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also, if on the evening of the 11th, when the consultation was held|
at Piedad, the enemy had not then in position eleven pieces of ar.
tillery, seven commanding the approach from Piedad and four pieces
in works flanking on the left this position? .

Answer. On the morning of the 9th there were several guns i
position. I had seen guns there before, on the evening of the 8th
on the morning of the 9th there were at least two, and if I can fing
my notes I can tell the exact number. The batteries across the Sa
Antonio road and in the field towards the Nino Perdido gate wen
in existence; the curtains connecting them were under construction
I do not recollect whether the batteries were completed or not. |
do not recollect of seeing men at work upon them. On the even
ing of the 11th I think there were-at least eleven guns. Whenl|
first counted the guns on that line I think there were five in posk
tion, and from day to day others were added.

Question by defence. If the attack had been made on the 9th g

10th September upon the work in front of the San Antonio garity

would that work, in your opinion, have been greatly more easilj
taken then than it would have been onthe evening of the 11th wher
the consultation was held?
Answer. I think it would have been much more e2sily taken o
the 9th or 10th than any time afterwards. .
Question by defence. Will witness state if the only remark:
made at this consultation by General Pillow was not to ask Gene
ral Scott the following question, viz: ‘‘ Suppose you had takel
Chapultepec, what is then your plan; will not the citadel be in thi
way, and is it not a formidable work?” |
Answer. I don’t recollect the remark as quoted by General Pili
low, but the impression on my mind is what I have stated. I only
remember a few remarks more, in the shape of questions to the
General, I remember that General Twiggs was in favor of the aff
tack on Chapultepec. 3
The court then adjourned until to-morrow morning at 9 o’clock-?

R

Mgexico, April 1, 1848. "I

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.

Brigédier General Cadwalader, for the prosecution, recalled:

!

Question by prosecution. . What troops, as far as the witnesi
knows, were under the immediate command of Major General Pik
low in the battles or operations about Churubusco on the 20ih of
Aupgust last? X
Answer. General Pillow was with and in immediate commandolf
my brigade; the other brigade of Lis division was detached. I
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know that after the battle General Pillow passed on with some ca-
valry. ' . e

Question by prosecution. = As far as the witness knows, was Ge-
neral Pillow engaged in any conflict with the enemy on’ the said
20th August other than the operations aghinst the works about Chu-
rubusco?

Answer. None, that I saw.

Question by prosecution. Was the witness present atthe Piedad
September 11, 1847, at a conference held by Major General Scott
with many other general officers, commanders of brigades, and staff
officers, respecting a very early attack upon this capital, either by
the way of the gate of San Antonio,or by the way. of Chapultepec
and if so, state substantially the views and preferences of Generalé
Pillow and Scott in respect to-those points?

_Answer. I was present at that meeting. General Scott submitted
his views, and invited any remarks from any of the officers present
saying that he was thinking aloud, and invited their opinions. @ER,
eral Scott inclined to decide upon the attack of Chapultepec, and
invited suggestions from the officers present. T have no recollec-
tion of much having been said by any body upon the subject.
Engineers were invited to speak and give some explanations in re-
gard to their examinations; they did so, but declined to give ‘any
opinion or decision of the point to be attacked. We all seemed to
be listeners. General Scott said that in fifteen minutes he would
unless his opinions were changed, decide upon the attack on ihé
following day, of either the San Antonio road or the castle of Cha-
pultepec. I don’t remember that cither General Pillow or any other
officer said much on the subject, except in the way of making in-
quiries. I remember one inquiry General Pillow ‘made, and that
was, what were the plans of the general after taking Chapultepec.

Question by prosecution. The witness has said that but little was
said by any body. Does he mean in reply to Major General Scott
or by the said Scott inclusively; and about how long was the said
Scott occupied in stating the numbers and means of the American
army, and his own views and. preferences?

_Answer. I have reference to others than General 'Scott. ‘But
little was said by others upon the invitation by General Scott to
'mal'ie S_uggestions to him. We were mostly listeners while he ex-~
plained his views. I should think that General Scott was occupied
about twenty minutes in stating his views, and the strength of the
American army.

