
• 

i V-P 

FIFTEEN CENTS A WEEK. NEW ORLEANS, THURSDAY MORNING, APRIL 13, 1848. VOLUME U . . . . NUMBER 35. 

/ 1H AKLKS UKAKIC & CO., Commission Merchants 
{ livll $//,/, Brokers, 88 Common street.. mhä 

i < lrj{ ) W PRITCHARD, General Broker, No. 67 Gra. 
' I vici .tiert. New Orleans. ; ___ mh21 6m 
7T( »K IM IN pLÜMMKR, Adjuster of Averages.—Office 
Il ;i! I.m nu Hermann's, Marine Notary, No. 21 Royal 
Street Neu Orleans. mlilS 4in 

IOHN il W00I»KIKK. J A MEM K. WOODRUFF. 
a I WI N < >. WOODRUFF & CO., Commission Mer. 

tl , hauts and Agents for the Jyttuisiana arul New York 
l,,m of Packets. No. 60 Camp street. rnh5 

A P. OltliFP. S. A. K1NG8LAND. 

\ |l (JR1KFF He CO., Wholesale Dealers in Butter 
. mid < Inesr, and Agents for Taylor's Albany Ale 

aud Porter and Newark ( nier, Nos. 28,38 and 40 Ofd Le
vee. NewOrleans. mhltf ly 

I J. WKBSTKR CO., Wholesale and. Retail Dealers 
i. m Iron, Nails. Spikes, Tin I'late. Copper, Cordage, 

Oil.4, und a general stark oj articles connected with the 
Iron aud Ship Chandlery Trade, 26 Gravier street., Netv 
Orleans. ap4 ly 

J"1,N S" ""STUTIGES & " WRIGHT," ' ' ' '"c'mia"-
I 'I »1MIHSU >N AND K( » R.VV A RI II N(J M ERCHANTti, 
wlîllm No. 8« Tuliouiiitoulas st., N. Orleans. 

O. I'IKRtiON. .1. A. RONNKVAi.K 
IIIKRSON B< )N N LVAL, A UC'HONKERS, No 
I »i7 Gravier street, will attrmi fo Iii« purchase and sale.of 
Ileal Estate, Negroes and Merchandise ; also, to the sale of 
Cart'oes, Hnar-sions, Fnrnitiire, and all out-door sales ; soli.-
»Ii. it from their friends and the public a portion öf their pat 
rnnsg* _ Hl h 10 

II II Mi: VKH, 100 CAMP STREET, 
ill. Watchmaker and Dealer in JICWELRY.l 
cul.u I'KNS, FANCY ARTICLES AND! 
WATCH KS- All Jewelry Articles repaired at.£ 
moderate i»rices. 

Botanic drug store, Nu. SO - p„,„!rus 
.street, tfew Orleans, by 

DR. A. A. JONES. 

ty AIJ*:\"R CAMPBELL'S PUBLICATIONS!™ 
•;il. at No. HO Poydras street. New Orleans, by Dr. A. A 

;ent lor this city. nil.14 

r'li II A R 1' N KIT. Ron'P AND SHOE 
1. M A NI: FACTI JRER, 

No. 70 St.. Charles street, 
»ilia tii 11 New Orleans. 

CRESCENT FOUNDRY, 
No. 55 (Hrod st.. New Orleans. 

I lupines. Printing Presses, and Ma-
nade and repaired in a satisfactory 

I NI/TTAMi— HOUSESMITHand REDL-
•I. RUNG ER, Lafayette street, near Camp 
ylrrct, New Orleans. JOBBING, LOCK SM IT 11-
liVC», et«. 
t.y" Bellhanging done in the liest manner on 

iiKKierate terms. Store Door Bolts and Bars made to 
»nl<*r. mh21 oin 

HL 

CII 

ELECTRO-MAGNETIC PORTRAITS. 
|> V the application of the above mysterious agent to Da-
I» ;iierreoty|»e, (a discovery of the subscriber^), the under-
^•ii. tl is enabled to produce Portraits of the most superior 

kiml in a siNUf.K HKroNO—catching the precise expression 
in-tanily, and Iîm'iïit it indelibly upon the silver plate. 

corner of Canal and Chartres sts. Entrance No. 3 
KS ST. r„,l,16 lip] W. H. HUTCHINGS. 

HEMP ! HEMP ! ! HEMP ! î Î 
'JMII'j imdet-igned, in order further to meet the views of the 

I Board ot I Underwriters, have set apart, exclusively for 
tl.r storage ol Hemp and other extra-hazardous articles of 
merchandise, the ONK-STOKY fire-proof Warehouse,(Orleans 
•No. U.) corner Delord and Magazine sts. The locality, and 
laeility ol receiving and delivering at the Warehouse, (there 
!> nur no hoisting to the second story required,) renders this 
ilif most desirable place lor this description of storage. 

GE< >. R. BEARD .V CO. 

PORTABLE SHOWER BATHS. 
r<Ri:i;N S IMPROVED PORTABLE EXTENSION 
VI HllOWEK BATHS, have received the diploma at 

American hisiitute, New York, and Mechanics'Fair, 
»Oslo», as the best Shower Baths ever offered to the public. 
I lie subscribers would announce that they have been ap-
ixiinfed agents lor the above really excellent Bath, and are 
now .prepared to furnish them at .wholesale or retail, at 
moderate pricbs. 

mha0 3m SAMPSON KEEN, 57 Bienvillest. 
_ ,  .  COPARTNERSHIP? 7  

'I'll h undersigned have formed a copartnership with a view 
loi transacting a COTTON EAt TO RAGE and 
Uh.AERAfj COMMISSION BUSINESS in this city, 
under the style of THORN HILL & MclLHENNY, to 
lakeeflcct after the 81st. of May, next, at which time the 
conneelion of Jno. Thornhill with the house of Ward, Jonas 
ii Co. will be dissolved. 

