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out to him. There was a great deal of conversation on. the hill
about the reinforcements, =" ' | 5 el R T
: Qu_e_s_lwn by def_}'epce:. Were those reinforcements seen, and known
to bhe.aa'yarl;.cmgb,. before General Scotf reached the mound?
, Answer. T think so; “yes, they had been: seen before General
Scott reached the mound ST : j i '
Question by defence. How happened witness to be upon the
mound when this conyersation oceurred?: .. )
_Answer. T had heen ordered, in the morning,.to report, with a
cemmand of dragoons, about thiee companies, to General Pillow:
I'had been ordered to report, with my -own company at first, and

then two''others ' wete ordered to'report to me on the field. I was

qr_d_e_’fg.d by Ger_l_gral Pillow to remain until the other troops had ad-
vanced, and then take upmy position at the foot of the hill, As soon
as'the infantry had moved off, I took the position designated by
General Pillow. Heé then ordered e to send.some one to find a
road across the pedrigal.” T did so, andit was'discovered that there
was no practicable route ‘across the “pedrigal for dragoons. I at
that time dismounted my command, and walked up on thé hill, so
as to see the battle, 7 0l e : 2 il kg

‘-‘:"1-.‘;0-,;@“_.3 adjourned unil to-morrow morning at: 9 o’clock. !

o o , 1ot el Fnﬁnﬁmcx; Juln.eil3, 1848.
‘Courtmet: ‘present, all ‘the ‘membsrs,” 2nd the judge advocate

and'recorder:. ' ‘5 1o b e " Pl
""’Majﬁf General Scott in attendance. )

\'MaJ_or :Gr(:an,exfal Pillow before the court.

+General Pillow made the following-motion:

Mr President and gentlemen of the court:

. Having procured the original -record .of the howilzer case, to-

gﬁt‘l}‘er:ﬁv:th__ the .opinions.of the goyernment, contained  in igeneral
0_:{‘55!&;,8_,_.; revising the case, the defendant asks. leave of the court
to file ‘the same as proof in this case. . This record is, in any and
every point -of view, competent proof in :this ‘case, inasmuch| as
1t was for the appeal of the defendant.from.the decisionof. the
general-in-chief, in this case, that the defendant was arrested.  If,
howeyer, there was any doubt upon this subject, the prosecutor
h__l%se_l_f haying, on the day before yesterday, expressed a wish to
have this record filed as proof in  this case, it stands now as an
agreed’ case, between the prosecutor-and the defendant, to admit

the.proof.. 3,5, ..
: Respectfully submitted: '

: | ;o 200+ GIDEON J.; PILLOW,
- Major General, United States Army.

The papers were admitted, marked V.
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Captain Ker under examination:

Question by defence, Did the wiiness hear General Scott ask
General Pillow why he had not advanced Captain Kexr’s command
of dragoons; if so, what was the reply? :
" WAnswer. 1 did hear ' eneral Scott ask General Pillow why he
had not advanced those dragoons; General Pillow replied that the
road was impracticable. -

Question by defence. Had the witness, in. person, or -had he
caused an officer of his command, under orders from General Pil-
low, to reconnoitre the ground upon the side of the pedrigal occu-
pied by the dragoons, for some practicable route for dragoons te
cross, and could find none; and was that fact made known to Gen-
eral Scott or not? ' ; & )

Answer, Yes. T asked General Pillow to advance my command,
and he ordered me to send an officer to find a practicable route; when
General Scott came upon the field he asked why the dragoons were
not sent forward, and was told by General Pillow that there was:
no . practicable 1oute. He also sent an officer to reconnoitre, and
see if he could find a road. I don’t recollect now whether it was
an officer. of his staff or one of the dragoon officers, who returned
and made the same report. 5 P H D

Question by defence. Has witness a knowledge of the fact that
General Pillow once or twice sent a staff officer with ordersito
General Twiggs, and ‘that officer. returned and reported that he
could not find General Twiggs? : _ '

Answer. Yes. I think Captain Hooker, of General Pillow’s staff;
was ordered to the front to communicate with General Twiggs, I
think he was ordered to ask why General Twiggs had not assaulted
the work in front. The staff officer returned and reported that he
had searched the field but could not find General Twiggs; that he

-had found ‘the second in command, General Persifor F. Smith; he

said that the reason which General Smith gave why the work had
not been assaulted was the same that prevented the cavalry from

. assaulting his command, namely, the intervening ravine.