Ques%ign by prosecution. Does the witness chance to remember
the position of Major General Pillow, at the time Chapultepec was
fﬁriled, on thg }3th Olf September last, and how long it was after

at success, before the said Pillow ca i
TR uPO"ﬂ o me upon the hill, or was

Answer. General Pillow having been wounded, T did not see him
at the time Chapultepec was carried; T therefore do not know his
position at that moment. The first I saw of him was upon the end
of the wall, by the main entrance, and to theright as you enter the

& )
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' ildi inutes after
i £ I came out of the building, about twenty minu

ﬁaﬁﬁdgﬁafl’;? How long he had been on the hill I don’t know.
Question by prosecution. Was the witness’s seeing or meeting with

Major General Pillow, after witness had addressed the troops from

the castle? = , Jees,
§ . It was subsequently. : ;
éﬁ::ﬁén by defence. Witness will state if he was in the battle

; y j Sigr
in command of a brigade, and what orders he receive
glfl ?hoen;r;trﬁsf;om Major General Pillow, before he engaged in that
.‘l .
bafﬂxes;ver. I was, and received an order from General Pillow to
march with my brigade to the support of Colonel Riley, who was
ing the pedrigal. L)
th(alugzgisj;n‘gy defgnce. Were the orders of battle, and the o.rders,
iven to the different commanders of brigades, explained to yfli’%t-
%he time you received the orders, above referred to, of General Pil-
s i 1 the commence-
. I had been with General Pillow from th nt -
mill‘ssg'e:he battle, until I left to foll%erﬁh(}ol(o:mlal Rileg_,leltlllz?tbji
is si ithin 50 yards of him. en Colonel Riley ),
ﬁ;sdz;ifoga‘:hat in conysequence of the character of the graund in

“front of the enemy, he had been detached to get a more favorable

position on the flank or in rear of Va}.}len(:Iui’:ffan%}:l,n?lr;?stnoooEai;t;
‘cular instructions were given to me when - ‘ e
and join Colonel Riley, and that the force would
:t[h‘:x?safzi fa(;léggling t'!) circumstances. It having been ugte%dei“t?;
the movement of Riley to make a demonstration upon tae flan
reguﬁ,t‘;gz %E\lregﬂe);';ance. Did witness understand that the movement
in sending Riley and himself to the rear, was to makevf; demonstra-
tion, or to make an attack upon the rear of the il}emy e i
Answer. I considered that the officer, upon his arri sta?nces,
tion, should either makea demonstration or attack, a?] cqcltmr:ltion o
mig};t render expedient. It did net secem to be iﬁe in eht pily
limit the discretion of the officer in command. He ;nlgi b
hold the position, or attack the enemy, as circumstances mig
deaﬁt:;ﬂzr{l By defence. Did the witness see and _know that Sml&h’s.
brigade had attacked the enemy in front; thg_thil.iy haiﬂ?rr:ta;g
turn the enemy’s left, and gain his rear, and did witness _

that he was ordered to support Riley in that movement. Did he

1 i illow’s instructions; say

ive th derstanding from General Pi ay
2{?‘;"{; E}:zsr'l:r!;l Pillow directed him to makg ghelghurch of the vil
ag lda. hi ide in passing the pedrigal? :

lagin:fwg?s;lﬁie“}sﬂgx:t Smit’h}:s brigade had attacked the enemy i

feont, and Riley was ordered to turn the enemy’s left and gathls

rl;)lr > T was ordered to support Riley 1nP_tll:11at mm}rieglent,tand e;c:-

‘ d the instructions of General Pillow. o not rem 3
%E;ie\;?;c%er he called my attention to the church as a guide. T fol

lowed the track of Colonel Riley. -

Question by defence. Were you also instructed to cut off any
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reinforcements ‘which might make their appearance upon your
right? :
gAnswer. I do not remember anything being said upon the sub-
ject. But I would have considered it a point of duty to do so.

» Question by defence. State whether, from what you saw of the
movements of the different corps on the field on the 19th, and from
your instructions from General Pillow, you understood that ihe
plan of attack ordered by General Pillow was to attack the enemy
in front and rear at the same time?

Answer. The attack had already been made in front. I don’t

‘remember anything definite that was said on the plan, but I sup-

posed that it was manifest that the attack in front should be kept
up and an attack made on the flank or reary and I considered that
it was obviously the intention sof the general that that should be
done if it was found to be practicable.

