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its of these very issues. 'cAll ‘this: Ihave borne:c
in ‘silence, and; if not with the meekness and resignation of a.
christian, at least with the subordination which becomes a soldier.

I will not trust myself to remark upon the foregoing recital, nor
does it require that-I should. I submit ‘the naked facts to this
court, and the consideration of all truthful and .candid minds; with=
out one word-of comment. - Had the prosecutor read history to ad-
vantage, he would have learned that the remembrance of the recent
achievements of our gallant army: will be associated with his:name;
long after the memory of all other names shall have passed away,
and.evenr his own faults and follies;are forgotten. - g1

Had history taught him this, or had he profited by its instruc-
tions, this court might' have been spared the labor of this investi-
I might have been spared the unpleasant task of exhibiting -
the wrongs andiinjustice he has heaped upon:me; his countrymen;
might have been 'spared the contemplation; of the picturey and he
might have been spared the consequences. _ _ :

I have now:dene. - This case goes out of my hands into those of
the court, and before a just, andg I trust, impartial public.. In the
decision of both I shall be compelled tolacquiesce. - To the one and
the other I will say: “Speak of me as I am; nothing extenuate,
nor set down -aught in -malice.”’ Liet this just rule be observed, .
and, so strong is my faithin the omnipotence of truth, that I submit
my case with the utmost confidence. . to d

Respectfully submitted: _
GIDEON J. PILLOW,

to pre-judge the mer

gation;

.. Major General, United States Army.

Y-

Mr. President and gentlemen of the court:

! The court has permitted me, the prosecutor in the case of Major

General Pillow, to offer——though quite indifferent on the subject—

a summary of the-evidence that had‘been taken, and to apply the
same to the several allegations which have been investigated.

Still under medical treatment; and ' low in physical strength, I
will attempt to execute the duty; but,
vals from rest, I foresee that T shall be able
very imperfectly, only a few of the accusations.
analysis, and its application, will, therefore, be of but little assis-
tance to the court, in- that greater an
no doubt, it will take care to perform for itself. .

CnARGE I, AND IT8 SPECIFIGATION, '

The support of this charge and its specification, which accuse
Major General Pillow with having written and despatche
caused to be written and despatched, for_i_-mm,é_d'iatefpubrli_ca‘tfio'_n',
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Leonidas letter, rests i:; i '
: rests,in great part, on the identi in.§
Id):.;rg:a, Of 1t}tle said ]ittnir&(marked ;)y the coui?tl&toy’?:ﬂ) ﬁ‘iﬂffggetﬁ;’f
or letter, marked No. I,also addressed. on its f ]
Sk 3 1T'ES s f

I(})rl:e{ans_DeJm_, ?nd delivered by the said Pi!lf,)W (afteic%?;tc;ntl}:'e il
and,) vinterlining many words; to' Mr. Freant’ar the’k bt
apg‘ correspondent for the said newspaper : L
[ The court has only to compare the two papers, (Nos. 1 and 3,)
b

