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Answer. Yes; it was with my approbation that it passed ouf of
Mr. Trist’s hands; I do not know into whose hands it went.
Question by prosecution. What has been your social relations
with Major General Scott; when did your personal acquaintance
with him  commence; by whom were you presented, and where,
and what has since been the general character of your intercourse
with him? y
Answer.. My acquaintance with General Scott has been merely
a passing acquaintance, such as meeting any gentleman in the street
and merely speaking to him; it commenced at Puebla; T was pre-
sented to General Scott by General Pillow, at the quarters of the
_latter. I have had but very little intercourse with him. I have
forwarded. several public. despatches since from him to the States
by my means of conveyance. When we were at Puebla and the
communication entirely or ‘nearly cut off, my couriers brought

through communications from commanders below. I loaned hima™ &

fle of newspapers from the United States, at that time, and I haye

furnished him such information as my couriers have brought, con-

cerning the positions of his troops and those of the Mexicans,.
through his adjutant general or Colonel Hitchcock. Since we
have been in the valley I have forwarded his official communica-
tions to the War Department and to commanders of posts. . This
is about the extent of my intercourse or “personal relations with
General Scott.

Question by defence. Who introduced you to me?

Answer. Mr. Trist gave mea card to General Pillow, and wrote
upon it, ¢ Mr. Trist introduces his friend, Mr. Freaner,” or some-
thing of that kind. When T called on General Pillow, I had mis-
1aid the card, and he said, when I told him that I had lost the card
of Mr. Trist, *Neyer mind, never mind, you are Mr. Freaner;”
he took me by the armand we walked into the room. General
Pillow told me that he had asked Mr. Trist to tell me that he
wanted to see me, or that he wished him to introduce me, or some-

thing of that kind.

Witness retires. 5
The' court then ad] otried until to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock.

Ciry or Mgexico, March 22,:1848.

The court met pursuant to adjournment. -
Present: all the members’and the judge'advocate and recorder.

Major General Pillow in attendance.

General Scett called N. P. Trist, esq.
© N. P.'Trist, a witness, duly sworn:;

Question by presecution. Will the witness look over the "iwo
papers, marked (by the court) Nos. 1 and 3, and state, whether,
according to his knowledge of the bandwriting of Major General

19 [657!

Pillow; - ; 0 i
. th:t, ;}Lir:r:ﬁ, on'the face of No: 3, words. in' the handw
T haye received many notes from General Pi 1y
important one I compared with the interlirii];t‘i?n:r;g OI'I;”-E \;Er{
recognize in No. 1 a paper with'which T am familiar, and 12'1' .
the:interlineations to be in. General Pillow’s handwritin f G
per No. 3, I see three interlineations, which I believe tog-b i R
same handwriting, viz: ‘¢ vicforious,” on'page 3; the wurde“m'the
ral,”’ on page 4; in page 5, the words, “ General Smith.” 'f‘:lim—
are some others that appear to me to be in the same handw 't'eml
bu_(tll fete.al le};;s confident about the resemblance : v S
uestion by prosecution. What knowled if irec ci
c;:mstantla], has the witness respecting :ifeg%c,ir:lfem:{:e dnllraetfrﬁe{:‘r -c'uri
the l{;ha_nne], through which the paper No. 3 was tmnsn‘zitted’facfl
t 1 asin of this capital to the United States, and by whom ? i3
o x;;‘:;er. Myrkrno’yvledge is merely circumstantial. T will state
transm'ti gponB_whlch I found the belief that 'this is the paper'I
. itted. By the President of the United States, or rather by
e person holding that station, for it 'was not 'in his,ofﬁcial cal aj_r:

