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1847, after a ne_ﬁspap;_er.fr.om the United States, containing the

letter under the signature of ¢ Leonidas,” referred to in the first =

specification of this charge preferred against the said Pillow, had
been received in the said city, and had there become the subject of

much conversation; and after the firm of Peoples & Barnard, pub--.

published in the said city, had received a letter, d October 21,
1847, from the said Pillow, denying that he kneWl
said letter, signed * Leonidas,” or of its author, the said Pillow did

lishers or editors of the newspaper called the. D.a#merican Star,

send for Jobn H. Peoples, eSquire, one of the said ﬁrm,&o. come: to
his, . the said Pillow’s, quarters in the said city; and did there hold

with the said Peoples a long conversation, with a view.corruptly to

influence:the sgi,d_;:Eeop!'es’s_mi‘_nc_i,and,through_ that, tuture editorial
notices.in the said newspaper on the subject of the said Pillow, in

his, the said Pillow’s, favor; he, the said Pillow, did say, in that
canyersation to the said Peoples, among other things, as follows:
“I never ask any one to puff me; but I have confidence enough in
you to believe that you will do me justice. I never forget my
friends. You will recollect that T am the second in command here,

and that, if anything were tohappen to General Scott, I should be

eneral-in-chief,” or did nse words and declarations to that effect:
g, 2 ¥ ; 3

the said Pillow thereby seeking and endeavoring corruptly to excite

2. sordid and base interest in the said Peoples, through the hopes
and fears of the latter, by a prostituted use of high rank, its

powers and influences.

—

* #The court then came to the following decision in the case.

 FINDING AND OPINION OF THE COURT.
. The first charge and, its specification imputed to General Pillow

thesiolation of a certain regulation of the army, in this, that Major
" Gieneral Pillow (as alleged) did write and despatch, or cause to be

written and despatched, a certain letter with the signature of Le-
onidas for publication in the New Orleans Delta. ¥ ;
The court find that a paper purporting to give an accoun

of the battle of Contreras and Churubusco, and addressed to the

editor of the New Orleans Delta, was in_consequence of a request
from Mr. Freaner, correspondent of the Delta, drawn up by order
of (eneral Pillow, and given to Mr. Freaner, to be used as a mem-
orandum or incorporated in an aceount of those battles, for trans-
mission o and early publication in the United States, which paper,
marked No. 1 in the proceedings of the court, was not made use of
* by Mr. Freaner in drawing up an account of those baltles, nor was
it transmitted to the United States, but remained in the possession
of Mr. Freaner,

[ The court further find that an article written for the press and

signed Leonidas, apparently in the handwriting of Paymaster Burns,
and accompanied by a postscript signed by said Burns, was addressed
te. the editor of the New Orleans Delta, received by them, and

nything of the
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published in that newspaper on the 10th of September, 1847—with-
out said postsgript, and with sundry omissions and interlineations,
made by Mr. Walker one of the editors of the Delta, which article
consisted of the descriptive parts of paper No 1, with a few alter-
ations and additions. : ; . ; Y
There 1s no direct evidence showing General Pillow’s connekion
with this article; and the proof mainly relied on by the pnesecution
is the close similarity between that article and the paper No 1.
Mr.: Heistand, a' clerk at the head-quarters of General Pillow,
swears that he, by order of General Pillow, copied the paper No. 1
from what appeared to be a rough draft prepared by General Pillow
of an official report tofthe general-in-chief. It is in evidence that
General Pillow’s office was dccessible 1o the officers of his division,
and the testimony of M%jor Burns would, if received as conclusive,
completely exonerate General Pillow from all agency in or know-
ledge of the writing and publishing of the article signed Leonidas,
which is the matter of charge. !

Independently of this testimony, the court is of opinion that the

similitade approaching to identity of the paper No. 1to a great -

portion of the Leonidas letter, may have been caused by their'being
both derived from the rough draft spoken of by Mr. Heistand.

