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INTRODUCTION

’ .

On the night of February 28, 1;885,_ a case of smallpox was -
discovered at Bonaventufe Station in Montreal. The victim, a Pullman
car conductor on a-train from Chicago, coﬁld not be safely isclated

El
at his local residence, a boarding-house. Nox could he enter the
civic smallpox hospital which had been closed for four years. The
Montreal General Hospital refesed to admit émallpox patlents. But
at the HStel-Dieu, where the same policy usually prevailed, doctors
succeeded in'obtaining a bed for the sick man. They falled, however,’
to warn the hospital management of the exact nature of his malady;
50 mild was his case that it was treaced-as chicken pox. For three
weeks he shared a room with other patients. Then,” shortly after his
release, an unvaceinated hospital employee fell 111 with smallpox.
After hee death en April 1, thé-disease rapidly began to appear
amongst the‘other hospital personnel and the patients, who numbered
about 240 in all. The hospital endertook emergency vaccination of
everyone uithin its walls and it sent twenty-one cases to the civic
smallpox hospital once the latter had belatedly re-opened on April 7.

-

But, despairing of ever properly {solating all the smallpox victims

) 4
from other patients and the visiting public, the faculty and admini-
stration of the H5tel-Dieu decided to close for two weeks of therough

_ cleaning and disinfection. After April 14, they sent home all but

about fifty patients who exhibited symptoms of smallpox. It was

.



C4

a fatal error, since many of those discharged'bore the insubating germs
of the disease within'then.l Ironically, in trying to protect people
from smallpox, the hospital had launched it upon ; égadly assaﬁlt
of Montreal.

Then, as now, smallpox was considered one of the most
highly contagious of all known diseases. Caused by the variola virus,
it is spread by direct or indirect contact with the skin lesions and
the nose and throat discharges.of~its victims. The exact origin of
smallpox was as yet unknown in 1885 but the ease of its transmission
was well recognized. A smallpox patient would soon contaminate
the air surround%pg him and any nearby object or surface: clothing,
furniture, paper, péts and animals, féod, water and soil. An
infected object could remain dangercus for years.2

Once contracted, the typical'&aée of smallpox followed a
- fairly well-defined cauthe. Medical descriptions from the Hontﬁ;al
of iBBS 3 differ little from those of the present day.A First there
was an asympt;matic, incubation perioﬁ of about two weeks duration.
Then the earliest, premonitory .-symptoms appeared: head=-aches,
vomitiné, back-pains, a burning fever, an@ lastly a reddish skin
rash. From about the third to the seventh day of illness, small
blisters or eruptions appeared on the skin and grew into large,
liquid—filled pustules while the patients fever subsided. After

&
the seventh day, the fever returned briefly and the pustules gradually



dried uﬁ, leaving scabs which would drop off, in turn often leaving

>

deep scars as a life-long reminder of the disease. Although féeling

better, tt:é'patimt remzined extremely contagidus until the\las:

-

scab hag disappeared and his skin was entirely healed; a congition

which usually took at least three or more weeks' convalescence.

While this was the average case of smallpox, in fact

attacks of the disease varied a great deal in severity, according to

the state of health and predisposition of the individual patient:

As with the Pullman conductor, the disease could be mild enough to

hns

risk congusion with chicken poxi~ More severe cases might feature

'confluent' rashes in which the smallpox pustules ran together, forming

continuous lesions across the patient's body. In such cases, the

chance of death was much greater. At its worst, smallpox appeared

- —

in a fatal hypertoxic or ‘hemﬁrrhagic' form, sométimes calle¢ 'the
"black pox'or 'picote noire' because the viCtim'; skin often darkened.
before death.s This, then, in its various forms, was the diseidse
wvhich became epidemiclin Montreal in 1885,

. What impact did the epidemic have upon thé city? How did
its people and their leaders react to it? This thesis studies the
;esbonse Qf Montreal —- both the city proper and ce;tain suburban
municipaigties since the disease did not respect poiitical boundaries —

to the smallpox epidemic. Contemporary accounts In the daily press

of Montreal constituted -the major primary source for the thesis;

]



reports of the city Health Department and the loéal medical press

- were also used. The newspapers were in effect a.double entity in

terms of research, #ince they were both reflecéors and actors, both'

conveyors of infornati&n and particip#nts in events in réntreal.

The latter role, .of course, affects the former to some extent, SO

that some care was required in using the 'mews' as factual evidence.

By studying events through the accoun;s of the several major papers

together, one-can Qt least hope to offset the‘distortion due to any

one newspaper's bias or oriencatipn; be it framcophobia, for instance,

or special interest in some par;icular course of action. Occasionally,

evidence from 3ther‘sources proyidéd an additional measure against

which to'jugge newspaper reports, and vice versa.: dovernment

statistics, for example, were inexact and marred by discrepancies

and gaps; yet, taken as a whole, the§ presented a roughly consistent

7 picture corresponding to the evidence in newspapers and elsewvhere.
Sifting, weighing and plecing together such sources, the

‘thesis argues tﬁat Montreal's response to the epidemic was marked by °

a basic division of the-city's inhabitants between two contending-’;f—\

sets of attitudes anq approaches to the disease. On one side, '//>

anglophones and middle-class French Canadians geﬁerally feared

-

smallpox and took precauticns against it. On _the other, lower-class

French Canadians generally tolerated the disease and eschewed
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preciutions.” Because of the severity of the epidemic, the &wo

approaches could nbt Q;nnin in pe;ceful coéxistence. The part of

Montreal where the former artitude prevailed sought with its

pover in business and government to impose its response upon lower—
’ ' class French Canagdisn Montreal. The latter stfongly resisted,

sometimes even with'thg approv;l of some middle-claﬁg French

Canadian voices in the press and the local political arena. Thus,

several months of conflict ensued befpre an glophone and middle-class

French Canadian Montreal.finally sﬁcceeded in ending the epidemic.
Chronologically, the thesis falls roughly into two parts.

The first four chapters portray the various proﬁagonisis in ;ge

co;flict over the epidemic: chapter one, the municipal healtﬁ oréadi—

zation as it exisieq ;nd dealt with smallpox until the end of August,

-1885; chapter two, the doc¥ors, and the divisions amongst them T~

concerning smallpox; chapter three, the people of Montreal as a whale,
- /

*

*The terms used to describe the two elements of the French Canadian
population may seem rather imprecise. The term 'working-class'
.might be clearer and more appropriate in most cases for those who
- avoided smallpox precautions, since it is by and large working-
class-or wage—earning families to whom I refer. However, I refer
also to some people, neighbourhood shopkeepers, for example, who
do not exactly fit that rubric.. Hence the use of a more inclusive
term, 'lowerclass'. As for the 'middle-class' French Canadians
who sided with anglophones in pursuing measyres against smallpox,
they comprised businessmen, professiomlsandtheir families.
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divided in their experience of and their attitudes and behaviour,

towards smallpox; and chapter four, the press and the business
~ . :

commmity and their changing-stance regarding the disease. In

tracing that cbang_e; the fourth .chapter alsoc marks a turning
point, showing how the stage was set for.the confrontation betweeﬁ
the two parts of Montreal and their contrasting approaches to
sna‘llpox during the remainder of 1885. Chapt'ers’ five and six
deal with the conflict itself and its outcome regarding isolation
measures and vaccination, respectively. The ccncluding chapter_

serves as both summarysand epilogue, pointing out some of the

implications of the conflict for Montreal civic politics.



CEAPTER ONE
SMALLPOX AND THE EARLY

PUBLIC HEALTH ORGANIZATION OF MONTREAL

Simple recette pour obtenir wme &pidémie durable,

franche, active, corsée: Rx Déchets de maison)
Excred humains ) quantité é&gale
Eau stagnante )

Laissez le tout se décomposer lentement, graduellement
sur une certaine &tendue de terrain recouvert en grande
partie de logem®nts habités d'une population insouciante
des précautions hygidniques. Laissez fermenter au milieu
des gaz délét2res qui s'échappent de dix milles foskes
fixes et cinq milles bouches d'égouts, respirez 3 l'aise
les émanations de ce produit complexe et quelques mois
[sic] vous obtiendrez la série compldte des &pidémies de
maladies contagieuses dans 1'ordre suivantf]rougeole, :
scarlatine, variole dipthérie et fi2vre typhoide.. L'efficacité
de cette formule a &té éprouvée sur une grande échelle par
la Ville de Montréal... '

—~ oA Montréal, [cette recetté] est générélement
_approuvée par le Conseil de Ville et officiellement autorisde
par le Comité& de Santé.....l

So FTDCE a critic of sanitary conditions in Montreal in August, 1885,

In'fact, poor sanitation was a minor ingredient in the mixture of

factors responsible for Hontrea{'s smallpox epidemic. But it was

symptomatic of a crucial reason why smallpox did flourish in the

city: the consistent, chronic ineffgctiveness of munieipal public

health activities. This failure stemmed partly from tﬁé civic healch

organization itself, and partly from the inadequacy and flaws of the

various responses to smallpox developed in the 1870s and relied -

~



upon in early 1885. As a result the.imniCipal anthorities proved
_umable to prevent the rise o_f a severe epidemic by 1_'ate Angust of h
that year. .
- o : .
Montreal developed its civic health organization during the
18705: At the béginning of that_dgcadq, the city possessed a Board
of Eealth comprising :he mayor and the City Council's standing
committees on police and health matters. It was chiefly Tespon—
sible for removing uﬁsanitary 'nuisances’ and quarantining contagious
diseases.2 The Board ﬁad first named diqgl health officers on
a perﬁanent basis in 186§9 and thereaftpr it usually exployed two
- full-time offiéials to iﬁplement its ortlers and superintend a small ’
force of less than a dozen ‘'sanitary policemen".h However, this
rudimentary structure was meagrely financed and the Board largely
_inactive becagse'of lack of interest on the part of most ci;j
aldermen.s' In 1875, Dr. William K. Hingston won election as mayor
partly on a2 platfotm of reforming the civic health organiiaﬁion.e
His‘efforts culminated i%.the adoption by City Couﬁcil of a new,
comprehensive health by-law in late 1876 and, with it, the creation
of a full-fledged health department. ﬁy-law 105 made the He;lth
Department, headed by qEE Medical Officér of Health, Dr. A.B..Larocqge;
-responsible éor sanitary inspection and control in'a varilety of areas
and for the inspection aﬁd control of contagious diseases. It:also

altered the composition of the Board of Health, uhose decisions the

Department would iﬁplemedt, by allowing the City Council to appoint



as many qualified citizens as aldermen to regular membership on the

Board aiong with the mayor ex—officio. Outsiders with medical expert-
ise were ‘expected to put new life into the health organi;ation. Mean-
while, health department officials exercised increased influence on an

executive sub-comittee of the Board which met weekly and took effecti§e
charge of public health decision-qmaking.7 _

However these organizational reforms barely outla§ted Hingston's
tenure as mayor and the City Council soon reassigned to.publicAhealth
questions their traditiomal low priority. In 1578, over six months .
went by before the Council even named a Boa}d, while aldermen wrangled
over ﬁhe nature of its membership and even questioned the necéssity of its
existence. ''Each time the question of reorganizing the Board was broughtA
before the Council, there was such-a confusion of ideas and such a want of
understanding among the aldermen that they could never come teo a decis!on."8
And while the City Council proqrastinated, it steadily reduced ‘the Health
Department’s annyal allotments from the city budget.9 By the 18805 the
Board of Health had reverted to an eniirclf aldermanic Health Committee.lo
Thé Medical HealtH‘Officer complained that aldermen shunned their health
dutie; in favour of other committee work and their.privace businesses.ll
Local medical critics continually charged them with medical ignorance,
incompetence and inaction.12 But the municipal politicians remained in
firm control of the civic health organization.

In the spring of 1885, Montreal had basically the same health

organization. Seven aldermen sat on the city's Health Committee. The

committee chairman, pharmacist Henry R. Gray, was an advocate
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of improvements'in the civic health organization.lj‘ Honoré
Beaugrand, Montreal's newly elected mayor, had also expressed a
concern for public health reform and attended Committee meetings.la
Nevertheless, the aldermen continued in the slow and indecisive
pattern of the past.

In May, while smallpox slowly tock hold in Montreal,
Beaugrand persuaded the City Council to allow an experimental reform.
He established an advisory commission cﬁmposed oflhimself, Gray, the
chairman of the Council's Finance Committee, and one doctor from
each of the four medical faculties in the city, which would assist
the Health Commitree on quéstions of sanitation and contagious
diseases.ls The commission'é first éask was to nominate a suitable
candidate to head the Health Department, since by May, the Department's
" mishandling of smallpox had thrown its leadership into doubt. Dr.-
Larocque, still the Medical Offi§er of Health, was dismissed for |
neglec?ing his dutie516 and his temporary replacement was the object
of criticism because of his work as a public vaccinator.l7 As long
as the leaaership of the Health Department lay in limbo, no concerted
.init;atiVes against smailpOx could be expec:ed; It was not until.
June 22, however, over one month later, that a credible successor,
Dr. Lghis Laberge, was chosen. * Beaugrand's advisory.body approved
almost a dozen applicants, the Health Committee wrangléd interminably
over which was most accep;able, add the aldermen had the finale-say,

with the decision eventually emerging from a stormy Council session
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during -which the sole doctor on the Committee resigned in protest. The
mavor's atteqpted reform had had little if any effect and no more was
heard of the advisory commission.ls

) The lack of interest among aldermen at the top of the health

structure often had its counterpart among the sanitary policemen at

g

the bottom because of "jobberv' and patronage. ''[Wjhile some ... are

capable”, one newspaper complained, "

othars appear to have been
appointed on the same principle as members of the Board of Health,
because they knew less about sanitary affairs thap anyone else, and
on account of their possessing in a high degree the faculty of getting
) “
nl® .

tired. Newspapers also complained that there were oo few sanitary
policemen to perform the ordinary, evervday tasks of the Health Depart-

20 '
zent, let alone cope with burgeoning epidemics. But that again zere-
ly reflected the apathy, confusion and inertia of the aldermen in
charge of Montreal's health.

Confronted with smallpox, the civic health organization
responded in a aumber of ways, each of which proved ineffective.
First it was necessary to keep informed of the location and extent of
the disease. But,the Health Department could not vet adequately de-
tect contagious disease. No one knew how many individual cases of
illness occurred in Montreal each year. The health authorities often
. ; 21

learned of sickness only after it had proven fatal. Indeed until
1885 the death statistics compiled from cemetery records were the

most reliable indication of the extent of disease in Montreal. Al-

though the health by-law of 1876 obliged doctors and houscholders



w:,\o/notify the Health Departmeat of contagious diseases within
twenty-four hours of their appeé?ance, that obligation had generally
gone unenforced: To f£ind smallpox, then, the Départment depended
largely on the investigative work of its sanitary policemen.

,This method of detection had little success. The health
officials did manage to keep a fairly accurate count of all the
eﬁrly cases 1in the vicinity of the HStel-Dieu until late Hay.zz
‘Once the smallpox gained momentum, however, it easily ocutdistanced
the sanitary police inspections. The Health Department sent
special forms to doctors, school authorities and business firms
in the hope that they would cooperate by voluntarily listing any
cases that came to their,.é%tention.z3 But this effort was of |
. limited use for the same reason that many searches by health officers
‘were fruitless. Both the public and many doctors actively concealed
cases of smallpox. Householders constantly rebuffed the sanitary
police.’ "When they make enquiries about a case", the Star reported,
"évery one seems to do his or her best to tbroﬁ him off the track,
and very ofteﬁ pretend that they do not know the names of their
next door neighbours."24 Doctors, too, simply Fefused to report
cases or would "give out that their smallpox patlents are simply
suffering from measles."z5 Although the Health Department issued
periodic public warnings about the illegality of hiding smallpox,26
it was not until mid-July that it took an offending physician to

. 27
court. By the time it had won a successful judgment against him,,

-7
N
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it was early August, smallpox had long been out of control, and
(—6Tficials ﬁad no sure idea of how Ti?y hundfeds_of cases existed
| in Montreal.
For those patients known to the Health Department, the
next step was isolation from other Montrealers. Usually this was
attempted by quarantining the sick in fheir homes until they recovered.
Usually the home quarantines failed. At first, when there éere few

cases, sanitary policemen could be despatched to guard infected

houses, though not always with suc;_ess.28 This soon became iméractical
as smallpox spread. Ia June, the Health Department began posting ‘
rbright yellow signs or 'placards' bearing the warning "P;COTTE—
SMALLPOX" on infe;ted.dwellings in order to keep people away Ifrom
them.?g In May and again‘in August it sent the occupants clrculars
reminding them'of provisions in the health by-law which forbade them
to frequent shops, churches, schools, working or any other public
places. A further circular was distributed in August with detailed
instructions on the correct home care of smallpox.patienCS.30

But circulars and placards were not enough to-keep many of .
the sick confined to their homes, nor visitors away from then.
Few people took kindly to the placards. Although some 260" houses
were evenézglly placarded by the end of August.3l the placarders
met with hostile receptions wherever they went. Often if they

succeeded in posting a placard despite onlockers' threats, they

would no sooner turn the corner than down would come the placard.
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Health officers investigating and replacing the-ﬁissing signs

éuff}red verbal insults and sometimes even physical assaﬁlt.32
/ r

"Tearing dﬁun smallpox placards is sucﬁ a common offense', the Star
observed, "that many pecple do not regard it as an offense'at all."33
In fact, the destruction of placards, like most other infractions of
the civic health by-law, was leéally punishable by up to forty dollars
in fine or two months in prison. But in practice the Health Depart-
dent lacked the necessary manpo;wer to.enforce the law.%' Moreover
it was difficult to designate responsibility for the often surrep-
tifiously committed cffenses. No plaéard-tearers-apﬁéared in court
until August. Few 1f any other people weré prosecuted for defying
duaraﬁtine regulations by moving qboutizhe <city as usual. Consequently
smalipox victims and.ﬁgople in contact with them mixed with other
Hontreglers openly ﬁqd with apparent impunity. They were sighted--in
the stfeets, in cabs, and oﬂ streetcars. They ;urned up in croudéd
courtrooms, marketplaces, and almost every conceivable type of
public gathering or place, even in the City Hall.35 Ironically, while
- contagious people roamed the ‘city at will, city health officers-’
found their own movements scrupulously watched and sometimes
restricted lest they spread infection by accident.36 -
In some i;stances, the quarantine work of.the Health Depart-
ment was further hindefed by a lack of legal authority. This was

the case when-smallpox occurred on the same premises as small shops

or stores, or in the homes and families of tradespeople such as



. i .
seamstresses, carters, hairdressers, hackdrivers, milkmen and

others. A proper quarantine would have entalled stopping their
business activities and health officials did advocate such business
closures.37 But with no specific power to do so, it seems they could
not act. The new Medical Qfficer of Health, Dr. Laberge, repeatedly
complained that s;ch necessary powers were missing from the'Healph

By—lav,38

- Unable to establish effective quarantine, the Health Depart-
ment even had difficulty enforcing the complementarylmeasure of
disinfection. It supplied poor, smallpox-afflicted families witch
free disinfectant, buF there was no guarantee that it would be

used. The employeés it sent to fumigate dwellings after the
departure of the disease'ggyé‘welcomed with everything from brooms
to pistols.39 This prohié;-was not new. In 1877, the Department
had managed to disinfecf;;nlf about one-eighth of the buildings
thought to be contaminated by smallpox. In the same year, the Medical
Officer of Health reported that home quarantines were generally non-
existant.ao

As a means of isolating smallpox, hospitalization was a
surer way than ali but the strictest of home quarantines. But again
the health authbricies falled to use it as an effective response
to the disease. First of all, they failled to provide adequate

hospital facilities. Montreal had possessed a civic smallipox hospital

since 1874. Before then, .smallpox patients were sent to special
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wards in the Hotel-Dieu and the Montreal Ceneral Hospital. That

arrangement endangered other hospital patients and so, despite

_~"the constant and determined opposition manifested by citizens
\

4 .
" living in or owning property in the vicinity", 1 the city had

-

purchased a small stone building on the east sleope of ﬁouq; Royal

Park to care for smallpox victims. However the hospital was of no

use the day that smallpox arrived in 1885 since it had closed four

years earlier when the disease appeared finally to have left Montreal.
Then, af;ér the belated reopening on April 7, it soon

became obvious that the hospital was too small.. Critics of the

4 .
building dismissed it as "une espéce de grange' 2 incapable of

- comfortably holding more than two dozen patients. By the beginning -

<+
of August and with only thirty-seven patients, it was hadly overcrowded.

-~
Although the Health Committee and the City Council anticipated the

" problem in July, they wasted a month vaccilating between two solutions:

enlarging the hospital or comstructing an e;tirely new one on a
different site. Some aldérmén seemed more concerned for Montreal's
park-users than for its smallpox patients. They wanted the hospital
moved so that‘it could not endanger or frighten away people from
Mount Royal Park. They rejected an alternate site on ;i? Ronde
because it might alarm visitors to the park on nearby Ile Ste-HélEne.43
Finaliy the aldermen agreéd upon é temporary sixty-bed, wooden

addition to the existing hospital. Three weeks in building, it

} 4 .
opened at the end of August, 4 relieving the overflow of patients
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ey,
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who by then were being kept in the hospital garret and in tents . .
outside;&s To the dismay of the health authorities, the new space
filled almost immediately and even more was needed. ‘At the same

time, it becaﬁe increasingly difficult to maintain a reliable
hospital staff.-&6 By September the hospital vas so crowded and poorly
administered that the Cathelic C1%£Fy would not encourage parishicners
to go there.47 Thus six months after the arrivai of Smallpo%,
Montreal still lacked adequate hospital accommodation for its

viciims:

Perhaps it was just asrwell; then, that there ﬁas widespread
public antipathy to h;;pitalization. Few people ;ould willingly go-
to a smallpox hospital or send members of iheir family there. From
the first of May on, the Health Department encountered an ever -
growing number of families who stubbornly refused to part with
stricken cl:u[ldrc’_-n.[‘8 In a few instances that summer, it removed

: ‘ 4
smallpox patients by force or with the threat of legal punishment. s

The Heal££ Committee c¢hairman proposed forced hospitalization where-
ever there ﬁ;s disease In multipie family duellings.so However,
the health authorities lacked the clear'legal authority to remove a
sick person from any type of dwelling.51 They thus had to be content
with persuasion as a means of hospitalization. Persuasién was ;eldom
effective.’

The inadequate civic facilities and the scarcity of willing

patients meant that by September few of Montreal's smallpox victims

had yet seen the inside of a hospital. In fact the city had so far
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merely repeated its previous experience with hospitalizatica. -
During‘the 1870s it had hospitalized only a small fraction of all
smallp§x cases, perhaps little more than one—gdhth,__ﬂven the great
majority of fatal cages were never taken €9/ﬁ05pital.52

Montreal's failure to contain,zﬁé spread of smallpox by
home quarantines and hospitalizatiou was espe.cially sericus since a
large proportion of the population was unvaccinated, and this despite
more than twenty years q;/ﬁunicipal vaccination work. For the benefit
of poor families, Hadf;é;l had provided free, public’ vaccination since
1862 following’the Passage of legislation requiring children in the
larger gities of Canada to be vaccinated within three months of
birtglsa Each year the Health Committee would name as many doctors
aS'i§ deemed necessary to serve as public vaceinators at various
advertised places and times. Usually the doctors would regularly
devote a few hours of their office time to vaccinating all who
presented themselves there; sometimes they would go the rounds of
qeigthurhoods, schools, and factories and visit unvaécinated peop}e
found by sanitary polite ingpectors. The City reimbufsed its vacci-
nators according to the number of vaccinations performed or at a flat
.mcnthly rate of payment. >4 Although the Hbdical Officer of Health
eventually credited this system with ending the long reign of
smallpox in Montreal during the 18705,5S his annual.reports told
another story. Despite the municipal involvement, vaccination §ad

s

made little headway in Montreal. 1In the thirteen years from 1871

b



to 1882, on1§ about 31,000 people were vaccinated for the firsc time.
Meanwhile an estimated 6b,000 children had been born in the city.ss
Rather than becoming generalized, vaccination ‘lost ground relentlessly,
especially among those-most end;ngered by smallpox, the foung.
There were several reasons for the lack of progress. . One

was the wavering interest of city aldermen,.for the munibipal commit-
ment to vaccination was often inconsistenm and usually inadequate.
Jntil 1877 Montrea}'fielded from as few as two to as many as twenty-
_four public vaccinators, with results that varied uiidly, from 140
vaccinations one yéar to 10,500 the next. - After 1877 the city regularly
named only four pﬁblic vaccinators and after 1882, five. Together they
seldom performed more than 3000 vaccinations annu:ally.57 Furthefﬁore
the public vaccinators' work was marred by a series of vaccine-related
accidents, mishaps which inevitably played into the hands of anti-

—
vaccinationists and Limited-the potential public accepéznce and use H\\\\\‘*\,
of vaccination.s8 Above all, the practice lagged because of a
largely uncooperative public. Getting vaccinated was a voluntary =
precaution;‘ much of the population was indifferent if not hostile to
it. Each year hundreds of families routinely declined the services
of public vaccinators who called at their doorstep’s.59 If they did’
not profess éutéight disbelief in vaccination, they would instead -
insist that it was too dangerous ”EEE smallpox was already in their

households, that their children were too young or unwell, that the

weather was too unseasonahle, that an absent family member had first
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to be consulted, or that they preferred a family physician to -
perfo:n,vaccinati&ns.so ‘E;told nuﬁb;;s ;f Hpntrealg;sﬂs;mély
could not be lured Eg'doctors' offices by the offer of free vaccina— .
tion. kel

Horéovér; ;mndatory vaccination seemed out of the questdon.
Fi?st the idéa.q;s unpopular. Eveﬁ Dr. Bingston, the mayor and reformer
of.the civic h;;lth organiz;tion in 1875, warned that "talk of .
compulsory‘vaccination vas nongense, for if the Palice Force of
Montreal were one hundred times greater it could'not'enforce it."Gl
When the City Council nevertheless considered the inclusion qf a.
compulsory vaccination clause in preliminary drafts of the-ciéy health
by-law, violent medical and popular opposition forced it to abandon
th; idea.62 §Econdly, the absence of';’compulsory bif;b registra-
tion system throughout the period up to 1885 made effective, general
enforcement of an 6b étory vaccination law next to impossible
anyway. The existing vag¢cination law of 1861, for example, already
obliged parents to see to their childrem's vaccination but without
a central register of births, the obligation existed.on paptr onlx,ea
Civic health officials did sQEF new érovincia; lgg%flqtion 5p~tﬁ5?bu2/’
the gathering of wvital statig;ics and increase ;ity powers in areas‘
such as vaccination but to:;; avail.sA Resigned to the impossibility
of compulsory vaccination, the officials could merely hope thit the
public w;uld be soon eduCated-to accept the precaution voluntarily.

In early 1885, mmicipal vaccination proved equally unpromising

and for the same reasons. The city aldermen, in their wisdom,-ignored
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the Hediagl.Officgr of Bealth's wish for more public vaccinators. - -
Indeed the Health Committee began the year by reducing tﬁair nunber
_from fiﬂ two. On April 7, a French Canadian physician was '
appointed to vaccinate in the east ‘end of Montreal and the west end
was allocated to Dr. W. Bessey, the chief supplier of vaccine to

-

the City and many private practitioners.65 For not quite a2 mouth the

-y -

' two men worked in the vicinity of the Htel-Dieu and visited opphanages,
-
#giles, couvents, and schools in search of unvaccinéted children. T%ey'A‘
performed about 3000 vac:c::f.nations.6-6 Then their work éame to an' . Tﬁ
abrupt halt when it was realized that the municipal vaccinators were
leaving a trail of well-publicized 'accidents' in their ;ake; By‘the
beginning of May it was evident that Dr. Bessey's vaccine-h;d produced
severe reactions. The newspapers reported childrem with arms swollen
jrom hand to shoulder following vaccination. .At the Asile Sﬁ;
Bethléem twenty children lay in bed with rashes covéring an entire
side of the body.67 The physician of tﬁe Hospice St—Joseph_announcad )
that twenty-one of its orphans héd suffered a serious skin iﬁfection
after vacc@nation and he warned the public to avoid the éiviq §aécin;- |
tors.68 T
Once more, a; in the 1870s, v;;:iﬁgtibn became an object of
medical controversy and popular aversion. The health officigls first
tried to deny, then to minimize the mishaps. There had been relatively
few 'bad arms',they insiéted, perhaps no more-than 200 out of several

J

6 .
thousand vaccinations. 3 But these assurances failed to dampen the



public furor over the accidents and

safety of the civic vaccine.or even

22

the growing‘douhts,about the

of vaccination itself. Two'

adventuresone newspaper reporters volunteered for public vaccination

only to end up with a rash resembling smallpox itse1£.70 Some

families launched suits against the

City because of the apparent

. 7
111 effects of irs vaccine. 1 The president of the 'Socidté

d'hygiéne de la Brovince du Québec'
and advised his fellow doctors to b
Montreal's anti—vaccinat}onists ent

accidents as an opportunity to disc

denounced the mmicipal vaccine
oycott it.72 And_inevitébly,
ered the fray, seizing upon the

redit vaccination itself. ;o

great did the outcry become that public vaccination was suspended on

May 12 and Dr. Bessey forced to Tes
The City was not ready to

of August. Little if anything was

7
ign as public vaccinator. 3
resume vaccination until the end

done to obtain a reliable new

vaccine until Dr. Louis Laberge's appointment in late June as the

new Medical Officer of Health. A further month and a half went by

before fresh vaccine arrivéd from a
Health Committee hired four new doc
th%ir offices f&r a three-month per
But it was much too little and far

épidemic:- Vaccination was still as
as ever, and probably even more so

Throughout the critical summer mont
momentum among non—i;@unized Montre

-~
been at an absolute standstill.

/
\

v e~

reputable Boston firm. Then the
tors to perform vaccini}ious at
iod begiqning on Septembér lst.7a
too late to prevent a sévere

remote from many Montrealers
Because of the springtime accidents.

hs, while smallpox gradually gained

alers, municipal vaccination had

o
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Thanks to still prevalent notions of the miasmgtic origins
.of disease, there remained one other assumed avenue of defense from
smallpox :.be:tér municipal sanitatioﬁ. In actual fact, good sénita-
tion alone cannot preve#; s;allpox. But in the Hont;ea; of 1885, it
seems, any and all contagious, epidemic diseases, incluéing small-
pox, were readily associated in the public mind with such sanitary
evils as unhygienic privies, inadequate drainage,iﬁalodorous or badly
maintained'seuérs, and garbage left to rot in streets and yards.75
Correcting ﬁroblems like these, through sanitary. inspection ané reg-
ulation, was in fact the primary function of the civic health organiza-
zion. 3By investigating complaints , carrying out regular inspections,
and iss;ing warnings and court-imposed fines, the Health Department
was supposed to ensure a healthful urban enviromment : the puricy of
food and milk sold in the city; the cleanliness, proper drainaée and
ventilation of housing, workplaces and public buildings; the maintenance
of privies; the efficient removal of 'nuisances' from streets and pri-
vate property; the safé operation or prohibition of slaughterhouses
and such "unhealthy, unwholesome, dangerous and obnoxious" establishments
as soap and candle factories.76 _By 1885 the Health Committee was also
resposible for contracting out the city's "scavenging' or garbage
collection work.

In its early years, the civic health organization may have
made considerable headway in cleaning Montreal. But to judge from the
repeated calls for improvement which issued from local medical journals
and newspapers,77 sanitary candirions in the city remained far from ideal

at the beginning of 1885. The Health Department, as usual, lacked



sufficient, competent manpower. Perhaps it was also hampered by the
o . .

fact_that some matters, such as drains and sewers, fell within' the

. 78 N "
domain of other city departments. However, Montreal's poor

sanitation was ultimately due to the apathy of city aldermen. One

target of public criticism, for example, the scavenging service,

was notoriously sporadic and-inefficient.79 Yet it was with great

reluctance that the Health Committee replaced incompetent contractors

when forced to do so in early 1885.80 Sanitation, like other public

S

health activities, was simply not a2 priocrity item on Ci:y Council.
“And so, throughout the summer of 1885, newspapers filled with com—
plaints of filthy streets, rotting garbage, poor sewers, and crowded,
ill-ventilated housing, always emphasizing the disease threat posed
by such'conditions.al !

While Montreal acted ineffectively against smallpox, the
suburban communities on its perimeter did even less. They lay outside
the éity's jurisdiction®and none had a regular, functioning health
organization. Yet Montreal's public health was inextricably linked
to that of its neighbours because the suburban inhabitants intermingled
freely with the city population. The surrcunding municipglities were
in fact the last straw which ensured that Montreal would not escape
lightly from smallpox in 1885.

The suburbs became involved with the disease almost as svon
as Montreal. Some of the earliest smallpox deaths occurred in

April and May in the town of St-Jean Baptiste, just north of the

W
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city\ifgé;s.az But this suburb did no:-;stablish a board of_heiifh
uwmntil June,83 by which time a local epidenmic had already developed.
The boagéébegan to placard infected dweilings but soon stopped
because of puhlic Opposition.BL Vaccination was alsc unpopular and
therefore unused by “the authoritie;.ss There was no smallpox
hospital since, it was claimed, the municipality could not afford
one.86 -Eventually the local officials confined their efforts to;
Aistributing disinfectants, providing home caré for poorer smalipox
patients, and organizing a hasty, haphazard élean-up‘of the village.87
The other suburbs were equally inactive. Aithoﬁgh smallsox invaded
St-Henri in early July, a local Ep;}d dé health appeared oﬁly afrer
another five weeks_and then'3£1§ to give away disinfectants to néedy
$Ouseholds.§8 Similarly, at cﬁe end of July Ste-Cunégonde formed a
board of health which merely distributed free disinfectant and
engaged in some desultory sanitary inspeciion.s? As a result of such
iﬁacﬁivity, smallpox flourished on Montreal's very borders. In the
first week of August it actually killéd more people outside the city
.than within.go

The civic officials were generally helpless to intervene.
The Medical Officer of Health, Dr. ;aberge, cﬁ;plained that even
Montrealers could escape the city health regulations simply by
moving across the cit& limits.gl From this suburban haven, smallpox
returned to Montreal in force, borne amidst the thousands of

-

participants and spectators gathered from the entire Montreal area
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by a2 serles _of'masaive pubiic events: the Féte-Dieu ceiebration,

the fumeral of Axchbishop Bourget, and the ret;rn of the North-
West volun:eers.gz The disease-ridden suburbs thus steadily
replenished the smallpox {n Montreal éven as the city's public
health defenses were pfovins inadequate and ineffectual against
the disease. |

And so, at the end of August, the city officials found
themsélves facing a serilous, inexorably spreading epidemic. Montreal
had been ill-prepared for an onslaught of smallpox. " The civic health
organization was weak and hampered by the cautious and indecisive
leadership of apathetic city aldermen. Slow to react, it ¢ould
neither detect all the sick, quarantine S? hosp;talize them, institute
safe, general public vaccination, nor ach;eve more than a mediocre
record of sanitation. Nor could it touch the smallpox thriving in
the neighbouring suburbs, 2 ﬁonstanc threat to the city's health. As

3

in the 1870s, the official civic response to the disease had been
almost totally ineffective. Such was the menace and the magnitude
of the epidemic bf 1885, however, that the municipal approach_to
smallpox had to change. In doing se, it was to confront both medical
and popular opposition which till then had s:ymied the civic health

organization.
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CHAPTER TWO

SMALLPCX AND THE DOCTORS °

Gardez-vous

Gardez-vous de laisser vacciner vos pauvres
petits enfants. -la vaccination n'est pas seule— .
mnt contre-nature, impur [sic] et sale, mais
grandesent dangéreuse pour la santé et la vie pénme.

A Montréal, la vaccination a engendré chez une .
foule d'enfants le germe de cette maladie dégoltante '
qu'on appelle picotte. Ne permettez’ pas qu'ils
soient ainsi empoissonnés par la pourriture animale
ou le poison syphilitique de personnes dégolitantes.

Yotre principal officier de santé eilt mieux fait
de laisser de c8té sa chasse imaginaire au vaccin
pur , pour gagner honnétement-son salaire en
tenant la ville propre.... Pour les autres poisons
i1 y a des antidotes, mais pour la vaccine, point!

L'audace, ou de l'ignorance ou du charlatanisme avec

tequel on recommande actuellement la vaccination 2
la ville est presque incroyable.

- from an anti-vaccinationist circular,
August, 1885.

Municipal efforts to combat contagious disease in Montreal
depended very much upon the active ;oopefation of the city's doctors.
Unfortunately, in 1885, local medical practitioners displayed neither
a wnited and uniform response to the disease nor complete and
constant support for téeaxmk of the civic health officials. The

best cure for smallpox was, of course, prevention., For most physicians,

. -
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;hat meant careful-isolation of the sick énd early vaccination of the
healtﬁy. However disagreement arosé over the necessity of'reporting
smallpo¥ casés to the mumicipal aubhsrities in order toc ensure
pfoper isalatioﬁ.A Many practitioners resisted any such obligation.
More Iirportant, an acrimonious, decade—old controversy resumed about
Fhe merits of vaccination. For some-dqccors, vaccination was anathéma;
they fejeccad it on both medical and ideological grounds in favour of
sanitary and environmental improvements to Montreal. By vigorously
promoting that alternative viewpoint, the anti—véccinationists had
contributed immmasurably to the failure thus far of municipal attempts
to generalize vaccination. Ultimately, the medical di§;ension over
the reporting of disease and vaccination meant that there would be
not only less collaboration between doctors and civic cfficialg, but
also less public compliance with the nmunicipal response to smallpox.

In 1885, there was relatively little that doctors could do
for anyone so unfortunate as to have contracted smallpox. The best
recommended treatment consisted simply of alleviating the patient's.
discomfort as zuch as possible while keeping him in strict quaranéine.
Ideally he would be placed in an isolated, well-ventilated room which
‘was stripped of all but essential furnishings and sprinkled with
disinfectant. Everything the patient touched also‘had to be disinfe;tedL
When feverish, he would Be bathed regularly with cold or lukewarm water.
He would receive a liquid diet, along witﬁASuch purgative§ as salt

»

and balsam or saffron, or cream of tartar and sweetened water. He
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mighé be administered alcohol to ‘feed the/ficz;‘\ffg,sdgtain his
2
nerves; a sedative might alsoc be prescribed to help him sleep.
During the eruptive period of the diseagze, the patient would be kept

out of all &irect light, perhaps by wearing a mask or having ointment

" applied to his face, since this was thought to help prevent permanent

scars.3 Young children might have cheir-handé wrapped or bound to
prevent scratching and so minimize serious marking. Extreme clean-
liness, considered vital at every stage of the sickAess, would be
emphasized especially during the f£inal recovery, ;hen bathing in
carbolic acid would help to dry up an& remove sm#llpox scabs., After
the convalescent's skin had at last cample:ely healed, he could leave
his quarantined room.a Undoubtedly, this solitary, palliative care
brought the victims of smallpox iittle relief. But, properly per-
formed, it limited their contacts with other péople and so at least
lessened the possibilities of spreading contagion.

Improperly performed, in less than ideal conditions, the

contemporary medical treatment for smalipex could be much less

“\ effective in containing it. To ensure that correct isolation and

disinfection procedures were indeed followed, as well as to keep
tabs on the progress of the disease, the Health Department urged
doctors to report all smallpox cgges under.their ﬁare. However, a
N
great many private practiticners refused to do so.
Doctors incurred certain risks by treating smallpox patients.

One was the possibility of inadvertently conveyingrsmallpox germs
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from the sickroom to the public outside. ’Another, more important,
danger was the fear of such éccidentalgizfection amongsslthe rest

of a doctor's clientele. That fear might well rob him of his

regular practice and income. He therefore had a strong econocmic
incentive either to avoid smallpox cases entirely or to be as

secretive as possible in handling them. Some physicians céose the
former course. "Bﬂoctors in general practice do not care to

attend to smallpox patients", the Medical Officer of Health, Dr.

louis Laberge asserted, "their patients would not care for thex to

do so, nmor in fact is it safe for them to do go."s Dr. Laberge even
"suggested that physicians be appointed to tend exclusively to ;hfll-
pox. Later in the summer of 1885, hé endorsed an instructiomal
pamphlet on the hope treatment of smallpox which assumed the reluctance
of doctors to deal with the_disease.6

Many practitioners, in fact, preferred to treat smallpox

victims in secret, théreby concealing the disease: Not only did the
secrecy ensure the peace of mind of other patients, and so the

security of the regt of their medical practices, it also satisfied

the patients inveolved: as often as not, they &id not want their
affliction to become public or official knowledge: fﬁus, after

civic offici#ls threatened to enforce a clause of the Health By-law
requiring doctors to notify them of contagious disease, one practitioner
protes:;d: "C'est tout simplement forcer le médecin 2 se faire délateur,

et dans beaucoup de cas, lui faire perdre 2 jamals le patronage de ses

7
meilleurs clieats." Economics and medical ethics similarly figured
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in the argumeats uhich other doctors.made against chpulsory notifi-
cation. The first to be prosecuted by the Health Department a
French-Canad{ian physician who had not reported a child under his
care, maintained that the Hippocratic ocath did not allow hin to
divulge the.illness of‘patien:s.s Other members of the profession
agreed: the confidential relationship between doctor and patient was

inviolable. Contributors to L'Union Médicale du Canada also warned

that doctors would stop treating smallpox entively if forcedrto report
ic, th;t families would dispenge with medical aid rather than be-
denounced by a doctor, that the public would simply pa;ronize fhe
practitig;er who least obeyed the law.g People woulq be‘deprived
of doctors, these critics imﬁLied, and doctors of business.a-The
court nevertheless upheld obligatory reporting, ruling that physiclans
were not bound to professional secrecy under the circumstances.
But the verdict hardly altered the economic conditions which motivated
doctors to conceal smallpox. Many remained hostile to compulsory
notification; tndoubredly many smallpox cases continued to be
doctored, whether properly or not, far from the scrutiny of the health
officials.

Given the limitations of even the best treatament available
to smallpox patients, *and the risks posgd.for attending physicians,
1+ was fortunate that in vaccination an effective means existed to
prevent the disease eﬁtirely. Vaccination ihvolveé the introduction

into the skin of 'vaccinia' virus related to both smallpox and the
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tattle disease, cowpox. Normally the virus or vaccine causes a
mild, localized reaction producing proteccive'anti—bodies which
render a person immune to smallpgx. However, an examination is
necessary one week after vaccination in order to ensure that a
-proper reaction does occur and the vac;ination 'takes'. Since the
resuléi.ng immmity lasts fa@ only a variable and limited period of
time, vaccination must be repeated,‘sometimes after little mére
than one year, and at regul;r iﬁgervals thereafter. Unless quite
récent, a vaccination may neither prevent nor éignificantly modify
an attack of smallpox. TFurthermore not everyone can be safely
‘vaccinated. Serious and occasionally even fatal complications arise
in a ceftain, small percentage of vaccinations, sometimes due to ﬁhe
vaccine or technique used but mostly because of the state of health
of the person vaccinated. For anyone with eczema, allergles, or any
other condit;on entailing the least abnormaii;y of the skin or the .
' ' ' 11

immunological system, vaccination is dangerous and usually avoided.

Nevertheless, for mest people, it remains a simple and sure protec-—

tion againstssmallpox.

By the-18705 and 188Qs, vac;ination had been known in Canada
for more than fifty years.l2 However some of its limitations and
risks were not yet completely undefstood. For instance doctors
were uncertain of and apparently tended to overestimate the
duration of the immunity afforded by vaccination. Only one re-vacci-

nation might be recommended and that at anytime up to & decade after



the initia® immmization, although by 1885 most of the local

profession also endorsed the idea of re-vaccination whenever smallpax

became epidem:!.c.l3 In general terms, doctors recognized the necessity

of certain precautions in vaccination: healthy subjects, pure vaccine,
a proper and sanitary'technique.la Unfortunately chése conditiocns -
were frequently difficult to attain perhaps even more SO than doctors
of the time realized.

Physicians in Montreal knew that certain types of people were

susceptible to vaccination complications. An individual's physical
reaction to vaccine_was believed to depend, like his reaction to
smallpox infection itself, on many predisposing factors: '"the
disposition, the temperament, the condition of health, ...the period
of life...and the period of the year."15 Generally anycne in

weakened health stood at somE“rigg‘from vaccination. In particular,

doctors considered it unwise, ordinarily, to vaccinate very youhg
.

infants and any pérson suffering from a skin ailment or contagious
—

diz;e:au';e.l6 But whether doctors then could identify as many high-risk

-~

candidates for vaccination with as much,té%tainty as their present-day
P

counterparts seems doubtful. Siﬁzz’émallpox was epidemic in Montreal
throughout much of the period, it is probable that many such people
AY .

were vaccinated anyway. To physicians in those circumstances, the

peii}s/gg_;;hilpox outweighed }he possible dangers of vaccination.
; // .

! To obtain reliable vaccine was a continuing problem in itsel

for Montreal's doctors. Much of the cormercially marketed vaccine of
\\—_____“\ | //ﬂ\\\,



the time was of doubtful quality and-the usg of the 'arm-to—arm’ meﬁhod
of vaccination compounded the‘p}oblem. Vaccine lyu?h from a cqg\fas
'humanized' by injection into the arm of a person4shose resultapé_
erubtioujin turn. supplied vaccine Eorruse on o:he;‘beaﬁle. Such ' ti/
vaccine was thought to guarantee a milder reaction with more ‘durable {
effects than the alternative 'zaimal vaccine', which was emploved ;imply \\\
as it was, afcér extraction from a cattlé—beast.]_'7 However, 'humanizeé
vaccine' was difficult to keep in constant, fresh supply, lost its

potency afrer prolonked use, and, most impoétant, it carried the

inherent risk of spreading infectious disease from unhealthy do .18
Accidents.attributed to those shortcomings broughé about the eétablish-
ment in 1878 of a private, local stable to cultiv&te 'animal vactine'
for sale to the.City of Hontreal.l? But the Medical Officer of éealch,
‘Dr. Larocque, still favoured 'arm;:o—arm' vaccination.zo ;Doctorl.

i _: )
seemed to be shifting their preference to 'animal vaccine' bv JB85

21

but medical opinion was not yet unanimous on the questig

B}

"Animal vaccine' was not neces ily a supeyior produ?;';n

any case, since adequate methods of purifying and preserving it had

vet to be'developed.22 It was just such vaccine; from the Healtg Depart-
ment's local supplier, which probably caused the vaccination accidents

of early 1885, So great was the uncertainty afterwards about the

quality of the vaccine available in Montreal that many private practi-
tioners, especially F;ench Canadian doctors, hesitated to pefform vaccina-

tions. Finding trustworthy vaccine too difficult and costly to Import

for themselves, they waited for the Health Department to provide a new

\
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supply.23 Several doctors began to promote the 1dea of a state—
controlled, non-profit 'vaccine institute’ ;s the best solution to
the proble; of the scarcity of reliable, ecomomic vaccine.’® -
. Vaccination was, in sum, an imperfect and ha;ardous practice
in the 1870s and still so in 1885. Yet few doctors questioned its
basie~alue. For most of the profession in Montreal, it seems, its

advantages were incontrovertible and its drawbacks of comparatively

minor consequence. In retrospect, some advocates of vaccination

probably exercised less than due caution in lauding its virtues,"

stressing the beneficial possibilities of the practice éifhou:
sufficignt'acknouledggment of its limitations and risks. For enough
unsuccessful vaccinations and accidents inevitably ensued in Montreal
that vaccination became open to-attack from a minmority of local
doctors categorically opposed to it.