Question by defence. State: what steps or movements, in execu-
tion of this plan of attack, were taken on the 19th of August,
1847, and whether under those orders. Colonel Riley had gained
the enemy’s rear, and your command had secured the possession of
the village of Ensalda?

Answer. The attack was made in front. Colonel Riley moved
into the village on the enemy’s left, and I followed him; he passed
through the village. I observed the large force under Santa Anna
coming towards the village from San Angel, in consequence of
which I saw the necessity of holding that village instead of fol-
lowing Colonel Riley, and depending upon Colonel Riley’s coming
up to support me, on the attack by the enemy, which I supposed
would be immediate. Colonel Riley, however, moved on through
the village and was masked from my view, and my force held in
check the force under Santa Anna, which did not pass my posi-
tion.

Question by defence. Had the troops, by occupying the villages
or hamlets in the rear or on the flank of Valencia’s camp on the
10th, seized the only direct communication of the enemy to and
from the capital, and must or must not, in your opinion, the secure
holding of these positions have decided the day in favor of the
American forces?

Answer. The position was on the road through which the troops
to and from the city must pass, or make a long circnit near the
mountains, and it also kept open the communication with our own
forces; it was therefore a most important one.

Question by defence. What time did General Smith arrive at this
village? was it before or after you took possession of that village?

Answer. About an hour after I had been in position, and Santa
Anna’s advance had been checked; General Smith arrived about
half an houribefore dark. _

Questi-on by defence. What time did General Shields’s brigade
arrive at the village of Ensalda? was it after dark; if so,how long
after dark? '

Answer. I never saw.them, and don’t know, except that it was
late in the night.
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Question by defence. State if the possession of that village, in
ybur opinion, did not, by cutting off the enemy’s reinforcements,
Tender it almost absolutely certain that the renewed assault, as soon
as daylight would admit ‘of it, upon the entrencheéd camp, must
prove successful? '

Answer. Yes. : F31 . :

Question by defence.. What, 1n your opinion, prevented the plan

“of attack to which you have already referred, from being carried

into effect upon the 19th? Was it near the approach of ;‘ught, and
the appearance of the large reinforcements of the enemﬁr. by
Answer. The large reinforcements of the enemy fully occudpni{
my command, and prevented any other movement till after dar :
We remained in position to impede the advance of the er%emy. \
have no doubt that an attack would have been made that a te-rm%(qmti
if it had not been for the reinforcements of Santa f&nnal, g-]m,
fully occupied me and prevented me from joining Coionel Ri ?(i
1t I had joined him I should have availed Eny-self of his coim?]ka_
and of my own, and would have most certainly made thevatiag in
fifteen minutes after we met. From the view I had of ba encia’s
camp afterwards, I have no doubt the attack would havic_ een iug—
cessful, for the work wasa weaker one 1n the rear than exrpelcte h
and the same force carried it the next morning by an assa; _01;
the camp. The other forces had a powerful influence 1n pro u'cmc,
thaf]eessﬁg'n by defence. Haye you reason to bgiiev? that no afld_;(-l
tional means were' thrown into Valencia’s camp, after yo'ar} Sf:z?l
the village before mentioned, E;nd whether the holding of that vil-
reinforcements? T
1ag£fn§:::r{?n£eim under the impression fthat no ad_dmonal rgeia}?s
were thrown into camp after we occupied the village, a;l ) e
holding of that village prevented it. I am satlsﬁerd that "L e two
brigades, Riley’s and mine, were sufﬁmentt tg _ctarry Valencia’s camp,
a’s appearance prevented 1t.
ha&&?ﬁiﬁ? ﬁsﬁmce.‘})\%he-re Wepre the reinforeements of the ene-
my on the morning of the 20th? where were they when youhwere
in the occupancy of the village before mentioned, if you chance
q 3
g K::sge.r. We moved out before it was day from the tjlil?gg t;:n
the attack, and we supposed that they were in their poijtmni ‘du ’
1 believe, it is known that they had ‘withdrawn to San Angel dur
mgQ,S:;t?;Eh{)‘y defence. 'Was there any conference of officers at
the village of Ensalda, or other place, on the night oi; chevé?lzk;
of August? Were yourself and Colonel Riley ‘pr(elser}l1 Pt
was the result of that conference ?' Was it then and t 1ere_ f? et-
mined to assault the camp next morning; and was the p.ag_c_:»'d a :
tack then determined upon the original views of an_y}:n én uer
officer, or those agreed upon 1n conference and adopted by Gene
barird ! :
Snitnhséver. I know of nome. There was a conversation betl:vgen
General Smith, Captain Lee, and myself, Colonel Riley not. being
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present, T think, which resulted in a message from Gen. Smith to
Gen. Scott, through Capt. Lee, giving Gen. Scott information of the
attack on the camp the next morning, as it was thought too late to
V‘attack Santa Anna. This took place on the ground, and not at
Ensalda. I considered the attack as the obvious result of the train
of events which had preceded. It had been the intention of Gen-
eral Smith to attack the body of reinforcements under Santa Anna,
and orders had already 'been issued to that effect, and that attack
would have been made had theré been half an hour more of light.
Question by defence. What was the plan of attack finally deter-
mined upon, and carried out, on the 20th? Was it to assault the

