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A. Grahawm, whom he selected a8 temporary Treasurer, is, (o nse
his own language,) * a gentleman of undisputed responsibility and
mtegrity.” It was not the man that I objected to, but his man-
agement in the premises. _

In the first place, the by-laws of the College give ‘the Dean no
such power. -

Second—If, as he claims, he had authority to act for two absent
members of the Faculty, he would still control but one-half of the
votes of the Faculty, who, to quote his own language, exercise the
legal powers of the College ?

Third—If his grocedure had been legal and regular, would it
not, and should it not, appear upon the record books of the College,
Erni.ltitiicu]aﬂ] as he kept them himself and could alter or amend at

I have only to say that it does not appear on record, nor did he
ever consult a member of the Faculty Eare upon the subject.

I am cheerful to acknowledge that his appointment ug the Hon,
John A. Graham was a very fortunate one, if not for himself, cer-
tainly for me. Iis certificate, which I have copied, speaks for itself,
to which I call your attention most respectfulfy. (See page 4.)

His second trouble to which he refers, as contained in my report,
is the article of mieroscope. Hesays: ‘It is charged that I pur-
chased from Benjamin Pike, Jr., of New York, a microscope, for
which I reported to have paid $148, and ted wouchers to that
effect, when the duplicate of Mr. Pike’s bill shows that the instru-
ment was but $48. This is a mistake in the sense which the re-

rt of J. C. Hughes intends to convey.” Now hear John F. San-
ford’s excuse for this act: ¢“ I desired to purchase a mieroscope for
Pathological investigation. I bought a low priced one in my own
name, and mentioned to Mr. Pike that it was for myself, but that
I would order the better instrument as soon as we could realize our
funds. In my fommer report to the Superntendent of Public In-
struction, to whomeI - was amenable, I reported the purchase of a
$150 instrument, énfending fo order it as soon as possible, and
retain the one I had bought in my own namey and charge
myself with the amount !!!! At that time, the truth was, I had
increased expenses and responsibilities, closely connected with the
best interests of Institution, and not deemed advisable to be
iade a matter of public account ! but which were understood and
acquiesced in by my colleagues, with perhaps one exception.”

Here he admits the fact and endeavors to offer in* justification a
most sickening exeuse, such as a child would hardly dare offer to a
parent for the most trivial misdemeanor. And yet, even in this,
he forgats to say one word about the voUcHERs that the Hon. John
A. Graham certifies to, and his own statement on page 7, lines 23—
24, proves, My opinion is—and I think it must be the opinion of
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file in this office, from Dr. Isaacs, states that the amount paid waa

but §25.”
Iﬁrill here quote that part of Dr. Isaacs’ letter from which I

made this statement :
New York, Jan, 28th, 1853.

“DEAR Sk :—Yours of the 14th of Jan. is just received. An
arrangement was made between Dr. Sanford and myself, that I
should send some specimens for your University, and he handed
me $25 for that purpose, for which I gave him a receipt,” &c.

I would ask every honest man whether I said as much as the
language of this letter justifies. I did not ewen state that Dr.
San Furg had received a voucher irom Dr. Isascs for the amount,
which the language of the letter proves. .

Not only does Dr. Isaacs’ letter justify my report in the case,
but his oath eonfirms the truth of it. See Paper (F.)

But when Sanford finds himself so closely cornered, he comes
out and acknowledges the fact, and then proceeds with special plead-
ing in justification, by saying no one denies that the amount paid
at the time was but $25, and says the facts are as follows :—

“ Whilst in New York, I applied to Dr. Charles E. Isaacs, who
was then Demonstrator of Anatomy in the College of Physicians
and Surgeons of New York, to purchase some pathological speci-
mens for the school here. He informed me that he had but few at
that time, but.if I wished it, would put them up and procure more.
I then made a contract with him to procure a set of diseased bones
for the Institution, which he informed me would cost about 100,
but he said he did not wish to collect and prepare them unless it
was certain we would take them. I made a definite contract with
him, paying the $25 for what I then obtained, and pled{tng him
to retain $100 in my hands to transmit to him, whenever he noti-
fied me that the preparations were ready. It was not until some
months after that I received a letter from him, stating that it was
very difficult to procure those specimens in New York, but that he
would soon sail for Paris and would procure them for me there if
I would send him the money. This letter I did not receive until
three days after the time appointed for the sa.ilinIg of the vessel, and
consequently could not write him.  Of course I reported the con+
tract of $125 with Dr. Isaacs, since I had a special contract
with him jfor that amount.”!!!

