
LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Clinical medical
librarianship
We read with interest the article
titled "The Evolving Role of Clin-
ical Medical Librarians" in the July
1989 issue [1]. The responsibilities
described by the authors have been
a part of the Clinical Medical Li-
brarianship program at the Uni-
versity of Missouri-Kansas City
(UMKC) School of Medicine from
its inception, and have been well
documented in the literature [2-5].
Before the term "end user" entered
the popular vocabulary of librari-
anship, the CMLs at UMKC de-
veloped an in-house computerized
bibliographic database for stu-
dents and physicians. Teaching
students and physicians to search
the database was a routine respon-
sibility of the first CMLs.
Computer literacy is now a prev-

alent condition among our stu-
dents and faculty; most arrive with
some knowledge and often with
their own computers. We have dis-
covered many self-taught end
users. Vendors market directly to
health care professionals, who
seem quite capable of following the
directions provided by biblio-
graphic systems and can draw on

their own subject vocabularies to
formulate search strategies. Cer-
tainly we serve as "consultants"
and continue to provide searches
for clients who either do not have
the time or the inclination to do
their own.
Considering our long tradition

of user education, clinical involve-
ment, and research support, we

agree that these are important
components of CML programs.
However, we are curious about the
"enhancement" issue. We have
found that CML services can be ex-
tended to any number of depart-
ments and can include wide ranges
of activities. We have also found
that increased funding does not
necessarily follow the "enhance-
ment" of services. It is possible for

CMLs to assume excessive respon-
sibilities for which there may be
no professional or financial re-
ward. In the academic setting,
librarians are often expected to
conduct research, publish, and
participate in committee work.
CMLs must have time to pursue
these goals if they are to survive.
The one crucial component that
seems to have been overlooked is
supervisory/administrative re-
sponsibility. This component is
probably the one that removes a
position from a cul-de-sac and puts
it on a career path. In closing, we
note that all three authors of the
article have the word "director" in
their titles, and none includes the
title "Clinical Medical Librarian."
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The Bulletin and citation
patterns
In reference to your editorial in the
April issue, "The Bulletin-a Special
Interest Journal?" [1], I don't con-

sider the Bulletin to be a special in-
terest journal, but then I've been
reading it for fifteen years. Any
journal in any discipline has a dif-
ficulty with its title possibly not
appealing to potential readers.
Perhaps we need to write more in
the "broad field of librarianship"
and to cite the Bulletin to bring it
to others' attention. I believe that
Fang's article examining citing
patterns of the Bulletin [2] unfor-
tunately proves that we do tend to
write for ourselves, to ourselves,
and cite ourselves, but we

shouldn't feel alone in this.
My coauthors and I have been

working on a study of citing pat-
terns among authors of health
professions education journals. Our
preliminary results were pre-

sented at the American Education-
al Research Association conference
last year [3]. Additional data are

now being analyzed. The article by
Fang has a built-in bias. The most
frequently cited is always the jour-
nal itself. In our study, the next
most likely is other journals in the
subject discipline being discussed.
By choosing to examine a single
journal, the overwhelming rank-
ing of the Bulletin is only to be ex-

pected, and misleading.
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