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The ﬁrst edltlon of Professor Dudlevs book appemed in ]898 and :

" now. in’ 190-& we: have the fourth. TFour.editions' of a medical text-.

. book: i su year§ amply prove its popularity and valuc " The. dechca—"‘

tlon continues to be to the vcncmble Bminet, of New- 101]\ ‘whose pupil-
the author formerly was. As in the carlier editions,. Dudlev adopts
a somewhat unusual classification * of sub]eets - Instead of «rroupmrr
together all the diverse morbid affections ‘of one. special organ, he has,
as' far’ a= poqsﬂ)le, arranged them' in pathological and etiological

' Qequence "To quote further from the author’s preface, © for example,
infections and mﬂammatlons are brought together so that’ vulvo-

arnmt]s, metritis, salpm gitis, ovaritis, pentomtls and cellulitis may.

“be studied in the combmed forms which they ordinarily assume. " In

. like manner tumours are treated in another part, traumatisms in another -

and displacements in another.”

The text has undergone cxtensive revision, and all the horrowed 111us—
trations of previous editions have heen rejected, and three hundred new
ones, all reproduced from drawings specially made for the book, have
been introduced. A somewhat careful examination ‘of the work amply
justifics the author’s claim in the matter of 1llustrat10ns In this
particular no text-book we know for the student and ordinary prac-
titioner can compare with Dr. Dudley’s. :

We presume he does not challenge comparison with Kelly’s monu- "
mental work. In descendmg to particulars, we first notice the author’s
remarks. onthe {trcatment of acute puerperal metritis, the management
of Whlch is.of so great interest to the obstetrician and gynmcologist.
There is ‘much difference of opinion. Is it wise to curette? . There
ere enthusiastic advocates and there are unflinching opponents.  The
author’s teaching is commendable. It is conservative, and inclines to
. its restriction to ‘exceptional cases, Wwhere, if employed, it should be so
~ thoroughly done by a sharp curette that cvery vestige should be removed.

" But the operation is by no means free from danger. There can be no
deubt that it has sometimes killed the patient. ~ We submit that the
evidence in its favour is of very doubtful value. -

On the question of the more radical operations for. cancer of the
uterus, these by which cellular tissue and lymphatic glands are exten-
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