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_package the witness-boreito Mr: Trist in August; and had the pack-
age been opened-in the interval?

Answer. By the size of ‘the package; by the kind of enve]opes,
by the manner in which it was done up; by one letter in it, in par-
tmular, addressed to the editors of the New Orleans Delta, which
I'saw in the package originally and at the subsequent period. The
package apparently had not been opened, but as it was sxmply tied
up and not sealed, I cannot say posmvely

Paymaster 'A. 'W-. Burns, United States army, for defence, duly
sSWorn:

Question by defence. Examine the paper marked No. 3, s:gned
Leonidas, and say if you have any knowledge of the author;
and if s0, who he is?

‘Answer. I am the author of that letter.

Question by defence. State if the entire letter is in your hand
-writing; the body of the letter, and the interlineations?

Answer. I believe it all is; I did not,take a copy of. the.ori-
ginal letter, and I regret I did not.do so.

Question by defence. State at whose request you -wrote-that
letter, if at that of any one?

‘Answer., I wrote it at:the request of no one.

Question by defence. State where you obtained  the -order: of
arrangement of the letter Leonidas?

Answer, I got it froma memorandum or partial report .of Gen-
eral Pillow, giving the:operations of his? command va the- 19th
and 20th of August; I found «it on ‘his. table.

Question by defence. Did you take a copy: of that rcugh re-

port, and was General Pillow present, or-had he any! kdowledge

th3t you took a copy?l

Answer. I took a partial copy of it; General Pillow was not
present, nor had he any knowledge of it

Queshon by defence.  Were. you upon the ﬁeld of battle on
the 19th August; and were, you assigned to duty as paymaster
with General Pillow’s division?

Answer. I was on the battle field, and assigned to his division
as paymaster,

‘Question by defence Had General Pillow any knowledge  that E

you had written this letter until after its pubheatmn’?
Answer. He had not.

Question by defence. Were you upon terms andirelations of per: ;
sonal intimacy and friendship with General Pillow, and were you.

in the habit of visiting him, without ceremony; and how long have
those relations existed?
Answer. I'have been upon intimate relations WIth General PlI-

low ever since my first acquamtance with-him at.Camargo; I think |

in 1846.

Question by defence. Can you, recollect through what channel
the letter Leonidas was transmitted to the United States?

Answer. I cannot say positively as to that; General Pillow has!
frequently done me the kindness to forward a letter for me to my
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family ‘and friends; but about this letter, I cannot speak pesitively,

whether he forwarded this one or not.

Question by defence. 'Did you, on 'different and frequent occa-
sions, request me to forward your letters'to the United States both
to your famlly and friends? Have 1 always forwarded the letters
you requesied without any inquiry as to the letters?

Answer. He has. ° :

Question by defence. Do you recollect ‘whether or not he for-
warded a letter to your wife, about the latter part of August, from
Mixcoac? State, also, if he has, or not, forwarded many ]etters for
you from' this city.

Answer. He has done both :

‘Question ‘'by ‘defence. State, if you know, that General Pillow
was in the habit of forwarding letters for any of the officers of his
division ‘when he could do so?

Answer. I believe he has. .

Question by defence. State, also, if you know, that General Pil-
low ‘was in the habit of showing or reading his official reports to
any of the officers of rank of his division, who wished to see them,
ami whether you have seen any of them?

“Answer. I have seen them, and I believe all officers who desued,
had access to them.

'The court then adjoured untiPto-morrow mornmg,at 10 o’clock.

Crry or MEexrco, Marck 24, 1848.

- The court met. Present: all the members, and the judge advo-
cate and recorder

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

Paymaster Burns under cross-examination:

'Question by prosecutmn Did the witness himself see the military
operations ‘described in‘Lieonidas, or obtain any ‘particulars orally
from Major General Pillow, and ‘what particulars?

Answer. Onithe 19th, I saw a‘ portion of the’ operations, and 1
wag on the field of battle on the 19th. " I was not at'the battle on
the 20th, T-have had no conversation with General Pillow on the
subject. T have had frequent conversations “with his ‘staff ‘on''the
subject, and heard them discuss the question with others.

Question by prosecution. Did the witness hiand thé Leonidas let-
ter in person to Major (General Pillow, to be forwarded; was it

open or sealed, and was there no remark or explananon at the
time, between! ithe two, on the character of the package addressed
to the Delta?

