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VITAL STATISTICS.

(Extract from an article of the Toronto Globe, Nov. 3, 1865)

Of this whole class of information [vital statistics] with refer-
ence to our own country we are entirely deficient in Canada. The
statistics we have are so incomplete as to be worse than worthless,
for they only mislead, and have sometimes made men, otherwise
well informed, fall into the most ludicrous blunders. We remem-
ber, some years ago, at one of the Provincial Fairs, listening to the
President, for the time being, of the Agricultural Association of
Upper Canada, while he delivered the annual address ; in which,
enlarging upon the advantages offered by Upper Canada as a field
for emigration, he spoke of the healthiness of its climate, and, com-
paring the rates of mortality in different countries, informed his
hearers that in Upper Canada the annual mortality was only one in
102 of the population. If he had reflected for a moment, he would
have seen that this involved the absurd inference that the average
duration of human life in Upper Canada was 102 years ! But, in
assigning this almost antediluvian longevity to the inhabitants of
Upper Canada, he only followed the authority of the official re-
port on the census of 1852, the compiler of which, apparently quite
unconscious of the unreliability of the returns made to the census
enumerators of the number of deaths, had said: “The longevity of
Canada West, when compared with that of other countries, speaks
volumes for its general healthfulness, and it is most interesting to
compare the rates of death to the number of living in Canada and
the United States, the average ratio in the United States being one
to 74, in Upper Canada one to 102, and in Lower Canada one to
94 of the number living.” Such statements emanating from the
officials of the Canadian Board of Statistics, and repeated by the
highest functionary of the association representing the agricultural
interests of the country, if they come under the notice of statisti-
cians in other countries, could only have excited a feeling of pitying
amusement. The returns of deaths embraced in the census of the
United States, giving the mortality as one in 74 of the population,
and an average duration of life of 74 years to the inhabitants, are
manifestly very defective as well as our own census returns, and
to treat such figures as accurate, and gravely to claim an average
longevity in Upper Canada of 102 years as compared with an aver-
age longevity in the United States of 74 years, was a mistake which
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it is surprising any man of common sense could have fallen into.
If the corresponding figures of the census of 1861 were worth any-
thing, they would show results still more wonderful. They gave us
the number of deaths in Upper Canada, 10,160 for a population
of 1,396,091, being at the rate of one death to every 137 persons
living ! Fortunately, perhaps, for the credit of Canada, the census
of 1861 came out, unaccompanied by any preliminary report, or we
might have had the blunder of 1852 repeated in a worse form, in
the setting up of a claim of superior longevity for the inhabitants
of Upper Canada. The truth is, that, while the enumerators took
down pretty accurately, we may presume, the numbers living at the
time of the census, they obtained for the column of deaths during
the preceeding year only a small proportion of the deaths which
actually occurred, and a column filled up so imperfectly had better
have been omitted altogether. As we have stated, it is only fitted
to mislead. An article appeared some time ago in the Canadian
Naturalist, on “The relative value of human life in different parts
of Canada,” in which taking the figures of the census of 1852, the
writer argued that Montreal was in a very bad sanitary condition,
because the census showed that, while the number of deaths per
annum for every thousand inhabitants was only 16 in Kingston, 15
in Toronto, and 12 in Hamilton, it was 34 in Montreal. The rate
given for Montreal was probably nearly correct, but that given for
each of the other cities was evidently far below the mark, and did
not deserve to be made the basis of reasonings on the subject of
the relative value of human life in different parts of the country. If
correct in the case of Hamilton, for example, it would show not the
extreme limit but an average duration of human life, in that city of
over four-score years, which is so manifestly an absurdity, that we
can only wonder it was not detected by any one with brains enough
to write an article that would secure admission into a respectable
periodical. We need not say how much more satisfactory it would
be if the statistician had at his command the true statistics of the
births, marriages and deaths in Canada. Inferences drawn from
such statistics with regard to the healthfulness of the country, and
the condition of its population, in many important respects, would
take the place of ludicrous misrepresentations like those we have
referred to as emanating from official quarters, and which are only
fitted to excite contempt.


