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In Toronto, organized opposition to compulsory vaceination dates
from January 18th, 1900, when the Anti-Vaceination League of Canada
was formed-—a step necessitated by the existence of a vexatis By-law,
making vaccination of pupils a condition of entrance to the Publie
Schools.  After six years of steady pushing we sueceeded in *“‘knocking
out” this By-law. The Board of Education, on March 1st, 1906, by a
majority of eleven to one, voted to abolish it.

This brought a marked change of policy on the part of the Board

of Health. A ““conspiracy of silence’” was exchanged for
outhurst by them and some of their learned sympathizers, ultimating in
their publishing an illustrated pamphlet, to which this one is a ““reply.”

hysterical

The writer of that pamphlet—Dr, Chas. A. Hodgetts—indulged
freely in undignified and unmerited abuse of the Anti-Vaceinists, To
this we have not replied, except by allusion in passing. It ill-becomes a
young man of his limited experience to use his official position to publish
at Stale expense, aspersions of such men as have felt constrained by the
evidences to oppose vaceination (see pp. 3 and 25 of this pamphlet).
The words of William Lloyd Garrison are to the point here:

““The result of reading and observation has been to make me distrust vaeeina-
tion, and to become a decided opponent to all legal measures to eompel its inflie-
tion . . . My chief surprise was to discover that the chief antagonism to the
practice eame not from the ignorant and uneleanly classes, but from men and women
of the highest intelligence, sensitive conscience, more than ordinary eaution, and
habits of scientifie exaetness. Such minds do not aet without eause. .

UL need not say that I was surprised at the company I overtook. And the
eompanionship was an honor. Here were John Stuart Mill, Prof. Sheldon Amos,
Millicent Garrett Faweett, Flor
Bright, and other souls that have helped to light the world, Of the great medical
authorities holding the same heterodox opinions, I shall spenk later; but those men

wee Nightingale, Frances Power Cobbe, Gladstone,

tioned suflice to show the nature of the lay opposition to the legal enforcement of

vaceination,  They were all animated by George Eliot's sentiments: ‘I hold it

blasphemy to say that a man should not fight against authority, There is no great

religion and no great freedom that has not done it in the

ginning.
“Portunately, laymen have not to depend solely upon their own weapons in
this f

tations, in addition to that of scientists and students, . . It has never been the

it for liberty, They have the backing of high medieal authorities and repu

way of the medieal profession, as a body, to confess to doubts as to the value of
any established medieal practice,  There never was an established medieal praetice

eventually acknowledged ervoncous and disearded, whose abolition was not s

mp
lished in the face of the united opposition of the doetors,

CCOf the authorities that helped to undermine my faith in vaceination, first
was the experienee of Dr. Charles Creighton,  Seleeted as an orthodox physician in
high standing to prepare the article on ¢ Vaecination® for the Eneyelopedia Britanniea,

the special study of the subjeet revolutionized his faith, and foreed him to write

agninst the practice he was expeeted to ehampion,
J. 0 Garth Wilkinson, M.R.CS,; Prof. Ed

nged on the side of dissent
eame Dr. Crookshank; Dr. George
y, for fifty years direetor of the Smallpox Hospital, London; Dr, John Epps,
direetor of the Jenne

Girege

inn Institute, London, who had vaceinated 120,000 people; Dr,




Alexander, Professor of Physiology, United States Medieal College, New York;

f Physicians, Edinburgh, and equally

Dr. Colling, licentiate of the Re College

eminent authorities in Germany, Franee and Belgiom, ™’
Our aim in writing has been not only to expose his fallacies but, at
klet, a careful perusal

the same time, to furnish the reader with a text-1
of which will place him in possession of the leading faets in dispute, and
50 tend to produee an edueational effect in the community.

To Vaeeine Virns we have given most attention, beeause it is the
tice of vaceination rests

crux of the matter—the pivot on which the pr:
and turns,  The damaging admissions rvegarling it by two prominent
members of the Provincial Board of Health of Ontario are espeeially
significant, and entitled to the serions consideration of our legislators,
elergymen and all whose duty it is to look to the welfare of the com-
munity.

Attention is called, by postseript, to the objectionable praet at
present in vogue of foremg vaccination upon steerage passengers on all
vessels arriving at Canadian ports.

This, then, is sent forth with the hope that it may contribute in

some measure towards rectifying a grievous wrong.

R. 8. WEIR,

Sec'y-Treas. A V. L

“Persistent misvepresentat n of familiar facts must be set right.

If people are allowed to hear what is untrue repe often enough and
confidently enough, they come, at last, to believe nd that is a process
whieh one is bound to disturb.”—Pall Mall Ga . August 16th, 1883,

“The motto of The Globe-—*The subj v is truly loyal to the
Chief Magistrate will neither advise nor su to arbitrary measures.”’

Junius,
“T am strongly opposed to compulsory vaceination . . . When
once vou interfere with the order of nature there is no knowing where

the result will end.””—Herbert Spencer.

““Tt is an intolerable tyranny to compel vaceination by law.”
Constantine Hering, M.D.

“Compulsory vaeeination is an outrage and a gross interference
with the liberty of the people in a land of freedom.”—Danicl Websier,

“Against the body of a healthy man, Parliament has no right of
assanlt whatever under pretence of the publie health; nor any the more
against the body of a healthy infant.”—Prof. F. W. Newman.

“Think of the unparalleled absuredity of deliberately infeeting the
organism of a healthy person in this day of Sanitary Science and Aseptic
rery with the poisonous matter obtained from a sore on a diseased

.'—J. W. Hodge, M.D.

“He who only knows his own side of the case, knows little of that.”
John Stuart Mil.




INTRODUCTIGN,

Vaecination should not be eompulsory any more than any other

medical or surgical measure, avd if the following pages assist in restor

ing to the people the liberty filehed from them by the usurped authorvity
of Parliament, much good will he done,

What is inhe
ment, and to men of plain common sense it does not seem right that any

itly wrong can not be made right by Act of Parlia

disease should be implanted by legislative mandate,

Dr. JoJ. Garth Wilkinson says: T am not a jurist, but T know
by heart that there ave rights of the person which precede and tower
over the Chureh and the State; and that the Parvliament which breaks
them is ont of all law, and openly invokes on hoth sides might against
right: and in so far proclaims the dissolution of society.””

Dr. Stuart Close, in the Medical Advance Yor November 1903
“With the legitimate application of the police power of the State for

SHVS !

the protection of the publie healta by wise and humane sanitary meas
ures; with its sanitary regulation and control of epidemies and of eon-
tagious diseases. and with its care and control of the eriminal, insane
and pauper elasses we have no controversy.  But when the power is
prostituted to base, selfish and unworthy ends: when its minions invade
the domain of private medieal opinion and practice and attempt to
coerce the publie into acceptanee of obnoxious and pernicions medical
theories: when it forees on protesting citizens medieal measures that
destroy health and eanse disease, physieal degeneration and death, and
when, in doing all this, it tyrannieally violates constitutional rights of
person and property, we think it time to rebel.””

The horvors of smallpox are painted in lurid colors in pro-vaceinist
controversial literature, but the experience in Ontario of the last ten
years shows it to he the mildest of diseases,  From 1900 to 1904, ineln
sive, there were 5,765 cases with 51 deaths: giving a death rate of less
than one per cent. The worst case of pitting after smallpox which |
have ever seen is that of a Toronto lady, who was vaceinated so effec

tively at the age of two years that she bears the marks to this day, and

at the age of five years was attacked with smallpox of a severe type,

inated

together with four other members of the family, all well vae

A Parkdale ehild, unvaceinated, less than three years of age, slept
with an older sister who had an attack of smallpox which was not
recognized at the time, and she did not contract the disease. The older
sister had been vaceinated three times and was said to be immune
becanse the vaceination did not ““take.”

These individual instances could be multiplied almost indefinitely
to show that the vaceinated contract smallpox and the unvaceinated
eseape at.

The only conclusion we exn reach is that the evidence for vaceina-
tion, after a hundred years of experience, is anything but favorable,
and all vaecination laws must be repealed in time,

II. BECKER
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VACCINATION.

“What it has done ;
What it is;

is the title of a pamphlet published recently by the Provineial Board of
Health of Ontario, the professed objeet being that the general publie

may become seized of the truth ascregards voceinatio It seems to
us a disappointing production for a purpose so laudable The assump
tion of the writer— Dr. Chas. A, Hodgett i that the convage of
Europe was suecessfully met by vaceination,” and he prediets that **it
may be entirely suppressed, if the practice of va ution and re-vaceina

tion is but universally adopted
In his effort to prove this, some statisties of the smallpox death rate
in certain eities and towns of different countries ar tedd ; for « nple

London
The foll

Before Vaceinat er Vaccinat

Deaths fron Deaths from
17 1801-1810 12,684
17711780 1S11-1820 i
1781-1760 15211830 G.900
1791-1800
The faet that the advent of vaceination wis coin | ha dim
ution of smallpe lends « rto I t | s 1he
post h (o i i ] thi n
ment A\ little attention, | « hese \
ol this plea
I'he last two N 18 ( 1 | nres
shows) witnessed o deerease in the death vate of 15 t. and, ob
18 nat | s lnunched by Jdenner 1798 nld |
nothin ever 1o do with this I'hen, the fiy lecade of the nine
teenth « 1 ISO1-IS10) w m ed by oa Tarther decrease of y per
cent.: the second decade (18S11-18200 b y e t ind the third
decade (1821218300 by about 10 per eent.—a total shrinkage in these 30
vears ol over o per cent
On page 6, par. 4, of h mphlet, Dre. Hodgetts ma b 1
ing observation, which will aid us materially in disentangling this
tangled skein
In st Vil I figur | b it I Iv
1 t nn r 1 1 1
nen mpul fm I ! ‘ ] nad
been Vo ' foll ) ST *

As this is a reasonable snggestion, and apparently germane to his

argument, we will aceept and apply it to his ficures,  We have, then
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cent. in the smallpox death rate during the first three
decades of the nineteenth century—an average of per eent. eacl
decade, elaimed to the evedit of vaccination.  According to White's
“Story of @ Greal Delusion,”” not more than 10 per cent. of the popula
tion, and these chiefly among the well-to-do, had been vaccinated by 1830

a showing which makes the effect, so far, altogether disproportioned
to the alleged cause.  To proceed: With gradually iner
tion, and **

ASINE vaceima
adually decreasing™ smallpox death rate, another decade
should have sufliced to wipe smallpox ont entively

But what is the fact? Simply this, that in 1838-40 an epidemie of
smallpox oceurred, enormously inereasing the deathrate; and  therefore,
utterly  destroying this pro-vaceinist **gradual-decrease-on-account-of.
vaceination”” theory!

But this is not all.  Then, as now, interested parties, in face of these
undeniable facts, and in utter disregard of reason and pavental rights,
clamored for universal vaceination and re-vaceination, the vesult heing
that in 1853 the Compulsory Vaceination Aet was passed in Eneland {
This naturally gave a great impetus to vaceination.  Systematic arrange
ments were made for the striet enforcement of the law, which required
that every baby (health permitting) should be vaceinated before the age
of three months.  Such was the zeal of the officers that, in a short time
95 per cent. of the births were heing v

weinated ; then ocenvred the
greatest of all English epidemies of smallpox, when vaeeination was
alleged to be **as complete as endeavors «

td make it and nearvly fifty
thousand perished in England and Wales alone

The London smallpox deaths for the deeade 1851-60 were 7,150
from 1861-70, 83475 and from I8T1-80, 15.543 or 3.009 more than the
first decade of the century.  Why did Dr. Hodgetts stop his analysis at
the third decade

The history of smallpox shows that it never slays in an even average
of years, but has its periods of epidemic and of comparative cessation ;
and that (as has been here shown) quite regavdless of the practice of
viecination Morcover, its incidence in different places seems to be
marked by similar varviations, sometimes more of the unvaceinated

are
attacked : at ‘other times the vaceinated. 1t is, therefore, ver

unsatis
factory to pick ont a few drey statisties here and there whenever they
seem to favor one’s theory, without allowing for the bearing which other
things may have upon them: and. too often, without being sure that they
are even acenrate. That other things do have an important bearving on
this question must not he overlooked, if we desive to be right 1 am not
going to adopt the post crgo propter argument (like my opponents ) and
elaim that the enormons vise in the smallpox death rate, which followed
the passing of the Compulsory Vaceination Aet, was causcd by vaceing
tion solely, but I do think that good reasons exist for the conelusion that
vaceination ought to he evedited with some of it

It has been noted by observers that during the past century small
pox epidemies in many places have started throngh vaceinaled persons
It has also been observed that greal epidemies of smallpox have followed
perviods of carnage—great wars with their unburied and putrid dead
seem to have prodoced a pestilential condition of the atmosphere, well
suited to ear

the disease from place to place: so that, in any given
place. whether the first easc may have developed sporadically, or Iy
“eontaet,” the atmospherie conditions favored its rapid spread.  In sneh
s

conditi vaceination would probably, by poisoning and weakening
the human body, make it less able to resist attack : and. if attacked. mueh
more liable to die
in small

Professor Coste’s verdiet, based upon lone experience
pox hospitals, is that

“Hemorrhagic smallpox mrely oceurs in unyaceinated
renee is generally in the revaecinated, or those who have

onee

persons: but its ocen

had smallpox more than
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1784 Haygarth, of Chester, published his ‘ Inquiry How to Prevent Smallpox’; and
in 1793 ‘A Sketch of a Plan to Exterminate Smallpox from Great Britain.’ ~
Upon the return of an epidemic in 1777 he prope a plan for prevention of the
nutural smallpox, and in 1778 & rty was formed to ear ut the plan i
port of the society, led shortly ‘The Smallpox Society,” dated Septem
it is stated that in the four and a half years of its existence . . . the
aths from smallpox had been greatly lessened,
be quoted to the same effect,

The wonderful advanee in sanitary seience which marks the nine-
teenth ecentury is allowed by the best authorities to account for the
noticeable deeline in the deathrate from zymotie diseases generally, whose
habitat is in the dirt.  As smallpox is one of them, the strongest of rea-
sons exist for coneluding that, but for the ageravating influence of inoeu-
lation and vaceination jointly during the first four decades of the nine-
teenth century, and of vaccination singly since 1840, when its partner
was outlawed. smallpox would have heen as little known now as leprosy
and the plague which, as has been shown, disappeared under this method
of treatment

BOC

(Sec. 457.)  Mueh more might

Jenner’s orviginal elaim that vaceinia was non-infections was hased
on the use of cowpox vaceine.  But his orviginal supply of vaceine van
out, and he had to get a new supply from Drs. Woodville and Pearson.
Their vaceine is alleged to have been tainted with smallpox (variola) :

CWoodville's lymph, or the ‘world's vaecine,” as it has been ealled, had an
enormous eirenlation both in England and abroad, at a time when Jenner had no
stocks: it was this lymph, in f which eonvineed the world of the efficacy of vae
cination.”'—A Century of Vaccination, by W. 8, Tebb, p. 22

Inoculation with this variolatea virus is hut a modified form of the
variolation which prevailed and did so mueh to multiply eases of small-
pox during the cighteenth century—which by **Seetion 8 of the Act of
1840 was prohibited, under a penalty of imprisonment in the Common
Gaol or House of Correction for any period not exeeeding one month.”’

