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‘ no new light; he did receive none. If so, why does he not, in
justification of himself, show what it was? If his letters be true,
his charge is false. If his letters be false, then he subjects himself
the very charge which he makes against me, viz: that he bore false
testimony in my favor, and offered high praise of me, to induce
me, ‘“through considerations purely selfish, dishonest, and -per-

sonal” to the said Scott and Pillow, to make a false report in his -

favor. There is no escaping from this position. He may take
his choice of positions. '

In either, it must be seen that he is overwhelmed by the power
of truth. If anything could give additional force to the view here
taken, it would be found in the fact that my original reports are
proven to have been true. In support of this position, T refer the
court to the proof of the six witnesses, establishing the orders to
Morgan’s regiment, to the testimony of General Shields and Lieu-
tenant Davis, as to the movements, turning the works of San An-
tonio, and to that of Lieutenant Ripley as to the orders for my
own cominand to advance upon the capital after the fall of Cha-
pultepec. I had, by the alterations in my official reports, conceded
the orders in these three important points to General Scott. The
effect of these alterations was to state that he was upon the battle-
field of Contreras, giving orders and making disposition, when in
point of fact he was in San Augustin, three miles off; that he was
present at San Angel directing the movements of the army in turn-
ing San Antonio, while he was three miles in the rear, and giving
me no orders; that he was at Chapultepec and gave orders for the
advance of my command, when' in point of fact he was upon the
top of a house in Tacubaya, a mile and a half from my position.
All these changes he desired me to make as affecting himself, and
I did make them; but because I accompanied the alterations with

an official letter, in the nature of a protest, (which I tried to make .

as delicately and as little offensive as I could,) he takes exception,
and says in reply, that ¢ since I have made the alterations more to
oblige him than from any conviction of error in the reports, he would
send the whole correspondence to the Secretary of War.”? It can-
not escape observation, from the reply, that this profest was the
real cause of his offence.. He does not say one word in his reply,
as the court'will perceive by an examination of his letter dated 4th
October, about my effort (now charged) to get him to sanction my
pretended false claim to the order of battle, but places his reply
on the ground apparent in the above extract. Thus it is made to
appear that, if I had made the alterations. he desired, and not ac-
companied them with my official protest, he would have been per-
fectly satisfied, and would never have seen the effort to corrupt him,
whieh constitutes so'conspicuous a place in this specification. It
is'therefore manifest that this unjust imputation upon my konor is
¢ 3 deliberate invention and after thought”’ of his; which must re-
coil upon him with a force proportioned to the malignity of his
assault upon my honor.

To regard to the fourth spebiﬁcation of this charge, I have said;

I thought General Scott was so shocked by the unexpected lossof
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the 8th of September, at Molino del Rey, that his energies seemed °
paralyzed. In the following statement of facts, which are in proof.
it will be seen that I was justified, as I think, in this opinion. On’
the night of the 7th September, at 10 o’clock, I left my quarters
and went the distance of two miles to Tacubaya, to inform him
that I had information—in which I placed full reliance, that the
machinery for casting and boring cannon was removed from' the
foundry, on the 21st August, to' the city of Mexico, and that at .
that time there were no operations going on in the building, which
he had ordered to be attacked next morning. T further informed
him that the water power by which the machinery was worked,
could be cut off by ten minutes’ labor, and I told him the position
(which I had seen) at which it could be done.

This information I felt it my duty to give, as I had understood
from him that his object in the movement was to:destroy the ma-
chinery, &c. In reply, he said if the machinery was there, he
would destroy it,’and if it was not there, he would know it, and
that he would not lose more than twenty men. The movement
wasmade. “Atthe cost of upwards of 700 men, killed and wounded,
he g}_t possession of the deserfed foundry, and found that all the
machinery and cannon /ad been femoved, and after we entered the
city it was there found. .

As soon as'the'killed and wounded could be removed from the
field, the empty houses (which cost so muech blood) and field ‘of
battle were given up, and the forces withdrawn to Tacubaya.

This slaughter and useless waste of life, so unexpected, threw a
gloom over the whole army. I knew it was to no one more unex-
pected than to. General Scotf.