R .VI i ILIIENN Y has opened an office at No. 61 Gravier 
3lrert fur the purpose of attending to t he wants of our friends 
who may think proper to entrust us with their business. 

JNO. THORNHILL, 
R. MclLHENNY. 

New ( trleans. Jan. 28, 1848 mho 3m 

4 AINSWoRTH, Marine and Commercial Nutaru, 
.V No.38<'iim|istreet. 

Hulilm« Ci.iriMii.-.ioii, Irom I lie Slntcs of TEXAS, MIS-
HSSIITI. KKMTCKV, FLORIDA. NEW V'ORK, 

It I. II.UNCUS, INDIANA. TENNESSEE 
PKSNtî VI. V A NIA RIIODE ISLAND. VERMONT, 
Nl'.U' IIAMI'SlllftB. DELAWARE. ALABAMA. 
MUNI',, N It! I'll CAHol.lNA, SOIJTII CAROLINA, 
BEORiilA, NHV JERSEY, OHIO, and MICHIGAN. 
A. Ç. A. is prepared to take Dej'osiüons and Execute and 
Mwt all kinds of Le irai Instruments to be used or recorded 

Slatt« and the Territory of WISCONSIN. 
The ugnal promptitude at his oflice is continued in all 

.Notarial Business. mh5 

Saddlery, Harness, and Trunk Warehouse, 
No. 11 Canal street.. New Orleans. 

J. A. HORTON has now on 
7%hand a Jarge assortment of every 

y le of Sltil'lle 
|Wi,|<;i|T. Ituiri; 

Bridles, Martn 
. «-.H . Wagon, and Cart lj ARN ESS , 

I'ray nmlles, Collars, Whips, Stirrups, Bills and Spurs.— 
^!>o. a general assortment of INDIA RUBBER GOODS, 

|ogelh"t with the largest stock of Trunks, Valices, Saddle 
ji'i'l t ari^t Bags, ever before offered in this market, to which 

IIIVIIKS the attention of purchasers, as all the above Goods 
W2UP W;1 *t (irraUV Reduced Prices. 
Î-»î*t. """suribi>r has also the agency for the sale of 

,N| VNISII SADDLE TREES, of a great variety of pat-
1 r»"«, and at the manufacturer's prices. mh7 Hin 

COPARTNERSHIP NOTICE. 
f?. T11 n 1 M > E R SI « N EI I l.ave t his 

' d:iv a> ociat«»<| themselves in the« 
. ' MVATHI &JKWEI.RV BIJSI. 

W. 11-e »lyle and firm of KNOWI.ES 
ii , '• N"1- -5 Canal street, one d-Kir below Camp. 
. -"-r-lli attend In REI'AIRINO every .le»eri|)-
IJLI ' WATCHES. Clncks, Jewelry, etc. T wen -

enables us to say to our friends and 
k »hall perform to their entire satis-: that 

We 
ell Heqted 

elry, 

ill < 

. all of which will |'h» >oId as low 
1 'J'jly guarantied. Please call. 

and-
WATCHES of the l.e-,1 

Ware. S!.e< lac.les, Gold Pens, 
bouse in the city, 
KNOWLES, 
NOEL. 

SOMEIB®,} WORTHY OF ATTENTION. 
I  UK I'tojirielor ol'the St. Charhs I ,nan Otliee in- /"O 

amonds, J,.v 

U*1N Hooliv 
'('»t tline.|ii 

r*Iry, (»uns. Pistols, ('loth 
•tc. etc. P 
•es for their 

sh 

make 

find this 
ii'y todoso at a comparatively little cost. All 

— ottered for sale have been thoroughly examined 
I .iced in perfect repair by a skillful European watch-

employed continually in the establishment ex-
pnrpose. Any person acquainted \y 1111 the 

hiidn 

ill leel assured that greater j ll 

proprietor than persons doing 
Watches that originally cost 

. In this es. 
isked for 

. who 
for tli r . 

'"eof the loaning bu 
^auisean bfoilereil by the 
»" '• in a rt -ular manner. \\'aiches that 

•"> lie offered for less than half that sl... 
pception is practiced. One prie 

yirious articles, and no deviation made ... 
inant'einenl .the most inexi»erienced may purchase 
•ar ol heiu" shaved." Citizens and strangers are 

(.J< all and examine for themselves. Remember, 
nder the right wing of the St. 
from the corner of Cira vier st. 

s, on which advances have 
: of keeping expired, are offered for sale 

^ ap4 3m 

GENTLEMEN'S BOOT AND LADIES' 
^ T, SHOE STORE. 
* The Mil,.erihe, has just received from. 
(f: n^iî*ni|lae!ory, a splendid assortment ol 

-4 i»i «i ' ? îlni1 s«'OES, made under his own eye. and 
muxt r, î e 

1
l,,esl material and workmanship, and of the 

»«.t laihioDalde and tasiy styles, eompri«ing-
"««UKïtra fine < "all' Skin BOOTS; 

.. |jne Caif Skm 
,, J1 ine Morocco " 

i Leather GAITERS; 

Ultimi 

Cloth 

Ro 
'Calf BROGANS; 
' >d Ready H ALF-BOOTS; 

Ladies' 

T". ,l"" «v»*nuy il Al.t 
Uotfi HAI.F.GAITERS, 

1 -1• 11' I ERS—l'all'and Patent Leather; 
«nd Calf SI.II'I'ERS; 

'""''«sanil Riding BOOTS, etc., etc.; 
'""'TS. GAITERS and SHOES, ol the most 

n ii-hionalile style»; 
( !. . \i»uth>' Patent Leather BROGANS; 

, » français GAITERS, Morocco Buttoii», Pa
tent Leather, and Calf SH( I ES, etc. 

uôl„, , JOHN II. WORTH. 
nailer St. Charles Hotel, corner Common st. 