And in’ the absence of other evidence directly implicating Gen-
eral Pillow, the court is of opinion that the first charge with its
specification is not established. SBiE i

The second charge imputes to General Pillow conduct unbecon-
ing an officer and a gentleman, with eight distinct subjects of spe-
cification. Lty :

The! first specification is. founded on the same matter as the first
charge, alleging eight particulars of falsity in the Leonidas letter,
and of -course falls with the first charge. - _

The courf finds that in drawing up the specification, the prosecu-
tor has by mistake used other materials than the genuine Leonidas
letter; the heads No. 7 and 8 being apparently taken in great part
from a copy of the Leondias letter reprinted with interpolations

‘and exaggerations in the New Orleans Picayune, of the 16th of

August, 1847. ‘

The second specification of the second charge sets forth the pa-
per No, 1, as prepared or authorized by General Pillow, and
qualifies it in general terms as “false and scandalous,” but without
specifying the particulars of alleged falsity, but the evidence sub-
mitted under the first specification of the second charge is to be
considered applicable to the same statements, so {ar as they occux
n paper No. 1, the responsibility of which was admitted and as-
sumed by General Pillow. '

On carefully comparing the paper No. 1 with said particulars of
the first specification of the second charge, it appears that four of
these particulars, Nps. 1 to 4 inclusive, are contained in said No. 1,
and that the remaining four, Nos.5 to 8 inclusive, are not contained
1n it; and the attention of the court is thus called, in the first place,
to the question how far the said statements Nos. 1 tod inclusiveare
true or false. E
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i Statement No. 1 is in the following__'wox_‘ds: 65 Gen.eral P1llo_w,:
seeing five or six thousand men advancing from thes city t& r:;n;i
force the enemy, who he apprehended would f;i]_rl qpog CeL :
Cadwalader’s rear, detached from General _Pxemp s brigade : o_oéu_et
Morgan’s regiment, (which was yet within -reach-,) ;pdh_ oxt' terriexit
instdntly to the support of General Cadwalader;?? which stater

the speciication denies, averring that the order in qgestlro_n was

“given by Genéral Scott. op B e -
- The e{)urt finds that the only order to cross the..pedrlga(ljt-? thei
left of Valeneia’s entrenched camp at Padle_l_"na,rgcewed_byt o.t():g-
Morgan’s regiment, was delivered by Captain Ho.oker.,a'ssx_i;nu 2
jutant general, on duty with general Pillow;*and is of opini G" m}:ral‘
all the evidence submitted, that the order emanated from Ge o
Pillow, although General Scott, after he arrived, not llgi}ﬁwmg
order had already been given, repeated it to General Pi O'Wilether

There is much contradictory testimony on: the qu_estlgm wh t
or not General Scott had arrived before Colonel Morgan’s TBE‘{‘&E“
commenced its movement under this order, but the COUEE, COHos ;fa

1ing the impossibility of exact uniformity of recollection Ona.rstlilih-’i's

point under the circumstances of the moment, does not reg 1

fact as impeaching the good faith of any of the_wlt_nesgsf.i B

Accordingly the court is of opinion that upon this poin - Sp

cification is not substantiated. j

Statement No. 2 is in these words: “Late in the evening Generil

R z 1
Scott came upon the field, and brought with him:General S:nefldtsh:
brigade of volunteers, whom he advanced to the -supporho &
forces under General Cadwalader, but it was so late that thej's_ .
not ‘get into position until in the night;”” which statement 't e_ P
cification contradicts in each of its. fhree clauses. ) ok
The court finds that, as commonly occurs in regard to fsstate4
point under such circumstances, there is ‘much difference o sl
ment among the several witnesses examined upon the ques i
what precise moment of time General Scott arrived at the pos i
- on the hill of Zacatepec, overlooking the field of (.;anntrer-asén;c -tge
ing from 3 o’clock to 4 o’clock and 25 minutes, p. m.; e
weight of evidence would be to make it not _Iater t}.lan 4 D}?'fron;
p-m. That General Shields’s brigade, previously in marc e
San Augustin, was hurried up by order of General Scott, given

: . : T n officer
his arrival, and transmitted through Lieutenant Williams, an officel

of his staff, and seems, from the evidence, to have come up a;eh;:;
or an hour and a half after General Scott, and that the brlg}? kg
in sivouac about 8 o’clock, p. m., at a point two or thri% ?clock
yards shart of Ensalda, reported to General Smith at +'0 i 0!_?
and wasthen ordered into and tcm(:].;c‘r its position for the nightin
chard at Ensalda, and near San eromino. : il
While it appears, therefore, that the language of té]ehﬁtrsitn :hii
second clause is inaccurate, yetthe court is not-satlsﬁg Gt aeral Pil
there was any intentional misstatement on the part of Gen
ow.