Question by defence. Witness will reflect a® moment, and say
whether it was Captain Hooker or Lieutenant Ripley who was
charged with the orders to General Twiggs. ; 5

Answer, I think Captain Hooker, though I may be mistaken.

Question by defence. Did witness leave Mexico, under written

permission from General Scott? : :
Answer. Yes; I was ordered to ?ew Orleans, and to report:to

the adjutant general by General Scott. ) 4

" Question by prosecution. Has, or not, the credibility of the wit-

ness before some former court martial, or court of inguiry, been di-.

l‘eCt]by impeached by the evidence of one or more brother officers,
specially called to impeach the witness’s credibility? il e
Question. I have no objection to answer the question,but I think

it is done to insult me. I answer no, never. It has never been at--

tempted, and I defy General Scott, or any one else, to show a par-
ticle of evidence to impeach my testimony. :

S TR RV UETT ST B S

T R BRTENA N TS




[65] 998

Major General Winfield Scott recalled for defence. $ %74

‘Question by defénce. The prosecutor is furthes cross-examined,’

and 'is' asked, if General Pillow did not, on the night of the 7th
September last, late at night, visit his quarters at Tacubaya, and
inform ‘the prosecutor that he {General Pi}]ow) had information
that the machinery for cuttingand boring cannon was removed from
the foundry on the 21st of August? b

Answer.” We had at head-quarters contradictory information in
respect to the cannon foundry near to Chapultepec, and within long
reach’ of its guns.' 1'do not remember to have received that infor-
mation that the question calls for, from General Pillow, and much
less at'the ‘precise, time mentioned. But between the 4th and 7th
of September, at 12 o’clock at night, through some sources, possi-
blyy ndy’ probably, General Pillow one of them, information was
received to the effect intimated in the question. :

On the other hand, within the same period, on a Sunday night, the
Sth or 6th of September, I had information from twopersonsthat came
to/ me from ‘the city, representing that many bells 'had been dis-
mounted from' the steeples of churches, within the two or three
days “then’ last past, and “many others who had approached the
foundry could hear, as they supposed, the operations of the foundry
i boring cannon. | 7 \

THere weré two opinions upon the subject, and my own was op-
posite'to’that of Major General Pillow, :

Question by defence. Cannot the witnéss recollect that General
Pilloy gave witness, on the night of the 7th, the first. information
he had received, that' that machinery was run by water-power,
which ‘could be easily turned off, and the machinery thus rendered
powerless ? ' ; : : e
“‘Answer. The suggestions respecting the water-power, and prac-
ticability of "cutting off ‘the water, came to me through several
sources, and 'very probably through Major General Pillow .also.
Biit'it'was ‘supposed at head-quarters, finally, that there were fin-

ished guns, or ‘guns nearly finished, which had not yet been car-'

ried to the ‘city. . ,

‘Question by defence.” "Does the withess know, or ‘has he infor-
mation upon which he relies, that the boring machinery was not
found in the foundry when that work was penetrated, and .after the
}&mggit;an army entered ‘the city ‘that this'machinery was there
ound? iy
' AnSwer. The machinery Had, no doubt, beer carried into the city
. of Mexico, priof to the carrying of the foundry on'the motning of

the'8th, and T bécame perfectly satisfied, on the 8tH of September,
that 'the information that I had received about ‘the transportation
of "the ‘bells, ‘from ‘the ‘¢ity to the foundry, was inaceurats. . The
mdaclhmery was subsequently found in the city and not in-the cit-
adel.’ * A '