riting

city, I was placed on very intimate relations with General Pillow

and impressed with a very favorable opinion i
g:‘ance in him; from that cause I did ngt hesif:tehltn;,cggag cor_nﬁ};
is request to transmit letters for him, by the same chamnelpﬁgr ik
}vhlch I transmitted my despatches. That channel was 'lixguﬁ{h
ames L. Freaner, the correspondent of the New Orleans C:;)l!l’- ;
and I used it, having good reason to think that it was the safe &
could possibly command. " The mode used by me in trans "'f?ts't ;
papers through him, I will describe. It is a fact which C(?:ll oid
:tsil}fl' with o.f;hers. Knowing that a parcel or'bundle addrg:scet(si
e(;_en eifdilrt?;fcg;tgge Dﬁlta would plz:ss through Mexican hands,
y where every. thin ' -
opened that fell into the same hangs, I ggot %IIS;Q. E‘f:eilzgerhtaéyve liiieen_ :
me always, during the last moments before the departurecaf EP
;:lgurlers, and then every thing I had to send by him was utou o
I:f;l own package. In that way chiefly did I send Whatevzr letlt]' b
I have sent for General Pillow to the States, and every letter e;i
.Lnto nmy hands by General Pillow, either from his 'oﬁrfa hand’s:m
cz :;1 messenger, was forwarded by me by the first opportunit: e:r'
oc?:aslil:ufnf il;lcgeliiégs%ance,évhich‘lfai))pened at Tacubaya. O{i,tha;
d from General Pillow several letters, which
were returned to him in consequence of my not bei 5 80
them by the means he wished %h‘em 'to go )l; Do s e
ey Y begdidt y. ' Among the Tett
eceived by me from him, I recollect gdist'f} tl PRSP 1
ters addressed to the editors of the Delt R AN LR L
to the editors' of ‘the Union, Waskin to?f- (;2?1 e b e e
ir:;sbed t?htwu other newspapersin thegUHit,ed S‘i_&?gs?-(}r dlgolfgt ig:
ot ero et}:mmes—one'm ‘Tennessee and one’in Alabama) I be-
i1 n_f_ e 31st- August, 1847,'T receiyed ‘from ' General "Pillow
Aote referred to in my réply to the first’ question. "(Notée'read’

. and appended; see note marked D.) Te the bést of my recollec-

tion, the ; oy
lon, the letters referred 'to ‘in' that note ‘contained one addfessed
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to.the editors of the Delta, and one addressed to.the editors of the:

Union; and those letters, so far as I recollect and ‘believe, were
forwarded. through Mry.: Freaner, and I believe in  the manner
above indicated.  Some time after the appearance of Leonidas. 1n
thg"}iap_ef—s.here,,l read .2 letter addressed to Mr: Freaner.

Genéral Pillow here interposed the objection, that the'letter it-

self would not be evidence, still less any statement of its contents.
“The court decided that any statement of that character would be
inadmissible.” ; 4
The witness then said that if he could not give his statement of
facts in connexion with the letters, he had finished his answer to
the question. :
Cross-examination.,

Question by defence. Witness will state, if there was not, in the

package of letters referred to, one to my wife; one to.Mrs. Colonel

Trousdale, one' to Mrs. Captain Irvine, of 11th infantry, one to,
Mrs. Surgeon Jourdan, and other ladies ?
nswer. I do not recollect that there was among the letters

sent by me, or returned to General Pillow, letters addressed to.

any ladies except, Mrs. Pillow, and I recollect also being struck

with the fact that there was not alwaysa letter for her in those.

sent to me. 3 it :

Question by defence. State if the address of any of the letters.
you have referred to were in my handwriting, except the one to
my, wife ? _ ; o _

Noswer. T did not attend particularly to the handwriting of the

address on the letters. On trying to recollect, I think the letters.

to editors were. generally addressed in a larger and plainer and
" Bbetter hand than General Pillow’s, .

Question by defence. Were the letters you refer to, addressed to.,

editors, all in the same handwriting %

Answer. To the best of my recollection _{hey were. L did not
attend particularly to the handwriting.

‘Question by defence. How many letters were in the first package:

referred to, and how many in the second ?
“Answer. I have not referred to two packages.

Question by defence. Did you receiveat T_acubaya'two‘package_s_'

or. one ! sl b ] JoinoT
"Answer. I received one_certainly; I may have received several

at Tacubaya. The package or letters mentioned by me as having.

been returned, were received at Tacubaya, and they were returned
at Tacubaya, to _the best of my recollection, and not in this city:

Question by defence. Were the two letters, referred to, one. to.,
the editors of the Delta, and the otherto the editor of the Union,.

which you say went by Mr. Freaner, received by you at the same

time with the note referred to in your;answer to the first question,.
and were they returned to General Pillow with the other lettexs? .

