
ANNOTATIONS

usually made the glasses he sold to the public. Two factors
changed the situation. The first was the divorce of ophthalmology
from general medicine, and the second was the growing influence of
the large wholesale spectacle makers. Cylindrical glasses, invented
by Young, were employed in 1850 by C. N. Goulier, the engineer
officer of Metz, and their use systematized by Donders, Knapp, v.
Graefe, and v. Zehender. In 1860 it was possible to study
refraction in the Universities. The greater complexity of the
glasses prescribed could not fail to influence the position of
the optician. The development of large spectacle factories made
it unnecessary for the optician to grind his -own lenses and
to make his own frames. He became a middle-man between
factory and patients. He was obliged to dispense the
prescriptions of medical men, or to fit glasses himself. In order to
do the latter, he needed some knowledge of the theory of spectacle
lenses and of the commoner errors of refraction. Karl A. Burow,
working with Emil Busch, the proprietor of the well known optical
firm, did much to help the optician to acquire the knowledge
necessary for refraction work. In America, Prentice fought
to obtain a legal standing for opticians. The main reason for
Prentice's success lay in the fact that most of the public wished to
avoid the expense of consulting an oculist. There is no doubt that
the scientific training and the examinations which are legally
constituted have done much to further the better refraction work
of American opticians. In England, opticians are striving for
official recognition, so far, happily, without success. They have
their trade journals and two organizations, the Worshipful Com-
pany of Spectacle Makers (founded in 1624) and the British
Optical Association. Both of these bodies arranged examinations
in 1897. The S.M.C. were advised by G. Lindsay Johnson, and
v. Rohr notes that his activities in that respect were not viewed in
a favourable light by his medical colleagues. It is difficult to gather
the exact position held by v. Rohr himself. He says that it is
obvious that every encouragement should be given to opticians to
perfect themselves in their profession, always with the reservation
that they should restrict their activities within reasonable bounds.

Abbreviations
Our contemporary, the Anerican Journal of Ofhthalmnology, has

adopted abbreviated titles for the names of journals most referred
to in ophthalmology. It publishes such a list in its issue of Auiguist.
1918. The impossible task is not attempted of endeavouring to
give abbreviations for all the many hundreds of general medical
periodicals, although a few are included. We notice that the
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A rchiv fur Ofhthalmologie appears in shortened form as " Graefe's
Arch. f. Ophth." and we suggest that the founder's name is alto-
*gether superfluous. "Arch. f. Ophth." would be adequate. This
trifling criticism does not seriously impair the value of the list and
the recognition of the sound principles that underlie its construction.
It may not be generally known that soon after the BRITISH
JOURNAL OF OPHTHALMOLOGY was published, the editorial
committee of the journal drew up a list of shortened titles of
ophthalmic periodicals, which have been consistently employed in
its columns since. We have not, however, published a list of the
abbreviations, since enough of the name of each journal has been
given to allow it to be identified with certainty. There is much
to be said for standardizing all contractions of ophthalmological
terms. Such a catalogue was drafted in 1884 by a committee,
consisting of Mr. George Cowell, Dr. W. R. Gowers, Mr. Frederick
Mason, and Mr. Edward Nettleship, at the request of the Council
of the Ophthalmological Society of the United Kingdom, and was
published year by year in the.Society's Tranisactions until 1915,
after which it was discontinued. It was found helpful by many
members of the Society, more especially by those who contributed
to the Transactions. While on this subject, we may advert to the
desirability of standardizing ophthalmic terminology generally, as
proposed by Mr. Percy Dunn last year in the columns of the
Medical Press. The necessity of this reform is obvious to anybody
who has occasion to read books or journals dealing with the eve.
How many obsolete terms linger among us! One of the most
glaring'instances is "sympathetic ophthalmia," which implies an
unproved theory, and another is " keratitis punctata," which is not
keratitis in any sense of the word. Here is useful work indeed
for a Commnittee of English-speaking peoples.

ABSTRACTS

I.-FACTITIOUS CONJUNCTIVITIS

(I) Bollack, J.-Note on the existence of local eosinophilia in
certain cases of factitious conjunctivitis. (Notes sur l'exis-
tence d'une dosinophilie locale au cours de certaines'
conjonctivites provoqu&es.) La Presse Mid., January 4, 1917.

(1) Bollack has found that the diagnosis of factitious conjunctivitis
is not always readily made under the hurried conditions of examin-
ation inseparable from active service. Previous observers have not
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