' B for'e
Statement No. 3 is in’ these words: “The next morning, be

: ion of
daylight, the brigade of General Pierce advanced in executlén

' Twiggs_'previously present, proceeded to t
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‘the original order of battle, renewed the assault, &c.,”” and the spe-
cification charges that these words falsely imply that this moye-
ment was made by order of General Pillow. s e

The court finds that, in the passage quoted, General Pillow in-
tended to claim, not that the wovement of General Pierce’s command
on the morning of the 20th was made in obedience to any specific
order given by him, but in execution of an assumed original plan of
battle, conceived by him on the 19th; and ‘the court further finds
that the movement was made by order of General-Scott, and not in

execution of any order given, or plan of battle conceived by Gene-
ral Pillow. " - T it . _ :
Statement No. 4 is in these words: “Having achieved this signal
vietory, General Pill(w immediately resolved to pursue the re-
treating forces of the enemy,” and the original paper proceeds,
“and, while the troops were flughed with victory, give battle. to. a
large force still'in San Angel, which he did, and drove them before
kim,” which the specification contradicts,’ : i
The court finds tha General Pillow, after endeavoring ineffectu-
ally to cross the pedrigal, slept at San Augustin, on the night of
the 19th, by direction of General Scott, and reached Valencia’s
entrenched camp at Padierna, on the morning of the 20th, about
i i erican forces under the command of .
» and the enemy were in retreat pur-
' ) i having as-
lor officer in the place of Geperal
he head of the column
an Geronimo and San

of pursuit, which he reached between S
Angel, and nearer the latter. :
~And the court is of opinion that °th
tiated by the evidence submitted.

The court pass over the 5th, 6th, and
found in paper No. 1. :

And in regard to No. 8,
certain interpolated publication of the New Orlea
erroneously ‘charges in detail
Pillotr and a Mexican officer a
not found ‘either in the Leonid

e statement is not substan-

7th particulars, as not

although it is evidently framed on a

ns Picayune, and
a single combat between General
s occurring at Contreras, which is

2
hat point, and finds
scharge his pistol at
he shot, although it
onsequence of a mus-

rubusco, the cour
that, upon the evidence, General Pillow did di
a Mexican officer, who may have fallen by t
s€ems most probable that the officer fol] in ¢
ket shot, or shots fired by others. ‘

The third specification consists of a series of statements in which
the substantive allegation of the Prosecution seems to be that Gen-
eral Pillow, in his report of the battles of Contreras and Churu-
busco, dated August 24, 1847, had erroneously claimed that the
Plan of assault, by which Valencia’s camp, near Padierna, was at- :
tacked and carried, on the 20th, under the immediate orders of

eneral Smith, approved and co-operated in‘by General Scott, was

i
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the same which he (General Pil]bw) -hﬁd hixﬁself c.nn(;c_ived and

directed to be executed on the 19th; that he had disclaimed this
on the same 19th; and that, in subsequent. correspondence with

. General Scott, he had sought, by improper consideration, to induce |

General Scott to suffer said claim to stand in said report of Au-
gust2dth. o : ; PSS
The passages in General Pillow’s report touching this claim are
as follows: « , : - : _
1. For this purpose, I ordered General Twiggs to advance. with
‘his'finely disciplined division, and with one brigade to assault the
enemy’s works in front, and, with the other; to turn his left flank
and assail it in reverse. : . _ e i
2. During the night, Brigadier General Smith disposed the
“forces present to renew the action at da_ﬁght,_ and complete the
original order of attack, &c. . s Pt
3. Brigadier General Twiggs, next in command to myself; and
charged with the immediate execution of my order of battle, was
distinguished, &e¢. . iy S g T
‘The material passage in the correspondence is the following: *I
have not .changed my report in the last particular indicated in
your second note, as I do not see that that statement in my report
can in any possible degree-affect you, and knowing that the moye-
ment of the next morning did carry out my original erders to Gen-
eral Twiggs, and as it would place me in the awkward position of
having gone into battle without any order of Dbattle, or the forces
in position of having disregarded my orders, I ask your indulgence
in permitting my report to stand unaltered as to that statemgnt,”
‘It appears that, on the afternoon of the 19th, General Pillow
being the senior officer present at the hill of Zacatepec, in front
of the battle field of Contreras, ordered first Colonel Riley’s bk
‘gade across the pedrigal to the left of Valencia’s entrenched camp,
then General Cadwalader’s brigade to support Colonel Riley, and
then Colonel Morgan’s regiment to support General Cadwalader,

