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BOOK REVIEWS

Modern Trends in Ophthalmology (3rd Series). By ARNOLD SORSBY. 1955. Pp. 346,
I 1 1 figs, 3 col. pl. Butterworth, London. (65s.).

The third volume of Modern Trends in Ophthalmology has now appeared under the
editorship of Prof. Arnold Sorsby; it is about half the size of its two predecessors which
appeared in 1940 and 1948, but unfortunately, in the way that such things go these days,
is more expensive than either. The volume preserves the spirit and the scope of its
predecessors, being composed of independent essays written by a variety of authors
on subjects in which progress has recently been made; in the present case 36 contributors
derive from foreign countries and 18 from Great Britain. The book is divided into
five sections, each containing a number of short chapters: the fundamental sciences
(anatomy, physiology, optics); diagnostic procedures; pathology; clinical aspects and
treatment; and the social aspects of ophthalmology insofar as they affect the blind and
visually handicapped.
A critical review of a book of this kind considered as a whole is difficult, since, as so

frequently happens in a composite volume, the standard of the contributions is uneven:
some are good, others not so good; most are short, some so short, as Sysi's contribution on
miliary aneurysms, as to be of little informative value. Probably for this reason, also,
many contributors are more dogmatic in their conclusions than critical in their assess-
ment. Reading the volume thus reveals statements which require qualification and
amplification; these are numerous, but a few samples may suffice. Thus Leopold thinks
that the sulphonamides, particularly sulphadiazine, are effective as treatment in toxoplas-
mosis; Stallard is unusually despondent about the value of corneal grafting, not advising
it in patients whose vision is better than 6/60, while he neglects the undoubted value of
new instruments for measuring accurately the thickness of the cornea in cases where its
accurate clinical assessment is otherwise practically impossible; it is difficult to under-
stand what Barraquer Moner means by " venous inflow into the eye ", and so on.

In another aspect the contents of the book fail to live up to its title. The most dramatic
example of this is seen in the section on retrolental fibroplasia: W. C. and E. U. Owens
state that the aetiology of this disease is unknown and that none of the numerous aetiolog-
ical theories has been substantiated, an excess or deficiency of oxygen being given as
much credence as a deficiency of vitamins or a virus infection; the only suggestion as to
management is the social adjustment of blind children and sorrowing parents. It is
odd that a book bearing the date 1955, and presumably prepared for the press in 1954,
should not include a reference to experimental work published in London in 1953 which
demonstrates the cause of retrolental fibroplasia as conclusively as has been achieved in
any disease-a finding which the Editor himself accepts on another page in the book and
which has resulted in the virtual elimination of the disease in Great Britain. It is
difficult to imagine that this knowledge has not percolated to Baltimore; it is easier to
imagine that the chapter was written a long time ago and has remained unaltered. But
the responsibilities of editorship should surely not be taken as lightly as that; alternatively
the title of the book should be altered.
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