side by side, and paragraph®h '
in Isu_bstance,and cFesig%a bztwe{np?;irgnr.aph"m ey
c;m;isds};;f;l\gnae}{enjby the testimonyof Paymaster Burns—e.\'ident]-
o ;marjat defl_vered by ‘rote—that No. 3 (tbe Leonidas 'iettery
) ed rom Major General Pillow; at least in respect t)-
e ) ;]::tedrf'mm' E I;apr;r clandestinely copied by Burnsp as hg
¥s; Inavhole, from a paper:fi e
;J'fﬁc]e O]; room jof the said’.Pillow. PNpog. Iclmanndd bglilelins ma.lt[izie }:r_léfa'te
Szcbat, ghyimfaster_B.urnslt was obliged, in.order to au:gollnt;c};i : fln-.
dir:cta]ntla' identity, without: connecting Major General oPr'Itl' %
4 yt-dwnh No. 3, to resort;to: the finding of the copied i
tr}irv:rf(?.l; (?flltt_ch'at'l:’ Iv;y;ihout the permission, knowle{fge b?a(ii:l"
e sa i is i ;
e e 1 itllows - The storyy on its face, is infinitely
The said Burns further swear j | ;
: ! i s«that M i :
saw,dbefo.re 1t was transmitted, the Lezg](i):la{s}elgftr:: P%]'(:IW ki
sumed writer withhold the letter, from delicacy, on .accol the?s-
Esrlggylixcs_ onithe said Pillow? - This is equally’improbabl}nt ‘if o
l_mme_c -os}!;gl pa_}ragraph of No. 1, in these words: ¢ The er: ml}’k
_tp.1ng illow s] well _clev:sgd plans of battle; his 'udicg i
Egstlhimrls olfbhts_forces;r-hls coolness and da‘ring,’ durj‘rll thmushdlla-'
o is tgrr: ls_hattle, [ meaning all®he operations of Ag usf K) ‘i
an,d‘g%zner‘;lsu .}ECtkOf‘l;lm;?]ersal congratulation among l%is friezf(;lsd
al remark with all.?? . Of which par itisi i 3
itha\-t tthe words ‘“universal”, and ¢ genefal ?gtt;aaa?r};{livlistﬁnailw’?ence"
irl;:s::g eg by Major ‘General Pillow himself. Certainly, no laud iy
i e hecumclilasﬁle;ter surpassed- this. b e
10 show the Aabit of Major General Pill i ¥
the public press; similar articles from 1;he]l ng’océ‘fgl?fsmg, i
cutor:submitted the following question to Mr., Freane:]'s’ s s

_“Has the witness, at P : : ] Y
| ness, uebla or elsewhere i
tij}ljlimseale(_},‘a letter or letters from  the h;:g:rogeﬁlf:yoefd,c{open.ed
0;’ ovz,}-lwr_ltte_n by Paymaster Burns, for; the New O'r'l'f]eans f)nelzral
ther than the letter signed Leonidas, and dated August 27 18:';';”
¥ , - W

Major General Pillow' 'objécted :

_ cted i irrelevat i

thf:rcourt sustained the i)bjeJctioz. g L a7 Bk errelev_a'ﬂt.’ ang
To establish the same habit, th 3 5 i gaid

B_;l;':r}}_‘s‘,_this o e ab1t,.t§e prosecutdr submitted to the said

“Has, or not, the i btonr tots; .
a8y ¢ y the witnessowritten: a letter ! or lette her th
the Leonidas; for ‘publication; as highly laudatory':f{-s-iig‘]?.gfr("ri?:?

tgltrél]s:::i’ ’llg'nlc.]l'.ba? _ﬂgt.th_q witness'shown' one or more such letters
: - VHI0W, In‘manuscripty ‘or forwarded ‘open' one or more:
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JLEh 16t6ers Mirough Him, for pblicition a¥ Home, with' or withiout

his, the said Pillow’s corrections or approbation®”

The Withess hesitating to answer; and Major General Pillow sup-'
porting ‘that hesitancy, the colirt would not: compel the witnéss to
answer. 6Y § | -

"There are miny other interdal evidences of a departure from
tuth and @ll humbm-probability in the $fworn statemients of the said:
Burns. e : - )

41 Hé swearst ¢TI got~it [forder of arrangement: of the heads!in
Tieonidas] from a memorandum of “partial report of General Pil=
l6w’s of the operations of his division on fhe 19th ‘and 20th of'
Anigust. 1 found it onohis table, in ' his private office.”’ And in:
another place the'said Burs swears that' he'never had seen ‘paper-
No. T, until before this court. Yet the fwo papers (Mo, 1 and 3)
have, besides theother identitiesy'a common heading—“Greatbattle
" of: MeXico!ll’—three notes f admiration in’ each cuse, with: this
-only: difference, that the hieading is underscored for italic printed’
letters in'one case; and in the other not. This, by itself; is con=
chusive of a common orighn, that ohie was copied: from' the other;
and that both papers were prepared for the press; for certainly no

report ever Commenced with o great-buttle) and -the addition of

three  noted of admiration. : -

9. Burus swears: That the' interlinedtions ~on ‘the manuscripty
Leonidas letter, were made by himself; wheteas; Judge Walker; the
editor of thé Delta, states that he m#de tHe interlineations, dnd
spetifies them one by one. Hete the witnéss; Burns, overleaped
higobject. ‘Amxibus only toiprove that Mdjor General Pillow has
ot touched the Lieonidas manu®eript with: a penj Burns' claims’on
oath;-asihisiowny Judge Walker’s; interlineations and @il '