Two men led the medical foes of vacéination in 1885:‘Do§£ors
_Joseph-Emery Coderre and ‘Alexander Milton Ross. Of the two, Dr.
Coéerre was the more Iimportant figure. A former gatrioﬁe and ex~

president of the Institut Canadien, he was by then seventy-two years

0ld and professor of medicine and surgery at the medical féculty

affiliated with Victoria College in Cobourg, the Ecole de MEdecine et

de Chirurgie de Hon'tréal.25 Coderre had begun to doubt the merits of

vaccination while in charge of the smallpox ward of the HStel-Dieu

between 1867 and 187226 and had been an active anti~vaccinationist

ever since. During the 1870s he had gathered a small coterle of

like-minded French-Canadian do¢tors, the most prominent of whom was

-
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the "médecin naturaliste”, ‘Dr. Joseph-Alexandre Crevier.?’ Dr. Ross,
was, by contrast, a relative newcomer to Montreal with a decidedly
unconventional past. After an American education in the "allopathie,
hydroéathic, eclectic and botanic sygtéms of medicine",zs he had
embarked upon a remarkable career of reform, assoclating éi;h
American abolitionists? Hexican anti-royaliSts; and the Italian
Garibaldi. He then retired to.Canada éo pursue naturalist studies
and eventually to become engaged in sex education vork.2? This seli-
styled "radical reformer in religion, medicine, politics, sociology
and dietetics, and...total abstainer from‘intoxicaﬁts and tbbac:o"so
- was also a ﬁassionate anti-vaccinationist. Ross quickly allied ;lmself
with Dr. Coderre and his colleagues in 1885. For despite their
rather disparate backgrounds, they shared many of the saﬁe objections
to vaccination.

Medical reasons forméd one basis for those objections.
Dr. Codefre-w_as convinced that cowpox, vaccin.e, 4nd smallpox were
not distinct though related diseases but one and the same entity.

-

This affliction was by-nature "inflammatoire, virulente et gahgreneuse"?l

and while it might assume a relatively innocuous guiée in cattle and
other animals, he believed that, once tranéferred to humans, it was

quite capable of generéting.smallpox. Rather than preventing the
) 32,

disease, than,'vaccination was an excellent means of propagating it.
Indeed, accofaing to Coderre, a healthy person might he in as much

danger living amongst vaccinated people as iIn the midst of smallpox

-
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patients. Thus he felt that the automatic reliance of doctors on
vaceination to ward off smallpox explained in large part why the

disease was endemic te Montreal throughout the 1870s and became

epidemic again in 1885.33

To Coderre, vaccination also offended common sense. It

struck him as illogical and ludicrous toO vaccinate, and so endanger
) i
healthy people whom fate might never menace with smallpox anyway:

L'idée d'introduire dans un organisme sain le virus
d'une maladie inflammatoire et gangreneux pour le
oréserver d'une maladie qui n'a d'existence, quant

3 lui-méme, que dans une crainte imaginaire, qui
conduit 3 dire: Je vais empoisonner 1'organisme

d'un enfant en introduisant dans sa constitution le
germe d'une maladie maligne, de crainte qu'il prenne
cette maladie plus tard [sic] cette idée semble révolter
le sens commun. Cette pratique a-t—elle quelque chose
de rationnelle? La maladie est=elle inévitable? Le
remdde est—-il certain? Dans le premier cas, 1'on peut
dire que le grand nombre de personnes ne prend pas la
variole: ([sic] et dans le second, au contraire, le
grand nombre de varipleux a  &té vacciné. 34

The notion of individual 'predisposition’ allowed Dr. Codgrre
to bridge any apparent excegtions to this last observation by reference
to the relative constitutional strength of people. Not everyone
caught smallpox. Thefefore, when shown a patient who had either
escapeé or suffered only lightly froz smallpox following vaccination,
thg doctor invariably reasoned that he would have been able to with-
stand the disease in any case, regardless of vaccination. If, on
the other hand, the patient . had been predisposed to contract small-

pox, vaccination would merely have ensured that he did 50.35



Dr. Coderre claimed that vaccination not omly spread small-
pox but could also transmit other painful illnesses. "Le vaccin

peut produire des affections tuberculeuses, scrofuleuses, cancéreuses,

-

syphilitiques”, he charged. "Depuis l'introduction de cette pratique
la dipthérie, le choléra, le typhus, l'alienation mentale ont pris

une extensiocn funeste."36 He had witnessed some of the hideous ravages

of vaccilnation first hand:

J'ai observé plusieurs ulc2res gangreneaux au bras,

au visage et erysip2le phlegmoneaux du bras, s'éten-
dant 3 tout le c5té correspondant, causés par l'inocu-
lation du virus vaccin, et laissant méme les cicatrices
profondes, et souvent amenant la mort comme conséquence
de cette Operation.37

Dr. coderre's followers echoed his medical opinions of
vaccinaggon. They observed, for example, that smallpox grew in

tandem with vaccination in Montreal, and ridiculed, as he did, the

idea of injecting animal disease into perfectly healthy indiviauals.38

Dr. J-A. Crevier concluded from his studies that vaccine acted in

L

#rhe human body

comme un véritable poison, indépendamment des autres

maladies contagieuses et épidemiques qu'il peut com-

mmiquer par inoculation, telles que la scrofule, la

consomption tuberculeuse, 1'erysipéle phlegmoneau, .

la variole ou picotte, le cancer, la gangréne, la

pustule maligne, le charbon, les maladies dartreuses,
- la rougeole, &c., &c., et méme la folie!39

Other doctors claimed to have seen the i1l effects of vaccination umoxp

I

- L . 40
their own patients and even within their own families.

Dr. Alexander Milton Ross based his medical opposition to
vaccination on a different and simpler premise. His unorthodox medi-

cal training had inBued him with a supreme faith in "Natural Medical
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Principles” which forbaf

‘i;-eatments of any kind in favour of
letring nature work it Vaccine was a drug and so,
far from preve:it‘i‘ng smallpox, contributed to its spread 'by /)
creating a susceptibility to the disease".!“2 According to Rogg)
vacginéticn was also "absolutely dangerous” bécause it "frequed%&y
cause [d] troublesome swellings of the arms aﬁg glands, and filth}
diseases of the skin, blood, hair and eyes."z‘3 Ross tended frequently
to dwell upon the animal or "beAstly" and upclean aspect of vaccine
with overtones of the danger cf syphilis.

For the anti-vaccinationist docrors, the only sure solution
to smallpox lay in making Montreal a sanitary physical environment
in which to live. They weré amonést the staunchest adherents of the
idea that 'miagges' produced by deéaying organic matter were the root
cause of contagious disease. "Je croils que les maladies épiéemiques
sont produites par des exhalaisons de gaz méphitiques provenant des
canaux ou des marais", Dr. Coderre wrote in 18{6, "et qu'elles
doivent leur existence et leur expansion a l'i;Eurie des hommes.:."aa'
Vaccination, he suggested encouraged people to overlook the dangers
of suck unhgaithy effluvia. What Montreal required, inste#d was
effective sanitary laws and an adequate, regularly flushed sewer
system.as In 1885, Coderre maintained essentially the same position:

"[}q] cause déterminante de la maladie est dans l'air, er les causes

prédisposantes sont dues souvent 3 l'encombrement des habitations
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et @ la malpropreté des gens et sSurtout aux mauvails £tat de nos
canaux et égm?.ts."‘-'6 He again adecated daily flushing of the
sewers, in aédition to the cleaning of #treets and yards and the
preveation of crowded housing.47

Dr. Coderre's colleague of the 1870s, Dr. Crevier, offered
& similar, though more general prescription:

Qu'on fasse disparaltre les eaux corrampues et toutes
les matiéres végétales et animales; en &tat de décom—
position, qu'on purifie l'air de tous les miasmes et

de toutes les effluves délét2res, qu'on observe la plus
grande propreté sur soi et Bans sa maison, qu'dn ne
fasse usage que d'aliments sains et nutritifs, qu'on
évite les excs dans le boire et le manger; de suite
nous verrons disparaigre\ﬁoutes les maladies Epidémi-
ques et contagieuses.%8

Coderre's ally in 1885, Dr. Ross, recommended "personal and
4
municipal ¢leanliness” s for smallpox, which he considered a "filth
disease' linked to poverty and wretched living conditions:

Enforced sanitation is the Sampson with which we can
crush out small-pox and other f£ilthy diseases.. De-
fective drainage, uncleanliness, overcrowded and badly
constructed dwellings, 1ll-ventilation and unwholesome
food are the exciting causes of small-pox epidemics.50

A lock at the poorer sections of Montreal had, he claiﬁed, convinced

-

him that the city was ripe for smallpox:

I found rep thousand seven hundred cess-pits reeking

with rottenness and unmentionable filth...left to
poison the air of the city and make it a seed bed for
the germs of zymotic [?ontagious] diseases. TFurther
I found the courts, alleys and lanes in as bad 2 con-
dition as they possibly could be - decaying animal and
vegetable matter abounded on all sides. ‘Everywhere
unsightly and offensive objects met the eye, and -
abominable smells proved the existence of disease-
engendering matter, which supplied the very conditioms
_— necessary for the incubation, nourishment and growth
of small-pox.31

"
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Education in personal and commmity hygiene, strict sanitary laws
to provide better housing and sewers,£:Zen:iful pure water, and
proper focd would, in Ross’' view, ultimately eradicate such shocking
conditions.52 Vaccinat;on was merely a shallc& diversion in compari-
son. "If our ciry authorities wiil glve one-half the time and energy
they now devote to calf lymph vaccine politics and contracts Co
thoroughly clearing every lane, ally, street and premises [;ic]
in the cicy’”, ﬁh'declared, "we may defy small-pox and other filth -
diseases."ss"“cet the people interested and self-preservation, if
nothing else, will incline them to help the authorities in sanitary
efforts."sa | |

The anti-vaccinationists were motivated not only by thedr
medical convictions but also by a distinct ideological orientation.
To a certain extent, Doctors Coderre and Ross seem to have shared a
basic antipathy to arbitrary .interference by vested 1nterest$(ar the
state in people’s lives, a hostility to encroachment upon individual
rights and freedoms by powerful establishments not accountable to the
public, particularly the medical profession and government officialdom.
This cast of mind, which was more pronounced in Ross than Coderre, was
consistent with the respective backgrounds of the two.men. Along with
their medical ideas, it also gave them a strong resemblance to anti- k
vaccinationists elsewhere Iin Britain and the United States.55 The
iéeological agpect of the local anti-vaccinationists' arguments
appeared when they explained the contiguing use of vaccination by

most dectors and when they attacked the idea of cozpulsery vaccination.
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Why did doctors persist in vaccination if the practice
wvas medically irredeemable? Dr. Coderre asserted that vaccination
was "une pratique d'erreurs médicales...qui n'a euw de bas que le
charlatanisme d'abord, et la routine ensuite."56 /;raditignaliSm | :
and indifference prevented the medical profession from curbing its
obsession with vaccination. Sometimes Coderre and his F?ench Canadian.
followers insinuated that those English-speaking supporters of the
pfactice favoured it because its discovery was attributed'to the °
Englishman, Jenner, and because it was "une institution du 01d countgx."57
More importantly, they alleged that mercenary self-interest blindecd
the medical professicn to the faults of vaccination. "En effet il faut
avouer que la vaccination remplit une lacune for: apbréciable
dans un clientéle un peu maigre', Coderre typically observed in
1885, asserting that practitioners once satisfied with thirty centé
for a vac;inat;on now charged up to two‘dgllars.ss

Finally, Dr. Coderre implied, doctors still promoted véccina-
tion because the public was kept in ignorance about the practice’and

therefore could not challenge them. It was up to citizens to defend

themselves from a medical clique: "

All the world has an interest in guarding itself against
the false zeal of doctors who are often more officious
than convinced of the truth of the principle which they
"invoke. Interest, more than conviction makes the doctors
here...act as vaccinators...>9

If the civic and medical authorities preferred to contain contrdversy

about vaccination within the ranks of the medical profession, then

Coderre saw that as a clear Infringement of the public's right to
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know about things of-vital concern to it. "[ﬁ]e Bureau de Sante

est yne institution publique”, he reasoned, "les résultats de la

vacéination doivent 8tre comuus sans par cela manquer a 1'etiquerte
; 50 L | L ' :
aédicale.” Not only was the safety of the public at issue, but its

democratic righrs:

Si la vaccine est bonne ou mauvaise, n'est-ce pas

le puhlic qui paie pour, et vous, les vaccinateurs,
qui recevrez le paiement de cette opération plus
qu'imprudente?...f?]pus,espérez que...vous -con=-
tinuerez 3 rester les seuls juges compétents des
bons ou des mauvais effets de la vaccine et des
bénéfices qui en découlent jusqu'3d ce que le public
change les rdles et devienne seul juge de ses vérit-
ables intéréts:

Dr. Codérre did not limit himgelf to expostulating the evils
of vaccination.and its promoters.- On occasion, in‘early 1885, |
he pronounced upcn other Iissues. He deciared himself againSt the
compulsory reporting of smallpox cases.62 He condemned compulscry
hospitalization as an usurpation of parental rights and individual

63
liberties. These views did not set Coderre apart from the rest

=~ -

of the medical pfofession as much as his denunciations of vaccination.
< )
But they may be seen as further eéidence of his ideological_i;clina:ion.
Dr. Ross expressed an even more radical outlook than Coderre.
Ross was a declared enemy not just of vaccination butlof the entire
"monopolistic medical oligarchy”ea to which he felt most of his
colieagues belonged. He characterized contemporgry medical practice

as "a colossal system of humbug and self—decepcion".ss According to

Ross, vaccination was simply-ome of its many "fetishes" or "poisonous

-



drugs": barbaric remnants of the ignorant, tradition-bound medicine
.of the pas:,rkept ali;e anly by the superstition and venality of
doctors.66 In fighting the oppressive medical system, he .saw him—
self aé aiding the cause of freédom and progress. |
Natu;ally.tha anti-vaccinationists found the notion of
vaccination as a compulsory measure totally repugnant. Dr. Coderre
declared that to impose upon people a medical fraud like vaccination
constituted a "crime contre la sociécé;'?7 It would mean forcibly
entering households and work places and manhandling unvaccinated
pecple, all for highly dubrious, if not harmful, effects.- Any
* mandatory vaccina:ion law and the physical violence required for its
enforcement wnuid.in Coderre's view be an affront to the natural
rights of each citizen and each paren:.68 For his part, Dr. Ross
labelled compulsory vacciﬁation the "Tyranny of Docz:orc:raf:"69 and
an assault.upon individual liberties, which the individual had the
"right to resist, by 511 medns in-his power."70
The anti-vaccinationists vigorously promoted their ideas, both:
within t@e zedical profession and amongst the genéral public. They
became involved in several types of agitatiom during_the 1870s.
Dr. Coderre formally argued his ?oint of view before the local
medical society.7l He and his colleagues contribu:ed-;rticles and
letters to local medical journals until as late as 1880.72 In support
=

of his medical contentions, Coderre usually offered doctors three

sorts of evidence: examples from a stock of local cases, persomally
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accumulated since thé beOs, ir which people seemingly sqffered
.snallpox or other misfortunes because of vaccination; copious
quantities of statistiés, both local and forelgn; and supportive
quotations from presumably eminent British, Continental and American
duthorities. When thg anti- /ccinationists went outside the
profession, especially by ﬁeans of letters to the déil} press, they
usually presented the same kinds of proof. Often they concentrated
their artacks upon vaccination 'accidents'. Dr. Coderre would write
to the newspapers, challenging-physicians who favoured vaccination
to explain instances in which recently vaccinated children suffered
aftérwards from ailments such as ‘severe skin inflammatién.73 Sometimes
thé anti—vacciﬁationiscs resorted to more sensa:iogaliscic_tactics.

In 1874 they apparently arranged to have rather vividly coloured sketches
r
and suitably repulsive pQ&;ographs of swollen arms, supposedly
‘onging to vaccinated children, displayed in groceries and shop

12

windows around the city.7“
Dr. Coderre and his followers actively batgled compulsory

vaccination. They were probably;;he organizers of a local petitlon

in 1872 for the repeal of the compulsory vaccination provisicn iggis-

5

7 .
lated in the Canadas in 1861. In 1875, because a compulsery

vaccination c¢lause was under consideration for the planned city

Health By-Law, the anti-vaccinationists staged 3 series of public
7 .76 -

assemblies to denounce the idea. =~ A.'Ligue contre la vacecination

compulsoire’ was created, to provide legal resistance to the measure,
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and a citizens' as#ociation, to promote public health while pr;:ecting
people against "tout réglewent ou acte vexatoire du Bureau de Santé".77
The campaign culminated spectacularly. A stone-throwing mob numbering
in the thousands sagked the Medical Officer QE'Health's residence )
and invaded the City Hall as the Council was abouf to vote on the
vaccination proposal. The frightened aldermen hasrily aban&oned the

vote.

New accidents in 1885 revived the anti—vacciEFtionist agita-
tion. Dr. Coderre wrote to Le Mond:‘to deride the offizlal e!ilana—
tions of the mishaps. Theiauthorities, he declared, might as well
be permitted to build human slaughterhouses as to continue vaccina-
cion.79 He preached open defiance of the Health Department:

Les parents, les tuteurs, les gardiens des enfants

sont donc libres et mEme tenusd'empécher par tous

les moyens justifiables que leurs enfants ne solent

empoisonnés par les agents des autorités municipales.so
Dr. A.M. Ross meanwhile authored a serits of letters.to the Herald and
the Star in which he set forth repulsive descriptions of vaccine, "pus”,
agssertions of its utter wor:hlessnesé, and a similar apgffl to parents -
not to let their children be vaccinated.sl Eventually Ross resorted
to sensatio;alistic circulars to advertise his ideas. By August, 1885,

at least one had already appeared in thé city screets.82

Neither the ideas nor the zealous proselytizing activities

of the anti-vaccinationists won them any sympathy fram the rest of

the medical profession. Most doctors in fact rejected the evidence
- J N

against vaccination. They preferred other logical explaﬁaticns for
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the supposed victims of vaccination cited by Dr. Coderre. Some, it
was sugéested, might ﬁot-have been properly or successfully vaccinated:
"Souvént i1 ne se développe qu'un petit bouton qui n'a pas le vertu
de préserver et les parents comptent leurs enfants bien vaccinés."83
Many more were thought to have already contracted smallpox, harbouring
it in its invisible, incubation stage at tge moment of vaccination.sa
Still others might have been recently .exposed to another disea;e; when
{t then made a coincidental and unrelated appearance follﬁwing vaccina-
tion, the latter would bé wrongly held to BlAme,Ss Doctors alsc
questionea the statistical proof against vaccin#tion. They noted, for’
example, that local parish and city records often listed many earlier
vaccinated smallpox victims without making sﬁch vital discinctions
as whether the vaccinations had been recent or old, or even success-
ful or not.86 As for the medical opinions quoted by anti-vaccination-
ists, these too were considered suspect and condemned either as pre-
dictable testimonials from other opponents of vaccination or as
unrepresentative excerpts from reputable authorities. The advocates
of vaccination frequently replied to such evidence with a barrage of
their own statistics and selected, expert opinion.s7 Finally the
medical profession proved to its satisfaction the innocence of
vaceination in the unfavourably publicized accidents connected to the
practice. In each case, a special medical enquiry or some other
form of the "calm, scientific and patient investigation"ss preferred

by doctors would exonerate vaccination itself and lay the blame else-

where: on coincidence, careless or improper methods of vaccination,



bad vaccine, on the 'predisposition' of the victims themselves, even

=) . s
on bad weathe_r.s9

Not oniy did most doctors refute the. evidence against vaccina-
tion but increasingly they also discounted the anti-vaccinationists'

alternative: sanitation. By 1885, recent develophents in bacteriology

and the new germ theory of disease were enabling medical science to

distinguish between unsanitary conditions = cause and as simple convevor

[

of infectious diseases, implying ultimatelv a much less important role

€or sanitation in their control. The Medical Officer of Health in 1882,

Dr. A-B. Larocque, reflected this change when he complained:

An error...regarding contagious diseases is the
constant attributing of their origin to the gases
exhaling from drains. Such gases might bring on
debility of the whole svstem and predispose to
contagious diseases. 3But the gases alone can
never cause a contagious disease unless they are
the vehicle of germs of contagion. ‘

While strict sanitation might reduce the extent of contagioms, it would

not necessarilv eliminate them. Thus, in the Journal d'hvgi&ne populaire,

which devoted extensive commentary to Montreal's sanitary. scourges, a
physician who still considered the imnrovement of the lot of the poor as
one means of fighting smallpox nevefthelgss pronounced vaccination

"certalnement le moven le plus slir et le plus radical pour échapper au

danger."gl

al

Few dociors, then, opposed vaccinatien in Montreal. In
-
1875, a follower of Dr. Coderre had claimed that a thitd of the local

profession openly rejected it and that "un grand nombre d'autres,
! ) : grar

"\
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fortement &branlés dans leurs convictions, se montrent fort tiédes

sur 1'article de la vaceination™. 2 But the confirmed anti-
vaccinationists were, é;merically, probably never more than a

small medical minority. Other physicians reprimanded Dr. Coderre for
unprofessicnal conduct in direéhing his prqvpzative appeals to the
public in the 18703.93 The medié;i journals whicﬁ printed his articles
disavowed his ideas.gh By 1885, the anti-vaccinationists were reduced
to a small,:rather isolated group of renégaée doctorsi At the begin-
ning of September, two successive meetings of Hon;reél doctors -
endorsed vaccination as the best and only preventive for epidemié
smallpox and condemned all opinion to the contrary.95 /;mong tho;e

present at the second gathering, meant to represent all physicilans

in the city, only three men dissented: Drs. Coderre, Crevier, and

_Ross. The latter was formally censured for distributing his

pamphlets; the others, politely ignored. %6
Because the anti-vaccinationists directedhdrama:ic appeals

L0 the public at large, however, they wielded a disprpportionately
greater influence in Montreal than their rather outcast status among
doctors might otherwise suggest. By keeping the vagc?natién con-
troversy alive and in the.public eye ?ntermittenpiy for fifteen

years, particularly through deft exploitation of vaccinagion accidents,
the anti-vaccinationist doctors undoubtedly left a signifiéant,

deep mark on the minds of many of Montreal's inhabitants. Certainly

other physiciahs, civic offfcials, and newspapers almost unanimously
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accused them of fomenting popular hostility to vacéinatibn. _"[b]es
médecins'", wrote ome doctqr,_"semblent se faire un plaisir de semer
la défiance au sein d'une population qu'ils savent étrg peu é&clairée,
et leurs dires et racontars, colportés par le comfrage des faubourgs
constituent...une des causes les plus efficateg de la résistance..."97
In 1885, then, doctors as a group made a far from éng}rely
complementary or acquiescent ally for Montregl‘s ﬁublic health organi-
zation iIn the battle against smallpox. If most.local physicians
acted in concert with the-ciﬁic authorities most of the time, never-
theless there were significant exceptions regarding two smallpox
measures: the reporting of the disease, and vaccination. In both
instances, in varying numbers and ways, doctors challenged the
official, municipal response to smallpox. Prevention was the only
fully effective meéical approach to this contagioug disease, since
it had no cure. In fact, the value of even the best contemporary
‘:treatment for smallpox lay less in the limited relief that it brought
‘ the sickithan in the opportunity it offered to isolate the malady and
so protect other people. However, while civic health officilals con-
centratéd upon maximizing that %sola?ign in order to contain an Qpidemic,
medical practitioners were first of all concerned with,maintainin; a
clientele. This economic motivation made many doctors unwilling, ewven
under legal pressure, to reveal the smallpox cases under their care,
an action which would have ?ettef enabled the Health Department to
bring its aftention and'powers to bear on smallpox in the city. In

—
.
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addition, Honb:ﬁil’hagpoured a small factign of doctors who were

. fanatically opposed to vaccination. Medically, they claimed, it was

not only useless against sméllpox but actually conducive to it and a
host of other afflictions; it was a lethal diversion from the various
improvements in sanitation which were the resl key to eradicating )
smallpox. Furthermore those doctors condemmed vaccination as an

ideological abomination representing the superstition and vested

u_;/iﬁfégi:ts of an oppressive medical establishment with which the
City was in league. They had successfully fought compulsory vaccina-

tio& as a menace to individual liberty and parental rights. Most
physicians in Montreal rejected the anti-vaccinationist arguments

and suﬁported the use of v;scination. But unfortunately, it

remained a risky and rather accident-prone p;ecaution in 1885. By
exploiting the accidents in sensaﬁional appeals to the public, the
anti-vaccinationists had over a2 pericd of fifteen years accumulated
significant influence in Montreal. Thus, with doctors in Montreél
divided in their response to smallpox, some aided and even encouraged
public resist&nce to the civic health organization in the form of
concealing disease, and avoiding vaccination. However sucﬁ resistance

was also .rooted in the realm of popular attitudes and behaviour

towards smallpox, the subject of the following chapter.



CBAPTER THREE
- "SMALLROX AND THE PEOPLE -
o~ o o

A lady residing in the upper part of the city foud® &ue
pf her children stricken with amall pox. Instantly
she had the sufferer isclated. The rest of the
children were sent to the country. The devoted
mother remained and nursed her child and kept
everyone fram entering her house. The day for the
washerwoman's visit came around. When -the .
washerwoman called, she was told by the lady that

- she was not to enter the house, there. was msallpox
in it. "I am not afraid of mmallpox, my two
children have it", returned the washerwaman.' “

-
In terms of the way its inhabitants expérienced and reacted to
smallpox, Montreal might well have been two separate cities. Moreover,
for the municipal health officials, contending with outbreaks: of aallpox
largely meant contending with one of those cities: lower-class, French
Canadian Montreal.. The very incidence of the disease divided the people
of Montreal, leaving anglophones and middle-class French Canadians
relatively uﬁscathed, while lower-class Frehch_Canadians bore the brunt
of the epidemics. A striking difference in attitudes and behaviour
towards smallpox set those sections of the poﬁﬁlation even rurthep
apart. For anglophones of all classes and for middle-class French-
Canadian families, smallpox was a fearsome and unneéesaary acéurge-which
they did their best to avoid. But loﬁer-class, French Canadian
Montr;alers viewed and approached the disease differently. Their outlook
and bghaviour merit special attention; mere than apathetic é.nd -

r

ineffectual civie officialdem or uncooperative doctors, they wé}e the

52
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underlying reason why ssallpox flourished in Montreal. A combination of
econmic and cultural factors inclined 1 French Canadians ;n
the city to accammodate their lives to ng and death occasioned

by smmallpox, rather than try to banish the disease from their midst.

Consequently they were unreceptive and unamenable to most of the N

activities undertaken against mallpox by the civic health organization.

“The pecple of Montreal did not share an equal acquaintance with
mallpox, even though the diseass was sanetimes portrayod as the comzon
enemy of all. Amongst the English-speaking population, 793 =mallpox
cases were reported in 1835;2 96 Protesta;nta and 181 non-Fr‘GQICh
Canadian Catholics died froam the disease,3 the most prominent victim
being 78 year old Si-r- Francis Hincks.® Smallpox also brushed the

estate of Hugh Allan, attacking a lodge-keeper at\'Ravenscrag'.S As

»

P y— .
well, it attacked scme middle-class French Capadian ramiliea.s

Scmetimes the death of well-known or promising professional men would be
noted in the French—languagé preaa.7 At such mcoments, newapapers were

moved to comment that Montreal's epidemic sought its victims at all

levels of society. The Star went so far as to declare:

>

Qur calamity levels all conventional distinctions.
4It has borne to the grave a thousand infants frow
"the suburbs, ggd’laid low a venerable stateman in
his mansion. -

Infection conveyed by a servant has gone to the
stately portals of a steamship king from 2 humble
dwelling near a marketplace. No & ristocracy of
wealth or position exempts any citizen of Montreal
from the universal loss and grief of its eplidemic.
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Bur the evidence left in the wake of .the epidemic points to a very

on. Szalloox was in fact quite selective in its choice

LI

different conclus
of prey

Above all, smallpox was the disease of children of French Canadian
families inhabiting the poorer, working-class districts of the Montreal
area. Disecase statistics were one indication of this. In 1885 the City
Health Department recorded 4771 smallvox cases and of these, 3978
involved French Canadians and. 3330, children under ten vears of age.
Most oceurred in the poor, denselv nopulated, French-speakine wards of

H - T : 9 . &t b

the eas:t end: St-Jacques and Ste-Marie. The aumber of kaown small-
oox cases was only a fraction of the real total, which educated guesses
. 3 e 10 . .
sased on the death toll nlaced as high as 12,000 cases. This was in
. . 1 et - 11
an estimated total city population of 167,500,

The available mortalitv statistics present a similar picture of the

hvsical impact of the epidemic upon the people of Mentreal. According
. H b : b :

T
o]
it
o

he Health Department, thcrciicre 3164 deaths from smallpox in 1885,

2387 o

L2 41

.the dead were French Canadians and 2547 were French Canadian

17
children under the age of ten. - Urban 'mertuary statistics' compiled

for ‘the Dominion covernment also indicate that the French Canadian child
. 13 : . o

was the princinal casualtv. As well, the Dominion statistics sugpest

that more than three quarters of the smallnox fatalities in Montreal in

1885 came from families whose head was either an unskilled labourer or

2
some other member of the citv's industrial nroletariat.

Geographicdlly, the deaths were concentratel in the east end. According
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4
to the City Health Department, 2057 people perished from mmallpox in .

St-Jacques and Ste: Marie wards, where the respective mortality rates for
the diaeaae‘reéched 29.72 and 85.09 per 1000 persons. Iﬁ ecamparison, the
combined death toll}ar the.p;edaminant;y English-speaking,. westermost

wards of Ste-Anne and St-Antoine was only 384; they experienced smallpox

mortality rates of only 5.34 and 5,97 reapectively.ls

Contemporary newspaper accounts generally cogrinm the statistical
evidence that the lower-class French Canadian neighbourhood was the
typlcal haunt of smallpox. Routine reports place& the picotté in dingy,

crowded tenements or districts of "small unhealthy dwellings and narrow
16

streets”, One case was discovered in a block of houses which
7

- 17
sheltered more than 350 souls, including- about 150 children. = In such
a setting, mmallpox often claimed many victims at once. A single raid by

health officers on one decrepit tenement building yielded cne dead child

and sixteen sick ones.18

At another location, eleven amallpox cases
were discovered sharing 2 room space of about twenty by forty feet.19
The worst 'den' stumbled upon by health officers was a twenty-two roam

building in which eight rooms contained twenty-six unvacciﬁated children,

20

half of whom had the disease. The larger the household, the more

casualties it could furnish. In one extreme instance, an entire family

of eleven was hospitalized at once.21

The suffering and loss of life did not stop at the city limits for
much of the impact of the 1885 epidemic also fell upon Montreal's

suburba. This is apparent from breakdowns of the regional death teoll

[N
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which were printed regularly by the city press. In October alone, at
least 239 and perhaps more than 300 smallpox deaths occurred in. the

ad jacent muniCipaJ.ities.zz Worst hit were the louer;-claaa, French
Canadian suburbs of St-Henrl and Ste-Cunégonde, to the west of the clty,
and St-Jean Baptiste and CSte-St-Louis, to the no:;th. In St-Heari,
according to the local curé, there were 115 mmallpox deaths and 233 known
cases up to the year's end._23 By early November, .only'rorty%five or
fifty of all the famin-.ea in St-Jean Baptiste were said to have escaped

the dj.:sease.zl'l

N ~
One explanation for the prevalence of mmallpox in the suburbs may
well be migration. Many mmallpox victims seem to have been relative

newcomers to the Montreal area. In St-Jean Baptiste, according to.a

clerzvman,

‘Most of the French Canadian families among whom
the epidemic made ravages had but recently * :
arrived from distant country parishes, whence
they were driven by poverty next to starvation,
and thus arrived ... quite ready to contact any
disease, and ... 30 destitute as not to be able
to .change their clothes when needed.25

]

—

" In Hochelega, the eastermmost and newest city ward, smallpox reportedly struck
hardest amongst migrants of the last few years fram Rimouski and
Saguerxay.z6 Nor was this a new phencmenon. In 1872, when smallpox broke

out on the western limits of the city, a puzzled observer had remarked

que la population de la campagne qui s'établit en
nombre dans cette partie est géneralement la plus
maltralitée. Est-ce dénuement, est-ce changement
d'air st logements comparativement trop étroites.
[sic] Peut-gtre les deux.27
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A decade later, the Medical Health Qfficer considered the influx of large

families to Montreal a threat to the public health, recalling that two-thirds

) 1
of the smallpox hospital patients had been "unvaccinated and ... residing but
a short time i the city".za

>

In fact, in almost every.aapect of its uneven distribution in 1885,
:nallpéx followed a pattern established years before. During the 1870 s, when
the disease was endamic in Montreal, it had ravaged the same portion of ﬁhe
population and much the same city and a;burban districts. Of the 2554

snallpox fatalities in the six years, 1876-1881, 2166 were French Cénadiana

and 1966 were French Canadian children.2? Within Montreal,

the highest death tolls and mortalircy rates

appeared

consiatently in St-JacqQues and Ste-Marie uards.30 Outside the city proper,
ammallpox mortality was also significantly high, scmetimes equalling and even
exceeding that of east end Montreal. -In 1877; when 506 deaths from anallpéx
occurred in Montreal, another 224 were reported beyond the cify limits; most
amallpox deaths in the city that year apparently occurred in areas ad jacent to_

the suburbs.31 A 'health map® printed in the Montreal Daily Witness '

(Fig. 2) illustrates, albeit imperfectly, the geographical concentrations of
the disea;e in the Montreal region dﬁring part of the 1870 s. In 1885, the
newspap?r noted, mallpox infested the same areas as earlier, the only change

being an even greater proportion of the city's smallpox found in the east

end.32
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] ~
. The people of Montreal, then, felt.the impact of =mmallpox quite

differently accoriing to their ethnic group and class. Rather than being the
cogmon scourge of all, smallpox afflicted mainly the children of lower-class

French Canadian ramiiiea. Those families thus knew the disease as a familiar

visitor to their homes, unlike other Montrealers who necessarily viewed it

' prcm afar. Paralleling this difference of experience and perspective was a
stark contrast in attitudes and behaviour regarding smallpox. The people of
the city were in fact divided by almost diapetrically dirrereht reactions to

the disease. o 3

;
*

In English-speaking Montreal and in the city's middle-class French

Canadian hames, mmallpox generally provoked a mixtusp of fear and abhorrence.
"Le seul mot de picotte”, deélared one doctor, "réveillella chair de poule aux
deux tiers de la population. n33 This fesling was strongesi amongst the
anglophone population, verging upon a veritable panic. At one point in 1885,

a newpaper re;t it necessary to warn that undue rright'itaelr might predispose

people to =mmallpox attacks..

-

It is not wise to go in constant fear of the disease

and having teken all possible precautions, the

sooner the subject is dismissed from one's thoughis

and the less it is made a topic of conversation, the
. better.3“

Indeed the fear was often as contagious as the disease. Imagined cases of

amallpox flourished:

Si quelqu'un se sent malade il doit avoir la variole
celui-13 [sic] de suite la nouvelle se répand dans
le quartier, les esprits s'excitent, le médecin est

"appelé et il constate qu'il n'en est rien du
tout.35 .
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After thd word ‘'epidemic' began to"app’éiz:-f’n.mapape'r headlines in 1885, the
muber of false cases reported to the Health Department soared, on soame days

far exceeding the total of genuine mmallpéx reports.36

k-

Anglophone Montrealers and middle-class Montréalais reacted to smallpox in

ways that reflected their fear and pépugznnce- They treated the =
Vict&as an outcast, with results that we:; sometimes ludicrous, sometinmes
cruel. When a man on trial admitted to coming fram an infected house, he
caused an imnediate commotion in the courtroam: "In a second lawyers and
spectators cleared from their usu#l position and gave the n;an a clear berth.
Even the clerk of the court did not appear at his ea.se".37 When, _as‘ often /
‘happened, a sick pei-aon wam.:lered“irito City Hall in search of help, she .
provoked "a regular. stampede™ to the exits.3° On occasion, smallpox -
patients were aban&oned and stricken families Vabr-uptly turned out of jc.he:".r
lodgings into the street.39 In-one instance, a worker lay deliricus aﬁd
dying in a Griffintown street overnight while onlool.c_era, pasa?m-by and even

40 ¢

policemen kept their distance. On anGther occasion, municipal labourers

could hardly be persuaded to continue work near the site of a recent smallpox

death. ¥ )

Anyone and anything remotely associated with smallpox aroused terfor.

Thus a health officer who boarded a street car caused an uproar: "rien de
plus comique ... que les genﬁlunen passagers; va sans dire [qu'i]] a da
déguerpir."? A quarantine sign disrupted pedestrian traffic on a busy

:9.?.‘.1'-ee?:.-u3 The appearance of a mmallpox ambulance in busy streets led to .

complaints because "the very sight of the hidecus thing E'a:] enough to frighten

»

T

[
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people of weak nerves.™". Parked ambulances and a disinfecticn shed at the
east end-or the Chanps de Hars drew proteats fram pruninent French Canadian
residents in the area until,gyair local aldennan had the offending objects
moved. 45 The smallpox hospital naturally caused 3hudders_oq all_s;des.
Same-people felt "une espdce de saisissement 1ndéfinia;apléﬁ aﬁ the:mére :
mentibn of the place.ne It was, in fact, renamed 'St. RocheS Hospital' ia
the summer of 1885 "in order to remove thg objections that scme patients had

M
to any place called a smallpox hospitg}.uT

- -
-

Same o:;the fearful sought to flee smmallpox entirely or at léaat to.avqid
the moat likely areas of danger. Those who could left-Hontreél or sent
children to relatives in the countryside. 48 fhe wealthy prolonged thei" .
stay at summer~?§aidences, resorts or hotels, same of which enterprisingly'
advértis?d local safety froam gicotte.ug Many Engli;h Montrealers stopped

‘using city sﬁreepcars rather than risk exposure to mallpox.’® Similarly,
some French Canadians in the west end of the city attended church with the

local Irish Catholic congregation instead of golng to their own church in an

area rife with spallpox.”

For many of those terrified by anallpéx, nostrums.énd home remedies were
another way to cope with the disease. wewspgpefadvertisements touted the
-supposed miraculous powers of dozens of patent medicinea and disinfectants,
each invariably promising ‘to alleviate surfering, to prevent disfigurement, to
cure amallpox, or to prevent it altoggther.s _?he local press also
published 2 variety of recipes and ideas to cu;;, mitigafe or prevent

snallpox. The quantitity of such publicity alone  suggests that theére was an

aporeciable public degand for.this sort of response to smallpoXx.
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The remedies which Honﬁreélm found in their newspapers'were diverse. - 1

Many contained specific medicimal drugs. One cure, for example, called for a -
: 4 .

]

diluted solutiom of zinc sulphate, foxglove (digitalis), sugar, and water

spoonf}:l of this coﬁcoction once every hour wouild rid an adult of mallp

half a day.53 Most su_ch. formulas employed purgatives of varyinshstrengths:

‘laxatives or cathartics such as brewer's yeast Eal and cream of tartar;ss

diuretics such as coffee " and saltpetre’!; substances to stimulate

perspirationss; even emetics such as zinc sulphate and tartarized antimeny 39

to induce vomiting. Other :ma'_lipox. reedies were less sophisticated. Onion
slices hung ab&ve the 'bed of a paéi% would absort; thé disease, ‘hasteh his -
r'ecovery and- prbteet other people li—n—-l‘tﬂ:s hou'sehold.so Plunging a.sut‘rererj'a
legs into a basin of cow-dung would bring relief by scaking up "l'humeur

\rax-'j.o:l_‘l.v.uue".'61

Whether these recipes were actually used is open tc doubt. -However peo'ple
definitely did resort ‘to other remedies. - Alcoholic beverages, for example, N
.séan to have been popular p:edicine‘a. The tmpérance-u_xinded Daily Witness
‘caﬁplained that too ma;uy people wéré_ drinking liquor or applying it to Q;‘hej.r-
skin 1n the mj.a-ta’ken belief that this rortiriv& ‘the body against smallpox or
hastened recover); from it.62 Camphor uas'anot'he:; popularitenm. ‘Both '
drugstores and street _vendora- enjored "a rushing trade” in the substanée,
whose pungent odour suppeosedly uaraéd off gems.63 But perhaps i:he mc;.'stl

- interesting mmallpox medy in-use was derived from the plant known as

sarracenia purpurez or pitcher plant, parts of which have 3t.imulant', diuretic
' 65 '

and laxative properties.® When boiled down and then drunk and washed with,

f_).
it reputedly gave one quick, substantial relief t\rcn fever, hastened recovery
P o

[} )
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fraom siallpox, prevented permanent scars, and even protected one from
contacting the disease in the first place.65 0f Indian origin,-this rescedy
had apparently seen upe in Montreal before. Newspaper reports revived public
jnterest in the plant in 1885, although they seem to have oonﬁised it with
anpther wild flower, ‘1ady'4klipper"or 'sapot de la vierge'.66 " In late
Aﬁguat, after obtaining a sample and employing it iuccessfﬁlly upon a sick
child, the Oblate priests in Montreal a;;ansed to make a supply available to
the public.57 Many druggists also sold a preparation made from the plant.
News of thé amallpox cure spread and a steady trade in the plant quickly

developed. 68

Given the limitations of contemporary medical treatment for smallpox,

cure-alls and nostrums had an understandable appeal to many people.

- Nevertheless the anglophones and middle-class French Canadians of Montreal

responded to amallpox, above all, with the care and precautions recommended by -
physicians and-civic health officials. Depending upon the circmstances, they
conscientiously isolated sick ‘family members at home or aent them to the
hospi!.t:ail.69 Most important,. they had_t.hemselvaa and their families

vaceinated as a matter of course when smallpox threatened. That, more than

any other reaaon, explained the comparatively light impact of anallpox in the

w

'predcminantly English-speaking west end, from the lowly Irish quarters of‘

Griffintown to the affiuent heights of St.-Antoine war-d.70 In eastern

' Montreal, too, the disease seldom touched those streets such as St-Denis and

St-Hubert which were "largely occupied by the higher class of French

Canadians, almost all of whom Eaerg vmxccina:ee:!.""ul



This did not mean that there was always full cooperation with

municipal officials. From time to time, newspapers alluded to the

-fact that “"respectablie citizens" sometimes destroyed quarantine sign$,72

concealed smallpox, and circulated in public despite sickness in their

homes.?3 Some of these people rejected hospitalization out-right.74

Health.officials themselves compiained -about "rich families who would
not let their re1a£jons go to the hospital, and yet persisted in going

75

about the streets shopping and marketing."” Occasionally, too, such

peopte balked at Vaccination.76

| However, much 6f the middle-class resistance to the health
officials did not reflect genuine opposition to smallpox precautions
themselves. Rather, it stemmed from a concern for maintaining class
prerogatives, especially that of privacy. Some wealthier citizens
found placarding disagreeable because it rendered their misfortune pub-

1ic.7?

Indeed, the Health Department occasionally deferred to such
feelings by placing_p]acards on the back doors of houses in the west
of the city.78 Similarly, some of the well-to-do eschewed the hospitai
because it lacked the accommodation and‘comforts befitting their class.
"I would sooner go to the hospital," remarked'oné.manufacturer, "if 1
had a private ward and my own doctor. There-are a great many like me,

e

but we have no hospital and no private ward to go to. Should that

ocbiection ?e overcome, middle~class sensibilities then made transport-
ation a problem: ‘“patients who absoluteTy refused to go to hospital

" in [an ordinary] ambulance had no objection to be removed there in a closed

80

cab."”™™ The same Sghcerh'for privacy probably also determined when wealthier
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Montrealers would willingly submit to vaccinatio_n.a1 -Hhen the desired
conditions of privacy or comfort were ﬁet., the middle-élass defiance of civic

’ officials disappsared. .

- In sum, shunning snallpoi victims, avoiding persons, places, or things
a_ssocfated' wit.;: asallpox, perhaps tr:ying a patent or home meéy,. carefully _
is_olating cne's own slck, and getting v'accinated, these were the es:;ential,
almost instinctiire responses that most anglophone and middle-class I-‘r;ench‘

Canadian- inhabitants of Montreal exhibited to snallpo_x.

Hardly a- greater contrast can be imagined than the attitudes and behaviocur
toward anallpox which pbewia_’iled in lower-class French Canadian Montreal. |
'Aithousb ‘the disease undoubtedly meant much grief &:r lower-class Montréalais
families, paradoxically it did not cause them any great alcjmn. They were

_ .unarm.id of mmallpox and in fact often seemed quite at ease in i1ts presence,
as if it were simply an accepted part of everyday life. At most, 1c3wer~-c;ass'
French Canadians exhibited intense cg'riosity towards the disease. Usually
they reacted to 1t with equanimity, nonchalance or just “indifference. Never

did they feel the terror which gripped ’°W of the rest of Montreazl.

Lower-class Montréalais did not shun or flee %he .snallpox victim. Indeed,
in a rather morbid'way., they were sometimes attracted ra‘ther than repelled by ‘
‘the sight of a sick person. In 1885, crowds of jostling French Canadian
spectatlors commonly formed around ¢ity ambulances. There they eagerly sought

a glimpse of the scarred faces of mmallpox patients leaving their hc:mes-s2
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Similar scenes occurred at the offices of the Health Department and elsewhere,
in. spite of official probibiticns.53 Eventually this led to suggestions
that the curious ocalookers might have to be roped off as happened at

ﬁ.rea.au

~ ' At home, lower-class French Canadians did not keep thé smallpox victiam
isolated from ‘others in the household and neighbourhood. Instead, visnins
was almost the order of the day. 'ﬁael est ‘parmi nous”, asked a doctor, "le
médicin qﬁi n'a pas vu au chevret d'un va;;oleux des comméres du voisinage en
visite de condoléance avec des enfants non.-vaccin‘és suspendus 2 leurs
Jupes?“ss Le Monde deacribed a similar, typical scene: 2 mother rocking
her sick child while other children played around her'ahd;wdmen of the
neighboufhﬁod visited to gossip and knit, each udiﬁ a;bhild of her own in
train.s6 According to another newpaper, 3 people visitéd sick
friends and relatives "tout comme il s'aggiﬁaait d'une rﬁume ou d'une

ﬁ\\\ indigeation."s7

Likewlse, the curé of St-Joseph parish observed that while

[~ Scme stricken parishioners were Mabandoned ﬁy their friends", ﬁhe homes of
other afflicted families "were thronged ;very evening with the friends of the
gick come to pay visits of condolence"'.88 Not on;y did loyer-class French
Cénadiansrrreely c&ll upon mmallpox patients, but the sick themselves often
circulated outside‘the.hame. Children with amallpdx were allowed to.play and
mingle with other children in the Streeta.ag Sick people strolled
unconcgq?edly areund the city, rrequenting'atbeetcars, stores, churches,.parké
and amusdhﬂﬁf'places.go- Far from being confined to soligary suffering,
then, the ahallpbx victim enjoyed much sympathetic.company and often

-

considerable freedom of movement.

