
WHY NOT?

Why not use old copies of the Journal?
T. S. EIMERL, DSC,VRD,MD, FRCGP

General Practitioner, Sevenoaks

T^OR more than 25 years College activities have
-*- played a large part in my life. Now that I have
retired from full-time work there is more time to reflect
on what I have read. I find that although the basis of the
relationship between patient and doctor remains con¬

stant, practical medical care varies considerably in
direction and emphasis. These changes are fascinating
to one whose absorbing interest over the years has been
to learn what doctors do and why they do it.
However, I have noticed that while many articles and

papers display obvious forethought and care, there are

equally obvious gaps and distortions of fact between
College publications of the past and current writing:
sometimes points are made now as if they were new,
when in fact they have been described much earlier.
Many who today advise or supervise younger colleagues
in their medical activities (which often lead to public¬
ation) may not always know of earlier publications and
their relevance because of lack of access to such work.
The ever increasing quantity of published material
makes it progressively more difficult for the College
Librarian, who is widely known for the unstinting help
she gives to would-be authors, to attempt deeper and
deeper searches. The tendency nowadays for authors to

give references which are only three or four years old
leads to inevitable gaps in knowledge.

Early College publications offer a wide variety of
material including reports of clinical work and lectures
which are fascinating in their range, depth of obser¬
vation, and relevance to current medical care. The
facility for general practitioners to receive written ma¬

terial devoted specifically to their own discipline owes

much to the genius of Dr R. M. S. McConaghey,
Founding Editor of this Journal, which acted as a great
stimulus to family doctors. The issues of Research
Nevssletter from September 1953 to November 1957,
Between Ourselves from May 1956 to September 1963,
the Research Newsletter and Journal from February
1958 to November 1959 are a cornucopia of untapped
resources. The first issue of the Journal of the College
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of General Practitioners was not published until Feb¬
ruary 1960, eight years after the founding of the
College and contained 130 pages. The for./ quarterly
issues for the year thus totalled 518 pages, and by 1966
there were 711 pages of text plus 353 pages in sup-
plements which included two major College reports.
From the start, most contributors were widely exper¬

ienced, with deep knowledge of their chosen discipline
and a humble approach to their work. Many were

destined to become well known inside and outside the
College; many had above average knowledge of their
fellows resulting from their experience in the Armed
Forces or civilian war service. On re-reading earlier
issues one gains the impression that many doctors were

nearer their patients than their colleagues today. Such
contributors expressed themselves with care, concise-
ness, and erudition, which was the result of genuine
interest and careful observation. Yet today there ap¬
pears to be lack of opportunity to refer to earlier
thoughtful work for those who would if they could, and
lack of use of such references by many who could if they
would.
Many will possess, as I do, the complete series of

College publications, and many may feel, as I do, that
they would like to put these to greater use. Academic
departments of general practice, research bodies, and
medical institutes may not have this material in their
own libraries; were this deficiency made good, the
material would undoubtedly be used. Such collections
could be housed as a complete unit, for reference
purposes only by bonafide workers. By donating their
own collections, readers could aid the scholarship of
published work on general practice. It should not be
difficult for donors and potential recipients to be put in
contact with each other.
For a start I offer my own collection gladly, in the

belief that it will benefit the continuing life of our

College and the development of general practice. Why
don't other readers do the same?

Addendum

Dr EimerFs generous offer has since been accepted with gratitude by
the Department of General Practice of the University of Exeter.
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