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Such words as *‘ unqualifiedly false,” do not belong to
my vocabulary, and can, under no circumstances, be applied
by me to any statement of principle, or fact made by a

member of my profession, however far from the real truth
his statements may seem.

The instincts of my nature revolt at phrases of this kind.
My education and training have raised me above their level.
Those who have not had these advantages are more to be
pitied, than censured.

I shall have the charity then to say, in speaking of my late
associates, that they are mistaken. I will not disgrace the
profession to which I have belonged for more than forty years,
by saying that their statements are ** false.”” But they have
made a mistake in policy, and a mistake in facts, and 1 am
sure they will regret it as long as they live.

I write not in anger, though deeply wounded, and pro-
foundly grieved.

The following printed circular issued by Drs. Peaslee,
Emmet, and Thomas is the foundation of this controversy.

—————

“TO THE MEDICAL PROFESSION.”

“STATEMENTS RESPECTING THE SEPARATION OF DR. J. MAR-
toN SiMs FrROM THE WoMAN'S HospriTtaL, NEW YoORK.”

““ In November, 1874, Dr. J. Marion Sims tendered his resig-
nation as a member of the Medical Board of the Woman’'s
Hospital above mentioned ; since which time insinuations—
and more recently, distinct charges—have been widely circu-
lated, of unworthy conduet in connection with that matter,
of ourselves as his colleagues in that Board. Had they been
confined to New York, where all the parties concerned are
well known, we should still have remained silent ; but the
recent extensive distribution to the profession in this country
of a biographical sketeh containing such charges, compels
us, in justice to ourselves and to the Woman's Hospital, to
make the following statement of facts :

In January, 1874, the Board of Governors of the Woman’s
Hospital, passed the two following regulations: 1st. That
no cases of Carcinoma Uteri should be admitted into the
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Hospital ; and 2d. That not more than fifteen spectators, in
addition to the [-Ius]eiml Staff, should be present at any
operation. The Medical Board formally discussed these
rules and decided wnanimounsly to abide by them, as being
called for, and conducive to the best interests of patients
and of the Hospital—Dr. Sims voting affirmatively with the
undersigned. And from this time the Board worked, as it had
previously done, in entire harmony, so far as we were aware,
until Dr. Sims resigned, several months afterwards.

As the Medieal Board is required to make its Annual Re-
port at the Anniversary Meeting of the Hospital in Novem-
ber, said report was on the preceding day presented by the
Secretary, as usnal, to each member of this Board for exam-
ination, alteration and endorsement, and was wnanimously
approved, without any suggestion of alteration by any mem-
ber of the Board. It alluded specially to the regulation re-
specting the number of spectators, stating that ** the Medi-
cal Board desires, and has ever desired, in the interest of the
patients and of themselves, that the number of the specta-
tors should be limited,”” and *‘announces its determination
to do its utmost to observe the law that had been passed.”’

On the following day, after the customary exercises of the
anniversary meeting, including the reading of said report,
were concluded, Dr. Sims rose and delivered a speech severe-
ly reflecting upon the tyrannical course of the Board of

rovernors, as he termed it, in establishing the two rules
above specified—and which, as has been seen, he had himself
ungualifiedly indorsed ; said he would no longer submit to
such treatment, and threatened to resign unless the Board of
Governors rescinded these rules at their next meeting. Col.
Davis, a member of that Board, after expressing his regret
that Dr. Sims had obtruded his private greivances on that
occasion, replied at some length, when the meeting ad-
journed. ,

The undersigned were surprised and astonished at the
course taken by Dr, Sims, and in conversation with the mem-
bers of the Board of Governors and the Lady Managers,
after the adjournment, disclaimed all sympathy with it, as
an unwarrantable misrepresentation of the feelings of the
Medical Board. Ina few weeks the regular meeting of the
Board of Governors was held, and Dr. Sims’ resignation was
unanimously accepted.

