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Dear Editors, 

“Against Research:” Professor D’Eon1 claimed that in 
medical education, research must remain closely 
connected to practice and that researchers should build on 
preexisting knowledge. Having spent 46 years as a basic 
electron-microscopist, an active obstetric surgeon, and a 
medical educator, I resonate with his view. Comparing 
clinical medicine research with medical education may 
complement his perspective.  

There was a time when a great clinician could also be a 
great basic researcher—Virchow and Koch. Today, basic 
scientists and clinicians generally occupy distinct roles, and 
no one would fault a scientist for focusing on discovery 
rather than immediate application. Modern medicine 
emphasizes role sharing: basic scientists advance 
laboratory research, while clinicians translate findings into 
practice.  

In contrast, medical education still reflects a “good old” 
culture: researchers are, and should be, active educators. 
Educators typically devise and test new teaching methods 
directly in real-world settings, often building on preexisting 
knowledge from other fields. Education researchers cannot 
remain detached; they must stay at the teaching front line.  

Thus, both clinical medicine and medical education 
researchers should follow the same two principles: build on 
preexisting knowledge and consider real-world application. 
However, in clinical medicine, role sharing is more 
common. In contrast, education researchers often observe 
the entire research process, from design to real-world 
outcome. Being both researcher and practitioner may be a 
distinctive strength, less common among basic scientists 
and clinical researchers.  

Medical education research should not be an end in itself; 
it must serve real-world practice. D’Eon’s call remains 
timely and important. 
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