3.. Burns'being dsked W hen did witness write or;copy the paper:.

or-articlé signed Lieonidas, and-in ‘what particulars didiit-differ from

the paper from which be copied it¥” answered; 6] have stated that

- IBcopied it in General Pillow’s officel - I-cannot point out the dif-
ferences, never having:compared:the Léonidas letter with the

original,ffrom which I copied it.?? | And being furtherasked: $*Was':

the witness secure against interruption:whilst copying the:lettercin
General Pillow’s office?”’ replied, “I never was interrupted in any
way in _pariieular.” And’ ggain: “‘Did the witness do Toore, in re-

spEees tlie Eidonidas letter; than copy (_a'd'dfifss-and' all) the paper

.

found in”Major General Pillow’s private ‘appartment _Ior-oﬂi'(':ie’!? e

replied; T did.?? 8o, too, to the question: “Did'the witnéss write
the Leonidas letter at one sitting, the interlineations and all, or at

several; and did he show it to any one in its progress?’ answered,’

] did not show it to any body, 1 belieye. I have no recollection

of it. | T wrote it at different times.”’ Yet the same witness came,

into court the following day, after the benefit of. consultation; and
asked, in a:writing, carefully prepared,to makea correction, as fol-

lows:s ¢ In: r’e‘la:t-ion-to WIltlng the Le.qn-idaas:-'l‘et_tqr, I WISh to State’
that it was written in ny own office.andnot: in General Pillow’s; as..
might, be inferred from - my €vidence  yestexday.”,  Here the. ol

" rand the paper from whic

not ]i;e (Pillow) forwarded the
‘members . well that he, Burns, ‘‘wrote it, [Leonidas,] enveloped
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,,caﬁn_ot._ fail to semark .that, wi i R o
annot fail to wmemark «that, with the. point fully and re
‘:.;brovfgh_t to the mind of the witness; and his pégiiiv-é—a;s%eearts?%y
stak*i‘Qf these answers as affording only ﬂ-iﬁer'é'."infg%ehcfef AESRe
<15t fi'w witness, Burns,gho._wsa:ffr-&sh and minute :pémndf. on
i8ie 2 the question; and no memory at all on the other ol eRe
géls.ances]; odutbof many fu.r_ms,hed by the régoi-‘d,‘_é.re—here' dﬁ‘ rl}Ir
eing asked about the §¢ differences” beiween the Leonidas ieetier
-and : it was copied, he could say nothing, “‘ne
iaa:c:;igt}tmgar? :he L.t;lon_idas letter -;vith the origiiélh%?flgél igfgﬁ
I: copied it Yet, to the next qu.estio;i"but: one, * who called.th
_ o the estion but one, *‘ who called.
_._ggti%xﬁ;gie Zf{)l;cip.gltkn.e‘sisﬁp ’g_lha mter_,]inea.tiensi in the tw%negh:)];i
before the conrt, marked No. 1; and were they the s me i
ations in the paper the witness accidentally Jouhe sam e dgler ipe-
ns ] cidentally found?” h 33
g_ﬁ_}t)s.‘l:;_l_vely,_ancl at once, ¢ they were not,” I{z_ﬁi 'hg’ coh;p;rez?s't‘gff';
gg;ta‘:innl]ye Int;]t, for, in ;Ihe Siiie breath, he swears that ‘-‘"tih'isés'.t\he
t tir ave seen No. 172 With the dates of the battle of A
,gust 19th and 20th, and the date of Leonidas S aile i
_ C nidas, to help him, h -
swers the question: ¢ State, as nca P
t stiom:. ¢, _ rly as the witness can, th
.on ,which, during” the absence of Maj ST s
: luris psence of Major General Pillow, &c., h
found ‘and copied the report in said Pillow’s office?”’ t 3 ;éul-%s

