed as very  l i t t l e  o f  

q u a l i t y  mater ia l  was submitted t o  it. 

Ramaseshan, a leading Phys ic is t  o f  the  country who 

ed i ted the journa ls  o f  the Ind ian Academy o f  Sciences 

and was t h e  f i r s t  e d i t o r  o f  Pramana, d i scussed  t h e  

problems o f  journa ls  i n  I n d i a  i n  the key note address t o  

a seminar on Primary Communication o f  Science and Tech- 



nology(Ramaseshan,l978). To quote him, on a few po in ts ,  

he says : 

" While i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  the q u a l i t y  o f  our science 
i s  by no means o f  the highest order ,  our journa ls  
are much worse than the science we produce". 

Refer r ing t o  t he  e a r l y  Ind ian  jou rna ls ,  he says : 

" The qua 1 i t y  o f  the work and the references 
made i n  f o re ign  jou rna ls  t o  I nd ian  ones gave 
t o  t he  l a t t e r  a  s tand ing  and r e p u t a t i o n  so 
good t h a t  most s c i e n t i f i c  l abora to r ies  i n  the 
world subscribed t o  journa ls  7 i ke  t h e  Ind ian  
Journa 1 o f  Physics, Proceedings o f  the Ind ian  
Academy o f  Sc iences ,  C u r r e n t  S c i e n c e  and 
Sankhya". (Ramaseshan - 1 9 7 8 ) .  

Touching on t he  aspect o f  improving t he  journa ls ,  

he says : 

"The on ly  method o f  improving the  qua 1 i t y  o f  
s c i e n t i f i c  papers i n  a journal  i s  by i n s i s t i n g  
on the  h i g h e s t  s tandards o f  r e f e r e e i n g .  I n  
f a c t ,  a  good journa 7 d i s c i p l  ines a  s c i e n t i f i c  
community by demanding an impart i a  1 assessment 
system based on 1y on qua 7 i t y  - not  dependent 
on any h i e r a r c h a l  system". - (Ramaseshan - 
1978) .  

I n  another t a 1  k ,  Ramaseshan expla ined why Pramana 

was s tar ted.  He says t h a t  i t was an attempt f o r  s t a r t -  

ing  a cohesive community i n  the country t h a t  could take 

care o f  peer group assessment w i thout  any reservat ions.  

He emphasized t h a t  the attempts t o  st rengthen the  jou r -  



na ls  should be seen as a p a r t  o f  b u i l d i n g  "an endogenous 

and i n d i g e n o u s  s c i e n t i f i c  community" (Ramaseshan - 

1989). 

Venkataraman (1989) lamented i n  a note t o  the same 

conference (perhaps p e s s i m i s t i c a l l y )  about our journa ls .  

He f e l t  t h a t  t h e  n e g l e c t  o f  our j o u r n a l s  was o n l y  a 

mani f e s t a t i o n  o f  general neg lec t  and i n d i f f e r e n c e  pre- 

v a i l i n g  i n  the  country.  

Rao, t h e  t hen  E d i t o r  o f  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  

Ind ian  Academy o f  Sciences was forced by t he  preva i  1 i ng  

s i t u a t i o n  t o  appeal t o  t h e  Fe l lows o f  t h e  Academy t o  

send a t  l e a s t  one o r  two o f  t h e i r  good papers every year 

t o  the  j ou rna l s  o f  the Academy. He wrote t o  t he  Fel-  

lows: 

The pub7 i c a t i o n  record o f  our Fe7 lows i n  our 
Academy j ou rna l s  i s  miserably poor. A samp7e 
survey shows on7y about 50 papers (which i s  a 
7 i t t  7e less  than 10% o f  t he  t o t a l  pub7 ica-  
t i o n s )  a r e  pub l i shed  by t h e  Fel  lows i n  ou r  
jou rna  7s. Fur thermore,  on 7y a few Fe 7 7ows 
pub7ish these papers." (Rao, 1988). 