How Developed

There are but two ways, so far as 1 know. by which smallpox may
start in any loeality: (1), sporadically: (2), hy impor LA good
example of the former is furnished in some of our Canadian lumber
camps: where, in the past, if not at present, considerable numbers of
shantymen are huddled together in very unsanitary conditions, knowing
little and caring less about the rales of hygiene, 1 have been informed
of a ease—one who left camp at the end of the lumbering season wearing
the same underclothing, unchanged., and, therefore, unwashed, with
which he entered at its beginning.  Such an individual, subsisting for
months together on a diet of salt pork and beans, ete., wonld be a typieal
ease for sporadic smallpox.  These Tumber eamps seem 1o be vegarded by
the Health Boards as danger spots—not beeanse of a likelihood that
smallpox will be carried to, and developed in them, by ““eontaet,”” but
hecanse they furnish ideal conditions for its spontancous generation

More attention, I believe, is now being paid to the regulation of
these camps, and. were it not that one of the chief of the regulations is
that all must be vaceinated or resvaceinated with this variolous vaeeine,
we might soon see smallpox exterminated in Canada,

Leicester’s Erample

The town of Leicester, Eng., is a brilliant illustration of the wisdom
of abandoning vaceination and relying on sanitation and quarantine. In
1-2, when “*vaceination was as complete as endeavors could make it,”’
in Leicester, as in the vest of England, they had a rude awakening by
the great smallpox epidemie which fell upon them, slaying large numbers
of the “protected™ inhabitants, and manifesting the farcical nature of
their fancied protection,

J. T, Biges, Sanitary Engineer. and a Town Councillor of Leicester,
who, according to Mr. Alfred Russell Wallaee, ““furnished perhaps the

10
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most remarkable and the most complete body of statistical evidence pre-
sented to the Royal Commission on Vaccination,”” has furnished us with
the following facts:

Suceess of the Leicester Method

CCAfter the subsidence of the great smallpox epidemie of 1871-73, when
town was thoroughly well vaccinated, up to the year 1889, which was the last
for which 1 eould prepare statistics for the Royal Commission on \ ination

is, during the sixteen years from 1874 to 1889, inclusive—no fewer than thirty
three importations—mostly from well-vaceinated distriets—and a large number of
successive outhreaks of smallpox were successfully stamped out,  The town was thus
suved from the further spread of the disease, with its possible ravages, by the Lei
cester Mothod of treatment, without recourse to vaccination, and also without the
slightest approach to arbitrariness on the part of the authorities, or any infringement
of personal liberty,

Economy of the Leicester Method

““Another bascless assumption that is frequently used for the purpose of dis
liting us is, that this Leicester method of isolation, quarantine, disinfeetion,
and sanitation is so excessively expensive as to be practieally prohibitive

Now, I ean show, on the contrary, that our Leicester Method is extremely
cconomical as well as effective.  Besides, it is now well known that, however thor
oughly a community is va d, so little relinnee is pl

safeguard, that on the outhreak of smallpox recourse is at once had to the very
measures which have been so persistently deeriod when used to the salvation of un
vaccinated Leicester

1 upon this supposed

“From 1874 to 1880 the cost of publie and private vaccination at Leicester was

not far short of £10,000 (being about £9,818 25 11d).  Duri

the same period the

cost of quarantine, ineluding compensation for destruction of infeeted elothes, hed
ding, loss of time, disinfe its, ete,, was under the modest sum of £300 (or about
L4588 118 2d) This represents a saving in favour of our Leicestor Method, as
against vaceination, of over £9,000 in the course of sixteen yvears, This £9,000 was
completely thrown away, to say nothing of the impaired vitality and spread of dis
ease which vaceination necessarily implies.  The £500 cost of quarantine, ete., did

all the effectual work of saving the town from the rava f smallpox threatened

by the thirty-three importations, and the real danger impli by the oceurrence of

116 smallpox cases in the midst of our erowded population

Justified by its Fruits

‘Perhaps it will not now be out of place to hriefly ennmerate the substantial
reasons whieh justify the Leicester people in the course they have pursucd in respeet
to vaeeination, and in adopting sanitation as their watehword in the eonflict with
zymotie disenase

“Taking the g

oups of yes

s I dealt with before the Royal Commission on Vi

cination, our average annual smallpox death rate during 1853-57 th a moderate
amount of vaeeination, was only 91 per million population,  But when vaceination
had continnally and largely practised for a quarter of a century, and had
reache over 90 por eent, of the annual bhirths, and when, of course, its assumed

proteetive power should have b
sively risen to an annual average of

est, our smallpox death-rate had progres

b per million population in 186872, Sines

that time vaeeination rapidly declined in the Boroug now being only abount 2

per eent, of the births, and smallpox mortality has disappeared from our midst
Saving of Life in Leicest

““Our death rate from the seven prineipal zymotie diseases, namely, smallpox,
measles, searlet fever, diphtheria, whooping cough, « mon fevers (typhus, typhoid,
and continued fever), and diarrhea, averag nnually tor the five vears 1865872 no
an 6,852 per million living, with over 90 per eent, of primary vaceinations to
his is the highest vaceination rate and zymotie death rate we have over had
recorded for Leicester In 188880, when primary vaccinations were only about 5

per cent, of the births, the zymotie death rate had fallen to only 2304 per million
On onr Leicester population alone this would mean a saving of nearly G50 lives e h
year

Saving the Little Children.

““Without going into unnecessary details, T may observe that the imy

vement
in our general death rate amongst children shows equally vemarkable results,  With
over 90 per eent. of primary vaceinations to births in I8S68-72, our death rate from
all eauses, of children under five years of v was 1075 under ten years, was 613 and
under fifteen years was 45, per 1,000 living under each of those ages respectively,
While in 1888-89, with only about 5 per eent. of primary vaceinations to births,
each of these death rates had fallen enormously.  The death rate under five years
had declined to that under ten years to 35, iy
per LOOo living at each of the given ages respy

11

1 that vnder fifteen years to 205,
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““This would represent a saving of about 880 lives under five years, of about 988

\
lives under ten years, and of about 1,080 lives under fifteen years of age, inelusively
and respectiy for each year in Leicester !
““When it is remembered that the claim put forward for vaceination is its pre

r lives, especially thos:

ter Method,’ as sk

servation of the

under five years of , the life sav

ult of the

1own above is particularly riking. And it
\ takably that our watchword, ‘Sanitation,’ earries with far more
vt ith zymotie disease and even with smallpox than the » redited
Vaeeination
The G al Health of L este

‘Onee more our general death rate, that is our death rate from all causes and
¢i fve ts no important 1868-72, when vaceination had reached
its 1 in L« or T ith ra 1 t per 1,000 of the living popula
tic b nearl )y per i I death rate for all England and
Wale In 1 virtually eceased t wetised in the
to not ygical and eal position, in
L v i ers in England, and a elayey and in
perviou r god te, and t re inadequate, drainage,
s faller leelining vaceination, that it had actually
fallen below the general deatl gland and Wi The ith rate for Eng

| ud Wa 17.9 for 188888, and that for Leie rl
I compared with times of high vace on, mean an additiona
lout ) i ' I ilone, above the normal saving in

n the populati

Sir W. .J. Collins, and Mr. .J. Allanson Picton, the D itient mem
bers of the Royal Commission, in their Minority Report. p 182, endorse
Mr. B

In tl hich Mr. Bigg wed lo 1 fir evider hat

1 intile Lei r has prejudicially 1
{ ' the contrary. i ot o ;
i r one vear, a r I | its I | 1838

In view of the very unfair paragements of anti-vaceinists by pro-

vaeeinists in general, and also that readers may note the quality and
S liere present a brief eteh of Sir Wm. J. Col
neras, who is leader of the Anti-Vaeeinists in the

House of Commons. We might point with equal pride to Professors

Creighton and Crookshank, and other men of note whose opposition |
to vaceination is the result of special and lengthy study of the subjeet .
H t rsity of London, B.S¢ with honours) in 1880;
B8 gold Wl in 1881); M.D. in 1882 |
and Master of 8 ol medal in Sanitary seienee in 1887
He beea I S [ a I v I 1 Universi wnd a ‘
Senator i 1" f in 1803, With tl tt nents Sir William
bt ithin his reach professional emolument heyvond « or t
but without relinquishing practice altogether he has chosen to dey el f ) |
tin ¢ s for ne time a teacher of at St. Bar
t ned many distinetions, He ha mplished rare
feats of su mperanee Hospital, to which he is visit n
He is opl Northwest London Hospital, in Kentish town, and
visiting s o the Royal Eye Hospital at Sonthwark. Notwithstanding th
busy professional life, he has found time to serve as a Roval Comi ner on the

12
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several years, in the leading cities of Great Britain, to erowded audi-
ences, for which he is eminently qualified. 1 deem this expedient, be-
cause of Dr, Hodgetts” complaint, on p. 21, that “‘the discussion of this
question with the laity is most difficult, as naturally their grasp of medi-
cal theory and practice is, at the best, but hazy, and they cannot be
expected to grasp the true inwardness of cause and effect.””  Iere is a
*“foeman worthy of his steel”’:

History of the Movement

Thomas Carlyle has told us ‘that no ervor is fully confuted until
you have seen not only that it is an error, but also how it became one.’
It will, therefore, be as well for me to take yon over something of the
history of the movement, and give an idea how this gigantic superstition
and this monstrous frand of vaccination eame to be enforced, and eame
to he adopted by the profession and the public. The ‘discoverer’ so-
called was, as you all know, a man by the name of Edward Jenner, who
lived at Berkeley, in your own county. He was not, however, the dis-
coverer,  The whole thing was a superstition of the Gloncestershire
dairymaids years before Jenner was born— (langhter)'—and the very
experiment, so-called, that he performed had been performed by an old
farmer named Benjamin Jesty twenty years previously  Now this Bd-
ward Jenner had never passed a medieal examination in his life. e
belonged to the good old times when George 11 was King— (langhter)
when medical examinations were not compulsory, Jenner looked upon
the whole thing as a superfluity, and he hung up *Surgeon. apothecary,’
over his door without any of the qualifications that warranted the
assumption. It was not until twenty years after he was in praetice that
he thought it advisable to get a few letters after his name.  Consequently
hethen communicated with a Scoteh university, and obtained the Diplo-
ma of Doctor of Physic for the sum of £15 and nothing more.  ( Laugh-
ter It is true that a little while before he had obtained a Fellowship
of the Royal Society, but his latest hiographer and apologist, Dr. Norman
Moore, had to confess that it was
Ootained by Little Less Than a Frauwd

It was obtained by writing a most extraordinary paper about a fabulous
cuckoo, for the most part composed of arrant absurdities and imaginative
freaks, such as no ornithologist of the present day would pay the slightest
heed to. A few yvears after this, vather dissatisfied with the only medi
cal qualification he had obtained, Jenner communicated with the Uni-
versity of Oxford, and asked them to grant him their honor
of ML.D., and after a good many fruitless attempts he got it.  Then he sent
to the Royal College of Physicians in London to get their diploma, and
even presented his Oxford degree as an argument in his favor  But they
considered he had had quite enough on the eheap alveady. and told him
distinetly that until he passed the nsual examinations they were not
going to give him any more, This was a sufficient cheek in Jenner's ease,
and he settled down quietly without any diploma of physician.  The
period in which he lived was undoubtedly a very filthy period. “Tt was
a time when, to take London for instance, the streets were nothing but a
mass of cobble stones, the roads were so narvow that the people could
almost shake hands across the streets, and as for fresh air they seareely
knew anything about it. for locomotion such as we have to-day was un-
known. Sanitary arrangements were altogether absent.  They obtained
their water from conduits and wells in the neighborhood.  Water closets
there were none, and no drainage system existed. It was in London espe-
cially that smallpox abounded, where bodies were buried in Old St.
Paul’s Churchyard in Covent Garden only a foot below the soil, and
people had to get up in the middle of the night and burn frankineense
to keep off the stench: and where those who could afford it had houses
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on each side of Fleet river, so that when the wind blew towards the east
they lived in the west, and when it blew towards the west they lived in
the east.  This was the condition of old London, and you eannot be sur-
prised if smallpox was then what Dr. Bond calls a scourge; you cannot
be surprised if smallpox has declined since, even after this wonderful
discovery of vaceination— (laughter and cheers)—and let us not forget
that sanitary improvements began in London as early as 1766, and small-
pox began to decline as a consequenee before vaceination was invented
[ won't go now into

The Pevsonal Charvacter of Jenner,

but Dr. Creighton has well deseribed him when he tells us that he was
vain and petulant, erafty and greedy, a man with more grandiloquenee
and bounee than solid attainment, unserupulous to a degree, a man who
in all his writings was never precise when he could possibly he vague,
and never straightforward when he could be seeretive,  This is the
character that Dr. Creighton gives him; and as for the statement, which
we coustantly hear, that Jenner received such wonderful homage in
the later years of his life, we well know that his elosing yvears were years
of misery as the failures of his fetish began to erowd upon him. It was
on Jannary 23rd, 1823, that he wrote his last letter to his confidential
friend, Gardner, when he told him he was never surrounded by so many
perplexities.  Two days later Jenner breathed his last. To proceed to
the subjeet, we must remember that this practice of vaceination was
simply a legend. The idea of charming away disease has been common
in all countries and at all times, not only amongst the ignorant but
amongst the edueated.  In old herb books we find how muaech the remedies
for certain diseases depended on the jingle of the names: and there is no
doubt that the way in which the idea got amongst the dairvmaids that
a person who had had cowpox never had smallpox depended upon the
/ Jingle of cowpox and smallpox, and it was this which had sueh an extra
ordinary efteet upon the mass of the people at that time. In the old
herb books, for instance, we find that if you want to prevent suffering
from the bite of a mad dog you must eary

t herh called hound’s tongue
and again, that to prevent the ill-consequence of a dog bite yon must take
a portion of the root of a dog rose. This kind of thing was common at
that time: it was

A Most Superstitions Perviod

in which Jenner lived, when live frogs were swallowed for the enrve of
worms: when cow dung and human exereta were mixed with milk and
butter for diphtheria: when the hrains of a man who died a violent death
were given in teaspoonful doses for the enve of smallpox.  Even Jenner
had invented. not merely a enve for smallpox but also one for hydro
phobia, which gquite takes the steam out of Pasteur’s treatment.  All vou
had to do was to duck the man who had been bitten three times in a
stream of running water, only taking eare that each time you ducked
him life beeame almost extinet.  (Laughter He said he never knew
that to fail under any ecircumstances,  (Renewed langhter e ‘evi
dently had an idea that persons bitten by a mad dog beecame possessed
of an evil spirit and should be treated as they used to treat the witches
So mneh for Jenner. When he fiest of all heard the story of the cowpox
legend that the dairymaids talked about, that if you only had cowpox
von ean’t have smallpox. he began to mention it at the meetings of the
Medicoconvivial Society, where the old doctors of the day met together to
smoke their pipes, drink their glasses of grog, and talk over their cases
But he no sooner mentioned it than they laughed at it. The cow doetors
could have told him of hundreds of cases where smallpox had followed
cowpox, and Jenner feared he would have to drop it.  In 1796, however,
he performed
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His First Experiment
as it is called. Ie took a boy named James Phipps and inoculated him
with some lymph wkich he took from a eowpox vesicle, A short
afterwards he inoculated this boy with smallpox, and for ver
sons which could be explained, the smallpox did not take
Jenner, ‘is the grand discovery.

time

solic rea-

ow,” said
This will answer my purpose, and I
shall soon be able to get another paper for the Royal Soei ty,” to follow
in the wake of the glorious enckoo, which has been wittily termed ‘the
bird that laid‘the vaceination ege.” (Laughter.) That was in 1796, and
we are elose upon the century sinee that wonderful experiment. Russia
18 preparing to celebrate it, and the Bristol medical men

are sending
round for subseriptions for £1,000 in order to purchase the velics of this
wonderful man

such as his snuft’ box, his lancets, and the chair the
great man sat in—to put in the musenm of the Bristol University I
have noticed that the doetors have omitted one important article which
appeared in the Bristol Exhibition

A Hair From the Tail of the First Cou

that supplied the vaceine lymph. (Lound laughter.) 1

am sorry that
they have left that out

I am sure nothing would so stiv the hearts of
the coming race of medical men as an evidence of belief in the principle
contained in the old herh book by which a person had to earry a hair of
the tail of the dog that bit him Laughter I do not know whether
the sensation from Russia is going to filter through to England, but
unless you people in Gloneester

are going to be swayved by the manifesto
issued by the medieal men, my advi

to vou is to keep yvour rejoicings
for the 5th of November, and then if you happen to be hard up for

companion for Guy Fawkes T would advise vou to have an effigy of

ward Jenner to help feed the flames of vour bhonfire Langhter and
cheers Jenner inoculated this boy James Phipps in 1796, Then, as
soon as he had done that, he wrote it down laughter)—and went round

the neighborhood colleeting desultory

pox and cowpoxed milkers, Tl

information with regard to cow
got cases of those who had had cowpox
vears before, and had never had  smallpox, as if everybody

was hound to have the smallpox Then h

¢ took some n-ont
paupers, over 60 years of age, who had had the eowpox year d vears
hefore, and inoculated them with smallpox to see if they would take

e found they did not take, heeause as people get advaneed in life they
are more or less proof against it. *Th