-mot say the day. .Itis infpossible that; I could answer that ques-

;:1:1:}1 .,c’:_er?ectlgr.‘.” When the.interlineations in No. 1, “ major gen-
eral,” ‘after “ mud and water,” was pointed out to  him, hég.an-

; ¢
swers, ‘“1 do not recollect ” that they were in the rough report

When the remaining i i i i
¢ general,” before f:g‘?\lft:)triﬂl’?eztr:gn?" i;n clj:; lgt'wz;’“ s
3 5 Y.orih, ) 2! njunction were .
.p,ontated_.o'ut_, and the witness asked if they v'slr.ere in the ro;eﬁaise?
por .,t‘agam he replies,.*“ 1 do net recollect.”” Vet to a prgﬁdus
?Egsoi?:i,u:;hen ﬁrhst asked if the interlineations in No. 1 were in
. al rough report, the witness swore itively,. - we:
not. He recollects that i\la' o LTt epe
| ; Major General Pillow forwarded for hi
@ family letter from Mixcoac; j{.et cannot remember Whe&he?-lcr)nr'
Leonidag letter for him; but re-

ity and thinks directed it:”? He s
i ; : wears that ‘ General Pillo;
in the habit of frequently transmitting letters for him-t‘o._i:isog_mﬁz;

: ) : o
~and friends;” but can say nothing, positive,.of the notorious fact

that there were but few and accidental opportunities, about ithat -

«time, for despatching letters to the Uni

, . . g ! 2 United States, and h
rrclacoélecii whether Major General Pillow rebuked him .o-ren'zﬁ.m}g:
«clandestinely taking a copy of the rough report. - . g

6. Burns’s denial of .the authorship of the Leonidas letter.—See

dhe testimony-of Captain Merrill, Lieutenants’ Beaman and Dayis.

The denials; to those witnesses, were so many wilful falsehoods.

“To Licutenant Davis the subject was wholly introduced by Burns

h‘ - . L) -
imself, and Captain Merril, believing the serious denial, was ren-

dered th i ; L
_ -g.ene(ra]l;, active defegder.of the said Burns among his army friends

6. ! A - - o - O
The writer of Leonidas, towards the close of the letter, says,

in order to-impose-credence on the public at home, ¢ the foregoing

account of this unparalleled ,victory, I was myself an eye witness

-
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to, and will vouch for “its correctness;” and Paymaster Burns
swears, ‘I am the author of that letter.” ~'To another question, he
answer:d: ¢ On the 19th, I saw a“portion of the “operations, "
was not at the battle on the 20th of August.”” ~ If the Leonidaslet-
‘ter, therefore, speaks the truth, on its face, the'said Burns cannot
“be its author, notwithstanding his oath. " - °° S e
7. The same-conclusion plainly results drom what is said, in Le-
‘onidas; Tespecting ‘“ the last meal he [the late Colonel Butler]
took prior to his death.”—See the evidence. i G g s
" So much for the credit due to'the principal witness for the de-
fence, Paymaster Burns, who ddes not know whether the Leoni-
das letter, sealed or open, was handed by him to Major General®
Pillow, for transmission ‘or not: iRy 18 8 S e
 Through what channel, then, did that famous letter find its'way
to the New Orleans Delta? ; :
~'"Mr. Trist swears that he, August 31, 1847, received a package of
letters from'Major .General Pillow—one of the letters addressed to
the editors of the Delta, and another to the editors of 'the Unton—
and that those letters, as far as he recollected or ‘believed, were
forwarded through the channel of Mr. Freaner’s express. ' ‘And Mr.
Maginnis, a principal in the Delfa office; swears that the Lieonidas
letter, he believes, would not have been published in ‘the Delta if
it had mot been supposed to have come in the said Freaner’s pack-
age, who was'the agent, &c., for that paper in Mexico. Lieutenant
Ripley, an aid-de - camp to and witness for Major General Pillow,
testifies that he took the package on August 31st to Mr. Trist, and
that he'saw the same package about three Weeks later; after it had
been returned to the said Pillow’s quarters by Mr. Trist, through
Midshipman Rogers. (And here the court will please recollect ‘the
defendant spoke of calling Mr. Rogers; who has never appeared
before the court, and, it is believed, has never been summoned.)
M:. Frist remembered’ that he opened the package sent to him; Au-
gust 21; and looked at the enclosed letters; and, toa question from
the defence, further said, he felt satisfied that the package returned
through Mr. Rogers was different from the parcel mentioned in his
(Mr. Trist’s) former answer; whereas, the returned package seen
'by Lieutenant Ripley had, apparently, (he says,) not “been opened.
That the package. of the 31st"August did nof contain letters to
the families and friends of persons about Major General Pillow, is
evident from the remarkable note of the said Pillow to Mr. Trist
of that date. He says in that note, ®“I have a ‘direct interest in
their going.” "'And in a posteript he adds: * But do"send them, if