Let us take a peep through the scum of this fabrication. He
says: ‘I made a definite contract with him, paying the $25 for
what I then obtained.” This contract was made when? Novem-
ber, 1851, and the money receipted for, so says Dr. Isaacs’ letter.
Did he obtain_a single specimen from Dr. Isaacs at that time?
No. If he did the College never received them. = Again, when
were these pathological specimens, for which the money was paid,
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any thing in relation to his transactions in New Yerk. Had hLe
known that the actual cost of the Microscope, or the amount paid
Dr. Isaacs, would have ever been discovered by the Faculty, he
might have fixed it up in a better shape—and yet the VOUCHERS
which he presented to the Hon. John A. Grahem as well as to
Prof. McGugin, the President of the Faculty, cne of them for
$148 for Microscope, which I saw myself, leave it in a condition
which he finds it impossible to get over, and which cannot, with
all the certificates which he has, or may present, be made to appear
in any other light than what it really is.

Again he says: ¢ If T had wished to take the funds of the
College, for my own use, I could have done so during the summer
of 1852. Mr. Bangs failing in his contract the bonds were sold
to the firm of Cox & Shelley, and they agreed to pay certain debts
of the institution. Amongst these was my claim of nearly §300.
Some time in June of that summer two persons belonging to the
Faculty, one of them this J. C. Hughes, (I rejoice that it is not
J. F. Sanford,) affecting to know some cause why my elaim should
not be paid, went to Mr. Shelley and ordered him not to pay it.””

Two members of the Faculty never called npon Mr. Shelley, as
he states, but this J. C. Hughes of whom he speaks, did call upon
Mr. 8., having been authorized by the Facufty to do so. The
reason why it became necessary for us to pursue this course was,
that after the purchase of the city bonds by the firm of Cox &
Shelley, this John F. Sanford, who was the then acting Dean, took
it upon himself to draw upon Messrs. Cox & Shellet{ for the payment
of claims due from the College, without having them presented or
even consulting the Faculty with regard to them; the result was
that some old claims due our citizens who had given us their money
and influence in the commencement of the enterprise were allowed
to go unpaid, while others of less urgency, and some of which little
was known by the Faculty, were cancelled. I was therefore directed
to call upon these gentlemen, and inquire into the condition of our
finances, and request the firm not to pay out any more of the
funds belonging to the institution, or give accepiances unless by
the order of the Faculty, and that order signed by the President
and Dean. After performing the duties which had been assigned
me, Mr. Shelley remarked that upon the purchase of the bonds he
had made a sort of promise to Dr. Sanford that Azs claim should
be paid, and he, or one of the firm remarked in connection, that
they had sold the Dr. a buggy, and unless they credited him on
his College claim it would be a long time before they would get
thewr pay. John F. Sanford says that the firm of Cox & Shellay
agreed to pay his claim of nearly §300. Who did they make
this agreementagith 2 Johu F. Sanford of course. Who author-
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ot the original incorporators, the Facultyhad no control in the
matter ; and that when it migﬁt please him or his friends, he would
again take his position in the School.
I will here copy his resignation, so that all may know what his
asserted claims upon the Institution amount to.
“ Krokuk, Jan. 20th, 1853.
Gentlemen of the Faculty of the College of Physicians and Sur-
geons of the Towa U{ﬂmrsity:
T herewith resign my Professorship of the Chair of Surgery in
your Institution. This resignation you will please accept.
Very respectfully,
Yours, JNO. F. SANFORD.”

He left for the South, the last days of February, or 1st of
March, 1853. 1t is rather unfortunate for his statement that 1
left about the same time, the 9th of March, for the East, and did
not return for some four months, a month or more after his return.
I, corsequently, could not have been the enemy that was ruining
him. John Fy Sanford and his friends well know that I never
have, as he states, * been industriously eirculating in this commu-
nity, and abroad, these charges in an aggravated form.” Although
proven to be true, yet I have always avoided saying anything upon
the subject, unless in answer to direct inquiries—and then I have
always fels it my duty, and a privilege due me, to speak freely in
relation to facts, whether it implicated John F. Sanford or any
other man.