“ before the arrival of General Scott on the ground; and the move §

ment of these troops on the 19th was of great importance, in en-
abling our forces to occupy San Geronimo, to check the advance
of re-enforcements to the enemy from the city of Mexico, and to
be ina position to be employed successfully the next morning; but
it does not appear that any specific plan of batile was communl
cated by General Pillow either to Colonel Riley, General Cad:
walader, or Colonel Morgan; and although the idea of a simulf#-
neous movement on two or more points of Valencia’s camp seems
by the testimony, to have been entertained by General Pillow—a
indicated in his suggestion 1o General Twiggs—and also to have
been entertained by General Cadwalader, Colonel Riley and other
officers, on thé afternoon of the 19th, and was the patural conse
quence -of the relative position of the American and Mexmali
forces, of the nature of the ground, and of the purpose of Genera
Scott to advances from San Augustin towards San Angel, as sét
forth in his order of the 19th August, yet General Pillow at 028
time gave an order for recalling Colonel Riley, and it is 1in €¥
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dence that General Piflow expressed doubts in
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n the evening of the

; 7 ’s camp, and
not receive a definite shapé until

19th of any successful movements against Valeneia®
the combined attack thereon did J ik
undertaken by General Smith. - ; '
It further appears, from the evidence submitted g |
K 3 i % § o that th I %
cgssful assault on VaIenf:‘:a’s entrenehed camp at'P'azﬁerna- w:ssililx‘:-
mediately planned, and it was executed by General Smith who had
crossed the pedrigal on the 19th, and taken position at San Geron-
imo, on his own conception, without specific orders from any su-
perior oﬂi___ce_r whatever, and who executed the assault, after re-
porting his intentions to General Scott, the Iatter approving the
plan, and a;:loptu:rg it by ordering the movement of a part of Gen-
f;_al' P;lerée -st' ’(.}4'1%3'(1& };n‘ front, as suggested by General S'mith,
rough Captain Lee, but not being able to ‘
proval to General Sn;itl?. il .0 ERINe s aPﬁ
~ And the court is therefore of opinion that, while General Pil-
low in his report claims the merit of having on the 19th originated
a plan of battle, the same as that executed by General Smith at
?oxg;eraslofrf_ti;ie 20th, and to have given orders to the same effect.
0 Ueneral Twiges on the 19th, this claim i ined.
evidence submitted. * : e el the
The court, also, while it is dis d ive : i
~The c, : posed to give General Pill '
benefit of the erroneous impression under which he appg':-s“:g-
have labored, that the operations -conducted by General' Smith on
the 20th, were in completion of a plan of his (General Pillow’s)
conceived on the 19th, yet condemns the arguments presented to
General Scott by General Pillow in the letter quoted. e
The fourth specification of the second charge alleges that Gen-
era! Pillow had, subsequently to the battle of Moling del Rey, de-
qlared in the presence of certain officers of the American ariuyPthh.t
General Scott seemed stunned or paralyzed by what he (General
P.) called the disaster of that occasion, and that General Scott
:wguld not h_avi} indertéken the assault on Chapultepec, but for the
Interposition of him, (General P.,) and proceeds to tive th
]m-:l%UtEd dec]aration;. . p RS ke
he court does not fmd, by the evidence before it. i} ;
! tdo : it, that Ge; .-
Pillow ever said that but for his interposition Genéral Scott ;I:;i;]adl
?gt hénre nndgétaken- to carry the castle of Chapultepec, and there-
fe does not deem it necessary to go into the neoatj s
th‘; Specification on this point. 5% el e
t appears that some time after the occupation of th it o
L - el e c t
.P.X'KCO_by the American forces, Gensral Pillow did expre;sytl‘l)g
;memn that ‘General Scott had for the moment seemed to be para-
)’z‘efl by the affair of Molino del Rey; and the court think this
gplmon was an erroneous one; but they are not satisfied that this
declaration, under the circumstances proved, was made with anv
1m,}13';10-per motive or purpose. ; !
e fifth specification charges that General Pillow fals .'
. T ) ely stated
m _hlS qﬁic;al report of the 18th of September, 1847, that, Jtho?;geh
Wounded in the attack on the castle of Chapultepec, ‘“he never-
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ihéléss caused himself to be borne along with®the continued attaek

or assault upon the castle.?”

‘The court does not find that any statement in
is.contained in said report. =

i

‘The report says: ‘“After being woun&ed, I caused some of my

soldiers to carry me forward to the top of the hillywhere I had the
proud satisfaction of witnessing the consummation of this glorious
victory, and saw the stars and stripes raised aloft upon its formida-
ble work.” : v

‘And it fully 'a-:ppears' by the evidence that; after be'iin-g.- IWOI.II](]B(I_ZL..

