L/C CATALOG
FROM ISCO

instruments for high
and low pressure liquid
chromatography and
electrophoresis

You’ll find 56 pages describing
complete high performance liquid
chromatographs, L/C compon-
ents, and instruments for other
separating techniques used in the
research lab. Components include
absorbance monitors with unsur-
passed performance and many
features unavailable elsewhere,
high and low pressure pumps
including models which will
reproduce any gradient program
you’ll ever need, large and small
fraction collectors, and a digital
electronic integrator specifically
designed for L/C.

Check the number below on
your reader service card for a
current ISCO catalog. If you're in
a hurry, write direct or phone
collect (402) 464-0231.
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BOX 5347 LINCOLN, NEBRASKA 68505
PHONE (402) 464-0231 TELEX 48-6453

Circle No. 608 on Readers’ Service Card

We are pleased to learn of the
American Association of Medical Col-
leges’ research project correlating the
present system’s results with a theoreti-
cal matching program. It must be
pointed out that their study did not test
the value of uniform reply dates, pref-
erence lists before the fact, or the
mechanics of a “rounding” procedure
to fill all available spaces. If the con-
clusions of that study demonstrate, as
we believe, the assumptive simplicity,
reliability, and feasibility of admissions
matching, we urge immediate adoption
of such a plan to facilitate the notifica-
tion process.

Replying to the criticisms of Ceithaml
and Dalrymple requires brief reitera-
tion of several key points stated in our
editorial. Matching of accepted appli-
cants is an expedient to medical school
admissions; we do not offer it as a
replacement for the traditional com-
mittee method by which students are
selected to attend medical school. The
ultimate success of admissions match-
ing is predicated on significant over-
hauling of advising programs and on
firm statements by medical schools
concerning minimum qualifications for
serious consideration, so that under-
graduate students may have the clear-
est knowledge of how and where to
apply, what to expect in terms of ac-
ceptances. and even whether they
should attempt application to medical
school. Thus, until definite action is
begun by undergraduate and medical
schools to alleviate the ills of current
counseling efforts, we think it impossi-
ble to predict without presumptions
what will happen to application-per-
student ratios. We are convinced that
blind belief in the inevitable increase

.in these ratios is erroneous and un-

founded.
Institution of admissions matching
by no means precludes use of the Early

Decision Plan (EDP) as it now exists,

since “if not accepted [under EDP],
the student still has ample time to sub-
mit other applications.” Should, as
Ceithaml suggests, the EDP be held as
the panacea for the ails of medical
school admissions, we foresee problems
at least as grave as those he portends
for a matching program. Widespread
use of EDP would certainly decrease
the number of applications initially
each year, as students are allowed to
apply to but one school; the subsequent
torrent of applications received after 1
October could only delay the admis-
sions process.

We recognize that there are numer-

ous proposals for modifying admissions
procedures, and it seems fairly obvious
that no single plan is yet sufficiently
broad or flexible to afford both uni-
formity and individuality mandatory in
admissions decisions. Our purpose is to
present a scheme by which one phase
of the process can be expedited. While
the perfect solution to accommodate all
interests is not apparent, we are en-
couraged that new ideas are in the
offing.

CHARLES E. RIGGs, JR.
Johns Hopkins University School of
Medicine, Baltimore, Maryland 21205

NorRMAN A. MARcUs

Stanford University School of
Medicine, Palo Alto, California 94305

Publishing Costs

Ralph D. Tanz suggests (30 Aug., p.
735) that it is improper for publishers
to charge authors for reprints of their
own articles, and he supports legal ac-
tion which would prevent the loss of
copyright by authors to publishers.

In fact, we already have mechanisms
which allow the author to retain con-
trol of his own work. If we accept the
notion that the author raises his own
funds, does the thinking, does the labo-
ratory work, and dees the writing (all
this, presumably, on salary), then we
must note that the author is free to go
to any printer of his choice and ar-
range to have his work printed.

If he objects to paying the printer,
he may write out copies in longhand
for distribution to students. If he ob-
jects to paying for paper and ink, he
may scratch the text into wet clay with
a twig.

I cannot, offhand, think of any way
around the necessity of paying a small
filing fee to the Copyright Office or of
spending some cash for postage (greater
in the case of clay tablets than in the
case of ink on paper), but if the author
is willing to bear that expense, it is not
difficult under the present rules to ob-
tain a copyright.

The author may then present copies
of his article to students if he deems
it necessary. If he charges his students
or interested colleagues for copies of
the article, he may be cursed as a
money-grubbing publisher, but those
are the breaks.

There is still no free lunch.

NeLs WINKLEss 111
5018 Simon Drive, NW,
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87114
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