"said Jenner, tis the grand proof
of the value of inoeulation of

cowpox as a preventive of smallpox.’
These were the materials whieh he got together in order to present his
paper to the Royval Soeciety It was not to be surprised at that, with
miserable material sueh as this, the Royal Society, though at that time
at so low an e¢bb seientifieally, should, nevertheless, immediately reject
his paper as unsatisfactory and unsuited to
healthy publie Cheers

a scientifie society or a
Jenner took eare in that paper nes
tion the eases of people who had eowpox and

Had Smallpor Afterwards

er to men-

He mentioned the eases of a dozen old men who had cowpox and did not
take smallpox afterwards, but he could have
people who had had both
about As soon, however

had hundreds of cases of
These he took goad eare never to sayv anvthing
as he came back with his paper the cow doetors
were at him.  They said this was all rubhbish

and began to pour on him
hundreds of cases

just as we pelt the pro-vaecinists with fieures showing
that ninety per cent, of those who have had smallpox have already been
vaceinated Cheers So Dr. Jenner soon found he wonld have to
change his whistle, and invented a novel idea.  The idea he

started was
this.  He said there ave two kinds of pox. One is the

s genuine kind and

the other spurious, and those who have had cowpox and yet had smallpox
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afterwards have had the spurious variety. Those who had cowpox and
did not have smallpox afterwards were those who have had the gennine
disease, This was a very elever and specious kind of argument, and the
next thing that Jenner had to do was to find out where the genuine cow
pox could be found \ccordingly, on going into a stable one day he
found that a cow had been affeeted with a very pec i kind of disease
that was produced in this way. It seems that a man had been seeing to

the ¢

ase upon a horse’s heels and had gone to milk the cows without
iing his hands.  The result was that it produced that peeuliar kind
of disease known by the name of
Horse-grease Cowpos

‘This,” said Jenner, ‘is the life-preserving fluid,” and he went home to
write about the wonderful virtues of horse-grease cowpox. However, it
was necessary to perforim an experiment, and he inoeulated o boy named
John Baker with horse-grease, then diveet from the horse’s heels.  1le
intended later to inoenlate him with smallpox in order to see whether
it would take, but it was something like the case of the

man, you remeim-
her, who had an idea that .f he only gave his horse a gradually diminish-
ng diet he would at last be able to keep it on nothing You remember
that the horse died before the experiment could be completed. and it was
the same with John Baker, for the poor bov died in the wkhouse
Iv afterwards from a contagious fever eontracted from the inocu
Shame,’ Ile then took some of the horse wpox and

nocnlated six ehildren, and without waiting to se
whether it would proteet or not he rushed to Lo

result or to prove

to get his paper

printed. And in that paper he had the audacity to assert that it was not
necessary to wait to see the result beeause the proofs he already had were
so conelusive, and the experiments had told sueh an extraoedinary tale

although he had eompleted but one experiment in his life, and that did

not prove it at all.  That boy James Phipps w
try as a proof of vaceination, but he had not been in

ed about the ¢oun
ilated with ho
which Jenner now

rease cowpox at all, but with spontaneous co
deelared in his second paper was absolutely
against the disease. But as soon as the paper mblished the outery
was tremendous “What," said the people ke 1 grease, filthy
erease from horses” heels, take that and put it into the blood of a ehild!’
No, they wonld have nothing to do with it, They did not mind |
cowpox without the horse, but they could not think of having the «
pox with the horse in it. Dr. Pearson wrote Jenner, telling him he must
take the horse out, or ‘it would damn the whole thing.” Consequent]

ss and unprotective

( t

ving

there is no accounting for taste—they denounced horse-grease cowpox,
but were prepared to accept spontan COWH What did Jenner
do? Did he attempt to stick up for his ereed or to prove that he
right No;

He Wanted Money
He said he was looking forward ‘in the fond hope of enjoying independ-
epted the
verdiet of the people. They wanted cowpox; they should have it. And
accordingly he wrote a third paper and tried to wipe out what he had
written before. With the exception of a solitary foot note in that paper
horse-grease cowpox was not mentioned at all, and he fell back on the
spontaneous eowpox theory which he had previously denounced as use-
less and unprotective. This spontaneous cowpox is what we are recom-
mended to have hy Dr. Bond in almost his last clause, i.e., having lymph
direct from the cow, which is denounced by the discoverer himself as
absolutely unprotective against the disease in question.
Why Vaccination Was Foisted on the People

“Well, having told you briefly the history of the matter, you may

ask, ‘However was it that this thing was foisted on the people? How
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came the medical men of the country to aceept it?" In the first place
science was then at a very low ebb. It was about the time Joanna Ste-
phens lived. She had a wonderful remedy for stone, which gained great
notoriety. There was a great anxiety to obtain it. and at last a subserip-
tion list was opened. 1t was headed by the Archbishop of Canterbury,
and all the leading doctors subseribed.  Joanna wanted £3.000 for her
The money was obtained and the recipe eame to light, It ran
as follows: ‘My medicines are a powder, a decoction and a pill.  The
powder consists of egg shells and snails, both ealeined. The decoction is
made by boiling some herbs (together with a ball, which consists of soap,
swine's eresses burnt to a blackness, and honey) in water. The pill con-
sists of snails ealeined, wild earvot seeds, burdock seed ashen keys, hips
and haws, all burnt to a blackness, soap and honey.” She got her £5.000
and the doctors got their recipe; they say that fools and their money
are soon parted. (Laughter.) 1 don’t begrndee either Joanna Stephens
the money or the doctors her recipe, but I don’t think any more of the
doctors in consequence, and we can’t be surprised at their aceepting with
so little compunetion the wonderful recipe of Jenner for smallpox
There was another reason why they aceepted it, and that was this, the
majority of the doetors of that time had never heard of or seen COWPOX
Dr. Denham, writing at that time, said the majority had never heard of
it,  However, when Jenner came forward with the letters X.8.. M.D.,
after his name, with all the impudence of a charlatan, saving, *Such is
the singular character of my discovery that a person who is once inoeu
lated with cowpox is for ever afterwards seenre against smallpox,’ th
whole of the profession was arrested by the deliberate statement made,
and they all bowed down before the golden ealf which Nebuchadnezzar
the king had set up.  (Laughter and cheers.)  Another reason was that
Inoculation Had Twurned Out a Failure

What was inoculation? It consisted in this: it was supposed at that
time that smallpox was a permanent evil influenee amongst us. and that
everybody was obliged to have it some time or other hefore they died
Consequently it was thought if they could only have the smallpox in a
mild form and at a convenient season, it would be nice to have it over,
Just as mothers now think that their little ones must have measles, searla
tina, whooping cough, chickenpox, ete., and are glad to get it over. It
was consequently said, what is more simple?  Let us give the people a
mild case of smallpox when they are well and able to vesist it.  This
idea, which beeame very popular, fiest of all eriginated in India. They
had there a smallpox goddess whose name was Matah, and the Hindoos
used to inoculate themselves with smallpox in order to appease the god-
dess, faneying that if they did so and if smallpox eame along they would
then have it in a very mild form, or, perhaps, that her Majesty would
look kindly upon them, and they might not have it at all.  This filtered
throngh to the Ottoman Court, and in 1721 Lady Wortley Montagn,
wife of the then ambassador, was so struck with it that in her letters to
London she told them that evervbody in Turkey was being inoculated
with smallpox.  Coming from such a person 1 from the very 1
of society, the people were taken with it, and it became the fashion
through the length and breadth of ¥England to inoculate with smallpox.
But they soon found that it spread the disease tremendously. 1t was
between 1700 and 1800 that smallpox was so rife.  Yon don't see so
much now.  Why? They were then giving people smallpox right
through the country by inoculation.  Dr. Bond talks about the unanimity
of the profession.  Why the whole profession was unanimeus abont that
then? They said inoenlation was the thing and that it must be done.
Talk about the unanimity of the profession! That goes for nothing: we
have principles to deal with, not the unanimity or otherwise of the pro-
fession,  (Cheers.)  Majorities are never a proof of trath.”’
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A Typical Pro-Vaccinist Statistic

The following is a specimen of the tables contained in the
pamphlet—a facsimile of part of p. 13, reproduced that the reader
may have an opportunity to study and appreciate it.  The doctor

““The reader to weigh it well and set it against the distorted figures, the half
truths, and mis-statements of the small minority, who would have you believe and
follow a coterie of unscientific observers and amateuars,

sks

“* Beneficial Results of Vaceination in Schools in England.,

““One of the latest examples which illustrates the beneficial effeets of vaecina
tion oceurred in a school at Ossett near Wakefield, England, in the fall of 1904
On October 27th, the master observe girl aged 11 in elass room A, elass standard
IV, with a suspicious rash on her face and hands. The M. H. O. was immediately
notified and he diagnosed smallpox and remo the girl to the hospital Ther
evidently had been considerable exposure and the results of the sowing of the seed
upon vaceinat

1 and unvaecinated ground is shown as follows

UNVACCINATED VACCINATED Torat
SCHOLARS. SCHOLARS SCHOLARS
Room or Class. |
Iaking Taking Taking
Small [:“" Small "““ AP Small Escay
ng. 5 g
pox 'R pox '8 pox g
Room A \
e » S 0 0 8 (1] 0
(Standard 1V) : !
Remainder of | 9 5 T 93 25
Room A J
Room B . 13 30 0 13 31 61
Room C. i 8 0 i 14 2
37 19 i 87 12
Total 77 — 02 169
[ nteresting features of this accidental experiment are
‘Every nvaecinated sebolar in standard IV developed smallpox, while every
vaecinated one escaped
Of the 42 pupils in the remaining elasses in Room A, twelve f the
fourteen unvaccinated went down with the diseasc
i) Of the five vaceinated who were attacked all were over 11 vears of age
wnd none of them had been re-vaceinated
{) None of the revaceinated were affected
In Room B, 31 re vaceinated and 43 unvaeeinated, all the former
eseaped, while 13 of the unvaceinated took the dis
“4(6) Of the 26 scholars aged 6 to 9 years in Room C, 14 were vaeeinated and
12 unvaccinated, while the former escaped, yet 4 of the unvaceinated took small
pox. Several similar instances have occurrcd in the writer's expericnce in rural
chools 1n Onturn
Analysis
1) “*Every unvaccinated scholar in standard TV,"" he tolls us, ““de

veloped smallpox, while every vaceinated one escaped.”’

By consulting the first line of his table, then, we find 8 of the un
vaceinated taking, and none escaping, smallpox : while all the vaccinated
viz,, 8, escape, thus: 8 plus 8 equals 16 but in his column headed ** Total
scholars,”” 19 arve shown to have taken and 19 to have escaped the disease
.., 19 plus 19 equals 38—a notable instance of arithmetical progression!

(2) ““Of the 42 pupils in the remaining elasses in Room A, 12 out
of the 14 unvaccinated.” he says, *“went down with the disease.”’

The seeond line of his table, however, shows 12 unvaceinated taking
and 2 eseaping smallpox. and 5 vaceinated taking and 17 escaping. These
added together thus: 12 plus 2 plus 5 plus 17 equals 36, yet his column
of totals shows 48,
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(3) Hesays:‘“In Room B, 31 were vaccinated and 43 unvacein:.ted :
all the former escaped, while 13 of the unvaccinated took the di\'l-;lsv.';

Well, 31 plus 43 equals 74, yet his totals ave 92,

(4) Finally, ““Of 26 scholars aged 6 to 9 years in Room C, 14 were
vaceinated and 12 unvaceinated ; while the former all eseaped, 4 of the
unvaceinated took smallpox.

His table, however, shows 4 unvaecinated taking and 8 escaping, and
of the vaccinated 4 escaping, none taking; then 4 plus 8 plus 4 equals 16,
vet his totals show 36!

A study of this curious table will reveal other blunders which need
not be detailed here. How to account for them is not easy, unless
they be chargeable to that ““medical theory and practice, the laity’s grasp
of which is, at the best, but hazy.”” It is a strange kind of food to be .
served up by one whose object was that the ** ceneral publie may become
seized of the truth as regards vaceination.” '

The following mate to it appears on p. 7 -

“Vaccination has Changed Age Incidence.

““It may be both of interest and importanee to the question to illustrate the
incidence of smallpox. The figures are
in 177 when the
when the population

fact, that vaceination has chs
those of Warri
popt

was 54,084, of

of smallpox oceurr
again in 18

ion was 8,

““The ages are as follows:

1803
\“W":‘ Vaccinated Un )
cinated vaccinated

Under one year s 10 0 8
1to 2 years. . N4 0 1
2to 3 vears, 33 0 0
3to 4 years ., ve > I8 0 1
fto 15 0 1
) Lo s 1 ] 0
6 to 7 years. 2 0 0
Tto Syears..... 2 0 0
Sto 9 years. . ¢ 1 1
9 to 15 years. a 0 1 1
15 to 20 years . . 0 1 2
20 to 30 yvears . 0 10 ]
30 to 80 years. . 0 24 5
Over 60 years. e 0 1 0
211 23 24

As in the other table, unpardonable carclessness in the proof-reading
here is manifest; not only is the addition faulty, but the vertical lines
assign two columns to 1773 and one only to 1893, although the opposite
of this was probably intended. If not, Dr. HHodgetts shows by column 2
that 38 vaceinated persons died of smallpox 25 years before vaceination

was practised !

Assuming, however, that the other was his intention, it would appear
by eolumn 1 that in 1773 smallpox was simply a child’s disease, only 12
of the 211 vietims being over five years of age; whereas in 1893 the case
is reversed—11 under five years, and 8 of these infants under one month,
with 51 mostly in the prime of life and period of usefulness.

Now, while regarding his ¢laim as a baseless assumption, I feel cer-
tain that the verdiet of most people who examine this matter will be
“better to have left “incidence’ alone.”” The change, whatever its
cause may have been, is obviously for the worse. Were we compelled to
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choose between the breadwinner and the baby, as to which eould best be
spared, we should have little difficulty in deciding. It follows, then,
that even if he were right in his surmise, he would only be
adding another to the long list of reasons for regarding vaccination as a
pernicious mischief maker

Moreover, eight of the nnv: ated deaths were under one month—
babies unfitted, probably, in any case to live, and, therefore, not entitled
to be reckoned. Not only so, but, presumably, all the unvaceinated deaths
belonged to this weakly class. Seeing that over 99 per cent. of Warring-
ton’s population were vaceinated—the one per cent, residue consisted,
doubtless of weaklings whose condition would not permit of the opera-
tion,

In view of this, then, it is significant that, by his own
showing, 38 vaccinated deaths oceurred at Warrington, and only 24 un-
vaceinated—surely a diseouraging lesson to him who asserts that *‘small-
pox may be entirely suppressed, if the practice of vaccination and re-
vaceination is but universally adopted.””

