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given before the Committee of the House of Commons in May,
1830, contirmed these rates. The imperiect registration of the

years 1837-1842, gave an average of 1 death in 4G, so that, it is

not likely, that the Census returns were correctly made. But the

Parish liegisters in England are not more reliable tiiat tlie Clergy
returns in Montreal. " The atmual mortality of the county of
Middlesex; the largest proportion of whose population belongs to

the Metropolis, was, according to the Parish registers" only 1 in

53 in 1840: but the Civil register shows that it was 1 in 42.

(Porter's Progress page 27.) Is it surprising, that it has been
said that everything is true, but facts and figures ?

The conflicting evidence of the Census and Parish registers

suggests the question. On what authority is the tbllowing stat<

mcnt made? "It has been proved that the population of some of
the States of North America has, after making the most am--le

deduction on account of immigrants, continued to double for a ci'i

tury, in so short a period as twenty, or, at most, live and twenty
years,&;c." (MeCuUoen on Population in Smith's Wealth of Nations :

Senior's "Political Economy," ^c, &c.) Such a rate of progres-

sion would require an increase of 3 per cent, per annum, and a

birth-rate, three times greater than that of the United Kingdom.

On page 13 of Dr. Carpenter's third cssmv it is stated that,

in Boston in 1 8G7 " the yearly rate ol* deaths among 5500 children

under 1 year" was 23-3 per cent. If such was the case, then
IJoston should have had a birth-rate of 4*22 per cent, else the

death-rate of infants was greatly in exeess of the proportionate rate

in Montreal and even of that of London. If Boston had so high
a birth-rate, exceeding that of (ilas^ow, its character has hitherto

been very much misrepresented.

In Dr. Carpenter's essays the still-born are included among
the deaths, so that no comparison can be made with returns in

which the d'/ifhs are calculated on the yiumbcr living. On page
13 it is said •' that of the total deaths in the year only 24 percent,

in Boston were under one year, instead of 46 per cent, in Montreal."

The statement regarding Montreal is entirely wrong. (See his

table iiii page 10, where it is stated that 201 still-born are in. hided.)

Deduciing the number of still-born, the deaths are less tiian 42
per cent, of the burials, and only 43-6 j^^'^' cent, of the deaths.

In Montreal, the Catholics do not return the number of still-

born, and as the rate used in this article is the average of
(> years among the Protestant population, there can be no doubt
but that, in 1867, when the mortality was above the average, the

number of still-born was at least 7*866 per cent, on the burials, or

351 instead Oi 201. If such was the case, then the deaths of infants