posstble; they are all fer my benefit.??  The court'will please con-

nect this pregnant testimony with the declaration of Major General
Pillow to Mr. Freaner, also'in evidence, about ““first impressions,”
and there will be no room to doubt that the Leonidas letter, with
the said Pillow’s full knowledge of its character and contents, was
in the package sent to Mr. Trist, and by him forwarded, according’
to the urgent entreaty of the said Pillow. e LG
Further, to show Major General Pillow’s frequent connexion and
tampering with the public. press, 'seée, besides Mr. Freaner’s testi-

=‘eral! Pierce’s; in support.of Mr. Freaner.
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< monyy quoted in -part ‘above; that of Mr. Peoples; editor! of the
1 American Star, Judge Walker’s; the editor of the Delta, and Gen-
(11sThe testimony of Major General Quitman (of which I have only -
an imperfect note with me) is<also strong in support.of the same
~igeneral conclusion.;; At the time of the conversation Major Genetal
1:Pillow had with him) (given in évidence,) it is highly probable that
adefence;-through the extraordinary testimony of Paymaster Burns,
had inot: been;conceived; or;-if:conceived; that the.details of that
testimony had not been fully arranged. y : v

0

ba Cuazree II.

d -Speciﬁcﬁtion. 1, head 1.—Captain Hooker, assistant adjutant _gen-

eral in the staff of Major General Pillow down to the capture of
Chapultepec, and a witness for the defence, testifies that he, in
the name of the said Pillow, put Colonel Morgan’s regiment in
march.to cross the pedrigal in the.afternoon of August 19; next
that he returned to the said Pillow, and then went to meet me,
coming up from San -Augustin, and conducted me to:the position
of the said Pillow, on the mound that overlooked the field of
Contreras. Consequently, the order that finally put Morgan’s regi-
ment (the 15th infantry) in march to support the American forces '
which had before crossed the pedrigal, could not have emanated
from me, but originated with the said Pillow. The witness evi-
dently intended, as far asin him lay, to make a clear case for
the defence on this point,and labored with equalzeal to contradict
or discredit the testimony’'of Captain Taylor, on another matter,
(specification: 3, charge 2,) respecting gMajor General Pillow’s
declared purpose of asking me, in the night of August 19, to- with-
draw the American forges from their positions about Contreras.
But that Captain Hooker was mistaken relative to the time of
-y joining Major General Pillow on the ground, in the afternoon
of August 19, in connexion with the time at which Morgan’s regi-
ment commenced its final march into the pedrigal, is evident from
the replies of all the officers of that regiment who have, been ex-
amined; each* 6f whom testifies that he was made- aware of my
presence either by the cheering of the dragoons, or otherwise.
Major Woods swears that I was on the mound at least fifteen
minutes before his regiment (Morgan’s) was finally put in ‘march to
cross the pedrigal.. Their testimony is conclusive, except that of
Lieutenant Bennett, same regiment, a witness for the defence, who,
1o support the said Hooker, goes too faryand makes Hooker continue
with the regimenti(to conduct it) into the pedrigal, and after my
arrival on the mound. 'Consequently the said Hooker could not,
according to the’said Bennett, have met me beyond the mound,
towards San Augustin, for the purpose of conducting me to the po-
sition of Major General Pillow. i
\‘It is clear, then, from the testimony of Major Woods, and other
witnesses of the same regiment, that I joined Major General Pil-
rlow  on. the mound . in time fo have given him the order for the
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sihareh of ‘Morgan’s Tegiment, and thatol did: give sueh order: "oSee
 -ithe evidence of Captain  Scott, Lieuteniant:Williams, Lieutenant
" Lay, not to mention my own:testimony on Major (General Pillow’s
{official report, and the motes between thessaid Pillow and myself,
- idated the2d and 3d:of October, 1847.. i i f18
-7~ The court “will please further to recollect that: Morgan’s: regi-
ment 'was standing in reserve; behind ‘Pierce’s:brigade, to whichiit
zbelenged, and ‘was therefore foreed out:of itsmatural position when
‘sordered 'to support Cadwalader’s brigadeon:the opposite:side of-