On the morning of the 9th Septgmber, under orders from Gene-
ral Scott, I 'pushed forward my command, seized Piedad, drove in
the enemy’s pickets, occupied this village as my head-quarters, and
threw my own pickets forward to the pos®tion the enemy’s had oc-
cupied, and in full view of his main force upon this front of the
city. I there saw that the enemy had a large force actively en-
gaged throwing up new works to defend that approach to the city,
that he had then but two guns in position, and saw if that work was
attacked at that time it could be'carried with little comparative
loss.  All this'was reported to General Scott. Inreplyhe ordered
me to maintain my position, but not to engage the enemy.
~While T'occupied this position, day after day, I saw guns placed
in battery, tatil ‘the afternoon of the 11th, when the enemy had
apparently completed his works, had eleven guns in'positiony seven
of which ecommanded my approachyand four were in flanking works
to the left. ¢ E

On the afternoon of that day General Scott came to Piedad, held

‘a2 conference, and after much talk determined to'attack Chupulte-

pec. It was this ezfraordinary tnactivity and apparent.supineness,
at the cost of time so precious to us, and so important to the ene-
my, which induced ‘the belief which I did express (but'in perfect
respect and in kindness to General Scott) that he seemed shocked
and paralyzed by that disastrous loss of the 8th of September.
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This opinion I ¢éntertained; thinking it was justified by the cir-
cumstances upon which it was based; and 1 learn, for the first time,
that the expression of such an opinion in private conversation was
a violation of the rules of military propriety. - If it be an offence

- to entertain and express such opinion, I am ready to abide the con-

sequences; but, before I am condemned for it, I should be glad to
be informed whether, in the nineteenth century, officers are ‘re-
quired to subscribe to the doctriné in reference to the general-in-
chiefy never applicable except to the king, viz: ¢ that ke can do no
wrong. - :

If that be the law by which officers of the American army are to
be governed, it is time' that this new principle of duty were en-
grafted into the rules and articles of war, or into regulations, that
they may know how to shape their opinions so far as the general-
in-chief is concerned.

It is also true, as charged, that I had originally a very decided
preference for attacking the city on the south front, as being its
wealkest approach; but after the general-in-chief had allowed the
enemy from the 9th to the evening of the 11th of September to for-
tify this approach, and to place a heavy amount of metal in posi-
tion on this line of fortifications; it became, in my judgment, a
matter of much doubt and uncertainty which front was most assail-
able, this or the west; but regarding the formidable work of Cha-
pultepec and its armament, and the inner defences on that approach
as presenting obstacles of greater resistance than the south front, I
still entertained a preference for the assault in that direction,
though I did not clearly so express myself. Itis also true that X,
in common with many other officers of the army, from the fatal er-
ror of the general-in-chief, in granting the armistice when the city
was in our power, from the useless waste of the blood of more than
700 men on the Sth of September, and from his apparent supine-
pess, from that time unti® the 11th, in allowing the enemy so much
time to complete his works of defence and place his armament in
position on his weak front, and from his vascillating course, did re-
gard the army in the most imminent peril and did express that
opinion. -

But it is not true that I wagin favor of adoptinga defensive po-
sition and waiting the arrival of reinforcements; nor is there one
word of proof in the record to sustain this' charge, except in the
statement of the never-failing Mr. Trist, who is again brought in.
This is the third statement of this witness, who has no qualms or
scruples about disclosing private and confidential conversations, or
anything else he happens to know, except the truth. Hisonly fault
as a2 witness is, that he proves foo much; he swears foo strongly to
be believed. :

Well, what is this confidential revelation? He says that between
the Sth and 11th September, at General Scott’s quarters, in Tacu-
baya, I said to him that I wanted to have a strictly private and con-
fidential conversation with him. That I then said that ¢‘a few more
stich experiments as that of the 8th of September, and we would
have no army—that T was opposed to any further active operations
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against the city, and that I 'was in favor of taking up a defensive
position until reinforcements should arrive.” That he replied to
me, ‘“‘that the battle of the 8th September was no experiment of
General Scott’s, and that he was a living witness of the fact as
]Dr;g”as he did live, that the ball was opened and it must be danced
out. ;
It was not until after a close and sifting cross-examination that
T succeeded in getting him to fix the date of this conversation, be-
tween the 8th-and 11th September. This latitude of three days
which he took, seemed ““ample room and verge enough’ for dodg-
ing, certainly.. He knew I was a great deal at General Scott’s, and
-gnght well suppose I could not prove myself absent all these three
ays. .
But “murder will- out.”? I have proved by every member of‘niy
staff, that after T took possession of Piedad, early on the morning
of the 9th September, I was never absent from that position until
late at night on the 11th September, when I moved with my com-
mand to Tacubaya, where I arrived at about 11 o’clock at night.
I have proved by General Scott, that between the 8th and 11th

‘of September, late at night, I was not at his quarters at all.