Primary affect 
MEDICAL. 

>n>, >> mptoins. 

'I'i^rljr di>tin«ni<hofi v 
order; and the .-la! 

n,ary affectIOI^ n'tl 
^ äW«"»,» their «'ha.1 

irulent diseases, lieing 
nature, that unfortunately but few 
h is a therapeutical fact of import, 

•penetrates into the system, losing 
lergoing the transformations wilier 

of auother nalun-. the more di*-
HH-ome. (ïeneral Syphilis is spoil-
under a host of different medicines, 
vmptoms of tho>ecomplaints, when 
•'Id to professional treatment of cu-
?t method a radical cure ot* the 

bo:test possible time, at the same 
:<Mi-iic chain of serious complaints, 

nl stre«*r, thoroughly and effectually 
The Do.-tor contemplates, with 

it succès^. There are but 
d of the healui'» art, which 
tiiumph ovei a disease, than 

>f a well know 

"h 
all ol'thweikt i-es 

jOioiion- ot i'ieat 
in 

tllelli.i. r «-"' prii.ll o 
diKtilv W| '.""[idete cure of a well kito» n case, (in 

"'•u »1- looked mion a< desperate and beyond the 
S:!,,,0'£'""«« »id. I if. Million '- offices are at 78 CAN A L 
Jootsfrn.,, » retuove4 (o 78 Canal street, four 

'rotu Royal street. ^ mh7 tim 

DAILY CRESCENT, 

C O U R T  O F  I N Q U I R Y .  
Reported for the New Orleans "Daily Orescent 

NATIONAL PALACE, MEXICO, ) 
• MarehJ&O, 1848. > 

t NINTH DA Y—March 25,1848—{Concluded.) * 
Gen. Pillow submitted a copy of a letter which he wrote 

at the time, and which he brought before the court then, to 
show his course on this subject. He did so, as the matter w 
brought before the court, and to provfc that he had iiot a 
qniesced in any/breach of the regulations : 

[C i r c N J a r J , „ CHTY OF MEXICO , Oct. 1?, 1847. 
Gentlemen. ; Having understood that many ol my friends 

officers of the Third Division, have made contributions in 
tended to piycha.se a swortMo bf presented tome, I beg^ieave 
resi»eetfully Ursav that I disapprove of the mefcure, and 
should be compelled, by h sense of duty, to decline its 
ceptance. • 

Whiie f fully appreciate the motives of those who propose 
thus 1o.coinpliment me^I am, nevertheless, sensible, tlial 
their partiality induces them greatly to overrate my serv 

Accept assurances of the regard with which I am 
Ypur obedient, servant, GIL». J. PIT,LOI. .  

To Messrs. Andrews," Morgan, and others, officers of Third 
Division U. S. Army. 

Capt. NAYLOR vyas next called and sworn. 
Q—State, if about tj^e 27th or 30th August last, I did not 

forwajd a letter for you to your wife ? 
A—Oij thê 27th August l?>t. I left a letter at Gen. Pillow 

qnarfers-At Miscoac, for my wrfe. and I was informed by hi 
afterwards, that if Was forwarded. 1 was on my way to the 
quarters of the General-in-Chief, as 1 heard that.letters woul 
be forwarded, and meeting with Gen. Pillow, he told me h 
would forward it. One of my objects was to get the Genera 
in-Chief to forward a letter, but 1 did not see him, and gav 
it to (Jen. PiUow. * 

State if "Gen. Pillow has not forwarded many letters 
for yon from thfsdtty, by exprAs, and if be has not forwarded 
letters for many of his friends? 
. . !—• Me has forwarded fetters for me since I have been 
trie city. Sine« I have been in the army, I have never losi 
any aoporturiity of sending letters to my family, and fre
quently have brought letters for my friends to Gen. Pillow, 
tor transmission : sometimes to Capt. Scott's quarters, or 
w^enevemn opportunity offered to send them. The latter 
part of^tlie quesfioh I cannot answer. 

U~~State if Gen. Pillow always promised to forward your 
letters, and if you have reason to believe they were lor-
warded ? 

A—II«; alwayspromised to forward them, and 1 have n 
doubt such was the fact. 

By Gen. ScottT 
(J—Does the witness know that the letter given to Gei.. 

Pillow, about the end of August 'last, was forwarded in the 
ordinary course ? 

.7—Witness lias no knowledge on the subject. 
The court then adjourned, to meet in the Supretrie<com 

room, at 10 o'clock, on Monday morning. 

TETNH DAY— March 27, 1848. 
The court met pursuant to adjournment,-and the proceed

ings read by the Judge Advocate. 
The motion of Gen. Scott, relative to pens, ink, and pap 

being furnished to witness, (Paymaster A. W. Burns,) in 
order that he might write each of the several interlineation! 
in the ^eonidas letter, which he had sworn were in his own 
hand-writing, in order that the court might, compare these 
words thus given to the witness by the Judge Advocate, with 
the aforesaid interlineations in the Leonidas letter. Gt 
Scott here interrupted the Judge Advocate, requesting h.... 
to observe whether Maj. Çen. If* I low's objection to that pro
position had been entered upön fhe record. 