In my testimony—which was taken in the case of the Medical
College vs. John F. Sanford, and to which I refer you—TI was
called upon to answer certain questions, and I then made a state-
ment which I do not now remember of mentioning to any one out-
side of the Faculty, and yet it is not less true than any other
charge made. It is that part referring to his acknowledgment and
confession to me of his guilt ; stating that it was the first black
spot in the history of his life, and asking me * for God’s sake not
to say anything about it.” I should nov ever now have made this
fact public, had I not been required to do so under oath.

I have now closed what I have to say for the present in reply to
his little document, which I am sorry so few of our citizens have
read, as its publication seemed intended but for a choice few. I
have quoted as fully from it as space would permit, so that those
who may read this reply may see his feeble and sophistical effort
at getting over the matter, in justification of his conduct. But
before I close, I have a few words to say with reference to his con-
nection with the'®edical Department of the Iumﬂnivernit;r—-whnt
great services he has rendered the Institution—what sacrifices he
has made for it—his kindlyfceling for it since his resignation, &e.
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John F. Sanford and his friends have led many of our citi«
zens to believe that he was the creator—the preserver and bounti-
tul benefactor, of the Medical Department of the Towa University,
and without him it could not live, move, or have a being. Much
credit is no doubt due him for his efforts, but he should not forget
his associates, one of whom, at least, labored equally hard with
himself, in its behalf, and being a citizen of the place, exerted
quite as much influence in its favor. Had its existence depended
upon the Faculty alone, Keokuk would still have been without a
Medical College. But that liberality which characterizes our citi-
zens when a worthy object presents itself, was manifested then,
and they immediately came forward and rendered the necessary
aid, the Ilon. H. T. Reid donating the lots, while others equally
interested, furnished the means to erect thereon suitable buildings.
The Hon. Mayor and City Council soon after, seeing the import-
ance of the enterprise, appropriated sufficient for the erection of a
commodious Hospital building in connection. This was the in-
terest manifested by our citizens in the Institution then—the
same feeling exists now even to a greater extent ; and this enthu-
siasm with regard to the prosperity of our State Institution is not
confined to citizens of our own city, but is felt and exhibited
by the citizens and the profession throughout the length and
breadth of our young and flourishing State, in spite of every effort
which has been made against it by John F. Sanlflnﬂ, its would be
creator, assisted by those to whom he has, no doubt, offered Pro-
fessorships, provided he should succeed in his base designs. I
doubt much whether John F'. Sanford’s friends haye ever looked
at the condition of the School during his connexion with it, and
its prosperity since his resignation. The Institution has already
completed its fifth session, during three of which, he was one of its
Professors and Dean of the Faculty.

The first session numbered 17 matriculants ; the second session
19 ; and the third session, being the date of his resignation, but
15 stugdlents were present. How has it been during the last two
sessions, with all his influence against it, carrying his bitter vindic-
tiveness so far, and stooping even so low as to go to students who
had already arrived in the city, or on their way hither for the pur-
pose of attending Lectures, and trying to induce them to go to
other Schools ; enting pitiful insinnations derogatory to the
character of the School, and those connected with it? Yet at our
next gession, in defiance of all his efforts, our class numbered 41
students ; and et the last session, the number had increased to
70. How do his friends account for this unparalleled prosperity,
when it is a notorions fact that the number of Medical Students
throughout the country, for the last three years, has been on the
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culating in this city, asking the reinstatement of John F. San-
ford to the Chair of Surgery, in the Medical Department of the
Towa University. This was virtually asking for my removal, as I
occupied the position at the time. After much effort on the part
of himself and friends, they succeeded in securing 28 names.—
Some of my friends discovering their scheme, immediately drew
up a remonstrance which was signed by over two hundred of our
citizens ; among the number were the names of nearly one half of
those who had been induced by misrepresentation to sign his peti-
tion, having learned that I was occupying the Chair, instead of that
of Anatomy, which I had formerly ocecupied.

