


unrefereed  tutorial  material; a Forum where technical  points 
may be  discussed;  and  reviews to inform  our readers of signif- 
icant new books. 

Reader response to the Journal has remained very good.  Cir- 
culation has grown  steadily to over 55,000. Reprints of Systems 
Journal  papers, not generally  available three  years ago, are 
now being  ordered at a  rate of 30,000 a  year. A recent  reader- 
ship survey, conducted  by an outside  firm, shows  that almost  all 
recipients of the Journal  read at least part of it, that  half  route 
their  copies to others, and that eighty-five  percent save copies 
for  future  reference. As for the Journal’s  value, sixty-one percent 
of our readers  describe  it as helpful  in  their  immediate  job; 
seventy-five percent  feel i t  keeps  them  abreast of new develop- 
ments  in  computing;  and  ninety  percent rate  the Journal  excel- 
lent or good  compared  with other computer  journals. 

Producing a technical  journal  requires a great  deal of work, not 
only on the part of the editorial staff, but  also on  the part of 
professionals on whom  the staff relies for technical  advice. 
Papers must  be  acquired  and refereed. It is for refereeing-the 
peer  review  process-that the editors of the Systems Journal 
rely on  many  data  processing  professionals,  both  inside  and 
outside IBM, who  volunteer their  time  and  energy to help 
produce a  better journal. By tradition, the refereeing  process  is 
anonymous, so those  who review,  evaluate,  and  help  strengthen 
each  manuscript  go  unrecognized. As a way of acknowledging 
their contribution, therefore, I have  listed our recent referees on 
page 318. To them I give my thanks, along  with thanks to the 
editorial  and  production staffs of this  journal,  and to the  many 
authors who have freely  contributed  their  fine  papers. I hope 

~ they all  will  be as helpful to my successor,  Connie Thiel. 

George C. McQuilken 
Editor 
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