Answer. I cannot say that'I handed the letter to ‘General Pillow .
to be forwarded, and consequently there could not be any conver-
sation on the subject I wrote the letter, envelopedit, and sealed
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it; and I think directed it. It is.seven months singe the thing was
done. o LENEET
Question by prosecutios.: Were there few or many opportunities,
pending the armistice, for. forwarding letters from this army to.the
United States, and cannot the witness: remember. the ‘f:hannel he
‘adopted with respect to the Leonidas letter,at least into whose
hands he placed that letter to be transmitted? _ \
Answer. I can’t say whether there were few or many, I supposed
there were but few opportunities, I have heard of private ex-
presses, of the British Courier,.and, of subscriptions obt_-am.ed_: for
sending expresses by officers and others. I can’t.remember into
whose hands I placed the Leonidas lefter to.be transmitted. :
Question by prosecution. At whose instance,and, for what, rea-
son, was the address of the Leonidas letter,to “the Editors of the
Union, Washington, D. C.,”” as first writtenj cancelled at the top
and bottom of that letter, and ¢ the Editors of.the New Orleans
Delta ?? substituted in both places? By . : §
"Answer. The words were cancelled at'my own instance, and the
reason was to give it publicity. j o ( yos
Question by prosecution. Would not thesletter have had equal or
greater publicity inthe Union? ,Whence then  thel reason sfor
-changing the address? . / f 229308 b
_Answer. I do not know the circalation of either, of;thase papers.
I am not a judge of that. : .
Question by prosecution. Was not the true reason for changing
the address of the Lieonidas letter, this, viz: finding that the twin
paper, interlined by Major General Pillow, (No. 1, before the court,)
and handed by him to Mr. Freaner, intended for the Delta, had not
gone, or was not likely to go'to that” paper through'Mr. Freaner?
And if that was the true reason, did you not get the hint or infor-
mation from the said Pillow; or from whom did you obtain it?
Answer. I did not. I never saw No. 1 until this moment, and
never knew of its existence until after I had sent the other letter.
Question by prosecution.’ Did the witness mean'to'sdy, in his an-
swer to a former question.from the ' defence; that. without the spe-
¢ial authority or knowledge of Major General Pillow, hes the wit:

ness, entered the private office orapartment of the said Pillow,and |

purloined thence an important papery or the copy of anel:

alluded to in my former t.estim_ony. 9 51
Question by prosecution, Did Ma_‘]m: (Gieneral I?lllo_w, on missing
the paper, or learning that the witness had copied ity in August,
make inquiry into the matter; rebuke orpardon’ the witness, then
or since’ .‘ - Ceew  bus Jholsae. 10099
Answer.. I never have heard of his having missed the paper; I did
not take it out of the office. I know nothing about theimatters in
the remainder of the question, and cannot angwer;it:, | !

Question by presecution. As the memory of the witnessseems ex: |

cellent; in some particulars, willle rally-that memory, and endeavor

. Answer.. I do say that I did enter that office, without the knowl-
edge of General Pillow, and take a copy of a.paper which I'have |
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again to answer, specifically, the latter part of the'préceding ques-
ol oo iie s | ; _ i
. Answer. In answer to the last part of the preceding question,
the withess says: T do not know that he did; I'mever Had any'such
conversations. 1497 _ '

Question by prosecution, In fact, has the witness any reason to'
believe that the paper in question, (the ‘one c¢opied by him,) kad
been designedly prepared and left by Major General' Pillow, ot by’
his directions, within the haunts of 'the’ witness, 'so thdt it might

fall into witness’s hands for publication?
Answer. I am satisfied it was not, _ 200 2
‘Question by prosecution., Was the paper, found’and ‘copied by
the witness, ‘on the private table of Major' General Pillow along,
separated from other papers, or mixed up with others? 4
Answer. I'took no particular notice of that fact, "It was lying
upon his own private table. _ ; St oy
Question by prosecution. Was the paper found, las heretofore
stated by the witness, a copy, with or without  Major General Pil-
low’s interlineations, substantially or identically the same with No.
‘1, now shown to the witness? '~ ° Ml SE
Answer. I cannot say it was. I stated yesterday thatit appeared
to be a memorandum, or partial report of the operations of his
command, on the 19th and 20th of August. ; i :
Question by prosecution. Did the witness do more, in respect to
the Leonidas letter, than copy and address the paper’he found in’
Major General Pillow’s private apartment or office? :
R S L n S T

o
Question by prosecution. In whose quarters or office did the wit-’
ness write or copy the Leonidas letter? : ; '
Answer. I have stated before, I think, that in General Pillow’s
office I took a partial copy of this memorandum or report. :
Question by prosecution. Where did the‘witness write or copy the
article or letter signed Leenidas; and in what essential particulars, if
any, did it vary from the copied paper? - ‘
Answer. I ‘copied it in the office, as before stated. I cannot

point out the differences, never having compared them with the
original, from which I took the copy. : : e
Question by prosecution. Was the witness secured against inter-’
ruptions, whilst engaged in copying the paper in ‘Major ‘General
Pillow’s office, or did he feel secure against interruptions? ° ‘
Answer. I never was interrupted, in any way, particular.
Question by prosecution. ‘Who called the attention of the witness
to the interlineations on the twin paper, No. 1, now before the"
court; or were they also on the paper the witnéss accidentally
found in. Major General Pillow’s private office or apartment? :
_Answer. They were not; I never saw this papér before. This'is’
the first time I have ever seen No. 1," " : ; S
__Question by prosecution. The witness is again asked—Wete the
mterlinéations, or any of them, on paper No. 1, also on ‘the paper”
found on Major General Pillow’s table? ' g & P