Answer, I have stated my general practice respecting letters re-
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ceived 'from ' General ' Pillow for transmission. Except in one’sin-
gle instance, all such letters were forwarded. My present belief
is that ‘that exception did not occur in the case of the letters'men-
tioned 'in the note. ' But, as the subject did not’ attract 'my atten-
“4ion’ at ‘all at the time, T cannot speak with absolute certainty on
that point. - -
Question by defence. 'Were youin the habit of sending 4l Tetters

~which General Pillow ‘sent 'you for transmission, as well “as lettéfs

sent by his”friends to ‘their relatives and friends, as‘those ‘which
General Pillow' sent for his own family ‘and friends? ° 2
Answer. T was in the habit of sending all letters General Pillow
sent me for transtission, dnd, very generally, did not even’look at
the addresses. The letters addressed to'editors, caught'my @ttention

"froui their being generally, perhapsalways, thicker than"the’ others,

and because the transmission of thick lettersiwas'specially“ificon-
venient at'that time: : LT , PR ik i
‘Question by défence. Did ‘you send off any packape'to the United
States; except' one, after ‘the 31st ‘August, until” after hostilities
‘were' resumed? : 5 P 19
‘Answer! T'think not, but I.do not recolléct. “"Mr. Freaner inva-
riably; I believe, ‘called ‘on' me durihg the'last moments before"the

“departure of his courier, and, when Tihad any thing to'send on'my

own'account, or' that"of "others, it' was” put ‘into his' package, whith
pacltage "was generally made up in’ my presence, and sealed “and
went off immediately. & 9 2
Question by defence. You have 'said thidt you returned to’!Gene-
ral Pillow one’package of letters; state if ‘the package of letters
returned to me Was ‘not returned to'me in the ‘¢city, late in Septem-

‘ber, by Lieutenant ‘Rogers of ‘the navy, who weht for the;n 'b"y:_m_y

‘directions? ; '
‘Answer. The mention of Midshipman ' Rogers’s name ‘revivesithe
recollection of his having called upon ‘me, a very indistinct recol-

‘Tection, in 'the name of General Pillow, for some letter or letters,

which had been placed in my hands in'some manner, I don’t recol-
Tect; T can’t say whether it was in the ¢ity of ‘Mexico, or before we
reachéd here, so very indisti ct is my recollection. "1f it were in

%he ¢ity of '‘Mexico, ‘the letter or ‘letters returned by him were, T

feel satisfied; different from the 'parcel mentioned in ‘my former &n--
swer. . %

‘Question” by ‘defence. "By whom, or where, did you 'receive‘the
Package referred to in the note'read by you; also, how many Tet-
ters were in'that paekage, as near as you can recollect?

Answer. ' T don’t recollect by 'whom—Ta'cubaya the where; 1
think there were'at least half a dozen'letters, perhaps more. ¢

|Q!ie=st-i0u by defence. Did you not'receive that package fram Tit.
Rl};};&}', and return a card with the endorsement “O. K!, they shall

o ¥ 2 il

Answer. T do not'recollect, but ‘the mention of “O."K."”"being'a

‘béing a peculiarity of mine,as'a short way of writing notes, renders

it quite probable ‘that'it did occur.

Question-'by defenice.” Did you 'or' not, show the ‘note'you hdve
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zead, and did you, or not, also furnish the:paper marked No..1.to
1General Scott, . . -

Answer. This paper No 1, was furnished by.me to General, Scott.
That note received from General Pillow on the 3lst August, was
either read to General Scott or shown to him.ox I told him of its
nature, I do not recollect which of these three happened. .