ITad he been careful to econsult a reliable historian instead
of drawing on his own imagination, he would have found that:

““In no period of its history has smallpox been so purely an i
as measles, nor so purely a malady of childhood
diphtheria. When it first rose to prominence in Eng

\ it attacked adults in a large proportion
beeame nearly univer:
¢hildhood that few
diminished

ntile complaint
and early ye as searlatina or
nd, from the reign of James 1.

disease

1 and ubiquitous, it was so commonly |
to maturity without baving it. The n

ney or
X t cases
s the disease became more nearly universal o lon there
good many adult deaths.”'—History of Epidemics i

were always g

, p. 623,

Vaccination in Germany

Germany may be looked upon as the vaeecinist’s trump card.
ierman freedom from smallpox the vaecinists elaim to be due to vaeei
tion at intervals, and to nothing else. Let Dr. Hadwen again testify:

‘It is very interesting indeed how Germany has settled the whole
question. They have had no smallpox in Germany sinee the compulsory
re-vaccination Aet of 1875 was passed. But why do they begin with
There was a compulsory Vaceination Aet in Prussia from 1834,
and, according to the Aects of 1834-5, every child in the country was vae-
cinated before it was twelve months old, and every child, before it began
its school life, had to be re-vaceinated; again, every woman. before she
was married, had to present a certificate of vaceination, and when the
males reached adult life and entered the army they had to be vaecinated
with ten marks on each arm, and the law declaved that if they kicked up
a shindy at it they were to be held down and vaceinated by foree.
(Shame.)
““Now in 1871-2, that is 35 years after the passing of that stringent
Vaccination Aect, which vaccinated, re-vaceinated and re-ve-vaccinated
every citizen practically in the eountry ; they had one of the higgest epi-
th. and no less than 124 948 of Ger-
many’s vaeeinated and re-vaceinated ecitizens died. The consequence is
that when pro-vaceinators want to find an excuse for re-vaceination they
try to cut these 35 years out.  Everything before 1871-2, when the g
pandemie ocenrred, was to he blotted out of sight and they wanted to
start afresh with 1875, after the German empire had become econsolidated
and the Prussian laws had been inecorporated in those of United Ger
many. They said it is sinee that Aet was passed that smallpox has been
banished from the land. But they won't explain the 35 years before,
and they won't tell us what ocenrred sinee. Did it stop then? No it
didn’t! Tt is true smallpox declined after the great epidemic of 1871
it would be a wonder if it did not. But it had all practically disappeared
before the Aet of 1875 eame into foree at all.  (Cheers,)

demies that ever oceurred on this e

21




Why Smallpor Declined in Germany

“Between 1872-5 there was practically no smallpox in the eountry,
hecause the suseeptible material had been used up.  But after 1875 it still
lingered, there was even a recrudescence of the disease. and it rose and
rose and rose right on to the year 1883, when a new Act was passed, and
that Aet ran in this way: *The local hy-laws shall include isolation for
smallpox of the entire house. as well as of the chambers where the patient
lies, and the isolation shall be continued after the removal of the patient
to the hospital and until all needful measures of disinfeetion shall have
been carried out, and anyone wilfullvy disregarding these orders will be
punished with imprisonment.” It was sanitation and isolation that swept
the thing out of the country.  (Cheers.)  But Mr. Walter Long does not
say a word about that,  Smallpox decreased after 1883, and from 1887
they have had practically no smallpox in the countrey.  Isolation and sani-
tation did their work. (Hear, hear.)  For when they received the money
from the French Government the Germans, like level-headed men, were
not going to waste it, but they used that money for purifying their River
Spree, for building model burracks for their soldiers, for clearing away
the wretched rookeries that they had in their cities, for bringing good
water and proper drainage into their centres of civilization, and the end
of the matter was that by sanitary measures and isolation they cleared
this filthy disease from their midst.  (Cheers.)  But remember this, the
result which has happened in re-vaceinated Germany in consequence of
sanitation and isolation. has likewise happened in un-vaccinated Leices-
ter for the same reasons.  (Loud eheers.)  And in both cases—both in
Germany and Leicester—-the general death rate has been redueed ; indeed
Leicester has carvied off the palm in this respeet, for her death rate,
which was 27 per 1,000 in 1872, when practically all her inhabitants were
vaceinated and sanitation and isolation were negleeted, declined to less
than 16 per 1,000 in 1901 (when practically all were un-vaeeinated) un
der the influence of her hygienie laws (Renewed cheers

The Franco-German War Fable.

This fable. which started in the hands of Dr. W. B. Carpenter over
a quarter of a century ago, and, notwithstanding its complete refutation
by the Anti-vaceinists, re-appears in Toronto newspapers, Mareh, 1906,
by Prof. A, B. MeCallum, asserting that the ““French army lost 23.-
000 soldiers from smallpox,’” through negleet of vaceination, whereas the
German army lost only 287" pitfall into which no one with a repu-
tation for learning should have stumbled; as the falsity of these figures
had been demonstrated long ere he thus beeame the unsuspecting tool
of the Provineial Board of Health; and the fullest vecords of it were
ready to his hand had he taken the trouble to consult them. When his
well-meant but inept statements appeared in The News, March, 1906,
they were answered by the present writer, but Editor Willison sup-
pressed the article

The German army fable, through eriticism, has suffered an abate-
ment of 75 per cent., as the following letter from the London Lancet of
June 8, 1901, elearly shows:

To the Editors of The Laneet

Sirs,—Surely a journal with the reputation of The Lancet owes some explana
tion to its readers for reproducing in the annotation on aseptic v ination the
often exposed fable regarding smallpox mortality in the Freneh i
This statement was withdrawn by Dr, W, B, Carpenter, who origing
it in this counfry. Tts falsity was admitted by Lord Herschell’s Commission.  But

s ““popping up’’ again, as the old lady said of Mr.
In 1899 Mr. Rider Haggard used it in'a little leeture to a° conscientious
objector, and afterward withdrew it.  The Jenner Society obtained through the
Poreign Office ¢ al statement from the Freneh authorities on this subject. In
this the estimate that 23400 soldiers had died from smallpox was state s 0
little reflection would lead one to expeet) to be ““greatly in excess of the reality,”’
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so greatly that the

23,400 was brought down ‘‘not to exceed 6,000, An estimate
worth little at the 5

best has thus suffered an official abatement of nearly 75 per eent,

But the story on the authority of your review is still doing service in the newest pro
vaceination literature, and The

start in this country.

Lancet has unaceountably

given the lie one more
I am, sirs, yours faithfully,

(Signed) ALEX. PAUL,
On this letter the editor of The Laneet comme
The figures eseaped our attention, we

falsity has been established.—Editor of The

s ns follows

regret to have published them,
Lancet

as thear
The following frank admission of his error, hy Mr
appeared in the East Anglican Times:
To the Editor
Sir

Rider Haggard,

I have mueh pleasure in aceeding to the request of My
acknowlodging that the

of smallpox in the Fran

J. T, Wiles, and in
figures as regards the number of French soldiers who died
»-German war, quoted by me the other day, are erroncous
What really happencd was that I read theso figures, together with othe
ties, from a leaflet, the aceuracy of which |
that this should have chaneed,
the unwary, who have

I'he history of

rostatis
too readily took for granted I
and also that such leatlets should he
no means of cheeking the
this story, so far trace it during the last
few days, is not without interest It would appear—1 speak without
subject to correction—that M, de Froyeinet was originally
Lord Playfair, falling into the

regret
set as a trap for
statements they contain

as 1 have been able to

guarantee and

responsible for it I'hen
Pa

game error as myselt, repented it in

iament and
afterwards withdrew the statement, as did De. Carpenter and various « r people
Siree then it has been made use of in Parliamentary debates, and, up to the present
widely disseminated in leaflets, from one of which | was so guileless as to read
I am eredibly informed that the real number of Freneh soldic who died fron
sn x during the Franco-German war was somewhere about six thousand—even
a suthewent total
I am, ete,
I RIDER HAGGARD
Ditehingham Ho Febroary 21st, 1800,

One of the latest pr

vaccinists to eat his words
Surgeon-General of the UL S, Marine H
to Hon, Thos. 8. Butler, of

on - account
spital Service, S
Pennsylvania, who had ea

o this fietion we
General Wyman's letter

d him to aecount for pub
lishing the story in the Public Health Reports, was printed in The Liberator ( Minnea
polis) for July, 1902, together with the correspondence leading up to it.  His letter
dated May 10, 1t weknowledges his mistake amd promises to correet it

But, even if the 5,000 deaths in the Freneh army during this time could be
proven, it would only prove that vaccination does not protect against smallpox, for
every French soldier was vaceinated or re-vaceinatod on his entrance to the army
Dr, Bayard said in 1872 ¢

our army knows no exceptions

Vaccination in Canada
On p. 29 of his pamphlet, Dr

his ““personal experiences,”
Says

Hodgetts gives a briel statement of

extending over the last sixteen vears. e
“ Many opportunities have presented themselves te
tions of the Pr

epidemies of hi 18 in others in which the mortality has been a
any on record

v study the ques

m in all por
renks attended with deaths

rivaling any of the

serio

This must surely he written in the poctic vein. Who ever heard of
‘outhreaks’™ in Ontario with *“deaths
the serious epidemies of history ™’ ? It
to “magnify mine office.”

1., mortality) rivaling any ol
is nonsense—a manifest effort
A few deaths have oceurred in Ontario
from smallpox, but so few that they are not to be compared with small
pox mortality in other places

excecded one per eent

Seldom has the ease mortality in Ontario
In recent reports it is considerably under that
the last showing only 88 per cent.,, and if the truth were known
most of these deaths would be found to have been due to other diseases
which had sapped the constitution before the alleged smallpox entered

The type of the disease experienced in Ontario is so mild that
many physicians have deelined to eall it smallpox.  That genuine small
pox of a mild type does exist in the Provinee is not denied

and when
a severe case oceurs it is the result either of a foul-blooded condition in
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the patient, or, on the other hand, infeetion from a foul-blooded per-
son, as was the ease some years ago, with Dr. Little of this city, who
died of hemorrhagie smallpox, contracted, it was said, while treating a
man who had just arrived from Cleveland, Ohio, suffering from syphilis
This man also had smallpox, but the doctor, poor fellow, did not know
until it was too late On discovering the facet he is said tc have gone
home and vaecinated himself—an insane act in the cirenmstances, for, if
the virns possessed any virulence, he was simply adding to the already
unbearable dose of venom with which he had become eharg Mr,
Little, senior,—Dr. Little's father—declared with some warmth to the
writer that his son, at the :

vof seven years, was vaceinated along with
two of his brothers. Thus, Dr. Little appears to have heen twice vae
cinated, which, aceording to Professor Coste, already eited, was liable
to constitute him a fitting subjeet for hemorrhagic smallpox, of which
he died.  After death occurrved, Dr. Sheard, Medical health officer for
Toronto, stated to the newspapers that Dr. Little had never been
vaceinated.  In some of the dailies this appeared in big headlines,
ompanied by the comment that ““had he been vaecinated he would
ave been alive to-day.”” A prompt reply was sent to the newspapers by
the present writer; nevertheless the mis-statement continues to this day to
do duty in support of vaccination, no attempt having been made by its

anthor to correet it
On pag 3, under the eaption “Outario Erper of Vaccina
tion,”” Dr. Hodgetts savs
1 sum up n xperier 16 O
r 1 v thr the 1 tant 40,000
ri« ne ( ur 181 !
1 vae ha v n a i
0 of va hay 1 f t o«
either ora g nt eharaeter eould be ascribed to bovine vac

\ report was issued April 12th, 1907, by the Public Health and
Marine Hospital Serviee, Washington (Dr. Wyman, Surgeon-General
in which the writer quotes from this, as follows

‘Ho tts reports 40,000 vaceinations done in the Provinee of Ontario, Canada,
without th
1

reader will observe that this is not as stated by Dr, Hodgetts

: T have never seen a fatality follo

Between these two doctors a false statistic has been ereated

and put into eivenlation.  This is the Surgeon-General Wyman, already
mentioned, who, when ealled to account by Hon. Thos. Butler, of Penn '

vaceination”"—the italies

sylvania, for publishing the *‘ Franco-German War fable’ in the Public
[ealth Reports, promised to correet his mistake. In the interests of i
truth it would seem to be the duty of Dr. Hodgetts to ask him to correct

‘ this misleading assertion also he ineident furnishes a striking example
‘ of how vaceination statisties are often produced

But Dr. Hodgetts is even more extreme than this—he has “yet to
see the first case where illness of either a temporary or permanent char
acter could be aseribed to bovine vaeeine,” this matter he is not
alone, nor is he entitled to all the glory. Dr. Sheard—Medical Health
Officer of Toronto, boasts of 50,000 vaecinations in thirteen years with
like benign results.  What a magnificent statistic Wyman might have
evolved ont of the two had he been informed!

No surprise need be felt at these officers not havine ““seen’’ the
evil results of their operations. Probably not five per cent. of the vae-
cinated were ever seen by them or their agents after the operation was
performed, although they are supposed to be examined at the end of
eight days to see if the virus has *‘taken.”” All verified vaccinal experi-
ence during the last hundred years has been marked by considerable ’
suffering and not a few fatalities. The vaccination endorsed as genuine
by Jenner was characterized by erysipelatous inflammation.
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1 in Ontario
vears, it may have been due to inferior vaceine which, as we shall

s than the normal amount of this was experier

was extensively used.  Disclaimers such as these are mani

fes \v‘wmu‘ in view of the conclusive evid

ce to the contrary by
the Royal Commission Report, and other reliable witnesses

Wassey Hall Lecture

On Mareh 13th, 1906, an illustrated leeture, on the **Evils of Vae

eination was delivered by Mr. J. A, (. MeCu n Mass Hall,
Torvonto, on behalf of the Anti-Vaceination League of Canada The
follown e s of his elosit rds
N Dr. & He has tl 1 cha
I r rWar )
ta nl
I for I 1 8
I ¢l tl I \ 1l K
( \ 1 | ! (
I I I ton ning
£ 1 t by Dr
r 14
( o
: 4
} A\ Dr
1 )r. Sh | far, hi 10t rey | ree adm on ticket
hat lectur re sent to all doetor 'ox Muel lenee
it Necessia
Complim
\ I have a s 1o { 'S Wi
| & \ id styl
1 1
’ I
i t Iu t) X
| .
|
. i S 7 ’
The emetie which edu this bilious outpouring was the action
f the Board of Eduecation on March TIst, 1906, in- « elling the
by-law requiring pupils to | vaceinated On that oceasion Trustec
Levee presented a petition against compulsor ination, signed by
over 5,000 of our best eitizens professional and lay and 1t could
easily have bheen swelled to 20,000—a fact incompatible with the belittling
remarks above quoted. The te of 11 to 1 against the hy-law caunsed
[ bitter “*wailing and gnashing of teeth’” by this “*Chief Health Officer,”’

) his subordinates and partisans who, prior to that mishap, affected con-
tempt of their opponents. It was a clear indication, however, of publie
opinion
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Brantford Me ling.

Let me remind Dr. Hodgetts of a few things which have taken
place during these “‘sixteen years.”” He will remember the annual
meeting of Health Officers at Brantford, Ontario, June, 1901, when his
predecessor, Dr. I, 11 Bryee, said in his address:

‘“The problem the profession wishes solved is one of being supplicd with a
Iymph which fulfils normal requirements.  On this continent the production of vae
cine lymph is almost wholly in the hands of private manufacturers, and there is,
therefore, no standard of vaceine lymph . . I know of some seven distinet
firms whose vaccines are sold in this Provinee, and 1 regret to say that I learn from
those using vaceine that very varying results are often obtained, not only from differ
ent lymphs, but the lymph got from the same firm in different lots
happened at every season of the year."’

and this has

Some light will be thrown
results.””  Being deemed suffi

as we proceed, on these “very varying
ntly important to warrant an official
investigation, and to extort these significant and damaging admissions
from Dr. Bryce. they were doubtless of a nature which the Provincial
Board of Iealth could not afford to divalee. |

Government Grant,

As a result of the Brantford meeting, application was made to the
Ontario Government for a ““grant.”” to pay for **investigating the eanse
of the failure of a large proportion of the vaceine to aet and of |
its excessively virulent effeets in many cases.””  Hon. J. R. Stratton
Provincial Seeretary, allowed $80.00, and a committee was appointed,
consisting of Dr. J. A. Amyot and Professor (', B. Shuttleworth, of To
ronto; Dr. 1. R. Franks, of Brantford: Dr. J. Coventry, of Windsor:
with Dre. W, T. Connell, of Kingston, as chairman

This committee reported in 1902, at Berlin, Ontario. Little seems
to have been accomplished by them beyond spending the public money,
and weaving a sereen to hide from publie view their own official impo
tence.  They admit that they “*had not been able to visit the various
manufacturers of vaceine”—the chief thing, one would imagine, for
which they, as a Vaceine Commission, had been appointed!  Their report
is chiefly a collation of extracts from medical journals and other vaceina
tion literature, interspersed with some comments and suggestions of their
own, but of little practical value to those outside the medical profession,
and probably not much more to them inside

One statement in it may be noted in passing: *“ At the Animal Vae
cine Establishment in England, the final test, before placing the vaceine
on the market, is made on children™ (pauper children, doubtless, of
whom there are plenty there). The value of this ““test™ is obvious
Tests made on guinea pigs, rabbits, ete, necessarily arve lacking as a
gauge of what may happen in the Jman constitution, beeanse the paral-
lel is lacking; therefore, to experiment on pauper childeen (if that be
permissible) is to furnish (at their expense) the best possible safeguard
to the publie.  But it must startle parents, generally, to learn that **there
is no such test amypwhere on this continent!”’ The italies are mine, The
diseussion which followed the reading of the report is of more than
passing interest.  Dr. Bryee said:

““The report very fully details the great eare which is necessary in producing
successful lymph of any kind . . If it is impure lymph, the length of time
taken to purify it by glyeerination may long enough to make it inert All this
points to the fact that nothing but the greatest scientifie eare, in production and sub
ndling of vaccine, ean be expected to produce anything but unfortunate

sequent  ha

results,”’

Has this indispensable eare been manifested in the manufacture
and handling of the American vaceines? Or is this possible in ¢ireum-
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stances such as Dr. Bryee has admitted, and deseribed; where “pri-
vate enterprise’ is entrusted with this dangerous business; where there
is ““no standard of vaceine' ; where there are a dozen or more of such
exploiters at work, tearing each other’s hair, and publicly denouncing
each other’s produ with all their might. with tongue and pen? No
means, it must be confessed, exists for adequately controlling and regu-
lating this worse than “‘opinm trade.”” There are millions of money
hehind it, and millions annually made out of it.  Vaceination has become
a medical fotish, and its devotees, who have been entrusted with the
guidance of the public in health affairs, are acting as under a powerful
narcotie. It goes withont saying that *‘the greatest scientific care’’ has
not been, and cannot be, observed, therefore the most ““unfortunate
results ™ Jrave attended the practice, as Dr. Bryee predicted they wounld

Dr. Cassidy said :

“The really interesting point to me, in conneetion with this matter of vaceina
tion, is the possible introduction of tetanus.  The question of bovine vy

ination opens
ack to the practiee
ion I have seen

up so many points for discussion, that a man is tempted to go
of the first days, and use humanized lymph,  With bovine vaeei

some of the vilest forms of sore arms. 1 have seen eases of post-vaceinal uleer, and
have been obliged to treat them—bogs, otherwise healthy boys, sons of good sound
parents, with arms sore for three conseeutive months, 1 have never seen sueh a
result with humanized vaceine | We have hai the strong evidenee of MeFar

land, of Philadelphia, evidenee not yet controverted, that 63 eases of tetanus (lock
jaw ) resulted from the use of hovine virus, in cities such as Philadelphia, Camden,

N. W and the dimmediate neighborhood . Well, that is not a very able
picture to contemplate 1 Medieal editors were loath to believe that vaceine
virus, from a fide well-kept vaceine farms, conld simultaneously introduce tetanus
with vaecin I'he idea was detestable We were preaching vaceinate! vaccinate!
and, at the same time, a bovine virus could be used, on our adviee, eapable of pro
ducing u deadly disease like that I draw the line at tetanus,  If we cannot

have hovine virns wo ean depend upon, what is the position of the doetor? A most
unhappy one. I you were asked when going to vaecinate a ehild, * Will you guaran

tee that the ehild will not take tetanus from that vaeeine, would you aceept the c¢hal

leng And, it you do not aceept the ehallenge, what right have you to insist on vae
cination ! The conclusion I draw is, that either the Provineial, or the Fed
eral, Government should take action, by which all vaceine virus in this Provinee shall
be examined and tested I think the tests should be used on the vaceine farms, and
Al vaeeines placed on the market should be tested in such a way that physicians will
not commit such an outrage, as to introduce tetanus along with the vaeeine The
tests should be made on animals, It is searcely fair to be making bacteriological
tests on the children of this country

Vaccine Vieus: What Is 1t?

The foregoing startling rvevelations, by two Health Board members,
naturally suggest an inguiry, on the part of the publie, into the souree,
nature, ete,, of the vaceines that arve being used to vaceinate their ehild
ven, and re-vaceinate themselves
Vaceine, from Lat. vacca, cow. is a produet of the discase named
c¢inia.”” Whether it originated with the cow, or was aceidentally
t that no bull was ever

generated in her, is an open question. The

ac
known to have it is suggestive of the latter view. The point to be noted
is. that vaceine is a discase-produet, and a very revolting one at that, as
will appear later.  The assurance is freely given by pro-vaceinators,
that no trouble need be fearved if “pure lymph™ is used, and **due care
at, and after. the operation is exerci " This, however, is a mere
blind.  As Dr. Cassidy points out, **No doctor will gnarantee that the
child will not take lockjaw from the vaccine.” e might have added a
dozen of other diseases that have been proven to result from vaecination
Vaeeine virus——at best a cirulent animal poison, liable not only to be
pregnant with every disease-taint the animal has been heir to, hut also
invaded by other disease germs, which gain an entrance during the pro-
coss of manufacture—is no more entitled to be ealled ““pure lymph®
than it is to be called pure milk.




It is very significant that, as long ago as 1883, the Grocers’ Com-
pany, in England, by reason of the numerous disasters following vaceina-
tion, offered a prize of £1,000 for the discovery of the characteristic
organism of vaccinia; but this prize so far has not been claimed, which
seems to show that this organism or germ (if there be one) has not been
discovered. If, then, it has not been discovered, it is evidently impossible
to say that any sample of vaccine econtains it and no other. Moreover,
the claim that glyeerination of vaceine, while slaying all other **disease
germs,”’ respects the vaceinia one, is too fareic

1 for sober eredence

According to the Indian Lancet, “‘glyeerine is a nutritive medium
for the growth of putrefactive and other germs,”

The London Lancet, after investigating the various vaeeines on the
market in 1902, pronounced them nearly all alive with “‘innumerable’’
extraneous organisms, and placed that of the Jenner Institute only
twelfth in order of merit. It was to “‘glyeerinated’’ vaceine that a Ger-
man Commission attributed the disaster at Rugen, where vaceination
infected 320 persons with a loathsome disease; and the Royal Commis-
sion recorded 84 cases of serious injury, with 24 deaths, from its usc

T'he London Lancet, January 7, 1809, says editorially

“Up to the ent of gl rinated lymphs derived from eleve r twe liffer
ot sourel tance only was the lymph really good One sample
was exceed 1; another brand good on one oeeasio I bad on another
and anotl \ fairly good on on weasion was bad wher ami I a second

Enough of this

The other form of putting up vaceine is known as the ““dry points’’
method, by which means the virus is taken direet to “‘ivory points,”” laid
out to dry, and, when dry, put in boxes for use. Both methods will be
discussed later

Which Kind Do Canadians Get?
Dr. Hodgetts says

““The reputable producers of vaceine

from which country

we derive our chief s

eral authoritic and
ire licensec t

Note the doctor’s qualifier—the ““reputable produeers.”” Is this one
of them?
Description of Incubating Stables of the Pennsulvania Vaceine Company
the Annual Report of the Pennsylvania State Board

of Health for 1596 :

[rom

‘Second floor use grain; stalls and eentre aisles of earth and wood
ashes mixed. Floors ca ; they are dug up and replaced by fresh earth
and ashes every six months, Ground soaked with urine. Cleanliness impossible. Dust
from hay loft above filters gh crack in ceiling and renders air of room at feed

g time unnecessarily dust The bench rating rack is covered with a dirty

bed-tick, filled with loose straw, upon whiel il lies on its back. No drainage

f operatiy wm or stableg; the urine ccal matter collected in receptacles,

' bles provision for the exclusion of flies from operating room

tables Ar rom eight to eighteen months old No inspection is given by

terinarian n of tuberculosis by tuberculin test attempted. The

I much in asepsis or sis. No temperature of

X { The et seraped off with an unsterilized knife and wooden

No wing i the parts previous to this, No ecare is taken to

ny of the instruments. The points are dipped one by one into the lymph

\ nl por i unsterilized plates to dry No fluid lymph is colleeted

: i ure aseptic points, and they are, moreover, freely

handied by the operator slemen with unwashed hands. We are sorry to say

that not even the ordinary precautions of eleanliness are observed, and hence, no bae
teriol | econtrol is given, either to the operation and the care of the vesicle, or 1

through the produet

Summary

“‘This establishment has rather a commercial than a scientific aspeet. It is very
doubtful if ashes bave any disinfecting properties, such as is elaimed by the operator
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wet that the hay loft is directly over the incubating stables renders it possible
y very dirty infected vesicles, since dust can filter down upon the backs of
the animals. No tubereulin is used. Cattle seem thin and serubby. The separate
charging of the points by hand and laying them on a dirty plate is nei
nor hygienie. It is doubtful if a wooden paddle ean be thoroughly clet
use in removing pus should be discontinue it is likely to infeet
vesicles if such exist. The mattress-covered operating racks are filth

and its
rly healthy

The foregoing savory morsel of Health Board information was
issued by the 1. K. Mulford Company, in a sixteen page pamphlet, en-
titled **The Exposure of a Disreputable Proceeding,”” published by them
in Toronto, January, 1902, apparently designed to ““expose’” Dr. H. M.
Alexander & Company, vaccine manufacturers, of Marietta, Pa. Dr.
Alexander is alleged by Mulford to be the owner of this *‘ Pennsylvania
Vaceine Company,”” which ““was incorporated under the laws of the
State of Pennsylvania, on the 26th day of November, 1901, with & paid-
in capital of $1,000.00.”" A lovely institution, surely, for one of the
leading ““reputable’’ vaccine manufacturers to own!

Not only beeause of Mulford’s squealing, but of other evidences as
well, it is clear that, whether ‘‘reputable’ or not, Alexander is one of
the leading vaceine manufacturers. I have a copy of an elaborate eir
cular which was issued by Alexander & Company, setting forth an anal;
sis of twelve different vaceines, picked up in the open market, at the
close of the smallpox epidemie in Chicago, some years ago; Mulford’s
probably was one of them. The analysis was made by the City Analyst,
and it was undertaken beeause of the unusually large number of casual-
ties and deaths from vaceination during the epidemie, A purity scale
of 1 to 100 is used to signify the degrees of purity of the re speetive vae-
cines, Alexand
cine’’—the rest are represented everywhere along the scale, some even
at the bottom—*‘very bad.”’

, of eourse, stands at the head—the only “‘pure vae-

Mulford Versus Alerander

There is thus a keen rivalry between these two firms. The H. K.
Mulford Company are the leading vendors of glycerinated vaccine:
whereas the H. M. Alexander Company represent the ‘““‘dry points’’
method. Mulford charges Alexander with making
‘*A direct attack against glyeerinated vaeeine, and in such a way as to prejudice the

mind iinst vaecination and &

st ¢ vaecine in partienlar
Then goes on to say :

““We have in our possession the signed statements of physicians of Camden, who

I Alexander’s vaceine at Beringer’s drug store, and used it on five patients
who rontracted tetanus In preparing dry vaceine points the
viru l im ately from the vaceir irface of the heifer to the
points, s all the germs and inflammatory produets which are necessarily present
in and abe » vaceinated surface of the heifer are, from very nee ty, trans
ferred direc ivory point. Consequently vaeeine points ean never be absolutely
free from germs and dangerous forcign material (neerosed tissue v

Mulford is supported by others writers as to the impossibilit)
excluding “‘extraneous disease " from the ““ivory points.”” Even
Dr. Hodgetts admits that **glycerinated lymph is most in favor amongst
the best observers, and has the approval of the British Royal Commis-
sion.””  Notwithstanding this, T am eredibly informed that when eom
pulsory vaceination was being carried on in our Public Schools, the
“Qvory points’” were used; and, I presume, the same practice is generally
followed still!

What exeuse ean our Provineial Board of Health furnish for this
deliberate choice of what is admitted by most authorities. ineluding
themselves, to be an unavoidably impure and dangerous arvticle? Ts it
that the ‘““‘dry points are more handy? A vaccinator can be despatched
to any place with his pockets full of them. and, after ordering his vie-
tims to ““bare their arms,”” instead of using a ‘‘sterilized lancet,”” he
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simply rasps the skin with -the “‘ivory point,”” rubs in the virus, and
throws the ““point’ away! By this means large numbers can be vae-
cinated in short order, and a “*good thing’’ made of it.

A correspondent recently wrote the following deseription of his
experienee :

“*Seeretury Anti-Vaccination League, Toronto.

Sir,—I have had some experience with those so-ealled Medieal Health Officers,
and the last one 1 had to do with must have missed his ealling.  He would have
been more in place on a ranch branding cattle, or in a wool-pulling establishment,
for I ean sw he knows how to scrape.

““My experience was while travelling from North Bay to Thessalon, Ontario
The so-called smallpox was prevalent along that route, and 1 encountered one of
those branders. 1 was asked to take off my coat and allow him to brand my arm,
but I refused. 1 asked him for his authority, so he produced his eredentials, and,
rather than eause a seene, I allowed him to brand me on the leg.

‘1 placed my hoot on the back of a seat in a first-class ear, and told this

buteher to proceed He pushed up my pant leg, pulled down my stocking, then
took from his pocket a jack-knife, and rasped my leg up and down until he had
a raw place about one and a half inches long. e gave it the finishing touch by
rubbing it over with what he ealled a ** point It gave me a pointer as | watched

his procedure, The knife was simply wiped on
to wait for the next vietim

his pants and put back in his pocket,
““Yours truly,
“CThessalon, Dee, 19, 1906

What is the value of Dr. Tlodgetts’ statements regarding the in-
nocuousness of vaecine in presence of the foregoing faets? They are
worse than idle talk.  Has anything practical been done to correet the
malpractice which, four years ago, was urged by the Provincial Board
of Health, as a reason for spending the public money?  Apparently
not.  The committee “‘reported,”” and they talked to their medieal
brethren of how Dr. Blaxall, in England, does in producing vaceine;
and they compared the English with some American methods, very
much to the latter’s disadvantage: and they were of the opinion that it
would be a good thing to spend some public money in this way every
vear! They had a “‘good time,”" obviously. They went home happy,

““resting from their labors ™

Their “*works that follow’ are not muech to their eredit. The same
ruthless insistence on vaceination with those confessedly impure vae-
cines goes on unabated. At the present moment they are making an
organized effort to re-introduce compulsory vaceination of pupils in
Toronto's Public Schools, from which they were ingloriously **knocked
out™ on Mareh Ist, 1906, It is surprising that Dr. Cassidy, in whose
remarkable utterances, already recorded, there are elear indications of
a tronbled conseience, shonld have remained, nntil recently, a member
of the Provineial Board of Health: and, for anght that appears to the
an active supporter of the vaecinal blood-poisoning he had
oreefully ealled public attention to
All the fine talk about “‘aseptic applianees,”” “‘sterilized lancets,”
ete,, disappears as vapor in face of these faets. A publie explanation
of this strange conduet should be insisted on, and the practiee put
a stop to forthwith,  Vaccination with such virnses is at hest a bad busi

cont

ness: but where there is a choice of vaceines, as there seems to be here,
our “salaried officials” should see that the publie arve protected as far
as that is possible; otherwise they should be relieved of duty
How Vaccine is Produced in England

From calves which ““vary enormously,”’ suitable ones are chosen
“Phe most snitable calves are from three to six months old, with smooth,
supple skins, elear eyes, and, generally in the pink of condition.”” They
are laid on a “tilting table,” the lower part of the abdomen is shaved,
then washed and dried.  “*The ealf is then vaceinated with glyeerinated
calf lymph in parallel linear incisions.””  After vaccination, the calf is

30




removed to a stall and tied, so that it cannot rub itself until the vesicles
are developed (from 5 to 6 days).

It is then returned to the operating table and washed. “*The skin
is put firmly on the streteh, and the vesicles and their contents collected
with a sterilized Volkmann’s spoon, each line being treated in turn and
seraped.”  The mute sufferers are then *“transferred to the slanghter
house and slanghtered’”; and, in order to be consistent, the carcases
from which this putrid virus has been taken to poison the blood of
humanity, are sold as human food—**vaccinated veal”—to perform a
like service through the stomach!

The pulp is taken in stoppered hottles to the laboratory, then passed
through a triturating machine, mixed with a certain quantity of glycerine
and water, and, eventually, put up in tubes containing enough for ten
vaccinations—** Glycervinated Vaccine Virus.”

As vaceine manufacture is in England a Government industry, it
is strange that the Government should thus vielate its own law, which
forbids the sale of diseased animals as human food!