The Judge'Advocate, remarking that it was not, but that 
he distinctly remembered the objection of Maj. (Jen. Pillow 
The objection of Maj. Gen. Pillow to that proposition was 
by the permission of the court, duly entered upon the record 

Gen. Scott then requested permission to re ail a motion 
which he had to submit to the court in writing. Gen. Scott 
then read as follows : 
Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Courts 

I have already declared my intension to impeach and uft 
ly discredit the testimony of paymaster A. W. Burns, a w 
ness lor the defence, in the ca.se before the coiift. who—shice 
that declaration and a'clear purpose, manifested in a cros: 
examinaiioiragainst all precedent, under the circumstances-
was permitted, the morning of tlie25th inst., the last sessio 
of the court, after a night's reflection, and perhaps consulta
tion. to come in And to alter his recorded testimony in a 
matter quite seriously attesting his credibility. Notwithstand

ing that advantage, the cross-examination has abundantly 
shown, m more than twenty instances, that th^ witness,had 
almost a total want of tuonioryfon onesidtfof the case, even 
in matters of no litt le iuterest and importance ; and on the 
other, a powerful ami minute memory—grasping and retain
ing incidents, which, at the time thqy occurred, mjust have 
appeared to any Oneelse, wholly unworthy of being treasured. 
The court, no doubt will, at the proper time, look clpsely tog 
that peculiarity of memory, without my specifying the nu-~ 
merous instances, in this place. Some scattered prooft, 1 will, 
however, here glance at, and only because they are distantly 
separated on the records and tiles of the court-

rhe witness says, in hi| testimony, that though he was 
present at the operations on the 19th of August, he was not 
with the operating forces the following day ; and therefore 
did not see them carry the entrenched camp of Contreras—the 
church ahd bridgeof Churubusco. Vet, in the letter Leoni-
das, which he swears was written by himself, and not by 
Major-General Pillow, he asserts to the public that "the fore
going account of this unparalled victory, (meaning the 
events of the 20th of August,) 1 was, myself, an eye-witness 
to. and will voucIl for its correctness." The witness then, 
notwithstanding Iiis oath, cannot be the author of Leonidas. 
So. at the end of the last paragraph but one of Leonidas— 
immediately preceding the quotation just given—the writer, 
speaking of the heroic Birtler, Colonel of the South Carolina 
Regiment, says, "No one laments his death more than the 
writer of this communication, who eat with him the last 
meal he took prior tohis death.'' Now, X .-hall show by wit
nesses, at present in the 1 'nited States, that the lamented 
Col. Butler, who fell at Churubusco, early in thed^y, August 
20, took his last meal at San Angel, near the field where he 
gloriously fell, and but a little while before, in a company 
where Paymaster Burns—as, indeed, |]ie himself swears-
was not. 

The court here interrupted Gen. S. in reading his motion, 
and remarked that thecaurt could not permit him to read an 
argument—that it he had a motion to propose, he must read 
it by il.self, and the eoiirt would then determine whether the 
motion could be entertained. 

Gen. Scott offering some objection to this mode of pro
ceeding, the court was here closed lor deliberation. 

The court being opened, announced itsVlccision to the fol
lowing effect : Thai any motion either party should wish to 
offer should be read by itself, and if objected to, the argu
ments on both sides in Support and against the motion would 
be heard by the court. 

Gen. Scott remarked that he would finish reading the pa
per he held m his hand, and the court could cut it down as it 
pleased. 

The President of the court said : Major-General Scott, the 
court, has already decided upon its course of conduct. 

Gen. Scott replied : lie (fid riot perfectly understand the 
rules of the court—he had complied with the orders of the 
court to reduce lo writing-1he motion he wished to submit; 
because, first, he was not allowed to submit those motions 
orally, and now he was not allowed to submit them ill writ
ing—that really he fell himself exceedingly trammelled by the 
mode of proceeding adopted by the court; however, he would 
submit his motion to the court, and they would strike out 
whatever they saw proper—that he was wit hin seven lines of 
the end of his motion. 

The court said the motion must be submitted by itself—that 
this was not the proper tim«- to offer an argument. 

(•en. Scot! then stated that he wished lo say two words 
only to the court, lie had offered to .argue that this was a 
proper time lo'bring in the evidence to discredit the testimony 
of the witness. Paymaster Burns, and the court had not al
lowed him to do so. He then proposed to the court to place 
that paper upon the records of the courf. • 

The court refused to permit this to be done, being willing 
to permit his motion by itself, without the argument, to go 
upon the record. 

Capt. HOOKER called and swotn. 
(Questions bu Defence,—State if Gen. Pillow forwarded 

for you in August last, from Miscoac, letter to your »ister. 
A.—Ï cannot say positively that he forwarded a letter for 

me to my kindred at that time, although»! am under the con
viction that he did. I think that he did. from the fact that in 
almost every opportunity that presented itself to forward let
ter* quickly, 1 sent tlieni through him. What confirms me 
i il,! he conviction still more, is, that I saw a letter I had writ-

published in a country paper in my county town; and 
u I asked how it came to be published, 1 was informed 

that it was the earliest news that had been received, anil for 
that reason was published. I do not remember whether it 
was to my -i.-ter or to my brother that this letter was written. 

(y.—State, if you know, if Gen. P. was in the habit of 
showing his report to officers of rank in hisdivisiou. 

.J.—I have known him to show his reports frequently to 
the officers of his division, a< well as to others. 

<*>.—State, if you know, whether (Jen. Pillow has been in 

L 
(£.—Wow often did Mr. Freauercome to General Pillow's 

quarters before he got it. ? 
A.—He came there the second time before he got^he papers. 
Q.—Examine that paper. No. 1, and say whose hand

writing that is in; and if that is not the paper you made out 
for Mr. Kreaner from General Pillow 's rough report. 

.7.—The paper. No, 1, is in my handwriting—it is the pa
per I made out f rom General IMlow Trough report. 