Question by defence. Did you suggest to Mr. Freaner the neces-
sity of writing to the Delta office, to preserve the original Leoni-
«das latter, and did you also suggest to him to bring back that let-
ter on his return from: Washington, as the bearer .of your des-
patches?, : 16 NS e ¥

Answer, I mademo such suggestion, .and I regretted exceedingly
after his departure that I had not made it. X

Question by defence. Do you entertain feelings. of. hostility and
prejudice against myself? ° ; 1)

Answer. .With regard to prejudice, the only prejudice that ever
‘existed in my mind with regard to the person who: puts the ques-
tion, was prejudice in his favor.. The only feelings of hostility
which I entertain, are those arising from a studied attempt on his
_part to avail himself of the position, in which I have been placed
towards him by his friend, Mr. Polk, to make me the accomplice
and tool .in a scheme of imposture and villany, of imposture, to-
wards our whole country, and villany towards individual officers of
this army, the most audacious by far that I have ever had any knowl-
edge of. I have no personal hostility against him or;any body
elsey my hostility is against villany. _ S

Question by defence. Have you not written a_ letter, orletters,
calculated and intended to injure nie, and to whom?

Answer. I have written no letters to any press, or.to)any per-
son connected with any press, or intended to influence the mind of

-.any person ‘connected with any press.: I have written letters which,
in one sense of the word injure, were calculated to make his char-
acter known, and therefore.to injure him. ' The first ,of those let-
ters was jwritten. to my family, in Washington. It . contained a
-message for Mr. Buchanan, the Secretary  of State, ‘dictated by
feelings of kindness towards him and the desire to save him;, Mr.
Buchanan, from disgrace. . The second letter in orderof date,, so

- far as I can recollect it, was immediately after or immediately be-
. fore this one, was written about 33 o’clock, a.m., preceding, the
departure . of the train by which Generals Quitman and . Shields
left here, after I had been at work all day and all night writing.
It was addressed to General Dix, of the Senate, and  addressed to
him solely, because he was the only member of the Military, Com-
mittee in that body whose name I knew. . It was enclosed . to my
family, with these instructions, * Take a copy of this letters so
soon as you know of General Dix’s arrival in Washington, direct
it, seal it, and send it to the post office. One week exactly, after
that time, send for Mr. Buchanan, the Secretary of State,and show
him the copy.” . The letter was conceived, as well ag I can. recol-
lect, in the following terms; I give the substance: & Beware of
‘precipitancy in your confirmations of ' general’s nominations in
this quarter. If you neglect this caution it can only serve to
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involve the Senate in disgrace, a deep, damning, ineffable dis-
grace, which no earthly power, nor all earthly powers combined |
¢an avert.” - This'was the substance of the letter, so far as'l can
recollectsand the terms. There/was a postscript to'it, desiring
that if my friend Robert Dale Owen, of Indiana, was in Washing-
ton, to show-it to him. The third' letter was a long"despatch to
the Department of State, an official paper, which was " sure to go

'immediately into the-hands of ‘the President, and whom I' thodght

it might save from: the infatuation he was laboring under, by start-
ling and alarming him, if in no other ‘way. 'In that official des-
patch; after speaking of— :

General Pillow here objected to his giving the substance of the
letters. _ :

Question by defence; The nomination of 'what general officers
was your letter to General Dix intended to affect? _ ;

Answer. It'was intended to affect that of Major General Gidson
J. Pillow, whose  confirmation; ‘I ‘had no doubt, it would be_. at-
tempted to hurry through, to surprise the Senate. I deemed a
general caution, however, sufficient for the purpose. _

Question by defence. Did you in the official letter to the Sgcrg-
tary of State, alluded to, use thé following language in reference
to myself, ‘viz: ““ Of these two dupes, the one was Santa Anna,
the other most worthy compeer of Santa Anna, so far as he can be
made so, by the same low craving for distinction, and the same
happy facility in deviating from the ‘ways of truth, and in being
deaf to the dictates of common justice and common honesty while
pursuing his object; a person, in fine, whose character in regard to
to-thereach of his mind, and ‘the tone of his mind, was most
felicitously and‘accurately sketched by'a friend of mine, in these
words: €it is such as to qualify him for shining'at a county court
bar, in' defence of a fellow charged with horse stealing, particu-
larly if ‘the ‘case were a bad one ‘and required dexterous tamper-
ing with witnesses:? ” ¢