What the practice in this respeet is in America. whenee the most
of our vacceine comes, and where unbridled greed for the ““almighty dol
lar' is much in evidence, we will not venture to say. Perhaps for our
peace of mind the less known about it the better

Vaccinal Disasters

Dr. Hodgetts admits that ““deaths have, from time to time. oceurred
as the result of vaceination,” but asserts that “‘neither the deaths nor
the complications are as many or as serious as the general reader is led
to believe,””

The reply to this is, that the widespread aversion to vaccination
which exists is only to a very limited extent the vesult of reading. But
there ape few parents who have not, either in their own families, or the
families of others, heen eye-witnesses of vaeeinal disasters too horrible to
be forgotten.  No sophistry emanating from any salavied partisan of
vaceination, will have the least effeet in evasing such pictures from those
minds.  They are there to stay

Here is one taken from the evidence presented to the Royal Com
mission on Vaccination :

“CAs an example of the drbadful results of vaceination, even where speeial eare
was taken, the following ease from the Sixth Report of the Royal Commission (p
125) is worthy of earnest attention, It is the evidenee of Dr, Thomas Skinner, of
Liverpool

“Q CWill you give the Commission the particulars of the case?’ ‘A
young lady, 15 years of age, living at Grove Park, Liverpool, was re-vaecinated by
me at her father's request, during an outbreak of smallpox in Liverpool in 18
I had revaceinated all the girls in the Orphan Girls® Asylum, in Myrtle St

pool (over 200 girls I believe) and as the young lady's father was chaplain of the
asylum, he selected nd I approved of the selection, a young r
health and whose vaceine vesiele was matured
ceive,  On the eighth

the picture of
nd as perfeet in appearance
lay T took off the lymph in a capillary g
tube, almost filling the tube with elear transparent lymph,  Next day, March 7th,
1865, T ve-vaecinated the young lady from this same  tube, and  from
the  same  tube, nd at  the same  time, 1 revaccioated  her mother
amd  the couk Before  opening the tube | remember holding it
up to the light and requesting the mother to observe how perfectly elear and homo
geneons, like water, the lymph was; neither pus nor blood corpuseles were visible tc
the naked eye.  All three of y all thre
vesicles were matured ‘like a pearl upon a rose petal,” as Jenner rfeet
specimen,  On that day, the eighth after the operation, 1 visited my patient, and to

18 it

possible to ¢

itions were sueeessful, and on the eighth

all appearance she was in the soundest health and spirits, with her usual bright eyes
md ruddy ehecks.  Althongh 1 was much tempted to take the lymph from so healthy
a vesicle and subjeet, T did nof do so, as T have frequently seen erysipelas and other
bad consequences follow the opening of a matured vesicle,  As I did not open the
vesicle that operation could not be the eause of what followed. Between the tenth
and eleventh day af the re-vaceination—that about three and a half days after
the vesicle had matured and began to seab over—1 was enlled in haste to my patient,
the young lady, whom I found in one of the most severe rigors I ever witnessed, such
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as generally precedes or ushers in surgical, puery I, and other forms of fever. This
would be on Mareh 18th, 1865, Eight days from the date of this rigor my patient
was .1. ad, and she died of the most frightful form of blood poisoning that I ever
nessed, and 1 have been years in the aetive practice of my profession. After
g w form of peritonitis set in, with incessant vomiting and pain,
which de i all means to allay At last, stercoraceous vomiting and cold elammy
deadly sweats of a sickly odor set in with pulselessness, collapse and death, which
ed the terrible me on the wmorning of Mareh h, 1865. Within twenty
minutes of death rapid decomposition set in and, within two hours, so great was
the bloated and discolored condition of the whole body, more espeeially of the head
and face, that there was not a feature of this once lovely girl recognizable. Dr.
John Cameron, of 4 Rodney street, Liverpool, physician to the Royal Southern
Hospital at Liverpool, met me daily in consultation while life laste 4
of the i of death here,’
“Q. 20, ‘To what do you attribute the death there?’ ‘T ean attribute
» to nothing but vaecination.” *’—The Wonderful Century, pp. 233-4,

e a copy

the ¢

The reader will notice the emphasis placed on the clearness of the
‘“Iymph’” by Dr. Skinner. “*Neither pus nor blood corpuscles were
visible to the naked eye.”” Contrast this with the foregoing description
of how vaccine is now produced : **vesi
the bloated abdomen with a spoon! B3

s and+contents seraped’’ from
one method of preparation to
be churned together with some glycerine and then bottled; but by the
other taken direetly and dried on “‘points It was probably this con-
templation which filled Dr. Cassidy’s mind when he delivered that
slashing impeachment of “‘bovine virus,”” alveady narrated, in which
he pointed out that 69 cases of lockjaw, in one loeality, resulted from
its use, and declared: “*The idea was detestable. We were preaching
vaceinate! vaecinate! And at the same time a bovine virus could be
used, on our advice, capable of producing a deadly disease like that!’’
Dr. Cassidy remarked that he ““had never seen such a result with
humanized vaceine.”” The above case by Dr. Skinner is one of these
which he would do well to ponder. The history of vaceination
shows that whether vaceine is
results are practically the same,

v or turbid. bovine or humanized, the
and there is no means of escape from
these dreadful consequences but by leaving the dangerous, and worse
than useless, practice severely alone

““The evidence given by Dr. Husband, of the
established the faet that all ly
Report of Royal Commissio

ine Institution of Edinbur, rh
h, however pe 1, really does contain blood eells.”
ction 430)

On the other hand, Dr. Hodgetts’ eonfident assertion that,

humanized
eliminated

““With the use of glyeerinated ealf lymph and the
Iymph, the question of syphilitic infeetion through
from the list, as the bovine species is totally insusceptible to infectior

is fairly and fully met by seetion 213, Minority Report:

‘It has indeed quite recently been recognized that it is possible for vaccinat
even when the matter been derived fr the calf, to give rise to a certain tr
of symptoms (including snuffles, thrush, eruptions on the

in
snitals, bubo in the arm

pit, phagedmnic sores and nodes), symptoms which have hitherto been regarded as
peenliar to syph and which in some eases have been benefitted by mercurial treat

ment, The real nature of such cases has given rise to much dispute; well experienced
surgeons, who saw these symptoms and examined them earefully, thought they could
be none other than those of syphilis, Others of high authority regard them as ‘vae
cinia’ in a severe form. Dr. Creighton explains all such cases, as well as those of
vaceino-syphilis, as due to cowpox without contamination by hvnl-m syphilis, What-
ever their real nature, it is impossible to refuse to recognize them as the direct con-
sequences of vaceination. Fuller knowledge is required to explain them, but when
the assertion is made that the transmission of syphilis by vaceination is exeeedingly
rare, it must be borne in mind that the that vaecination with ealf lymph, and
therefore independent of venereal mination, is capable of evoking symptoms
indistinguishable by exper sons from those of syphilis, has only recently
been bro t to the notic ]mrt ssion,

¢ Mr. Hm\‘lm.wu

iys these

look to him quite as muech like vaccinia as
syphilis, and are so elosely parallel that were syphilis conelusively proved in any one,
he would be prepared to admit it in the others . . . That these abnormal results
may follow vaceination with ealf lymph, the following words of Mr, Hutehinson are
ificant: ‘The final supposition is that it is possible for vaceination independently

a9
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of any sy ili whether implanted or hereditary, to evoke sympto which have
hitherto been regarded as peculiar to the latter malady, and which are apparently
greatly benefitted by speeifie treatment

Agnin, ‘‘The remarkable inerease of infantile syphilis, which somg¢ itistics
sl since 1853, has not received an adequate planatior It 18 been
alleged on high authority that ‘a lar proportion of the cases of apparently
inherited syphi \re rea vaceir Scet 6.)

“Horse grease’™

diseased horses—was alleged by Jen

a syphilitie exudation from eracks in the heels of

ner to be the eause of the

fgrenuing

cowpox.””  Ever sinee then syphilis has been propagated by vaeeination
If we “‘sow the wind.”” we must expeet to ““reap the whirlwind.””
Re-Vaceinati
Dr. Hodgetts® elaim, already alluded to, that ““smallpox mav b
entirely suppressed ift the practice of v nation and re-vaceination i
but universally adopted.” is a glaringe absurdity in w of the thon
ands who have died of smallpox not or { y ted but oftener
It seems almost a waste of time to reply to such random tal The fol
lowing cases from the Minority Report’” she this
S, 149.—“In 1 f 8
1 't ] 1 T ] 1} T
{1 By re-vac ¢ I n of 1 Na
p r I ns whereby
it conld } | ' I i p rn that
fr 1860 to 1888 t} 0 i 1 29 "
givi ease 1 of 9.9 per he' 1y { et
A Dey 1888, s ir f sn ( norta I3 is stated
o 't b 1 Wl the
men had | Y 1 I
flue
A { I I W \
d r part of ' rt of 1880
br I ) | i
ps; r e from A to (
N i re ( ' 11 I
mont 1 \ I 1 f W e
iffered most recommend r
t Abl I h o situn h } ind i r ]
\ A fte . tod Appen i \
! ble I I
\ better example than this, of the efficieney of isolation and s
tation, and the fu ty of vaceination and re-vaceination, to control
smallpox, could hardly be found
In the port of tl \¢ pol Asvl I K0 "
the vear, nt patients " 1 for
1 I first, ag ‘ x, had b A 1 1
{ y ceinat " I the sea re
o red by the erug | i ho 1
tl tin f inat i i
d, and n if these ( I
In the same worl 5. Dr. Tebb ha table showing the
smallpox ineidence in rmy from to 1887, In this
period therve were 7500 cases 291 deatl all these militar
examples were not only protected ™ | frequent and thoroueh vaeeina
tion, but they had the advantage of being | men, with robust con
stitutions, and of an age at hich the dise less liable to be con
tracted
We are often met by the assertion that mallpox has been stamped

out Germany by vaceination,” 'l
cination Inquirer of Febrnary, 1907
T I t

The Impfgeaner in 1907, for Jam
heading * Fresh smallpox epidemic in exc

he following extract The Va

from

is of interest

I G

ry and Febr @
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newspaper accounts showir
pox in Metz and neighbor
paragraphs tell of the is
commenting on garrison orders for fresh vaceination, says, ‘as we go to press the

up to December 9th or 10th the existence of black small
wl, and also in Mulhausen and vieinity, The newsp: r
tion of both patients and suspeets; and The Impfaegner,

epidemie has not been subdued, nor will it be by more vaccination, but only by sani
tary measures.”  The protection of vaceination is declared to be a fairly tale,”’

Another case and 1 shall have done with this aspect of the matter
Dr. J. A, Hensal, one of the surgeons in the German army, in an address
delivered on Febrnary 2nd, 1900, said :

““In June, 1888,"" (Note—First Compulsory Vaceination Aet passed in 183
the seeond Compulsory Vaecination Aet passed in

71, so that every man had been

vaceinated and resvaceinated), 1 was on duty in Strasburg, and over 2,000 eases
of smallpox were in the pest-house, every one suecessfully vaceinated bhut three |
months before, and for the third time, I myself was laid up for five weeks, although
I had been vaccimited for the seventh time successfully,  In June, 1898, T witnessed

the amputation of three arms, and the discharge of four men from the army for 1
general disability, all from vaecination \fter this experience 1T am convineed that 1
vaceination is no proteetion against smallpox, '’ |

|
So, it seems to me, would any other man of common sense, when the
facts are hronght to his attention.  How Dr. Hodgetts, in presence of
sueh evidences as the foregoing, and thousands which might be added,
can come to such conelusions as we are examining is a marvel,  The
el ture of his arvithmetie has already been shown, in his tabular
Wi the convietion is foreed upon us that his logie is equally
def
Nmallpor Virus as Vaceine
Dr. Hodgetts”™ false arvithmetic and false logie are not the only
things we objeet to in connection with his visionary theory of re-vaceina
tion. e onght to know that Jenner, whom he and his fellow-worship
pers have idolized, is now heing quietly diseredited
When re-vaceination was fiest proposed, Jenner declared, *Re
vaceination will rob my discovery of half its virtue.”" e also saw that
universal vaceination could never be, unless the competing practice of
variolation (inoeulation with smallpox) were put a stop to; but he died
seventeen years hefore this wdea was earried into effect.  In 1840 the
practice of variolation, which had lasted 120 years and been the means
of enormonsly inereasing the prevalence of smallpox, was declared
illegal by Aet of Parlinment
A\ madified form of varviolation, however, under the misleading
name of ““vaceination,”” has been practised from that day to this. In
Germany. Denmark, Franee, Switzerland, India, England, the United
States of America, and elsewhere, experiments have been earried on by !
a large number of medieal men, with the dual objeet of (1) wdentifving
vaceinia (cowpox ) with variola (smallpox), and (2) renewing the
delevioraling strains of virus 3
Dr. 8. Monckton Copeman, in his work. ** Vaceination—Its Natural |
History and Pathology, p. 42, says |
So.far as I am aware, the first recorded experiments are those of Gassner, of 1
Gunsburg, in 1801, who succecded, after no less than ten froitless attempts, in |
lircetly inoculating a cow with smallpox virns The lymph thus obtained  was 3
employed for the vaceination of four children, from whom other seventeen were
subsequently vaecinatod

The methed adopted by Dr. Copeman himself is to inoculate an
ege with viens taken from smallpor corpses, then pass the vesult through
one or more monkeys, next a ealt or ealves, and, finally, into children
What, then, is the nature and bearing of this practice? It differs entively $
From that introduced by Jenner. s vaceine virus was based on “*horse-
grease.”” He pointed ont that there was a natural “‘cowpox,”” and a i
cowpox caused by infection of the cow with “grease™ from the diseased
heels of horses, communicated through stablemen, who used to do the
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milking after washing the horses’™ he rease’” s eonsidered to be
syphilis in the horse.  The former kind, Jenner termed “*spurious cow
pox " —all his vaccinal failures were char to ity the latter kind he
named “gennine’’ cowpox—this received eredit for all successes,  1e
even went farther.  Through the aid and prompting of Sacco, of
Milan, he adopted “‘horse-grease™ direct from the horse, dispensing
entirely with the cow

“He supplied the National Vaceine Establishment with horse virus; he sent it
linburgh; he distributed it among his medieal aequaintanees; he deseribed it
as “the troe and genuine life preserving fluid White's Story of a Great Delusion

Such was the shifty, unserupulous character of Edward Jenner,
author of vaceination.

A clear distinetion, in English law, is drawn between inoculation
with cowpox  (vaceination) and inoculation with smallpox  (variola
tion). The two things are not only separate, but the former is com-
pulsory, whereas the latter is prohibited.  In 1878, the Trish Loeal Gov

ernment Board, having heard of some cceentrie person who was going
to use smallpox matter for the manufacture of his calf lymph, threat
ened to proseente. In England the law does not seem to have heen put

in-motion, although considerable quantities of virus have been pro
duecd there in this way.  Mr. White guotes from Dr. Seaton’s Hand

book of Vaccinalion

CMr. Ceely ' Avlesbury, 18390, suceceded in indue S on two
stirks by inoculation with varviolous lymph, and in tho g lyvmph stocks
which passed at onee into extensive nse, so that, in a fow months, more than 2,000
children had beey weeinated e th In December, 1810, Mr. Badeock sueeeeded
in variolating a cow at Brighton, and deriving therefr L stock of genuine weein
Ivmph,  In this manner he has raised vieeine lyn for use fewer
than thirty-seven separate oceasions I'he Ivmph thus obtained by him is now

ely employed: it has been supplied to many hundreds of practitioners, amd very
many thousands of children | been vaecinated with it,  Mr, Coely's experiments
were repeated in Ameriea in by Dr. Adams, of Waltham, and Dr. Putnam
Boston, who were able, it is to furnish the eity and neighborhood of Boston
with all the vaceine matter used there sinee that period

Again, Sir John Cordy Burrows, a surgeon, speaking as a magis
trate, at Brighton, on Sth February, 1876, observed

Phe public seom seareely to understand what vaceination means.  The
cine lymph taken from a child is nothing more than what has d from a small
pox patient through a cow, In 1856.38 k an aetive part in inoenlating seven

teen cows with smallpox, producing in enses vaeeine lymph, and from these

the world has been supplied

Now, if readers bear in mind what was said about the vaceine virus
1 by Drs. Woodville and Pearson to Jenner when his stock ran
out, they will readily pereeive that vaceine virus variolated, either ace

Furnishe

dentally ov iutentionally and deliberately. has heen employed on a large
seale, co-extensive and coneurrent, with the practiee of vaceination from
beginning to end.  The “monkeying' by Dr. 8. M. Copeman, at the
Animal V istablishment in England, alveady deseribed. is a fitting
climax to this putrid diseasc-engendering practice

Then, as to its bearing there eannot be a reasonable doubt.  Vario
lation from person to person, as practised from 1721 1o 1840, was con
sidered a prolific means of inereasing smallpox.  Does the mere passing
of smallpox through one or more of the lower animals rob it of its infee
tivity Y No reputable authority will voueh that it does

CThe Lyons Commission, appointed by the Society of Medieal Seiences in 1865,
having Chauvean as its head, left not a doubt that from inoculated smallpox noth
ing could be derived but sn

Npox. It would he as reasonable to sow barley and
expect to reap wheat as to convert smallpox into cowpox by implanting it in eatth
What About Vaccination? p. 123

he specifie nature of the lymph of the *Lyons' papule is held to he shown
by the faet that such lymph, when used on the human subjeet, gave rise t
pox . dymph from a *Lyons® papule of the second remove also gave rise in
the human subject to smallpox . Thus Chauvean and his Commission found

y small
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that smallpox implanted in the bovine animal gave rise to a specific effect which was
not cowpox, but was of the nature of smallpox, though its manifestat
cow were different from those of smallpox in man.”'—Vacecination,

History and Pathology, p. 49.

s in the
Natural

What then? Simply this: Vaeccination (which as we have seen is
but modified variolation) being more or less contagious is liable to propa-
gate smallpox indefinitely; therefore, instead of vaccination, if univer-
sally performed, suppressing smallpox, as Dr. Hodgetts naively ass
it would, the exact opposite will be the case. It would be as reaso
for him to assert that a sure method of extinguishing fire is to add fuel
freely to the flames!