I have proved by him that, as T occupied the advance position of
the American forces during this time, he instructed me not to leave
my command; that he desired me to be constantly present to guard
against the possibility of surprise, and to meet any sudden emerg-
ency that might arise; he authorized me to call upon other com-
mands in my immediate vicinity, and that, after much reflection
he was satisfied that during the time mentioned, name\ly, between’
the 8th and 11th of September, I bad nof been at his quarters. This

_ proof of the officers of my own staff, and of the prosecutor himself,

showing that T was not at Tacubaya, nor nearer than ahout three
miles of that place at any time during the three days fixed by Mr
Trist; establishes most conclusively that this, the third fiction of
the ex-commissioner, is absolutely false. Neither is it true that T
everisaid that, but for my interposition, General Scott would not
have assaulted Chapultepec; nor has he, after forty-five days’ dili-
gent search for testimony, been able fo put one word of proof upon
the record which goes to sustain this allegation. I have said that
the plan of attack (so far as my own division was concerned, and
the disposition of the forces, preparatory to the assault) wa’s my
own. I think so still; and ‘further, that the record of the court
will sustain me in this opinion, as a reference to the testimony of
Generals' Worth and Quitman and W Wood will show.

As this specification, however, imputes to me no offefice, and
geems to have been introduced for the sole purpose of allowin,g the
prosecutor an opportunity of introducing testimony to establish his
great energy and activity, I have no objection to his having the full
benefit of his proof upon that subject.

If, however, his conduct on this occasion was distinguished by
these qualities, it was fortunaté for the enemy, and equally unfor-
tunate for our army, that nothing was matured till ample time had
been given the enemy thoroughly to fortify his weak approaches.
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‘The: fifth.-specification of the second tharge reads as follows:
“That the said Major General Pillow in his official report, dated at
Mexico, September 18, 1847, and addressed to the general head-
quarters of the United States army in Mexico, giving the details of
the said Pillow’s military operations on the 12th and 13th of the
said month of September, at the head of a part of the American
forces employed in the reduction of the enemy’s castle of Chapul-
tepec, falsely states, in’ the said regort, in order to magnify his own
zeal and heroism, that although wounded in approaching the said
castle on the 13th of said September; he, nevertheless, caused him~
self to be borne along with the continued attack or assault upon
the said castle, evidently designing, by this part of thesaid report,
tq, cause it to be believed that he was borne along in the face of the
enemy’s fire, and was up with the said castle at the moment of its
capture by the American forces; whereas the said Pillow, on re-
ceiving a contusion on one of his legs or ancles, near the edge of
the grove from which he' was emerging, and. at the foot of the
mound upon which the castle stands, placed himself near the same
spot, at the foot of the said aclivity, about — yards from the said
castle, where he was covered from the fire of the enemy, except for
a. very few moments next after receiving said contusion; and the
said Pillow did there remain until thie said castle had been stormed;
silenced and carried by the said American forces.”

‘For the complete refutation of the allegations made against me
in this specification, I might only refer to the language of that part
of my report which is its subject matter. It reads as follows:

¢“In the ackievement of this most brilliant. victory, justice de-
mands of me an acknowledgment of the claims of the gallant of-
ficers who so nobly executed my orders, to high distinction.. Being
with the main body of my advaffcing forces until I was cut down
by a grape shot, at the base of the hill, I had an opportunity of
witnessing in person the distinguished gallantry of my command,
a gallantry unsurpassed by that of any troops during this war.

$¢After being wounded, I caused some of my soldiers to carry
me forward to the top of the hill, where I had the proud satisfac-
tion of witnessing the consummation of this glorious victory, and
saw the stars and stripes raised aloft upon this formidable work,

upon the very site of the ancient palace of the renowned Montezu-
ma.”’