the pedrigal. : - } L) 111897

Seeing, from the want of physical strength, that the time limited

by the court will fail me, Tihasten:to add one or two fragmentary

comments on other parts of the voluminous testimony of this case,
Jdeaving, from:that -eause, most of the specifications;: alliof which
“oIsholdito-be fully proved, unnoticed’ in this paper.

; Cuarce IL: .
~ oSpecification 3—Major' General Pillow claimsto-have conceived
-and ‘given the original plan®and order of battle, by which ithe
enemy’s entrenched ‘camp at Contreras was carried by ‘the Ameri-
can troops in ‘the morning of August 20, 1847. ' General Twiggs,
mext in rank to the:said Pillow on ' the field, “August 19; Brevet

Brigadier General Smith, the immediate commander in the attaeck;

Brigadier:Geeneral:Shields, who powerfullyassisted by holding: the
-ivillage 'of Ensalda; Brigadier General Cadwalader, and Captain
Lee, of the engineers, all on'the ground in the night of August 19,
have ‘been examined, and neither recollected, -either there or ‘be-
fore, ever to have heard a word of that pretended plan or order of
battle.. [Compare ‘thatgclaim with what passed in the presence of

" dhe said Pillow, and withouta remark from him, at my quarters the
same might; and particularly with'the said Pillow’s declarations:

4. Mo Captain Taylor, (a little before,) that ‘thesaid Pillow “was

.going to my quarters to advise that the Americanitroops-should“be
swithdrawn ' from ‘the ‘attack wpon “Contreras. 2. Later the same
amight, privately;to Mr. Trist, viz: that the attack upon:Contreras
615 ;woing “to be aifailure,” ‘I call upon you now to'remember,
and  bear me 'witness hereafter, that 'I thave had*nothing'to'do
with it.” ' ' ;
And-why did not Major General Pillow, at my quarters, in the
night of August 19, make ‘the suggestion ‘to me which he stated to
“Captain: Taylorhe intended to make? He found Captain Lee, just
dn'from Brigadier Geéneral’Smith, with me;and learned at once ‘the
‘saidSmith’s ~plan’ and ‘my ‘orders for ‘the ‘attack early the mext
_mmorning. It.was thentoo late to risk the adyice to withdraw the
troops. :Hence his, the said Pillow’s; silence ‘in my ‘presence; ‘but
believing the attack would fail, he made the above declaration’to
“Mr. Trist aside; to exonerate him (the said Pillow)from all blame
that might result from failure. id

Caaree II.-
= Specification 4.—Lieutenant Tilton ‘swears ‘that ' Major ‘General

Pillow said tothim ¢ that General Scott was stunned or paralyze d 7
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' obyothis Toss, (loss“inthe” battle “6f “Molino “del "Rey;) anidy ¢8R

Squently, apon him), (the said Pillow,)second in command, devoleed
the subsequent movements, or words to- that effect.” And ‘Major
!Woods testifies'that ‘the “said 'Pillow asked him whether he 'was
#¢aware'that Greneral ‘Scott had ' opposed the attack upon: Chapulte-
~“pec, or, rather, that*he ((Seott) had proposed another plan?? yiz:

=% that General Quitman, ‘with *his division, was “to advance’ by ‘the

_.'ljacuba‘_ya road; General Pillow, with “his' division, on the north
“‘side of ‘Chapultepec; ‘the two generals were to shake hands at the
Juncture of ‘the roads, pass on to the ‘ecity, and make Chapultepec