V"



Not even in death were the victims of :mallpox'treated.with caution or
fear. Unlike the city health authorities, grieving- parents were not
necessarny 1nt.erested {n hasty burials. .In one jnstance, despite official
pressure for an immediate interment, a fam{ly which ran a grocery in a crowded
part of the city kept a dead child at home overnight in an open c:o:‘it‘i.n.91
On another occasion, -2 young victim received a street t‘uneral.ga Often,
rriends and relatives of the dead, including children, escorted funeral

processions to the <:'e::let,,x-y.93

Meanwhile the families of the sick were not neces,sarily' deterred,; froo
other social activities in the home. The occupants of one house held a
wedding celebration lasting two days despite the fact that ‘one child ha’d
already died of smallpox an'd two more wera i1l. Although the building bore a

placard, La Presse reported: Uga n'; pas empéché plusieurs jeunes gens de
faire & cette ramille leur vis/te accoutmeﬂ t:Ousgles jours,. tous les soirs,

11s se rendent 13 sans cmint?, y causent et s'en voni sans peur et sans
. a .

reproche-"gu

More mportant, smallpox did not divert most lower-class French .Canadian
ramil.ies fran other normal activities outside the home, particularly thelir
regular jobs. Family members and friends who were in close contact with the
sick nevertheless continued to perfom their work, whether in factories, at
hame, or elsewhere. Many had extensive contact! wit.h the public. Butchers,
bakers, millmen,.uacherwcmen, :arters, and hackdrivers, to name 2 few,

continued to ply their trades, despite sickness in thelir homes. 95 Nor did

they nind i;\%be\least serving inrected customers or households cont.a.ining




. mmallpox. Small shoﬁs in the eaat end often gemained open despiie the
exiﬁtence”ot ’ anallpoi on-;he pranises.96 In 3?m, 1t‘seams ﬁhat for
lower-class French Canadians, in sbaép contrast to the rest of Montreal, the
routines of daily life were little disturbed by anﬁllpoxl
. Y

Ohly in the realm of religion did these two very different approachés to
amallpéx oéerlap. There ir seemed that Hontfealers shared sose common o
- ground. According to religiou§ interﬁ;etaﬁions, the ;na;lpox scourge had ‘been
sent by God to test the faith of the city‘s pecple and to puniﬁh-them for
their sina.97 A few interpreters were in ract, certain that éhe divine
wrath had been incurred specifically by immorality and money:making associated
with Montreal's last winter carnaval 98 But uhatever the reason for the
epidqnic, 1t required a proper spiritual response: public prayer and special
acts of faith-and contrition to uin God's forgiveness. Some Protestant

congregations shared in this responsa99 “but their doings were inconspicuous
compared to the activities of Catholics in the city. On'Auggst 19.-3 special
High Mass celebrated the féast day of St. Roch, the saint traditionally
“invoked against epidemica 100 ’rherearter, special public services,
ceremonies, prayers, retreats, novennas, and vigila prolirerated 1n order to
obtain the intercession or the Virgin Mary or St- Roch againat the smallpox

and hasten 1its departure..

Catholics of every neighbourhood,nethnic_group and class partlcipated in
these relig¥ous activities- Special*ﬁigh Masses were celebrated rbr dif:ébent
parishes, districts and streets in Hontreal and the suburbs,w1 for the 5

members of such orsanizationa as the Union St-Pierre, the. Union St-Joseph, aqd
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the Irish Catholid Society,1°2 and for various professional and occupational
'grotpa. The ci®¥'s judgesa and lawyers spoasored the grandest church

’ sé;vices.1°3 Montreal's merchants and storekeepers also had a large

ser'vice-wn But if the "claases di;igeantes‘105

.

had speclal masses to
_attend, so too did many workingmen, often accompanied by their employers.

the newsoaper Le Honde,107jthe 7

_ Employees of the municip#l uaterworks,’os
Richelieu Steamship Line, 198 and.other tinms‘og crowded into churches to

pray for an end to the epidemic.-  The local-organization ot tﬁe‘Kn;ghta of
Labour, the Société ocuviere de Ville-Marie, even arranged for an early morning
service that workers could attend before their workday beéan}lo

Street pfocessions uere.?urely the most 1mpres$ive religious respanse of
Catholic Montreal to the smallpox epidemic. On September 21, for example,
scme three thousand parishionerﬁ of Enfant-Jésus bore a portrait of St. Roch
through the streets of Mile-End and Cite-St-Louis. '} A week laézr more:
than three thodsand people took part in a procession in the east end parish of
St-Bridget112 while two thousand men of St-Jacques made a speclal pllgrimage
to C&te,—des-Neigea cemetery to pray for a return to normal in:Montreal-113
Further demonstrations occurred in Octoﬁér, the largest being phé procession
of the Holy Rosary in the parishes of Notre-Dame and St-Jaoques. Before an
_ immense crowd of spectators, an estimated five thousand persons led a statue
of the Virgin Mary that Mgr. Bourget had carried through the streets almost

’forty yeéra earlier during the 'grand choléra!.11u In Catholic Montreal,

then, there was massive popular involvement in the religious response to the

epidemic. Ironically many of the lower class French Canadians participating in

theae_acti&ities probaply bore the mmallpox contagion along with them, thus

aasisﬁing its spread. ,

PO S
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Besides di.splaying a cqnplete and utter di.sreaard for isolaticn
preca.utions, loue.r-claas French Canadj.an.s did not have their ranil.tes
_vaccinat.ed agninst snallpox. -The latter fact was usually attributed to _
vaccinatiop acclidents and t_he malevolent influence of the anti-vaccinationist

doctors. But the diau.-.-.e of vaccination and 1ndeedrthe entire lower-clasd
" French Canadian reaction to smallpox had deeper roots. THey stemmed from a

combination of econamic and cultuml factors.

Poverty and i.t.s attendant apprehensions played an important role- in

determining the response of lower-class Montréalalis to
anallpb;c. To the city's 'working poor', to the families that

managed merely’ to subsist on the mrnings of their menbera even in the best of
times, epidemic disease always constituted a serious econcmic menace. Not
only did =mallpox maim and kill loved ones, it simultaneously robbed families
of vital wage-earnérs, either temporarily or pemg.nently. As weli, the
working-class family might easlly see its income swallowed by expenses
incurred while coping with mmallpox: payments for medication,
arrangements for the care of the si.ck, especially 'adult patients, and funeral
costs. Thus driven into debt, the family rell prey to lawyers as well as
:nallpox. Jules Helbronner, the labour columist r‘or La Presse, was one of the .
rew observers to draw attention to the fate of such pecple: "Les malheureux
o;:vriers qui ont vu la peste entrer che+ux, qui ont mangé jusqu'i leur
démier 30u pour rendre l'agonie des leurs moins pénible, qui ont été privés
de tra\}a_il pend_ant des jours et des :ana.;'mea, et qui seront poursuivis,

traqués, vendus, ruinés sans miséricorden, 115
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Disastrous a.s. smallpox 1tself might be to the lower-class family, the
precautions espoused by cfty officials often implied greater hardship. This
was eapecially trye in the case of home quarantines. In the riést place,
effective quarantines - werecertainly unappeanng, probably impract.icai, and
rfe‘c;uent.l'y impossible for lpuer—clasa families because of the crovwded,
~ impoveriShed conditiocns in which they lived. "Poor people living in small
héusea, closé and hot, and shut in from any strong breeze, can hardly be \
blamed for spending most of their time, whether sick or well, on the streetsa”,
one newﬁpaper camnented.116 Even the healthlauthorities adﬁitted that it
was }Jnral_istic to expect the poor o adnhere to satisfactory quarantine
procédures. ﬁxppose any members of the Health committee had a case of
snallpox-ia his hane, and had a family. of aix healthy children" its cha an,
Henry Gray, asked, "could they keep them cooped up for seven or eight
weexs?"117  But quarantined lower-class families also faced a greater,
economic peril. Home quarantines inevitably entailed at least temporary
unemploymeni and loss of income, and perhaps the complete loss of jobs. They

theref‘ore jeopardized the livelihood of working people. 'I'hu.s a workingman who

was barely able to maintain a ramily on his wages was unlikely to stay at home

~and willingly forfeit his job when mmallpox {nvaded the household. Nor gould
he afford to live separately from his alling !‘amily in order to protect fellow

workers ot the put:].:!.c.118

Help was sometimes available for quarantined families but only in certain
circumstances. ‘ Some workingmen surmounted the economic difficulty of
quarantines by means of mutualeld assoclations and in so deoing became the few

appafient exceptlions to the gederal disregard for isolation in lower=-class

’



French Canadian uﬁﬁtreal, The employees of cae Sc;gr. and shoe manufacturer,
for emplg, .agreed to contribute three percent of their gross weekly earnings
to any of their number who had smallpox in his family, until the diseas_e had
gone and he could safely r.etiu;n to uork."-g Cigar-makers aLt ano'ther’ factory
each donated fifty cem:s a week to those anons “them with smallpox at -
" home. 120 2 an_nuf benefit fund at a different factory vas said to yield
participants rm five to ten dollars a p:eek.w‘.l But such recourse was |
pr-obably_ available to only relatively few workers. Parish charity, when
available, offered another way for the working family-Lo observe home
quarantines. For +b11e the curé or St-Joseph perauaded atricken families -to
.stay at hame and accept suppert from a 3pecia1 collection ralsed by his

congregation. But such an arra%anent also had limitations: ‘ \

For two weeks while this money lasted there was no
’,, increase [of amallpox] but people bad to live. His .
. parishipners were ashamed to ask for charity and so

when mallpox came into their families they went on .
workinge.... 2

Hospit‘.anzation was no easier for lower-class families to bear than
isolation at. hcme. Although the ciwvic hospital was intended mainly for the-
poor because of the impractica.nty ot quarantining their homes, few families

would wi.llingly‘ send their sick there. Besides the important emotional trauma
| of dividing their families and having loved ones suffer and perhaps die123

in a strange place, amid unfamiliar faces, there was ‘a sound econamic reason
for avoiding the hospital. Civic Ihealth officials could well attempt to
overcome the former cause of resiistance by per;mit;ting a parant, usuzlly the
mother, to acccmpany any child-to- hospital.mu But wnat, then, was to

happen "to the rest of the family? The workingman whose wife went to hospital

with a child was faced with 'the problem of looking after the other children.

B T
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Il les enverra dans sa famille, il les mettra en
pension? Qui voudra les recevoir-des enfants qui
sortent de maison de-picotés? Il restera 3 la
maison pour les ga.rder, mais alors qui gagnera le
pain quotidien?125 . :

B;en the disinfection procedure that followed the departure of smallpox .
causad problems rdr lowur—class. families. It was a minor inconvenience in the
large homes qr the well-to-do. But when the snall premises of thé poor. were
fumigated, the oc;éupanta had no'cho'ice but to seek temporary sheiter
elsewhere.126 Many families also feared that their possessions would be

taken from thes or ruined during ﬁmigation.127

.Since detection by health officials might well be the first step towards
home quarantines or hospitalization and disinfection for a sick family,
smallpox cases were ﬂﬁely and diligently concealed. The Medical Officer of
Health, Dr. Laberge, camplained, for ex.a:nple, that ;n:my pecple hid cases out
of fear fhat they would be forced to send them to the hospital.128 A parish
vicar'ﬁaa not even allowed in one house to see a dying patient "sous prétexte
qu l'on aurait pu se douter de la chose et que cala.[auraig fait tort au ,peére
de la ramille".mg Footwear manufacturers worried that their shoemakers
could not be exﬁecr.ed to admit the existence of :naligox in their households
"because they knew that they. woulﬁ be out of employment", an outcome which
"liierally meant starvation" to men with large families. 30 _ Nor: were
Tactory-workers the only ones to keep their smallpox secret; =mmall

shopkeepers, neighbourhood businesses, and tradespeople from milk-vendors to
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seamstresses were just-as likely to do so. The knowledge that their

homes contairied smajlpox could either frighten away middle-class cus-

131

. i ’ * ; . . .
tomers or cause the city to.try to close down their businesses al-

together. For all, it seems,. there wa$ less risk in concealing the

disease than in letting it become known.

Finally, economic considerations probably also underlay some of
the popular imperviousness to vaccination. At one dollar per vaccina-
tion and another dollar for ‘each vaccination certificate, as some doc-

tors charged, large, boor families.would find the cost of the precaution

132

prohibitive. Freeg public vaccination answered that objecfion: But

it had been plagued by-accernts and few people wi;hed_to be vaccinated

by doctors they didfnq} know or by total strangers.%?3 Moreover, the

motives of the,vaccinators were suspect: "[T]he people . . . had got
the ijdea that vaccination was simply a.speculation of the doctors and °

some had even accused the priests of being in partnership with the doc-

w134

- tors. No doubt the anti-vaccinationists had helped to reinforce

and popularize that notion.

o -
Impoverished circumstances and attendant economic apprehensions
~ were thus powerful inducements for 1ower-§1ass families to avoid small-
pox precautions. Yet these factors alone do not fully explain the re-
actién of_lower-c?ass French Canadiah Montreai to smallpox. ﬁontrea]'s
Irish, jdst as poor and inhabiting "quite as undesirable neighbour-

resorted so readily to measures such as vaccination that the
contrast with the lower-class French-speaking population was quite appa-

rent. The latter's approach to smallpox arose not only from economic

P
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exigencies but from more basic causes at the level of culture and men-
ta]1ty It was influenced by certain attitudes towerd§ disease and
“death 1in genera] and towards smallpox in part1cu1ar and, at the same

time, perhaps reflected the simple desire of a community’ to_cope with.

disease on its own and in its own way. : _ =

A fatalistic view of disease‘seems to have—been Qide]y held among
Tower-class French Canadians, espec1a11y when it was thefr infants and
children who were affTicted. Doctors in the 1870s were frequent]y con-
fronted with a popular be]igf that it was best simply to, let disease

take its course.

Mais, dit-on, & quoi sert de faire soigner
notre enfant? Si son heure est.arrivée, il
mourra et le médecin n'y pourra rien. Lette

r idée de fatalisme est répapdu partout. Il

: est -rare d'avoir 3 traiter un enfant sans
entendre murmurer ces choses autour de nous.
On croit que les malades sont irrévocable-
ment voués 3 telle ou telle terminaison .
dans leurs nfaladies, lorsqu'il s'agit de
1'adulte on n'est pas conséquent avec ces
principes, mais chez 1'enfant, on les
applique avec beaucoup de rigueur.

Since the usual victim of smallpox was the young c¢i{ld, the response
of lower-class Montrga]ais to the disease could not.he1p but reflect
such fatalism. In addition, the very bervasiveness of sma]Ipox over the

years in their city neighbourhoods no doubt re1nforced that out]ook

-f"Fam1]1ar1ty with the loathesome evil," as one‘newspaper observed

“{had] made a sort of tolerance for it. w137

Usua11y, 1t_seems, ;he g
fatalistic acceptance of infant mortality was couched in religious terms,

as being_the will of God. According to A contemporary in #4885, many’
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French Canadians even considered the death of their young "a longed for
' joy“which spared them the trials and tribu1ation§ ofafﬁis'wonld and
left them, 21l the sooner .2 grEatfdeal better off fn-hgaven."138

The mere appearance of smallpex, let alone:its fatal outcome, would
elicit similar éxpressions of resignation. When it entered a home after

the occupants had visited a sick friend or neighbour, the outbreak-was

x139

Tikely to_bqraccepted-“cohme un mal. envoyé bar 1a Providence. Al-

though peaple mfght admit that the disease was contagious, still they

would insist "que touf dépend directement de l1a volonté de Dieu.et que

140

'si on a 3 1'avoir-og 1'aura. ) Nor could they be dissuaded since they

th0ught themselves "orthodoxes et en harmon1e avec les enseignements de

. le curé."]41 Such views, documented from the 18705, had by no’ means

, 7/
vanished by 1885 Thus the women whom Le Monde described v1s1r1ng a

-

sick fam11y with their own children in tow were deaf to reproach

N

0! qu'est-ce que cela fait, répondent en

méme ‘temps les femmes; il n'y a pas danger;

si le bon Dieu vest que nous ayons la picotte
quand m2me nous le voudrions pas, nous

1'aurions. On n'a pas besoin de personne

nous aurons bien soin de nos enfants. Vous
. [the health officers] &tes tougours avec les ' (.,
picottés vous autres et vous ne 1'attrapez pas?

So common were such sentiments that they eventually drew clerical con-
Lo ‘. . c irs ow
demnation. "Nous ne devons pas raisonner comme suit: ‘Ah! si J'aj 3 .

avoir la picote, je 1'aurai quand mame'," the abbé Sentenne pfeachedJ
e - )
"Nous ne dérgps/pas tenter 1a Providence."' %3 7 o
” . B ' \

From the perspective of such fatalism, theré would indeed have been



»1ittfe point in trying td‘ﬁrbtect oneself or one‘s family from smallpox.
_. Howevér, othef aspects 6f.tﬁe way in which Jower-class Frgnch Canadians
viewedAthat particular disease meant that they did not remain completely
passive towards it. Contemporary observers sometimes decried the dis--
regard for isolation precautions as proof of popular ignorancéfor mis-
understanding about communicable disease. "[L]'ignprénce est si grande
chez un certain nombre,* one doctor 1aménted. "qu'on en voit ne pas
craindre d’éxposer Jeurs enfants dans un 1it commun avec des patienté

u144 But there is evidence to sug-

souffrants de maladies contagieuses.
gest that suth behavioué was not always what it seemed. In the case of
smallpox, lower-class French Caﬁadians may not have understood exactly
how easily it was spread but they were undoubtedly quite awére of its
contagious nature. They surely knew as well that a single attack of the
malady could confer upon those who_survived lifelong immunity and pro-
tection from further attacks. 1t seems, moreover, that many lower-glass
Montréalais also credited smallpox with improvjng the physical well-be~
.ing of its survivors. Recovery from the diseése supposedly left one
purged of all unhea]thyisubstéhces, and perhaps even endowed with im-

145

munity to.other afflictions. Given such knowledge and beliefs, it

would not perhaps have been surprising had smai]po; victims been intent-

ionally exposed to the disease so that they would contract it. That in

-

fact feems to have happened in many fami]%es. In 1885, for example, &

French Canadian maid shocked jier sick English mistress by asking if she

146

might bring her children to pick up the illness. Other mothers had

. ? _ .
their sick and healthy offspring sieep together so that all might catch



it;147 In effect, smaiipoi_was treated as a childhood malady, a neces-

sary evil which had to be caubht and ‘gotten over with', preferably at

an early age. Lower-class Montréalais seem to'have looked upon it much
' 148

-

Ironicaily, by allowing and even encouraging the spread of smallpox,

as we now regard chickenpox and until recently regarded measles:

they were in a sense applying a limited defense strategy of their own

against it.

This‘strategy ineviﬁab]y}yften failed, leading to death or severe
d1sf1gurement but it did q/r involve doctors or c1v1c officialdom.
Therein perhaps Ties a further explanation of the 1ouer-c]ass Montréa]-

ais' response to smallpox. The deliberate exposure of children to the.

disease was perhaps a folk medicine relative of inocu1ation,149 the

pr1nc1pa1 ant1 smal1pox measure before vacc1nat1on Like inoculation,

150

it could be accomp]1shed by lay people, It thus offered a way for ~

_/

members of a fam1]y, neighbourhood, community or c1ass to conduct their

own defense from smallpox without the intervention of strangers, with-

out the intfusion of -authority figufes %rom outside their hiliey who

might seek to constrain'or contro]l them according to 0utsidefﬁre;epts- LT =
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and rules. By shunning isolation measures and vaccination in favour

of its own approach to smalipox, lower-class French Canadiam Montreal
could hope to keep ;he control of an important aspect of its life with-

[ .

in 1ts own hands.

In 1885 then, Montrea] faced sma]]pox as a divided: c1ty/7h which

much of the popu1at1on was at best apathetic about precaut1ons\gga1nst

‘ N
‘the disease. English-speaking Montrealers and middle-class French
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- Canédians, who were minimally touched by smalipox, generally abhorred it
and did their utmost to elude its grasp. Bdt Montreal's -large 1ower- -
class French Canadian popuTat1on the group from whom sma11pox exacted
_the most vic?%us toll, treated the disease quite d:fferently. Cultural-
ly ingrained beliefs and attitudes, reinforced by-meagre econoﬁic cfr-
cumstances, inclined lower-class French Canadians in Montrea1'to ass{- _
milate smallpox into their midst, to tolerate it as an unpleasant but _-<;.
integral part of their daily lives. They were thus neither fr1ghtened
by the disease nor attracted by preventative meaSures_such as isolation

1]

and vaccination.

Here was the basis for massive, popu]a; resistance to civic health
authorities. Herﬁ,;]so was the fertile ground upon which anfi-vaccina-
tionist agitation could thrive, édding to the strength of popular re-

j sistance. Until the mid-summer of 1885, that resistance had defeated
therinadequate efforts of Montrealfs civic health organization jo com-
Eﬁt smallpox. If the municipal response t0 the disease uére to become
effective in 1885, the appkoach of Tower-class French éanadian Montrea]
to sma]lpox would first have to be seriods]y challenged. With the acti-

T yvities of bus1nesi9£ﬁ and neﬂggigii} in the city, 2 cha11enge was in-

deed about to begin.

-
!

N~



Y 2

CHAPTER FOUR

SMALLPOX, BUSINESSMEN, AND NEWSPAPERS
J

Dire qb(ontréal est actuellement en état de
quarantaine, c'est [se] servir d'une expression des
plus moderée, vu la stagnation compléte des affaires...,
En effet, nos principaux hStels sont vides, nos cochers
de place n'ont plus rien 3 faire, tandis que nos marchands
sont s un &tat voisin du d&sespoir....Dieu seul sait
combien de temps durera notre isolement commerciale.

Si 1'on doit en juger par les moyens que prennent nos
voisins et voisines, le tort causé A notre commerce
sera incalculable.l '

. Smallpox commanded the attention and concern of both the
bufiness community and the press of Montreal. It menaced_‘thé leading
commercial and manufacturi:ig interests with a potential loss of ’
business. It occupied city newspapers with the threat/ it posed to,
both the human life and the economic welfare of Montreal. Initdially,
both businessmen and newspapers tended to deny that Montreal was in

any unusual danger from the disease. But their response to the

smallpox epidemic changed as the threat they perceived grew ever

larger over the summer of 1885. Out of the resultant agitation and

igferaction of these two forces, a more aggre.skive approach to the \
A- - . ' .

disease would emerge. Businessmen would begin to impose smallpox

prec/autions upon those In their employ and governmental health

~ .
‘structures would be altered for an attempt to impose similar pre—
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cautims -upon the entire city. ‘
g . The first instinctiqe impulse of the business cnmmunity was
to conceal the -;xistence of Montre.al's smallpox. If it became.
- widely adyé?éi;ed, then business~could suffer. Heace, as early
-as May 16, the Board of Trade -._protested against p.ress coverage
. of smallpox cases in the city For the dur;tiou of .,the epidemic,
businessmen consistently minimized the extent of the disease, seeking
" to droun out wndesirable publicity with the refraiﬁ 'business as
usual’. "‘Le’s pires ennemis de Montreal, sont les }bntréala-is,
ce sont eux qui dénigrent notre ville, font courir les bruits
absurdes et font le jeu de nos ‘adversaires”, scoffed a spokesman
for Montreal's transportation companies in Ju%y. "La v:.Llle de
Montr&al est la plus salubre du co:;n:inent et il%est souvrainement
‘ridicule d'effrayer les visiéeurs parce qu'il ya 20 cas de petite
 vérole ki'zoo,oooames...' |
Although the local pre.ss sometimes devoted more attention to
smallpox than .businessmen 'liked,l it a;t first largely co-operated in
dosmélaying the presence of the disease. Thus, while the newspapers
urged their read;a;s to take various smallpox precau:icrns and heed civie
/health regulations, t‘r’my als; assured tfua public that Hc'mtreal was in
no great danger.” Smallpox‘, tht_ay agreed, was under control, c:.:r at

least confined to "the remoter and poorer .‘localities",a. "the

quarters with which the general public /uever [;:ame] in <:orxta::t."S

!
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Therefore the danger did not merit undue attention:
...the Alarmist, indeed, whether official or
herwise, does as much harm as the rash or negli- _
genr. What is wanted ig the noiseless, confident - ’
" and wunceasing use of such skill and appliances asg
ve possess In abundance to keep disease at bay and
T to make Montreal as much resorted to by.the seeker
of health as it has ever been by tourists in search
of pleasure.6
In a similaxr vein, another newspaper suspended daily smallpox
bulletins on the grounds that unnecessary publicity might only zlamm
the city's visitors "chose tout 2 fait contraire aux intéréts de nos
c:i..tt‘.ay'e:zm".'7 . ' ‘ s
Such discretion was, however, of little avail in-containing
the growing threat of smallpox. _Throughoﬁt the spring and summer,
news of the disease in Montreal spread abroad. Increasingly news—
: ’ <
papers elsewhere in Quebec, Canada and the United States printed
sensational reports depicting the ciéy\?s the scene of a térrible,
raging epidemic. Montreal became a victim of a smallpox scare.
Travellers from the city began to meet with rebuffs in other
8
cities, But the most serious consequences of the unfavourable outside
publicity began to appear in Montreal, in the form of lost business.
The tourist and travel industries weig‘EEf first to feel the
economic repercussions of the smallpox:scafe outside Montreal. 1In
- * /
July, the city's large hotels and its transportation firms began to
complain that the numbers of people visiting Montreal had dropped by

. - S8
as much as one-half.9 The‘owner of the Windsor Hgtel repq;ted that
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-
his business hgh begun ailiné in June and almost disappearéd by . ))~
R v -
. . - - : e
August because "Americans dread[ed] small pox [sic] almost like -~ ' \\
. : . . . -
leprosy.“lo While his hotel failed to pay its usual yearly divideund, o

another had to lay off about forty employees.ll Meanwhile Both'riil—
way companies and steamship lines found their passenger trade |
reduced. TFrightened travellers disembarked from the mailboats of
the Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Company in Neﬁ YorngpaCe‘gi
as to avoid Hoﬁ:real.l2 Because of ﬁhe substagtial drop in passengér
and freight business aftef mid-August, the.company discontinued ics
Ontario line for the remainder of 1885.13

The difficulties of the transportgtion companies were furt?er,
compli;ated by travel restrictions impgsed by public health authorifies
outside.the province of Quebec. I& the first week of September, the
Ontario Provincial Board of Héélth dispatched officers to Montreal to

r
inspect all passengers and baggage leaving the city by train or

N

steamer. Thenceforth, travellers lacking proof of recent vaccination
could not continue the;r journey unless théy submitted to vaccination
oﬁ the époc. In addition, facilities were.established at the
Ontario border for detaining’sick or unvaccinated persons and

‘ gé;sinfecting baggage.la By September 17,-the states of Maine, New | e
Hampshi;e, Vermont, Massachusetts, Neéw York, and Michigan had also — -
begun border inspections for travellers from ng;;eal. One meonth

later, a federal American quarantine on infectga\passengers and

: : : 16
luggage from Canada came into force at the international border.
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To the east, within the province, Quebec City estahlighed.similar
defenses.17 In every direction, hindrances to. travel from Montreal

had sprung up. ' i : ‘ -
To the city's businesc communicy it seemed that economic'
congequences of smallpox had omly just'begun For in August regular
and prospective customers Began to cancel or forego or?gé; to Montreal
f£irms out of fear that their products would be contaminated by small-
pox. One boot and shoe manufacturer Teportedly lost a $5000 order

from Winnipeg this uay.l . Another shoemaking ftrm was informed by -

-
a Brockville, Ontario Buyer that he would not make any crips to
Montreal hecause of the smallpox.19 Similar newspaper reports and

manufacturers’ complaints suggested that many more cancellations were

occurring and that some goods were even being returned ‘to Montreal

20
unopened.

The loss of business was most pronounced in the clotking and

dry goods industry. Probably that was because articles of clothing,

and woollen goods in particular, were considered ideal vehicles for

—
S

smallpox germs.Zl anrreal'firmo lost orders from dry goods recailers
in Quebec City22 and more still from Ontario customers. In that
province, buyers refused to journey tyMonutTeal and commercial a
travellers sent out frem the city were “xeportedly "mis en quarantaine
dans beaucoup de‘!loc'alités."z3 In Toronto, |in fact, the 1ocal

Board of Health warily considered prohiﬁitiég sale displays of

Montreal clothing .and one merchant advertisedﬁspat kis store conia;ned

~ - - .

P
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no Hontreal—made merchandise whatsoever.za The Toronto press -even
“ecarried rather dubious allegations that a lpcal case of smallpox
could be traced to a shipment of gloves from nontreal.zs As a
result of such incidents and cancellations, clothes-making and sales
slackened. 0ctober the movement of goods from uholesalers had
fallen tuenty—five percent below normal.26
If this wera not serious enough, it-appeared that other
Montreal {ndustries might also suffer because of the smallpox. One
of the health officers posted in the city by Ontario was instructed
to examine all good; or merchandise déstined for the province in |
order to certify it free of infection. The Toronto World blustered
that Montreal would no longer be able to sell its cigar, shoe and |
other factory goods across Canada if it failed to stamp out its
epidemic.z7 From the other direction, newspapers in the Maritimes
urged their merchants to transfer their business from Montreal to
local source.s.28 Even within ;£e province of Quebec, so many merchants

were boycotting Montreal goods and purchasing in the United States

that customs duty revenue at one point on the Quebec-American

e »

border was reported to have multiplied four times by,niH-September.zg

r——

To Montreal's press, as well as its business community, the
g-' " -
actions of outside newspapers, merchants, and governments posed a
serious threat. The city's markets and its economic life were at

srake. Local newspapers saw in these developmenté'the sinister designs

- of distant commercial rivals. Montreal, they Suggested, was the
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victin of & cunning and unuarranted econouic persecution. By the

- beginning of Seﬁtember, the papers suggesced that a commercial
crisis uaé inninent;30 ;f the later qpmhents of businessumen and‘
neﬁspaperg are to fe believed, the actuai eqqncmic damage done by :
the epidemic was small and easily weath_ered;al But ev?n though no
calsmity materialized, in late August and early September, 1885,

-

‘both groups feared the worst.
. .
Meanwhile, t throughout the early sumner manths smallpox had

been steadily spreading within the city, creating a second kind of

-

threat. By August everyone seemed vulnerable to the advancing

‘disease. In ;articular, the demise of Sir Francis Hincks, who-
caught smallpox from a maid,32 must have convinced many people
‘chat the disease could easily penetrate even the most cautlous
household. With every day that passed without effective municipal
smallpox measures,.the apprehension and uneasiness increased in
English and middle-class French Canadian Montreal. Businessmen
were also prey to the groﬁing fear. Boot and shoe manufacturer ‘\\\\\
James Linton admitted to becoming "somewhat scared" of the smallpox,
to the point of ‘being vaccinated and avoiding visits his shops.33
It seemed, as one newspaper soon claimed, that "the epidemic [;aé]
obtained such he.adw‘a_y that no one E.ra_s] safe from atta’ck._"_%
Smallpox had thus assumed a much more menaci;g guise. By
mid-August, it had begun to cost'Hontreal husiness, with perhaps

the worst to come. And It uas Spreading, invading those parts of

)

¥



Montreal where it ha& been unknown. In the face of this double—

edged threat, ¥ontreal's businessmen and newspapers could no

longer #aiﬁtain':hair silence. . _ , -
The English-language press, led by the Star, Initiated the

Ebange. Oc August 15, professing alarm at the spread of smallpox

and "éhé astounding apathyrof a large sectiom 0f{}h%)populatipﬁ",35

that newspaper launchéd a campaign to publicize the gravity of the

situation and urge smallpox precautions upon the public. The other

English~language papers quickly followed suit with their own, oftren

strident, variations on the theme. In the Daily Witness, for exqﬁple,
large‘hcadlineS‘soon announced "The Dread Smallpox" and shouted
"Vaccinate! Vaccinate! Vaccinate! - The Ounly Protection".36 From
each newspaper there issued a daily stream of death statistics;

reports, letters, complaints, and horror stories about the risks of

'exposure fo sma}lpox.
| At the same time as théy drew public attention to the epidemic,

the Engiish—languagé newspapers began Lo press businessmen and

public officials to take a more aggressive ach to the disease.

No longer, they insisted, could the prbblem be condealed or ignored.
The Star claimed that, in the 1870s, smallpox had ye_n "ereated
gingerly" in Montreal: "The health office was not anxious for

publicicy, and the press deferred to the feeling which was supposed

——— 4

to exist among the business public against any aljeged 'unnecessary'

37 . )
ventilarion of the facts". I1f the same response prevailed in 1885,
. 8 '

-~
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the paper warned, Montreal could a-gain face years of endemic smallpox.
With the 1ives of Montrealers, the city's commerce, and even its |
civie réputation “at stake, something new and effective had to be

" done. o g |

. For. that something, the English;].anguagé preés ]_.ooked above ~

all to the business commmity. The newspapers agreed that businessmen
could effectively combat smallpox by themselves if they would only |
use their power as employers to impose ;;recau;ipns diréctly_upon E

the working population of Montreal. This idea an most fully
'elaboraced by t.he Star. Because an-other lgngthy'epideznic could"
reduce the size and productivity of the workfo::ce, ‘and thus the

- poten:ﬁl px_:-:fits of employers, and because smallpox would contiﬁﬁe

to frighten away outside business orders, the Star insisted that

3 m'mﬁmn had a nmatural intere‘s!: in exerting their influence -

- against the disease. "It was their duty and responsibility to fight
smallpox by maintaining clean and sanitary factories, keeping sick
workers out of them, and requiring employees to be vaccinated. .

According to the Star, the.least delay' in doing so would be "suicidal

foi}.y"l38

- The English-language pi‘ess‘ then sought the hélp of hglsi:ness-'
‘ men to i:ush the municipal pc;.ll.iticians and of/ficialg in;o & more
.effective response to smallpox. With growi;tg frequet_xcy'after' mid-
August, editorials demanded rigorous enforcement of civic heaith

regulatimé. .Better detective work by b.ea*'h. officérﬁ, stricter

-



. - " 4
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quarantines,- an adequgte is’olaéion bospital, and compulsory vacciﬁa-
r.ion.39~ Increasingly, the papers dwelt on the-defec:s of the civic
health organizatiom and-pafticqlarly the aldermen on ths.Health'Committee
and the'Ciéf Council. Agaiﬁ, the press looked to business to rectify
matters by exerting appropriate influence ot and'ch:ough the

municipal government. “We must put'pé;ssure on the Bohré of Eealf :,

- the ediﬁor'of the Gazette, Richard White, exhorted an audience of

-

manufacturers on August_ia.

. .

Let them do away wit;h‘l:he jobbery that is there now
and there will be more hope. It is 2 plain fact talked
about on the streer thag .the Board of Health is run on
jobbery principles, ££%é‘the Bottom right up to the top.
It is necessary to push on these men, and then if they
do not ast, let’'the citizens combine themselves and take -
che matter out of their hands. If active measures are
not taken, visitors-will not come to the city, and the
goods manufactured in Montreal will not be purchased.

Businessmen were not long reacsl to the newspaper campaign

against smallpox. Indiénant protests quickly arose about the massive

publicity now given the epidemic. One group of merchants called

unsuccessfully upon advertisers in the Star to help them pressurer

: 4
the paper to cease its smallpox reportage. 1 Anotherrgrouﬁ, the
'Retail Dry Goods—Merthants' Association’, gistributed circulars out—

side Montreal explaining that the smallpox danger had been blown out

: ; 42
of proportion and that the city's manufactures were quite safe.

*

Sti%l qther £irms and industries began to advertise the distance

‘between their premises and smallpox-ridden areas, and the special

precautions or manufacturing processes which supposedly protected
. . . = - C‘
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their wares from contamination. 3 ‘The organ of business Mn Montreal
the Journal of Comberce, also. insi{sted that the e T

"chiefly confined to the very poorest class of the population, -

,people.vho in all large cities paEé] “lizrle ﬁeed to the oidinary

rules of health...."‘a The business district and most of Montreal,

it insisted, was as safe from smallpox Qf any other city. But
although businessmen still strove to suppress or counteract unwelcome
. swmallpox publicity, they also reluctan‘tly Began to acknowledge the
disease and to assume an active role in.fighting it, just.as the
Euglish—lanéuage press had challenged them to. So grave hgd the
threat from smallpox become that now, in'the glare of additional

local newspaper publicity, it could be nd longer overlooked. Irate
manufacturers who complained to{?he Board of Trade a@out the publicity
were soon ad&ised By it to tackle the disease rather than simply
remonstrate ;gainst the press.!‘5 -

Business%en Qere generally receptive to the idea of
enforcing smallpox precautions amongst workers. In fact, Before
the middle of August, some had already made péecautions a condition
of f;mployment in their firms. Acting on.their_oﬂm,'rthey‘had begun
to disinfect workplaces; they ordered e;ployees to be vaccinated;
they instructed them to stop working if ‘their families ‘fell 1ill.

A few employers even continued paying those whom they sent home,

4 .
or advanced them money untifl it was safe to resume work. 6 After

the English-languige press started its campaign against smallpox,
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large numbers of businessmen began to consider simiiar'mea;urggi___

for their ﬁwn employees. Many businesgmen did so together, meeting

within &xeir .industries to devise joint courses -of action. \
The first to confer were the twelve manufacturers of the

boot -and shoe industry, one of the largeet in Montreal. Ina . ~

letter to the Star, a "Magufacturer’ suggested that together

- - A
they could ensure 25,000 vaccinations among their workers. 7 So,

on August 18, at the behest of an alderman from the Civic Health

Committee and Richard Uhite, editor of the Gazette ‘the footuear

. manufacturers gathered to decide what to do. Within ten days, all but

cne agreed, everyone of their wdrkers would have to produce a medical

certificate proving that he was vaccinated and that his family was

free of smallpox. Any worker who refused would be'dismissed.l Any
~
prospective employee would have to obtain a certificate in order ta
48
ba hired. In effect, uncooperative workers were to be blacklisted.

In the following days and weeks, other groups of employers

‘announced different but comparable agreements. Among thogs who did

so were the various companies of the ‘paper trade’ (book—bir;ders,
collar-makers:_box and bag_manufaétuxers, and allied firms);‘ *
manufacturers and wholesalers in the clothing industry;so the major
transportation ;:ompanies;51 the principal ironworks;sz érinters;53
tobacco and cigar manufaccurer§;54 dry goods retailers;ss and carriaée
and harness makérs.56 In maﬁy cases only a few employers were/f\.
involved-initially, to be joined later by fellow Businessmen{unti}‘\\
- )
\
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‘their anti—smallﬁox pact embraced most or all of their particular

' iﬁdustry. Some busineSSnén-orgaa!zed joint action not only uithin.r
théir_industfies Bﬁi beyond. 'Tﬁus in late Septenbei; a 'West End'
Manufacturers' Associa;ion' ﬁppeared, which g;ouped all the major

" employers located aiong the Lachine éanal for the purpose of
enfbgcing smallpox precau ons"amongst_ucrkersls7 In the meantime,

a g;od many other companies, bo:h large and ;mall; independently'
decréed smallpéx regulations for their enployées. Collectively .

or individually, a growing number of Businessmen thﬁs became

engaged ;n making vaccination aﬁd ;solation m;asures mandatoTry

for wo?kers, with dismissal and unemployment the u}cimate penalty
for £he employee who would resist. The local press so;n dubbed these
activities an 'Employers' Movement' or 'League' against smallpox.

The business commﬁnity was far from completely'ﬁnited or
uniform in its neé approach to smallpox. Often the specifics of
business agreements concerning workers and smallpox varied considerably.
Whilelsome emploxers,.for example, left the onus on workers to obtain
va;:;;htions and prove themselves safe for work, or were cgntént to
rely on civic health officeés to perform vaccinations and warn them
of disease in workers' hdmés,ss others proJided by themselves for the
vaccination of workers and the-inspection of their homes and famiiies.sg

,( N . _ . In some cases such variations stemmed ‘from the nature or
- -_\\\) i structure of the industries involved. Employers in the clothing

{ industry, for instance, were faced with a different situation from
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that of most boot and shoe manufacturers. Rather-than beiﬁg perfor-
med in centralized shops or factories, most of the work was contraited
out torhundreds of individuals or families to be done at home on 2
plece3Hrk basis. One large wholesaler, Hollis Shorey and Company,
employed about 2500 persbns this way.eo Clothiers thus had to worry
not only about enforcing precautrions amongst store or warehouse
employees but also about keeping work materials out of infected
households in thg Montreal area. Some firms began despatching agents
to visit families 56 that Qoék could be withheld frd; any with smal;-
pox.61 Eventually the chief wholesale clothiers formed a 'Tréd;
Sanitary Associafiﬁn' which hired doctprs to vaccinaté all their
workers and check their householés. Any sick outworkers discove;ed

‘ were dismissed and contaminated cloth was either destroyed or fumigated
and stored off the market. Workers who resisted vgccination or home

“

ingpections could bé fined, 1if they lived in Montreal, or blacklisted-
if they lived outside the ciCy.62 -Thus the structure of the clqthing
industry cbliged its employers to go to greater lengths than other
manufacturers in order to enforce smallpox precautions amongst its
workforce. ;
Variations also océurred withiﬁ the Employers' teague ’

because cof the diffgring inclinations of individual businessmen.
Many, for example, were willing to retain the positions and continue

the wages of workers with sick families in order to encourage them to

stay at home. The-Health Committee and Mayor Beaugrand urged other
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- -businessmen to follow sui:.63 But some thougﬁt such gemerosity too
expensive or too likely to be abused by uorkersea and ;o the matter "
was generally left to the discretion of each employer. A l;ss v
frequent pOing of disagreement was the degree of coercion to be u;ed '
against workers. A.feé businessmen balked at the idea of forcing
vaccination upon employees, especially since an ‘accident’ could be
the result. TFor that reason, the 'paper trade' firms oould not at
fiést'agree to lay off unvaccinated workers already in their employ.65
getail merchants also teﬁded to be reluctant to compél employees to
get vaccinated.66 Becausg.boot and shoe manufacturer Guillaume |
Boivin objeéte& to the compulsory aspect of the agreement made by
his fellow manufacturers it appears that he stayed out o{ it eptirely.67

As the Employers' 1oapne  gathered mémentum, however, the
differenées and dissension in the business ranks'.seem to have diminished.
Atceﬁpts to regulate ‘workers became more ambitious and more.ex:ensiwe ’
in scope. Smallpo¥ measures introduced by certain emplé&e;g were i'
subsequently adopted and expanded by others. Before long, for inétance;
systematic inspections of workers' homes were organized not only by
clothiers but alsoc by firms which handled re1ated products and some-

times contracted work out: furriers, felt-workers, shirt and collar

. : 68
manufacturers, and even boot and shoe manufacturers. Clothing firms

-
-

were also among the earliest employers to require vaccination not
only of workers but of thgif families as well. After late September,
other buginesses involved in the Employers' Lleague generally enforced

the same requirement.
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While the Employers' reague developed, the English-

language ﬁress, with the Star in the forefront, maintained

constant pressure on.bnsinessmen alternately applauding their

resort to force and prodding them to do more. At every step, the

- - -

Star reminded businessmen of the threat to business and human liyea

from smallpox. Repeatedly, it articulated their feelings and fears

and the justifications they needed in order to imposg.precaotions

upon the working-class families dependant upon their wages. .fo

H

those who hesitated to force employees to be vgccinated, for example,

the Star, haviog-olready vaccinated its own 150 workers,70 insisted

there was no problem.. Compulsory vaccination was the law of the land,

it asserted, and few workers really.had strenuous cbjections to the

measure.

In any case, it was the eﬁployer's prerogative to set the

. terms of employment, including whether a worker should be vaccioated.

In doing so, the employer alsd served the public interest.

It is & question if a ma s a right to imperil his
own life by his own ignorant prejudices but certainly
he has no right to imperil the lives of other people.

'The manufacturers have a right and it is their bounden

duty to protect their own lives, their own businesses’

and the lives of their employees and customers by - .
insisting upon vaccination as_a condition of retaining
employment in their service.’l .

. Was it not humane, rather than "eyrannical” of the employer to force

upon his worker the same pro:eotion that he himself enjoyed, the paper

asked.72

In the same vein it later urged businessmen to vaccinate

their workers' families. '""The households conneoted with their

factories,

mills and warehouses compriso almosi every family in Montreal.

s,
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Let their influence and generosity extend vaccination to every man,

woman and child eating their bread, and a fatal blow will be struck

at émallpox."73 i ' :

,

Businessmer who were slow to respond te such exhortations

b: who remained aloof from the Employers’' League soon came
under fire.from the newspapers. According to the Star, business

‘ . . -
hold=-outs, who might hire the unvaccinated hands dismissed by other
firms, were not only dangerous but also foolish, since a company's
guarantee that its workers were completely vaccinated could constitute

: iy
"a valuable document in the hands of a travelling agent or salesman". "

The paper subsequentl& threatened to publish the names of businesses

outside the League and of any participants within it who failed to

, - 7
regulate their workers as they had promised. 3 The same threat of

exposure was also used by some employe;k as a way of enforcing -
. . . 76

-

smallpox agfeements and punishing violations of them.

S By late October, with the help of the English-languagé press,

o ] ’
the Employers' League comprised some 200 firms running the gamut of

‘business activities in Montreal.  They ranged from the very small to

the very large: from barbers, grocers, hardware merchants, or butchers
employing ten or twenty workers at most, to the brewers, rubber manu-
facturers and other such concerns employing hupdreds of people. The

League encompassed most or all'of several industries with many

* thousands of employees: eighteen tobacco and cigar manufacturers,

eleven boot and shoe makers, twelve printers, twelve paper trades

~

firms, twenty~six firms In the carriage and saddler trade, and many
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more.’’ In sum, the Star happily declared, "The merchants, the
manufacturers, the shopkeepers, and e_mpi.cyers of labour generally "
Eiere] coming nobly forward in the crusade against smllpox."'78

“The 'crusgde; against smallpox did not consist of the
Employers' peague 4lone, however, For at the ssme time 25
business;en, cheered on by the English-language press, began organi-
zing the 1mpésition of Smallpgf precauticns op thelr woriers, they
also- joined with the newspapers in agitating for more aggfessive
government action againsf the disease. Together, aféer mid-August,
the two allies p:essed civic officials and politicia}h to devoté more
resources to the municipal camﬁ#ign against smallpox, to provide a
better isglazion hospita%, :; pursue more rigorous policies of
disease detection, qu&?antines, vaéciuation_and sanita:ian.. They
called, as well, for some means of egforcing similar measures in the
suburban municipalities around Montreal;‘ In liftle more than a
month, their joint campaign brought about two important changes in
Montreal's public health orgamization, changes which were expected to
- make it effective against smallpox at last.