"Question ‘by defence.  The witness will state ’whe.ther, or not
Genleral Pillow, on the night of the 19th August last, when he re-
ported to him at San Augustin, advised you to.withdraw the troops
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from the ‘village 'of Ensalda, or”from!any position ‘of the field of
battle‘of ‘Contrerds.” * alants bRl : ek
“Answer. He'did not. ‘He'did'not $&y a' word upon the subject,
to the best of my knowledge and belief, on either side of that
question. i TOAEE S A
* Question by defence. 'Does the withess know the fact that Gen-
exal Pillow did not visit” his Head-quartersat Tacubaya, after he

‘seized ‘Piedad, on' the morning ‘of the'9th of September, nntil late

at night on the 11th ‘September, when he moved his command to
that ‘place; in obedience to the orders’ df witness, preparatory ‘to
the assault upon Chapultepec? aadl &

“Answer.” Aftef hiving'had the benefit'of much reflection on thesub-
ject of ‘that question, T have been'long pursuaded that Major Gen-
eral Pillow was with me ‘at my quarters at Tacubaya, in the after~
noon' of the 7Tth of September, again, dnce or twice, on the 8th,

‘and ot again‘until the evening of the '11th!

Question by’ defence. ' Did witness not instrict General Pi}:]o_'\ir',
on his visit to Piedad, on the 9th September; to be constantly with
his command, saying, that, as his position was in the ,advance. of

.the American forces, directly in front.of the enemy’s main forces,

and in close jaxtaposition thereto, that he wanted General Pillow
to’be ‘constantly with his'command. "That he would be careful not
to engage or provoke aleonflict 'with the enemy; but, if he was at-
tacked, to maintain his ‘position at ‘41l hazards, and, to do so,’the
commands ‘of ' Génerals Twiggs and 'Quitman were subject to my
orders F50 DAk , : ; ;
Answer. ' Substantially, T' ¢an answer the whole question in the af-!
firmative, one slight modification not material} to wit: ‘That he wasto
call for Major General’ Quitinan’s and Brig! General Twiggs’s divi-,
sions; in" the first instance] without réference ‘to me,'to saye time,
accordingl to ‘the pressure of citcumstances, reporting’ to me, of
course, any order that he might fild it necessary to send to the di-

visions of Quitman and’ Twiggs.

“Question by defence. In ‘the §fficial report'of withess of ‘the 19th’

" August/is found the following passage, viz: <0 Tt was already dark,

and' the ¢old rain had begun'to fall in torrents'upon our unsheltered
troops, for ‘the" hamlet; though'a strong defensive peosition, can’
hold only the wounded e and, unfortunately, the riew regiments
have little or nothing to eat in their haversacks. ‘Wet, hungry,
and'without the possibility ‘of sleep, all our galldnticorps, I learn,
are full of ‘confidence; and only wait for the last hour of darkness’
to gain the position’whénce to 'storm and’ carry the enemy’s works.”
Has, ‘the witness any yeason now to doubt''the correctness of this
statement ‘in his official report? ! EWIEE A

Answet. That report upon its face shows, and that'is the'truth,
that it was commenced on the night of thie 19th, ‘and also shows
thatit was' concluded; nay, mainly written, subsequently.”" I have

Do reason to ‘doubt ‘the accuraey of ‘the pait’ quoted, except, per-

haps, that the new troops were not qiite so universally destitute of
food “as I had supposed;and also that"many individuals found the
Ieans of sleeping a little, notwithstanding {he ‘rain and ‘cold dnd
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want of shelter, as I was happy subsequently: to learn. I had is-
sued a very special order, which was also a standing  order, that
morning, for two days’ rations cooked ito be, taken by the men in
their haversacks. : sl ‘

'Question by defence. Had General Pillow, under the orders of

witness, moved, early in the morning of /the J9th August; towards .

the battle field of Contreras, with; special instructions for his

guidance in his duties in every contingency which was. likely. to,

arise; and had he, from having been on that field early in the day,
enjoyed better opportunities than any other general officer to re-
connoitre the enemy’s positions and the field of operations. _

Answer. I can answer the question, generally, yes; and hence,
on my joining him, near. the enemy, at a later hour of the day, the

many inquiries I made of him in respect to the position of our own.

troops, and those of the enemy. I did not see any other general
officer on the'field than General Pillow, . except General Shields,
late in the afternoon, who received his instructions from ‘me.

