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Consumer Price Index: 1933 = 100; 1959 = 225; 1973 = 343. 

Therefore: 1933 $ Equivalent 

1974 production cost = $46,363.00 $13,514.00 
1959 " " - 14,582.00 6,480.00 -
1933 " " - 5,633.00 5,633.00 -
1933 subscription cost = 5.00 5.00 
1959 " " - 10.00 4.44 -

1974 " " - *20.00 5.89 -

13,514 
* = Present SUbscription rate should be 5 633 x 3.43 (consumer index mUltiple) x 5 ($) = $41.16 to hold our 

own. Not adjusted, however, for differences in humber of subscriptions between 1933 and 1973. With printing costs 
adj usted to about the 1933 subscription level the 1973 costs would be approximately $42,000 = 1933, $12,245 
equivalent. Subscriptions should be about $32 (1973 dollars) to keep on same relative level relating to production 
costs and dollar value as compared with 1933. 

-OLAF K. SKINSNES 

"Too Scientific?/I 

We have recently heard the remark from 
some quarters that the INTERNATIONAL JOUR­
NAL OF LEPROSY is "too scientific." Coupled 
with this has been expressed a desire for 
more papers on "statistics of leprosy" (pre­
sumably epidemiology), on rehabilitation 
and on social aspects of the disease. We 
gather from this that some assume that this 
JOURNAL is too technical and not of enough 
general interest. " 

With an interest in testing this claim, we 
set a 21-year-old university graduate, having 
no specific personal working experience with 
leprosy but having an interest in the disease 
to the point of having visited many lepro­
saria in the Far East, the task of going 
through the past five volumes of this JOUR­
NAL and listing the papers she thought of 
interest and not too technical for her to com­
prehend. Her list of 86 publications (includ-

ing editorials) included 14 on history, 20 on 
control and epidemiology, 5 on rehabilita­
tion, 18 on therapy, 3 on surgery, 15 clinical, 
5 on experimental leprosy, and 6 on pathol­
ogy. This, of course, does not include the 
subject matter in News and Notes or the 
Current Literature sections. 

We submit that on this basis we must 
have done quite well and· been reasonably 
well balanced if at the same time we have 
achieved the reputation of being "too scien­
tific. " 

Remarkably, Dr. Wade in his report as 
editor to the 1938 Fourth International Lep­
rosy Congress (IJL 6 [1938] 529-542), was 
moved to write: ".No article has been re­
jected because it was too 'scientific,' pro-
vided it was pertinent to leprosy." 

-OLAF K. SKINSNES 