The business and press agitation tookoseve:al forﬁs. on
August 18, inspired b; Richard Whire, the editor of the Gazette,
Montreal's boot and shoe manufactuféfs named delegates to accompany
him to City Hall to seek action against the épidemic. Exqepﬁ on

some minor requests, they were rebuffed by the Mayor and the chaiéyan

of the Finance Committee, who refused to concede that the situation
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warranted special actiom. Implying that little more could be
ected of the city aldermen, the Herald and the Star publicized the

idea of @ special 'vigilance committee’ of citizems which would

either reinforce, or supplant-éntirely the civic HeaithACommittee

" in order to deal effectively with smallpox. If City Council would

not authorize an increase in the staff and expenditufgs of the Health
Comnittee._it was argued, then outside.assi#ﬁance could raise the
necessary fuﬁds and 'public-spirited’ volunteers to reverse the tide
of diéeése enguifing Montreal, and set the city's heaith on a -
permaéigély sound fqocing.so In one newspaper, a 'boot and shoe
manufacturer' suggested that a public. assembly chaired by the Mayor
establish a committee of businessmen to see to the task.81 And at
the beginning of September, the Board of Trade organized gfpetition
amongst businéssmen, doécors, aﬁ& prominent citizens in;faupur of just
sqch an assembly.82

By fhen, the business commmity was growing restless and
impatiénﬁ wiih the municipal authorities. Business and newspaper
representatives meﬁ again with them on September 3. All that résu{ced
was .an agreement_to solicit the aid of the Catholic clergy, the city's
four medicalhfacﬁlties, and the French-language press in order to
pursuade more of the bublic to é;t vaccinated.83 That no longer

sufficed for a growing number of business leaders. “Have the people

who made the trade of the city no power to see that the law for the

“protection of the people 1is honestly administered?' an angry manufac-

turer shouted, at a special gathering of Montreal's business interests

-



the _next de.y.s"‘ His colieagues low:lly attacked th'e City Council and -

demanded immediate, umcoxpromising measures ‘which would oblige the
_ pcpulation to submi: to smallpox precautions. The English-language

-

rneuspapers agreed, the Star, for example, urging businessmen to pd&h
for_“prompt, decisive and revoluciona;y action".®? -

. Thanks to the Board Aé Tradeé's petition, on September 5
Mayor Beaugrand convened a large ﬁublic meeting to recomsider the
mnnicipal-fesponse to the epidemic. More than one thousand

people attended from the rank; of the political, social, religious,

and business ihjxes of Montreal. eThe meeting produced a series of
resolutions calling for immediate, enforced Beuse-t04house vaccina-
tion, beginning wi:ﬁ the worst h;t areas of Montreal and shbufbs; a
larger hospital and rigorous quarantines for those unable to be
hospitalized; a clean-up campaign in the cityxand suburhs; and the) -
full financial and 1egal.co-operation‘of City Council during the course
of these activities. To assist cidic officials, the meeting_also
establishe& a 'Citizens' Committee' domineted by,businessmen and two
newspapermen, Hugh Graham of the Star and Richard W?ite of the Gazet:e.aé-

After a further ten days passed with no apparent Council

L3

action on the resolutions of September 5, the business leadership
of Montreal stepped up the pressure on the city aldermen. Supported
by the new Citizens' Committee a group of '"notable citizens Tepre-

senting the most influential commercial and industrial concerns in

Montgeal petititoned the City Council with a scheme to combat smallpox.

r
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Among otherlthings, they proposed to institute a city-wide inSpéciidh
for unrepo::e& cases, build a large, ténporary hospital within a week,
hospital@zf. or strictly quarantine the sick, and carry out a systematic
'door-to-é;;¥ vacéination of the population. ;n order to accoleisﬁ
these measures, they would assume temporarily the full stétus and
ggthority cf the reguiar,'elected HeaIth Committee and uould‘have a
;elatively free rein to spend city funds as they saw fit.a7

: - Because of tﬁe pet?tion and its powerful bn§iness @aqkers,
the‘City Council was at last obliged to yield partialiy fo its
critics. Six represeﬁtatives from the Citizéns' Committee, Hugh .
Graham, Richard White, and four other buginessmen,iwerg allpwed'to
join the seven aldermen on‘:he'ﬁealth Gommi:tee.88 Althou;h the -
new members were ig a minority on the Committee ;nd‘stili had to
look to City Council for money to combat smallpox, they were now
in a better‘position to effect changes?zn divic health activity, L
They would act as a iiaison between the aldermenland the Citizens' Eﬁg(\i

Committee, conveying the latter's criticlsms and proposals and-sﬁhrring .

the former on to action.

-

In the meantime, the newspaper and business agitation had
achieved" another important change, the establishment of an emergency
provincial Boézdgof Health: There had been mounting pressure from

A 1 . -

the press and from medical critics for something to be done about

the unsanitary and diseased sfatg of Montreal's suburbs, especially

St -Jean-Baptister Some had suggéQEFd a quarantine or "'sahitary.
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. . 8
- cordon...to prevent commmication between the village and the eity" 9

while othé%s-felt:that the ultimate solution lay in annexation.90

But by the end .of August, most newspapers had taken wp the {dea of a

g

' superfor public health body to’cope with the suburbs. Support for.

che idea exiSte\\among businessmen and.in the Health Department .as

well.gl Moreover a provincial body might give the civic health

- organization more power to tackle smallpox uithin Montreal. Therefore,
on September 4, city officials succeeded in having the Quebec govern—
ment proclaim an emergency-provincial health law unused since the

’ 2
" last cholera epi¢3mic.9 It created an emergency Central

Board of Health uith virtually unlimited powers ;o deal with the small-
pox/epidemie. The Board's decrees were to be enforced'in each

—— ' . i
mmicipality through local boards of health which could be replaced
if they failed to cooperate. Meyor Beaugrand, Henry Gray, chairman of
the civic Health Committee, and seven doctors were named to'the new .
Central Boaro. Dr William Hingston became its chairman. 93 The
enlarged civic Health Committee became the local board of health with
which the provincial body would deal.

To the press and the business commmity, these developments

spelled  the beginning of a new and effective ouﬁicipal response to

smallpox. 'NewSpapers hatled the infueion of new blood on the Health

‘Committee; "The wealth, :he enterprise and the intel}igence o

Mbntreal ha[;] never been so well represented in the [}he Councii]

Chamber...", aeco;ding to the Star.94 And the formation of the Central



Board caised similar optimism. To the Star, it-signified the lomg-". " -

awaited deliverance'ojf pooer; from local authorities with "smll
ideas of sxniterion" sod."profound respect for popuiar prejuddoeéf
*aod suspicions" to:men of. expertise and‘setion;gs )
Inirially the business comnunity of Hontreal had been
"determined to smother the city's epidemic 1n reassuring silence.
Montreal’® srnewspapETB'were a largely cooperative ally in'ghat;endeaf'

vour.  But the growing threat of the epidemic the harm done outside

v

markets by publicity about che smallpox and the seemingly relentless~
spread of the disease within Mont?eal endangeriﬁg everyone 's lire

" made that response untenshle. ‘Led’by the §£5£, “the Engliéhflanguage
press broke the silence to demand a more aggressive approach to .
smallpox. Though hoscile to publicity. businessmen soon agreed that

a change was necessary, and, encouraged by the Star, they organized
the dmposition of smallpox precautions upon the uorkforce under their
 control. At the same time, the English papers and the business Com-‘.
mnity pressed for a similar change of approach by the City. Their

agitation won them 2 place in and greater influenoe upon Montreal's

<o

public health structure and led to the formation ef an emergenCy '_ -

provincial health body.. By mid-SEptember then, a new public health

‘regime stood in command of Moncreal's fight against smallpox. The

-stage was set for confrontation between this new regime and lower-
Al - - -

-

¢lass Frehch Cand&iian Montreal.
4



CHAPTER FIVE

SMALLPOX-AND THE NEW PUBLIC HEALTH
REGIME: COMPULSORY . ISOLATION

-;, Infthe fd}ét week of November, 1885, a fanﬁlyﬂpaffd'Gagnon
.l héid.the gttenfion of much of the ﬁubTic in Montreal. . The Gagnons
- lived on Rollaqd Lane, near the Grand Trunk tracks at the northern
) end of Ste-AnneHw?nd Theirs was an 1mpover1shed neighbourhood,

Ya d1rty, d1ngy infected hole inhabited by -poor peop]e who were

literally crowded together.“]

The family had a child with smallpox
but steadfast1y refused to-send it to the hospital. 'Brandishfng_

: a‘gun, the father had driven off fifst health officers, then po]icémen _
.bearing-arrest warrants. dn November 3, whilé a sympathetic crowd
gathered outside and womenfolk watched and shoutedlfrom neérby win-
‘qoﬁs and doorways,'Gaéndn fired upon and successfu]iy stopped a |
'bo1iCe detachmént from forcing its way into his home. Determ1ned

to arrest the man at any cost, city off1c1a1; dispatched detectives
and policemen the next day to try to persuade him to surrender. But,
1ﬁstgad, the sudden return of officials and police reinforcements
threw the family into a panic. .A gun battle ensued. 'Nhilé Gagnon

was forcibly led away, his terror-stricken son exchanged shots

 with the police, the Mayor having ordered them to return fire if

4

10%

e



- 102

necéssary to defend. themselves. Fiﬁé1Ty, the boy was 21s0 capture&

‘and the hysterical mbthér and four other children taken away in

an ambulance to ‘the hospital.2 ) ) -

" The skirmish higthghted a period of opeﬁ confrontation
between the new publiclhéaith authorities of MantreaT an& thé-ciiy‘s
lTower-class Fréhch#tanadian popuiation which had begﬁn as eﬁr]y as
September.‘.Led‘by the;represéhtatives of the Citizens' Commiﬁtee
on the enlarged éivic\Héa]th Committee, and'aided by the new

Cénffal Board of Health, city officials began imposing precautions
which would eliminate all contact be tween sha]]péx victims and the
rest of Montreal. Rather than one or two sﬁmple regulations, this
new isoTation offensive;emp1oyed three basic strategies comprising
a variety of measures. One strategy of fso]ation, the‘heast used,
lay in restricting the many public functions, éven%s of gatherings
tkohich people carrying contagion might be drawn or in whicﬁ they
might pahticipatéi Ancther approach to isdlation consisted of

1imiting the circulation of the smallpox-victims themselves by

means of better detection and tighter home quarantines, complemented

by the distribution of ré]ief to the quarantined and by improved
court enforcemgnt of the health laws. The.thifd and simplest
stratQQY; an extension of the second, was to compel all the sick

tb enter hospit@ﬁ. Ill-disposed to the isolatfcn measures imppsed
upon them, lower-class French Canadians were prepared to resist not

4 } - .
only b¥/covert, individual acts of evasion, as before..but_a1so by

-

A
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open, co]iective;-and occaéiona11y'violent deﬁonstrations.._ Some -
timés, toq-popuiar feeling was reflected elsewhere, in the actions
or stands ﬁaken by doctors, French-language newsp;perg and
mUnicibaT politiciéns. HeanwhiTe the Central Board of Health
car+ied the isolation offensive beyond thelckty limits to Montreal's

suburbs, where there was also opposition. This chapter, then,

"~ deals with the.intensified isolation activities of the new public -

health regime, the clashes. to which they led with lower-class
French Canadians, and the eventual impact they had on.the epidemic.
Even before September, city officials had begun to restrict.

some public activities and gatherings which they feared would

- facilitate the spread of smallpox. At the request of businessmen

in late August, for example, Mayor Beaugrand had cancelled an

impending visit by the Barnum circus.3 In the_monihs that followed,
certain other kinds of gatherings were curtailed. Weekly concerts
in Viger.Square were;stopped.4 The reopening of city Schob]s

was delayed two weeks.® Once open, the schoo?; were not allowed

to admit any child. without a doctor's certificate of bea1th_and
some assurance that there was no smallpox in the.vic{nity of his
home.® The healtﬁqauthorities restricted attendance at the funerals
of smallpox victims and decreed that ;he burials had to take place
withid six to twelve hours'of death.’ In November, after many
complaints about crowds in the city's court-rooms, the Central -’
Board of Health permitted judges to Timit the numbers of spectators

attending trials.8 -
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' Hoggyéfjfghe great majority of public gatherings went com-
pletelng;aisturbed, largely because pubI%c opinion would not coun-
" tenance the drastic or widespread restrictions that might have been
effective against the smallpox epidemic. Th}s Qas particu]érly
~evident when, in October, the Health Committee voted to prohibit
a]l,éatherings in churches; amusement and other meeting p]aces‘for
a period of one month.” The City had already tried and failed to
have the street procession of the Rosary pos‘cponed.]0 Now the idea
of closing the churcheé Srought an immediate protest from Catholics
" and Protestants, from French and English language newspapers, and
from clergymen that this wa% the time whéﬁ religion and church-going
was most vital. So strong was the outcry that the Central Board of

Health overruled the local ofﬁcia‘ls.H

The Citizens' Committee then
eﬁtertained the notion of having policemen at every church entrance
to turn away the sick.12 But in the end the City had to be content
with posting copies of the provinc1a1~hqg1th regu]afions on church

doors.]3

The defenders of religious éatherings insisted that there
were more dangerous crowds elsewhere:. in business and market
p]aces,_at political meetings, in parks and at-amusement spots,
in Montreal's theatres, and in the bars, taverns and pool halls
--frequented by “the classes among whom ;he small pox [was] known to

14-

prevail."” One newspaper even mentioned the spontaneous street

- crowds created by such unpredictable events as collisions, dog-

fights, wandering maniacs or charlatans seiling medicjne.]5 ‘Although
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the health author1t1es cons1dered closing certain pub11c attract1ons, ,

~ they eventua]ly d1d nothing. The c1osures\uoqu probably not
' —

have been popular. Moreover, the officials were reluctant to

close some amusements while other p1aces and especially churches,

remalned open."6 As for events like the immense pol1t1ca1 ratlies

concerning the 'Riel question’, which consistently drew many thousands
of spectators during the epidemic, there appears never to have

been an} offieial thought of prevention or control. A generai

prohibition of all such gatherings would surely have. been 1mposs1b1e

to enforce. _ . . T

Because a strategy of restricting pubiic gatherings -

'awas unacceptable to too many c1t1zens, and therefore 1mpract1cab]e,
the new public health regime concentrated instead on contro]11ng
smallpox v1ctjms themselves. A decree of the central Board

.qf‘Hea1th_forbade anyone sqffering from or in contact with contagious
disease to frequent public vehicles, streets, schools, churches;
theatres, and any other public place or gathering, indoors or-
out.17 Meanwhile, city officials; led by the busﬁness and press
representatives on the civic Health Committee, made new and more
ambitious attemptsto detect and quarantine and eventually to

hospitalize the sick. . | S

' As soon as the representatives of the Citizens' Committee-
had joined the Health Committee, they set about devising a new

plan of action against the epidemic. In the process, Hugh Graham
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and Richard White quickly made tﬁemse1ves the most influential
of the new arrivals and. became._the driving force on the Health
" Committee. The two newspapermen wanted a concerted, house by
' house,'municipalAinspection of Montreal, followed by Strict,Atwenty-
. four hour uatcpes or by the compulsory hospitalization of every
sick person found. Graham presented the Health Connﬁttee wiph
a detailed, n1ne-po1nt plan 1ncorporat1ng these proposals and,
on September 24, the plan was off1c1a11y adopted 18
In practice, Graham's plan meant that the City would

concentrate first on finding and quarantining smallpox as effectively
as possible within the homes of its v;ctims. It would-do so partly
by enlisting the help of nuns and priests. The Grey_Nuns had begun
visiting and nursing smallpox patients in various neigobOurhoods
in mid-summer. Now, at the request of the Healeh Committee, both
they and the Providence Nuns formally undertook to Tocaterand report
cases of the disease, and to_iso}ate and care for them. The Grey
Nuns carried out this work among Catholics west .of St-Laurent while
the Prov1dence Nuns Tooked after eastern Montreal Besﬁdes extolling
QUarant1nes from the pqu1t,~c1ergymen too were asked 10 alert
_the authorities to any 1nfected\families which they might discover.

| As well as relying on the work of nuns, the Cit} expended
its own detective and quarantine activ%ties. Sometimes the C?“tral
Board of Health helped, by increasing tHe powers of the local
ofFicials. One of its earliest regulations enabled the Health

Department to close down or prosecute shopkeepers and tradespeople
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who carried on business despite the.presence of smallpox on their

premises_.20

The Department cqntinuéd to p]aéard houses with smallpox
and, using aﬁoth&r provincial regule@ion isshed at ‘the request .of
the Citizeng’ Committee, made heads of households réSpoﬁsibIe fok
maintainihg these signs, no matter who might tear them down.21. If
there were any doubts about other isolation or inspection powers of
the Mealth Depariment; these, too, were dispélled by decrees of the
Central Board. |

The mé;t important element of the new civic isdﬁaticn offen-
sive was a systematic search and quarahtine operation. .Th{s required’
a dramatic increase in the manpowef of the Health Department. To the
thirty-three men by now emﬁ]oied by the De;;artment,22 were added
fifty specially recruited 'isoTatioh constab'les'.23 Beginning in mid-
October, in the districts of Montreal with the most smél]pox, the
new officers went frbm house to house, inspecting the_.occupants
and posting guards outside whenéver they found afflicted families
who would not let their sick be hospitalized. The guards did not
interfere physically with persons entéfing or leaving infected houses
but warned them thaf they-woufd be prosecuted for doing 50.24 As
rthe‘campaign progressed, more special constables were hired until

25 Then, at the end

they eventually numbered between 150 and 250.
of October, the City began placing seals upon the doors of infected
dwellings in order to tighten the quarantines and to allow individual

26

officers to guard more buildings at once. If a seal was broken

by an unauthorized entrant -- anyone other than a doctor, nun, or
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c1ergyman -- the occupants would be held legally responsible.

-In a 11m1ted way, th1s isolation campaign also involved
Montreal's French-languagg press. . Hugh Graham and Richard White
- met with the French-language newspaper publishers in Séptember to
obtain their cooperation in promoting smallpox precautiqns.27
And subsequently the papers-pfinted'editorials in support of such
civic measures as placarding and quarantines and urged people to
comply with them.

As a further inducement to the public to cooperate, the
health ‘authorities took two comp]ementaff moves. One was the
estainShment of a regular, ciyid smallpox relief system. Because
nparish charity, the assistance of fellow workers, or—the help of
a benevolent emp1oyef was unavailable to many working families with
“sma11ppx, municipal aid was seen as the necessary way to alleviate
.théir financial worries and enable them to comply readily with hfalth
}egu1ations.23 hThroughout the summer, civic officials, medical -
spokesmen, newspapers, énd finally businessmen had suggested various
" relief schemes. But ﬁnti1 September there had beeﬁ only one tentative,
semi-officiaT effokt'to help smailpox victims, a public subscription
fund initiated by the Mayor on August 19. The $1800 which the cémpaign
raised had permitted tiny disbursements by the Mayor, the Medical
Officer of Health, ﬁhe ﬁuﬁs and the St-Vincent de Paul Society but_only
for about three weeks.Z9 With the advent of the new Health Commiﬁtee,
however, came a regular relief operation. At its first sitting, the
Committee, led by Graham and Nhite, reque;ted'SSOOO for.smallpox

relief.30 And it gradually succeeded in getting that and more money '
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released in instalments by the civic Finadﬁe Cdmmitteé ovér the:
following months. ‘After a brief and unsuccessfu?.experﬁmént with
the disiribution of the r?lief by a group of aldermen and membefs.
of the Citizens' Committee, the task waS'entfusted to ﬁﬁe nungfwho
were already visit{ng the sick and to committees organized by. |
Montreal's Protestant <:'l,er'gymen.31 , ’ -

Thanks to the new relief system, needy families with
smallpox could receive three, and later four, dollars worth of aid
each week from the .Health Department To ensure that th1s assistance
was used as intended, particularly in the case-of families with
"~ drinking fathers, it usually took the'form of food, medical supplies
and perhaps clbthing, rather than cash. These provisions weré brought

32 The City also hiped fifteen

~ to quarantined homes twice weekly.
doctors to visit poor families in their}ﬁg@?s free of charée.33 In
return for this largesse, the recipien§§ were expected. to obserye
health regulations and, above all, to stay in quarantine. “Families
suffering from small pox," it was explained, ,'have no right to expect-
any help from the community unless they are prepared to do their duty

34 At the request of the Citizens' Committee,

‘towards the community."
the City hired an inspéctor to try to ensure that assiste& families
cooperated; otherwise they were to be depr1ved of the relief. 5
TH}S municipal sma11pox relief ultimateTy reached a con-
‘siderab]e number of people. At the peak of the relief work, in the
last week of October, the Providence Nuns alone assisted 310 families,

or 1631 individuals, in eastern Montreal.36 By December 5, the
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Providence Nuns, the Grey Nums, and the Protestant relief committees
had together helped a total of 2480 families, or 13,751 persons.37

Civic relief expenditures had surpassed $7600.

.
) ~ The health authorities used fiot only the carrot but also

the stick. For at the same time as ﬁhey‘distribueed relief, they
est;blishee a special swunary court for public health infractions.

It was intended to solve two probiems,'fiPst to remove smallpox-
related cases from the crowded fegu1ar.court-rooms, and second, _
to provide faster and less lenient verdicts than the ¢ity Recorder's .
Court which had dealt with such cases thusfar.ag After the City
obta1ned permission from the Central Board of Health to set up

the court, and after a brief faise start caused by an uncooperative
mag1strate " the new ‘Sanitary Court' finally got underway on October
24.39 Thereafter it meted out penalties according to each offender s
econom1c cxrcumstances, awareness of” the law, and willingness to
comQ1y ~ when given 2 second chance. For persons undeterred
by warnings or suspended sentences, it issued fines generally
ranginé from twc to ten dollers or a]ternative1y.prison sentences |
from five or seven days to twc weeks in Yength.40

The final element in the new civic campaign to confine -

smallpox to its victims' homes was the independent activities of

the Citizens' Committee. With its own hired detectives and a

special vigi]ance'committee established at the beginning of October;4]
the C1t1zens s Committee undertook to be both the unofficial auxiliary

and the watchdog of the Health Department. On one hand 1t Tooked
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for smallpox cases and health infractions which the Department might.
‘have m1ssed on the other it scrut1n1zed the performance of the -
Department jtself, criticizing any work which it judged unsat1sfactory.
In doing so, it kept pressure on the civic officials to mike the new
offens1ve against smellpox assgffective as poss1b1e.

o~
In- 1awer—c1ass French Canadian Montraa] however, the \\
)

new municipal drive to find and €ontain sma]lpox within home quarant1nes ,
’

met with more resistance than ever and this in spite of the counsel]wng*(,,/
of ¢lergyman and newspapers, the availability of relief, and the threat

of the San1tary Court. . -

] - Many families still managed to conceal their s1ckness.

Some hid smallpox with such guile that official suspieions were never

even aroused, 'thi1e others wﬁo were suspected of having smallpox
nevertheless contrived to keep inquiring health officers out of their -
homes.*2 Sick people were~also‘hidden from clergyman and nuns.

0ne invalid visited by a priest denied having smalipox at first and

kept his room dgliberate1y darkened so as to conceal thé evidéncg

of his ailment.43 Th%ﬁ? was, in fact,'resentment'ﬁt the help which

the nuns gave the Hezlth Department. At ohe point, on September 29, -
about 200 people géthered on Ste-Catherine sfreet near the Sisters

of Providence.convent, apparently in anger that the nuns had been
informing the authorities about smallpox césgs.44 The popular de;i}é

for secrecy was sti11 reflected, as well, -in the behaviour of a good

many doctors. So many were there who still did not report cases that,

under pressure from the Citizens' Comm1ttee, the City brought two

Fl
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prominent offenders,'Dr; Coderre and an anti-vaccinétionist colleagqe&h
before the Sanitary Court as a warning to others.45 Perhaps the
persxstence of health of ficers and: nuns eventua11y paid off against
the extensive concea]ment of smallpox and, in time, reveﬂe_d most E &
cases. In the Ta;t three .months of 1885, the Health Department
recorded about 2500 infected houses.4é But at the height of the
epidemic, in October, there were surély many others which never
came to Tight.
. By its very nature, hiding smallpox was a clandestine
sort of resjstance and one not readily apparent. But in other
. ways the popq1ar reaction to civic-quarantine activities was
increasin§1y open and defiaét. In particular, thé destruction
of p]acards-reéched enormous proportions, Some iamilies covered
thqx\\hth newspapers or 'to let’ s1gns,47 but most tore them down‘
with such unfa111ng regularity tha~,1t was suggested the4warn1ngs
be pa1nted on bu11d1ngs 48’ The resu1t was that,” at-any given time,

only half of the 1nfected houses known to the Hea]th Department -
mightfbeaf b]acards On many days in October and November, health
off1cers spent more t1me replacing “the signs than posting new Iocatmons 43

1t appears that the Sanitary Court was of little help. It dealt

. [

with. fever than 200 health infractions before the, year's end,50 g
whereas that many placardswould be destroyed within two days. Nor \\

does it seem likely that the clergyméh'and nuns had much success '\\\\\\

in persuading people to leave the placards alone. Their influence

was 1lijmited and they recdgnizéd'thjs. One priest;ﬁho had personally
— )

-
—_



witnessed the destruction of gquarantine signs stated that he' felt
-~ powerless to intervene because “the office of priest and policeman

-

could not be combined.” c

IR

Increasihg{y,,popu]ar_fesistance took the form of confronta- ~

4

tions with hea]th-officers; aécbmpanied by violence. An jrate tenant,
shop-keeper, or neighbour would curse and strike a municipailpﬁa-
carder.52 A housewife wquld toss red pepper in an officer‘s~faée,

throw-garbage-at him, or chase him with an 1nfecteq b]énket.53. Some-

one-else wou]dgﬁ;nian officer f1jin§ down a fligﬁt of §iairs.54 Aboye'

a11.‘mehacing crowds bf angry women would gather to pour verbal-and

Physical abuse upon the health officers. One such skirmish occurred
/" h ) . -

on the afternoon of October 1, as sanitary police attempted to placard

‘three houses containiﬁg twenty smallpox cases:

A peine le prghier placard &tait-i1 posé qu‘une
armée de 200 femmes se rua dessus et ]'arracha
, en un clin d'oeil; elles &taient toutes armées
- qui d'un seau d'eau, qui d'un baton, qui d'un
balai, qui d'une lavette ou quelqu’autre [sic]
-arme du méme genre et elles se préparaient 3
fajre partie chaude & 1a police. . . .

{The women jerred a well-known east-end phy-
sician who tried to reason with them. Eventually
the Medical Officer of Health, the police chief

. and a twelve-man squad were summoned to the scene.]

A ce momént 1a rue &tait encombrée d'un bout~
d 1'autre au point de rendre l1a circulation impos~
sible. 1a police posait un placard et une seconde .
aprés, 11 €tait arraché et mis en pidces. Sur -
1'une de ces maisons pas moins de trente placards ’
furent aussi pos€s et aussitst enleves.55

The isolation constables guarding infected houses were also occasional

target for physical attack. When one lost his temper at a ?ami]y

- - .

-
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wh1ch refused to stay at “home, he was set upon by a crowd and 1t {ook
the potlice chief and a squad of men to end the re§u1t1gg mélée 55

-Even if a p]acard or guard were %eft a1one that was ne

guarantee of an effective quarantine. Many families s1mp1y 19nored .

the placards and some also managed to elude their guards. Nor d1d .'

civic relief necessarily induce peop'}e to stay at home. Three or -

. . -
that many fam111es norma]ly counted upon.57 Moreover, it was '1Qk

~ apparently not too difficult to C1rcumyent home quarant1nes wbu]e

-'"b-\\_-

on re11ef,'desp1te the comlng and 901ng of npns{and hea??h_qff1cer$.
The octypants of one house receiving relief even tooi.a'child out
for baptism and then, after returnind, he]d'a‘celebraiioq, wi;h, :
their'quarantine placard casually removed £pr the occasi;_i_n.s8 | J
Sp by casual subterfuges, as well as tense"confrontatione,'1ewer-jFT"
class French Cenadians thwarted tﬁe heeTth'authorities and limitea
the success of their new quarantine étrategy, . .

However, ;trieter quarantines were Qrly a:prelude tg,ﬁhaf
was.u1timate1y intended by the new pdeic health regfﬁe: }he
compulsory hospitalization of ever&oﬁe whe could not be properly
isolated at home. In practice that meant most lower-class victims
of the epidemic, whatever ;ﬁeir disposition toward qdaranfines, since
the Heqﬂth Department generaliy deemed the homes of the poor un-
satisfactory :for the safe treatment of smallpox. Compulsory
hospftalization had been one of the first-measures'considered-py the

Central Board of Health59 and the firep item in the plan of action

' four dollars a week was a meagre sum, perhaps barely ha]# the income K

-

o

-
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- devised by Hugh Graham and adopted by the new Health Comnitteel. I

" mid-September, the Board authorized the Cit} to hospitalize any
smalipox case occurring in a dwelling inhabited by several famtlies,
tenahts,-boarders, or trave]]ers.sq But, as in preceding months,

- it was stil] only occasionally that the Health Department removed
-people to the hospita1;GE Genera] hosp1ta11zat1on was not possible -

until the City obtained more and better hospital fac111t}es. This

N

the authorities had set out to do, at the same time as they stepped
up theur efforts to find and quarantine smallpox.

First the City made improvements to the existing isblation
hospital. Its administration was turned over to religious orders,
the Grey Nuns for Catholic patients and an Anglican women's order

for Protestants 62

‘ber.63 But because these were filled almost 1nnmd1ate]y, they failed

Two further extensions were constructed in Septem-

-";o aileviate the Crowded state of -the hosp1ta1 With an official
capacity of 162 pat1ents, the bu11d1ng still had to serve as many as
200 peop]e Inev1tab1y, cond1t1ons in it remained far from p]easant 64
And st1]1 there was not enough gpace to think of hosp1ta11z1ng the
thousands\ of other sick peopie. _

Se‘the Cieizans Committee and the Hea]th Committee resumed
~ the search for another building or 51te su1tab1e for a hospital.
At first it seemed they would have no more success than the pre-
v1ous c1v1c health organization. One solution after another‘was
_taken‘up and then discarded. © Sites on. Ile Ste-Héléne, Ile Ronde,
and Ile-des-Soeurs were too distant and impractical for winter- use,

¥
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'The éonversion of a steaﬁéf into a f1oat%nq hospital was_simi1a}1y
1mpract1ca1 and too cost]y 66 And yet no one wanted a smalipox
hospital any ‘nearer to himself or his property A bu11d1nq in
'_ Longue—Po1nte was ruled out not on1y because of distance but also
because of protests from the 1oca1 municipal counC11 and resndenzs,
who claimed that 1t was already qu1te enough to have to contend bith
Montreal's refuse cnmnng downstrean, without hav1ng the city's
smallpox patients as well.67 The council of Outremont®8 and .
_merchants in Hochelaga ward69 protested that they did not want a
hospital in their respective aréas. When if becgme known that
the Health Committee was negotiating with provincial of ficials
for the use of the wanen;s prisqon in east end Montfeal, the
local alderman and a priest led a de]egation‘from the area to
protest that it was too densely populated for a sma1lpox hospita1.70
" Since August, some businessmen and newspapers had advoqated the
use of the relatively isolated yet convenient Provincial Exposition
'bui1dingsjust north of MontreaT. 'But there were feafs that future
exhibition attendance would drop if the bui1dingswere associated
with smalipox and the Provincial Departnént of Agriculture refused

to rent even one building to the Health Degartnent.71

The Dominion,
Govermment, for its part, refused the City the use of an old '
barracks on Notre-Dame street.’? The chairman of the Health

Committee, Henry Gray, lamented that onﬁy.a'hospita1 suspended from

a balloon might be acceptable 'to everyone.’3 T

Left to the city aldennen.'the search for a hospital would
4
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prbbab'ly have beert abéndonéd- aga;'in._ The Finance Cmmitt;:e'hhaiman,

‘for example, proposed merely to Eontinue bﬁildfng makeshift additions

to the old smallpox hospital.’? BUt'Hugh_GEéhan pérsdaded the Health

Committee that }t had to obtain the use of the Exhibition'bdildihgs.

With fhe support of the Citizens'-Cannjttee and most newspapers,

and most important, with the authorization of the “Central Board

of Health{S~civic health officials ;ppropriated five of the bui]dings‘

on September 30. Then, ih 1ittle more than a week, with special )
- permission from Mar. Fabre for Sunday work,’® and with the aid of -
*\\\\ a contingent.of fifty wofkers contributed by the Grand Trunk

Railway management,77 the City turned the buildings into a well- |

equipped isolation hospital capable of holding 300 patients,

4 -

'This new 'Mount Roy;]' hospitallopened with great fanfare on
0ctober_10.78 .
With the new facilities, it was now szs?BTe to hospitalize
many.more smallpox victims. At first, the health authorities hoped
that many families would send their sick to the hospital voluntarily.
As encouragement, the City announced that a parent or relative could
accompany any Young child to the hospital.’9 Meanwhile the clergymen
and nuns visﬁting sick families tried to a11ay their fears about |
‘the place. | So diq the health officers who, by now, were going .

from door to door inspecting and quarantining infected houses.80

Despite some earlier reservations, the French-language newspapers
now also promoted hospitalization as the best way for parents to

ensure the recovery of sick children and the protection of the rest



of their faﬂny.a] lHowever, admonitions, a55uraqcés, and persuasion
were- apparently not very effective 'in ¥illing Hospita1'beds and,

in the Jast week of October, the hew health regime resorted to -
legal force. The Central  Board of Health authorized the
compulsory hosp1ta11zagton of patients wherever home. quarantwnes
were imgractica? or health officers were obstrgcted in the course

of GquaTantize work.82 The Health Committee then annOun;ed'tha:
 the Cityrwouﬂd arrest anyone who opposed the removal of a sick

person from his home.83.

Like the civic efforts to find and quaranting-sna11pox,
- the hospitalization drive led t8 confrontations with lower-class
French Canadians. Frightened perents would araue with and
gesticulate angrily et health officers who appeared at their coor
with a hospital ambulance. Invariably, large crowds cf curious
and hostile neighbours from syrrounding tenenénts would cather
round to watch the arrival and the ensuing altercations. When
health officers visited a house near tne east-end suenenald
tobacco plant, for exampie, they found that "the succession_of
high and rickety backstairs and galleries in the same block were
lined with men, women ancd children, while the adjoining streets
-a]so possessed their guota of spectauors“ 34 At the very 1east,
large numbers of local womenfo]k were sure to be present, glaring
and jeering at the city officers: from nearby windows and coorways.
Sometimes the onlockers wou]ﬁ trail behind & moving ambulance and,
when it stopped, cluster ground to await the appearance of the

natient for whom it hac come.85
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5 Occasionally hospital removals provoked outbreaks of
v{b1ence. The first, and perhaps most dranétic of these, was the
fGagnoﬁ Affair'. It was followed by others, most of which seeﬂ
'to have occurred in the same west-end district near the city
limits and Ste-Cunégonde. In one instance, when health officers
brought po1icénen to the house of a.man who refu;ed to part with
a patient, they were met by abdﬁf/;wenty women brandishing broom-
sticks and axe-handles. A large mob, of which the women were part,
hissedrand booed the;officerk, ihrew apples and stones at them,
and jostled their-anbulanCE.BG A neighbouringlgrocer, "a man
of considerable means and local influence", apparently encouraged
the mob by offering to pay the fines aof anyone arrESted.87 The
officers had to leave and return later. In the following week,
as many as 200 people gathered on the same street to watch-another
hospital rano&al. This time the parents éf the smallpox victim //,,,/"_‘\\\
djd nﬁt resist the move but the crowd pelted the health officers -
with stomres and mgd anyway.88 On yet another occasion, about
100 people surrounded a house for an entfre night in order to
prevent nealth officers from entering and taking a sick child.
-Eventua1iy, a police squad was required to escort the patient:
and a pérent to the anbu]ance.89

In some of these and earlier confrontations, lower-class
French Canadtans were reacting not only to compu1sofy isplation

measures themselves but also to the men carrying them out. Most

of the temporary; extra employees of the Health Department had,
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it seems, been hastily hired off the streets or through local
patronage channels, with thf result that many proved unreliable
or il11-suyited to the isolation work.%0 Because of the inéunpetence
or negligence of some employees, ambulance reguests went unansweréd,
houses unptacarded, relief sometimes undelivered, and other tasks
were bungled.?1 People who.ﬁight otherwi;g have cooperated with
the health'officials were thus needlessly antagonized. The fact
that many of the new recruits spoke no French was probably an even
greater source of trouble:

Nambre de maisons canadiennes-frangaises sont

gardées par des individus qui ne comprennent que

1'anglais et i1 s'en suit des ennuis de toute

nature et parfois méme des disputes.2
Many employees were curt, tactless, or roughihanded in their
treaﬁnent of sick fanilies and often it was because these employees

_#sd been drinking. One newspaper complained, for example, of

inebriated ambulance drivers who acted “comme s'ils conduisaiént
des pochards a la prisén".93 Such'objectjonab]e conduct led to .
repeated complaints from newspapers and aroups of citizens.g
It no doubt a1so-stﬁmu1ated and lent credence to atrocity rumours
circulating in the sé?eé;g. One story aTTeged that health officers
had seized a child from its mother so roughly that it was torn in
two.95 After the Gagnon affair, another rumour'hnd itlthat the
Gagnon mother and children had been beaten and dragged by the hair
.to the éﬂbu1ance.95 Frightenéd and offended Ey the actual aﬁd
rumoured behaviour of Hea1tﬁ DepartnénF employees, lower-class
French Canadians could only be'mo%erhoéti1e to the civic iscolation

work.

. ‘\ l
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Hhife popular resistance to the official smallpox measures
- took the form of angry'crowds and occasional violence, it was also
reflected in newspaper and alderménic criticism of the authorities.
- Almost innediate?y after the Gagnon Affair, one French-ianguage
pdper,‘Le Moﬁde,'accused Mayor Beaugrand of "conduite inhumaine et
barbare"{

| Vous avez jeté Gagnon, peére et son f1Is'en prison

parce qu'ils ont défendu contre vos gendarmes.
leur modeste et pauvre foyer

Vous avez violement arraché 2 1'affection de
'1eur pere, de pauvres, petits enfants, une €pouse
rayée

. Ce que vous avez fait est un crime. Ia force ne

prime pas le droit. Charbonnier est maftre chez
M soi. 97

The newspapef openéd a subscription fund fof the Gagnons and, in. an
office window: &isp1ayed a bﬁl?et Supposed1y fired by police at the
fami]yggs It interpreted subsequent confrontat1ons over hospitali-
zation as further atrocities for which the Mayor was to blame 7°

It distributed a circular announcing the advent of a 'reign of terror'
106

-

with Beaugrand as_presidipg despot. A second paper, La Minerve,
began printing similar accusations.- 01 While Mayor Beaugrand bore the
i brunt of tﬁeée diatribes, Le Monde also attacked.the entire new
pub11c/hea1th regime and all of its coerc1ve smallpox measures,
particularly compulsory hospmta11zat1on The Heajth Comm1ttee, it
dec]arag}\ﬁad persistently and unnecessari?y overstebped'thé bounds

of 1ts authority, even in appropriating buildings for an émergency

smallpox hospital. The paper condemmed Hugh Graham and the Star



Ay

LT e ' 122

for pushing the Committee into/such arbitrary or coercive acts.
Ultimately, Le Monde challenged the legality of the (coneral
Board of Health, its regulations, and the eﬁergency statute upon
which they were erected. 102 . .

' In;luded in this attéck on the health authorities were

explicit appeals to the lower-class Montrééiais. Le Monde contras-

ted the situation of the Mayor, the occupant of "un palais superbe
sur la rue Sherbrooke au milieu des princes de la finance et du
commerce", with that of Gagnon, "un pauvre et modeste ouvrier,
vivant tranquille, sans ambition, eganme au milieu de ses enfants,
L 103- ' .

dans sa petite maison". 3 As the self-proclaimed defender of the
people, “les faibles opprimé§ilo& it charged that it was mainly the
poor whose rights were ignored by health officials.

Pourquoi, M. Beaugrand, n'exercez-vous votre

despotisme gque contre les pauvres? Est-ce parce

. gu'ils sont faibles et sans influence? Pourquoi

[ne} contraignez-vous pas le riche & laisser sa

maison comme vous le faites [pour] les ouvriers? -

IT n'y a que ces derniers qui sont 1'cbjet de

votre solicitude tyrannique. -Pourquoi ces dis-
tinctions?’

....Pourquoi Btes-vous si superbe de dédain en

présence du pauvre, quand vous &tes toujours -

prat 2 courber 1'écline devant le riche.105

Meanwhile, in City Council, the alderman for Ste-Marie ward,
Hormisdas Jeannotre, 2150 protested that the people of Montreal were
being ‘tyrannized' with health measures imposed by the Mayor, the

Heaith Committee, and behind them, the Citizens' Committee. According
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to Jeannotte, some smallpox regulations nét only were unfair to working
people but could be lucrative for unscrupulous new emp%oyees of the
Health Department. 106 _

At the root of this burst of criticism, and especially the
newspaper attacks, lay partisan political rivalry. Le Monde and
La Minerve were Conseérvative newspapers; Mayor Beaugrand, upon
wﬁom‘their invective was conéentrgted, was a rouge; alderman Jeannotte
was both a Conservative and a personal foe of_Beaugrand.lOi The key
to the situation, though, was the impending execution of Louis Riel.
Until'Nbvgmber, Le Monde, Tike most of the Frenhh71anguagé press, had
accepted,compUTSory hospitalization without protest and héd even had
occasiona]/Praise'for the measure. 108 Then, in an effort to divert
public atfention from Riel's fate, the two Conservative papers had
seized.updn municipal health-activities such as hospitalization.
"On vous parle po1itigue”, La Présse compla;ned Eo them, “"et vous
répondez en parlant de la picote."109 fhe fact that-they did so is
important-as further, albeit indirect, evidence of 10wer-ﬁ1ass French
Canadian feelings. So great ﬁas.the popular animosity to compulsory
measures like forced hospita1ization'that it afforde& e¥p1oitab1e
pr%ﬁica1‘oppoF%unities.

In the end, however, the health organization prevailed.
Despite argumentative parents, hbsti]e and sometimes violent crowds,
and poiitically-motivated criticism, it gradually succeeded in.fi31ing

the beds of the smalipox hospita1.' A]ternaté?y coaxed, cajoled, and
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threatened with persecgrion. by hea]tﬁhofficers, and sometimes also
jntimidated by policemen accompaqying them, mostAparénts-eventuéllygL
relinguished their sick éﬁildrenior went with them_to the ﬁospita}?lb
Most of the unfriendly crowds who Iooked-on did not ultimﬁte]y interfere.
So hospitalization made rapid progress in the first areas tackled

by the authoritie§ in late October. By the month's end, the smaT$;ox
hospita1§ contained more than 350 pafients and re’latives.111 On one

- day alone, the City transferred forty-one cases to the hospital, most
accompanied by a mothe} or rela;igg_}}z ‘But on othef days, especially
after the Gagnon Aff;ir; the Health Department fai1ed'to move anyone
"slated for hospitalfzation’and had to issue them all arrest warrants
instead. 113 For most recalcitrant parents, an appeérance in and
Qarning from the Saﬁitary Court probably brought about compliance with
the héalth officia]s}laFor the rest, and for any interfering.crowds
supparting them, there would be repeated visits by health officers,
police réinforcements, and eventual prosecutibn.

As the hospitalization éampaign'toqk effect, it was escal-
ated. The City converted another e#hibitipn building for the use of
smallpox patients, makihg hospitaﬁ space plentiful by the end of
November, 113 By then, every known case of sma11poi in Montrea] was
either in hospital.- or in‘quarantine at home.116 Health offic}ais
. began to phase out” home quarantines and civic smallpox relief ent1re1y.
Only if a patient c0u1d not be safely removed to hosp1ta1 would h1s

family now be-allowed to keep him at home, while recefv1ng-re11ef.l
: = o
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" By the year's end, bnly thirteen houses }emained in quarantine.llg Once
again, as had been the case eight months earT{Er, most of Montfeails

‘ 'sma11pox\wés confined within hospital walls.

| However the situation at Montreal's periphery, in the

' neiéhbouring suburbs, was still quite ﬁncertain. Until smallpox was _
brdught under -control there, the city itself was not really safe from
a resurgence of the epidemi¢. Ensuring that the suburban'municipalities
fought the disease was the task of the Central - Board of Health. It
had soon found that they required considerable prodding. (first the
suburbs were sYow to establish the local boards of health which the. -

Central Board had required in September. Some.mbnicipal councils

considered boards of heaith too expensi‘ve.119 Then, {ce the'suburbs
had appointed boards'(usuallxrconsisting of the mayor, parish priest,
and a councililor, doctor,-or police chief) énd even.named medita1‘officer§
+of health, they did not necessarily“begin app]ying_thé health requlations
decreed by the Cemtral _Board: OfficiaT~ﬁenuriousness only partly
explained this lack of co-operation. .(,/ﬁ

' fqually important,. isolation measures were as unpopular gmoﬁﬁﬂ
the 1ower-c1as; French Canadians predominant in such suburbs és St-Jean
Baptiste and Ste-Cunégonde as they weré among those in Montreal proper,
However this situation did not giie rise to the same sorts of crowds
and confrontafions with public officials which occurred in thg-city.

At most, there were demonstrations against Montreal's smallpox hospitals,

-4



- whose proximity was universaily resented. A . public ﬁeeting in Si-db;n
Baptiste feaured demands for the removal of the old civic'h05p1;31.129
‘Rumours circulated that groups from the suburbs would try to destroy

121 ' ‘

the new one. While it was being prepared-fa; Gse a stone-throwing

mob of severa1 hundred men and youths from ngrth of HontreaT actua?ly .
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made an abort1ve atteck upon it. These displays of opposition

were directed at the City rather than the suburban officials. Indeed
the latter also took part in the protest“zgafﬁst thé"hoéﬁﬁtafs The
.counc1l of St Jean Baptiste wanted the old hospital moved and,

when MontreaT appropriated the exhibition buildings for its new
. . N ' ;ga_

LR

hospital, officials fp St-Jean Baptiste, C6te St-Louis and St-Louis du
Hi]e-End used written protests protest meetings and legal proceedings

123 ' ' -
in an unsuccessfu] effort to stop 1t*

In the suburbs, the unpopu1ar1ty of smalipox precautions )
was in fact fa1thfu11y refTected 1n the behavxour of the 1oca1 off1c1als
Few of them it seems, w1111ng1y con;Jpp]ated enforc1ng‘aqy isolation’
measures 1f it meant offending the inhabitants. In smallpox-ridden
Ste-Cunégonde, for example, the local board of health protested tha£ it
could nqtfundertake effective isolation activities. One member of the
board was a biscuit-maker, and another, a grocer. If they defied the
public opposition, explained the local curé, who was a]so on the
board, their businesses would suffer and the mayor would never win
re-eJecftién.lza For such reasons, the municipal authgrities in

Ste-Cunégonde, St-Jean Baptiste, St-Henri, St-Louis du Mile-End, and

. .