“ Liedtenant Colonel Talcott, chief of ordn-ahﬂe;.'for't-h-g prosecu-
tion, duly sworn: : ) ; b : -

' Question by prosecution.  The witness _W_ill..pleése look  at the'

printed letter now handed.to him, and say what he knows of the
same, and the way in which it found its way into the press.?
Answer. That letter I received from Captain Huger; it was pub:
lished without my jkn_o'wledge or consent;.nor did I know of. its
publication till some weeks afterwards. 1 had no agency in its
publication ard have only hearsay, remarks to guide me in suppos-
ing how it found its way into the papers. | |, > ;
Question by prosecution. If the witness did not himself cause the

letter to be published, did he place it on. file in the ordnance. de-
Was it purloined

Partment, or what did he do with the letter?
from his office? 4

Answer. The original I sentto the wife of the writer; who desired

to hear from her husband; a copy was sent to a northern arsenal—

as 1t contained a sentence, not published, in relation to gun car:
riages made at that arsenal.
putlished by the lady or Major. Baker, the commander of the arse-
nal. ‘T sent all the original letters from her husband, of which I
received many, to her and kept copies. i ;

_ Question by prosecution. To, what northern arsenal did the  witr
ness send the:letter, and who was the commander of .that: arsenal?

<Answer. Watervliet arsenal. = Major Baker commands it.

Question by prosecution. As far as the witness has any reason to!

know, was the publication of the letter made from the original or

the copy transmitted to Major Baker? ot
Answer. From the copy, undoubtedly. : /
Question by prosecution. Did the writer of the letter (Captain

Huger) request the witness to publish or transmit the letterin

question to Major Baker, or was the transmission of the copy the

act. of the witness himself, as chief of the ordnance, and for the be-

nefit of the public service.

* junior of the'three. “T do not cogsider a

The, Ietter, L am satisfied, was ' not;
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' Answer, The captain made 1o request on the subject and had no
knowledge of it; asbefore ‘stated, it contained a sentence in. rela-
tion to the gun carriages made at ‘that'post, and it wag therefore
sent for the benefit of the service. ; i, ' LAt
Question by prosecution. ‘Are not both the witness and Major
Baker the superior officers of Captain Huger and all of the same
corps? Further,'is thete any rile in’ the army generally, or in the
ordnance department; particalarly, which ‘makes a’ junior officer
responsible for the @etsof his superior? e Dbilas Ehi
Answer. Yes, we are of the same’ corps—Captain’ Huger'is ‘the
Junior responsible for the

’

acts ‘of'a senior; I know of no'such rule. _
Question by prosecution. * Does the Witnéss rememiber the news-
paper in which ke first saw theletter in question; if so, what news-
paper was'it? o0l S T st <
Answer, I cannot recollect; I think it was the Albany ‘Atlag or
Evening Journal—it was an Albany paper, at all events.” * "~ *
"Question by defence. Does ‘the 292 paragraph of ‘army regula-
tions apply to the whole army, your corps, as well as otherd, and
to the lineof the army- generally.’ j i N
Answer. T presume’it does:' i ; :
Question by defence.” When 'the officers of your' corps “‘dfre in the
field, on'duty with the army in'active operations, is there any prin-
cipal or usage of thetservice would authorize official reports to be
sent direct to” you, as'a chief ‘of bureau; or'should they be made
as the report of other staff officers, to the commanding general, a"n':é-
come through him to the war department, and thence filed in your
office? S : ? : 2 L :
Answer. ‘The officers of 6rdiiance ‘are required t6 make ‘spacial
reports directly to me, of all such matters as pertéin‘:efcIuSi’:‘?e]'y to
ordnance—such as the good or bad quality “of"arms and ordnance
stores. * They are also required by regulations t6 ‘make the usual
monthly reports; likewise to keep me informed of the state of the