camp of Valencia in rear, whilst an atfack or diversion should be
made in front ?

Answer. It was.

Question by defence. Did General Pillow reach the field of ope-
rations after the work was carried; and had any of his division
left the field? State also if, after he arrived, he made details
from his own division to guard the piisoners?

Answer. He reached the field a short time after the work was
carried. The part of the division which I had under my com- -
mand was halted. ngar the bridge, and in‘the road, when General
Pillow came up. General Smith, with his division, cut across, and
followed the retreating enemy on the road to San Angel, and did
him much injury. After General Pillow arrived, I think there
was a detail for the guard for the prisoners, but have no definite
recollections of it.

Question by defence. Was the entire division of General Pillow
engaged in the assault upon this work; a part in front, a part in
rear, and a part present on the ground as a supporting force?

Answer. Four regiments were with me; the two others were not
in my sight; but I understood that they were in front, the same
position they occupied the day before. '

Question by defence. State by whose orders General Pillow’s
division moved from the battle-field of Contreras? State also if,
at that moment, the rear of Twiggs’s division and Shields’s brigade
did not occupy the road to San Angel just in advance of Pillow’s
division, and within two or three hundred yards, and in full view,
of the advance of Pillow’s division ? i

Adfwer. Twiggs’s division was in front, and General Pillow’s
division closed up in rear of Twiggs’s division, and followed it to
San Angel.
~Question by defence. State what you know upon the subject of
General Pillow’s opinion about the armistice agreed upon at Tacu~
baya? Do you know whether he was in fayvor of that armistice or
against 1t ? :

Answer. I heard him say at Mixcoae, in the presence of General
Pierce, and on one or two occasions to myself, I heard him speak

&

- in oppesition to it. = This was before the armistice; I think on the

very day the commissioners first met.

Question by defence. Have you a knowledge of the fact that
General Pillow addressed a letter to General Scott urging him not
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to grant the armistice until the capital or Chapultepec was sur-
rendered, and sent by General Pierce on the first day the commis-
sioners met ? - '

Arswer. I have no knowledge of it:

Question by prosecution. On" being’ ordered to follow Riley’s
brigade, on 19th August last, and' as semior officer, on coming up
with that brigade, had the witness precise instructions'to attack;
the enemy’s left flank, or the rear of that flank, or to occupy the
hamlet, or to take any other definite position; or did the witness
march with any definite plan of operations received from Major
General Pillow, or, in other words, did; or not, witness ' conceive
himself as the senior officer then detached in the same direction,
entirely at liberty to make his own plans, and to modify them ac-
cording to circumstances ?

Answer. The instructions were not precise, and I considered that
my instructions left it discretionary with me, depending upon the
character of the ground and circumstances. T had no instructions
to attack the left flank, or the rear, or to occupy the hamlet, or
to take any other definite position. I marched with no other plan
“of ‘operations than I have mentioned. I did consider myself: at
liberty to make ‘my own plans, and modify them with cause or
reason. .