‘\ -

and Cte St-Louis often seemed to do as little as possihle ‘to combat
smallpox. Worst of alliwas Ste-Cunégonde. According to .an investi-

\

. gation by the Citizens\ Committee,. the suburb still did little to

rd

detéct or isolate the.disease in December. Most Ema11pox caées there
were unplacarded; some were to be found in the homes of the mayor and
councillors themselves. Placards, when used, were small and posfed .
inside buildings Qhere they could not be seen. fﬁe smgTTpox dead were °
carted indiscriminately to the cqu}gry in open sleighs. There was
nb'hospital: Meanwﬂi1e the local board of health diligent]j‘disguiséd
;hese shortcomings in misleading progress reports to the Central
Board of Health. 12° -

The Board responded to the inaction of suburban officials
}n-severa1 ways. 1t frequently served uncoopérati;e suburbs with
ultimata, threatening to replace unsatisfactany boards of.heaTth,-
threatening to take legal action agains; officials, or warning thag
it might have the City enforce smallpox precautions af the suburbs’
ex;‘)ense.126 The Central Board appointed a special inspector to
reconnoitr2 the areas ougsidé Montreal, investigate comﬁ]aints, report
deficiencies in local health organizations and;,if necessary, enforce
the laws persona}lyq In St-Jean Baptiste, for example, the jnspector .

- . . 127
led the local police chief from house to house postE£95p1acards.

The Centrai Board put further pressure on the suburbs north and west.

of Montreal by ordering a halt to their streetcar service until they
. v [

128

reduced their smallpox. From September 25.until ébout the year's
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-access to the civic

oY

-

end, the local inhabitanis had to find some other means of travel-

" ling into the city. Later, at the urgingof Hugh Graham and Richard.

White, the railway companies were also asked not to allow passengers
' ) ' . 229
from infected areas outside Montreal access to incoming trains.

A further form{o

cement came from City officials. In mid-November,

burbq,'most of which had no hospital facilities,"

pox hospital, provided they enforced every

N 1) T _ ~ : -
smaHpox precaution: L oo e,

The results of the pressure exerted by the ceprray  Board

_ and the City varied considerably from one~suburb to the gexf. In

St-Henr1, p1acard1ng, relief” work and dxs1nfect1on were soon- under-
way, a h05p1ta1 was improvised, and sma11pox was relat1ve]y quickly
e11m1nated. 13 In neighbouring Sté-cdhégonde,,off1c1als stil1l declined
to takg effective action against the djsease and refused an offer by -
Montreal fo send in its own officers to quarantine and hospitali;e'

the sﬁck.]32' In December, the newspapermen G&Graham and White

persuaded the Eify Health Committee to apply - the ultiméte pressure
upon Ste-tunégonde: a plan to close off the streets linking it to
Montreal an; to require health certificates of everyone wishing to

cross into the city:l3}he Central ,Boafd approved the plan and,

under pfesﬁure from the Citizens' Committee, set it in motion on the
last morning of 1885. In no time at all, hundreds of angry people
gathered at the western city limit, milling about, att;cking the

street barricades erected bj the city, and throwing ﬁpatever was conven-

. . . . i‘ . . . X
jent at the police officers trying to turn them back.13 This was the
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last notab]e confrontation due to the smailpox ep1dem1c and because
of it Ste—C:Légonde f1nal1y cap1tu1ated to the wishés of the cwty and
prov1nc1a} health author1t1es. In the following days, it. 2llowed
city ambulances to remove almost all the sick in fhé suburb to the
civie hosp1ta1135 wWhen they had finished, most of the smailpox at.
MentreaI s periphery as we11 as its centre was at 1ast securely
1so1ated.

£ From September 1885 on, a new public health regime had
gradually sucgeeded in imposing smallpox isolation measures uponA
the unwilling 1ower-o]ass.French Cahadian population in and around .
Montreal. This regime, the new CentrJL Bbard_of Health and the
enlarged civic Health Connﬁ:tee, wiih Hugh Graham in the forefront

and the Citizens' Committee behind it, placed some 1imits upon the
o

‘_ movements and gatherings of the public at large but it did not and -

. s )
probably could not pursue that strategy fully enough to affect the

‘spread of the disease very much. Instead, it concentrated upon the

afflicted families themselves, combing the city with nuns and
inspectors to find them, confining them as much as possible ia strict

home quarantines’ alleviated only by meagre civic relief, and finally,

-
-

after arbitrarily seizing facilities for an adequate isolation hospital,

compelling as many of the sick into it as possible. Anyone whe
resisted was liable to legal prosecution in a special summary court.
Each of these acts of official coercion, occasionally rendered even

more offensive by the city employees carrying them out, provoked



LY

_—/’

_—

130 -

some sort of.resiséance in loﬁer-claés French Canadian Montreal. Not
- . -

oniy did individuai acts of op;osition and zealoué concealment of the
sick continue on'a'greater scale than ever, but also larger confronta-
tions and collective demonstrations of anger developed: thelsg_géggg
destruction of plaéards, f;equent and hostile neighbdurh&dd crowds,
occasional outbreaks of violence against health of{ice:s-éﬁd'hosﬁital
ambulances. IHowever, even with the sympathy gnd suppért the resistance
attracted from soﬁe poliﬁical guarters, it was‘of little ava;l in the
long r&n. Nor was the rgsistance which the provincial héalch
authorities encountered in the suburbs: the inaction of suburban
officials leery of unaccustomed expenditures and public antipathy to
isolaticen precaqtions gradually ceded before the persistance of the

new public health reginme. Compulsqr§'isolation won. Compulsorv

. £
vaccination, however, presented another story.

-



CHAPTER SIX
)

UALLPOX AND THE NEW PUBLIC HEALTH REGIME:
* "COMPULSORY VACCINATION

- On Monday morning, September 28, 1885, a city health officer
attempted to placard a house beside the eastern branch office of the
Hea]tﬁ Dep&rtment, on Ste-Catherine street.- The occupant, a Mre
Chaput, was indignant. She had Hestroyed previously posted placards

and, despite a warning appearance ' in the Recorder's Court, had

-

‘persisted in her usual sewing work. Now she confronted the offi-

cer, attracting a crowd of several hundred spectators. They be-
gan pifEhing stones at the adjacent health office windows, while
taunting and threatening the employees 1inside. This crowd was soon
dispersed by the police but, by seven o'clock that evening, another
crowd of between two and five thousand people had gathered at the
same place.. fhey drove off a police gquard, ransacked the heaith
office and then, igﬁoring a local curé's piea to return home,
fieaded westward aiong Ste-Caiherine, gathéring.adventure-seéLers,
youths, and the curious as they tht. “Is envaﬁirent }es deux cGtés
de 1q(}ue et Te mouvement avait £té si spontané que tout le monde se
demanqait de quoi 11 s'aggissait."] After stoning the residences of-

two doctors, one of them the Medical Officér of Health, Dr. Laberge,

131~
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the mob turned down St-Laurent, aécompanied by cries of ‘A 1'Hotel
de Yille' and the ;ounds of.sﬁaftering streetlights. It pouréd
onto the Champs de Mars and began showering the City Hall wifh
-stones. Above tﬁe tumult, shouts of 'Pas de vacciﬁatfon compulsoire’
and occasional gunshots could be heard. By now, the bells of
Notre-Dame had rung td summon the police. An armed det@chmEnt
arrived, encountered an immediate volley of stones, and %ired over
the rioters' heads. Some of the'crowd left to attack the house of
alderman Jacques Grenier on St-Denis; the rest surged along Notre-Dame
and St-Jacques to Victoria Square, where they pelted the Montreal
Herald building. Chased from the-square by police, the crowd filtered
northeastward through the city streets, converging at points along Ste-
Catherine,.St-Denis, St-Hubert, and Ontario. There, it stoned the re-
sidence of another alderman, the home of the former Medical Officer
of Health, and three drugstores and attempted to s@ﬁ.fire to the
pharmacy and home of a public vacciﬁator. Finally the mob returned
to the rubble-strewn health office, built a bonfire of.placards and
disinfectants in the street, and tried unsuccessfully to set the
building alight. When the police intervened once again, a rioter
promptly struck down the police chief with a plank. When firemen
arrived and began directing water agafnst the rioters, the mob
attempted to cut their hoses. Not until one o'clock that morning was

order restored and the last of the crowd dispersed at Ontario street.2
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0f all tﬁg'incidents marking the confrontation betwéen
the new public health regime and lower-class French Canadian Montreal,
the riot of September 28 was the most important. Though some of
its violence was directed at civic isolation measures, the riot
served especially as a mass protest against the other major weapon
chosen by the health authorities: compulsory vaccination. For once
the English-Tanguage press and the business community had won them-
selves a larger place in the governing health structure of Montreal,
they Ted it into an aggressive campaign to extend vacciné%ion through-
out the city. Public vaccination was resumed and the promotion of
voluntary vaccination stepped up} But to reach all lower-class French
- Canadians, the health authorities'decided they must resort to legal
compulsion and enforce mandatory stafe vaccination. Foreshadowed by
criticism of such a move among French-ianguage newspapers and French- N
Canadian aldermen, the riot quickly demonstrated the hosfi]e reaction
of lower-class French Canadians; So threatening was that demonstra-
tion that, beﬁides,frﬁgptening city officials and encouraging critics
of compulsory vaccination, }t would cause a split in the forces
behind the health regime, a repudiation of its more radical voices,
and a chaﬁge in the official vaccination‘strategy. Retreating: from

any.immediate, general implementatidn of compulsory vaccination,

the Health organization would in effect rely more and more upoff .

-
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busi nessmen to impose vaccinatipn by themselves. If 10wer;class
_ Montréalais could still successful]y r851st civic efforts they would
find emp]oyers harder to defy.

By Septembef Hontreal was in the midst of a vaccination
'boom'. The smallpox alarm sounded by the Eng]ish—language press
in mid-August had touched off a massive rush to get vaccinated among
those who were terrified of the disease and who could  afford the
_ precaution. Pharmacists did a bfisk'téade in vaccine ‘'points’,

k4

3 se]ling thousands e;;ry week.3 Doctors performed hundreds of pr1vate €
vacc1nat1ons each day and some were goon hard pnessed to keep ,up .
with the demand. Some heads of fam#lies even purchaseq vaccine

and immunized their hoyseho]ds by themse]ves,5 ‘On September 1,

the City augﬁented the'booﬁ.by resuming é}eé public vaccination,

with four do;tors hired tp do vacc1nat1ons at their off1ces during
certain hours of the morning and even1ng By the end of the month,
because of the great demand,  free vaccination was a1sok‘availab1e

at nine otﬁer locations, inc]udjng some ‘Protestant:churches, west

end hospitals, and branch offices opened by the Health Department

in the east and west ends of Montrea].6 _ ‘However a major - problem

still faced health officials: few lower-class French &anadians were

swept up in the' rush for vaccipation.
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During their agitation for a new public health regime,

" businessmen and English‘laﬁguﬁge newspapers hadifrequeht]y advocated

two ways for officials to reach the lower-class Freoch Canadian

-

. population. One was legal" compulsory vaccination; the'oghgr, 2

house-to-house campaign utiTiziﬁg "persuasion”, "reasoning", and
"especially . .-; the Qreat influence of the clergy”, in order to
convince péop1e of necessity of Vaccination.7 City officials began
imhlémenting the 1atte: approach even before representatives of the
Citizens' Committee had joiﬁgg the civic Health Committee and g;fore
the new health ofganization was entirely in piace. Public vaccinators
were_tentatively dispatchea to east-end neighbourhoods to offer
their services free of charge-.8 A pamphlet on vaccination was pub-
1ished for distribution among the poor.9 French-language newspapers
were asked to emulate -their English-language counterparts by dissemi-
nating favourable information about vgpc?nation.lo Above all,
appeals were repeatgd]y made to the Catholic clergy to convince their
f1dck<to be vaccinated. Althbugh some aldermen disagreed, the busi-
ness comnunify and the English-language press assumed unquestioningly
that the clergy wié]déé'a decisive influence over French Canadians

and could thus quickly win them over to vaccination.: "The pulpit

is the only way to reach them . . .", the Journal of Commerce would

&>
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assert, typically. "If the clergy will only do-their share in the

11

matter,.the rest will follow." Although clergymen answered that

they could not “preach vaccination as a thing which [had] to be
done as a matter of conscience".,]2 some nevertheless gave it Va
very strong recom;endation; According to gggg_Sentenné of Notre-
Dame chyrch, it was God's will for Catholics to take eveny-bossib]e
smallpox precaution, including vaccination;  to refuse measures

13

approved by medical science was to distrust and defy God. Arch-

bishop Fabre and some priests’ in fact undedégnt vaccination as 2
gesture of support for theﬂmeasure.]4

Hawever, none of these efforts at persuasion seemed likely
to succeed in having many be0p]e quickly vaccinated.a The new experi-

ment with house to house vaccination failed miserab1y.15

Neither
civic or press propaganda nor church sermons had g,noticeabTe effect
upon the widespread antipathy to‘Qaccination._ And not surprisingly,
businessmen soon lost patiencenwith tha% épproach. At a meeting of
the Citizens' Committee on Sebtember 22, they complained that, |
despite even the progress of the%r own Employers' Leéague, too

many people_ remained unvacc%nated; _perhaps 100,000, said one, were
still "but fuel ready for the.fire" of the epidemic;16‘ Some
businessmen wanted closer, more conspicuous collaboration between

clergymen and health officials, in a combination of persuasion and



137

F

compuision. Manufacturer W. C. McDonald proposed that priests accom-
péﬁy every public vaccinator from door to door so that, “[wlhere
opposition would be met the priest would exert his influence to

ll]7

_ change the sentiment. But ‘the clergy refused. Parish priests

were uhwi]]ing to seem to be acting at the bidding of others and
war@ed that, “the people would not listen to them," if they appeared
e .

aloagside w,\c:c:inator's.]8

At most they might visit parishioners after
a vaccinator had called and been turnéd away. To thé anxious and im-
patient. businessmen, increasingly adamant that something be done to
vaccinate all citizens, that seemed to leave one_a]tefnatiQe: com-
pulsory muﬁicipa] vaccination.. .

By late September the_ﬁng]ish-language press was alsc com-
mitted to that solution. Some papers had favoured it since August.
"Certainly compulsory vaccination by the state +s socialistic, and
an interference with the liberty of the subject," the éggg_ Hﬁd
editorialized, "but we are just socialistic.enough to support it."]g
With each passing‘day in September, confident that there was litt]é :
serious aub1ic opposition to comﬁﬁ]sory vaccination, the Star and
its competitors-grew more and more emphatic about the need for that
measure, and more and more critical of civic officia}s for their
hesitation and delay in introduc™ng it. The mos™ bellicose, the

Herald, insisted upon "instant resolute decisive action" from the
20.

health. authorities.

»

-



The new public hea]th regime obliged the businessmen and
newspapers. Compu]sony vaccination was an 1ntegra1 part of the a
plan of actien whlch Hugh Graham fashxoned for f1ght1ng the ep1dem1c,
and which the new, en]arged Health Connnttee adopted on September
24 .?I The Centra] Board of HeaIth had meanwh11e prepared a general
compulsory vacc1nat1on regulation of its own. When this was proclaim-
ed on Saturday, September 26, the City announced that it would begin
enforcement of the law on the following Monday,22 On the intervenfng
Sunday, clergymen were ence‘agaie enlisted to he1b publicize the
new city pilans from Eheir-pulpits and to urge parishioners tofget
vaccipated vquntarj?} before the law took effectf/’;;et the authori-
ties intended was a proceeufe similer to that used in.Engiand:' Mon-

treal would be divided into districts; in each district vaccinators

would visit each household, ask if the occupants were vaccinated and,

T N

. : i . L . ‘
if not, offer free vaccqg§t1on; a clerk accompanying each vaccinator

would record the names of”those who declined the offer; they would
be taken to court and penalized with a possible fine of up to twenty
do11ars or, aTternate1y, imbrisonment for up to two weeks.. The
entire procedure could be repeated 1ndef1n1te1y against reca1c1trants
until they finally re]ented and accepted vaccination. 23

L4 .
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The planhed campaign was welcomed by businessmen and enthu-

siastically applauded by the tnglish-language press. However,
such obtimism was'ill—founded for, by now, there had already been
indirect Signs.that any compulsory vaccination 'crosade’ would meet
with'pdtentiaITQ serious popular resistance. The signs ﬁame from
French-language newspapers and French Canadian aldermen who consist-
ently opposed compulsory vaccinatjon. |

The French-language press had reacted ambivalently to the
agitation of its English-language counferpart and the business com-
munity for more effective official action against smallpox ever since
that agitation had begun in mid-August. While admitting that some-
thing had to be done, French-language newspapers had criticized the
increased publicity given the ebidemic, the progressiﬁely‘harsher
attacks made upon city'officié]s.and é]dermen.24 and the predilection
of businessmen énd English-language papers for instant, radical
solutions, such as|compulsory vaccination. Faced with official adqp-
tion of that measure, French-language papers did counsel readers to

25

obey it. But they, preferred greater effo}ts-to persuade and, edu-

cate people to accept vacciﬁation. Compulsion, most argued, would

be an infringement of indivfdga] rrghts and liberties, an .infringement
" made all the worse by the medical dangers of vaccination. “On admet
que la vaccination peut causer des maladies ipcurab1es, et méme

L]

la mort,"” reasoned La Presse. "La société ne peut pas exiger gqu'on

- h
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s'expose 3 un'b&refl risque,jsi ce n'est pas vo'lontaireme’nt."26 '

More important, the paper condemned.the'overconfidence of the pfof -
. ponents of cbmpulsoﬁy vaccination and predicted trodple if such | j.
zea]ots.were given free rein.27 ‘

French Canadian aldermen had aiso been critical of the

agitation by bpgjnessmen ané’English-lanéhage newspapers. . This was.
partly becduse they resented the attacks and interference of out- )
siders. At- the first meeting of the newly éxpanded Health Commi;tee,
one alderman condemned the represehtatijés of the Citizens' Com-
mittee. for 'abusing’' city alderman anjexaggerating‘thgepidemic .
for their own interests,2S Alderman Jacques Grenier, chairman of -
the civic Finance Committee, repeatedly restricted allocations of
money to the new Health Comm1ttee, alleging that its new arr1va1s
were extravagant with city funds, or insisting that civic expend1—
tures against smallpox could not be detenm1ned by non-elected, pri-

29

vate citizens. Alderman Grenier also carried oh a running battle

with the English-language press over the publicity it gave the-

epidenﬁc.30 Some French Canadian aldermen tried unsuccessfully to

have the Cfty‘Cancil punish one of his severest critics, the Héra]d,
by depriving it of municipal advertising and barring its reporters
. TN

iy 31 . s
from Council meetings. _ - oo

.
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More important than fhis resentment of criticism and jeal-
ouﬁy‘of power was ;he_fqgt that French.Canagian qldefmen.were éppre-
hen%iﬁe; Théy were yneasy about the intentioﬁs of the Citizens' Com-
mittee and tHe po%;hble_conséquence;, espécia11y regarding vaccina-
tion. hcute]y a;é;e of the popu]a?lantipathy to vaccination, these
aldermen faioured;persuasion as the more humane and practical way to.

win the pubTic over to it. Their concern had been evident ev®n as the

" civic Health Committee was enlarged.. The representitives added from

the Citizens' Committee had been chosen not by that’ committee but

by Mayor BeaugrandAand Hugh Graham, presumably so as to exclude the

more zealous or radical members.32

-
—

One of the chosen, Adolphe
Levesque, was in fact so unrepresentative that, once on the new Health
Committee, he rejected not only compulsory vaccination but forceful

33'-In addition, largely at the -

municipal action of almost any sort.
insistence of French ﬁanadiaﬁ aldermen 6ppo§éd to compulsory vaccina-
tion,‘thé City Council had limited the number of Citizens'’ Cémﬁitfee
representatives to six, a minority on the new Health Committee as

a'who]e.34

Neither move had seriously hindered the néw qrrivals,-”
however. Levesque's di§seht7;au§ed on]y‘a'tokeﬁ week's delay to |
Grqham's p]dns35;_Grahah and his co]?eagdes domiﬁated sub-;dﬁnittees
and, by dﬁni'of.steady atten&anée, seem to have wielded a m;jority

at'most Health Committee meetings.36 S ’
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Hhen'the Health Committee thus adopted compulsory vac-

cination, the aTderman%c opposition was more forthright. One

. . { Y
French Canadian aiderman on the Committee resigned in loud protest.37

On City'poﬁncil, alderman Jeannotte and a colleague, H. Rainvi11e;
charged that compulsery vaccination wouTd spark fierce civil str&fe.38 .
Even the anglophone chairman of the Health Committee, alderman Henry
Gray, considered the movg-iTI-gdyised and worried lest it provoke
~ vioTence in east-end Montreal.39 |
| With such warnings, the opposition to compulsory vaccina-
tion-by Fﬁbnch-]anéuage newspaper and city aldermen reflected the
situation in lower-class French Canadian Montreal. There, in contrast
to the enthusiasm of businessmen or English-language papers, an at-
mosphere ofruncertainty and foreboding prevailed. An-. impression of
impending violence was widespread since many people believed that
‘compulsdry vaccination éntai1ed not legal procedures but sheer, brute
physical force. As alderman Gray observed uneasily on the eve of
the introduction of the measure:

Non seulement ﬁanni le peuple, mais parmi les
gens supposés bien instruits, on parait croire
gqu'il s'agit d'un véritable attentat sur la.
personne; de saisir Tes gens et leur innoculer

“de force le vaccin. Rien ne serait plus absurde
‘et révoltant. 0 . :
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He found many people "oppressed with a vague fear of what the Health -

_Boafd were going to do. Demagogués had been among them, circulating -
the most extraordinary.stories about vaccination anﬁ iso'{ation.“41

A newspaper reported the same phenomenon: "Les médgpins—vaccinateurs, .
-[&i’t-on], vont entrer dans votré maison pour vacciner de fo’é votre

| ferme et vos enfants, pendant que vous serez sortis.542 : ’
. The fears of physical coercion were most potent sf{11 be-
cause the many.earlier accidents with municipal vaccinaéion had not
been forgotten. Rumours ci%cu]ated about further, new mishaps. ]
According-to one, 2 workingman lay dangerously ill in hospital risk-
ing the loss of an arm because of vaccination.43 In fact people still
did suffer smallpox after, and therefore it seemed because of, vac--
cination. Although they were now relatively few in number, such

cases could only reinforce the pgpular féar of the precaution.44 The
- fear was such that even sbme physicians considered compulsory vac-
cination impract{ca] and argued that the health pff{cia]s should first
concentraté on gétting absolutely ré]iab]e vaécine and eliminating

any chance of accidents.45 Those advocates of persuasionrinstead

of compulsory vaccination who wanted the City to advertise the safety

and good quality of its vaccine46 were, in a sense, also calling

attention to the .widespread fear of accidents. -
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Montreal's anti- vacc1nat1on1st doctors were, of course,
actively. nourishing the popu1ar anx1ety about what was to come. .In
a series of letters to Le Monde, Dr. Codgrre reiterated his arguments
against Qaccination, reminde® readers ;;‘?Eg bad effects_fhat spr%ng.

47 Dr. Ross had meanwhile

and warned them to expect more of the same.
turned his energies to pamphieteering. From mid-August omyard, there
had appeared in streéts and shops a series of tracts in uﬁich he

denounced vaccination. One of them, embe]]ished with funerea%/ﬁlack-
borders, skeleté1 death-figures and other eye-catching wyustrations,
onveyed a vivid impression of the helpiess workjngman be1ng forcibly
vacc1nated 48

Fears about the intentions of the health officials were

“probably heightened also by English-French animosities generated

during the business and press agitation for a new health regfme and
compu]sdry smallpox measures. Often the rhetorie of the Citizens'
Committee and, even more, that of the English-]anguage press, had
strong anti-French Canadian overtones. French-Canadians were various-
ly accused of apathy, ignorance, and ihtransigeance coﬁcerning'proper
sma]lpbx precautions, even of poor personaT.hyg1ene.49 French;language
newspapers and politicians would reply wfth heated denuqéiations_

50

of English.'fanaticism'. Despite sporadic appeals by-tﬁe Mayor,
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clergymen and of ers for moderation and unity in the face of the

51

epidemic,”’ the undercurrent of mutual antagonisms persisted, sfowing

even when every one was essentially in agreement. Because some
; . ' ’

. English-language papers singled out Dr. Coderre in order to ridicule

anti-vaccinationists, French-language newspapers‘yould concentrate
their criticism upon Dr. Ross, an Ang’lais.s2

In the volatile atmospheré which thus enve]opéd lower-class
Fréhch Canadian Montreal, the official.move to compulsory vaccination
sbarked a2 swift and violent reaction: the riot of September 28. Un-

like other demonstrations of opposition provoked by.official smallpox

~activities,.the riot went beyond the limited size and scope of a

local, neighbourhood protest. With its many participants, it direct-
i)
1y threatened Cityfall and city health officials themselves. More-

over, in the days immediately after the riot, with tensions remaining

. high, it seemed that there might be further, comparable violence.

Throughout the 29th, curious crowds thronged the city streets,
particularly near Bonsecours market and_the‘Cfty Hall. Isolated

3 Riot lead-

incidents of stone-throwing and lamp-smashing occurred.
ers 1in east-end Montreal were reported to'pe adamant]y'obposed to

th?/;gccination Taw “if_they,refuse to be vaccinated they are fined

twenty doilars and being poor and unable to pay it, they will be sent

down to.prison. They say they cannot and will not stand that.“s4 -

-

Ve
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For several days, it was widely rumoured there would be more violence

against the authorities. _According to one‘persistent story, dqarry
workers 1iving north of the city would march into Montreal, “armés -
de fourcﬁes, de revolvers, de ﬁoignafds, etc.," and demand the repeal
of the compulsory vaccination law or attack the res1dences of health

55

off1c1als Threatening letters were in fact sent to Mayor Beaugrand”

and several a]denmen.56
The riot and the possibility of further violence had crucial

consequences for the new pub11c hea]th reg1me The f%rst,’inﬁediate

effect was to frighten c1ty off1c1a1s badly. They had.some rioters

57

arrested and quickly sentenced to pr1son They kept city f1remen f

on alert the day after the riot and d15tr1buted arms and ammun1t1on
to the Health Department's sanitary p011ce.58 Most important, Maxor
Beaugrand had contacted locai militia commanders the ni@ht 6f the
. riot and asked for thé;r aid. NWithin a day.'hﬁndreds of traops from
battalions in the Fifth MTI1tary D1str1ct were stationed at var10us
points around Montfeal. M111tary patrols in the city and suburbs
helped policemen todisperse:spy suspicious gatherings. Other trbopg

stood on guard for sevefa1'days at the residences of the Mayor gnd
59

other civic or health officials.
. _ 'S

o
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Meanwhile the riot also caused immediate recriminations
in the Montreal press and in City Council, and with them renewed
attacks upon compulsory vaccination and its advocates. While Eng--
lish-language dewspapers fumed at the apparent weakness of civic

60

authorities before “the unwashed of the East end," or "a few

demagogue aldermen anditﬁeir ragtag and bobtail foﬂowing."s1
French-language paﬁers vigwed the riqé‘és a vindication of their
earlier ériticism. La‘Presse, for example?'blamed the violence most
of a1l on Hugh Graham,-the.gggg, and the members of the CitiZens'
Committee who had insisted upoh "vaccination de gré ou de force."62
It and its fellow papers.reiterated the necessity of a policy of
persuasion and gradual populé;ization through the comb%ned efforts

of newspapers, businessmen, doctors, and cfergy.

In the City Council, too, accusations were exchanged. An
Eng]ishij?eaking alderman attacked two French Canadian opponents
for,fumenting the-riot. .One of them, alderman Jeannotte, retorted
tha coﬁpulsory vaccination alone was responsible for it. The Finance
Committee chairman, alderman Grenier, blamed the 'imprudence' of

63

_the (itizens' Committee. Another dissident French Canadian alderman

refuség to vote with the majority of the Council to endorse the handl-

SN . .
ing of ;he\riot and the use of troops.64 Adolphe Levesque, the maverick

N
L 4
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representat1ve of the C1t1zens Comm1!tee. even opposed any’ official
censure of the -rioters. 65 . The riot seemed to have strengthened the
feeling among French Canadxan a1dermen agalnst rad1ca1 demands or
criticism from .outside the Council. Perhaps the best indication
of this was that, in mid—October, by voting en bloe along with
alderman Henry Gray, they Succeeded in a second attempt to punish:
the Montreal Herald. 66 ' r

Besides scaring city officials, and reinfbrcing‘the crttics
of compu]sory vaccinatien, the riot brought adbout a rift in the forces'
Which had pushed the health organization to take that step. On one
side were those who remained undaunted by the events of September 28..
Two Eng]ish language papers, the Herald and the H1tness, continued
to pursue a radical line. concerning the ep1dem1c printing scath1ng
condemnations of aldermen and city off1c1aTs, and demandimg various
1mmed1ate, uncompromising solut1ons Eventua]ly the Hera]d decided f
that the new members of the civic Health Committee had failed to
- transform it into as effective a body as hoped and that it would
be better to divert the City Councl] s funds d1rect]y to the Citizens'
Committee or to call in the Dominion government to combat- the epidemic. 67
The Witness suggested that the Hea]th Committee act as if 1t were

. doing the ma30r1ty s will, on behe]f of all Canada and its traae,
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~ rather than pay any heed to the "unreasoning obstinacy" of French

lZanadiams.'68 Theﬁ it called for a "sanTtary dictator" to replace

69

- the Health Committee. Though the Citizens' Committee was more

restrained, it maintained 2 similar sort of unrelenting agitation
‘and criticism. Attendance at its meetings dwindled in October,’®
probably as the initial enthusiasm or fright of many businessmen

- flagged, reducing the size of the Committee but not its'éea1.
However the riot made a noticeable impression upon the
_supporters of the new public health regime, especially the leading

. figures, Hugh Graham and Richard White, and their‘géspective news -
papers, the Star and the Gazette. In October they began to assume

a more moderatef?ine concerning official measures.against the epide-.
mic, gradually putting distance between themselves and the radicals.
The Gazette now warned that the tasks of the health authorities "re-
quired patience, parsuasion and jncessant labour."

Those who write glibly of taking the disease by

the throat and choking it out, of overriding any

open or veiled opposition that may be offered to

the application of drastic measures, of ignoring
prejudices are pursuing the very course most

calculated to create new difficulties and thwart

the work-of the authorities. Patience, concilia-
tion, persuasion, the advice of those in author1ty,

have been needed to pave the way to the enforcement

of proper and adequate measures for the eradication
. of the disease. 2

i |
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Thé_§£g£,'toou displayed 2 new found sensitivity to popﬁ1ar opin%bh;
it urged every knowledgeable or influential citizen to do his utmost.
to persuade people to get vaccinatedi/an approach it likened to busi-
nessmen so]iciting-customers.72 Thé paper lectured the mare extreme
ﬁewspapers to take heed of the "want of sympathy between certain -

of the poorest classes of Montreal and the sanjtary authorities,"

150
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s

to eschew "castigating official incapacity or rebuking popalar fo11y," ]

.when that was irresponsible and counterproductive.73 Eventually'

it also found fault with the Citizens' Committee, calling it “an_

- 74

amateur criticizing organization," which might better be dissolved.
With each comment, the ihf1uence of radicals on, the new public health
régime waned a Tittle more..

Even before such repercussions were fully evident, the riot
had had one further, important consequence: a quick cﬁange in the
dfficial vacbingtion bolicy.- Compulsory Yaccination'would still be
implemented but'on1y’after a Iong,_jgjtial.peéiod fn which as many
_pgop]e as possfb1e would be won over by calm reasoning and persua-

sion.. "

L'expérience des autres, la lecture, la conversa-

tion, auront converti les plus récalcitrants. La

rue entigre, la ville entilre aura &té€ vaccinée.

Le spectre hideux se retirera. Le commerce repren--

dra. Les fabriques résonneront de nouveau. La

prospérité et le bonheur renattront parmi nous.

Ce sera la douceur, 12 charité, le raisonmnement, . -
la persuasion qui auront accompli 1'oeuvre.’d
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Sé'the health authoritieé prqmise& in a_special messaée passed on by
the Catho]ic;cfergymen to their congregations the Sunday after the
| riof. | |
i Beginning-the next da§:-pub1ic vaccinators were dispatched
_on'systematic house to house visips?throughout Montre;l. They would
offer once again to immunize the- unvaccinated, leave vaccination
Titerature at households where their offers were refused, and return
later when thé oc&upants had had time to reconsider.76 The vaccina-
tors were instructed especia]ly‘to'be tactful, and admonished to "ne
pas agir grpﬁsiErement comme on a fait quelquefois”; "tout le monde
doit Efre traité poliment comme_celé doit se faire eﬁtre-gens bien

nés [sicﬂ.“77

The Health Committee invited complaints concerning
any cify doctor's behaviour and a]]cwgd families who so wished to be
vaccihated'by-doctqrs of their own choosiﬁé igﬁtead.78

Because of the new po1icy,.it_would bé:near1y three months
"before the City began enfdrcing compﬁ]sory vaccinat{on. The first
vaccination 'canvass' of Montreal was not comp}ete unti} November

20.79 Then the vaccinators began a second, during which the Health

Department distriButed copies of the Official Gazette to recalcitrant
o+

familes so that none'c0u1d pleéd ignorance of the 1aw_as’an excuse

for remaining unvacc1nated 80 As the distribution neareé completion,
. cuty doctors were sent out again to-offer hold-outs a 1ast chance‘to
submit voluntar11y. Finally, on December 17, prosecut1ons undeT the

compulsory vaccination law began in the Sanitary Court.al The first
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conviction occurred on December 24, to be fol1owed‘1n.the next three
weeks by twenty—eight others.sz_ _ | |

While vaccinators were_conbing Montreal, the Health Depart- -
ment and the press naged a propaganda war against antirvaccinatjon—
ists. DBr. Ross had begun to-publish a series of circulars entitled

The Anti-Vaccinator after the riot. In some issues, he and Dr

Coderre Jo1ntly presented lists of supposed, recent v1ct1ms of vac-;

c1nat1on.83 The C1ty countered with 22,000 copies of an 1]Iustrated

84

oroadsheet ‘L Ami du Peup?e s extoi11ng vacc1nat1on City physi-

cians 1nvest1gated cases c1ted by the anti-vaccinationists and as-'

certained that the persons 1nvolved had not been truly vacc1nated or

had already contracted sma1lpox before be1ng vaccmated.85 By the

end of October, French- Ianguage newspapers had, 11ke their Eng11sh-

language counterparts in August, stopped printing letters from the

~anti-vaccinatigdnist doctors.86 Now the newspapers,depzcted them as

p—

an unrepresentatmve, misleading med1ca1 m1nor1ty Some even triedwz

to dtscred1t them persona11y by quest1on1ng the honesty or s1ncer1ty
{ -
of Drs. Coderre and Ross. 87

o

While persuasion and propaganda were being app11ed to lawer-
class French Canadians in general, the, hea]th author1t1es d1rected

add1t1ona1 efforts at certain part1cu1ar groups. All schooi

P |

ch11dren were supposed to have vaccination cert1f1cates and a]though

~

G ‘
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that requirement was not strict]y enfor®ed in Catholic schéo]s at

first, 88 the City later sent vaccinators to the schools te help

89

enforce it. Vaccinators also called upon-the occupants of other

. [~
- public institutions. The earliest visited were prison inmates, most
of whom were assumed to come from smalipox-afflicted areas of

Montrea].go Then came the inhabitants of other ;orrectional; charit-
. o+ .
able, or religious institutions: reformatories, the House of Industry,

the Y.M.C.A., hospices, asilesy seminaries, hos;:ita]s,‘conyents.gI
' A} ' . .

It appears that cityia—ccinat.ors also approached some tradesmen such
_as‘butchgrs and hackdriversf‘whose occupations put them in constant
with much of the pub]ic.92 The health authbrities en;ouréged an _
initiétive of one group, the Hontrea1'ﬁackmens' ﬂnion, to have

| members and their fam111es observe smar]pox precaut1ons 1nc1ud1ng
vacc1nat1on.9? F1na11y, prompted by Engl1sh language newspapers

and the Cﬁtizéns Comn1ttee, the City turned to its Own workers.
Beg1nn1ng with the police, the employees of various c1ty departmentse
were ordered to obtain vaccination certificates for themselves and

" their families or else be dismisse_d.g4 Some other government
employees iﬁ the Montreal area reEeive& simi]ar orders'.g5 -drders
which were fn fact the same as those 1ssued by bus1nessmen active

in the Emp]oyers League

©w



-The Employers’ League was itself the major, if unofficial,
cem;onent of municipal vaccination policy following the riot. Before
September-28, it had been gaining momentum;t}ndependent of civic

activities. 'Now, with health officials foéped to retreat from any

'quigk enforcement Of compulsory vaccination, it beqame eved here

important. English-language newspapers decided that employers were,

after all, best able to impose vacc1nat1on .upon Tower—c]ass Hontréalals.

The Star for examp]e repeatedly emphasized that the businessmen \v;ﬂv«f’
were "to a 1arge extent masters of the situatidn themselves. u96 It

‘urged employers, as it had other influential citizens, to use pef—

suasion- in dealing with workers. But, cTeEtly, what.counted most

to the paper and 1ts co]leagues was the economic 1everage thdt the

_employer cou]d exert upon wage earn1ng fam1]1es the employer's abij-

Tity to threaten eorkers with 1mmed1ate unemployment if they dig not

. -have thenselves vaccinated Compared to that “buswness 11ke method of
!attack n37 the Star suggested that c1v1c efforts would be much less

A
‘ sat1sfactory

Organizing house to house vaccination wn]] take time,
and, with its inadequate civic.approach, can only

be partial. Let its field be that mere [sic]s of
gleaning after the vaccinators sent by employ®rs the
length and breadth of the city.98
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City health officials soon came to agree. with that assess-. .

ment. _When the ear11est resu]ts of the1r vaccinat1on canvass proved
e ‘ﬂ.‘

meagre in comparison to the accomp11shments of some company dcctors,

the Hea]th Cuﬁn1ttee readi]y acknow]edged that emp1oyers were now the
99

principal agents of vacc1nat1on. ‘The,Hea1th Department acted accordfl;r_"

ingly, by advising firms on vaccination procedurES, recommending doc-,

tors for companiés to hire, and even offering large companfes the*SerJ'

vices of publicly paid vaccinators‘ From some bus1nesses, it accepted

lists of employees who were to be vacc1nated 100 Thus, rather than

assuming the major respons1b111ty for. 1mmun121ng the peop}e of Mon-

treal, the new public health regime in a-way ended.up-p]ay1ng a large-

ly supplementary-role, as a mere assistant to the vaccination work-of --

_ the business community.

There Was no recurrence of r1ot1ng wh11e the—C1ty S new
vaccination strategy took effect but ]ower-c1ass French Canad1ans g

still resisted efforte to vaccinate them. They were,vto start with,

unreceptive to the new house-to-house vaccination'campaign. -On the

first ‘eanvass', people in areaé-lightly touched by,smailpox received'_

v

the public vaccinators with politeness or total indifference; the

. 1nhab1tants of the worst affected areas of the c1ty displayed con-

101

s1derab1e host111ty-toward them. It seems that on]y .a fraction

of those v1s1ted consented to vacc1nat]on and: at 1east Six thousand

102

persons refused vaccination outright. One wonders how many more



ith £he vaccinators.

Ny

sistance apparently came from hackdrivers and carters and such trades-

might have‘sﬁmp1y avoided any direct meeting

' For the health authorities, some of the rr1some re-

. men as bakers.and butchers who pers1stent1y refused vacc1nat1on.103
The hackdrlvers and carters were espec1a11y intractable. Most refused

to part1c1pate in the voluntary scheme of the Hackmen s Union, despite

off1c1a1 and business encouragement. They would not be vacc1nated and

so dfolng:,wear the badges which, according to the o1an wou]d s1gn1fy
to th%“pu611c that they were safe to patron1ze Some were more devi-
ous and managed to obtain badges without being vaccinated.'®?

| _ Many lower-class French Canad1ans a]so res1sted vaccination
at the hands of employers and had done so almost from the beginning -of

—
the Employers' League. There were some workers who simply forfeited

105

- jobs and income rather than be vaccinated. ‘Probably many more

tried. to retain their JObS yet avoid vaccination by means of var1ous_
ruses: self-1nf11cted arm scratches resemb]Tng vacc1nat1on mar'ks,]06

cert1f1cates excusing them from vaccination for dubious reasons of

107

health, and, above all, fa]se vaccination certificates . The pro—

e

pr1etor of a saw-mill comp1a1ned for example, that h1s emp]oyees“

bought fa1se certificates for f1fty cents each from an. anti- vaccina-

tionist doctor in Ste—Cunégonde 108

These might be no more than
-b]ank documents bearing a doctor! s signature. In some cases, workers
might pass a single certificate amongst themselves to make'1t serve
them aJ].]Og _fhe traffic in such certificates nagisignificant enough

-..._‘\
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that the Star cautwoned emp]oyers to question any d1rty, poorly writ-

ten or otherw1se su5p1c1ous specimens presented to them.]]o

2

some wofkers actually submitted.to vaccination and then tried to pre-

Finaily,

vent the vaCC1ne from takxng effect by w1p1ng or wash1ng it off; one

work1ngman rubbed the site of his vacc1nat1on with tobacco juice, the

result being a badly swollen arm .

St111 other workers expressed their defiance of employers
collectively by striking. On September 4, about one hundred French
. Canadian ironworkers-deparfed en masse from the factory of Peck, Ben- _

ny'ang Company, demanding the removal of newly posted vaccination

112

arders. ‘On the same day, there was a similar strike of between

thirty and one hundred workers at the Pillow, Hersey and Company iron-

113 About two hUndred employees struck the Adams Tobacco Com-

114

works.

- pany on the morn1ng of September 8. On September 30, about forty

- out of ezghty men opposed to vaccination at 2 1erge ]uﬁber firm, Hen-

115

derson Brothers went on strike. It seems that there was also e

| str1ke at the Targe, east-end Hudon Cotton Mills, with about s1xty

weavers 1eav1ng to protest vacc1nat10n or-der‘s,”6 T - ..

-

- Lower-class Montréalajs thus resisted the attempts of both
City officials and empfoyers to ﬁave_them vaccinated. Howeyer, in the
. short term at least, they fared better-edainet the former. The civic
house to hoese campaign did take effect,'as successive roungf by
vaccinators gradna]?j reduced the nembe}s of hold-outs again;ﬁ vac-

cination. During the last 'canvass' before legal enforcement began



in earnest, 451 people reiented within ten~days;]]7‘ By the year's fx'--'f

end, the campaign had produced 8442 vaccinatibné_directJy. More .«

- -
-

-« " .- . -~ i
importantly, the visiting health foicers seem to have persuaded many
* families to be vaccinated by their own doctors. The result, according
to official estimates, was a further 25,326 immunizations, almost

-equalling the 26,150 performed in public vaccinators' offices in
' 118 ' '

1885, This was a substantial accomplishment but one qual%fied by

the fact that it had required almost three months. Moreover, in spite
of it, many lower-class French Canadians in the cit& undoubtedly re-

mained unvaccinated, having in one way or 2nother eluded the house to

\
a

house canvassers. _

_ In-contrast, resistance to the Emp]oyersALeague met with
complete and abrupt failure. Each of the anti—vaccinatipn strikes
proved short-1ived ap& futile. _The-febel]ious workers of Peck, Benn}
and Company all returned to.their jobs, and thUs‘certain vaccination,

wi;hin three day§.119 The strfi}ng Adams tobacco workers were per-

120

suaded'to return to work after dnly half a‘day; Henderson Brothers

merely closed ts doors until the next daj, when some of its workers

12]

" returned, and then dismissed the rest. Thirty-six of the departed

weavers at the Hudon Cotton Mills soon-returned to their jobs. The

threat of dismissal gradually melted any other potential resistance

122

. among the more than nine hundred workers there. Elsewhere strikes

L]
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may have been considered but failed to get.off the ground. At one,
unnamed firm, a spontaneous walk-out by several hundred workers was. -
reportedly averted at the last minute by the owner, foremen, and

some willing workers personally demonstrating the safety of vacci-

nation.'%® _ '

.Not only was this resistance unsuccessful agaihst employers,
but workers also received next to no sympathy or support fr@m-other
quarters. The anti-yaccinationists natura1ly'opposed the Employers'

League and Dr. Coderre even advised workers to strike rather than

124

“wgive in to an employer's demand to have themselves vaccinated. But

the French-language newspapers which attacked compulsory state vac-'
cination so vigorously were virtually silent about ;ﬁe.vaccinatibn

being imposed by employers directly upon lower-class French Cana-

125

—~
dians. Only Jules Helbronner gn L2 Presse, commented at length

on the matter and even he.explicit]y approved of the emp%fyers' o
actions, admonishing the worker who resisted that he had no right to.