- supplies furnished by the ordnance’ department. ‘They malke their

reports of their operdtions'in the field to the general in ‘command.
They are his officers and ‘not mine, when in the field,” 1 :

Question by defence.’ Witness will ‘state if ‘that letter referred to
was an official‘report, signed officially or addressed officially, or was
it a private letter, addressed to you as'a friend of the writer, and
signed unoffi¢ially. 'Tf the letter had heen official, would you have
sent it'off to the wife of the writer, or‘wounld You have filed it in
your bureau? :

Answer. Tt was'a private confidential letter, intended to'give me
information which I could not otheFwise obtain. It was not placed
on the files of the office; not being' official, L i

Question by prosecution. 'Was or ‘not the letter in question, in
some degree, a substitute ‘for the regular official report that might
be due'to the ‘chief of 'the ordnance ‘department, and did not the
letter contain many facts of official imporfance to the department,
besides the portion the witness has specified in respect to timber
or gun carriages?
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. ; ‘ 1 £ the letterjindicates; I
Answer. It was so, as the first part of the letter ;
fnear? 1t was a su_bstitflﬁgr,fag the regular report; 1 ha_"e.-,al-FB*{!i)f.»Sﬁ}d
that it gave ne information that I could not,otherwise obtatg._, that
is, by the regular reports. sivissai to tharisd ads 10 9o

' Mdjor Wiy Tarnbull, t6pographical enginiger, duly sworn.”
‘Question, by prosecution.; The ‘witn: ill; please look at. the
‘Question by prosecution.. The witness will, plea ki
"ri%;.led féttqryngw shown, him. _Say af he.-._klgo.vgs, ,u_n‘del;z what cir-

EﬁiﬁStandés that letter found its way to the public press? og
Answer. This letter was written by me; and.to.Colonel A’ ert; to

the best of my recollection.” I do.not know, except from the infor:

mation given me by my colonel, Row it came into the public press,

articularly how it came:to be published. .. .
H%ﬁ:ﬁtﬁ: %:’_j.'defencg Was the letter referred; to, and, written, by
you, a private letter, signed unofficially, and addressed unofficially

3 3

: lonel Abert? . 301 yamllgoen rodnan L | !
mfr?sgg?‘. The letter was, I think; sicned officially, and;contained
extracts from my journal, which.I am required to, give monthly by
he regulations: ; ] ¢ Vaissalodw® add o) e
th:agigs;gibhlby defence.” Will witness say, if the regulation. of which
he speaks, as requiring ‘of him to make;reports, requires that he
shall repo,rt-the movements and operations of .the army generally
throughout the campaign, giving an accountiof: the different bat
tles with minuteness, the forces engaged; &c,,. &y &c.; or.daes it
.;gqﬁirE'hi[ﬁ'to report matters pertaining to the duties of your o
“"Answer. In making a report, of the duties. of my jov Sy
m'ﬁé’lclsr?ré%essarily give the operations of the whole army; T must
keep up the narrative of events, and show how: the dutIe_s‘of;my

corps were connected with them. B

W

Question by defence. Witness will, examine this letter, written

“himse ; ' ; i i ndrsee if it s
by himself, (and thought to haye signed, officially,) an if it
?ny t'tl:::li?grﬁi gf o&icialgrepp'_rts from. hig COEPS,-&I-I(].. .whetheq-_a_t,_;dggs_
not.contain much information not properly pertaining to the duties

of the topographical corps.  Is it notia report of the movements '

of the army from the time of its leaving Puebla?l |

' inly i j ents. of, the
wer. It certainly is;a Journal of the ;moyemen Lt
ﬁr!ﬁ;'lsfrdm the time of its leaving Puebla, . '{‘_he regulations .do not
imit me in the subject-matter of my Journal. [ ativitg 4
]ma?xergt'eioln by defetice. ‘Witness is asked again to__s:tat,.en_‘.thas letter
is'in the form of official reports from his corps to the chief of that
COE’;s.wer. I do not know jof any regular form for such,official
* reports. It is an extract from my journal. r woiarbl
r:elégul::tion by defence. Does witness’s journal coustitute his offi
cial reports to the chiefs of his corps, or does h_e.make{zou_t his
official report, with some regard to form) from h_as_‘]our__nal.
Answer, My journal is always referred; to in making ont mt}s’
official reports. " The regulations requiring, monthly, the repor _
and extracts from the journal. \ i s e

- of'Captain Kerr, 'in the 2d dragoony
.also'in the opinion of the witness?