Vfeel its isolation?” and -that, by the said ‘Pillow’s oppositicn,the

‘said'Scottwas led to change his'plan‘and ‘adopt the said Pillow’s
thus claiming the ereditof the plan of carrying 'Ch'apuitep.eg fé;
he'had claimed the plan ef carrying Contreras. 3 6 (o451 158

In these claims of the said Pillow, the ‘court will perceive the

spirit that breathes in Leonidas andthe twin paper,marked: No. 1,

The evidence of ‘the officers most connecteéd with general head-
‘quarters will show whether' I 'was stunned ‘or not by the events' of
the battle of the'8th ‘at Molino del Rey. The samé witnesses give
amy plans and employments up'to the entranee into the capital. - I
refer ;to /their testimony generally; but cannot forbear to make
some special quotations from other parts ‘of:the testimony. ;

Speaking of.thei.conference held at.Piedad, Septemhber 11 Major
-.Genel;al Quitman swears ‘“that General Secott was deéidc,zdl.y in
favoriof the attack on Chapultepec;”’ and that General Pillow ap- '
peared to be, that evening,'more reserved to me.than usual in ex-

~cpressing his-opinions. He discussed the subject very briefly, and
. to the best of my recollection, did not express 2ny decided .gr[,)inior’x

‘upon either attack, although I inferred, from the general tenor of
<his remarks, that he was -inclined to prefer the advance upon:the
works in front.of San Antonio and near Piedad.”. (The courtiwill
«reeollect that -there is ‘much other testimony to thgsame effect.)
Major General Quitman continues: I regard ithe general plan ‘of
attack-on the fortress of Chapuitepec, as subsequently executed
+definitively settled by General Seott in that conference.” 'See .C&—p:
tain;Lees testimony on the same points;and particularly the agree-
ment-between him-and what Quitman subsequently said as to.Pil-
low’s objection o separating the brigades of -the said Pillow.

- As to the absurd suggestion of marching the divisions of the
said Plllqw and Quitman around the base of Chapultepec hill, and
the shaking of hands between the two commanders at its "foot
Imputed to me, and much labored in the examinations by the de-
fer_ace—Ma_]_or General Quitman, in whose presence it was pretended
the suggestion was made—further swears: I cannot say that there

. Was-any expression used as to shaking hands, other than at the

meeting of the two columns; nor can T recollect that any place
was 'd__ESlgnated, except in my remark, which was in the fortress.”

Major General Pillow, who claims the merit of suggesting and
commanding the operations of the army, in consequence of my -
being stunned and paralyzed by the battle of September 8, was, as
we have seen in the conference of Piedad, the 4th of the same

month, not very eager for any attack at that time, but between

N
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Chapultepec and the San Antonic gate, he rather inclined to the
‘latter.’ That indifference is fully accounted)for by the following
explanation. { £ e ;
My, Trist swears: “After the affair of the 8th,and before ‘the
attack was commenced on’ Chapultepec, I'had. o, visit from. General
. Pillow-in my room at General Scott’s quarters;!’ when he, “General
Pillow, expressed-it as-his very decided opinion:that there should
'be no more active operations until the army was reinforced.”’

Major General Pillow -attempted, by his aid-de-camp, Lieutenant -

~Ripley, to get xid of this decisive testimonys by means, always
guspicious, of -an calibi. Accordingly, Lieutenant Ripley, in his

testimony, takes the said Pillow . from the field of the Molino del

Rey, through' Tacubaya (without saying a word about a halt atmy
quarters) to San Borgia, Piedad, &c., and proves clearly, that the

gaid Pillow was not . again .at my quarters till the evening of the -

11th of the same month. Mr. Trist was most clearly contradicted
and discredited by that alsbs. - But Lieutenant Ripley having been
called up again, by the defence, to: establish another alibi in res-
pect to Lieutenant Lay, I put to him this question. =