—Is onsn0t the whole paper, interlineations and all, in 
your handwriting ? 

A.—1 think it is—there are a few words 1 am not positive 
about. r 

(J.—Read tfce .paper No. 1, and state whether the caption 
and conclusion were in the original'paper from which you 
copied it ? % 

*Jj.—Neither the caption or the conclusion were in the 
' original. 

({.—It' not, by whom werethev added ? 
.-/.—They were added by myself. 
General Scott here remarked, r should prefer the witness 

would sit a little further from where the consultations <*re go
ing on from Wie side of t he defence. 

..^Iie witness having changed his 6eat, the examination in 
chief w«s resumed. 

Q—You have said you were Goneral Pillow's, clerk—state 
whether you were his clerk, or the clerk jn tire Adjutant 
General's oflice of his Division, and how long you have 
acteu as sfck li ? _ ' 
"*A-.—I was clerk in the office of the Adjutant Genera! of 
his Division from the 23d ol July last until the t>th of the 
present month. > 

„ Cross-examination, by the Prosecution—Q.—\Vif ness 
will state as ife.trly as he can, the precise day on which he 
prepared the pai>er No. 1—what materials he had, and iu 
whose handwriting the materials were i 

A —\ think it was on tire 2&1 of August last. I have sla
ted before, I had the rough or memoranda report^ of the opera
tions of his division on the 19th and 20th of August—the ma
terials were "in General Pillow's handwriting. 

(J.—The \yitness will state, whether in preparing No, 1 he 
exercised 1ih own powers of composition, or did anything 
more than copy the papers furnished him, word for w ord ? 
also, whether Maj. Gen. Pillow, or any one else, did person
ally surferiiilend the composition of the paper while fie was 
engaged upon it ? 

A.—I exercised my own pow;ers of composition—1 did not 
copy word for word theoajier furnished me—no one superin-
dod the preparation of the papèr. 

'I he witness will state as exactly as He can, w hat MI 
strnctions he received from Maj. Gen. Pillbw in regard to pa
per No. 1 ; also, to whom iie delivered that paper alter he had 
finished it, and where are the original drafts? 

A.—A* near as I recollect, General Pillow directed meto 
fnrnish Mr. Freanerthe substance of the papers he laid be
fore me. *1 am not prepared to say "whether I delivered iliat 
paper to General Pulow or Mr. F leaner. I do not know-
where the original drails are. 

XV-—Will the witness endeavor I« recollect what he did 
wiih the original drafts—whether he lelured tlieni lo (Jen. 
Pillow,*or received any-instructions from (Jen. Pillow in re-
regard to I hem ? 

.7.—Thç original drafts remained on Gen. Pillow's table, 
and I aui unable lo say whether they were destroyed or not — 
neither did I receive any instructions in regard to them. 

(^.—The*witne$s will stale whether Gen. Pillow told hiiu 
what use he int tided to put f»aper No. 1 to, and if it w as 
intended for the New < Means Delta ? 

.7.—He did not. I inferred from the fact that he told me 
4hat. Mr. Fteaner had inquired for such information—that it 
was for the editors of the New Orleans Delta-^-knowiug Mr. 
Frcaner to l>e tl > correspondent of that paj»er. 

(^.—The witness will state whet he-, ljefore preparing the 
paper tor Mr. leaner or before delivering it to him, be had 
any conversation with him ? 

(J—W itness will state whether he knows or has reason to 
liebeve that, letters have been written by his general, or per
sonal statt which have fou ud their way into papers of the 
U nited States ? 

. I I have no reason lo believe that any officer attached to 
general headquarters has written, or caused to lie written, a 
letter or letters w hich have fo ind their way into the public 
Press àt home. I do not know that anv such officer has 
written any such letters designed for the public press-ami. 
please add, Mr. Judge Aavooatc—nor clerk ' 1 do not 
think I have had a tlerk capable of writing sid. letters * 

<{—Do. you consider a publication like the introductory 
communication to the intercepted letters* viz: a substantial 
account of the operations iu this valley, without the sanc
tion ot-4he War Department, an official act ? 

A.—I can truly say, that I have never read enough of the 
introduction to give an opinion. I see no marks of officiality 
about the paper. I wish to add, Mr. President, that had the 
bill for printing this paper or pamphlet been presented to me, 
I was ready to pay for it—if f have not already paid for it out 
of the public money. If I have paid for it 1 shall have a 
memorandum of it. 

fy.—Has the order of the Presrdent of the I'nifld Stales, 
relative to letters, been enforced against the author of the 
introd net ion 7 

A.—I do not know that the author of the introduction has 
fallen under the denunciations ofthat order of the President. 
I wish to refresh my memory relative to the printing. 1 un
derstand. or rather knew, it was printed here. 

It was here decided by the court, that (Jen. Scott should be 
aMowed until to-morrow morning to examine this paper and 
give his answer to that question. 

Captain HU<;ER called ami sworn. 
Questions bo Defence.—Were you a member of the Gen

eral Staff of Gen. Scott in September last. 
. /.—Yes, sir. 
A newspaper was handed to Capt. linger and the follow

ing question propounded : 
ty— Examine the letter marked with ink, and say whether 

you know who is the author. 
A.—j have glanced over this letter sufficiently to believe 

that it is a private letter of mine to Col. Toleott, Chief of the 
Ordnance Department. It was marked and éhdorsed " pri-
rateinside and out. 

The letter was here read, and Capt. 11 uger continued his 

, Scott',« 
folio 

I was at the time ( 'hief of < >rduance in G 
Questions bp the Prosecution.—Did the v 

me (Gen. Scott) the letter before or wnce it was printed, or in 
any way make me acquainted with the fact that it was 
printed. 

