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have been serious. A very conservative estinliate of the numiber
of exposures producing tiiese injuries lias been madle. The
minimum liîumber is placed at i,ooo,ooo. This gives 0o1 an
average less than one ii 5,700, and covers the tinie froni tue
discovery in 1895 to the present, nearly seven years. If we
onmit the past years and conisicler the current oîîe only, the ratio
does flot exceeci one burn il' 75,000 exposures. So muchi for
records. It seerns to nie, therefore, tliat we would be wvitliin the
liinits of safety if we tell our patients that tiiere is iîot one
chance in :20,000 of their gettinîg a severe burn fronii an ordinary
exposuir, ancd not oneC iii moooo of any injury resillting.

You wvill pardon mie if I here relate an early experience tlîat
I haci; there is a curious point of int'irest conniected wvithi it. About
three and a hlf years ago a young man of about thirty years called
at the office to miake araiîgemients to have a skiagraphi of his
lîead mîadle. IHe stated tlîat lie wvas the subject of epileptic fits,
takcing froni thîree to five weekly. I macle the appointnîient, w~arli-
ig himi that tiiere wvas some dangrer of a burn on account of the

tinie required for the exposure. H-e vas wvilling- to take the risk
because lie wvas getting- worse and lie wvas tiî'ed of takiîîg " dope,"
as lie caileci it, whlîi liad conipletelv deriveci hîin of the virility
of nîaîîhood. Besides, lie liopeci that the skiagraph wTould reveal
the cause of lus disability. I nmade two skiagraplîs on different
days of the sanie side of the head, the first with t6wenty m-inutes'
andc the second with thirty mnîutes' ex-,posuire, at a short distance.
About tlîree weeks after lie called at the office and showved nie
his head. To iny astoiîishnient tiiere wvas not a hair left on that
side. It w'as as white and smooth as an ivory billiard bail. IHe
w7anted to kniow if it would grow iii again. Thîis wvas a clifficult
question for nie to answer then, and I liad to liedge a g-ood deal.
But wrhat wvas nmore astonislîingD lie said tlîat lie liaci fot liaci a
fit since the exposure. I did not sec him again for over two
nîontlîs, wlîen lie liad as nice a crop of liair on the affected side
as anyone could desire. Iii the meantime lie liad lîad only one
fit. I nîiglît say tlîat wlîen I s;aw linî, after tue liair camne off,
tiiere wvere no signs of inflaniniatiob,- but lie stated tlîat the lîead
wvas hiot some tume earlier andi it had been a little red. How did
this treatment act in suspending tlîe fits ? WTas it due to the
sedative action of the rays, or wvas it the counter irritant effect
produced and wlîich took a long tiiîe to subside, or whiat?

But, comingc back to the subject of X-ray burns. Tiiese
injuries, however produced, m-ay, witli a fair degree of accuracy,
be grouped into four classes. (i) Thie derniatitis of X-ray
workers. This class is l)y far the most numnerous. The operator
wv1o cloes three or four hours' -vork dlaily for years, -without pro-