The ignorance of lar
subject is unaccountable

numbers of the medical profession on this
he representatives of the Board of Health,
who, on Thursday evening last (February 21st), were endeavoring to
re-establish compulsory vaecination in the Public Schools of Toronto,
when they were confronted during the diseussion with the statement that

vaceine virus is now got by inoculating calves with ““wirus from smallpox
corpses,”” admitted that they knew nothing of this, and so ineensed was
one of them that he ealled special attention to the charge, and said that
he would willingly be one a commission to investigate and, if the
ree were found correet, proseeute the man who was egnilty of doing
ich a thing. Tt is needless to say that this gentleman was promptly
furnished with the evidene
I'he tyvpe of illp which no btain generally so mild to
listinguishabl d some 1 diseases, with an
’ ' 1 t we ought to expeet as the result
of » the 1 of reversion to
tvn s ! the inoenlation of that ““tamed”’
I nt { le to produce *f tamed?’’
smallp ( tl ge his skin or the leopard his

Aecording to Dr. Hodgetts Tubereulos nay be «
the list"” of evils eansed by cination, be

liminated from
use (1 Calves rarely have
tuberculos the tuberculin d the post morten
plied.’

In this matter the doet

tests are ap

limps as usual, If he woald take the trouble
|

to do a little general reading on these subjeets mstead of “‘eramming’’
himself’ with the made-for-the-purpose-statistics of Weleh and Scham
bere. | tings would probably ha different complexion, and

there 1 be some exeuse for spending publie money in their publica

tion | ill console himselt with the thought that he is not

the first of the brethren® who have been artlessly led into using

Heooked food—Rider Haggard, Sir Lyon Plavfair, Dr. W. B. Carpen
and others heing  noteworthy associates

His assertion that ““ealves rarely have tubereulosis’’ should be
received with caution.  Veterinarians only go so far as to state that:

I large majority of eattle are born healtl but it is necessary to
take all « s away from infeet tables i ediately after birth, and to nourish
them from th ¢ d ith woked milk or with milk from healthy animal
Paper by Professor Harrison, 26th Annual Report, Ontario Agricultural College,
pp. 87

No person familiar with the movements of the average farmer will

believe that this ideal eare of ealves obtains to any appreciable extent;
fore. even if horn healthy, a very grave danger of infection exists

re they arve of age to use as vaceinifers, seeing that. according to
Prof. Harrison

‘Tuberele-bacilli ave found in gre (nantities in stables where tubercular
eattle live ire present in the eva ions of dise mimals and men; and
they ean live for a long time in obscure and narrow places,’’




Prof. arrison further

Calves are not, as a rule, housed distant from the place of birth,
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In a ““Report on Tuberculosis in Ontario,”” 1894, by P. 1. Bryee,

M.D., Secretary to Provineial Board of Health, this appears (p. 11):
“COf all eattle slanghtered in Midlothian Distriet
culous; and of all the eattle in the London Distriet, 15 cent. were tube
In some herds slanghtered the percentage of tubereulized was as high
per cent.; and only a few herds were without tubereulized animals,” Earl S
herd of Jerseys, containing over a score of animals, was tested by Prof. Mcl
and found by test to all have tubereulosis. The whole herd was slaughtered,
results of post mortem confirmed the diagnosis,’’

per cent. were tuber

Did space permit, similar figures might be given from France, Bel

gium, Denmark, Sweden, Australia, United States and Canada

Thus, as Professor Harrison declares

hese figures suflice to show that tuberenlosis is an extremely widespread
discase.”’

They also show, most clearly, that the grounds on which Dr. Hod-
getts based his assertion that *‘calves rarely have tuberculosis,”” are

. . l
worthless, and his ““tests™ (so-called) arve useless for vaccinal purposes |
Koch's Theory

The transmissibility of tuberculosis from the hovine to the human
hody has been definitely confirmed by the recent ““Report of the Royal
Commission, appointed in England to enquire into the relations of
human and animal tuberculosis.”” The report  savs

““The human body ean be infected by bovine tubereulosis.  Moreover, the
results which we have recorded show that the hovine body ean be inf | by tuber |
culosis of a human source, in some cases complete, in others to a limited extent
Bovine animals and man ean be reciproeally infeeted

Koch’s theory is thus discredited. Tt is now simply a question of |
evidence as to what part vaceination plays in the fearful slanghter of |

human beings at present by Consumption.  Dr. D, E. Salmon, head
of the Bureau of Animal Industries, Washington, says:

“The danger from bovine tuberenlosis can no longer he doubted ! ty-
per cent, of the cases of tubcrewlosis in childeen, or a greater or smaller prop

are due to infection from animal sourees,’

Dr. Salmon probably means throngh using the milk or flesh of
tuberculous animals as food, but if such rvesults can be produced by
caling these articles, how mueh more through inoculating the essence
of the beast into one’s veins?  We know that considerable quantities of i
noxious substances e

RS S -

n be swallowed with impunity, whereas a particle
of them entering diveetly into the blood would cause death. Nature has
placed safeguards along the *“ Alimentary Canal.,”” where, in the process
of digestion and assimilation, injurions things mav, in some degree, he
nentralized ; but these safeguards are absent from the “* Cireulatory Sys
tem.””  IHow reprehensible, then, is the inoculating of wiruses from
smallpor corpses and other foul sources into the veins! It is impossible
to tell by analysis what any sample of virns will do, henee no doetor
can guarantee it; therefore, as Dr. Cassidy asks, *“ What right have they
to insist on vaecination?”’

Dr. 8. M. Copeman’s process of passing viras from smallpox corpses
through monkeys and calves, in order to produce vaceine virus, is an
aggravation of an abhorrent practice which was promptly prohibited in
Ireland.  The more animal hodies this virnlent disease-produet is passed
throngh, the more disease-taints arve likely to be in it; and. as monkeys
are among the most fuberenlous of animals, it is liable to be more dan
gerous, in this respect, for having passed throngh them in addition to
calves.  These monkey experiments, of Dr. Copeman, seem designed to
blind the public. Professor Charles Creighton, Chairman of the Sixty-
second dinner of the National Liberal Club Political and Economic
Cirele, on December 10th, 1906, said: 1
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‘Ever the aflinity of cowpox to ayphilis was established to the satisfae
tion ot the lienl Department, by the celebrated ease at the Leeds Infirmary, in
1888, they had (it is elear me) been resolved to get rid of Jenner's preseription alto
gether, and to bring in the original smallpox inoenlation by a back door, so that
there need be no radieal ehange in the law and no surrender to their erities, medieal
or lay

Lowering the Vitality

Another way (admitted by eminent pro-vaceinists) through which
vaceination tends to eause tuberculosis, is by “lowering the vitality.”
It tuberculosis, however, be the result of vaccination, it matters little
which ronte it comes by, That it does come the following eases of local
disaster prove:

1 A employee of the €, ) Ro—a strong, healthy man—was vaccinated in
May, 1900, hut the vaceination was said not to have ““taken.’”’ In June inflam
mation of the throat set in, and a few months Inter inereased, accompanied by
night sweats, et The €. P. R, Company sent him west to Calgary, for a change
o air, but all inovain, He dwed of Consamption, July, 1901, His weight declined
from 185 to 140 mds.  Dr. Becker's certifieate of death aseribed his trouble
to the deve e tuberculosis as the resnlt of vaecination

\ ng womn aged twenty-two, bad always been strong and healthy
bt was ated in November, 1904, in order to keep her position in a leading
Foronto. Departmental Store After o few days she was unable to att o her

rk, and, after a period of constant suffering, died of tubereulosis 20th,
1904, the rmonever having  healed Her mother and sister believe vaecination

responsible f the trouble

Tuberculosis Versus Smallpoa

Recent Health Reports show an extreme disparity in the mortality
of the two diseases \ccording to the Toronto Globe there were, in
February, 1906, 55 cases of smallpox in  Ontarvio no deaths
Tuberculosis had 200 eases, with 196 deaths,  This is about normal for
tubereulosis which slays annnally in Ontario abont 2

00 persons, mostly
i, or just beyond, the period of adoleseence.  The annual death roll for
Cin v about 8,000, with an army of 40,000 consumptives constantly
marching to the grave, having only the faintest prospect of recovery

Mr. Foster, United States Consul, speaking at the Annual Meeting
of the **Canadian Association for the Prevention of Consumption and
olther Forms of Tuberculosis,”” at Ottawa, March 28th and 29th, 1906,

SUNS

CAssuming it to be at the present time in the vieinity of 200 per 100,000 of
population, the death roll in the United States from tuberculosis would be some
thing like 160,000 per annum, '’

Here, then, are two diseases, one is constantly and alarmingly preva
lent in 2l countries where the blighting practice of vaceination has
obtained a footing ; moreover, it slays nearly all its vietims; the other is
now only an occasional visitor, comparatively few are attacked by it,
and its “tease mortality "' s, as we have seen, less than 1 per cent. Yet,
in order to furnish a faneied “protection™ from attack by the latter,
the law requires every child to be inoculated before it is three months
old, with vaceine virns derived from bovine animals, notwithstanding
the fact that tuberculosis prevails to at least as great an extent among
eattle as it does among human heings.  And as, by the latest Report of
the Royal Commission, in England, on tuberculosis, “‘ Bovine animals
and man ean be reciprocally infeeted.” it follows that vaceine virus is
a direct means of transferring this terribly fatal seourge from one to
the other

In view of these faets it seems to me that to abandon vaccination
would he the most direet and most rational, because least expensive,
hence most practieal, way of reducing the death rate from Consump-
tion
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Vaceination ean be shown, I believe, to be the eause, directly and
indireetly, of 50 per cent. of the troubls But, wil! this be done? Prob-

ably no

Tuberculosis Conference at Ottawa

Two years ago, Rev. Mr. Moore, Seeretary of the Canadian Associa-
tion for the P
eulosis,’’ sent me an invitation to attend their annual meeting at Ottawa,
Prior to this T had written an article entitled **May Consumption be
Caused by Vaccination ?”” intending it for the press. On receipt of this
invitation, our President—Mr. Nasmith—suggested my going and read-

revention of Consumption and other Forms of Tub r

ing the paper at that Convention
Accordin I went and there met Health Officers and other medi
eal men from all over Canada. Near the close of the proceedings, hay

ing tened to the various speakers 1 asked permission to read my
| b

wper, intimating that it had
ion, The disclosure of my relationship to the Anti-Vaceination move

1 direet hearing on the subijeet une

ment, and the suggestion on my part that the abandonn t of vac \
tion would be an inexpensive and effeetive means of controlling
Consumption evoked a storm of frowns, and resulted in the Chairman
ruling me out of order

I'he majority of the speakers had urged the building of Sanatoria
Lo rere B There re t h r—Drs. Third, of Kingst
ind Sheard, of Toronto ho (to their eredit be it d) opposed tha
propos ¢ e of it 1 le «

educated men should be found agitating

m nit holly impracticable
18?7 Some of their pet schemes are
of They oive. # a5 o

provalence of the White Plague
mg-lived habits! On this eround
r Asso tion

) OIeasur s too absard for it to

will fieht to the deatl
1 Aet, which requires erv baby
iths old ; resulting, where enforeed,
nd, in the light of the foregoing

Vhite Plagne mortality in many

The weighty words of Herbert Spencer
Henee, as n constit modified by vaceinat
X per l, it must be mad il
wsumption 1ha i \ constitution in rel mally wnd
should have a deterrent effeet on legislators, whose aid mav be invoked
for the passing of law ind spending of publie funds in conneetion with
this question Not a dollar should be granted before a general diseus
sion of the subject has taken plac In presence of the mass of evi
dence now available, a ell as the large and rapidly inereasing volume

of intell

this is dentanded

rent and learned opposition fo vaceination, nothing less than

To account for a blight so universal, persistent and deadly as Con-
sumption, there must be an adequate eause, co-extensive with it, and so
related to the human frame, as well as of such a nature, that a reasonable
charge may be made.  Such is Vaecination, which, for over a century,
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has been polluting the life-stream of all civilized people, not merely
by a single operation in infaney. which Jenner—its author—fondly
imagined would be sufficient for all futare time: but by dose upon dose
as often as the whim of the loeal Medieal Health Officer may dictate
a period varving anywhere from ten vears to two weeks—the Toronto
Favorite

Nothing at onee so ludicrous and mischicrous has ever been inflieted
upon mankind. It is designed to keep the human constitution perman
ently in an unnatural, therefore discased ov wunhealthy, condition.  This
it does effectunally —“the sins of the fathers being visited upon the
children, even unto the thivd and fourth generation.”  Its effeets are
seen in the more or less serofulons condition of most ehildren: henee
the agitation at present going on in Canada f

Medieal inspecetion of
school ehildren.”  Thus the Government having, on the adviee of the

Medical Faenlty, throug

of the rising generation, it is now asked to appoint its mischievous

1 vaceination, helped to wreek the constitutions

advisers to attend to the pupils” ailments at the publie’s expense!  How

long will the public submit to be humbngged in this wa
The Religious Objection

It is also matter rosurprise as well as reg it Dr. Hodgetts
should he able to say he does, that **but fey men have hrought
forward the religious objeetion: the objectors have been those in the
urrowest eireles of the exeessively pious lavmen

That theve is a **religions objection” to the “compulsory blood
poisoning with animal diseases™ of our children and ourselves is elear.
and it is to he regretted that a lavger number of the recognized expound
ers of religions thonght have not heen quick to pereeive and act upon it
The moral aspeet of this vaceination controversy is the one which appeals
to the largest number Ias m civilized Government moral sanetion
for compelting wholesale inoenlation of a filthy and highly dangerous
disease upon its healthy subjects, professedly for the purpose of prevent
ing the ineidence of another disease which not one in a thonsand of
them may ever take, and which does not, in these days, slay one per eent
of those who do take it Not only so, but as has been shown, there aw

other means of grappling with this muneh dreaded but greatly exag

gerated disea alomg the Tines of eleanliness and consequently of godli
ness—means. to say the least. unspeakably more effective Vaeeination
is not only defiling and feequently fatal, but its elaims to “*profect

against smallpox have heen con tely falsified.  On the basis of “* pure
and wndefiled veligion,”” then, intelligent and God-fearing citizens have
an “‘objection”” which is entitled to be vespeeted, and *‘elergyvimen’
might reasonably be looked to, in a paramount sense. to assist in main

taining this, their God-given vight. The words of Sir Thomas Watson
FLR.S., late president of the |
point her

val College of Physicians, are to the

[ ean readily sympathize with, and cven appla v father who, with the

P imed dread or misgiving in his mind, is willing to submit to multiplied licial

penalties ratl tha " his « y o orisk so ghastly Nineteenth Century
Tune IS8

Can anyone who elaims to be an ““ambassador™ of 11im who went
about ““healing all manner of disease amongst the people™ consistently
be an active participator in, or a sympathizer with, or cven neutral
regarding a process, the objeet and essence of which is to cngender
disease

Strange as it may appear, Vaceination was introdueed and estab
lished largely through ecelesiastical aid: and to-day, after a century of
the erockedest practice and argumentation to which any body of edu
catedd people ever lent themselves, and when the land is flooded by




unanswerable exposures of the falsity, the ludicrous spectacle is seen
of high ecelesiasties actively co-operating with, if not actually members
of, the Imperial Vaccination League!!! Verily, “If the light that is in
them he darkness, how great is that darkness.’’