Question by prosecution. At that conference, or those confer-
ences, the witness has spoken of respecting an attack on' the ene-
my’s entrenched camp, or on the enemy’s forces outside, did the
senior officer, (Brigadier General Smith,) the witness, or other
principal officers, cite or recall, as governing the conference in any
degree, any original plan, or otherwise, of Major General Pillow,
as applicable to the case or circumstances.

Answer. No.

Question by prosecution. How many minputes, or quarters of ‘an
hour had elapsed after the entrenched camp had been carried, the
morning of August 20th Jast, before the arrival of Major General
Pillow at that camp?

Answer. T can’t speak very positively, but I should think it may
have been about 20 minutes; I don’t think it was more.”

Question by prosecution. What did the witness chance to see
or know of any- personal combat between Major General Pillow
and some Mexican officer, or other single Mexican,in or about €on-
treras, or Churubusco, on the 19th or 20thof August last?

Answer. I saw nothing of the kind.

Colonel E. A. Hitchcock, 3d infantry, duly sworn:

Question by prosecution. Does the witness chance to know at
about what time Major General Scott and many of his staff arrived
at the hill or mound, that overlooks the then entrenched camp at
Contreras, some time in the day of August 19, 18477 )

Answer. At the time referred to, I looked at my watch on dis-

mounting from my horse, and it was just 3 o’clock, and Iido not

think it varied one minute from three. : _
Question by prosecution. Where was-the witness; and was Major
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General Scott and part of his staff with the witness when he djs-
mounted and looked at his watch? : M

Answer. I believe it was at the position occupied by General
Pillow on the mound which overlooked the field of battle; I was in
company with General Scott, as were several other staff officers.

Question by defence. Do you know, or have you reason to be-
lieve you know, who is the author of the letter in the paper handed
you, dated January 23, 1848; if so, who is he, and your reason for
your opinion? (Marked Q.) : :

Answer. I state, in the first place, that I am ready and willing
to answer the question; but I do not admit it to be a proper one.
The letter is published in the Weekly Courier and Enquirer of
March 1, 1848. The letter refered to is dated January 25, 1848,
long subsequent to the termination of the campaign by which the
American army entered this city. I had been throughout the cam-
paignin the staff of Major General Scott asacting inspector general
of the army, and I felt myself well acquainted with the principal
movements of the army, and with many of the views and opinions
of the commanding general, at times when it was not proper to
speak of them publicly, lest they might reach the enemy. Some
weeks after the American army entered this capitol, I saw, as I be-
lieve most of the officers of the army did, several letters published
in the United States, referring to the operations of the army; some
of which I considered false as to the facts they presented, and vile .
as 1o the purpose for which they were written. I refer now to four
letters, particularly to one published in New Orleans over the sig-
nature of Leonidas; one in Washington, signed Verifas; one in
Philadelphia signed Warren, and one, I believe, in New York, the
latter dated Mexico, October 26, 1847; when the letter referred to,
October 26, appeared in this city, I considered it to be my duty to
take some steps towards correcting the tendencies of these letters.
Upon mature consideration, I defermined to address a letter to a
friend in New York, for the purpose of putting him in possession
of such facts as I felt most assured of, and which I thought calcu-
lated to rebut the false impressions, as I considered them, which
seemed likely to take possession of the public mind—expecting my
friend to make use of those facts in any proper way; but without
indicating any mode in particular. He, it seems by the paper in
my hand, thought proper to publish the letter almost entire, and
this is the letter,and I will express my regret that I have not more
ability to do full justice to the subjects in the letter.

! Qutj_zstion by defence. Who is the friend to whom you sent that
etter?

Some objections being made to the question, the court was closed,
and decided that the witness be not required to answer.

Question by defence. Had General Scott any knowledge that .

You had written the letter above referred to, or that you interded
to write such letter?

Witness declined answering the question.
The court decided that the question should be answered.
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Answer. Fe had no knowledge of my intentions to write such a
Tetter, but after I had written the greater portion of it, I was anxious
40 avoid stating anything but what was strictly true, and I request-
ed Ceneral Scott to allow me to read it to him. He objected to it
quite positively, I might say somewhat abruptly. The next day he
asked if I had the letter, and I supposed at the time that he was
under the impression that he had perhaps too abruptly declined to
hear the letter before;and that I' might feel hurt at 'his refusal; he
said he would hear it. I was particularly anxious about what I said
of the Chalco route—anxious to avoid mistakes, and I intended to
profit by any correction that he might make; I read that part of the
letter and something beyond it, but I do not remember how much,
but not the whole letter. General Scott made, I think, but one re-
mark, which, as I did not think it important or necessary to my
purpose, I did not use; and the whole letter as it stands is mine
and mine exclusively.