The charges above alluded to, are, that we urged Dr. Sims
to a bold and dignified stand for the interests and honor of
the profession ; and then meanly deserted him **in the time
of conflict.”
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Each of these charges is unqualifiedly false. We neither
urged nor suggested any course to Dr. Sims, he having acted
entirely unexpectedly to us. Nor did the issue he made,
toueh the interest or the honor of the profession at all. He
made it entirely on his own account and for his own personal
reasons, some of which were given in his speech. "e may
also remark that he had at no time been the recognized
champion or spokesman of the Medical Board, and tia,t he
admitted he was speaking for himself at the time.

In regard to deserting Dr. Sims in the time of conflict, we
merely say that we could scarcely stultify ourselves s=o far
as to defend him in his violent contradictions both of the
letter and the spirit of the report of the Medical Board,
which he, with ourselves, had, only 24 hours before, agreed
to in every particular. We counld only deplore his incon-

sistency and regret its consequences; but not interfere, un-
asked, in his own business.

1f, therefore, Dr. Sims is to be a martyr in eonnection with

this affair, we protest against his being regarded by the pro-
fession as one of our making.”

¢ May &th, 1877.” “HE. R. PEASLEE,”
“T, A. EMMET,”
“T. GAILLARD THOMAS."”

When I was abroad last year, at the urgent solicitation
of friends, I promised to return to Paris in May of this
year, and remain there till the 1st of November, for a defin-
ite purpose. It is unnecessary to state my obligations on
this point more minutely. For the last three or four months
it has been generally understood that I would sail for Europe
on the 12th of May. But circumstances occured to prevent
my depariure, and it was announced in the Va., Med.
Monthly, and known all over New York that I would sail on
Saturday, the 19th, for Liverpool, on the steamer ‘‘City of
Richmond.”

Dr. Peaslee, Dr. Emmet and Dr. Thomas all knew the
day and date of my intended departure.

The steamer was to sail at 10:30, A. M., on Saturday. At
a quarter to seven on the previous evening I received by
mail the foregoing printed circular. At eight o'clock, I
received another by messenger. The superscription on each
was by the same hand, and with the same ink.






6

"This controversy has grown out of his indiscretion, and
{he will excuse me for saying) his obstinacy.

Mr. Stuart has voluntarily assumed the self-imposed task
of writing biographical sketches of me. He wrote one for
Appleton’s Cyclopedia, and another for Johnson's, neither
of which have I ever seen, and he seized the occasion of my
Presidency of the American Medical Association last vear, to
write sketches for the illustrated papers.

These he has always written of his own accord. and from
his own personal knowledge of my labors since T came to
New York, and without any consultation whatever with me.

Last fall, at the solicitation of Dr. Landon B. Edwards, of
Richmond, he agreed to write what he termed a complete
sketeh of my life for the Virginia Medical Monthly, of which

- Dr. Edwards is editor.

To this end, Mr. Stuart asked me to give him an evening,
to tell him about my work abroad, of which he knew noth-
ing. 1 did so; and at the appointed time Mr. Stuart came,
with his stenographer, Mr. Edward F. Underhill, who took
down the facts he wanted. 1 requested Mr. Stuart to let
me look over his sketch before publishing it. In reading it
over [ suggested many alterations and modifications of lan-
guage, and in one instance [ struck out a whole page, be-
cause it alluded to my resignation from the Woman's Hos-
pital, and reflected on the moral eourage of my associates
at that time. We had a sharp dispute over the matter, whieh
ended in his leaving 1t out.

The ** Biographical Sketch of J. Marion Sims, M. D., pre-
pared by Henri L. Stuart, of New York,” was published in
the January number of the Virginia Medical Monthiy, 1877.

On the 14th February I went South to make a long prom-
ised visit to the home of my childhood, in South Carolina,
after forty-two years’ absence, and to the home of my early
professional struggles in Montgomery, Alabama, after an ab-
sence of twenty-four years.