Recently t he  issue o f  Ind ian  science j ou rna l s  has 

been t a k e n  u p , b y  a number o f  s c i e n t i s t s  i n  C u r r e n t  

Science. Padmanabhan ( 1990) d iscussed t h e  i ssue  o f  

journa ls  compromising on t h e i r  standards on the  grounds 

o f  he lp ing o r  showing some concession t o  those scien- 



t i s t s  wo rk ing  under d i f f i c u l t  c o n d i t i o n s  w i t h  ve ry  

l i t t l e  f a c i l i t i e s .  He argued t h a t  journals should not  

have such an a t t i t u d e  and t h a t  " the p r ide  o f  a s c i e n t i s t  

cannot be compromised w i t h  at tempts t o  p u b l i s h  poor 

qua1 i t y  papers based on mistaken j u s t i f i c a t i o n s .  " Bala 

Ravi (1990) dea l t  w i t h  the  aspect o f  professional ism i n  

producing the journals i n  t he  country. He observed t h a t  

i t  i s  o n l y  th rough peer  rev iew  and sound e d i t o r i a l  

p o l i c y  t h a t  one cou ld  en fo rce  q u a l i t y  i n  p u b l i s h i n g  

science journals.  Kochhar (1990)  analyzing the  problems 

o f  Ind ian  journa ls  f e l t  t h a t  peer pressure was essent ia l  

as the s t rength o f  the journa l  was i n  i t  and t h a t  i t s  

s e t  o f  a u t h o r s  shou ld  be i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  t h e  s e t  o f  

re fe rees .  He was o f  t h e  op in ion  t h a t  any honour t o  

s c i e n t i s t s  from w i t h i n  the  country should be made condi- 

t i o n a l  t o  h i s  services t o  I nd ian  science and i f  a scien- 

t i s t  f e l t  t h a t  the Ind ian  learned soc ie t i es  were good 

enough t o  be members o f ,  then they should accept t h a t  the 

j o u r n a l s  o f  those  bod ies  a l s o  t o  be good enough t o  

pub l ish t h e i r  research papers i n .  

Opinions expressed i n  conferences: 

There have been a few conferences i n  the country 

devoted t o  I n d i a n  s c i e n t i f i c  j ou rna l s .  There was a 



seminar on Primary Communication i n  I n d i a  i n  1 9 7 8  a t  

Bangalore. A t  t h i s  seminar, e d i t o r s  of j o u r n a l s  and 

l i b r a r i a n s  and teache rs  i n  L i b r a r y  and I n f o r m a t i o n  

profession i n  the country discussed the var ious aspects 

o f  Ind ian journals.  A number o f  papers on b i b l i o m e t r i c  

studies were presented. The papers presented ind icated 

t h a t  the l eve l  o f  ' I nd ian  journa ls  (excepting a handful )  

was very low. There was no i n  depth d iscussion as t o  

why i t  was so. 

I n  1989, there was an i n t e r e s t i n g  meeting a t  Madras 

where perhaps f o r  the f i r s t  t ime s c i e n t i s t s ,  e d i t o r s  

o f  j o u r n a l s ,  representa t i ves  o f  fund ing  agencies and 

l i b r a r i a n s  met i n  what was termed a " B r a i n  Storming 

Session on Ind ian  Science & Technology Journals". Each 

o f  the  groups expressed t h e i r  opinions about the  s t a t e  

o f  Ind ian journa ls  and the reasons f o r  why they are so. 

Most o f  the po in ts  t h a t  emerged were s i m i l a r  t o  what has 

already been mentioned i n  connection w i t h  the  opinions 

expressed by s c i e n t i s t s  i n  interv iews.  An attempt was 

made t o  get a c o l l e c t i v e  pledge from the s c i e n t i s t s  t h a t  

they would publ ish most o f  t h e i r  good papers i n  Ind ian 

journals.  But the s c i e n t i s t s  were no t  prepared t o  take 

such a pledge and one s c i e n t i s t  went t o  the  extent  o f  

saying t h a t  he would ra ther  leave the country than be 

forced t o  accept such a r e g u l a t i o n  (sel f- imposed o r  



otherwise). 

A Summary o f  the opinions: 

To summarize the op in ions  expressed i n  d i f f e r e n t  

forums, the sc i en t i s t s  are not  happy about most o f  the 

Ind ian  pub l i ca t i ons  and have t h e i r  own rese rva t i ons  

about publ ishing t h e i r  work i n  Indian journals. Ed i to rs  

fee l  t h a t  they cannot do much unless they receive good 

a r t i c l es .  However, e f f o r t s  are going on from both sides 

t o  improve the  s i t u a t i o n  and hope fu l l y  t h i n g s  would 

improve i n  course o f  time. 

The au thor 's  comments on the  remarks summarized 

here are deferred t o  the next chapter. 
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