“also in the opinion of the witness., Th
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e
Question by defence. Can the letter be produced;. if. so,
'f)_'rédliéqi'it‘! SRV s s T o :
. Answer. The letter is on file in the bureau,
it with me. . 8 i od } X
Question by prosecutio®. Did the witness request the chief of
his corps to publish the original. letter in question; or did the wit-
ness transmit any copy of that letter to Colonel Abert, his chief,
or'to anybody else? ) 8 .
Answer. I answer no, to the whole question.
Colonel W. 8. Harney,
SWOrn. ; : : : . : :
Questicn by prosecution. HQW_long has witness been-.acq-uai_nted
with Captain Kerr, of the 2d dragoons?, In what official connexion
has the witness and said Kerr stood to each other? . Uy e
‘Answer. T have known him since 1836, and since. 1836 in the
; oy A e A T AL
Same-regiment with him." “He has been ‘under my command more
than a year. ' b i 0 o
Question by prosecution. What has

please

I have no co-pyl;._a;'

2d dre__xgoon-s,.f'or .pro:se_cut_ion, .;dufy '

been the general Teputation
, for truth and ‘veracity, and

General Pillow objected, as follows:
The defence objects to
the present witness. : :
The witness must state that he knows the
the witness, Kerr, for'truth. If he says he'does know that repu-
tation, he ' may then ‘be asked if, from that reputation, he would
give him credit upon his oath. But the witness must first state
that 'he know$ the general reputation of the said Kerr, "before he
can speak-at all.’ ‘The present objection goes to the competency
of the Witness’s testimony, until "he ‘first states that he knows the
character of the witness sought to be impéached. '
Respectfully submitted: '
- GIDEON J. PILLOW,
Major General, United States Army.

the form of the question propoinded to

general reputation of

General Scott’s reply:

M) President und gentlemen of the court:

.. The question propounded. does ask what .is. ithe generallreputa-f
tion of Captain Kerr for truth and veraeity in his regiment, and

e testimony now Sought for,

g0es to the credibility of Captain Kerr, and not, to his competéncy,

3s the defence supposes. . : -
.| A3 to limiting the inquiry to the shape the defendant
Viz: ‘would the witness believe Capt
Plosecutor deems. it to be novel. and
this sort; certainly but few courts, or juries, if - any, would be.
clined to credit an individual under oath, who was

ut little or no regard to truth out of court,

_ Jproposes,
ain . Kerr under oat)?. the

unprecedented. in a casé of
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2¢The testimony now sought by the question just put on the

record, will, according to its character, impeaeh the credibllitv. of
Captain Kerr, either entirely, or it may be in part only—to ghat
extent cannot be known until the present witness shall have been
heard. SEEE ; - .8

' ly submitted: '~ o dree)
ety OIS W INFIELD 'SCOTT:

In court, June 13, 1848. ; A ReNE MU Ree
The court decided that the ql_lestio_q should :b_e put, gividgd._,.
To the first brlalnch of ‘the quést’iop'thg'witness answers: ;<

The general reputation of Captain Kerr for truth and veraeity
in the second dragoons, is not good.. 4L - Ay aiad

To the second branch of the question the witness says:

And my own opinion'is the same.