Lomplain. o _ '?' o -

[0In ne le moleste pas, on ne lui impose aucune -~
dépense, on ne fait violence d aucun dé ses sens.
timents, on lui dit-simplement: allez travailler

. ailleurs. Lles patrons'sont libres d'empicyer qui
bon leur semble, tdant qu'ils offrent le salaire
'honnétement d0 2 1'ouvrier pour ses peines et ’
qu'ils respgctent ses droits de citoyen; et lorsque .
Tes ouvriers parlent de se mettre.en gréve sur.la
question de la vaccination ils ont 4ort et ce sont
eux qui font acte de tyrannie.126

=
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To the wage-earnTng French Canad1an, ‘however, vacc1nat1oq

by an employer was sure1y every bit as much an imposition as

compulsory vaccination by the City. The Star summed up the situation

"-of many workers with the.comment that they Eou1a not hope to escape
vacéinatﬁon gasi1y except by going jobless: "They will have to
choose between s%arvatign”ﬁn Montreal and seeking emﬁ]oyment inl
.the United States, aqq the latter will involve vaccination.“]27
Rather thaﬁ SE debrived of their Iive]jhood, thousands of wofkers'
and their families submitted to their empioyef's will. According
to the claims of several ]arge finnﬁ, the.overwhelming ::i;fifg;’
of the1r employees cooperated when ordered to be vaccinate .Of
2500 @rand Trunk railway employees, about half of whom are French

128

- Canadian, supposedly only nineteen refused vaccination. when

entire families were jmmunized, each of Mont}eal's lTargest émp]oyers
-undoubtedly brought about thousands of vaccination#. As’ a result
of orders given n{né hundred workers at W. 8. MacDonald's east

end tobacco plant, for instance, it was thought that more than

129

: 5000 persons might.be.vaccihated. Estimates of the total number

6f‘peop1e-vaccinated bécause of the Emplbyers' [eague ranged

from 17,000 by Octobér. 12,to 21,000 by the end of 1885 130

ke et



Some.of those peop1e lived in Hontrea]‘s'suburbs,.where
employerstprobabﬂy p1ayed an eren more jﬁpoqtant ro1e' as agents
of vaccination than they did io the city proper. The Central Board
of Health tr1ed to make suburban off1c1als promote vacc1nat1on
more actively in the same ways that 1t had pressed them to pursue -
isolation measures. But they apparently did Tittle except perhaps

131

to make free pub]wc vacc1nat10n ava11ab1e at off1ces. and it

!’
is un11ke1y that that had much effect. THe s1tuatwon was comp11cated

by the uncooperativeness' of many suburban doctors. »Some opposed
vaccination ent1re1y, others perhaps did not but neverthe1ess ad-
v1sed peoplefthat vaccinat1on during an epidemic was unsafe.]‘32
‘Most of the phys1c1ans 1£ St-Jean Bapt1ste agreed amongst themselves

not to accept work as public vacc1nators 133

The mayor of that %4
suburb had thus probably been right when, at the end of'August he
had warned that he counted more upon the Employers League than upon
any municipal efforts to vaccinate his fellow residents. 134
Even w1th the vital he]p, both outside and within, Montrea]
of the emp1oyers,-vaccination u]timateTy fell far short of success,

failing to-reach large numbers of lower-class Montréalais. In Decem-”

=ber, civic health officials guessed that there were as many as

15,000 people still onvacoineted; a large number of them being

135

h11dren The officials admitted that of the -approximate .
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total of 80 000 vaccinations. performed in the city in 18855 only-
-one-quarter were first or pr1mary vacc1nat1on5 Tess than the est1;
mated tota] of b1rths in Montrea] o#er the previous three ,years.136
n the new year, the C:tlzens Cmﬂn1ttee went even further, est1mat#
_ing the number of unvacc1nated persons at betueen 30, 000 and 40,000. 137.
~ The new public health regime wh1ch appeared in Mo/treal
“in September. 1885, proved unab]e-to lmpose vacc1nat1on-upon lower-
’ c]ass French Canad1ans in the same, steady, progre551ve]y more effec- -
. tive fashion in wh1ch 1t qmposed jsolation- ‘measures.- The hea]th
organ1zat1on began -with renewed attempts to persuade the 1ower class
Montréa1a1s 1o be vaccinated vo]untar11y.” But these were unprom1s1ng
- and therefore br1ef pre11m1nar1es to a more aggre551ve approach. As
-.the ep1dem1c neared 1ts peak the pub11c hea1th organ1zat1on decreed
‘the compulsory vacc1nat1on 1aw for which businessmen and Eng11sh-
Ianguage newsqapers had increasingly clamoured, conf1dent that w1th
-Tt vacc1nators could sweep through the lower- c]ass French Canad1an
popu]at1on, snuff1ng out sma11pox by depr1v1ng if of further v1ct1ms
However, thanks to popu]ar misconcept1ons of what the Taw entalled
.the acc1dent strewn record of vacc1nat1on 1tse}f the zea1ous work
: of anti-vaccinationist doctor§ and the frequent ant1-French Canad1an

. IR O
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{y’ tone of the agltat1on for compulsory sma]lpox measures, 1ower class
" French Canadians were swept instead by fears of what was to tome and
greater host111ty towards the city author1t1es. The result was the .
Targest demonstrat1on of resistance to health off1c1als. the riot of
September.28. That s1ng1e, re]at1ve]y short event a]ong w1th the’ gf_
poss1b111ty of further v1o}ence, was of vital importance. It.frIghten-f
ed city officials into sunmmn1ng m1]1tary protection. It strengthened
criticism of compulsory vacc1nat1on and jts advocates by French-.
language new5paper5‘and French Canad1an aldermen. Both had cons1stent-
1y opposed chpulsory vaccination and pred1cted 1t—wou1d cause troub]e
"The r1ot led the two most 1nf1uent1a1 men in the new hea1th regime,
Hugh Graham “and Richard White, and their respect1ve newspapers to
‘ adopt a more moderate stance regarding official smallpox measures,
-thus gradua]]y repud1at1ng the: rad1ca1lsm of other Eng11sh 1anguage
papers and other members of the C1t12ens Committee. Finally, |
because 'of the riot, the health authorities oelayed enforcing com-
'puIsory vacoination until almost-the xear's end, by whiEh time |
the epidemic would be all but over.- Instead they reverted, to-per-
suasion, propaganda and, house to;nouse vaccinationjbn a voluntary
bas{;. In the meantime,‘though, they relied upon empioyers to carry .

out the most rapid'and efficient enforcement of vaccination. Thelr

-
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suburban counterparts probabiy did so .even more. With legal compul-
sion postponed and 2 'no' still being sufficient to turn away public

vaccinators, lower-class French Xanadians had in a sense won their

’

lconfrontation with the public health regime. Emp]oyers and the

threat of immediate unemployment were harder to defy. If surreptiti-
ous resistance might succeed, open defdance-by workers did not. And

so compulsory vaccination in another form did reach much of ower-class

French Canadian Montreal. Even then, however, thousands of Jower-ciass

‘Montréalais remained untouched by the vaccinator's needle, proof that

.compulsory vaccination had-never fully succeeded. .



CONCLUSION AND EPILOGUE

Is the city to be governed in a manner o suit the Mob~

to please the least intelligent and most disorderly, the : R

nost vicious and violent,the rowdies,the loafers and low de-

magogues; or....the men who made Montreal what it is --

the peacefully disposed, the law abiding, the thrifty,

industrious, the energetic and enterprising, the

capitalists, the bankers, the manufacturers...?
At the end of 1885, smallpox was no longer epidemic in Montreal .and the
City was gradually returning to normal. However the disease had_ left its
mark, not just by killing or das.1gur1ng thousands of people but also by .
push1ng to the forefront questions about public health act1v1t1§§///d the
government of the c1ty, questions 'such as the angry outburst of a newspaper
after the riot of September 28, quoted above. The epidemic had highlightec
"a division of the. population of Montreal regarding smallpox and it had
b%ought about a clash in which one part'qf the city tried to impose 1ts -
response to the disease upon the other, with varying results. In some
respects, lat®r developments in 1886 would confirm or reinforce the outcome
of the events of 1885. They would show, too, that the essential dichotomy
of Montreal concerning smallpox remained unresolved.

In mid-November, while health officials were occupied with isolating
the victims of smallpox and vaccindting its potential victims, Montreal's
epidemic began to wane. Newspapérs soon dispensed with such grim reminders

. P » )
qf its presence qs_the daily mortality statistics. On December 16, for the
first time since June, 2 day passed without a single smallpox faté]ity in

&

the ¢ity. Deaember 24 went by without any newly-reported case of the cisease.

Though lives were still to be lost to smallpox, though cases would stif]

. : 165
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appear sporad1ca11y as Iate as June, 1886, though smallpox was still rife
1n areas beyond the c1t9, the epxdem1c was over in Montreal by the end ofr-
1885. L '

'Ae the epidemic subs;ded, its threat to business in Hontrea1 faded
and spirits rebounded within the business community. Businessmen and
peaTth officials had already begun in early November to press for an easing
of the smallpox measures in foree at Quebec's boundaries.Z From December
onward, outside governmenis graduatlly relaxe}, then.lifted their border in-
spections, quarantines, and other restrictions op the movement of travellers
and freight from Montreal.3 The Ontario-run inspection of outyard-boupd
Montrea] goods, eneed in late January, to fu];ome praise from C{Xy business-
men. Since November, it had been 1ncreas1pply apparent that the busiress-
men had not suffered near]y as much as feared from the smallpox scare and ,
they now credited Ontario's agtivities with reassuring and thus keeping or
recovering most of their customers.4 Only in the Maritimes was there still
at the year's end, much serious resistanee to Montreal products.5 Even
todrism, the industry worst hit by the epidemic, was fast reviving with the
‘advent of tHe-Christma; seasqn. Businessmen, their confidence and optimism
reqained, discussed how they might hasten the rev{ﬁai by’ advertising across
Canada that Mpntreal had conquered its dreaded scourge.6 fherelwas‘ta1k of
another winter carnival to seal the city's return-to normal.

Because smallpox was disappearing, civic health activity'against it

also gradually declined. - As more and more of the sick were hospitalized, the

Health Department slowly shrank to its former size by dismissing its temp-

Nkt e el b X K S e 4
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arary empToyees.. Froh‘as'ﬂany as 500, the numbef of-'isb1ation consﬁable;"

fell to twenty-four by mid-December and tc two by the énd of January.7 . By

then, ﬁhe T1ast house in MoﬁfreaT gnown fo have_containe& smallpox had been

fumigated: The remaining smai]pdx victims, ;ecupeéating in hospital,

numbered only seventy-seven.8 Already part of the smél1pox hospiﬁé] had been

closed. Meanwh11e, compulsory vacc1natwon, having only Just'begun at Chr1st-

mas, remained in force. The house—to-house visits by vaccinators, which were

necessary to give the law any effect, seem to have continued until Marcﬁ.?

One public vaccinator-in the east end repdrted that he now encountered fewef

overt rebuffs because of convictions under the law.10 S1nce health of fences
——

declined along with the incidence of smallpox, the Sanitary Court was able to .

close on February-f7.]7 With the up-coming March mhnicipal e1ections, the )

enlarged civic Health Committee reverted to its normal 51zé'3nd aldermanic

membership. The Citizens' Cqmm1ttee continued to meet for at least another

month, 12 0f all the elements pf the new public healtﬁ regime, fhe emergency

Central  gpoard of Health lasted longest. Occupied elsewhere in Quebec, it

was not dissolved ugtii September, 1886.13 |

.- Montreal's return to norma] was necessar11y anti-climactie, so great

had the impact of the ep1dem1c been upon the c1ty Central to that impact was

the fact that Montrea] was sharply divided in terms of ‘thé way its %nhabit-

ants exper1enced, v1ewed and responded to smallpox. Anglophone Montrealers

. of all classes and m1dd1e class French Canadians were, as a grouﬁﬂ reiatuve{;

untoucheQ*by the disease. It aroused in them fee1ings of fear and abhorrence

and they generally responded by trying to avoid it, by taking any precaution

“
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which prooieed escape’ from its~dreaded clutohes:"dowever, lower-class
French Canadiaiis,-the principal victims of smallpox, reacted very dif-
ferently; Tney were not‘frightenéd-by the diseese. Instead’ because of"
d comb1natxon of econom1c and cuTtraI factors because of poverty and
expec1a1]y because of certa1n set‘pe11efs and ati1tudes about sma11pox,

disease and death, Iower-cTass French Canadians tended to'tolerate sma?l-

pox as a necessary, if d1sagreeab1e, part of life. Preventat1ve measures

~such as isolation and vaocinagionitherefore held Tittle-if any attraction

-

for them.

_SeTf;jnterest and disunity_anong dootors, ond particularly the’
profession's problemg wdtn vaccination, added immeasuréblp-to.the initial
disinclination of the;]oWer¢c1ass Montréalais to:take smallipox pr%cautions.
First, the necessity of maintaining a c]iente1e made many physicians will-
123 to aid anyone who wished to conceal sma11pox from civic health officials.

Secondly. there was controversy about vacc1nat1on wh1ch, in 1885 was st111

a risky and accident-prone measure. Acc1dents and m1sunders¢and1ngs concern-‘

1ng vaccination undoubtedly caused much popular aversion to 1;\ Moreover

'Montrea] had a- sma11 but dedicated band of doctors, most of whom were French-

.'épegking, whd were violently opposed totvaccination on both medical and

ideo1ogica} grounds. For fifteen years they had publicly promoted their

ideas, deftly exploited vaccination mishaps, and nourished the popular anti-

| pathy to the practice.

~ N
s

To compound the problem of lower-class French Canadian opposition to

1

smallpox mrecautions, an opposition abetted by some doctors, the . j

2
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city also had-an inept pub11c health organization headed by apathet1c and .
. chron1ca1ly 1ndec1s1ve aldermen. That organ1zat1on had- b 1neffect1ve o
aga1nst smallpox in the 18705 and it repeated the pattern of fa11ure in. “
early 1885. Slowly but surely, civic health officials 1ost track of'the

spread1ng smallpox and failed to 1so]ate its victims. They maneged onlyAa

brief, d1sastrous, and accident-stewn campaigm of vacc1nat10n. They watched

helplessly as snellpoxflourtshed 4n Mbntrea\ s suburbs and was borne back
into the city. In sum, the mun1c1pa1 health organ1zat1on presented 1it t]e
rea
seven months after its arrival in Montreal, the disease had-attained the
proport1ons of a maJor epidemic. N |
_Such was the magn1tude of the ep1dem1c however, that in August it did
spar{_a ser1ous cha]]enge to the lower- class French Canadian att:tudes to
'smallpox Qutside Montrea1,ﬁacross North America, pub11c1ty about the
ef1dem1c generated a. commerc1a1nscare which Jeopard1zed business 1nterests
in the city. Inswde Mbntrea1, smallpox spread suff1c1ent1y for . ng]ophones
and middTe-e1ass French Canadians.to beg1n feeling. phys1ca11y endangered.
Aroused by the dual threat of the epidemic, “the Eng11sh 1anguage press and
the business commun1ty, 1ed by the Star, launched a more aggress1ve attack on
smajlpox First businessmen organ1zed amongst themselves in order to force .
the1r workers and workeys fam111es to obsServe sma11pox precaut1ons 'Then,'
with this 'Emp1oyers";League under wdy, the newspapers and businessmen’
turned to City Hall. By mid- September, their ag1tat1on there had produced

a new public health reg1me: .an en]arged c1v1c Hea1th Commwttee on- wh1ch

P
[

-~
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} challenge to the lower-class French Canadian approach to sma]]pox. Thus,-
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. they had a special place and influence, an emergency Central Bﬁard.of
' Health with virtally unlimited powers, and an unofficial, militant

’ ‘Cifizens' Committee' dedigated to ending the epidemic as quickly as

Propel]ed by the English-language press and the C1t1zens Committee,

7the new public health regime set about enforcing smallpox precautions among

16wer-c1ass French Canadians. Within Montreal, it gradually developed 2

comprehensive system of compulsory isolation, detecting/sick families, quar-

: ant1n1ng them as effectively as it cou1d at home,. assnst1ng them with civic

re11ef and, after appropr1at1ng a suitable facgl;ty, progress1ve1y hospital-

. xz1ng as many of the sick as possible. Even before.undertaking most of that

a;tivity, the new regime decreed compulsory vaccinatipn. - And it created a
special court for‘thé summary prosecution of those who did not comply with

any of its measures. Meanwhile, outside the city, the new pdblic health ~

regime applied various kinds of pressure to suburban officials in order to
- make them pursue similar action. Thus did one part of Montreal seek to

translate its fears and economic interests intc an effective way of ending

the epidemic by imposing precautions upon the rest of the city and its”
environs. - ‘ | '
However;ltﬁe imposition of smallpox precautions was ;éither peacéfu}~ '
nor a1ways successful, because lower-class Frenchfganadxans reéwsted
Within Montreal thewr resistance took many forms, individual and col ctjven
covert and open,- verba1 confrontat1on and phys1ca1 violence. u1t1ma§:1y, {t

did not stop the new pub11c health reg1me from succeeding in isolating

.

~
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virtually all smallpox ie Mnntreail But it“ﬁes a different story.with~
vacciﬁatibn because the highpo{nt of all resistance to the health author-
ities was an early and massi;e ehow of oeposition to compulsory vaccin-
ation, the riot of September 28. That event, ané the threat of its
repetition, deterred the new public health regime from even trying to
enforce mandatory state vaccination until the epidemic was all but over.
In contrast, lower-class French Canadian resistance to vaccination'by
employers was ineffective, defeated, when not-disceuraged_from the very
outset by the powerfu] econom1c leverage wh1ch pusinessmen had over their
workers. However, despite even the’ Employers' League, a s1zeab1e number -
of lower-class French Canadians, including_meny children,.ﬁad.sti11 not
been vaccinated by the end'of the enidemic. In an Tmpoﬁtgnt sense, the
new public health regime had thus failed in Montreal. Meanwhiie. putside
the ¢ity, 1n those suburbs w1th predom;nanxly lower-tlass French Canadxan

”

popuTat1ons popular resistance appeared 1r|anmre 1nd1rect manner, as an
1nconsp1cuous but ever-present stimulus for 1oca1 officials repeated1y to'
dilute or ignore decrees from the new health regime, sO ;hat its success

" there was.se1dom-quick or certain. -

whaTe lower-class French Canad1ans outs1de the. city limits were in

effect helped by suburban off1c1a1dom those within Montrea® received a-
timited sort of support from other quarters, above all from French- 1anguage
" newspapers and French Canaqian aldermen. If opne assumes tﬁzse expresged a0
r 4

essentially middle-class outlook, then it would seem that middle-class

Montréalais held an uneasy, ambivalent, intermediary position in the con-
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frontations between their lower-class brethren ane the new public health -
regime. For although they;feared smallpox and be11eved in smallpox pre-
cautions, the_y were often lukewarm, aloof, or critical towards the new
reg1me, its measures and its adherents 0ften they expressed sympathy or
support for lower-class French- Canad1ans who reS1sted it. Sometipes, as.
thh the 'Gagnon affa1r ’ th1s criticism aud support-was pot:altogether
genuine but an expression, rather,_of part1san po11t1cs. At other times

it was.e/ns1stent and sincere. Th1s was espeC1a11y true contern1ng com:
.puIsory state vaccination, the safety of which was at issue. Perhaps the
most impo}tane cause of ambivalence among middle-class French Canadians,
though, was the Very nature of the agitation which surpounded the new public
health regime. The impatient, vehement demands,of’Eninsh;]ahguage news-
papers and bysinessmen for instant so]utions and, ij;necesgary,'the use of
force, as we1{ as;the anti-French Canadian sentiment whichespmetimes coloured
those demands, disturbed pidd1e-c1a£;-Erench Canadians, pho knew that they
m1ght4we11 on1y cause more troub]e As La ?resse commented:

]

On.a vu dans le z2le que_ la terreur seule Ieur 1nsp1ra1t

unr parti pris de mépriser notre‘or1gxne et certaines im-
prudences; certaines mani2res de faire outrecuidantes, . -
ont, exaspéré la popuTataon que des mesures tres diffici-

les 3 accepter et qui-ne s’imposent aisément nulle part
ailleurs, avaient déja sérfeusement indisposée.14 -

- In the end, however such c¢riticism benef1ted lower-class Fﬁg\gh Canad1ans
' .very little. Except when political motives intervened, most of the cr1x1cs
.seem u1t1mate1y to have gone along with the imposition of smallpox pre-
cautxons, accepting official measures of compul?bry 1solat1on and even the

de facto compuisory vaccwnat1on carr1ed*og£{by emp1oyers
. *r - P

e AR



. Canadjans in both city and suburbs had to live.
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- There was one further aspect to the c]ash*wﬁich the smal1p6x épidemic-

precipitated in Montreal. At the s;mé time as the new public health regime.

tried to enforce isolation measures and vaccination, it largely ignored

sanitary and environmental improvements, ‘a type of activity which Tower- "~

class French Canadians might have welcbme%ﬁore: Sanitation was widely, tf

| wrongly, thought to have 2 bear1ng on “the 1nc1dence of sma1]pox. It was an

article of fa1th to Montreal's anti- vaccwnat1on1;t @Pctors that a clean city
was the only true solution to the ep1dem1c. But other voices also repeated-
1y broacﬁed the idea‘of iTproved_;anitaiioq as middie-c]ass Montréa1ais
opinion turned critical o% the new‘pub1ic health regime. When ?rench- ,/F—“‘

language newspapers reported a complaint about some specwfwc instance of

 poor sanitation, a garbage-11ttered street or vacant lot, for example, they

se1dom fai1ed to connect-it to the $x1stence of smallpox nearby. More
jmportant, these newspapers, as well as French Canadian alggrmen and other
francophone observers, frequently linked gmallpox to certain 1qu-standihg

er levances about the physical environment in which lower-class French

]

Pgor or noﬁ-ex{stent sewers, garbage dumps, and air pollution from
g the problems  most frequent]y mentioned. Where sewers
existed in the 1ower east end of Montreal, fhey were all too often ol¢, in-

adequate ﬁndoverwhelmed by sewage from the h1gher better serviced west end

- N
‘the suburbs north of the ¢ity, particularly St-Jean.Baptiste and Chte St-
' 16 ' )
~ Louis, lacked sewers entirelﬁl In additj%%, for years, legally or not,

-garbage contractors,- butthers, and others had dumped Montreal's refuse in
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fields ahﬁ old qﬁa ie§ north of theréity 1imits and in';he.east'endi
rrbeyond St-Denis street..z Aside from the health hazard-thése-éccumulatioﬁs
. of garbage represented as “they rotted they also caught fire from t1me to-
\~\;1me, subjecting parts of the city to ghaze of rank smoke. In Jate summer,
1885, one such fire burned for more than two months in the east end.18 N
‘ Pbanwh11e, a moreuregular form of air potlution 1§sued from city factories,
the worst offenders being the malodorous establishments which produced~—~-—
tallow, soap, and glue.l9
Each‘timé these problems were mentioned, it was ass;rted or‘implied'
that -they at least partly explained whysyml]poi struck lower-class French
Canadians so severely: the"péisqhs‘ eﬁanating from i11-dra§ned sewagé,
from dumps from factories, had made lower—c]ass Montréalais espec1aTIy
susceptible to disease. La Presse, for ingtance, b1amed the f]ourash1ng )

SMEI1pox in St-Jean Baptiste dh-the garbage dumped there: _ .

>

Qu' on dépose les memes ordures pr&s du Beaver Hall; qon

leur donne le temps de fermenter et de procréer 1es

myriades de microbes gui s'en dégagent, on verra s1 les

anglais résisteront mieux que les canadiens. [s1c]
Moreover, it was English Montreal which La Presse and other francophone
cr1t1cs ultimately held respons1b1e for the sgﬂlfif;on problems. They
charged that it had depr1ved the east end of civic xpend1tures and thus
such things as better sewers;ZT' it had thwarted the northern suburbs’

” : ’

~desire for sqyerskfwhether built on their own or through annexation to’

2 it had seep to it that the city's garbage ended up around

9\, -

and'its businessmen owned most of the factories pollut-
o ' '

~-eastern Montreal;

ing the atmosphere thexe. Actérding to such reasoning, then, the very



~ . ' 175

peog1e who were most'frant%c about the sma11pox'epideuic, and also g%ven gd'.
blamjng‘TowerecIass Montréalais for it, had, in fact'doue their sharesto
br1ng it -about. .l - _ | | .
“The sanitation cr1t1cs suggested that health officials cowld fight
smalipox differently. Nhy, Frepch-language newspapers asked, did the new ‘
pub1ic health regime not devote at least as much attention td the pressing
sanitation prob]ems as it d1d to “disolation and vaccmatpn" Why did it not
even do more just to clean and’d151nfect streets and yar-ds'*‘25 An untypical,
French Canadian member of the Citizens' Committee suggested that it create
a'specia1 sub-committee to study sanitary conditions in Montreal, inc1uding
the city's sewers and factories and their effects in_réTatjon to smaﬂpox.26
A French Canadian.alderﬁag from the east end pressed the civi¢c Health Committee
to have noxious-glue. tallow and soap factoriesiwitﬁin the city limits closed.
However the new public health regime virtually disregarded the desire for
increased-sanitation measures. English-language newspapers, businessmen, and
city health officials did express concern about Montreal's various sanitation

28

ﬂ\ -
problems and acknowledge the need for 1mprovements But they did. not con-

sider sanitation vital “for combatt1ng smallpox and med1ca11y, they were

T . :
serious problem but the disease was not. The Star condemn

v Co
"confuse the unquestioned value of pure air, cleanliness and good drainage

might. Newspapers pointed out areas of the west end where']an1tat1on was a
e

those who would

w1rh the necess1ty for the specific safeguard vacc1nat1on against the specwftc

poison smallpox.?zg vaccination and isolation, it insisted, were the top

priorities; better drainage_and other such improvements could be considered

>

. —
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later. Similar]y,_the_titizene' COEmi;;ee apparengly dig not think sanit-
' atieﬁ problems urgent enough to warrant a special committee. The Health )
Cmﬁ;ittee end the Ccntral»- Boerd,pf Hea]th'paseed the reduest for factory
c1osures‘bac§ and forth between themselves witbout'ever eoming to a |
deeisien.30' Nor did they undertake any other important sanitary measures.
Thus the hea]th‘regime discounted a type ef.activity which hight well heve
won {e.support.from {ewer-c1ass Freneh Canediansw uelike the determined
opposition that compulsory isoTation,and_veccination gave rise to.
The’neitnyeer. in .2 sense, confirmed tﬁe resultgrof the conflict bef-
ween'the new pub]%c health regime and lower-class Montréalais in 1885, Scme .'
further developments, stemm1ng at least partly from: the ep1dem1c. re1nforced
_the former s accomplishments and potentially strengthened Montreal 5 fu%ure
defenses against smallpox. F1rs£(the C1ty built a new, permanent isoplation
hospital. The deéiiion to do so had in fact come in September, 1885, while
the civic Heaith Committee cast 2bout for a temporary, emergéncy facjlity.31
Health officia]s,-doctors, businessmen and newspapers all supported the'idea
And so, although ;;e City first wasted several months trying to find a.site'
putside its boundaries, it finally erected a bqi]ding-in an isolated area of
easternmost Hochelega Ward with-Epace for 130 patients norma]Iy, or 230 in

—~

 an emergency, the new hospital wa§/1ntended to remain open at all times so as

to allow quick and effective 1so1at1on of future sma]]pox cases. 32

Equally important, in the long run, was the passage at Québec City of‘th-—‘?/
SN
" provincial’ pubT1c health act. HTth the gepidemic® as impetus,; support for some sort

of health 1eg1slat1on had been mount1ng stead11y amongst ‘hé‘ocal med1ca1 pro-

A ravech s -

(PN

T
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French -language newspapers supported annexation, the 1atter émphasizing +ne

fession, hea]th.officials, members of fhe Citizens' Conmitzég{;:d thé pfess. .
By February, 1886, representatives of these groups as weTf\as ‘of the c1ergy» L ;;
were cons1der1ng a proposed pub11c health bill 33_ For good mé\\hre, the | |
Star urged Montrea]s “ra11way, manufacturing and merchant pr1nces“ to exert
their 1nf1uence to have such 2 bill passed.34 Thanks_to such pressure, the
provincia]_governmeht adopted fhe Pubtlic He&lth Act in June. ‘Despite.impoétf
ant shortcomings, the act provaded the basis for a permanent Prov1nc1aﬂ - .
Board of Health, a public hea]th organization which, being dom1nated by
medical men, promised to be less beholden to public opinion than its mun1c1§a1
counterpatj,ts.35 .

A third develepment, the annexation‘o% StlJean Baptiste to Montreal, aiso’
had iﬁportant public health implications. Of the various factors 1n9§1ved in
annexation, one.of the most %mportant was the desire of anglophoﬁe a1derme6
to maintain théir numbers and influence on City\Coun;i]. Thus far, they ﬁah
generally resisted the aﬁnexation of French-speaking suburbs when that would
mean new francophone wards and aTdermeﬁ. As recently as Octoder,- 1884, be-
cause‘of their resistﬁnce, the Cpﬁnci1‘héd rejected a request ?y St-Jéan_
Baptiste to join.Montrea1.36 Twelve months ]atér, however, at the height of
the smallpox épideﬁic; it seems that the idea appeared less objectionable to

T

anglophone aldermen. A]thodgh some reméined dpposed, the City Council

-

established a special committee whi. recommended annexing the surrounding

37

municipalities and prepared to- negociate with them. Eng11sh as well as

-

sanitation benefits to be obta1ned by the suburbs, the former stressing the

.
’ A
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need to debrive smallpox bf outside saﬁc;paries-Q ﬁérticular1y Stldeén
Baptiste --from which the city might again be invaded. At the year's end,
Counci1-fina11y approved the annexation of Stheén'Baptiste.38 By mid-
January, 1886, it was'officialT city wérd and'cdu1d no longer harboyr
;ma11pox beyond the jurisdictigifzf«Montreal's'hea]th officials.» .

1f the new year reinforced some of the successes of the new public
heaﬂth regime in 1885, it a]éo cnnfirmed its relative failure regarding
'vacc1nat1on Because there were still thousands ¢f unvaccinated pe0p1e N
Montreal, health department officials and supporters of thé/;ealth re;:me ‘

wanted to continue compulsory vaccination in one form or another, whether Dby

. ,maxnta1n1ng the system of house-to-house visits and prosecut1on of fam111es

refus1ng vaccination or .by having schools and factor1es cqqt1nue to require

. vaccination certificétes, or siﬁp]y by.ensuring_thét all infants were.

vaccinated.39 ThHe Citizens' Committee in fact advocated compulsory birth

40

registration and vaccination s part of the new public health act. 8ut

jmportant obstacles still stood in the way of any sustainéd vaccination

work.

Montreal's anti-vaccinationists continued campaigning against the'bre-

caution and 9&rt+eu1ar1y all a;tempts to make it cbmpulsory. FQF three months,

_ beginning inLDegsmber, 1885, Tr. Coderre and a colleague maintained a joupmal

devoted ta their‘E@use, L'Antivaccinateur Canadien- Fréngéis 41 Meahwhiie

Ors. Coderre and Aoss and several medical and 1ay co11eagues founded an

' Anci - Vaccwnat1bn League' both to promote the1r 1deas and to provide _
g :
Tega1 defense for any of their number who were brought to court be8§use of

M PR
IR L
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tﬁefr activities.42 Jhe anti vacciﬁationists confested compulsory vaccination
:n the courts, sometimes appear1ng in orde: to defend people charged wwth . |
refus1ng vaccunat1onaaﬂd other times try1ng to prevent such trials from tak-
ing pTace.43 On yet another front, thg ant1-vacc1nat1onists campa1gned

against compulsory vaccinqtion legislation, rgdueéting the Lieutenant-

Governor of Quebec to revoke the existing legal basis of thé measure, circuTl'
ating a petition against its proposg& inclusion in the forthcoming Public
Health Act, and finally, mOuﬁting'a delegation unher Dr. Coderre to meet with
tbe government'in'Quebec C{ty.44 ' | ‘

The anti-vaccinationists were not, however, the greatest hindrance to

‘vaccination in MontteaT. "1t was probably more important that French-language

newspapers and ﬁrench-Canadiaq aldermen were still averse to compuisory state,
vaccination. They could now argue that the end of the epi?emic made such
drastic action unnecessary. La Presse, for example, advised tﬁat, with the
epidemic over, the authorities should act more cautiously; persuasion, above

45 A]so,'reasoning that the epidemic

all, would win people over to vaccination.
was no longer serious,.a francophone alderman on the Health Committee triec
repeated1y to Stop compulsory vaccination.45 The ultimatéxdbstacle to vaccina-
twon, though was the: cont1nu1ng ant1pathy of lower c1ass Montréa1a1s to the
measure. So strong and unshaken was the host111ty that the Health Department
reported 253 refusals of vaccination in 1886. &7
Given thesé obstacles, cfvic vaccination work soon lost any momentum
gained in late 1885. 'Acfive1y enforced vaccination does not seem to havé

oputlasted the §pecia1‘pub1ic health organization which initiated it. Cgmp- '
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ulsory vaccination was not mentioned in the new Public Health Act. By the ~

‘end of 1886, public vaccination had returned to pré—epidémic 1evels, where
' 48 -

~

" it would languish for ¥ears to come.
Hhafever 1886 augured for Montreal's future defenses against smallpox,
it showed that the division in the city regarding the disease remained.
Indeed, the conflict set in motion,by;the epidemic reverberated in the Ha;ch .
cjvic electidn. The attacks upon Mayor Beaugrand and compu]éory_smallpox’
measures, which had'beéun with the Gagnon Affair, ‘had, by the new year, de- '
vg1oped'into a2 campaign against.Beaugrahd's re-election. Le Monde repeated-
1jlcal1éd_upon those workingmen fortunate enough to héve a vote to exercise
it aéainst "M. Maire-Picote" so that he would no longer.'tyrannize’ tﬁeir.
c]ass.49 At election meet{ngs, Beaugrand's opponent for the-mayoralty, one
A -C. Décary, accused him of firing upon poor French Canadians.50 Rumours
were spread ihat, if re-elected, Beaugranﬁ would force everyoﬁe to bé

51 Meanwhile, in the east end, at Teast one aldéyman

vaccinated next spring.

faced a similar chalTénge. F -D. Martjneau, a‘candidate supported by Le

Monde, opposed the one incumbent alderman for Ste-Marie who was up for re-

election, accusinthiﬁ‘of havéng supported the closure of churches, the

moving of’fhe smallpo¥ hospital to the ward and, worst of all, cqmpu]sory

vaccination.  Instead of such 'tyrannical' measures, Martineau wanted health

officials to use only keasoniﬁg and pérsuésion; in any case, he added: ﬁhejr

first priority must belimpro@ed civ{c sanitation and sewers.sz' -
Responding to the opposition, supporters of the new public health regime

'championeq Beaugrand as thé reform hope of Montreal. The Star dismissed

. ' .
-
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Décary and Marfineau as representatives'of a "Jeannotte-Monde-Picote . "

c1ique;'who‘appealed to the 'last-educated' classes. the ‘worst' elements
6f the populélion. If fhey won, and.Beéugrand were defeated, the baper

‘ warned, the outside world would see Hpntréai.as a city dominat;;fgy “;nti- .

53

vaccination cranks”. it printéd a letter from a. 'manufacturer: "“On the

one side, we have Beaugrand, Taw and order, and sanitéry and municipal re-

./

form; on the other side, bécary. smallpox and o, rule.”
Thanks primarily to the anglophone voters. of the west end, Beaugrand.

won re-election, and with a larger majority than the year before.55

But

east end ﬂontreal-give-hié opponents a measure of victory too, because F -D.:

Martineau won the aldermanic election in Ste-Marie. Clearly, the division

of the city regarding shallppx was deép enough to affect the electoral

fortunes of its politicians. - ) ‘ - i
Besides influencing the municipal elections of 1886, tﬁe conflict over ) —;”i//

the epidemic may well have had a more lasting po]iti;al consequence. By .

raising questions about the distribution of political power and control iﬁ

the City it helped to establish a fledgling ;municipal reform' movement in -

Montreal. - One observer, the labour columinist Jules Helbr&aner, viewed the

.eveﬁts of 1885 as proof that lower-ciass Montréalais should be more involved

in the governing of the city. He noted that they had been left out -0f theg

new public health regime, just as they were usually excluded from mumicipal

affairs in general by franchise restrictions such as the corvée or statute

of labour tax. 'Had they been properly represented in the.new public health

structure, he suggested, they might have tolerated anti-smallpox measures

-
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more, al]ow1ng the epidemic to be ended with much less conf11ct. It was
" equally important that lower-class Montréalais have a-greater presence and
say in their reguTar-mun1C1pa1 government.56 S -"-_ - .;h-' ﬂ
Among those Montrea]ers represented by the new pub11c hea1th reg1me,
the Emp1oyers Leazue and the C1t1zens tommnttee, the events of 1885 °
served as an argument for greater 1nvolvement 1n civic government by the v
business éT?te\t Eng]1sh 1anguage newspapers asserted that the ep1dem1c L
as a consequence of the neg1ect or indifference shown mun1c3 a1 affaxrs
. by "the better class of c1t1zens ,- "the men. of. capwtal ‘and 1nf1uence
"the businessmen, the. tax—pay1ng elements, the c1t1zens who value[a] the
reputation and prosper1ty‘of the c1ty.%8 0ther1v01ces, from-a Protestant *
minister to the Mayor himself,. expressed the same opinion‘sg The news-
papers argued that because of the- épathy of he bus1nes€ﬁz;, City Councv1
had ‘been abandonned to the 'jobber' intent only on graft and corrupt1on,‘
_to the politician dﬁa would\risk nothing unpopu]ar, or even worse, to the
demagogue whe pandered_entirely to'ponUIar prejudices;ﬁp in other words,
to men incapable of deaTing with problems 1ike smalTpox. -Now, however:,//)
hav1ng had to intervene aga1nst the ep1dem1c businessmen cou]d see the
error of their ways "After th1s year's. exper1ence » the Star ed1tor1a1-
ized," surely our bus1nessmen .- w111 take sufficient 1nterest in eivic
affairs to see that the men %o whom they entrust the control of the c1ty

061

are enthusxast1c sanitarians.” In fact businessmen would have to become

‘more involved in ct’{ affairs generally, as they came to recogn1ze ‘thats

their interests and municipa]*government were 1nseparab1e:

~ * ) - %
‘ .
'
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...one of the departments of a successful busiféss must

concern itself with keeping City Hall in charge of the

best obtainable men. The atmosphere of the civic coun-

¢il chamber will become fresher when our railroad magn-

ates, .great shipping firms, manufacturers, and merchants

exert themselves to make it so.62 -

It seems that the business community took to heart such exhortations.

For it was surely no coincidence that, in late 1885, therg appeared the
first noteworthy, business-based civic reform organfzation in Montreal, the
Mupicipal Reform Association; which one English—1an§uage newspaper prqmptiy
endorsed as the best way for businessmen to reassert their inf]uencé.63
Perhaps, for the anglophone business elite which had run the city virtually
unchallenged until the 1880s, the entire experience of the new public health
regime and its war against smallpox in lower-class French Canadian Montrea’
was a taste of power regained, and ultimately an important incentive to
pursue the return of its power on a more permanent basis. The conf1ict
waged durwng the epidemic of 1885 can then be seen as a swgn1f1cant pre-
cursor of another: the coming, long political battle wn Montreaj between
the predominantly English- and business-based municipal reformers and the

machine and ward politicians supported by lower-class Montréalais.
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APPENDIX

An Anti-Vaccination Breoadsheetl

“1n Rarma woas there a voice heard,
lameniation ard weeping, and great

mourning, Rachael weeping for her

children. and weuld not be comforted o
because they are not."—Matt. 11: 18, ‘
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Cover of Envelope Accompanying the-Broadsheet
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NOTES -

N.B. All newspaper references are from the year 1885, unless otherwise

indicated.

TNTRODUCTLON

&

1Montréa1. Rapport du Sous-com ité du Conseil d'Hygi2ne de Montréal

sur 1'origine de 1'Epidémie de 1a Variole
See also: "L 'Epidéemie de variole,” L'Unio

(Montréal, 18868), pp. 4-1l.
n M&dicale du Canada, v. 15,

no. 2 (fév.; 1886), pp. 91-93; "Origin of
Medical and Surgical Journal, v. 14 (Feb.,
Fontreal Gazette, 13 Aprii, p. 8.

the Smallpox Epidemic,"” Canada.

18868}, pp. 439-40; and the

2Dr. J. I. Desroches, “La Variole,” Journal d'Hyqgi&ne Populaire,

v. 1, no. 24 {1er mai, 1885), pp. 286-87;

Le Monde, 6 aolt, p.2.

{reprint of another article from the above journal); Dr. W. H. Hingston,
Remarks on Vaccination (Montreal, 1876), p. 7.

3See for example: 'Un Practicien', La Picote et Son Traitement

(Montréal, 1885), pp. 7-12; Thos. Nicol, Smallpox and Its Prevention

(Montreal, 1885}, pp. 33-36.

Y. & Fulginiti, "Variola (Smailpox)

," in 0. J. Demis, R. L. Dob-

son, J. McGuire, eds., Clinical Dermatology, rev. ed. {Hagerstown, Md.,

New York, London; 1976), vol. 3, unit 14:8, pp. 1-5; and R. T. D.

es {London, 1974), pp. 298-301.

Empnd, A Colour Atlas of Infectious Diseas

5The variations of the disease are il

-

Justrated in Emond, Colour

Atlas, pp. 300-11 and Cyril W. Dixon, Smallpox {London, 1962).
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qu. J- M. Blausoleil, "Quinzaine Hygiénique," Journal d'Hygidne

~* Populaire (hereafter cited as JHP), vol. 2, no..7 (15 Zolt, 1885), p. 78.
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-

2C G1ackmeyer, comp , The Charter and By-Laws of the C1ty of Mon-'

“treal (Montreal, 1865), pp. 259-B1; C. Glackmeyer, comp., ndix to
the Chart®r and__y-Laws‘of,the Citx;pf Montreal (Montreal, ig;ﬁj, PP-
T130-43. 3Jee also £. Gagnon, "Notes on the Early History and Evolution
of the Department of Health of Montreal," Canadian Public Health Jour-
nal, vol. 29, no. 5 {May, 1938), pp. 216-T7. The fullest account of
Hontrea1 s early civic health act1v1tﬁes is found in Michael Farley,
Othmar Keel et Camille Limoges, "Les commencements de .1'administration
montréalaise de la sant& publique {1865-1885)," HSTC Bulietin, vol. 6,
no. 1_(Jan., 1982), pp. 24-46 and;no. 2 (May,‘TBBZF,‘pp\ 55-?09.

Canada Medical Journal and Month]y Record of Med1ca1 and Surgical
Science, vol. & (186%-70), p. 3I. .

Montréa1 Rapport sur 1 Etat Sanitaire ¢e la Cité de Montréa]
pour 1'année 1879 {Montréal, 1880), pp. 3-4; "Du Bureau de Santé,”
L'Union Médicale du Canada (hereafter cited as UMC), vol. 1, no. 6 -
T3uin, 18727, p. 253. ilhere were sametimes as few as four of these
‘sanitary policemen'. Montreal, Board of Health, Minutes, vol. 1.(6.
Nov., 1871 - 4 Egg.,'1876),'pp. 60-65. ' ‘

5Regarding the civic health budget, see Farley et al., “Les com-
mencements," p. 30. The aldermanic apathy provoked a constant stream
of criticism from the local medical press, for example: "The Board of -
Health," Public. Health Magazine and Literary Review {hereafter cited
as PHM}, vol. 2, no. 3 (Sept., 1876}, pp. 92-93. These critics were
not disinterested observers, since doctors stood to gain much in the
way of stature and power in society by means of public health reforms.
See Farley ‘et al., "Les commencements” and Claudine Pierre-Deschénes,

« "Santé publique et organisation de la profession médicale au Québec

1870-1918," Revue d'histoire de 1'Amér1que(frangaise. vol. 35, no. 3
(déc., 1981) pp. 355-75. Nevertheless, the doctors' ‘complaints effec-
t1ve]y h1gh11ght the att1tude of most of Montrea1 3 po]1t1c1ans.

-"The Board of Hea];h.“ Eﬂﬂ. vol. 2, no. 3 (Sept;, 1876), p. 93.
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) 7Hontreal By-Law No. 105 concerning Health (21, Dec., 1876). As
first adopted, the by-law actually required as many outsiders as alder-
men on the Board. A subsequent amendment removed the reguirement.
Montreal, By-law No. 106 to amend section two of By-Law No. 105 concern-
ing Hea]th (19 Jan., 1877) The Board of Health named under the Health
By-Law in 1877 included six physicians from outside the Council. On
Hingston's reforms, see Montr&al, Rapport sur. 1'Etat Sanitaire de ja
Cité . . . 1879, p. 4 and Farley et al., “Les commencements,“ p. 35.

8Montreal Report of the San1tany State of the City of Montreal
for 1878 (Montrea] 1879), p. 3. The aldermen actually voted the Board
right out of existence for two months. "Le Bureau de Sant&," UMC, vol.-
7, no. 7 (juillet, 1878), pp. 329-31 and "Le ‘Bureau de Santé " UHC, vo].

7, no. 9 (sept., 1878), pp. 428-29. .
Montreal, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1879, p.

5; and "Bibliographies,” L'Abeille Médicale, vol. 2, no. 8 (aoOt, 1880},

p. 373. ... '
]OMontrea], By-Law No. 114 to amend By-Law No. 105 concerning

Health (12 Aug., 187B). Section two of this by-law allowed the C1ty
Council to ‘exclude outsxders completely from the Roard.

' HMontrea] Report of the Sanitary State of the City of Montreal
far the Year ]880 (Montreal, 1881}, pp. 3-4.

: 12500, for example, JHP, vol. 1, no. 13 (15 noy., 1884), pp. 146-
47, 148-49. - |

]3Montrea] Herald, 18 March, pp. 4, 8; J. C. Lamotke, Histoire
de la Corporat1on de 1a Cité de Montréal (Montréal 1803), pp. 807-09.
The aldermen on the Committee were two contractors, Charles Berger from
St-Louis ward and Denis Tansey from Ste-Anne; wool merchant J. H. Mooney, -
from St-Laurent; lumber merchant Adolphe Roy and Dr. J. W. Mount, both
‘from Ste-Marie; and lawyer Cléophas Beausoleil of St-Jacques. Dr
Mount was later. rep]aced by grocer E. Mathieu. Brief biographies of
all can be found in Lamothe, Histoire de Ta Corporat1on

14 JHP, vol. 1, no. 21 (15 mars, 1885), pp. 245-46; Gazette, 21
March, p. 3. : )

‘]SGazette, 19 May, p. 2;-La Patrie (Montréai}, 19 mai, p. 4. ,°*

~

]sMontreaT, Witness, 19 May, p. 5.
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1o Monde (Montréal), 22 mai, p. 2.

IBHitness, 20 June, -p. 4; Gazette, 23 June, p. 3; La Pétrie, 23 .
juin, p. & and 25 juin, p. 4; Herald, 24 June, p. 4.

.\
]gﬂontrea], Star, 15 May, p. 2.

201pid., and Le fgnge, 22 aoat, p. 2. In early 1885, the entire
personnet of the Healt partment consisted of only seventeen men, of
whom nine were sanitary policemen. Montreal, Board of Health, Hinutes.
vol. 3 (12’§ept 1884 - 31 Bct., 1885), p. 58.

_ ¥
ZICf. a doctor's comments in JHP, vol. 1, no. 6 (1.ao0t, 1884),
p. 65, :

-
L)

22The earliest cases are 1x§ted in Montreal, Rapporf . . . Sur
1'origine de 1'Epidemie, p. 3. .

2334p, vol. 1, no. 18 (187 fev., 1885), pp. 209-10.

24§tar, 5 June, p. 4.

Ibid.

. )
26La Presse {Montréal), 16 mai, p. 7 and 9 juin; Le Monde, 1

" aolt, p. 4. lronically, the health pfficials were, thems lyes, quilty
of concea11ng smallpox insofar as they tried to deprive it of pupficity.

First, they announced that they would not 4ivuige information about the

disease so as not to alarm the public or people outside Montreal. Star;

16 June, p. 1. Then they issued 'corrections’ of reports about the

smallpox in outside newspapers See, for example, La Patrie, 20 juil-

i ]et p. 4. ‘ e :

27Eor details of the case, see La Presse, 18 juillet and 7 aoQt, °
and the Gazette, 8 August, p. 3.

288y guarding infectéd houses, the Health Department quickly stop-
ped the spread of smallpox from a second sick rai]wayman who had arrived
in February. Montrfal, Rapport . . . sur 1'origine de 1'Epidémie, pp.
11-12. But health officers sometimes found it 1mposs1bTé to keep sick
families under guard. Gazette, 23 May, p. 3. 7




296azet£e, 3 June, p. 3; Witness, 30 June, p. 8.

30La Presse, 16 mai, p. 7; La Mxnerve (Hontréa]) 14 aoUt, Gazette.
18 August, p. 5.

31Hera1d, 29 August, p. 8. ) -

325ee for instance: Star, 5 June, p. 4; La Minerve, 31 juillet,

. 1; Gazette, 3 August, p. 8; Le Monde, 6 aoQt, p. 4; ka Patr1e 22
joﬂt P.

335tar, 27 August, p. 2.

34Montréal, ByaLéw_Nb. 105 concerhing Health, Sectibn 56; Gazette,
5 June, p. 3. : ' -

35See for ekamp]e* Gazette, 22 June, p. 3; La Patrie, 6 juillet,
. 4; Le Monde 20" juin,*p. 2 and 18 juillet; Star, 13 August p. 4 and
]5 August p 6 La Minerve, 17 aoQt; Gazette, 21 August, p. 5, 27

_August; p. 3 and 37 August, p. 5.

