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Assuming I was editing your journal, I would not hesitate to
publish this brief review of epidemiological texts. Of course,
since one of my books is also one of the subjects of the re-
view, you might well sniff bias. I regret that I do not have the
time right now to write an adequate commentary; I leave for
South Africa within a short while for a two month-sojourn.
Should you choose to publish some or all of these few com-
ments, you are welcome to do so. 
Overall, I think the commentary is generally well-written,
fair and appropriate; given the brevity of the review, it earns
a description as succinct. It seems to me that the selection of
texts and the discussion are generally satisfactory. Each
book, that the authors choose to denote one period from an-
other, does reflect something of a new departure for each
generation. One point of detail: the choice of MacMahon &
Pugh (1970) considerably misplaces in time the true and ear-
lier impact of MacMahon, Pugh & Ipsen (1960), the fore-
runner of the later 1970 text, which was essentially the inno-
vative first edition of the 1970 text.
With regard to my own work, as with any author one may be
oversensitive to omissions and error. The authors refer to
the topic of ecological systems and fallacies as being ad-
dressed only more recently than the appearance of the texts

reviewed. It happens that this is the only omission worth not-
ing in respect of my own work. My book on Causal thinking,

for the first time in any epidemiological text as far as I know,
addresses the fundamentals of ecological systems virtually
from the outset of the work. Certainly it is inherent in my
conception of what I intended the book itself to do. The text
also treats of the ecological fallacies that always may snuggle
within such systems. The risk of fallacy is dealt with both di-
rectly and indirectly in Chapter 6. 
I recognize that the authors have carefully circumscribed
their topic to cover texts and not papers. I believe, however,
that in discussing development across generations they
might with benefit consider the conceptual framework of
successive scientific revolutions provided by Thomas Kuhn
and placed the texts reviewed within that context. Admit-
tedly the concept in epidemiology is fully developed neither
in my own nor any other of the texts discussed, but only
much later in my papers on “The evolution of epidemiology
since WW 2” and on “Choosing a future for epidemiology”
(with Ezra Susser). Still, I think that I can say that the idea is
in fact present in nascent form in Causal thinking in the

health sciences. 
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