I was absent till the last day of March, and was ill all the

time I was gone.
On my return home, T was shocked tofind that my devoted
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also on the admission of physicians to witness the opera-
tions performed by the several surgeons. Dr. Sims defended
the honor and interests of the medical profession with such
independence and zeal that he was foreed, unwillingly, to
resign his position as one of the surgeons. His professional
associates, though brave and ‘invineible’ in urging him on to
assert their professional claims, to a man, proved *invisible’
in the hour of conflict. Neo one can deny that Dr. Sims
created the Woman's Hospital —obtained its charter, pro-
cured the first appropriations of money from the City and
State for its aid, and secured the admirable site on which
the Hospital now stands, and has also given the best years
of his life and labor to its advancement —created its gn-m'd
of Governors; also, its Board of Lady Managers; and its
Medical Board who were originally tanght by him all that is
novel, orin any way recognized as distinctive in practice in the
MNoman’'s Hnspil:ﬂi. Yet he was obliged to leave his Hospi-
tal, and that, too, without a word of protest from his brethren
of the Medical Board.

If Dr. Sims had been wrong in the position he assumed
he should have been tolerated, and continued in considera-
tion of the great work he has performed. But he was
entirely right in the position taken, though unwise, per-
haps, in the time and place for asserting it, and the profes-
sion and the public, when the facts are known, as they surely
will be everywhere, will sustain him in the noble stand he
took in defense of right upon prineiple. Dr. Sims, from the
first, intended his Hospital to be a school and an educator of
the medical profession in the highest interests of woman, so-
ciety and humanity.”

Several of my medical friends, among whom I may men-
tion Hammond, Darby, Sayre, O. A. White, Pallen, and
others, have asked me why Mr. Stuart in his sketch in the
Virginia Medical Monthly, made no mention of the cireum-
stances attending my resignation from the Woman’s Hospital.
I invariably answered that he did write it, and that it was
suppressed intentionally by me, because his account of it
was not very complimentary to my associates in the Hospi-
tal.

Having now shown that I had nothing whatever, directly
or indirectly, to do with the offensive part of the biographical
sketch, T might end this matter here, and leave Mr. Stuart
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what ought to be the action of the Board of Governors on
the two questions already alluded to.

After some informal conversation on the subject, one of
the Board, (I think it was Dr. Emmet,) suggested that we
should adjourn, to meet again in the course of a week, (the
day was designated, Jan’y 12th, 1874), and that each one of us
should come with a written opinion as to our conrse of action.

At the appointed time and place we mef. The chairman,
Dr. Emmet, calling the meeting to order, asked me for my
report. 1 then read a dignified and manly protest against
the action of the Board of Governors, such as I would not
be ashamed to publish to-morrow, if it were necessary.*
When 1 had finished, Dr. Thomas said: * If we take the
stand you suggest we shall all be turned out at once.” 1
replied: ** No, Dr. Thomas, the Board of Governors could
turn out any one of us, but they conld not afford to turn us
all out. They would not dare to do it.”

Dr. Emmet then said : “* Dr. Sims take care of that docu-
ment, we may need it to fall back on.”

I then said, if they did not at once adopt my protest, and
take the stand, that the Board of Governors had no right
whatever to interfere in matters so strietly belonging to the
Medical Board, they wonld never have any use in the
future for protests,

A few minutes after this conversation, Drs. Peaslee, Em-
met and Thomas adopted the resolutions as published above,
in which they say: * Dr. Sims voting affirmatively with the
aundersigned.”

I did not vote at all. True, 1 did not rise, and formally
‘say—**Mr. Chairman, I protest against the adoption of
these resolutions, and I wish it to be so recorded in the
minutes.”

These gentlemen know as well as I do, that I did not vote
at all : that it was impossible for me to vote in the affirma-
tive after the protest I had read, and the stand I took only
a moment before.

They have simply construed abstention into approval—

+ There was no formal report made by the other members of the Board.
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The fault lies with Drs. Pea slee, Emmet and Thomas, and
they must bear its entire responsibility.

For their unwise attack on me, but fifteen hours before 1
was to sail for Europe, gives opportunity, and demands the
fullest exposition. Their document unfortunatel v necessi-
tates a reply, not from its foree, but from its animus, and
the respectability of its anthorship.