Question by defence. Did you then read to General Scott that
part of the letter relating to General Pillow? :

Answer. The whole relating to General Pillow was not read to
General Scott. I am not certain that any part of it was.

Question by defence. In writing the introductory letter to the

intercepted Mexican letters, and in writing this letter—both of’

which are highly laudatory of General Scott—did you consider
yourself, by publicduty or private engagements, the historiographer
of General Scott? :

Answer. I do not admit the letters and the introduction are par-
ticularly laudatory of General Scott. My object in writing the let—
ters was to do what I considered a simple act of justice. I thought
that some one having a knowledge of the matter should make an
effort to stem the tide of error, not to say falsehood, sought to be
impressed upon the public mind by the letters to which I have al-
ready referred, and not perceiving any adequate effort from any other
quarter, I thought T would try and do it myself. In writing the
introduction, my object was not to laud General Scott, but to ex-
plain so much/of the campaign as might make the intercepted let-
ters acceptable or interesting to general readers. I supposed those
letters might fall into the hands of persons who would not be fa-
miliar with the official reports, and who would be curious to know
the general facts of the campaign.

The court then adjourned until Monday morning, at 9 o’clock.

: ) Mgexico, April 3, 1848.

The court met pursuant to adjournment: present, all the ‘mem-
bers and the judge advocate. -

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

Colonel B, A. Hitchcock under cross-examination:
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General Pillow said the question last asked was not answered.
He wanted a direct answer to the question.

The witness continues his answer: I state that I do not consider
it an official duty, and L am under no private engagements to write
accounts of the operations of the American army in this valley or
in the late campaign; butT do consider it a public duty, a duty I
owe to the army, to our country, to public history, to do what I
can to prevent the misrepresentation of facts, and contribute to
the means which may be necessary to enable the proper historian
yet to be, to fulfil his duty to the world in a truthful manner.
consider myself in possession of some, I might say considerable,
information about this campaign, and I feel entirely at liberty to
publish it, and expect to exercise that liberty. If what 1 write has
not my name to it, it is not because I am unwilling to put my name
%o it as answerable for what I state, but because I do not seek or
desire to bring my name before the publie. : : A

Question by defence. Has witness been indemnified by the pros-
ecutor, or promised any indemnity, for violating the regulations of
the army in writing these letters?

Answer. I do not admit, as the question implies, that I have
violated any regulations in writing the letter in question.” I there-
fore do not consider that any indemnity could have been promised
me, and I never sought for it or have received it, and no promise
has been made of any sort in relation to it.

Question by defence. Will witness say whether, or not, General
Scott has not recommended him to the government, or some of its
officers, for a brevet, or has told him that'he would do so?

Answer. Although I consider this question as designed for no
purpose connected with the proceedings' proper, unless otherwise
ordered by the court, I shall answer it as follows: T do not know,
nor do I believe, that Major General Scott has recommended me
1o the favorable notice of the government; but I do know that he
has never spoken to me on the subject.

Question by defence. Have you not been informed that General
Scott had recommended your name to the government for a brevet?
" Answer. If that question is not already answered, when Tsay I
do not believe, &c., I answer, I have no been so informed. T re-
mark further, that I suppose the question to refer to a reéent
period, and not to the events of the Florida campaign, in relation
to which events, I have been informed, that some measures were
taken to procure a brevet for me; though the subject has not been
mentioned for a long time, and was not in my mind when I com-
menced answering this question.

Question by defence. Did you not know, when you wrote the
letter of the 23d January, 1848, that General Pillow “was then
under arrest, under charges preferred by Major General Scott, and
awaiting his trial upon the very matters which, in part, constitute
the subject matter of this letter?

" Answer. I knew that General Pillow was under arrest, and that

_some of the matters referred in the letters, were probably em-

.
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