»

3%ea1th officers were not even allowed to ride streetcars. La

Patrie, 27 &o0t, p. 4.

3La Patrie, 2 juillet, p. 4; Gazette, 3 August, p. 8.

38La Presse, 1 juillet; - Herald, 1 August, p. 8 and 5 August, p. 5.

39See. for exampie: Gazette, 14 July, p. 2;7La Patrie, 15 aolt,
p. 4. . _ .

4OMontréaI, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité de Montréal
pour 1'année 1877 (Montréal, 1878), pp. 22-23. The Health Department
had in fact had only one very notable success with home quarantines of
smallpox before 1885: in 18871, it had managed-to confine a fresh out-
break of the disease to about fifty people. Montreal, Report of the
Sanitary State of the City . . . 1882, p. 37. D

41Montrea'l, Report of the Medical Officers of Health of the City
of Montreal for the Year 1875 (Montreal, 1876), pp. 19-22; R. C. Stewart,
"Hospital Care of Smallpox in Montreal," Canadian Medical Association
Journal, vol. 43 {Oct., 1940), pp. 381-82.
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420r. J.M. Beausoleil, Qu1nza1ne hygiénique,” JHP, vol. 2, no. 5
(15 juillet, 1885), pp. S51- 52 . . .

43La Patrie, 8 juillet, p. 4; La Presse, 16 jui]lét?

44L; Patrie, 3 sept., p. 4. |

45gazette, 17 August, p. 3, 25 Aug;ust, 5. 5. and 27 August, p. 3.

46, ¢ Monde, 21 aoQt, p. 4; Gazette, 9 Sept., p. 5, - —
37

Star, 7 Sebt., p. 2. Priests complained that when they went to
the smallpox hospital, they ended up do1ng nursing chores instead of
visiting patients. Witness, 7 Sept., P .

- _ - <

48Some examples: -Star, T May, p. 3; La Minerve, 2 mai, p. 1;
Patrie, 28 mai, p. 4 and 29 mai, p. 4; Gazette, 3 June, p. 3; Le Honde
26 juin, p» 4. Paradoxically, the hospita? was plagued with the pro-
blem of fending off the relatives and friends of those who did go there.
A special constable had to.be posted at the hospital ‘because of the num-
bers of unauthorized visitors who stole into the building, or conversed
or clambered over the fence around the hospital grounds where conva1es—
cents were permitted to stroll. La M1nerve 15 juillet.:

La Presge, 15 mai, p. &3 Star, 15 June, p. 3 and 30 June, p. 4.
. == . _ Ny
50La Patrie, 2 juillet, p. 4. L

51Le Monde, 6 juin, p. 8. The health by-Taw empowered health offi-
cials to hospi a11ze only those smallpox cases found in such p1aces as
rooming-houses, hotels, and ships, .

Cow

szt teast 12,000 cases of smallpox occurred in Montreal in the
1870s byt in the approximately six years that the civic isolation hos-
pital was open, it admitted only 1,312 patiénts. During the same period,
onIy about 400 of more than 3,100 smallpox deaths in the city occurred
within the hospital walls. Montredl, Report of the Sanitary ptate of
‘ the City of Hontrea] for the Year ]882 (Montreal, 1883), pp. 44, 31, 33,
35. |

53Mpntreal, Annual Report of the Public Vaccinators for the Year
1867 {Montreal, 1868). The law, Am Act to Provide for the More General
Adoption of the Practice of Vaccination, Statutes of the Province of
Canada, 24 VigFOria (1861), chap. 24, is reprinted in the Gazette, <0
August, p. 5. ' ’
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54Hontrea1, Report of the Sanitary State of the City . . . 1882,

pp. 30-31, 37-38; "Mortalité de la ville de Montréal,” JdP, vol. 1, no.
2/3 (15 juin, 1884), p. 34. ‘
'd

- R
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-~ -~

. .ssﬁbntreaT; Report on the Sanitary State of the City . .~. 1882,.
p. 37. . .

-

61bid., p. 31.

‘
57;b1d . pp. 30-31.

58J; J. Heagerty, Four Centuries of Medical History in Canada“
{Toronto, 1928), vol. 1, p. 90; Canada Medical and Surgical Journal,
-vol. 13/14 (May, 1885), pp. 637-38. .

“ 59On a single street in 1878, more than eighty children remained
unvaccinated because their parents turned .away the public vaccinators.
[Dr. A. Larocque], "Statistiques vitales de la Cite de Montréal pour le
mois de novembre 1879," L'Abejlle HédﬁcaTe, vol. 1, no. 12 {déc., 1879),
p. 599.

-

60MontreaI Report of the Sanitary State of the City . . . 1878,
pp. -23-25. ' : '

R "Sanitary Reports: Mayor's Public Meeting,” PHM, vol. 1, no. 1
{July, 1875), pp. 10-T1. . o

bt

62Heagerty; Four Centuries of Medical History in Canada, vol. 1,
p. 91. For more on the opposition to compulsory vaccination in the
1870s, see chapter two, pp. 45-46. -

63See. for example, the comments of medical officers of health'in
Hontréal Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité .de Montréal pour
1'année 1876 (Montréal, 1877), p. 45; Montréal, Rapport sur 1'Etat .
Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1877, pp. 22-23; _MontreaI, Report of the
Sanitary State of the City . . . 1882, pp.-39-40; Gazette, 29 August,
p. 2. |

64For some proposed changes, see Montréal, Rapport sur 1'Etdt
Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1876, pp. 47-50; Montreal, Report of the
Sanitary State of the City . . . 1878, p. 25; Montreal, Report of the
Sanitary State of the City .. ... 1880, p. 5; Montreal, Report of the
Sanitary State of the City . . . 1882, pp. 40-43, e
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65,2 Minerve, 8 avril, p. 1; Le Monde, 13 avril, p. 1.and 17 avril,
p. 3. .

66hontasal, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité de Montrgal
pour 1'année 1885 (Montr&al, 1886), p. 26; La Minerve, Z mai, p. 1. -

67La Patrie, 13 mai, p. 1. Other accidents are notéd in Star,
2 May, p. 6; La Presse, 5 mai, pp. 3, 4; Le Mopde, 11 mai, p. 4; La
Presse, 22 mai, p. & and 27 mai, p. 4. '

68 't tendard (Montréal), 6 mai, p. 2 and 9 mai, p. 2.-

69Gazette, 8 May, p. 5 and 11 May, 5: 8;.La Presse, 1 and 2 juin;
La Patrie, 8 juin, p. 4.

70La presse, 21 mai, p. 4.

715 Minerve, 30 mai;. p. 1; Gazette, 23 June, p. 5.
e — A . -

-

- T234p vol. 2, no. 1. (15.mai, 1885), pp. 2-3.

‘]3La Presse, 13 mai, po2.

74Gazette, 15 August, p. 3; La Presse, 15 aoQt.

- 75See, for example, a typical editorial in Le Monde, 187 avril, p.
2 or the Herald, 16 April, p. 5. .

ITGMontrea1, By-Law No. 105 concerning Health, and By-Law No. 135 to
amend By-Law No. 105 concerning Health (27 Feb., 1883).

7Tsee, for example, almost any issue of the Journal d'Hygidne
Populaire; the Herald, 17 April, p. 4, 24 April, pp. 4, 7, and 16 May,
p. &; or Le Monde, 20 juin, p. 2. T

7gMontrea1, By-Law No. 114 to amend By-Law No. 105 concerning
Health (12 August, 1878). Section 3 transferred responsibility for
drains and sewers to the Roads Committee. The Board of Health had to
contend with competition for the control of other health-related juris-.
dictions as well. Farley et al., "Les commencements,"” pp. 31-32, 86.
The results were not always bad however. While other public health
activities lapsed or stagnated in the decade before 1885, Montreal made
solid progress in improving its sewer system. Ibid., p. 87.

-
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TSP, vol. 1, no.-14 (1°""déc., 1884), pp. 157-58; Witness, 23
April, p: 8. S : - Lo

8Qt:cuun{ttee chdirman Henry Gray had to resign bnef'ly before his

colleagues would consider chaniging the-garbage contractor. Lla Presse,
13 mai, p. 4; La Patrie, 19 mal, p. 4. . . N

8150me typical examples: Le H;)nde‘, "IS juN let, 16 jui‘ITet,-"lS

aoQt, p. 4, amd 22 aolt, p. 2; La Presse, 17 aolt and 22 aoQt.
82yontreat, Rapport . . . sur 1’origine de 1'Epidémie, 4. 3.

831'he board consisted of the mayor some 'Ioca'l councﬂ'lors and

doctors. La Patrie, S Juln P-. 4

S~

B4 1a.. & juillet, p. s Star, 27, August, p. 4.

85Gazette, 28 Augqst-, p. 5.

LI §
-

o Ibid. : /

87-Star, 27 August, p. 4; La Pétrie,.B sepi.. p. 4; La Presse, 19
‘aoQt. ' _ T

La Minerve 1'l Juﬂ]et p. 1; Le Monde, 19 aolt, p. 2 and 29

aoQt, . p. 3

89Le Monde, 27 Juﬂ'iet Star, 15° August P 6

90Le Monde, -11 aolt, p. 3

-

9-I-Le Monde, 29 ao0t, p. 4.

92/5 patrie, 17 aolt, p. &; Gazette, 15 Sept., p. 2.



CHAPTER TWO
.1Dr. J-E. Codérre's_translation of a Bfoadsheet-by.Df.,A;TH.;Ross.‘

Le Monde, 27 aolt, p. 3. Lla Minerve, 13 oct., offers a slightly dif-

ferent translation. - R B

O

Ziyn Practicien', L4 Picote et son traitement- (Montréal, 1885), e

pp. 6-10. . o I N

-~ -

3
(1eT o ct., 1885}, p. 111. Reprinted-in Le Monde, 9oct., p.. 2. See - -

* also, Dr. Severin lLachapelle, La Santé pour tous, ou notions éléméntaires';f
. de physiologie et d'hygiZne & 1'usaqe des familles, suivies du Petit . - . -
1880), pp. 275- - .

uide de la mere auprds de son enfant malade {Montréal,
6. . . K . . .

4'Un Praéticien', La Picote,'pp. 11-12.
s .

»

Star, 15 August, p. 6.
-6'Un Précticien', La Picdte; pp. 3-4.7 The endorsement is also ..
“noted in Le Monde, 12 sept., p. 1. '

7
tf. comments. in Canada Medical and Surgical Journal, vol. 13/14 (April,
1885), .p. 569, and (Sept., 1885}, pp. 122-23. : ’

- 8La Presse, 18 juillet. :

%ula variole et Te Bureau de Santé," UMC, vol. 14, no. 9 (sept.,
1885), pp. 428-30. See also Dr. J. I. Desroches, "La Variole," JHP,
vol. 2, no. 6 (1€r aoOt, 1885), p. 62.

10La Presse,_? aolt.

“

on vaccination and its complications, see: Fulginiti, "Variola
(Smallpox)," pp. 7-8; V. A. Fulginiti, "Complications of Smallpox vac-
cination (vaccinia),” in Demis, Dobson, and McGuire, eds., Clinical
Dermatology, vol. 3, unit 14:9, pp. 1-10; Emond, Colour Atlas of infec-
tious piseases, pp. 308-27. S

"L'Epidémie de variole,"” UMC, vol. 14, no. 8 (aoQt, 1885), p.. 382.

Dr. J. M. BeaUsoleiT;'"thnzajne Hygi&nique,* JHP, vol. ‘2, no. oo T

] LI
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12Haude E Abbott, Htstory of Hed1c1ne in the Province of Québec

.,(Hontreal T931) pp 41, 61.

13Edward Jenner, the medical discoverer of vaccination, wrongly
'be11eved that it gave one imunity for 1ife. In late n1neteenth century

' o 8ritain, the necessity of periodic revaccinatiom was still not univer-

'sa11yﬁreccgn1zed Dixon, Smallpox, pp. 285-86, 292-93; F. B. Smith,

. The People's Heaith 1830-1910 (New York, 1979), 165. For contemporary

‘opinion- in Montreal regarding immunity and revacc1nat1on, see: Dr.
_Laramée, "De la Vaccination,” JHP, vol. 2, no. 12 (1er nov., 1885), pp.

- 133-38 (reprlnted in Le Monde, 21 nov., p. 5); Dr. C. Saffray, "La Vac-

_Cine,™ JHP, wvol. 2, no. 0 (1er oct., 1885), p. 119; Wm. H. Hingston,

: ,‘Remarques sur 1a Vaccination (Montréal, 1885) pp. 4, 19; ‘Un Practi-
..eien’,"La Picote, p. o,

. 6 1d'.Sée\, for "example: Hingston, Remarques su{\la Vaccination, pp.
4.6, . - , . .

| 'lsum H. Hingston, Remarks on Vaccination_(MontreaI, 1876}, p. 29.

]sLaramée, "De la Vaccination,” pp. 133-39; 'Un Practicien', La -
"Picote, pp. 5-6; Lachape]1e, La Santé pour tous, pp. 271-72.

o 17nontrea1 Ragport sur 1 Etat San1ta1re de 1a Cite . . . 1876,
. pp. 45-46; H1tness, 4 Sept , p. 2.
' I'85>affr'ay,'"l.a'‘.faccine', Ja9; H1ngston Remarks on Vaccination,

- pp. 36, 42; [Dr. A. B.'Larocque], Correspondance - La question sani-

- taire," UMC, vol. 4, no. 5 (mai, 1875), pp. 195-97; Nicol, Smallipox and
its Pravention; pp. ‘53-54. On the problems associated with ‘arm to arm'
vaccination, see also Smith, The Peop]e s Health, pp. 162-65, 169 and
- Frederick F. Cartwright, A Social History of Medicine (London and New
York, 1977), p. 89. - i :

'19“Vagcine," gﬂg,-vol. 7, no. 11 (nov., 1878), pp. 511-12.-
i H?OMdﬁireaI, Report .of the Sanitary State of the City . . . 1882,
p. 40.. .- . | - .
. .21.

- : For op1n1on in Montreal on methods of vaccination, see: J. I.
Desroches, "La Vaccine," JHP, vol. 2, no. 11 (15 oct., 1885), pp. 121-
- 23; -taramée, “De la Vaccination," pp. 133-39; Hingston, Remarques sur
.-"1a Vaccination, pp. 4, 26; Dr. M. L. Palardy, "Etude sur Jda variole-
. Moyen de préservation - Vaccﬁne,“ UMC, vol. 14, no. 11 {(nov., 1885),
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21. (cont'd). pp. 491-92; Witness, 4 Sept., p. 2. 1In 1885, one local
doctor reportedly used vaccine 1ymph from a single person's arm to vac-
cinate ninety-two other people. Nicol, Smallpox and Its Prevention,

pp. 54-55.. Arm-to-arm vaccination was also the preferred technique of

a Quebec City public vaccinator. Dr. Ls. Dion, Memoire sur la Vaccina-
tion (Québec, 1887), pp.-4-5, 9-11. The technique remained in use 1in
other countries as well. In Britain it was not officially prohibited -
until the end of the century. Derrick Baxby, Jenner's Smallpox Vaccine.’
The Riddle of Vaccinia Virus and Its Origin (london, 1981), pp. 175-80.

2ZVaccine was supposedly kept aut of contact with Tight or air by
storage in wax, between glass plates, or on ivory ‘points’'. But its
long-term quality could not be reasonably assured until the advent of
treatment with glycerine in the 1890s. Cartwright, Social History of
Medicine, p. 89; Smith, The People's Health, pp. 162-65.

23

k- . -
Star, 15 August, p. 6, 18 August, p. 4 and 20 August, p. 4.

24Laramée. "De a vaccination," pp. 133-39; Palardy, "Etude sur 1a

. Vaccine,” pp. 492-94; UMC, vol. 14, no. 11 (nov., 1885), p. 526;
Dr. M. L. Palardy, "Vaccination et Revaccination - Proc&s de la Vac-
cine," UMC, vol. 14, no. 12 (déc., 1885), p. 543.."

2sRev. J. Douglas Borthwick, Montreal, Its History, to Which is
Added Biographical Sketches with Photographs of Many of Its Principal
Citizens (Montreal, 1875}, p. 60; "Memento nécrologqique,” UMC, vol. 8,
no. 10 (oct., 1888), pp. 558-59. ‘

25Dr. J-E. Coderre, "Correspondance," JHP, vol. 2, no. 14 (18T déc.,

1885), pp. 162-63. ’

2780rthwick, Montreal, Its History, p. 60.

28G. M. Rose, ed., A Cyclopaedia of Canadian Biography, Being Chief-

ly Men of the Time (Toronto,*1886-88), vol. 2, p. 121.

29Ib1’d., vol. 2, pp. 118-21;Michael Bliss , "Pure Books on Avolded
Subjects: Pre-Freudian Sexual Ideas in Canada," Canadian Historical
Association, Historical Papers, 1970, pp. 104-05.

30Rose, ed., Cyclopaedia of Canadian Biography, vol. 2, p. 121.

31Coderre's emphasis. J-Emery.Coderre, Vaccination (Montréal,
1872), p. 9.

-

-
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321bid., pp. 5-12.

33:bid., pp. 5, 7, 12. See alsc a letter to Le Monde, 25 aoft,
p. 2. ‘ ,

34Coderné. Vaccination, p. 19. Again the embhasis is Coderre's.
35

i Ibid., pp. 4, 12, 14, 20. Cf. "Société Médicale de Montréal
LProcEs-verbauxg." UMC, vol. 1, no. 5 {mai, 1872), pp._213-1€.-

3usocists Madicale de Montréai,” UMC, vol. 1, no. 5 (mai, 1872),
p. 214, . .

37Coderre. Vaccination, p. 14.

38[Dr. A. Dagenais], "Lettre au Docteur Coderre," UMC, vol. 4, no.

2 (fév., 1875), pp. 56-57, 59.

39Crev:‘er's emphasis. Dr. J-A. Crevier, "Des effets du virus vac-
cin ou variolique sur 1'Economie de 1'Homme," UMC, vol. 4, no. 3 (mars,
1875), p. 151. For further conclusions by Crevier which resemble those
of Coderre, see ibid., pp. 157-58 and Dr. J-A. Crevier, "De la nature
du virus variolique," UMC, vol. 4, no. 2 {fév., 1875), pp. 49-50.

401n-1886 one doctor testified that he had turned against vaccina-
tion because fourteen years earlier, two children had died after he had
. vaccinated them. Star, 20 Jan., 1886, p. 1. 1In the 1870s, another
anti-vaccinationist, a former public vaccinator, stated that he had be- '
gun to question the practice "when I saw many persons whom [ had care-
fully vaccinated sick with small pox [sic], when I saw many of them die
.from small pox. . . ." Herald, 24 July, 1875, p. 2. The same man
claimed to havé Jost a child of his own from vaccination. "Lettre au
Docteur Coderre," UMC, vol. 4, no. 2 (fév., 1875), p. 60.

41According to Ross, drugs would only impede the 'vital forces® of
the body in their efforts to throw off the impurities causing disease.
Correct medical treatment consisted rather in reinforcing these forces
by supplying favourab tural conditions or "NATORE'S PROPHYLACTICS
AND RESTORATIVES . .- [:]\ FOOD, WATER, AIR, REST, HOPE, PEACE, TEM-
PERATURE, EXERCISE, and othéyr NATURAL AGENCIES."™ A. M. Ross, Memoirs,
of a Reformer (1832-1892) {(Toranto, 1893), pp. 224-27.

N

42

Ibid., p. 221. | . N\,
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431hid,, p. 221. Cf. Herald. 15 May, p. 5, and the circular trans-’

" lated in Le-Monde, 27 aolt, p. 37 Like some other anti-vaccinationists,
Ross, too, may have been motivated partly by unhappy personal experi-
encg with vaccination. At one point in 1885, he claimed to have lost
two children twenty years earlier from the effects of vaccination.
Herald, 28 Nov., p. 6. However, ¢he truth of his claim is uncertain.
Star., 13 Oct., p. 4 and 14 Qct., p. 3.

* - 2

44[Dr. J-E. Coderre], “"Lettre au maire W. H. Hingston," gﬂg{'vo].
5, no. 6 (juin, 1876), p. 252.

% etter to La Minerve, 17 avril, 1872, reprinted in Coderre, Vec-
cination, pp. 33-34. °

46Le‘Monde, 25 aolt, p. 2.

Ibid. ' .

4BCrevier,'"De 1a nature du virus variolique," pp. 53, 54-55. But
Crevier also promoted a plant remedy for smallpox. La Patrie, 16 oct.,
p. 2; and he endorsed a patent disinfectant as a means of correcting
any harmful individual predisposition to the disease. La Presse, 21
sept.

-

4gRoss, Memoirs of a Reformer, p. 241.

50 0rald, 15 May, p. 5.

~ -

51Ross's emphasis. Ross, Memoirs of a Reformer, pp. 218-20. Cf.
his circular,-Le Monde, 27 aolt, p. 3.

S214id., pp. 220-21.

53Star, 20 May, p. 7.

Ibid.

. 55On British anti-vaccinationists, see: Ann Beck, "Issues in the
Anti-Vaccination Movement in BEngland,"-Medical History, vol. 4 (1960),
pp. 310-21; Roy M. Macleod, "Medico-legal Issues in Victorian Medical
Care," Medical History, vol. 10, no. 1 (Jan., 1966), pp. 44-49; and R.
M. Macleod, "Law, Medicine and Public Opinion: The Resistance to Compul-
sory Health Legislation 1870-1907," Public Law (1967), pp. 107-28 and

-




55. (cont'd). 189-211. On the United States, see Martin Kaufman, "The - -
American Anti-Vaccinationists and Their Arguments,” Bulletin of the :
History of Medicine, vol. 41, no. 5 (Sept.-Oct., 1967}, pp. 463-78.

[Dr Coderre], “Lettre au Dr. A. Dagenais," UMC, vol. 4, no. 3 : _
(mars, 1875), p. 105. , . ot

[Da ena1s], "Lettre au Docteur Coderre,” UMC, vol. 4, no. 2 (fév., -
1875}, pp. 55-56. See also, [Dr. Coderre], “Correspondances - Vaccina- "
tion," UMC, vol. 3, no. 12 (déc., 1874), p. 545, and Hingston, Remarks '
on Vaccination, p. 21. _ -~ :

58Le Monde, 23 sept., p. 2. Cf. Le Monde; 20 juin, p. 5; Coderre,
La Vaccination, p. 25; “"lLa Vaccination & Montréal," UMC, vol. 3, no. 9
(sept., 1874), p. 418,

59[0}. Coderre], "Anti-vaccination in Canada," The Anti-Vaccinator
and Public Health Journal (lLondon), vol. 1 (1872-73), p. 230. Coderre-
was a subscriber of this British journal. '

[Dr Coderre], "Correspondance - Vacc1nat1on," UMC, vol. 3, no.
11 (nov., 1874), pp. 490-91 Emphasis is Coderre's:

GI[Dr Coderre], "Correspondance - la Vacc1nat1on,“ uMC, vol. 3,
no. 10 (oct., 1874), p. 440.

-

62Le Monde, 25 aolt, p. 2.

_63Le Monde, 25 juin, p. 2. Coderre also questioned hospitalization
on a,medical basis, suggesting that gathering smallpox patients together
promaoted the spread of the disease {"je le compare a 1'incendie: plus
le foyer est vaste plus le feu s'étend"). Le Monde, 25 acOt, p. 2.

6&Ross, Memoirs of a Reformer, p. 228. N
65Ibid., p. 223.
66

Ibid., pp. 219, 223; Herald, 15 May, p. 5.

[Dr Cqoderye], "Lettre au Maire W. H. Hingston," UMC, vol. 5, no.
& (juin, 1876 p 253.

-7
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-SBSee,'fOr example; [Dr. Coderre], “Lettre ay Maire W. H. Hing-

ston,“ UMC, vol. S, no. 4 (avril, 1876), pp.-148-53 and vol. 5, no. 5

- {mai,. 1373) pp. .200-04; "La question sanitaire,” UMC, vol. 4, no. 4
“(avril, 1875), p. 186;‘{Coderre], "Lettre au Dr. DagenaIS, np. 106
RRERE [Coderreﬂ "Correspondances - Vaccination," UMC, vol. 3, no. 15
(dec., 1874), p. 545.

69The phrase is taken from an anti- vacc1natxon1st broadsheet writ-
ten by Ross See Appendix

70

Ross, -Memoirs of & . Reformer, p. 222.

Y]Coderre s book, Vaccination, began as a series of papers read at
meetings of the Société Médicaie de Montréal.

72Bes1des the articles and letters“cited above, see J-E. Coderre,
"La Vaccination," L'Abeille Médicale,’ vo1 2 (1880}, pp. 106-15, 148-
55, 203- 09, and 259-65. '

73One such letter appeéred in La Minerve, 25 juillet, 1874. Re-
garding it, see "La Vaccination 3 Montréal,”™ UMC, vol. 3, no. 9 (sept.,
1874), pp. 417-18. .

74Hera]d, 15, 16, 17 Sept., 1874, p. 2; "La Vvaccination & Montréal,”
UMC, vol. 3, no. 10 {oct., 1874), pp. 465-71; [Coderre], "Correspon-
dance- Vaccination," UMC, vol. 3, no. 11 (nov., 1874), p. 490; Gazette,
7 Nov., p. 5. .

75“Petition against Compulsory Vaccination," The Anti-Vaccinator

and Public Health Journal, vol. 1 (1872-73), p. 311.

76UMC, vol. 4, no. & (avril, 1875), pp. 186-88; Herald, 24 July,
1875, p. 2; La Minerve, 6 aoOt, 1875, p. 3.

77

“{a question sanitaire,” UMC, vol. 4, no. 4 (avr11 1875), pp:
186-88. .

78The riot is described in the August 10, 1875 issues of Montreal's
daily newspapers

»

79Le Monde, 20 juin, p. 5.

80Le Monde, 25 juin, p. 2.
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, .
8l lerald, 15 May, p. 5. 19 May, p. 3, 23 May, p. 6. and 10-June.
p 3; Star 20 May, p. 7. .

82See the trans?at1on in Le Monde, 27 ao0t, p. 3. Another of
Ross' s Drozdsheets--perhaps the only one extant--is reproduced in the
Appendix.

Busociste Medicale de Montréal [Procds- verbaux] UMC, vol. 1,
no. 5 (mai, 1872), pp. 214-15. .

84See for examp]e Star, 26 Dec., p. 2 and 12 Dec., p. 3; L'Eten-
dard, 5 oct., p. 4; Laramée, "De la Vaccination," PP- 133 39 The
1atter cites the Be1g1an, Or. tvariste Warlomont, one of the leading
experts on vaccination in 1885.

-

- 85Star. 12 Dec., p. 3. Cf. Dion, Memoire sur la Vaccinatibn; Pp.-
2-3. : _—

-

86"Socié;é Médical de Montréal," UMC, vol. 1, no. 5 {mai, 1872),
p. 217. ' .

87See, for examp1e:'“Hingston, Remarks on Vaccination, pp. 10-22,
and Laramée, "De la Vaccination," pp. 133-39. '

88)e public vaccinator's phrase. Gazette, 11 May, p. 8.

89For explanations of accidents in the 1870s, see: "La Vaccina-
tion 3 Montréal," UMC, vol. 3, no. 9 (sept., 1874) pp. 418-21; [Dage-
na1s] "Lettre au Docteur Coderre,* UMC,. vo] 4, no. 2 (fév., 1875)
p. 61; [Dr. A. B. Larocquel, ”Remarques,“ UMC, vol. 3, no. 10 (oct.,
1874), p. 476. In 1885, some doctors attributed the earliest vaccina-
tion mishaps to a "low condition of public health” brought about by a
recent measles epidemic. .Star, 17 Aug., p. 4. Ffor other explanations,
- see: La Patrie, 11 mai, p. 4; La Presse, 7 mai, p. 4, 11 mai, p. 4,
and 1€r juin; Le Monde, 8 sept » p. 4; L'Etendard, 5 oct., p. 4. See
also Hingston, Remarques sur d Vacc1nat1on, p. 22.

90
p. 47.

Montreal, Report of the Sanitary State of the City . . . 1882,

| 9]Dr‘ J. I. Desroches, "La Variole," 3P, vol. 1, no. 24 (187 mai,
1885}, pp 286-87.



92[Dagenais], "Lettre au Docteur Coderre,” UMC, vol. 4, ﬁo;'z
(f&v., 1875), p. 55. - .

’93“La Vaccination & Hontréa1," UMC, vol. 3, no. 9 (sept., 1874),
p. 421; Herald, 15 Sept., p. 2. . .
94 ' .

“variole et vaccination," UMC, vol. 6, no. 3 {mars, 1877), p.
160, m.-1; L'Abeille M&dicale, vol. 2, no. 10 {oct., 1880), pp. 434-35.

. 3 ’ . .

95Le Monde, 3 sept., p. 4; La Presse, 5 sept.; Hingston, Remarques
sur la Vaccination, pp. 27-29. At the end of September, the College de
MEdecins et Chirurgiens de la Province de Québec also passed a resolu-
tion in favour of vaccination. La Patrie, 3 oct., p. 4.

96La Presse, 5 sept. Montreal's French Canadian physicians were

as united in support of vaccination as their English-speaking counter-
parts, contrary to the suggestiom of Raymond Duschesne, "Probldmes
d'histoire des sciences au Canada frangais," in R. A. Jarrell and N. R.
Ball, eds., Science, Technology and Canadian History -(Waterloo, 1980),
p. 24. . .

97"La Variole," UMC, vol¢~lﬁi no. 10 {oct., 1885}, pp. 478-79. Cf.
Montrfal, Rapport sur 1 'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1876, p. 19.




CHAPTER THREE

-

]Gazette, 18 August, p. 5.

-2 ntr€al, Rapport sur 1'Etat Samitaire de la Cité . . . 1885, p.
46. o S

31bid., p. 7.’ - - '

4La Minerve, 19 aolt, p. 1; Mrs. M. Guyot [Mme. A. Morel de Ta
Durantaye], A Brief History of the Small pox Epidemic In Montreal,
From 1871 to 1880 and the Late Outbreak of TEEE (Montreal, (788671,
pp. 1o-16. .
5

Star, 20 August, p. 4.

»

6See, for example: Star, 9 Oct., p. 4; La Patrie, 3] oct., p. 43
La Presse, 4 nov.

7;3_2:g§§g, 26 oct.

8Star, 10 Oct., p- 4.

9Montréa1, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1885,
Pp. 46-47, - b T )

10
Herald, 28 Nov., p. 8. Ontario health officials estimated that

altoeether there were at least 9,000 smallpox cases in Montreal in 1885

Ontario, Sessional Pavers, 1886, No. 74 {Fourth Annual Report of the

Provincial Reard of Health for 1885 Torontq,'1836 Y, p,:BO.-

llHoatréal, Rapport sur l'Etat sanitaire de la cité . . . 1885,p. 70

n1a, 5. 74,

]3Canada. Sessional Papers, 1886, No. 10 (Abstracts of the Returns
of Mortuary Statistics for the Year 1885 [Ottawa, 1886]). pp..2-3, 200-
01. . ' . : '

v
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]4Ibid., pp. 314-15. Aside from 'labourers', the occupational
categories employed in these statistics are those of the Dominion cen-
sus of 1881. See Canada, Department of Agriculture, Census of Canada,
1880-81, wpl. 2 {Ottawa, 1884), pp. 440-43. - .

VSuontréal, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1885, -
pp. 74-75. r~ .
16

Witness, 6 August, p. 5. For some descriptions of places'har¥
bpuring,sma[ipox, see: Star, 30 June, p. 4; Witness, 3 June, p. 8;
Gazette,«25 Sept., p. 5. ) S

17 ' ttendard, 27 juillet, p. 4.

A'185tar, 15 Sept., p. 4.

* 19
Star, 31 August, p. 4.

20Le Monde, 12 sept., p. 1. For more examples, see the Star, 23
Oct., p. 4, and Le Monde, 15 sept., p. 3.

-

—- 21La ﬂinerve, 24 oct. ‘

' L~ 2
?ZThe lower figure is given in the Herald, 28 Nov., p. 8, but a

higher f?gurefcan also be found .in most of the newspapersy for example,
the Witness, 2-Nov., p. 8. :

. '23Hont;éa1. Rapport sur 1'Ctat Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1885,
pp. 34-35. ' y
24 '

La Presse, 2 nov.

25Star, 7 Sept., p. 4. .

26, Presse, 19 oct.

2Tugditorial,” UMC, vol. 1, no. 4 (avril, 1872), pp. 145-46. =
28 '

Monirea1, Report of the Sanitary State of the City . . . 1882,
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. -. ~ - \ . .
ngoatreal, Report of the Sanitarv.State of the Citv . . . 1882,
p. 32. . : - ' .

. 305ee Montreal, Reports of the Sanitary State of the Lity, for tbe'
years 1875-1880.

31H0ntréa1., Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité-.. . . 1877,
pp. 32-34. —

3yitness, 21 Oct., p. 2.

3br. J. M. Beausoléil, “Quinzaine Hygiénique," JHP, vol. 2, no. 4
(1er juillet, 1885), p. 39. ;

-

34Star, 11 Auqust, p. 2. _ -
3sLe Monde, 22 juin, p. 2. . .
;SStar, 25 August, p. &. ’
‘ o .
37

Gazette, 19 August, p. 5. -

38Gazette. 27 August,/ p. 3. Similar scenes occurred on trains in
the Montreal area when actual or suspected caseS of smallpox were found
to be on board. See, for example, ibid., 10 Sept., p. 2; Le Monde, 8
sept., p. 4, and 26 oct., p. 4; Herald, 6 Nov., p. 8. :

39Examp‘les: Witness, 29 August, p. 8; L'Etendard, 21 sept.; La -
Presse, 29 sept. Some peogde were refused Todgings just because they
had recently been discharged from the smallpox hospital. La Patrie,
11 nov., p. 4; Star, 2 pov., p. 4, and 21 nov., p.- 8. Many others
found themselves without jobs or shelter merely because they were sus-
pected of having smallpox. Gazette, 19 Sept., p. 2. .

4UStar, 23 Sept., p. 4, and 24 Sept., p. 1. The city police were

so reluctant to deal with smallpox patients that the mayor and City
Council had to threaten to dismiss any policeman who refused to help
health officers when requested. La Patrie, 24 sept., p. 4; Witness,
28 Sept., p. 8; La Presse, 28 sept.

Na Presse, 16 juillet. Sim%1ar1y, few workers wanted construc-
tion jobs at the civic smallpox hospital. La Patrie, 28 aoCt, p. 4.

~
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e : 42La Presse, 4 nov. _Another.employee of the Health Department,
unable To obtain lodgings because of his association with smallpox,
was temporarily forced to live in one of the Department's offices. La
Minerve, 14 oct.

. 43Flera1d,20 August , p. 8. Pranks involving quarantine platards
exploited the fear of smaligpx. La Presse, 27 oct. So did some false
reports of the disease, made out of malice or as practical jokes. Star,
31 August, p. 4.

44Star. 19 August, p. 1.

45Le Monde, 6 nov., p. 4; La Presse, 7 nov., and 10 nov.
T R >
- "“L'Etendard, 2 fév., 1886, p. 3.

~Rx. 47Star, 21" Sept., p. 4. So strong, in fact, was the fear of the
smallpox hospital that a baker who contracted to supply it with bread
Tost all his normal business when the contract was publicized. Gazette,
23 Nov., p. 2. ’

48See, for example: - Star, 15 August, p.”6, and 20 August, p. 4;

Gazette, 18 August,-p. 5; Herald, 24 Sept., p. 3; La_Presse, Z oct.
The sending of children from Montreal was one cause of the epidemic's
Spread to other parts of the province. Gazette, 2 Dec., p. 3.

49Sée, for.example, 2 Sorel hotel's advertisement which appeared
in La Presse from August 19 onward. :

SOStar, 15 Oct., p. 4. The loss of passengers on the Ste-Catherine
West and St-lzorent lines caused the City PassengeE,RaiTway Co. a sig-
"nificant drop in revenue after Augwst. La Presse,’16 oct.; La Minerve,

26 janvier, 18868. -

S]Hitness, 11 Sept., p. 2.

$ ,
52Even a local tpbacco company advertized its cigars as "vrais
déstructeurs de microbes". Le Monde, 3 sept., p. 4. :

54Gazette, 15-Sept., p. 2;////,

53Star, 21 August, p. 4; Gazette, 20 August, p.. 5.

-
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-~ Sgagette) 23-Sept.; p.-5, and 26 0ct.; p. 2; Star, 31 Wiy, p. 2. o b

o | SGLé'Présse 29°%6ct. - | oo -
- S . : _ i _ !

: - - s S C L ,

//’““r\_ . 57Le Monde, 19 oct., p. 2. ST , : C::} :
- ) V .- _— N - . . v é
58 i ’ - . - . n}. H
~L'Etendard, 12 sept., p. 3. \\\ 1
\\ 59 - L -‘. K. - ,‘ B i . . . ) :
T TTstar, 21 Aug@s;; p. 4; Witness, 2 Sept., p. 8, and 28 Sept., p. 4. s \‘\

Gpuitness,.}T‘Sggﬁx; p. 2. A variation of.this cure called for ;/f//”f{
persons to-carry-sliced oniond in their pockets while in the presence - ‘ :
~ of smallpox patients. Star, 7 Oct., p.’3. - R o
_ o . . - ] C . - g / o ' )
o - This remedy, sugpodedly of Belgian origin, was said to be recom- . -
mended- by- Redemptoris prjests at Ste-Anne's church,in Montreal. Lg

Monde, 27 octi;;z;/jf: - X : ‘ -
__Gzﬂﬁfnésé; % Sept:, p. 4, and 6 Oct.+Pp. 4, 8. A policeman post-

ed at the civic smallpox hospital spent part of his time chasing away
people bringing liquor to the sick. Le-Monde, 20 octl, p. 4.

63cazette, 24 Algust,, p. 5; Herald, 22 August, p. 8.
64Dor1and‘3 I1lustrated Medical Dictionary, 25th ed. {PhiTadelphia,
— " London, Toronto, 1974}, p. 1380. ’ -
6-sLa Minerve, 10 juin, p. 1; Gazette, 29 August, p. Z; L'Etendard, ']
16 sept., p.-2; La Patrie, 16 oct., p. 2. . ’
66

L'Etendard, 17 sept., p. 2. The confysion over the plant's
identity is also noted by Emile Gaumond, "Lz 'Petite Verole'," Laval
M&dical, vol. 18, no. 1 (janvier, 1953}, pp. 125-26.

6

7L§_52229' 5 sept., p. 1. .
T~ o i o
‘ . SSLQ_EEEEEE, 17 sept., and 25 sept., p. 4. ~\_’,_,//P

69See, for example, the reacijon of the ungamed lady noted in the o
Gazette, 18 August, p. 5, or that of the de Montighy family, in La ST
Patrie, 23 sept., p. 4. A letter to the Herald, 1 Oct., p. 3, describes

the considerable precautions taken by another middle-class family.
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70On Irish Montrealers and vaccination, see the comments of a -

parish priegt in La Minerve, 3 sept., and the Star, 29 Sept., p. 2.

Cf. Nicol, Smal1pox and 1ts Prevention, p. 57, and the Witness, 12
Sept., p. 4. .

-

71Nicoi Smallpox and Its Prevéhtidn, . 57. The Herald, 15 Oct.,
pp. 4-5, made Y s1m11ar observat1on about these streets and Viger.
Square as well. .

7zHerald, 6 August, p. B. The most conspicuous example was that

of a Lieutenant-Colonel Hughes who was taken to court for destroying
placards despite warnings from both the Medical Officer of Health and

~ the city Recorder. La Presse, 5 sept.

73Examp'le are noted in Le Monde, 27 oct. p 4, and 2 nov., p. 2,

"and»L Etendard,)18 sept., p. &.
_'.'— -

A One f the earliest smallpox fatalities in 1885 was ag Anglican .
clergyman who had "refused point blank to go to the hospitaT " Gazette,
21 Asgust, p. 5. A T

-

-75Gazette, 21 Octn, p. 5.
2al8 il a4

-

'761n one instance, a manufacturer's wife tried to bribe a health-
official in order to obtain vaccination certificates for her unvacci-
nated children. Lla Patrie, 10 oct., p. 4. C(f. a report in the Star,

9 Oct., p. 4. : ' ‘

L4

77One citizen wrote a newspaper to recommend that the placards be
sma1ler.\and posted inside porches whenever possible, so as not to
ert[ir] inutilement tout le publicaque cette maison contient un
pestiféré." L'Etendard, 30 oct., p. 3.

7sGazette, 30 Sept., p. 2. Some residences were perhaps 51mp1y
allowed to remain unplacarded. Le Monde, 9 oct., p 4,

7:':’l':'-azette 21 August, p. 5. See also Herald, 26 Sept., p. 8.
80ctar, 16 Oct., p. 4. ° RN

\‘.31Fbr exampTe.‘g city offjcia] travelling to Ottawd by traiﬁ_re-
fused to be vaccinated en route, but only because of doubts about the

p

vaccinator and because he had just been preceded by some "filthy lumber~
men." Gazette, 1 Oct., p. 3, and 13 Oct., p. 2. Similarly, an 'English -



- Patrie, 1er juin, p. 4, and & sept . P. 4. In the Tatter two cases,

-
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81lf(c§nt9d). lady' refised vaccination at a2 train station before leav-

- “ing Montreal but was willing to go home and be vac¢inated by her own

doctor.  La Presse, ler oct.

' BZSome-exampTes: Gazette, 22 August, p. 7; La Presse, 5 oct.; lLa

-

the crowds reportedly contained as many as two hundred people.

- -83See for-iﬁstance: Star, 15 August, ‘p. 4, and 16 Sept., p. 4;
La Patrie, 2 oct., p. 4; La Minerve, 27 oct.; L' Etendard 7 nov., p. 4.

84La Presse, 24 oct.

85

"Variole et ®olement,"” UMC, vol. 9, no. 2 (fév., 1880), pp
91-93.
"~ 8o Monde, 6 juillet.
-/
8. Presse, 24 sept. P. 2.
88 ‘

Star, 22 Sept., p. 3.

.SQSée, for example: Gazette2‘18 August, p. 5, and 17 Sept., p. 5;

Herald, 3 Oct., p. 8.

90For example, sea. Star. 13 August, P- 4; Gazette, 21 August, p.
5, and 25 Sept., p. 5.

91Gazette, 3 August; p. 8.

. >
~ 92Hitness, 12 Sept., p. 8. : o,
93Undertakers, carters and hackdrivers were frequently admonished
by‘h§a1th,offic1als for permitting or assisting such funeral escorts.
See,’for instance: La Minerve, 28 sept., and La Presse, 1€r déc. At

Ieast one instance was reported of people catching smallpox after attend-
ing a funera1 La Minerve, 21 sept.

- “'La_Presse, 28 sept. La Patrie, 24 oct., p. 4, recounts a similar
story about a family which was afflicted with smalipox but nevertheless

had a child baptized at church, followed by festivities at home.

+
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95The situation is described in.general terms in "Yariole et isole-
ment," pp. 91-93. Specific examples of individuals whom smalipox did
not stop from working in 1885 are legion. To cite only a few, see: :
Herald, 29 Sept., p. 8 (a policeman); ibid., 7 Oct., p. 7 (a laundress);
ibid., 17 Nov., p. 5 (a butcher); Star, 29 Sept., p. 4 (a dressmaker);
7bid., 28 Oct., p. 4 (a blacksmith); ibid., 3 Oct., p. 4 (a2 saloonkeeper
and a milkman); La Patrie, 12 oct., p. 4 (a carter); ibid., 26 oct., p.
4 (a sgreetcar conductor); Gazette, 21 August, p. 5 {a female factory
worker}. . .

r t

96Gazette, 10 Sept., p. 2. It seems that grocery shops were the
worst offenders. For some specific-examples, see: Gazette, 3 August,
p. 8; La Patrie, 23 sept., p. 4; Le Monde, 3 oct., p. 8, and 21 oct.,
p. 4.

-

97See, for example: La Semaine Religieuse de Montréal, vol. 6

(25 oct., 1885), pp. 324-25; Star, 19 August, p. 4; La Minerve, 29 oct.

98Gazette, 15 Sept., p. 2. Cf. L'Etendard, 19 oct., p. 2.

lp. 5.

]OOLe Monde, 19 aoOt, p. 2.

]O]Some exampled: La Minerve, & seﬁt.. and 15 sept.; La Presse,
17 oct., and 22 oct.; La Patrie, 22 oct., p, 4; Le Monde, 13 nov., p. 4.

102La Presse, 12 oct., and 14 oct. See also La Patrie, 7 nov., p.4.

1934 presse, 16 oct.

104, . Minerve, 12 oct.

]OSPhrase used by Le Monde, 16 oct., p. 2.

106Star, 22 Oct., p. 4.

107Le Monde, 16 oct., p. 4.

108La Presse, 3 nov.

211-

QQSee, for example:- Witness, 28 August, p. 8, and Gazetté, 5 Oct.,
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1Q3§zamp1es: Le Monde, Tﬁ-sept., p. 2; La Minerve, 25 sept.
T]Ohe.Presse, 3 nov.

m

-

L‘Etendard, 22 sept., p. 2.-

_112Hitness. 28 Sept., p. 8.

Wstar, 28 sept., p. 8.

114Star, 12 Oct., p. 3; Le Monde, 12 oct., pp. 1, 2.

nsLa Presse, 10 oct.

T]GHitness, 18 August, p. 5.

117 ) ' . ‘
Gazette, 15 August, p. 3. -

118

La Patrie, 187 aolt, p.?4; Star, 17 August, p. 4. The neighbours
of an afflicted family in one tenement were advised by Gray to vacate

the building. Where, he was asked, were such poor people, with only

six or seven dollars a week on which to live, to get the means to move
and who would take them in, knowing why they were moving? Herald, 25
Sept., p. 8. i

ngStar. 20 August, p. 4.

120Ibid., 24 August, p. 4.

12]Gazette, 3 Sept., p. 5. Other examples of benefit funds can
be found in:. La Presse, 16 sept.; Gazette, 28 Sept., p. 5; Star, 12
Oct., p. 4. . o

1225tar, 22 Sept., p. 3.

123Some parents, in fact, believed that their children were sure

to die if taken to the smallpox hospital. See, for instance: the
Gazette, 6 Nov., p. 5.
124

p. 42.

Montreal, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1885,
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]zsLa Presse, 7 nov., o. 2.

1ZGGazette, 22 August, p. 5; Star, 12 Oct., p. 4. The Health De-
partment's disinfection procedure is described in-Montreal, Rapport
sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1885, pp. 36-38.

127Hitness. 26 June, p. 8. In fact, possessions of the pooriwere
sometimes destroyed during disinfection. Gazette, 19 Nov., p. 5.

128La Presse, 26 juin.

123, Monde, 14 aolt, p. 4-..

. ]3OGazette, 19 August, p. 5.