Once a year, usually in November, we have the Anniversary
Meeting at the Woman’s Hospital, where reports are made by
the governing boards, and the Medical Board. These meet-
ings are pleasant occasions, when reviews of the past years’
labors lay open to the publie, the great work of this grand
institntion. They are mutual admiration meetings, when
everybody thanks everybody, and everybody praises every-
body. This isas it should be. I would not have it changed.
[t was inaugurated under the presidency of the venerable Dr,
John W. Francis, at the first Anniversary Meeting, in
Febrnary, 1866, when he delivered his memorable and elo-
quent address depicting the usefulness of the Woman's
Hospital, and prophesying its future greatness. [hope that
these annual jubilations may be continued for all time.

Conld there be anything more inopportune, more incon-
siderate than to disturb the harmonv of an oceasion like this ¢
And yet I munst acknowledge that T committed this offence ;
and, at the same time, I frankly say it was a great mistake,
and is the great regret of my life.

On the 19th November, 1874, the Anniversary Meeting was
held as usual at the Hospital Building, 4th avenue and 50th
street. The ceremonial was grand, imposing, harmonious.

When the reports were read, and we were about to ad-
journ, I arose, and addressed the chair as follows: I report
this unfortunate speech, that everyone may see exactly where
and how [ was to blame, and then [ will show how others
are in fault.

“Myr. President.”’—

““The reports of the Governors, Lady Managers, and of the
Medical Board, which have just been read are all that conld
be desired. They show that the Hospital was never in a
more Hlourishing condition, and that its future nsefulness is as-
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sured beyond question. Every thing seems to be rose-col-
ored, and on the surface all is tranquil,

Far be it from me to say, or do anght to rudely mar the
happiness and harmony of this occasion. And I pray you
to forgive me if I take this opportunity to say afew words
on some matters that have for some time been the theme of

contention among us. This is not, perhaps, the best chosen

time for such discussion. But it is the only time in the
whole year when we are all face to face. To-day, as nsunal
on Anniversary occasions, we have present the whole Medica]
Board, the entire Board of Lady Managers, and the Board of
Governors is represented by its highest intelligence.

Three questions have disturbed the harmony of these sev-
eral Boards during the last two years.

The first is that of the name of the hospital. The charter
of this hospital was obtained from the Legislature under the
name of *“The Woman’s Hospital ¢f the State of New
York." By a clerical error of the copyist it was made to
read ** The Woman's Hospital én the State of New York.”

Contrary to the expressed wishes of the Medical Board,
you have insisted that we shall call the hospital by the mis-
nomer, ‘‘The Woman’s Hospital in the State of New York,"
and I believe you have officially ordered the Medical Board
to do so, saying that yon would not in future receive any
communications from the Medical Board if they did not
conform to this order. In this Tam frank to say, you are
wrong, and there is no difference of opinion among the mem-
bers of the Medical Board.

The Hon. Mr. Benedict, of your Board, one of the original
corporators, drew up our charter, and he knows that T am
right in this matter. And so does your president, the Hon.
Mr. Beekman, who gave us his powerful aid in getting the
charter through the Legislature. And as I am the father of
the hospital, it is presumable that I ought to know by what
name it was christened.

I would therefore most respectfully suggest that you

take the proper steps at the next session of the Legislature
to have this clerical error in our charter rectified.
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The next subject of dispute between us is, that of intro-
ducing cancer cases into the hospital for operation.

Your Boards have forbidden us to admit such cases, even
in their mildest forms, and in their earliest stages. 1 have
no hesitation in saying that in this instance you have trans-
cended the bounds of your authority. But your Mediecal
Board, feeling themselves powerless to resist, have submitted
to your dictation, and we have admitted no such cases since
we adopted the rule, acted upon at your command, not to
do it.

We had great trouble to procure a title to the land on
which this hospital stands, and it was done at last by agree-
ing to give twenty-five free beds forever to the city for the
use of the land. :

Now, if your Medical Board had been obstinate on the
cancer question, they could very readily have filled a ward
with cancer cases by appealing to the municipal authorities,
But they have chosen not to pursue a course which, how-
ever right in the eye of the law, would have been an end of
harmony between us.