Question by the prosecution. The witness has heretofore given
in his evidence reasons for knowing or believing that Major Gen-
eral Pillow was not at the quarters of Major General Scott on the
9th and. 10th September last, nor until the night of the 11th; he
has also spoken of the said Pillow’s passing from the battle field of
" the 8th (Molino del Rey) to the hacienda San Borgia. Did not

the said Pillow call at the said Scott’s quarters, in Tacubaya, and
there breakfast, lunch, or' dine, before proceeding to the ‘said 'ha-
cienda, on the said 8th of September? B
Answer. - T think I stated in my evidence before, that I rode
from Tacubaya, afterthe battle of Molino del Rey, with General

[ Pillow to thie hacienda San Borgia. I came into Tacubaya from
the battlesgield by a different road from the one which General
Pillow came in. I stopped some little time at the quarters of iny
regiment; afterwards rode down to General Scott’s quarters. ~ Gen-

eral Pillow came from General Scott’s quarters shortly afterwards,

‘mounted his horse and rode off. ‘What'happened in the quarters, I
know nothing ‘of; I'don’t think T was in there. This was"about 2
or 3 o’clock in the afternoon. > '

Again, it is also shown by other witnesses that Major General

Pillow did call, and remain some time, at the quarters of Mr. Trist
and myself on the 8th of September, where he staid some time, as

late as two or three o’clock in the afternoon. The alibi, therefore;

fallg to the ground. - : _

- Strength and time being equally exhausted, I can only add that,
writing at a distance from the records of the court, I have, where
inverted commas are sometimes used, quoted from the printed
minutes, and may, therefore, not have conformed to those written
records. : ) .

Respectfully submitted: 3 '
. WINFIELD SCOTT.
Freperick County, Mb., June 21, 1818. ‘ :
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_.DOCGUMENTS APPENDED TO THE PROCEEDINGS.

&

City oF MExico, February 22, 1848.

Str: On the 22d of November last, I :
. the , I forwarded to General Scott
for transmission torithe government at Washington, an appeal to

- your'department: from a decision of the then commanding general

of the army., For this communication I
> _ was arrested, and have
l‘:g.enhsu's}i%zged froIch%mmand, and in arrest from the ,22d'0f I?T?E

mber until February 19, 1848
deg 4% *he’government. ¥ 19, 1848, when I was released by or-
n the 19th instant, I addressed an official note (of whi

. which I en-
.cl:)sed a copy marked A’} to General Scott’s actigg assistant ad--
‘}1_1 ant general, desiring to be informed if my appeal had been
orwarded  to the government. I enclose a copy of his reply,

- (marked B,) by which I learned with astonishment that General

Scoft had wholly failed to transmit my ap

_ i y appeal to the government

as%s was bound (by paragraph 296 of regulations) to Eave done. ;
Lhe reason assigned for suppressing this appeal, it will be per-

gelve_d by reference to the correspondence, and the principal of
uty, as fixed in the abovecited paragraph; constitutes no sort of

excuse for the gross violation of duty. He was distinctly informed,

in my note of the 23d November, 1847, that the original and :
copy of that communication was ’in his, hands; and %;?}ah:él cl?c()};eg

%o send a copy to any man in she nation, (which I had a right to

do,) it would afford no sort of rea : i
). son why he should withhold th
original, passed through m1s hands as-the inopmnlchannel ()ff)tm.ns‘-3

~Inission; upon none other than such as passed through his hands

could the government have acted; which he knew, as you will ‘per-

. ceive by his note to me of the 23d of November.

Inasmuch as th original | ]
: ginal appeal has thus been suppressed or with-
held, I now forward a copy through_ the pqesent‘c%lfanmanding gen-

céeral of this army, upon which I request the action 'of the govern-

ment. '
This becomes the more necessary, inasmuch as I distinctly see

indications of a desire, in a portion of the press at home, to en-

deavor to produce upon the public mind that I had appropriated to

myself the two howitzers, which Midshipman Rogers and Mr. Welsh

had faken and claimed as trophi i
: ies, and which I [ =
stored to the garrison of Chap&)ltepe’c. IS, LTt ol

You will perceive from the proof in the case that I had no other

.agency in the transaction than that of giving this order.

I trust, therefore, th i 3

. sty ore, that the government will perceive the neces-

Slt{ tof giving this subject its prompt attention a:}:d Ty o
fensmit copies of the order for my arrest, of my note of the