Answer:: Although T cannot pretend to be certain of the words,
I have no/doubt he has been " furnished ‘with'an accurate 'copy of
them; and those were the words, so far as'my memory can be re-
lied om: ' : :
" Question by defence. Did you, in that same letter, usethe fol-
lowing language in refererce to myself 7'viz: “ But most “griev-
ously would he have erred if Major General Gideon J. Pillow is to
be relied upon as an ‘exponent of'the views of our government.
This person, then the second in command of this army, took occasion
‘to have a diplomatic conversation with a gentleman belon'gmg. to
one of the foreign legations here, who, with expressions of surprise,
repeated it to me directlyafter.  General Pillow having e;pressed
great dissatisfaction at the armistice [which he kad been'in favor

"of before it was entered into] had ‘been answered by explanations

of “its indispensableness to negotiation. = These appearing not to
have'any weight with him, the gentleman in question was led to
say, “ Why, I thought the object of ‘your. government in tfns wary'
was a treaty of peace.’ ¢ True,’ replied General Pillow, ¢ that is
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the object of the war, but the object of this campaign wag to:cap-
iture the capital and then make peace.’? i '
,Answer. I.have no doubt these were the words I used.
Question by defence.. Did younot in the same letter make use of
the following language.in reference to myself? viz:
¢ This was from the individual then, as I have already observed,
o$econd in, rank in this army, and who, in the event.of the death or
, disability of General Scott, would have succeeded to' the command!
Anindividual who.gives himself out as the maker of the President,
|by having produced his nomination at the Baltimore convention, |
and the President’s other self. A pretension; which Ihave reason
to believe, but too well founded. Justice towards Mr, Polk, and
'respect: for‘truth alike, require however that T should notf utter this
belief, without at the same time expressing my perfect conviction
othat the identity referred to extends,no further than the point to

which it is carried by a blind. confidence, on. the part:of the Presi-

odentyin the understanding and principles of.a manywio, of all‘that
I haye ever known, is the most junworthy of confidence... Beyond
this point the identity goes:not.. There.is not the slightest resem-
blance between their characters. in any: one-respect.:’; )
.1 ean’t. be positive about the, words, but. the,substance is cor-
;rect, and I have no doubt. the COpY:is a, correct one. ;
.- Question. by defence, Did.you not, in.the same letter; make use
,of the following language in Teference. to myselfy. viz:
¢ Of all this the President knew nothing; and the supposition hy

~Which he allowed: himself, to be governed; funder the influence,
‘doubtless, of private representations from an intriguér,-who, tothe
.deep disgrace of our country,.as she will ere.long deeply feel;on
beholding the picture, faint though it will be, of the unimaginable
and incomprehensible. baseness of his charagter—pollutes this:glori-
.qus army by his presence,] made the state of things in this country

‘entirely the reverse .of that which actually exists,’. and which al-
ready. existed when his determination was formed. . Had he known
the truth, had he formed the faintest conception of: it, had he:so
much as dreamed of the, possibility of a state -of things- here, ap-
\proaching in the remotest degree to that which actually existed,
he'could not have beliexed that the continuance. of this mission
could do “much harm,’ unless, indeed, the indefinite protraction
of the war was aimed at?” :
..Answer. With reference; to. the, sense of that passage, that isfa
garbled extract, not conveying the exact ideas that the whole pas-
sage would give. =~ With regard to the words, I have no'doubt the
copy is correct. : P
Question by defence. To whom did you show the letter to the
Secretary of State, before you sent it off from the city, or after?
Answer. To the bhest of my recollection, I did not show it to any
_body hefore I sent it from the city. It was my. own work éntirely,
written without consultation with any human being, or showing it
to .any human being.. After it was sent, I showed the letter, or

Jparts of if, for it was a very long despatch, to.General Scott and '

. o General Persifor F, Smith. The.despatch chiefly related tosthe

2 [65]

question of peace, and that was my reason for'showing it to them.
Itiwas my despatch-announcing my intention of remaining in Mex-
ico'to make a treaty of peace, and giving' my reasons for so re-
aining.