-at the foot of the hill, General Pillow did cause himself to be car-
ried to the top of the hill, and into the castle, which he entered

between fifteen and thirty minutes after the storming party, and in

season, as stated in his report, to witness the hoisting of the na-
tional flag on Chapultepec. i o

And the court is of opinion that the specification is not sustained
by the evidence. i S

Specification 6th gets forth in substance that General Pillow had,
in a certain letter to the Secretary of War opposed General Scott’s

views inregard to the armistice concluded the 23d of August, 1847,
-and charges this to be untrue, and that on,the morning of the 224
of August said Pillow was in favor of the armistice, and insidiously

sent- in a letter of objection, not until the next day, and after ifs

conclusion. o

‘1t does not appear that General Pillow was at any time in favor
of the conclusion of an armistice, unless accompanied by the condi-
tion.of the previous surrender of Chapultepec, and it does appeat
that his objection was communicated to General Scott orally,
through General Worth, on the morning of the 22d, and before the
negotiation of the armistice; and it further appears that the letter
in question, though misdated the 23, was actually written on the
22d, and conveyed to the quarters of General Scott, and delivered
toone of his staff by General Pierce on the 22d; and before the

negociation of the armistice, though it may possibly not have been
read on that day by General Scott. :

And the ceurt is of opinion that the evidence subwitted does

not sustain the specification.

The seventh specification is founded on a certain alleged conver-

sation between General Pillow and Mr. Freaner, the correspondent.
of the Delta, in the presence of General Pierce, in which conver

sation, General Pillow expressed an interest for that paper, and |

an intention' to endeavor to increase its eirculation and influence.
And the eighth specification is founded on a certain alleged con-
- versation with Mr. Peoples, publisher of the American Star, which
conversation appears to have occurred in substance as set forth in
the specification. ' ;

But the court is not satisfied that either of the conversations'

proved had an improper object.

On reviewing the whole case, it will be seen that the points on
which the conduct of General Pillow had been disapproved by the
<ourt are, his claiming, in certain passdges of the paper No. 1,and

these precise terms

_ By order of the President:

, i o i

in his official report of the battles of Contreras and Churubusco, a
larger degree of participation in the merit of the movements ap-
pertaining to the battle of Contreras, than is substantiated by the
evidence, or he is entitled to; and also the Janguage above guoted,
in which that claim is referred to in a letter to General Scott.

But. as the movements actually ordered by General Pillow at
Contreras on the 19th were emphatically approved by General

‘Scoit at the time, and as the conduct of General Pillow, in the

brilliant series of military operations carried on to such friumphant-
issue by General Scott in the valley of Mexico, appears by the

several official ‘reports of the latter, and otherwise, to have been

highly meritorious,—from these and other considerations, the court
is of opinion that no further proceedings against General Pillow in

the case are called for by the interest of the public service.

N. TOWSON, ¢
Brevet Brig. Gen., President.

S. C. RipgELy, ‘_ & e
. Capt. 4th artillery, judge and recorder.

-~ WaR DEPARTMENT,
Washington, July 7, 1848,

The President has examined the record of proceedings of the
court of inguiry, of which Brevet Brigadier General Nathan Towson
is president, in the matter of certain chargesand specifications pre-
ferred” by Major General Winfield Scott against Major General
Gideon J. Pillow, both of the United States army, which court
convened at the city of Mexico, on the 16th day of- March, 1848,
and reported its proceedings to the Secretary of War, at Washing=
ton, on' the 1st day of July,1848. The court expresses the opinion:
that “no further proceedings against General Pillow in the case
are called for by the interest of the public service.” :

It appears from the evidence, as set forth® in the record. of the
court,as well as by the official reports of the general-in-chief com-
manding the army, that the military conduct and ‘services of Major
General Pillow, in the war with Mexico, have been gallant and
“highly meritorious.” - ; j ;

The President finding, on a careful review of the whole evi-
dence, that there is nothing established to sustain the charge of ¢a
violation of a general regulation or standing order for the army’?

- —nothing. in the conduct of General Pillow, nor in his corres=

pondence with the general-in-chief of the army, “unbecoming an
officer and a gentlen®in,” concurs with the court in their coneclu-
sion that “no further proceedings against General Pillow in the.
case are called for by the interest of the public service,’? and he
accordingly directs that no further proceedings be had in the case.

W. L. MARCY,
Secretary of War.
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