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CONTRARY to your current policy, I believe the quoting of 
unpublished reports to be an unavoidable necessity. This 

arises as a logical consequence of the following causal chain: 
1. Abundant contributions and rising costs have made scientific 

journals ever more exacting about quality and brevity in the 
articles they accept. 

2. The resulting gap between usability and publishability can
not be crossed by many types of material (spectral collections, 
tables, computer programs, etc.) Also, much of the material that 
does appear has had to be condensed beyond the point of maximum 
usefulness. 

3. This information is useful, costly to obtain (or to duplicate 
needlessly) and abundant. Its loss to the scientific community 
must therefore be avoided. 

4. Short of reversing step 1, which nobody really wants, this 
can be done only by preparing this material as reports for private 
circulation. 

5. As pointed out by Weale,1 quoting of unpublished material 
frustrates the literature searcher. Obviously, this frustration can 
be avoided by keeping the searcher in ignorance of the existence of 
the report. But being frustrated seems preferable. 

6. Abuses, bypassing of referees, and perpetuation of mistakes1 

could be prevented by asking prospective authors to submit for 
review any unpublished report they quote along with the article 
itself. 

7. Extensive letter-writing to authors would of course make the 
quoting of unpublished reports less necessary. But elimination of 
the need for this is the very thing for which scientific journals were 
originally invented. The loss of time involved if readers had to 
write to every author who might possibly have some unpublished 
work in their field is prohibitive. 

Editor's Note: As stated in the Editor's Page (470) for April 
1965, the author of a paper published in the Journal may, in that 
paper, cite the report on which it is based, of which he was an 
author. However, the editor cannot ask the referees to examine 
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the original report. The referees serve without compensation, 
other than the satisfaction of serving their Society, the Journal, 
its readers, and the cause of science. Those referees who have 
published papers may also feel that they are repaying some of the 
debt they owe to the anonymous referees who read their manu
scripts and offered constructive criticisms. The burden of referee-
ing should not be increased by superimposing the examination of 
reports that are already issued, in which any errors stand so long 
as a copy survives, over which the referee can have no influence 
whatever. 

Extensive tabular material, and other essential information, 
such as working drawings, derivations, and computer programs 
can be submitted with the manuscript pruned for publication. 
If asked to do so by the author, the Editor deposits that extra 
material with the American Documentation Institute at the 
Library of Congress, and includes in the published paper the 
number assigned to it by the Institute, by use of which any 
applicant is able to obtain easily and inexpensively a copy of the 
deposited material. Such material can be forwarded by the Editor 
to the Institute only if the notice of availability is published in 
the Journal and if the material is supplementary to or logically 
related to a paper, Letter, or Note published in this Journal. 
The material to be deposited must be: (1) typewritten with black 
ribbon; (2) notes must be in black pencil or ink; (3) charts and 
illustrative material must be glossy prints; (4) all material must 
be easily handled for photoreproduction, preferably about 
8 × 1 1 in. 

1 R. A. Weale, J. Opt. Soc. Am. 55, 1188 (1965). 