mQues%ion by defence. Did you show General Scott and General
Smith that part of the letter which has been 'laid before you, re-
lating’ tormyself? o4 i iag _ i

r:Answer.: ThatIicannot recollect; the letter was on a‘oreat many
sheets. ~My motive for ‘showing parts of the letter to them; was
that they might understand my position with reference'to the "af_fa:ir.s
of the nation: ' Whether: the'sheets, containing those passages; went
into their hands or not, I can’t say. Thereis mnothing’ to fix'it’in

-my memory. o Those passages were'mere incidents to_-the'—:mafrf;jgb-

jeetsiof ithe letter. Wil TS - B PN
“Question by defence.’ Since about “what ‘date has Fhe hostll*—ty,
alluded:to in yourstestimony, been entertained by you?
Amswer: Since his ‘ebaracter .became completely; or almost com-
pletely, revealed tome. The thing was ofi gradual growth. 'I_"r.:.:.a'rn’lﬂr_-_ﬁlx
the day. I will try and fix the period. It Was-at‘chub’aya",_'durktfi-g ft;h’e
early part of our stay there,that I became aware'that hie had placed
me in the alternative of being an accomplice and to6l'in vllllan.y or
exposing himito ‘the icountry, if-he;should persist'in a'statément
which he:had'made. I hoped,however; at that time that'this’ neéces-
sity: would be aveided. «My mind was:then made upyif’ the'neces-

'sity, presented (itself, to‘meet it. Fromthat time on,; events oceurred,

darkening the shade..of his character;-and increasing' thefeeling
referred to. It has increased to thiseday. ‘It may go onincreasing
forever; asilong asI live, although that'is searcely possible.": o

Question by defence. Did thevillany of which ‘you'speak in your
last answer; relate to your views about'the armistice and the nego-
ciations which preceeded: it, and-my: oppositionto ‘them; if‘mot;'to

awhat'scheme of villany 'do youvallude 'in your answer 'to'the l.a-:st

question? el s

Answer. With regard to the armistice, and the course of ‘events
under- it, ‘there was a little of the developments ‘of character to
which T have referred, in answer to theipreceding qu_estmr;-:"Th"—&-y,
however, had very little influence. (The scheme of imposture -was
the imposture of passing himself off upon the country for-aiskli;—
ful general and able commander. . The way in:which I'was to .be
made an accomplice in' that game, or tool in ity and thus help“to de-
ceive.the country, and commit injustice  to individuls, was this:
Availing: himself of the relations established between 'us by the
President, to which I have referred -before, of the chayacter_wh;c_h
I have enjoyed with those who know me; of great discretion;‘he
would-make me the confidential depository of his views, in antici-
pation of events, so that in case of failure in the operations which
took place, I should be-a-living: witness, and: ‘bound 'to “come for-
ward as such at his.call, to the fact that his military genius had
penetrated through the whole thing, and that he had been opposed
to every thing that.failed: This .game:was played by him through-
out,'as I afterwards, on, reflection, perceived.
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.- Question by prosecation. Will the witness please state whether
Major General Scott had any agency or part whatever in advising
or suggesting the letters written by him, of which mention has been
made 1n the evidence given by the witness, respecting Major Gen-
eral Pillow? . : '

Answer. Major General-Scott, nor any other human being, has
ever been counselled with or spoken to concerning those letters,
or.any one determination taken by me; on any subject, since I have
been in Mexico. - The first intimation that any-friend of mine ever
had upon any determination taken by me; was after that determi-
nation had assumed a shape; which neither he norany other human
heing could have changed.! !