I immediately visited Iowa City, and placed before the Super-
intendent and Trustees the remonstrance, and other facts relative
to the legality of the miatter, denying to the Superintendent any
authority for such procedure. He very wisely consulted the Attor-
nﬂg; General, who put a quietus upon the whole transaction by de-
ciding the appointing power to be vested in the Faculty. This
being settled, what was his next move? To place himself, as is
usual, in the hands of his friends, and it was soon decided that the
appointing power, vested in the Faculty should be taken from them
by act of the Legislature, and given to the Trustees, of whom five
are appointed bi-ennially by that body.

This seemed to be a plausible scheme, if cautiously managed.—
1 will relate a single instance of his manceuvering—It shows the
man and what he will resort to to accomplish his base designs.
Dr. Euserr, of Van Buren county, was the Democratic candidate
for State Senator, and it 1s well known that this gentleman be-
longs to Sanford, or vice versa, that Sanford is owned by him.
1t was a matter of ereat import for the success of Sanford’s meas«
ure, that this gentleman should be elected. As the election ap-
proached, the prospect seemed to darken, but in a moment of des-
air a bright spot gleamed in the horizon. Sanford thought of
E‘m brother-in-law, who was & whig and a resident of that county,
and at once determined that he should be sacrificed to secure the
election of Dr. Elbert. In the dead hour of the nighty from an
office in this city, emenated hand-bills, which were at dawn of day
eirculating throughout Van Buren county, announcing the name of
Dr. Craig as a candidate for the State Senate. d here was
Sanford, in this city, claiming to be a whig, and voted the ticket
(perhaps) with the alteration of a single name, while in the ad-
joining county he was using every effort to defeat the whig candi-
date (but did mmtmd§ by sacrificing his own bxother-in-law,
who received but 31 votes. . -0
F:ni].im%I to secure his MEN, he visited Towa City during the ses-
sion and had a bill introduced, in which were the names of some of
(1)
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Kis defeated candidates, as Trustees of the University. It did not

ass but one House until the scheme was discovered by the friends
of our State Institution, when its fate was at once sealed. Ireached
the city just in time for its defeat, and cnulld its ereator been there
to have witnessed the last moments of his nursed offspring, he
would have been melted to tears, and no doubt heard to exclaim—
Persecution—Perseculion.

And has his vindietiveness to the State Institution stopped here ?
No. Hardly had the winter closed when he, and his defeated friends
were moving in another scheme equally base in its designs, and in
which they tried to ¢“steal the livery of Heavenj in which to serve
the Devil.” Tt was the establishment of a Medical School in this
city in opposition to the State Institution, and under the auspices
of the Towa Wesleyan University, hoping to secure the Church and
its Ministry in favor of, and in opposition to the present State
organization.. The Trustees of that University, as well as the
Church generally, being familiar with the character of the man
(I mean John F. Sanford,) who conceived it, and the motives
which induced its conception, were led at once, not only to look
npon it as premature, but, while it would be controlled by one who
has preached infidelity at one time, and catholicism at another,
and was willing to be wafted by every brecze which might hoist
the highest sail for himself, and in opposition to a flourishing State
Institution, te consider its admission as a branch of their University
a foul stab at the basis of the enterprise, and like a mill-stone
about its neck, would drag out the very vitals of the parent depart-
ment of that young, but (yet to bg prosperous school. Upon
what basis he and his friends axfpect to breathe into this opposition
of the Medigal Department of the State Universityits future ex-
istence, is a mystery to this community, and remains to be answered
in the future.

I have now closed what I have to say in relation to the course
pursued by Sanford and some of his friends toward our State In-
stitution. I have yet to consider their secref, base and cowardly
attacks u}:ann the ¥aculty, but more especially their foul and slan-
derous falsehoods, which theglha,ve een secretly circulating by
printed circulars, throughout this and the adjoining States, derog-
atory to the character of each of its members, but intended more
particularly, to crush my reputation, by giving me a stab in the
dark, from which they hoped I might not recover.

In bringing before the public the circular to which I refer, I am
under the necessity of implicating to some extent, one of the be-
nevolent institutions of our city. I refer to Hardin Lodge, No.
29, of the order of Free and Accepted Masons, 1 am sorry that

the members of this order, or of any other b lent enterprise
zhould have to suffer for t}::e acts of E few. i





