'Question by defence, In a matter in ‘which Captain. Kerr had no
pérébnal interest, would you believe him under oath? o :
swer. Yes. : q . 0

3ﬁestibh=by prosecution. In a matter where the interests, resent

ments, or prejudices of Captain Kerr might be concerned, would

the witness believe the said Kerr un_d_er oath?. W e
Answer. Not implicitly. ‘T would have very little confidenee in

his testimony. i o .
Brevet Lieutenant Colonel J. Dunecan, recalled: ;

Question by defence. Is the witness acquainted. with the general -

character of Captain Kerr for veracity; if so, would he beliewe
im upon his oath? { . ; ih
hm_&i:]sgwer. I have known Captain Kerr since the augumn of 183,
or in the early part of 1836. I have never known his character for
véfa.dity,l or as a man of honor, to be impeached or attempted fo
be impeached, and I'would believe him on his oath under.all cir-
tances. P s i _
cuaiestion by prosecution.; The witness says he has known Cap-
in Kerr since 1835. . |
:zgl'e"corps, or much together, though in different corps? How
: many week, months, or years, have they been continuously together
duty or otherwise? : : ;
0'nAn“sger. T do not belong to the same corps with Captain Kerr.
I served with him, when I first knew him, whilst he remained in
Florida; the'exact length of time I cannot say, part of the time
nnder General ‘Gaines, part under General Scott. T° Ly
served with him since the army went 'to Corpus ChnsFI, when I
has been with the army; he has been absent temporarily once o:
twice. I have been in the same column with !n—m._ I have_ }!ti‘
been in centact with him, though I have seen him constantly al-
mc&%estion by prosecution. In the thirteen "years, or thei-eabout-sé
since the witness first became "acquainted with Captain Kerr, hal:e
not the parties been widely separated from each other, much t

_greater part of the time? .

Have the .parties served together in the'

T "have also.
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Answer. We have. T havé deen him, however; we have met
several times in social intercourse. . 7 - ;

- The court adjourned until to-morrow morning,

5\

at nine o’clock,.

e : iy F.I;EDERICK,'JM?%E_ 14, 1848,
‘The court met. pursuant t6 adjournment. Present: All the mem-
bers.and the judge advocate and recorder. 298 9
Major General Scott in atterddance. _
- ‘Major"General Pillow béfore the court, '
Lieutenant Colonel Dunean; under examinations -
. Question by prosecution. In what particular capacity or ‘charac-

ter has'the witness accompanied this court from Mexico?

Answer." As adviser or counsel of General Pillow. .

Question by prosecution. Did the witness volunteer his testi-
mony, yesterday, in support of the character of Captain; Kerr; or
was witness first asked by the defence what he knew of the char-
acter of the said Kerr? _ : !

Answer. I volunteered it, believing myself competent’ to judge
of Captain Keri’s charactef for veracity, and in justice’to hisrépu-
tation .as 2 man of honor, which was'being assailed.

Question by prosecution. 'The witness has said that he has
known' Captain Kerr since some time in 1835 oy 1836; the wit-
ness will again’endeavor to compiite the number of weeks or months
within'that time that he has been within social reach of Captain
Kerr. o3 )

Answer. T think I was' with Captain’ Kérr about' two mdnths
when T first knew him, frequently since that period, and previously
to the army going to Corpus Christi; the exact tine I have passed
with him on those occasions'I cannot state; it is impossible; since
the army went to ‘Corpus Christi, which must be now nearly three
years, and will be' three years next September since T arrived at
that place, I have served in the' same column with Captain Kerr,
with the exception of a few months, during which he was absent;.
during this time I have seen as much, or more, of Captain Kerr as
officers usually see of one another serving in the field: ;

Question by prosecution. In the last 675 weeks has the witness

had 2 social intercourse with' Captain Kerr during any 70, 50, 30,
Of even 15 weeks? ;

. Answer. T should think T had; I cannot say positively, ‘as if'is
lmpossible for me to ‘compute the exact time. 1 will state that oir

‘duties have thrown us immediately togétherin the adjoining camps,

and, on one occasion, for six months consecutively; it was an '{dle
time, and " the ‘camp was ‘compact, and the officers of it saw one
another' nearly every ‘day; this ‘was at Corpus Christi; it is'im-
Possible for ‘me to calculate the amount of social intercourse of an
hour one day, half ‘an hour ‘another, and fen minutes another, and
this running through twelve years; I cannot estimate' it accuratély.
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