Question by prosecution. The witness has spoken of letters trans-
mitted by him from Major General Pillow, through Mr. Freaner’s
expresses, for the gulf coast and the United States: did MajorGen-

eral Scott, at Tacubaya, between his arrival there; say August 21,

and the resumption of hostilities, say September 7, ask you. or
Mr. Freaner, to your knowledge, to transmit any letter or package
for the United States, from said Scott, by Freaner’s express, or any
‘other? Please add, if you know, how the said Scott was occupied
about the period given above. - ;
Answer. To the best of my recollection, he did not, during that
period; and I have a very positive general recollection that nothing
ever was transmitted by him through me ‘or through Mr. Freaner, to
my knowledge, except communications to the War Department,;and
a very small number of lettersto Mrs. Scott; which letters were writ-
ten on a quarter sheet of paper; apparently, for it 'was an object to

economize space. I know that the whole time of; General Scott,
during the period referred to, except such past of that time asiwas |

consumed in intercourse with officers, was employed in drawing up
his-report, studying the sub-reports, comparing them, and obtain-
Ing information: upon points in which ‘they conflicted; calling in
officers for the purpose. : i

Question by prosecution. If the wifness has not-already stated to
the court, will he add/ how he became possessed of .the paper
marked by the court No. 12

Answer. When the Leonidas letter first' appeared here; I went,
one forenoon, in. quest of a wafer, or' ink, -or something or other,
into the room at general head-quarters, occupied as an office by ‘the
aids and military secretary. ' Therewerea number of young officers
there—some five or six, or more—including the aids, or some of
them, and the military: secretary. ' By some one oramore of theém
I was greeted with the, question: < Mr. Trist, have you seen'Lieont-
das?” I answered negatively; and asked what was Leonidas?
They answered: ¢ O, iy is an account of the battles of Contreras
and Cherubusco, and it’s worth reading—read it:’?- which T.declined

doing, on the ground :of want of time—I was engaged. One of |

them put the paper into my hand, saying: “ Read it; it is curious;”’
or words to that effect. My eye lighted somewhere on'the middle
of the letter, and, after reading a few" sentences, in one of which
the amazement of the martinets was stated, I threw the paperdowa,

‘however, ascertain.,
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and said:.* I have had enough of Leonidas.” - That same-day Mr.
Freaner called on me, as he was in the habit of doing almost daily,
to ‘give me such Mexican news as he had collected. After he had
given me that news, I asked him if he ‘‘had seen that rascally. string
of fabrications under -the signature of Leonidas?’ He answered
either that he had, or that he had heard of it, I don’t recollect
which; and that he had a paper in his possession, which he had
received from General Pillow at Mixcoac, and_ which he: meant to

‘show me. Either the next day, or very soon after, he came, and

brought with him this paper; and, after I had examined it, he asked
me to take care of it for him. = frin ;
Question by court. What is.the date of the despatch to the See-

‘retary of ‘State, described in the cross-examination?

Answer. My impression is that it is the 6th of December. I dan;.

The court then adjourned until to-morrow morning, at 10 o’clock.

: Mzxico, March 23, 1848,
The court met pursuant to adjournment.: Present, all the mem-
bers, and the judge advocate and recorder. -

Major General Pillow before the court.
Major. General Scott present.

‘Colonel B. Riley duly sworn.
Question by prosecution. How far is witness acquainted with the

_band-writing of Major General Pillow?

Answer. I am not acquainted with it at all; I don’t know that 1
ever saw his hand-writing, except in a note addressed to me, a part
of which I saw him write. -

Question by prosecution. Does the witness mean to say that, after
seeing Major General Pillow write a part of a letter, addressed by
Major General Pillow to the witness, that the witness is not at all
acquainted with the hand-writing of that general?

Answer. 1 never saw his hand-writing, except in this note, and
am perfectly ignorant of his hand- writing, except in that note."

Brigadier General Cadwaiader duly sworn:. .

Question by prosecution. How far is the witness acquainted with
the handwriting of General Pillow? s

Answer. I am familiar, with the general character of his hand-
writing; not so intimately as many others. i

Question by prosecution.. Will the. witness examine :No. 3, and
see if there be.any interlineations in that paper; in  the handwrit-
ing of General Pillow? dil : | : ;

Answer. I don®t see anything in the scattered words in this paper
that strikes me as the handwriting of General Pillow. I.am not
suﬂif]ient]y intimate ‘with his handwriting to judge -of isolated
words, i

-y