It is no where asserted, or even pretended, that I caused myself
o be borne along “‘in the face of the enemy’s fire, or that I was
up with the castle at the precise moment of its capture by the
American forces, or that I remained with the main. body of my
troops after being wounded.” 'So far from it, it is stated ‘‘that
being with the main body of my advancing forces until I was cut
down by a grape shot at the base of the hill, I had an opportunity
of witnessing in person the distinguished gallantry of ‘my com-
mand.” :
 From reading this paragraph, if must be evident to every un-
biased mind that it was intended to convey the idea that, after
being-wounded, I was no longer with the main body of my troops,
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and had not the same opportunity for observation which I had en-
]oyeﬁ before the casualty. ; il dizaal 53 y
" The defence might have rested here, and with a simple com-
parison of the words of the specification and report, submitted for
the decision of the court, whether it was in that report falsely
stated that, although wounded, I caused myself to be borne along
with the continued assault upon the castle, or that I designed it
should be so understood. ; ; ; ,

Again: Not only is the language and obvious meaning of my re-
port totally perverted in this specification, but the report itselfy
thus perverted, pronounced false, and I am charged Wit_h__havmg_
intentionally made a false report for the purpose of magnifying my
own zeal and heroism. :

The motives assigned, as well as the alleged factsin the specifi-
cation, disappear by a simple reference to the language of my re-
port, yet. I beg leave momentarily to call the attention of the
court to the official report and correspondence of the prosecutor,
in the former of which he testifies ‘““that this gallant leader s
struck down while up with the front rank by an agonizing wound;
and in the latter, that he had, ‘from what he personally saw, re-
ceived an agonizing wound in the able and heroic discharge of
duty”’—in storming Chapultepec—and that I had had “a full and
most distinguished participation in all the operations of the army
in the valley of Mexico. - i :

In concluding the letter of the 3d October, 1847, he says:

Inhaste, permit me to repeat, once more, that I have from my ﬁ_.rst
meeting with you, been anxious, from a high opinion of your in-
telligence, honor, valor, and zeal, to win your esteem and confi-
dence on any terms consistent with justice and honor, In which
sentiments I remain .

50 tmly,“WINFIELD SCOTT.”

How completely do these solemn written ofinions falsify this
entire charge! This whole specification is based upon my official
report of the storming of Chapultepec. I am charged with making
a false report in order to magnify my zeal and heroism. 43

1f I was struck down with an agonizing wound, while up with the
front rank; if, from what “he personally saw,”’ 1 did my duty “in an
able and heroic manner;’ if 1 hada * full and most distinguished
participation” in all the operations of the army, I do not perceive
the necessity of falsifying the facts to magnify my zeal and he-
_roism. ; : _

He testifies that he witnessed my conduct, and that it was both
 able and heroic.”’ 8

But, notwithstanding these strong testimonials of my good con-
duct, in which he is the witness to disprove his own charges, I have
thought proper to introduce testimony to prove to this court the
facts of the case, and show how unfounded are the statements al-
leged in the specification against me, how ungenerous the insinua-
tions contained therein, and that from them it may determine
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whether, or not, T attempted, in my report, ¢ falsely to magnify
my own zez! and heroism.” ; R :

By a reference to the testimony of Lieutenant Bennett, it will
be seen that I:was wounded near the base of the hill of Chapul-
tepec, and after being assisted forwarded by him a short ‘distance,
I ordered him to leave me and join his company in the assault.
Captain Sprague proves that soon after he assisted me to the foot
of the hill, and Lieutenant Drum testifies that when, by Colonel
Andrews’s order, he had reported to me that the enemy’s gunners
had been driven from the ordnance in front of our troops, and be-
fore the stormers had commenced scaling the walls of the works,
he procured a party of men to carry me up the hill, in obedience’
to my order. &

Sergeant Bates, 6th infantry, who assisted in carrying me up the
hill, and who should ‘be supposed to know the facts of the case,
testifies that the Mexican troops were firing from the works on the
top of the hill when I was being carried up. ; :