The third cause of contention between us is the limitation
of the number of spectators to fifteen on operating days. 1
have always thought that this is a matter in which your
Board had no right whatever to interfere, and I think so
still.  If it is right to admit 15, it is just as proper to admit
17, 18 or 20. You might safely have left this to the discretion
and better judgment of the surgeons.

If we do our duty to our patients; if we treat them in a
kind and considerate manner ; if we give them the time and
care necessary for their restoration to health: if we give
them all the advantages of treatment that yom yourselves
could command in your own homes, we have done our whole
duty, and this should end your personal supervision over
our actions.

But when you see fit to invade the sanctity of our operating
room, and to dietate to us who shall be present, and who
shall not be present to witness operations, you evidently
overstep the limits of your authority. And when you come
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to count the number of doctors we invite Lo witness opera-
tions, it seems to me, you are not confining yourselves to
your own legitimate sphere.

The Woman's Hospital is to-day one of the great lights of
gyneological science. The profession thronghout the coun-
try look to it for instruction in the department that it has
done so much to elucidate. Medical men come up to New
York every winter to study the clinical advantages to be
found in the metropolis.

They come to study various branches, some one thing,
some another, and some another, but all come to investigate
the proper treatment of such diseases as are admitted into
the wards of the Woman's Hospital.

They go home with enlarged views and improved methods
of treatment. They thereby become friends and patrons of
the hospital ; they send such cases to the hospital
as they do not care to be troubled with in a
general practice, just such as this hospital was founded to
take care of, and thus they become feeders of the hospital,
keeping its wards always full.

But by our illiberality in excluding our country friends
from the hospital, I find we are making enemies of them.
They are dissatisfied and complaining. And we are dissat-
fied, but have been shut out from the privilege of complain-
ing. Besides all this, your ostracism of the profession may
place us sometimes in a very awkward position. It may make
us appear rude, and impolite to our brethren ; when in re-
ality it is not our fault, but yours.

Only one hour before entering this room, Dr. Harry Sims
related to me an incident that should make your Medieal
Board blush for the power that overrules their aetion.

And it is this—the day before vesterday, Dr. Peaslee met
an old friend, an eminent physician living in the country.
After a little conversation, which naturally turned on the
Woman's Hospital, Dr. Peaslee invited his friend to the
Hospital the next day (yesterday) to witness an important
operation. He was invited to come at3 o’clock. The invited
guest presented himself at the Hospital at about 10 minutes
after 3. Dr. Peaslee was already in the operating room
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Fifteen gentlemen had registered their names, and gone up
‘to the amphitheatre,

Your Board had on this occasion, (and for weeks previous),
placed a man in the Hall to see that only fifteen doctors
should be admitted. When Dr. Peaslee’s friend asked the
man in authority to show him the way to the operating
room, he was bluntly told he could not do it. Then said the
gentleman, ** Please take my card to Dr. Peaslee, he invited
me specially to come, and witness an operation that I wounld
like to see. I am sure he would let me go up if he knew 1
were here.”’

The man replied, *“8ir. I am very sorry, but I have no
authority in the matter. Even Dr. Peaslee could not admit
yvou now, for there are already fifteen doctors there, and 1
have orders to admit no more,”

And thus Dr. Peaslee’s friend, and three or four other
medical gentlemen who were present, and asking to be ad-
mitted, were rudely thrust from the walls of this hospital,
when common politeness, and the honor and interests of the
hospital, demanded that they should have been kindly re-
ceived.

Sir, such a breach of etiquette as this is injurious to the
members of the Medical Board, who are bound by your ty-
rannical decision, and it is detrimental to the interests of
the hospital, which we all have at heart,

Sir, you have taken the engineer—the man who runs the
machine that keeps this building warm in winter, and cool in
summer—and placed him as a spy over your Mediecal Board,
to report to you any violation of your rule limiting the num-
ber of spectators on operating days to fifteen.

Sir, such an act as this is unworthy of the Board of Gov-
ernors from which it emanates. For myself, I have never
heeded your edict, and never will ; and if you are aggrieved
at this, yon can have my resignation at your next meeting,
if you wish it.”

e

I have reported this speech verbatim. Every word of it


