13‘1For examples of people who iost customers because of smallpox,

see: La Patrie, 19 juin, p. 4, and 1€r aoQt, p. 4; Gazette, 20 August,
p. 5, and 27 August, p. 5. A probably typical attempt to hide smallpox,
rather than suffer lost business, is roted in the Herald, 10 Nov., p. 8.

1325tar, 23 Sept., p. 5.

1331054, For a few workers, there was a rare, third option: vac-

cination provided by a workingman's association. Members of the local
typographical union, for example, agreed to undergo vaccination by the
union's hired doctor. Gazette, 7 Oct., p. Z. Such agreements were the
only discernable exceptions in 1885 to the general disinclination of
lower-class Montréalais to be vaccinated.

V38tar. 22 sept., p. 3.

135Hitness, 12 Sept., p. 4.

1360r. George Grenier, Quelgues considerations sur les Causes de
la Mortalité des Enfants (Montréal, 1871), p. 26. Cf. Lachapelle, La
Santé pous tous, pp. 24B-50: :

I1 est une croyance erronnée bien grave

parmi nous, qui est d'autant plus répandue
et enracinée dans nos familles, qu'elle est
partagée par beaucoup de médetins. On

croit qu'il est absolument inutile-de soigner
les maladies des enfants.

-
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136. {cont'd}."

P . )

Les enfants smt malades, et o les laisse’
mourir sans opposer aucune résistance ni 2
1z maladie ni & la mort!

137Hitness, 18 August, p. 5.

1385sar. 29 August, p. 6. Cf. C-H-P. Gauldrée-Boilleau's comment

on rural French Canadian attitudes to infant mortality: "Dans les
" campagnes o se réjouit plutdt qu'm ne s'afflige de la mort d'un enfant

de bas 3ge, parce que c'est 'un ange acquis au ciel'."” Charles-Henri-
Philippe Gauldrée-Boilleau, Paysan de Saint-Irénée de Charlevois en
1861 et 1862, reprinted in Paysas et guvriers qué bécois d'autrefois,
P. Savard, intro. Les Cahiers de 1'[nstitut d'histoire No. 11 (Québec,
1968), pp. 23-24. : .

-

: ]3gDr. George Grenjer, Contagion de la Variole (Honﬁréa1, 1872),
pp. 36-37.

14O“VariOIe et isolement,” UMC, vol. 9, no. 2 (fév., 1880}, pp. 91~
93. The emphasis is the author's. - -

142, ¢ Monde, 6 juillet. Cf. an editorialist's comments in ta
Presse, 23 OCt., p. 4.

]43Le Monde, 26 oct., p. 4.

144ug ditorial,” UMC, vol. 1, no. & (avril, 1872), p. 146.

]ASGazette, g Nov., p.2; Witness, 12 Sept., p. 4. Ef. a mother's
 comment that- 1t her daughter recovered from smallpox, “she would get up
from the disease 'purified’ and in better health than ever before,”
from an American description of Montreal's smallpox district, reprinted
in the Herald, 7 Oct., p. 7. '

MGGazette, 21 August, p. 5. See also ibid., 15 August, p. 3.

]47Star, 29 August, pp- 5, 6, and ‘12 Dec., p. 3. The American re-

port carried by the Herald, 7 Oct., p. 7 also 2lludes to this practice.
The deliberate exposure of children to contagious disease, and the often
medically valid logic underlying it, has been noted e1sewher§;,jSee_for
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147. {cont'd). example: Cartwright, Social History of Medicine, p. 80,
and Smith, The People’s Health, pp.“141-42.

'1483azette, 9 Nov., p.2'; La Presse, 17 déc.; Oﬁtario, Sessional
Papers, 1886, No. 74 (Fourth Annual Report of the Provincial Board of
Health for 1885), p. 4.

-\

1-wKezrmet:h 8. Roberts, Smallpox: An Historic Disease (St. John’s,

1979), pp. 12-13; Dixon, Smallpox, p. 216. Innoculation entails the
transfer of-actual smallpox matter from someone with 2 mild case af the
disease. '

150Roberts, Smallpox, pp. 21-22; Barbara R. Tunis, "Public Vaccina-

tion ‘in tower Canada, 1815-1823: Contrgversy and a Dilemma," Historical
Reflections/Réflexions historiques, vol. 9, nos. 1-& 2 (spring & summer,

1982), p. 266.
//

151F. B. Smith suggests that! English working class people preferred
traditional practices to vaccinat¥qn partly because.they rejected just
such outside interference. Smith, Vhe People's Health, p. 158.
3 .
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CHAPTER FOUR B - <
Te Hdhde, 8 sgﬁt., p. 2.
2La Pressé, 16 mai, p. 8.
3,2 Minerve, 31 juiltet. S /
YGazette, 16 July, p. 4. Vad
SIbid

6Gaz te, 13 June, p. 4. ) '

7 a Presse, 30 juillet.

8Le Monde, 25 aontt p. 4; Gazette, 3 Sept., p. 5; La Minerve,

3 sept.

-

9See for example: La Patrie, 13 juillet, p. 4; La Presse,
IZ juillet; La Minerve, 31 juillet. :

10Star, 31 Oct., p. 6. -

———

1]Regarding the dividend, see the Herald, 2 Dec., p. 8. The
Tay-off is noted in the Gazette, 2 Sept., p. 5. )

12Hera1d, 25 August, p. 8. In St-Lambert, on the south shore

of the St-Lawrence, opposite Montreal, American visitors were report-
edly so afraid of catching smallpox from across the river that they
wore camphre-soaked cloths around their necks. La Patrie, 3 sept.,
p. 4. :

B, Presse, 19 sept. The company's dividend also suffered

accordingly. La Minerve, 26 janvier, 1886, p. 1.

t 14These measures followed two emergency vigits to Montreal by
Ontario health officials, and a meeting there with health officials
from nearby American states and representatives of the major trans-

- portation companies. The sequence of events is set out in P. H. Bryce,

yd
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14. (continued) "Small-Pox in Canada, and the Methods of Dealing
‘'with it in the Different Provinces,” American Public Health Asso-
ciation, Public Health: Reports and Papers of the American Public-
Health Association, vol. 11 (1885), pp. 1H-75. Regarding the meet-
ing, see also La Presse, 4 sept., and 8 sept. More details about the
Ontario. Board of Health's activities may be found in the €oard's:
annual report for, 1885. Ontaric, Sessional Papers, 1886, No. 74.

15La Presse, 17 sébt; "See also, La Presse,.2 oct.

]sLa Presse, 15 oct. The American authoritiés even ordered
the disinfection of all mail coming from Canada. la Presse, 11 sept.

17La Presse, 8 oct. énd 19 oct.

*

18cazette, 29 August, p. 2.

19La-Patrie, 24 a200t, p. 4.

20See for example, the Star, 24 August, p. 2 and 4 Sept., p. 4.

21Gazet*te, 10 Sept., p. 2. The local rag tr&de, the most
suspect germ-carrier of all, was halted completely by health offi-
cials. Gazette, 9 Sept., p. 5 and 10 Sept., p. 2.

22$t$r, 27 August, p. 4.

23L'Etendard, 14 sept., p. 1.

28 tar, 2 Sept., p. 43 L'Etendard, 21 sept., p. 1.

25Le Monde, 26 sept., p. 1. .

26L'Etehdard, 12 oct., p. 1.’/Throughout September and Octo-
ber, business cojumns in the Montreal press continually noted the
stagnation of the local clothing industry..

4

27Regarding the World's threat, see the Star, 24 August, p.
4. Details of Ontario's inspection system, which eventueddy in-
volved a team of inspectors visiting factories and warehouses in
Montreal, can be found in the Gazette, 10 Sept., p. 2; 3tar, 5 Dec.,
p. 3; and Bryce, "Small-Pox in Canada," pp. 172-76.

-~



28Le Monde, 8 sept., p. 2.

Zguttnéss, 14 Sept., p' 8. éven some Montreal merchants be-

gan avoiding their own city's products. One went so far as to ad-
vertise that all of his goods had been made in Hamilton, Ontario,
*od 11 n'y a pas un seul ¢as de picotte.” Le Monde, 5 sept., p. 4.

30 See, for example: Star, 1 Sept., p. 2 Le Monde, 8 sept.,
p. 2; Gazette, 8 Sept » P. &, ff., La Presse, 26 sept. and 21 oct.

31For instance, Le Monde, 18 déc., p. 2, and Star, 21 Nov.,
p. 4. The Journal of Commerce consistent1y ma1nta1ne3 that the
business losses were rejatively limited.

mind that one worried citizen wrote to a newspaper to complain abput
servants being allowed to go wherever they wished in their free
Witness, 8 Sept., p. 4. '

32Nitness; 26 August, p. 5. It was probably with this igﬁ

ime.

33Linton employed a largely French Canadian workforce from
the east end of the city. Star, 18 August, p. &4..

34Hera1d 19 August,.p. 4. Letters to the English- language
papers conveyed the same mounting anxiety about the smallpox epide-
mic. See, for example, those of one Wm. W. Robertson, whose maid
- had caught smailpox and who now franticly denounced city officials
for their inaction against the disease. MWitness, 15 August, p. 4,
and 17 August, p. 5

35

Star, 15 August, p. 2. !

?Gwitness. 18 August, p. 5.

37Star. 19.August, p. 2. Nevertheless, enough smallpox news
had previously’ escaped Montreal that the city was at least briefly
threatened with the loss of its' Maritimes markets in the m1d-1870s.
That threat had produced business pressure on the City Council to.
increase’ its pubTwc health activities, and may thus have been instru-
mental in setting in motion William Hingston's reform campaign. If
so, the entire episode could be considered a precursor on a smaller
scale of the events of .late summer, 1885. "Mesures sanitaires,”
UMC, v. 4, no. 2 (fév., 1875), pp? 80-92.

38 . '
Star;, 18 August, p. 2 and 1 Sept., p. 2.
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395ee, for example, the Star, 26 August, p. 2; and Gazette,
1 Sept., p. 4. The same demands appeared almost every day in letters

to the newspapers from worried readers.

' 40Gazette, 19 Auqust, p. 5.

41Le Monde, 17 sept., p. 4.

42Ibid., 23 sept.,’p. 1.

43
(Montreal), vol. 271, no. 20 (Nov. 13, 1885), p. 100T.

44"The Small-Pox Scare," Journal of Commerce, vol. 21, no. §
(August 28, 1885), pp. 386-87. .

4SFor the Board's reply to one complaint, see Montreal Board
of Trade, Letter Book {22 March 1883-16 March 1887) {PAC, MG 28, III
44, Reel M-2796), pp. 462-63.

46Some of the earliest employers to take precautions against
smallpox are noted in the Star, 18 August, p. 4 and 19 August, pp. 1
and 4. One employer, clothier Hollis Shorey, had had his workers
vaccinated during the smallpox epidemic of the 1870s too. Star,
5 Sept., p. 6. )

47Star, 17 August, p. 4.

48Ibid., 19 August, p. 1; Gazette, 19 August, p. 5.

_ 4QStar, 20 August, p. 4; Gazette, 21 August, p. 5 and 22
August, p. 5. : .

5OGazette, 22 August, p. 5 and 10 Sept., p. 2.

-

51l.a Presse, 4 sept.

52Star, 3 Sept., p. 4.  The owner of a related firm, the
Hochelega Steelworks, closed down his factory until every employee
. agreed to have himself and his family vaccinated. Star, 22 Sept., p.. 2.

53Star-. 2 Oct., p. 4. *

L*Etendard, 21 oct., p. 4; Canadian Journal of Commerce H\\//




54Le Monde, 6 oct., p. 3 and 9 oct., p. 4.

SSstar, 20 O0ct., p. 4; Gazette, 20 Oct., p. 2.

56

Star, 9 Oct.', P 4.
57Star, 30 Sept p 4 and 1 Oct., p. 4; Gazette, 2 Oct., p..5.
ﬁ\
\\ 58The former was the case with the footwear manufacturers.
Star, 19 August, p. 1. The latter approach was taken by the 'paper

trade' companies, despite the fact that health officers were already

- overworked and had no authority in the suburbs where so many workers

lived. Gazette, 22 August, p. 5.

et —

ngh{s was the case with the-wholesale clothiers. Gazette,
22‘August, p. 5.

-

60Star-. 18 August p. 4. Regarding the organization of the
clothing industry, see also the Gazette, 10 Sept., p. 2; Jean Hamelin
and Yves Roby, Histoire &conom .ique du Québec: 1851 1895 {(Montreal,
1971), pp. 270-71; and Bettina Bradbury, "The Family Economy and
Work in an Industrializing City: Montreal in the 18705." C.H.A.
Historical Papers, 1979, pp. 87 88.

6]Star-. 19 August, p. 4. It seems that many city merchants
began to reject outright any piece-work originating in St- Jean- Bap-
tiste. .Le Monde, 5 sept., p. 4.

-

62Gazette, 10 Sept., p. 2. At least one clothier clearly

thought that even these measures might not suffice to save his busi-

‘ness. Fearing that the epidemic might 1a%t all winter, Hollis Shorey

eventually opened a branch in Ottawa to produce goods for the Ontario
market. Star, 30 Oct., p. 4; Herald, 31 Oct., p. 8 and 26 Nov., p. 8.

83cazette, 21 August, p. 5; La Minerve, 9 oct. and 15.oct.,

p. 3.

64Gazettb, 21 August, p. 5 and 22 August, p. 5. One egployer

suggested that workers might deliberately contract smalipox if they

knew thgt they would be paid while off work. 1Ibid., 22 August, p. 5.

65Ibid., 22 August, p. 5.
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66Hitness, 19 August, p. 8. - . -

) 67La Patrie, 20 aoﬁt, p. 4. Boivin knew that the'possibi1ity
~ of a vaccination 'accident' frightened some of his workers. Herald,
18 Sept., p. 5. : : -

- ‘ »

- M,GBBryce; "Sma1T=Pox -in Canada," p. 176. The shirt and collar
makers devised a system of weekly health permits for their factory
workers and hired three doctors in Montreal ‘and one outside the city
to ipspect every worker's home. ‘Star, 23 Sept., p. 3. Thanks in
part to the stimulus provided by Ontario officials, eventually more
than eighty companies with business in that province undertook such
measures. Ontarigv Sessional Papers, 1886, No. 74, p. 11.

69Vaccination of workers' famjlies was one of the most impor-
tant measures undertaken by the West End Manufacturers Association.
Star, 30 Sept., p. 4.

70Star. 19 August, p. 4. o

71 1bi3., 19 August, p. 1. Cf., Herald, 5 Oct., p. 4.

~ 72
Star, 21 August, p. 2. .

by

73Ib?d. 29 Sept., p. 2. See also £bxd. 16 Sept.,-p, 4
and 22 Sept., p. 2. ) .

74Ihid; 3 Oct., p. 4..

514, 15 Oct., p. 3.

.]GSee, for example the tobacco and cigar manufacturers' pact.
Le Monde, 6 oct., p. 3. )
— .

7. N o

ot The most comprehensive lists of the employers requiring

smallipox precautions are found in the Star, 10 Oct., p. 6 and the
Gazette, 12 Oct., p. 2. The newspapers printed additional employers’
- names almost every day until November. Among the later groups of
employers to join the movement were the St-AnneS Market butchers
(Star, 17 Oct., p. 6), and a group of barbers and hairdressers (Star,

22 Oct., p. 4 and 27-Oct., p. 3).
. /

e



8star, 2 Oct.) p. 4.

795tar,’19 August, p. 1; Gazette, 21 August, p. 5.

80

of the city's people, provided the City unu1d authorize it to do SO.
snar, 31 August P- 2.

aIHera'ld, 22 August, p. 1.
/= ; ,

82:1ar, 2 Sept., p. 4 and 4 Sept., p. 4.

83La Presse, &4 sept.

8f"c;aze'cte, 5 Sept., p. 2.

Bstar, 4 sept.. p.-4. -

8 2 presse, z/:ept This aceount suggests that the Citizens'
Committee 1nitia11y consisted of about thirty men. At subsequent

_meetings of the Committee over the next two weeks, dozens more busi-
nessmen joined it so that the eventual total membership probably
approached one hundred. A few Catholic clergymen were also invited

to join. La Presse, 22 sept. . y .y -

87La Presse, 14 sept.; Gazette, 15 Sept., p. 2.

88The four others added to the Health, Committee were: print-
-ers Louis Perrault and G. E. Desbarats, architect Adolphe Levesque,
and butcher William Masterman (later replaced by financial adminis-
trator Nolan Delisle). La Presse, 15 sept.; La Patrie, 16 sept.

89uerald, 28 August, p. 4. Cf., Star,'3 June, p. 3.

90JHP, vol. 1, no. 3 {15 juin, .1885), p. 28, and ibid., vol.

no. 5 (15 juillet, 1885), p. 52 (reproduced in Le Monde, 21 3u1T1et)

9]See for example: Herald, 2 Sept., p. 4; Star, 29 August,

p 4 and 1 Sept., p. 2;~Le Monde, 29 ao0t, p. 4; La Minerve, 3 sept.

. Herald, 19 August, p. 4; Star, 22 August p. 4 and 26 Augqust,’
"p. 2. The Star even offered to organize by itself the vaccination

—

,.
o ]

. N f
L AP P T e R TR



13

I

.

- ngtar, 2 Sept., p. 4; Gazette, 2 Sept., p. 5 and 3 Sept.,
p. 5. The<law, An Act.respecting the preservation of the Public

* Health, Caomsolidated Statutes of Canada, 1859, chap. 38, actually.
dated from the cholera epidemic of 1849. It can found reprinted

in the Gazette, 9 Sept., p. 5. o ) :

, giﬁxcept for two Quebec City physiéians,,a11 the Central
Board members were from Montreal. La Presse, 5 sept. and 8 sept.

hi

94Star, 15 Sept., p. 2.

95

—— ——

1bid., 3 Sept., p. 2. See also ibid., 5 Sept., p. 4.




CHAPTER FIVE

]Star, 7 Nov., p. 4.

2Desc;-ipﬂons of this incident can be found in Montreal news-
paper issues for either 4 or 5 November. See especially La Presse,
4 nov.; Le Monde, 4 nov., p. 4; and the Star, 4 Nov., p. &.

3Gazette, 21 August, p. 5; and La Presse, 21 aolt,

ALe Monde, 19 sept., p. 7.

5 ¢ a .

1a Presse, 26 aolt.
61bid., 26 aoQt and 5 oct. s -
/-? - -

“'1bid., 17 sept. and 25 sept. Eventually the health officials

tried to Testrict the handling of smalipox funerals.to a few desig-.
nated undertakers with specially painted and numbered hearses. Ibid.,

. 15 oct.; La Patrie, 13 nov., p. 4.

8Le Monde, 7 nov., p. 4.

9Star. 20 0ct., p. 4.

10Church officials opposed any such postponement. See for
instance, the comments of abbé Sentenne in the Star, 1 Oct., p. 3.

1]Gazette, 21 Oct., p: 5; Herald, 21 Oct., p. 8. For opinion
against closing the churches, see: Star, 22 Oct., p. 3 and 27 Oct.,
p. 3; Witness, 21 Oct., p. 4; Le Monde, 22 oct., p. 4 and 26 oct.,
p. 4; L'Etendard, 26 oct., p. <. .

120 erald, 21 0ct., p. 6.

—

3. Presse, 24 oct.

1

“star, 27 Oct., p. 3.

15La Minerve, 29 oct. (::;
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16Heaith officials thus decided against closing theatres and
the Mount Royal incline railway. Star, 22 Sept., p. 4 and 23 Sept.,
p. 4. ' _

17La_Presse, 5 oct.

, 8srar, 17 Sept., p. & and 24 Sept., p. 4; Montreal, Board of
Health, Minutes, Vol. 3 {12 Sept., 1884 - 31 QOct., 1885), p. 1%4.

TQStar. 18 Sept., p. 4. Epr details of the nuns' activities,
see La Patrie, 23 sept., p. 4; Gazette, 19 Sept., p. 2, 23 Sept., p.
5, and 26 Sept., p. 2.

20La Presse, 17 sept.

21Gazette 7 Oct., p. 2. After the Central Board's regule-
tions were proclaimed by the Lieutenant-Governor in Council and pub-
1ished in the provincial Official Gazette, they were usually reprinted
in the Montreal press. The most comprehensive newspaper summaries of
the regulations are found in the Star,™5 Nov., p. 4, and La Presse,
28 nov.

22\ . patrie, 14 sept., p. 4. ’

23La Presse, 22 sept. and 7 oct.

24Gazette, 8 Oct., p. 2 and 22 Oct., p. 5.

25La Presse, 29 oct.; Star, 30 Oct., p. 3; Montr€al, Rapport
sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité de Montréal pour 1'année 1885 (Eon-
tréal, 1886), p. 50.

265tar. 2 Nov., p. 4; La Presse, 30 ott.

27Hontrea'l, Board of Health, Minutes, Vol. 3 (12 Sept., 1884
- 31 Oct., 1885), p. 194. . , _

28For examples of this view, see: La Patrie, 25 juin, p. 4;
La Presse, 2 sept.; Star, 7 Sept., p. 2.
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29, Presse, 19 ao(t; Star, 9 Sept., p. 4. Even families

with as many as ten members received only two dollars a week from
the fund. MWitness, 19 Aug., p. 8.

3OLa Presse, 156 sept.

31he initial distribution of relief by the Citizens quickly
floundered, it seems, because of the fear and reluctance of the busi--
nessmen to deal directly with sick families. Le Monde, 6 oct., p. 1.

32For details of the relief operation, see: .Le Monde, 17
sept., p. 4 and 21 sept., p. 1; Gazette, 21 Sept., p. 2; La Patrie,
27 oct., p. 4.

'33La Patrie, 3 oct., p. 4.

34StdE, 17 Oct., p. 3. Sick families had also been expected
to stay at home in order to receive parishional charity, before the
advent of the civic relief operation. La Minerve, 8 sept.; Star, 22
Sept., p. 3. ’ : ’ :

35Star, 24 Sept., p. 4. ¢ P

36Gazette, 14 Nov.,p- 5.

37

relief expenditure for the epidemic reached at least $11,500. 4a
Presse, 14 .and 15 janv., 1886. ) .

. 38On the problem of smallpox in the regular courts, see La

Patrie, 6 aoOt, p. 4; Le Monde, 2 sept., p. 4. The leniency shown

some offenders had provoked mounting newspaper complaints, as in the
Star, 27. Aug., p. 2 and 31 Aug., p. 2, but delays in handling small-
pox infractions were a more important problem. Star, 15 Sept., p. 4
and 19 Sept., p. 4. '

s -
- - I-f
39L'Etendard, 29 oct., p. 2. The court was established in

September but remained inactive until a Tegal challenge to its exist-
ence was quashed. La Patrie, 14 oct., p. 4, 15 oct., p. 4, and 16
oct., p. 4.

Star, 21 Jan., 1886, p. 2; Gazette, 25 Nov., p. 2. The total

o~
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40Cases and sent Sanitary Court were routinely .
reported in the press. The maximum possible pena1ty was a twenty
dollar fine or fourteen days in jail.

*1Nitness, 24 Sept., p. 3; Gazette, 1 Oct., p. 5. For some
examptes of the vigilance activity, see the Star, €6 Oct., p. &;
Herald, 14 Oct., p. 6.

A iy e &

42La Presse, 5 nov. See also, "Une &pisode &gayante," Le
Monde, 5 nov., p. 4, which describes one housewife's use of reverse
pSycho1ogy to prevent a health off1cer from f1nd1ng her sick child.

3The curé of St. Joseph's assumed that many smallpox cases
also successfully escaped detection by the nuns in his parish. 5tar,
22 Sept.; p. 3.

~

44La Presse. 30 sept; Star, 30 Sept., p. 2.

- 5Star 2 0ct., p- 2. On the two doctors' trials, see the
Gazette, 21 Nov.e~p. 5, 25 Nov., p. 5, 26 Nov., p. 5, and the Star.
24 Nov., p. 4.

4Sﬁontréa'l; Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité .
1885, p. 50.

QTLe Monde, 4 sep}.. p. 4; Star, 2 Oct., p. 2. 9

48La Minerve, 14 sept.

49See, for example, the ¥aily Health Department statistics
in La Presse, 13 oct. On one day, November 5, only 305 of more-than ;
600 infected houses bore placards. La Patrie, 6 nov., p. 4. i

50Montréa1, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanijtaire de la Cité . .
- 1885, pp. 66-67.

51siar, 22 Sept., p. 3.

52For example: L'Etendard, 6 oct., p. 4; La Presse, 28 sept.;
Herald, 29 Sept., p. 8 and 30 Sept., p. 5.
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53Examp1es: La Patrie, 12 oct;, b. 4; Le Monde, 6 aoQt, p. 4.

54Gazette, 20 Oct., p. 2.

55Le Monde, 2 oct., p. 4. An equally violent demonstration
of opposition to the placards occurred during the anti-vaccination
riot of September 28. In fact, it was a typical confrontation over
placarding that touched off the start of the riot. See Chapter 6,
pp. 131-32. :

SGLa Presse, 9 nov.; Le Monde, 9 nov., p. 5. On another
attack on an isolation guard, see La Presse, 29 oct.

7On workers' wages in this time period, see Jean de Bonville,
Jean-Baptiste Gagnepetit: les travailleurs montréalals & la fin du >
XIXe sigcle (Montréal, 1975), pp. 85-83, and Jacques Bernier, "La
condition des travailleurs, 1851-1896," in Les Travailleurs québ&cois
1851-1896, J. Hamelin, dir. {Montréal, 19737, pp. 36-21. Considering
that many working-class families would- have more than one wage-earner
idled by a home quarantine, the civic relief must have seemed very
littie indeed. Some contemporary observers sympathized with-thejr
plight and questfoned -the adequacy of the relief money. JMP, vol. 2,
no. 10 (Ter oct., 1885), p. 112 (reprinted in Le Monde, 9 oct.);
Witness, 7 Nov., p. 4. Others were concerned oniy about possible
" abuse of the public purse. One Health Committee alderman even sus-
pected peopie of deliberately exposing their families to smallpox
simply to get the City's money. Gazette, 19 Nov., p. 5.

58La Patrie, 24 oct., p. 4. p

59Gazette, 10 Sept., p. 2.

60La Presse, 17 sept.

v

61Thé most notable forced hospitalization thus far seems to
have been the result of pressure from businessmen in the vicinity of
the smallpox case. Le Monde, 17 sept., p. 4.

-

62Le Monde, 15 sept., p. 4; La Patrie, 22 sept., p. 4.

a 63La Patrie, 25 sept., p. 4 and 6 oct., p. 4; Montréal, Rap-
port sur 1TEtat Sanitaire de la Citée . . . 1885, p. 51,
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64Hera‘ld 30 Oct., p. 8; Star, 31 Oct., p. 6. Mounting com- .
plaints about’ the hospital, a series of extremely sensationalistic
newspaper articles {Herald, 8 Oct., p. 5; Witness, 27 Oct. to 5 Nov.,
also reprinted in-the Herald),.and finaTTy medica1 condemnation (La
Patrie, 30 oct., p. 4) eventually brought about its closure. La
Patr1e 7 déc.,. p. 4.

65Star, 8 Sept., p. 2; Le Monde, 30 sept., p. 1.

) 66Gazette, 16 Sept., p- 5.

67

Le Monde, 22 sept., p. 4 and Zd:sept.; p. 4; La Presse,
25 septt . .

68La Presse, 24 sept.

691 id., 17 sept.

70Le Monde, 28 sept., p. 4; Gazette, 29 Sept:;:ﬁ;HZ.u

71

-

La Patrie, 21 sept., p. &; Star, 19 Sept., p. 2.-

72Gazette. 4 Sept., p- 2. ‘ "  _ 'xr

T31bid., 29 Sept.. p. 2.

74

Le Monde, 28 sept., p} 4. ' . ; Nl .

75Heraid,'29 Sept., p. 8; Montréal, Rapport sur 1'Etat'San1~:_
taire de la Cité . . . 1885, pp. 28-29. . “ T

. 7sLe Monde, 3 oct., p. 8.

77La Presse, 10 oct.

78Montréa1, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité . L.
1885 52. For descriptions of the new facility, see La Presse, 10

oct. Star, 12 Oct., p. 1. Its name was carefully chosen "so as not
to cause any feeling of repugnance outside the. clity to future exhi-

bitions. Star, 30 Sept., p- 4. . /;

o bt
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79Star, 8 Oct., p. 2; Montréal, Rapport sur 1‘'Etat Sanitaire

de la Cité . . . 1885, pp. 42, 64-65.

80La Presse, 16 oct.

8'[See for example: Le Monde, 24 oct.; ; La Presse, 13 oct.,
27 oct., 3 nov.; and .the ‘comments of Jules He]bronner, ibid., 7 nov.
The newspapers had previously questicned hospitalization because of
the possible separation of children“from their mothers and homes.
See, for instance, La Presse, 26 sept.

-

qua Presse, 26 oct.

. . ' . ¥
84Star, 28 Oct., p. 3.
R
) Removals of patients are described in the Star, 24 Oct.,
p. 6 and 26 Oct., p. 4; and the Witness, 23 Oct., p. 8 24 Oct.
P 8, and 27 Oct., p 8

: 86Star. 13 Nov., p. 4; La Presse, 12 nov.; Le Monde, 12 nov.,
p. 4 .
87Star; 14 Nov., p. 6.
88 . ' .
; Gazette, 20 Nov., p. 2; Herald, 20 Nov., p. 5.

) Presse, 23 déc.; Le Monde, 23 déc., p. 4. Other violent
incidents related to hospitalization are reported in Le Monde, 5 nov.,
p. 4; Star, 11 Dec., p. 4; ibid., 21 Jan., 1886, p. 1; La Patrie, 22
janv., 1886, P 5 ‘ . :

.9
90Le Monde. 7 nov., p. 8.

[
»

9‘ISee, for instance, complaints in Le. Monde, 26 oct., p. 4;

27 oct., p. 2; and 9 nov., p. 4; La,Presse, 27 oct., 30 oct., and

el e = ¥
4 nov.

92La Presse, 3 naov. See-also, -ibidy, 30.nov., and 22 déc.;
Le Monde, 27 janv., 1886, p. 4. ) '
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. g3Le Monde, f mov., p. 8. Cf., L'Etendard, 14 oct., p. 4.

94La'Presse, 13 oct. and 3 nov.; La Patrie, 4 nov., p. 4.

95La Presse, 6 nov.
96 . —-
Ibid., 5 nov.«qnd 10 no¥-

g7Le Monde, 4 nov., p. 2.

98Ibid., 7 nov., pp. 2, 8, and 11 nov., p. 4; La Presse, 12
nov. —_—

Ble Monde, 5 nov., p. 4. -

100

lLa Presse, 7 nov.

101See, for example, La Minerve, 7 nov. and 9 nov.

102600 editorials in Le Monde, 6 nov., p. 2; 7 nov., p. 2; 9
nov., p. 2; ¥0 nov., p. 25 11 nov., p. 4; 12 nov., pp. 2, 3; and 16
nov., p. 2. L.

]03Ibid., 47 nov., p. 2. . -

104Ibid., 7 nov., p. 2.

- "Ibid. The fact that some middle-class Montrealers did not
always comply with civic smallpox reguiations naturally lent credence
to accusations of favouritism towards the rich. Mopeover, the health
officfals were weil aware of this. Some, referring to un-cooperative
middle-class families, complained that "there should not be two Taws,
one for the rich and one for the poor." (Gazette, 21 Oct., p. 5. In-
deed, the chairman of the Health Committee had cited the City's treat-
ment of the Hincks family, particularly the small, hasty funeral
allowed it,as proof against "the ignorant notion that it [was] only
the poor the department harries.” Gazette, 20 Aug., p. 5.

]OﬁLa Presse, 10 nov.; Herald, 10 Nov., p. 8; ip particular
Jeannotte attacked the regulation making people responsible for main-
taining placards on their dwellings: "Et qui donc me paye, moi
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106. {continued) pauvre ouvrier, pauvre journalier, pour perdre
mon temps & courir au bureau de santé? pour venir avertir jusqu'a
deux ou trois fois qu'on 2 arraché e placard" Le Monde, 10 nov.,
p- 4. g L

107 iapald, 6 Mar., p. 7; Le Monde, 15 juin, p. 2. As chairman
of the civic Police Comittee, Jeannotte had previously clashed with
Beaugrand over the degree of assistance the police were to offer
sanitary policemen. La Patrie, 29 sept., p. 4&; La Minerve, 29 sept.,
p. 1. : )

AN

TOBSee for example Le Monde, 23 oct., p. 23 24 oct., p. 8;
and 27 oct., p. 2. :

109La Presse, ler déc. In retaliation, some Lijberals tried
to turn the smallpox issue back against their adversaries. Beaugrand's
paper, La Patrie, l1ikened the opponents of civic sma11pox measures to
the executioners of Riel. La Patrie, 11 nov., p. 1.

]]oThe volatile but ultimately peaceful scenes described by
newspapers in late October seem to have been much more'typical of
the hospital removals.than the later episodes of violence. See, for
example, the Witness, 23 Oct., p. 8; 24 Oct., p. 8; 27 Oct., p. 8;

and the comments of the Star, 26 Oct » P. 4; and Le Monde, 26 oct.,
p. 4. —_— .

H]Le Monde, 28 oct., p. 4. In the eastervmost ward,” Hochelega,
the City had by then successfully hospitalized the sick members of all
but six of the thirty-one families with smiljpox. Ibid., 2 nov., p. 3.

112Hera1d, 27 Oct., p.‘SL

n3Star, 17 Nov., p. 4. Even so, the daily Health Department

statistics printed in La Presse, suggest that there was seldom more
than one refusal of hospitalization on most days.

]14Most offenders were allowed a chance to comply with the

health requlations and most seem to have done so. Of the more than
$900 in fines imposed by the Court by the year's end, ofly a third
was collected. Montrfal, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité

. . . 1885, pp. 66-67.

115Le Monde, 7 déc., p. 4.
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nGStar, 20 Nov., 'p. 3.

e
W7 hid., 28 Nov., p. 6.

. <

118Hontréaf, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de Ja Cité . . .

1885, p. 50. From mid-October to the year's end, the hospitalization
campaign removed smallpox victims from 219 households in all. Ibid.
Following each removal (or the death or recovery of patients left at
home) dwellings were routinely fumigated. Poor families temporarily
displaced by the disinfection process could stay in special shelters
provided by the Health Department. If the City encountered any re-
sistance, it seems nevertheless, that it succeeded in disinfecting
all ‘the infected houses known to it. Ibid.

119 . Monde, 18 sept., p. 4. Boards of health were not esta-
blished in most of the suburbs until.the Tast week of September.
Ibid., 25 sept., p. 4; La Presse, 25 sept.

120Le Mbnde. 5 sept., p. 4.
\
121 .
La Presse, 30 sept.; Le Monde, 15 oct., p. 4.
122 ) 3 L
“Star, 7. Oct., pp. 2, 4; La Presse, 7 oct.; Le Monde, 7
oct., p. 4 and 8 oct., p. 2.

' 123Le Monde, ler oct., p. 2; 13 oct., p. 4; Star, 12 Oct., p.
4; 14 Oct., p. &; Le Monde, 19 oct., p. 3.

. 124Gazette, 17 Dec., p. 5. The Star commented sarcastically
that the suburb needed a new board, "composed of men who {[had] made
their pile and [would] not shrink from placarding a home or isolating
a patient from fear of losing the sale of a box of biscuits or a
pound of raisins.” Star, 17 Dec., p. 2.

]Zssazette, 10 Dec., p. 5; 16 Dec., p. 35 17 Dec., p. 5;

Star, 28 Dec., p. 2. .

1265ee for example: Star, 18 Sept., p. 2; Le Monde, 19 sept.,
p. 7; 14 oct., p. 1; and 30 oct., p. 4. ~ - .

}

127Le Monde, 22 sept., p. 4.
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. “La Patrie, 2 déc., p. 4; Star, 1 Dec., p. 4 and 15 DeCay
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La Presse, 31 déc.; Star, 31 Dec., p. 4; Witness, 31 Dec.,
- p. 6. - . . —_—

]35La Presse, 4 janv., 1886; La Patrie, 4 janv., 1886, p. 4.
As an additional encouragement to cooperate, the Central Board alse
summored Ste-Cunégonde’s board of heaTth and medical officer of health
before the Sanitary Court. Le Monde, 30 déc., p. 4 and 31 déc.’, p. 1.
Two other suburbs, St-Louis du Mile-End and C8te St-Louis, seem to
have been almost as inactive against sma]Ipongs Ste-Cunégonde.
. Gazette, 2 Dec., p. 3 and 29 Dec., p. 5. The Board dealt with them
less severely however, probably because by then the disease had
largely disappeared from the area north of Montreal. Star, 6 Jan.,
1886, p. 1. -
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!l e Monde, 29 sept., p. 1.

2Accounts of the riot can be found in the September 29 issues
of Montreal's newspapers. In particular, see La Presse, 29 sept.,
and the Star, 29 Sept., pp. 2, 4. One target © of the rioters, the
public vaccinator, may have incurred their wrath because of rumours
that he supported compulsory vaccination.and had personally tried to
force the precaution upon people. L2 Patrie, ler oct., p. 4.

. 3Gazette, 24 August, p. 5; La Patrie, 14 sept., p. 4.
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Montréals, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité . . . 1885,

p. 31. One doctor reported vaccinating sixty people at his office in
a single day. Le Monde, 22 aolt, p. 8.

Scazette, 22 August; p. 5; Star, 1 Oct., p. 2.

6La Presse, 25 sept.

“Star, 1 Sept., p. 2.
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La Patrie, 14 sept., p. &.
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nat1on Star 26 Sept . P- 6. -

1OLa Presse, 4 sept;

11

C Journal of Commerce, vol. 21, no.- 9 {28 August, 1885), pp
386-87. ‘ , ;

12Star, 23 Sept . P- 3. Even the doctors, they noted, were

still not unanimous about vaccination., Rather than refer to the
practice directly, a pastoral letter from Archbishop Fabre merely.

counselied people to follow the advice of medical science. La Presse,

7:sept.
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16
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La Presse, 11 sept.
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31La Presse, 22 sept. B
— -
3zHeraid 12 Nov , p. 5 ©
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35The Health Committee agqreed to a one—week tr1a1 of Levesque 3
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on the th1rteen ~man body was now seven. L2 Presse, 15 sept 4
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?Blbidt
39
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42Le Monde, 30 sept., p. 2.

F3H1tness 19 Sept., p. 8.
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\. -"-.



239

N

~. \\’

S crar, 29 Sept., p. 2.. L
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75La Presse, 5 oct.
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985:3:, 29 Sept., p.2.

ggfbiﬂo.IO Nov., p. 1. A single doctor gt the Canada Rubber
Company, it was noted, accomplished more in-ten hours than 21l the
Department's vaccinators in a full day of house visits. Gazette, 20
Oct., p. 2. Health officials had considered one other way of compell-
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100 ¢ar, 10 Oct., p. 4.

10]La Presse, 26 oct.
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107La Presse, 3 oct.

'IOBHeraId, 30 Oct., p. 6 and 17 Oct., p. 4.
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de la Cité . . .-1885, pp. 35-36.

. 1:i"Le Monde, 29 sept., p. 4; Star, 16 Nov., p. 8. St-Henri
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132Hitness, 14 Sept., p. 8; Le Monde, 2 oct., p. 4.

]335tar. 5 Oct., p. 2.
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]HeraTd, 1 Oct., p. 4. . 7 .

2Star, 5 Nov., p-- 4.

-,

Reductions of the border quarantines are noted in Le Monde,
4 déc., p. 1 and 31 déc., p. 7; La Minarve, 25 janv., 1886, p. 1.

4Star. 5 Dec., p. 3. The Ontario health officials had also
stopped local bans on Montreal products in the province. P. H. Bryce,
"Small-Pox in Canada, and the Methods of Dealing with it in the Dif-
ferent Provinces," American Public Health Association. Public Health,
Reports and Papers of the American Public Health Association, vol. 11

{T885), p. 176. In gratitude, Montreal businessmen eventually presented

the chief Ontario inspector stationed in the city with a gift of money.

H. J. Morgan, ed., The Dominion Annual Register and Review for 1886
(Montreal, 1887), p. 301. .

SGazette, 24 Dec., pp. 3, 5.
LY

'sLa Presse, 10 déc.

7Le Monde, 30 janv., 1886, p. 8.

8Ibid.; La Patrie, 27{janv., 1886, p. 4.

Sstar, 24 Feb., 1886, p. 4.

101444, , 13 Jan., 1886, p. 4.

11Le Monde, 18 f&v., 1886, p. 4. The Court had by then dealt
with 256 cases altogether. Montreal, Report on-the Sanitary State of
the City of Montreal for the Year 1885 (Montreal, 1886), p. 48. (In-
formation omitted from French version of the report.)

. 121£ was expected to reméin active un£i1 a new smallpox hospi-
tal was built. La Patrie, 28 janv., 1886, p. 4.
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_ 13Québec, Documents de la Session, 1895, No. 6, Appendice No.
-28 (Rapport du Consei] d Hygiene de 1a Province du Québec pour 1895
[Québec, 1895]), p. 13. - 2

1422_322223- 10 déc.
“r 1SIbid., 28 sept., a%d‘Z oct.-
16

La Presse, ler oct{ and § oct.

YYIbid.. 9 oct.; L'Etendard, 15 sept., p. 2; Le Monde, ler oct.,
p. 2 and ¥ oct., p. 4. -

18ctar, 7 Sept., p. 4. Cf., La Presse, 28 sept.

19Le Monde, 28 sept., p. 4; Gazette, 29 sept., p. 2.
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. offered this explanation for St-Jean Baptiste's smalipox. La Patrie,
31 aolt, p. 4. : -

-

21La P%esse. 28 sept.; Dr. J. M. Beauéo]e11, "Quinzaine
Hygiénique,™ JHP, vol. 2, no. 11 (15 oct., 1885}, p. 124.

22L'Etendard,' 8 sept., p. 2; La Presse, 9 oct.

23Beausoléi1, "Quinzaine Hygiénique," p. 124,

24Ibid.; La Presse, 28 sept. Alderman Jeannotte, the most
vocal opponent of compulsory vaccination on the City Council, com-
nlained that there weré a dozen soap and candle factories in his east
end ward, most of them owned by 'Anglais’. Gazette, 15 Sept., p. 2.

25Le Monde, § nov., p. 2. See also the series of letters

printed in ibid., 7 nov., p. 75 10 ngv., p. 3; 12 nov., p. 3; and
14 nov., p. 2. - -
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26Gazette, 18 Sept., p- 5.

ZYStar'.1 21 Sept., p. 4; La Patrie, 22 sept., p. 4.
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28Sanitary reforms were proposed, 'for example, at the meetings
which led to the formation of the Citizens' Committee. Star, 4 Sept.,
p. 4; La Presse, 5 sept. :

2%.ar. 23 Feb., 1886, p. 2.

-~

30La Patrie, 23 sept., p. 4. The Citizens' Cbmmittee'quick1y
dropped the idea of a sanitation committee as irrelevant. Gazette,
24 Sept., p. 2.

31Gazette. g Sept., p. 5 and 10 Sept., p. 2.

32Hontréa1, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la (ité pour
1'annee 1886 (Montreal, 1887), pp. 62-64, 6/; R. C. Stewart, 'Hospital
Care of Smallpox in Montreal," Canadian Medical Association Journal,
vol. 43 {Oct., 1940), p. 382. .

33ctar, 5 Feb., 1886, p. 4.

3414id., 23 Feb., 1886, p. 2.

) ‘35Tha first Provincial Board was named in 1887, and its powers
were initially very limited. Pierre-Deschenes, "Santé publique et
organisation de la profession," pp. 365-66; Terry Copp, The Anatomy of
Poverty. The Condition of the Working Class in Montreal, 1837-1929
(Toronto, 1974), p. 91. Despite this, it would prove effective
against smalipox when the disease again struck the province in 1891.
It.would also provide a valuable service by ensuring the future qua-
11ty of vaccine avaifble in the province. Québec, Documents de—la
Session (Rapport du Conseil d'Hygigne), pp. 26-27. =~

36La-Pr‘esse, 29 Héc.

39See, for example: the Star, 23 Feb., 1886, p. 2; Montréal,

Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de 1a Cité . . . 1885, pp. 30, 91; Mon-
tréal, Rapport . . . sor l'origine de 1'Epidémie de 1a Variole, p..13.
40 ' '

Herald, 26 Nov., p. 8.
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4]The journal's appearance is noted in La Presse, 21 déc. On
its.contents, see Charles-Marie Boissonnault, "La lutte contre la vac-
cination au XIXe sidcle," Laval Medical, vol. 32, no. 2 (sept., 1961},
pp. 178-84.

42Star. 30 Dec., p. 4; Boissonnault, "La lutte contre le vac-
cination,” p. 18A. It seems that some anti-vaccinationists were in
fact singled aut for early attentwon in the Sanitary Court. 3Star,
26 DeC , pp. 6, 8. _

3See for example: Star, 30 Dec., p. 4; La M1nerve 11 janv.,

1886, p. 1; La Patrie, 19 janv., v., 1886, p. &4; Star 20 Jdan. 1886 .p.

1. Antj-vaccinationist.doctors had also prev1ously appeared in court
to contest compulsory hospitalization. Star, 9 Dec. As 2 result,

the Sanitary Court gave official preference to the testimony of Health
Department physicians 1n such cases. 1Ibid., 11 Dec., p. 2.

44Star. 18 Feb., 1886, p. 4; Boissonnault, "lLa lutte contre la
vaccination,” p. 183.

45La Presse, & dec., p. 2.

S 4sDr. J. W. Mount first attempted to prevent compulsory vac-
" cination on the eve of its enforcement. Gazette, 16 Dec., p. 3. A
month later, he tried again. La Minerve, 18 janv., 1886, p. 1 and

Ter fev., 1886, p. 1 .

X'y 47Montréal, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire de la Cité .
1886, p. 11. :

48A1ready. by the end of 1885, the ber of doctors' offices
performing public vaccination had shrunk 0 Your. La Presse, 31 déc.
In all of 1886, publjc vaccinators visiting schools and homes managed
to {mmunize only 2,215 people. Montrfal, Rapport sur 1'Etat Sanitaire
de la Cite . . 1886 p. 50. Regularly enforced vaccination would
not occur until after the turn of the century. Copp, Anatomy of .
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9Le Monde, ler déc., p. 4.
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5OStar, 15 Feb., 1886{ p. 4.
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2144d., 9 Jan., 1886, p. 8; La Presse, 14 janv., 18865 Le

Monde, 15 fev., 1886 p. 4.

53Star, 27 Feb.., 1886, p. 6. See also the paper's comments
in the Star, 9 Jan., 1886 p. 8 and 23 Feb., 1886, p. 2
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54$tar, 27 Feb., 1886, p. 6.

-

e
5SDécary did, however, carry the three eastermmost wards.
Michel Gauvin, "The Municipal Reform Movement in Montreal, 1886-1914,"
unpublished M.A. Thesis, Universi®y of Qttawa, 1972, p. 19. The
events of 1885 had at least two other specific electoral consegquences:
2 newspaper campaign by Hugh Graham.to defeat one of the patronage
politicians on the Health Committee (Star, 19 Nov., p. 4}, and the
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., A Cyclopaedia of Canadian Biography, Being Chiefly Men of the
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