A.—Never. % 
Q.—Was the printed letter, which the witness recognizes, 

addressed to the Chief of the< >rdnanee Department at Wash
ington, intended for his information and through him to the 
War Department ? " 

.1.—As is stated in the'first part of that letter, although it 
was marked private, I had been unable to send off my re 
ports—I therefore sent this private abstract to the Chief of 
Ordnance at. Washington, to give him imporfcint informa-

ela' • to I S.I.-I cut he 

.7.—! had not. 
Q.—The wit lies; I look at paper No. 1, and look at the 

cancelled, and say whether be cancelled that part before 
or al ter the*jpaper was completed. 

A.—I cannot now speak positively in regard to this can 
reflation. 

Q.—'The. witness will state w hat reason he could have had 
for so cancelling that part of papor No. 1—and, if by direc
tion, at whose direc» ion V 

.7.-1 cannot now state the reason for cancelling it. If I 
lid cancel it, I did so by no one's direction—:or I have stated 

thrre was no one present to give me directions—1 cannot no\V| 
sign any reason for cancelling it. ™ 
Q.—The witness willi&ate» what reason he had for cutting 

short the,sentence—'* Gen. Scott gave but one—" leaving the 
sense incomplete'? * 

A.—I think 1 was aiming at trying to ascertain the num
ber of orders he gave to Gen. Pillow—I am not positive. 

Q.—What means did the witness adopt to ascertain the 
imber of eiders, and to whom did lie apply—if any one ! 
A.—I did not. apply to any one, and I did ncft examine the 

skeleton report, as I had intended. 
(&r-Did or did not the witness say, iu a previous answer, 

^hat the last paragraph of paper No. I. beginning " The Gen
eral's well-tievised plan," was composed by himself, and 
did lie also add the words 14 very respectfully ?" 

The last p.-iragraph was composât by myself, begin-
t . -villi the words " fhe General's well-deviled plans." 

With regard to the' words " very respectully," I am not posi-
Vhcther I Vvrote those words or not» 

..—The witness will state w hat reason Im had for writing 
at the top of paper No. f. " Editors New Orleans Delta," ana 
below it, the heading "Great Battle of Mexico ?" 

.//—I think I have stated before, that 1 inferred «fromi the 
application of Mr. Freaner, that it was for the editors of the 
Delta—knowing that Mr. Freaner was the correspondent of 
the Delta. T can assign no other reason for the heading than 
that I supposed it was a great battle. 

Q.—Were the words " Great Battle"— battle in the singu
lar numbers-copied by you from Maj. (Jen. Pillow's report, 

were you instructed to head it so by him ? 
.7.—They were not copied from his 'report-neither did he 
ve me instructions to head it so. f will also add that the 
ords were not contained in his papèr. 
Q.—Witness will look at the Leonidas letter, and kiy 

whether there are iu that letter any word or words interlined 
that letter iu any other hand than that of Paymaster 

BuVns ? 
lam not acquainted with the hand-writing of the body 

of the letter. There is nftt a word of my writing in this, 
•aper: although if f hud ever had this paper in my hands, 1 
hould say tlku! 4here are three words hwe that were in my 

hand-writing, as 1 write when I write with a quill. 
Q.—Was .Mr. Freaner'sinqiufy for a list of the killed and 
ounded made to you, or to (Jen. Pillow hi your presence, 
id at the same time did he ask for memoranda of tue opera

tions of tli«- 19th and 20th <>!' Augudt ? 1 
. /.—Mr. Freaner did not. address me, but Gen. Pillow in 

my hearing, anl said he was going to make out an account 
of the battle: of the 19th and 20th, and such information as 
he thought proper to give him ; also, a Ijst of the killed and 
wounded, and a statement of the movements of his division 
on those two days. 

Q.—Did the witness furnish other cbpies of paper No. 1 
fo others con nêcted with the public press—and if so, to whom? 

.7.—1 did not. 
Q.—lias the witness furbished sucli papers to officers of 

the army, formerly connected with the public press ? 
A.—1 have not. 
Q The witness has said he belong to the 11th Infantry-

he attached to that, regiment—as sur-

I that i 

*on, or not ? 
A.—I was a serjeant iu that regimen*. 
(J.—When was the witnesj discharged f' 

at whose instance, and under what circumstances ? 
A.-—1 w;i> discharged by an order from (Jen. Butler, on 

the application of Dr."Simmons, I think. 
Has or has not the witness been promised or assured by 

Maj. (Jen. Pillow, or through some person connected with 
(Jen. Pillow, of a commission in the medical stair or some 
other branch of the army ? 

/.—i < not. 

• habit of' forwarding letters lor his lriends. 
A.—I do know flint he has. 
Q.—Was the w itness at the time of writing 

erred to, attached as a general staff offio 
i vision. 
A.—I 
Doctor HEIST 
Then a>ked bj 

wered Jacob l > 
Quest,uns bp 

ploy 

SP called and sworn. 
Hie Judge Advocate his first name and an-
Heistand. 
Defence.—When, where, and what was 

Pillow at Miscoac. 
ut employment, and what is your 

-7.—I was clerkfto ( 
Q.—What is vour p 
cupation in civil lit. . 
A.—1 am now employed in the Medical Purveying De 
trtment, iu charge of Dr. Simmons ; I am a physician. 

,1° wbat Regiment do you belong ? 
To the 11th Infant., . 

. Q- er® you or not offrent in August last 
'ted General Pillow's headquarters ? 

vhen Mr 

.7.-1 was 
Q.—Did von hear Mr. Freaner ask General Pillow for 

a list of the killed and wounded in the battles of Contreras 
and Churubusco ? 

