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In the course of his career, the author 
has ended up as a Senior Inspector in 
The Dutch Healthcare Inspectorate, 

making him suitably qualifi ed to address 
the subject. The focus is fi rmly on patient 
safety, or more precisely on cases in which 
patient safety has been compromised 
because of the lack of proper care at 
different levels throughout the medical 
profession. He espouses that too little 
attention is paid to this problem, probably 
arising because there seems to be 
inadequate training in this respect.

In the dozen cases dealt with in some 
detail, most can be put down to human 
error which has meant that patients have 
suffered worse than is acceptable, and in 
most cases this could have been prevented. 
If it is argued that a single case is one too 
many, it can also be argued that in any job 
or profession avoidable errors could have been prevented (“to err 
is human”). What is not made clear is whether errors are more 
endemic in healthcare than in other profession. He does admit, 
however, in his Epilogue that “far, far more often things go right”. 

My concern about this book is in its main title, since the content 

deals with matter better summed up in the subtitle, 
since it seems addresses more accurately the issue 
that taking the right decisions early on can ensure 
that disease and disorder can be avoided. Prevention 
in these times is seen as a priority, but the cases 
covered in this book are individual errors due to 
such problems as tiredness, misdiagnosis, making 
wrong assumptions, inappropriate treatment 
through haste and inexperience among others. In 
some cases the follow-up has been poor. As far 
as oncologists are concerned, there is virtually no 
mention of cases in this fi eld of medicine, where 
prevention is in recognising the hazards of such 
carcinogens as asbestos, benzpyrene in tobacco tar 
and HPV. The main title again would indeed be more 
pertinent to a volume on cancer prevention. In the 
Epilogue again there is one mention of cancer; in 
the Netherland over a period of four to fi ve years 
between 2007 and 2012, mortality following cancer 
surgery has fallen by 25%, but no explanation is 

offered! Has this anything to do with inadequate training or 
improved procedures? While the message in the book can be 
relevant to all medics, it seems common sense and alertness 
were lacking in many instances. One chapter sums up the basic 
problem, being appropriately entitled “Assumption is the mother 
of all screw-ups”.
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The journal’s main purpose is to act as a forum where hypotheses, old 
and new, can be aired and discussed. Every cancer study, experimental or 
clinical, should be hypothesis-based, but we could not handle papers on 
all of them! We will focus on those that are truly original and have some 
novel data or evidence to support them. Researchers are often reluctant 
to publish new ideas about cancer, especially if they seem “way-out”. 
However, submissions of this kind are welcome; some may well have an 
element of truth in them, and we all know that there are no “fundamen-
tal” theorems of cancer. “Today’s crazy idea can become the received 
wisdom of tomorrow”…(jumping genes?).