Clergymen, however, are not all of this class. There are many
worthy exceptions, prominent among whom is the late Rev. Hugh Price
Mughes, M.A. (Ex-President of the Weslevan Methodist Conference
whose views appear in the following letter

8 Ta Str
Gordon Square, W.(
) ber 14 SO0
D Sir
M I ) \ Anti-\ inati '
for 1 t . I ' t
| vite ¢ f | i Of ’ i
1 1 produced hef I
1
i ]
f l he q
I I | (
1
1
( t
\ !
1 |
i 1
HUGH PRI HUGH
I 1 I S R Mugh
Pr H \f ‘ py
( ( rinate I
1 ta I s could 1 b m
| that i in | £ ( i 1
1 inf ith the filthy disens f ealves tortured in thi
I agree with Rev, Mr. Tnghes” closing sentenee, Tt is equally diffi
cult for me to think that ““He who compassionately took a little child in
ing Suffer little children to come unto Me,”” ean look
oval on a praetice which, where it is enforeed, consigns a lare

of them to an early and ernel death, and a still larger num

ber to a languishing life of pain and wretehedness,  If Jesus were on
h to-day. would He not be likely to say to the learned leaders of this

diseasing movement Ye make the Word of God of none effect through
vour (da/ripmaid’s) tradition®’

Further the theory of medical prophylaxis is a disputed one. some
eminent physicians have no respeet for it.  “The true method,” say
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they, ““of preventing disease is to obey Nature's laws by hygienie liv-
ing.”” This is plain common sense, and is in harmony with the declara
tion of Jesus—"*They that be whole need not a physician, but they
that are sick.”  Vaecination, however, reverses this.  Doctors preseribe
vaceination only for those that ave ““whole,”” with the express intention
of indueing a diseased condition which will permanently ocenpy their
previously healthy body, and aet as a deterrent to the entrance of

smallpox, on the prineiple that **No man can enter into a strong man’s

house and spoil his goods, except he will first bind the strong man
Smallpox is now one of the rarest diseases, and so harmless that, aceord

ing to Dr. Hodgetts™ own figures for the five years 1900-1904, in New

Ontario the ease mortality was on S8 per cent What an exchange
to be forced upon one—the survender of health for a life of chroni
lisease!  And this solely for an uncertain bhenefit Be not deceived

God is not moeked ; whatsoever a man soweth that

Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thi

hall he also reap

ASe, CAan We, 1 reason, exj reap anvthing but
Nma 1

I'he Montreal smallpox epidemice of 1885 (although n orred to
I pam under a ( | pport ol v tion
Dr. S d, Medieal Health Officer of Toront \ Pl 1 Favor
of \ I I Ja |} Mareh 14 1906, (quotes it 1sed
by Professor Wi, Osler 1”1 Osle ike Rider Haggard, Sir Lyon
I r, and Dr. Carpenter 1S e repeating he had heard
or read, but had not investigated. So g ) 1 ce in
v n that it never oceurs to them e | 1

favor. until they arve called upon to verify their statement

\lexander M. Ross, M.D., M.A, F.RSL, Eng., m r of the
Britis] d Freneh Ass wions for tl \dvan ent of ¢l el
resident of Montreal hefor d after the epiden rives his personal
experience is follow

g ) I i
| exi nt st oend of M ) filtl
I cer loe I
the « { of St. Lawrence strect hwest | ml St A
{ What 1 I will attempt to hat 1 leseribied !
1 fou t hind ;
t ] mat ftl pest ha he

1 filt s left of 1 t

y lisca Purtl ! I wd lnes i ba (
liti bey possibly egetab Bounded
n all sides, ~ Ever I ¢ obje t the ey I abomir
b proved exis engendering matter, which supplied the
very W rv o wrishment and growth of smallpox

“Knowing well the fearful cor ces that would rvesalt from the pre
of such a mass of filth in sueh a pulated part of the I gave I
widest publicity to the subject, hoping t) w10 Touse " pal authorities
to a proper appreciation of the danger that menaced the health of the cit But
I e alarmist; my adviee went unl I, and the filth remained v nest for

irishment uallpox, which gre in strength and rulence rapidly ntil it

into untimely graves, from \ nentioned irty-two
hundred persens!—vietims of muuicipal f removing the filth

putti the eity in a thoroughly elean, defonsive condition by the enforeement

wise 8

tary regulations and the adoption of a I system of i ition of

tients, the authorities were led by the medieal profession to set up the fet

pox pi
f vaceination and proclaim its protective virtues, through the eolun

ignorant, tyrannieal and time-serving press Day after day the glaring,

head s of ‘Vaeecinate! Vaceinate!' Alnrm!” “Alarm!’ appeare

ir d evening papers \ panie of cowardi mid madness folloy i tens of

people were driven (like sheep to the shambles of the buteher) to the
wators, who reaped a rich but unholy harvest. Not less than 100,000 people
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“To have over twenty thousand complmots with regand to the health of some

42,000 children must be simply appalling to the parvents of ehildeen who
are attending these sehools I our sehmols are hot-heds of unsanitary condi
tions and infectious disease, parents will not want to send the healthiest ehildren
into such perilous surroundings

“Some of the statements with regand to the sehools themselves are almost

ineredible

be told that, out of 124 schools, only sixteen
tion' is an arraignment of the authorities responsible for this

e

ood ventila

mdition of affairs
which eould hardly be made stronger Veatilation is the first principle of good
health— probably more important than clean floors and the like, although on this

ter score the schools seem to be nothing of whieh to

ast,  Certainly if we ar

confining the vast majority of our children in overero fd and badly ventilated
school-rooms, we need not be surprised if the sick list approaches halt the roll eall

CThe appalling amount of dilthiness whieh s reported as afflicting the scholars
must be ancther source of apprehension and  shane We certainly  eannot
permit our schools to continue to i the eliaraeter of pest houses A bill of
health from them should not read like a report from the infeeted distriect of a

plague-stricken eity

This reads like a page from medieval history. If any one wishes
to see the particulars of the “report” which evoked these editorial eom
ments, they appear in the Star’s issue of November 9th.  Twenty years
have passed sinee Dr. Ross wrote and spoke so strongly on this matter,
vet in 1906 it is possible for one of Montreal’s leading newspaper editors
to write as he could not trathfully have written of any other city or
town in Canada—probably not on this Continent

Dr. Ross was an eminent physician, ahead of his age in many
respeets: and, therefore, falsely termed an “alarmist.””  Tlis “alarm,”
so-ealled, in this ease proves to have been much in order, seeing that
twenty vears have not sufficed to banish the *‘unmentionable filth™
conditions of which he so cloguently complained.  The persistence of
this filth is no doubt due, in a large measure, to the connivanee of the
Medieal Health authorities, who, had they intelligently pushed the mat
ter. could have placed the eity on an unimpeachable sanitary basis long
ere this,  After the severe, but wholesome, smallpox lesson of 1885, had
the physicians of Montreal united in demanding the necessary sanitary
reforms, no set of aldermen would have dared to refuse, or even delay
to act upon their demand

Instead of acting thus they have rvelied. largely, on vaceination
Their failure in the early st ress
of the disease by vigorons and **wholesale vaceination,”” and the relief
they obtained when they turned to sanitation, seems to have heen for
gotten or ignored.  They now flatter themselves that they have succeeded
n getting the “eitizens of Montreal about as well vaceinated as any
other seetion,”  And, they might Ided, 20,000 out of 43.000 of
their school ehildren loaded with disease’—something without a parallel
on this Continent, or, perhaps, anywhere else! The faet is that Montreal
has, through either the incompetence of its Medieal Tealth anthorities,
or their deliberate hoodwinking of the publie, acquired for itself as a
city, the unenviable reputation of heing Canada’s Smallpox Citadel. No
such epidemie of smallpox as that of 1885 has ever oceurred anywhere
else in Canada, neither could that one have ocenrred where it did had
Montreal bheen up-to-date in sanitation

In April. 1901, another smallpox “*epidemie’ broke out in Montreal

654 eases in all, with 17 deaths.  By-laws were passed in Council, it
seems, forbidding school teachers—publie or private—professors in col
leges, ete. to allow any pupil to attend without furnishing a certificate
of satisfactory vaceination, under penalty of not more than %40.00, or
two months” imprisonment for the feacher!  Another gives the Medieal
Health Board control, in a similar way, of every sort of business, No
employer is allowed to employ any one without the same medieal permit

on pain of the same penalty Then, apparvently, in Montreal, **N
man may buy or sell save he that hath the mark of the beast!™ While

1D

s of that epidemic to stay the pr




Montreal continues to be ridden by this unsanitary medieal priesthood
she will be a menace to the nation’s health.

As every effect must have an aedequate cause, there must be one in
this case to account for disease on such a scale in Montreal schools, and
not in schools elsewhere. What is it? The only answer, in view of the
foregoing evidence, appears to be “‘unmentionable filth’’ in the sur
roundings, aggravated by indeseribable filth in the form of “‘pure””
vaceine virus, inoculated compulsorily into the veins, not only of all
school children, but also of every bread-winner of this benighted city
If the facts were known, it would probably be found that, not the
schools alone, but a large proportion of the dwellings as well, are seeth
ing hotbeds of disease.

The remedy preseribed hy Dr. Laberge, M. I1. O. for Montreal, is,
Mo Inspection of School Children,”” whieh is now in full opera
tion there—a remedy dear to the hearts of all salaricd supporters of
vaceination,  This is a brilliant example of what Sir Wm. J. Collins, M.D.,
M.P., the great English physician, on 14th, 1907, during the debate
in the House of Commons on vaccination, characterized as the **Stamp

ing in versus the stamping out process!” The Vaeeination Officer, with
his putrid smallpox-cowpox virus, aided by the policem: “stamping
in”" various forms of disease at one end: at the other, the doctor, with
his drugs and other paraphernalia, “‘stamping it out’’—a costly and
vexatious experience for the poor sinner who is in between,  How long
will eivilized society submit to such ludierous abuses

One of the worst features of this tyrannieal business is, that these
mischievous  by-laws enable a medical hierarchy to appear as
doing their duty, while in rveality ecvading it The Vaceination Aet
which now requires a ehild to be vaecinated at or before the age of three
months, is neglected by these gentlemen, not because it is inefficient. but

for other reasons. The Aet was designed to seeure, in a systematie way,
the vaccination of all ehildren—a feat which they say is desivable. In
England (whenee we got it) the greatest diligence has been displayed
for the past fifty years in its enforcement.  In faet this is the only way
by which the whole of our population ean ever heeome *“protected’™ hy
vaceination, it it does proteet. By cting or evading their duty in
this matter, Canadian M. I1. O.’s are kuowingly allowing the whole of
Ier childrer. to pass the first five years of their lives in this *‘unpro
teeted™ condition!  With a birth rate of at least 150,000 per annum
this means that 750,000 persons under five years of age (nearly one

sixth of the total population) are purposely permitted (we might say
enconraged) by the doetors to violate this law, which is held by them to he
so necessary for the well-being of the community Many parents who
have been living in blissful ignorance of these facts will hate to be told
that they, in common with all other fathers and mothers, are violators
of this law, and liable at any time to be prosecuted on that account

Now is the time to invest
not. or need not be enforeed.  Let us see to it.  If a human being does
not need *“protection” from smallpox during the first five years of life,
what logieal reason ean be given that i

gate.  This law is wseless if it either can

is necessary after that?  Onr

as well as our physicians, ave implicated in this matter. Their
tention to it is now invited




POSTSCRIPT

Numerous complaints have reached us of the treatment of immi
grants and steerage passengers generally, on arrival at Canadian ports
Vaceination, with the alternative of detention for a fortnight or so
under observation, at a quarantine station, is insisted on in the case of
all who eannot show evidence, satisfactory to the Medical Inspector, that
they had been vaceinated recently

Here is a sample of the complainants—John Geo. Joyvee, passenger
Pretorian, which sailed from Glasgow, March 23vd, 1907, for
Halifax, N.S., was vaceinated by J. I, Fullerton—the ship doctor
April 1st. Had an awful experience with his arm, which swelled like
unto a stovepipe from the shoulder to the hand. A Toronto druggist, to
whom he showed it (fearing that the arm would have to be taken off
sent him to Dr. Sheard, Medical Health Officer, who wrote a preserip
tion, to be filled at his own (Mr. Joyee's) expense, and
following certificate :

¢ him the

“Toronto, April 18th, 1907

““This is to eertify that T have this day examined Mr. J. G. Joyee and
find that he has a well marked vaceination sear

“Signed,
SCHARLES SHEARD
“Medieal Health Officer.”

Mr. Joyvee called to-day—D>May 12th—at the office of the Anti-Vae
eination League, and gave a written (duly witnessed) statement of his
trouble,  One of the ugly features of this distressful case is that Mr
Joyee, who is a stonemason, with a wife and family depending on his
earnings, invested his little all in order to get here and, over and above
the ernel suffering he has had to endure, is compelled to stand idly by
while there is plenty of work to be done. The wounds in his arm (for
there are two of them) were shown to the writer. One is large enongh
and deep enongh to bury a silver dollar in: the other being about half
this siz It will be weeks vet before this poor man can safi do any
thing at his trade—if even then

The fecling against vaceination is very strong in England, and many
parents have suffered great hardships, in the form ol fines and imprison
ment, rather than allow their offspring to be blighted by this diseasing
operation.  No such person will he likely to sail for Canada if he is
informed that the Canadian anthorities will prevent his landing till he
has either submitted to the ordeal against which he has already striven
so hard; or has spent a period of time under observation at a quaranting
station, where *‘suspects’ from contagious diseases ave detained

It is alleg
gers. If so, what reason can he given for such diserimination? Tt som
times happens that a sickly member of a family travels hy Cabin, while
the healthy ones go by Steerage, as a matter of economy ; vet the healthy
ones must needs be vaceinated, as a **protection” to the nation’s health;
whereas of the sickly one, who pays the higher rate, no notice is taken
Is this medical-health-protection

' that these restrictions apply only to stecrage passen




The theory that vaccination protects

ainst attack from smallpox
is shown to be false, but were it otherwise obviously it should apply to
ali classes of passengers or to none. But why apply it at all if the ship
can show a clean bill of health as vegards smallpox?  When smallpox
develops on any ship en route to Canada, that ship should be detained
outside port until it ean rectify its hill of health; this would be rational
quarantine, whereas the practice at present adopted constitutes a ludi
crous violation of personal liberty, causing, not unfrequently, gr

at suf-
fering as well as loss of time and money to those who eannot afford such
loss

\s neither cination, nor a previous attack of smallpox, will pro
teet from a subsequent attack, the chief reason assigned for forcing vae
cination upon immigrants is cancelled. To foree, at g
upon an unwilling subject, that which does not *“protect,
tence of its heing a ¢

at risk of life,
under pre-

protection™ against smallpox, is prima facie absurd,

It is to be hoped that the Dominion Government will look into this
matter, and remedy what at present, no doubt, prevents many desirable
people from coming to this fair and fertile land

Vaccinated Veal as Human Food

It appears that 600 ealves were slanghtered and sold as human food
at Smithfield. Eng., in 1905-6,

after being vaceinated and used at the
National Vaceine Establishment

In the House of Commons the following questions and answers were
exchanged on the subject

Mr. Lupton: Is any of the veal bought by the Dinner Committee of this
House?
f“Mr. John Burns: It is not at all improbahle If it were T should not objeet
to eating it
fOn April Sth Mr. Laupton asked the hon. member for Mid-Derbyshire, as ehair
main of the Kitehen Committee, if be buys vaecinated veal for the House of Com

mons; and, if not, would he endeavor to purchase some if the

price was moderate?
( Laughter

“Sir . Jacoby (Derbyshire, Mid): No vaceinated veal is supplied to the House
of Commons I am informed that vaeccinated veal very dark in eolor, and, on
being cooked, turns quite black Langhter I must decline to comply with the

hon. member's request,  (Laughter and cheers.) **—Vaeeination Inquirer, May, 1907.

Comment 18 unnecessary