.7.-1 did. 
<^.—\V hat orders did General Pillow give von in reference 

to the application of Mr. freaner, for ;i statement in refer
ence to the operations ot the forces under lus command ? 

General Scott here remarked, did the court observe that all 
these questions were leading ones ? 

General Pillow said, I will shape my questions in any way 
the court shall direct—they naturally follow in this order. 

The court did not say anything, and the witness then an

ile directed me to make ont a list of killed and wounded 
for Mr. Freaner. aiid General 1 illow gave me some papers 
and directed me to furnish the principal tacts to Mr. Fteaner. 

( » _ What papers did he give you for that purpose ? 
y _|le gave me what I took to be a skeleton report of the 

movements of the 19th aud 20th. 
(J—Did you or not, under General Pillow s orders, make 

out a list of the killed and wounded, and what did you do 

W "/.'-lYdid make out a list ofthe killed and wounded. I am 
not now able to say what 1 did with it. 

O —State at what time the application ot Mr. freaner. 
for a list of the killed and wounded and the statement to 
w hich you have referred, w as made ? . . 

.7 —it was on the afternoon of Monday, the L3d ot Au
gust, or about that time. _ 

(v.—State if at the time the application was made by Mr 
Freaner the returns of the killer! and wounded had all come 
in from the different regiments; and if not, how long were 
you in making out the list ? 

A.—'They had not all come in,and did uot for several days. 

(Jen. Pillow here rose and said : " I did not wish to object, 
to that question until it w as answered: but i wish to know if 
Maj. Gen. Scott is at liberty so lo shape his questions as fo 

ist imputations on my character ? " 
(Jen. Scott then said to the Court—I wish to know, Mr. 
resident, whether 1 am at liberty to reply. 
The Cqurt took arece s; and ty>on ils meeting Gen. Pillow 
ithdrew his objection. 
Q.—Is or not the witness aware that (Jen. l*»llow has 

taken some measures to obtain for witness a commission m 
the ar 

. /.-I 
V—II 

./.-Tli 

not. 

1 of <Hu 

eptc 

assist? 
A.-

Mipies lias witness made 
one, what has become oft 
. 1 is the only copy I inad 
to the cancellation in 
Icott gave but one," how came it to be a 

ui in the mind ol witness whether Gen. Sitott gave one 
i* orders to Gen. Pillow ? 
I cannot, answer that question. 
Is or not the witness aware that Maj. Gen. 1 illow, 

iher or ( tetober last, through the Surgeon General, 
ored to obtain lor witness a position as a pnysician or 

m in some hospital? 
1 l&nowthat application was made to me by several 

vices, and 1 directed them to make applica-

Q.—Is not the Chief of ( )rd nance at Washington a b 
of t he War Department—and a.e not the official acts of the 
Chief of that Deparlfnent the acts of the Secretary of War. 
i A.—The duties of the ( 'hief of that Department are as 
stated—his official aets^are considered as being done with the 
sanction of the Secretary of War; atal I have no doubt that 
if Col. Toleott published that letter, it was done with fhe 
sanction of the Secretary of War—but this is merely an 
opinion. 

Gen. Scott stated to the court that he should call upon ( 'ol. 
Toleott to show how that letter found its way into the pub
lic prints at home, w hen this court adjourns to the United 

fWitness is here handed his own Iett 
Scott, his Assistant Adjutant General, ami said :] I d 
dress a letter of that character to Brevet Major General 
Worth, at a period subsequent to the date of that order. 

Q—As so many letters have been written by officers of 
this army, many of which have been published, and have 
come under the eye of the witness, can the witness state why 
he denounced the said Pillow as puffing himself, &c., while 
he has allowed the authors ofthe other letters to pass with
out notice? 

A—That interrogatory begs the question that many let
ters have been published, each an infraction of the general 
order iu question, which the witness cannot admit, without 
arrogating to himseif the right of trying and bringing grave 
charges against brother officers now absent. In respect to 
these letters, one admitted by Capt. linger to have been 
written by himself, which I never saw, to the best of my 
knowledge—never heard of until yesterday—which was dis
posed of in llie testimony, which was recorded at the time of 
the introduction of the letter, in so far as I, as witness or as 
prosecutor.before this court, could have had any thing to^rlo 
with that particular letter—in respect to the introduction to 
the pamphlet before the Court, I have already put upon 
record what I know of that introduction ; having, at the 

qf the defence, addéd my poor opinion as to the 
char of the letter, and the legal responsibility of the 

"* 'rited letters, bearing the signa-Writer, and of my 
tures of Brig. (Jens. Shields and Pierce, have'been to-day 
called to my attention by the defence—and I have already 
said that those letters, very partially read by me, not exceed
ing, in the case of the Shields letter, one. or possibly two, 
sentences, were pointed out to me and read by me very re 
cently, within some two weeks last past, after both general" 
officers had ceased to be under my immediate orders or con, 
trol—I am not sure that I ever saw in print, or otherwise, 
the letter ol Brig. Gert. Pierce, but am certain, that though 
I have heard it spoken of, I have not read it in whole as 
I verily fielieve, in any part whatever.' If the letter were 
laid before me, I would be able to say whether I had ever 
read it. 

U— Witness will examine the letters here submitted lo 
lihiij which appear to have been w ritten by an officer of his 
staff; and say if he has reason'to believe he knows what 
officer or officers of his staff were sent by him from Coyoacan 
to San Antonio, and who the author or authors of these letters 

A .-l hold 
the New York Con 
headed " Extract f rom 

hand what appears to lie a portion of 
and Enquirer, dated Sept. 15, and 

!; letter. very interesting veil at 

ter \ 
rate. 