~ * Lieutenant Bennet testifies that he saw me inside the works from
ten to fifteen minutes afler it was first entered. Lieutenant Ripley,
Captain Barnard, and Lieutenant Colonel Johnstone have testified
that they saw me when I entered the gate of ‘the interior worls, at
the head of the ramp,.and, according to the recollection of the two
former, I arrived there from ten to fifteen minutes after the works
were first entered by our troops, while Lieutenant Colonel John-
stone proves that I was the ficst officer of superior rank to himself
whom he saw inside the works, in which he is sustained by Capt.
Barnard. :

Lieutenant Colonel Gladden, Lieutenants Tilton, McConnell,
and Simpson, and Lieutenant Colonel Howard have testified on this
point as witnesses for the prosecution, Lieut. Colonel ‘Gladden
proves that he passed a person whom he afterwards supposed to be
myself being carried up the hill, as he marched up the ramp, by

the flank; that his command was the advance of the volunteer di- °

vision, and that he saw me inside the work from ten to fifteen
minutes afterwards.

Lieutenant Tilton also proves that I entered the work from ten
to fifteen minutes after its fall.

Lieutenants McConnel and Simpson, who did not see me, as I
entered the gate, but as I was being carried into the building, place
the time of my entrance at twenty and thirty minutes after the fall
of ‘the castle.  But Sergeant Bates, Lieutenant Ripley, and Lieu-
tenant Colonel Gladden clearly prove that I had been placed upon
the wall at the east end of the works, immediately after my en-
trance, and Lieutenant Ripley that I remained there some time be-
fore being carried into the building. ;

~ Lieutenant Colonel Howard testifies that some thirty minutes or
more after the fall of the castle, he saw a person, whom he was
told was myself, borne in through the main gate upon a litter.
Every other person, who has testified as to the mode of carrying
‘me up the hill,states that it was in a blanket; and I beg to call the
attention of the court to the answer of the witness, in which he
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admits that it has nof escaped his memory that he was sharply and
severely rebuked by General Pillow for failing to bring up his
regiment to the battle-field of Molino del Rey promptly, as he had
been ordered to do during the action.

Every witness who had any knowledge of the time of hoisting
the national flag upon the castle, and of the time at which I enter-
ed it, testified that I entered the work from ten to fifteen minutes
before the flag was raised.  The large majority of witnesses, and
those best cognizant of the facts, prove that the firing and resist-
ance of the enemy had ceased but a very short period anterior to
my arrival; a period so short, as to render it perfectly evident that
the enemy’s fire and resistance was given to our troops during the
time I was ascending the hill.

While all who have testified on the point have proven that T was
not only with the ‘main body of my advancing forces in storming
Chapultepec; but in advance of them until I was wounded, the
testimony of Captain Hooker and Lieutenant Drum proves that my
position at the foot of the hill of Chapultepec, where I remained
for some time after being wounded, was not one of security ; and
the testimony of my staff shows that while there I continued to give .
orders and directed the operations against the work.

With a simple reference to these facts, which are fully and amply
gustained by the record, and the reference to the language of the
official documents spoken of in my previous remarks on this speci-

. fication, I content myself.

But as, throughout these charges, it is caused to be understood’
that I have claimed more for my command than was due, I ask
attention to the mass of testimony in regard to its services, in
which it is fully proved that it did not stop its advance from Mo-
lino del Rey until it had, unsupported, crowned the hill of Cha-
pultepec; that it kept its position in the front, enveloping the
work; ‘and ‘was thé first to enter the castle, and finally, by the
delivery of its fire into the gorge of the enemy’s batteries on the
Tacubaya road, which were'at the'same time under the fire of the
assaulting forces in front, assisted materially in the reduction and
capture of those works.

But, in closing my remarks upon this subject, it will be remem-
bered that the controversy on this point is one not sought or brought
on*'by me; but the subject having been intreduced into these
charges by the prosécutor, the truth of my report denied, and my
character assailed in connexion with the matter, I have felt bound
to show that if I erred at all in my report, it was not for the pur-
pose of ¢ magnifying my own zeal and heroism.” :

The sixth specification of the second charge alleges that I was in
favor of the armistice until after it was agreed upon, and that-I
then insidiously “ sent in a letter, advising a modification of some
of its terms.”

Nothing could he more false than this charge is proven to have
been: ' It is not only proven tobe false, butit is positively proven
that General Scott knew it to be false when he made it.

General Worth proves that on the 22d of August, before the