Answer, I cannot say that they were.
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When did the witness make the inter-
lineatidns on the manuscript letter, signed Leonidas; or were they,
or any, one of them, copied from No. 1, also before the court? .

s Answer, They were never copied from No. 1; a paper which I
say I never have seen before this day. I made the mterlineations
in the letter Leonidas after the letter was written. :

. Question by prosecution. The witness answers that the interlinea-
tions were made on Leonidas, after ihe letter was written. No
doubt; but how long after, and at whose suggestion? : 'y
“Answer. I can’t say how long after; but they were made at no,
one’s suggestion. At : i

Question by, prosecution. Didthe witness write the Leonidas let-
ter at one sitting, interlineations and. all, or at several; and did he
show the letter, in its progress, to anybody, and to whom? i

Answer. L did not show it toanybody,I believe;, I have no reeol-
lection of it. I wrote it at different times, : i

‘Question by presecution. How many different pens, and shades of
ink, did the witness employ, including, interlineations, upon the
Leonidas letter? . ; e : Selfdsiiak

Answer. I can not say. I sometimes write witha steel pen—
sometimes with a quill. ;. N ;

Question by prosecution. In how many different hands can the
witness write for the body of a paper, and for'interlining the same?
_Answer. I can write various different hands. I can writea hand
that would not be known by my most intimate acquaintances. My
hand varies very much; it depends upon the pen 1 write with.

Question by prosecution. In writing the Leonidas letter, did the
witness consider himself, by public duty or private engagement,
the historiographer of Major General Pillow? : i

Answer. 1 did net. i S i :

Question by prosecution. Has the witness been indemnified in
advance; promised future indemnity or pardon, for violating the
standing regulations of the army against publications by an officer,
like the letter of Leonidas? g ; 48
. Answer. He never has been promised any indemnity., -

Question by prosecution. The witness says he has not been pro-

mised any indemnity. Will he say whether he has a_(;_tua]'ly been

indemnified 7 :
Answer. He never has been indemnified; he never asked any
consideration; I would scorn it. : kg
Question by prosecution. Has the witness, since the printed let-
ter of Leonidas appeared in this capital, ever denied its authorship,
or all knowledge thereof ? j R i
Answer. I never haves if I have, it has been in a jocose way.
"Question by prosecution. What hand has the witness had in cer-
tain papers got up for signature in the late 3d (or Pillow’s) divi-
sion, one for presenting a sword to that general, another respect-
ing a personal conflict said to bave occurred between that general
and a Mexican in the battle of Contreras or Churubusco, or Te-

specting a general address to the said, Pillow on his conduet in

those fields, and at Chapultepec?
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“Apswer. I drew up the paper for presenting a sword to General
Pillow. I know of no paper respecting 'fhe'persor"xa] conflict be-
tween General Pillow and a Mexican officer. I have no recollec- '
tion of any paper respecting an address to General Pillow on  hig
conduct in the battles of Mexico. ' ey A
_ Question by prosecution. Was the paper exhibited b itnes
to Major Genefal Pillow 2 s ! t.he ug

Answer. No; I think not.

“'Question by prosecution. Has not the witness written a letter
ot letters, other than Leonidas, for publication at home, hi'ghijr,
laudatory of Major General Pillow; and has not the witness shown
one or more such letters to the said Pillow in manusecript, or for-
warded open one or moreg such letters through him for publication
at home, with or without his, the said Pillow’s, corrections or ap-
probation ? ' b il s ik o
. The witness asked. the court if he should be compelled to answer
the question. ¥ . =

After hearing the remarks of the parties, the: court closed ;and
decided  that, if 'the witness should state that the answer to the
question would tend to criminate him, he would not be required
to answer. Y , :

The witness: then: declined answering the question upon the
ground that the answer would tend to criminate him.

General Scott stated that he wished to place upon the record of
the court the remarks he had made, and would present them to-
I OrroOw. ' - : ), goiizgn g

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

7 e .. Mexico, March 25, 1848.

The .court met pursuant!to adjournment:: present, all.the mem-
bers and the judge advoeate and recorder. i iV 5

General Scott present. ' -

General Pillow before the court. oW

General Scott submitted the annexed paper, marked D.  General
Pillow read the annexed paper, marked (D, 1.) ' i ' i

Paymaster Burns, under cross-examination:

“The witness said that he wished to : ver gi e
B E 10 ! correct an answer given. yes-
ffi‘d;}irsgythlm, Whlﬁh might be misunderstood. The Wig-{ne_ss gai&_.
D) o state t at the_Leomdas ]e.tter was writfen in my own
5 Questmn by prosecution. How did it chance that the witness
Pg;ﬁdﬂ[f:qa%chii, as paymaster, to the division of Major General
w? Wasthereany special request to that effect,and to whom,

to bring about that association? ! : i pile
Answgr. It was at my own request to Major Kirby.
Question by prosecution, The witness has said that he saw the




