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ABSTRACT

Social network research indicates that actors with
high degrees of centrality in networks have the
most influence over the other actors and decisions
in the network.One implication for RCE research is
that a Center’s centrality in the network of Category
A agent research may indicate its influence over
future funding decisions. To determine the current
status of the network, we collected lists of all publi-
cations about Category A agents in all sources avail-
able in the ISI Web of Science and used social net-
work analysis to analyze those publications by insti-
tution, RCE membership, and journal. Preliminary
data indicates that the GLRCE is at or near the top
in measures of centrality in the network. We report
the network data and describe future research that
will further examine how centrality affects the
funding & reputations of RCEs and their research-
ers.

SUMMARY

1. NIH wants “infrastructure”: systems of institutions,
researchers, and resources that will provide scientific
information and translational research capacity.

2. When do we have infrastructure?

a. When process defaults to business as usual [4]

b. When it is independent of a person or brokered
relationship [1]

3. Why do we care?

a. NIH will continue funding centers that are part of a
strong infrastructure.

b. Network analysis shows us cohesiveness; cohesion is an
indicator of strong infrastructure. Cohesive networks are
held together passively; they do not require work to stay
connected. [5]

c. Our position in the infrastructure determines how much
control we have over it. [2,3]

REFERENCES

[1] Bowker, G.C. and Star, S.L. (1999) Sorting things out: classification and its con-
sequences. Cambridge: MIT Press, 33-50

2] Brass, D.J. (1984) Being in the Right Place: A Structural Analysis of Individual
nfluence in an Organization. Administrative Science Quarterly. 29 (4), 518-539
3] Marsden, PV. and Friedkin, N.E. (1994) Network Studies of Social Influence.
n Wasserman, S. and Galaskiewicz, J., eds. Advances in Social Network Analysis:
Research in the Social and Behavioral Sciences. Thousands Oaks: Sage Publica-
tions.

[4] Star, S.L. and Ruhleder, K. (1996) Steps Towards an Ecology of Infrastructure:
Design and Access for Large-Scale Collaborative Systems. Information Systems
Research 7, 111-138

[5] Wasserman, S. and Faust, K. (1994) Social Network Analysis: Methods and Ap-
plications. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.