A.—Ii was a private letter to communicate important in
formation to the Chief of my Department. As I before 
stated, I was unable to send off my regular reports and re
turns, and I w rote this let ter merely for I he information of 
the Chief of the Department, and not for publication; and 1 
marked it private, liecause I did not wish this letter, giving 
such a partial account ofthe operations of the Department, 
here, to go on the files of the Department at Washington, as 
I had full and complete reports prepared, which 1 had no 
means of forwarding at that time. 

The court then adjourned to meet to-morrow morning at 9 
o'clock. m 

'•ELEVENTH DJ1 Y—Mirrh 28, 1848. 
The court met pursuant to adjournment, at 9o'clock, A.M., 

read 
. Scott was resumed upon the fftl-

ivliich was put yesterday, but which (Jen. 
util this morning to consider and examine 

and the\ 
The examination of 

lowing question. whi< 
S. was allow 
be fort answering. 

Questions bp Defence.—Does tlie witness consider a pub
lication of the nature ofthe introductory communication to 
the intercepted Mexican letters, published without the autho
rity ofJ.be War Department, as an official act ? 

A.—I read last night, after retiring to my bed, the introduc
tory letter to that pamphlet; it is a paper made in conformity 
with the piopositiou or plan submitted by Lieut. Col. Hitch
cock. Acting Inspector General, to me at Tacu bay a, pend
ing the armistice. It has no marks in the printed form of of-
fieiality, nor distinctly authorized by me before it was written. 
It is not a letter, nor what is usually called a Report, but what 
it. professes upon its face to be, an explanatory introduction to 
intercepted Mexican letters, deemed by me, as well as by Col. 
Hitchcock, highly interesting to the whole army, and there
fore worthy of publication. I consider that publication thus 
authorized in advance to be virtually my own act, ami under 
the Regulation in question, and in the language of that Re
gulation, that I was the proper- authority, as General-in-
Chief of the Army in Mexico, to give special permission for 
its publication. I proceed to say, that 1 examined last, even
ing. and find that the publication was not paid for out of the 
public iirtmey in my hands, but. that the expense of printing, 
etc., was met on the part pf the publisher by the proceeds of 
the sales of the copies. Such 1 understood to be the manner 
in which it was paid for. 

General Pillpw said he never wished to raise that question. 
General Scott continued his answer, saying—" I was under 

tin* impression I bat I had paid for it out. of those funds. I 
will look overthose newspapers." hecontinued, " that (Jen. 
Pillow handed me yesterday, if Major-General Pillow may 
wish." 

General Pillow said he had some other questions to put. 
Q— Has not the manuM-ript copy any marks of officiality 

about it, and is not the printed copy a substantial account of 
the operations iu tffîs valley ? 

. /.—Strange as it may appear, Mr. President, I do not 
think I saw either the manuscript -copypr the printed copy 
before-yeslerday. I confounded this pamphlet with the plain 
practical talk addressed by that same officer to the Mexican 
people, frofti l'uebla, containing nothing in reference »o the 
operations or movements of the army, as well as 1 recollect. 
The oriuteil copy gives a general account of the operations in 
this basin, or an account of those movements so far as the 
writer deemed necessary for a clear understanding aud expla
nation of the Mexican intercepted letters. 

Q.—Does not. the intro Iuçt.ory letter commence with the 
march of the army from Puch a. Does it nol go far be
yond what was necessary to Explain those letters ? Does it 
come dpwn to the battle of Moiino del Key. and the final as-

ult on the capital, long after those letters had been'in ter-
•pted ? 
.7.-1 think it. does. (General Pillow remarked that he 
;is perfectly satisfied with that answer.) General Scott 
uitiuued—In general terms, go through the operations of 
e valley, whether it gives more particulars than were abso

lutely necessary to explain the Mexican letters, I cannot now 
y. without a minute study of those letters. 
Q.—Is il within your knowledge, or have you reason to be

lieve, that many letters have been w ritten by officers under 
your command, which have found their way into the public 

•ss. m violation of (lie general regulations ofthe President, 
7.—I will state," Mr. President, that. I have not had 

Washington, elated 'Tauubaya, yVugust 24, in lull view of 
the Capital.* " I am referred particularly to the passage, 
"after ;i few minutes, we passed on to a village called Coyoa
can, when we heard firing to our right, about two miles off, 
in the direction of San Antonio. The General immediately 
sent me with Capt. Kearney's troop to ascertain the state of 
affairs." 1 have not the remotest knowledge of the writer of 
the letter ; but I will state as nearly as I can w hat officers I 
sent. I first despatched Cant. Kearney's troop of cavalry, 
(it was a part of my habitual escort, frequently the whole.) 
and perhaps another troop of horse ; ('apt. Lee, engineer, 
;iud 1 think another stajf officer, general or personal „(if he 
were a personal staff officer, I think it wa* Lieut. Lay;) next 
a battalion of riflemen, called for reconnoissance, and also 
to lire at the enemy, or into the air, without the presence of 
the enemy, to give notice to Brevet Maj. General Worth, 
according to concert with him, that the main body of our 
army was approaching the rear of San Antonio. 1 am half 
inclined to think that Major (Jnaies, Kentucky Volun
teers, then in my staff, accompanied the same reconnoitering 
party. AII these detach monts and#l!fcers were sent by me 
from Coyoacan, on this side of San Antonio. I have noother 
knowledge whatever of this letter, which, I am confident, f 
never beforesaw;, either in manuscript or print. 

Here the examination of Gen. Scottclosed, anil Gen. Pillow 
stated to the court— 

Mr. President.: I would like to substitute the Star news
paper, containing the introductory letter to the Mexican in
tercepted letters, and to retain the pamphlet. 

(Jen. Scott then remarked— 
Mr. President: The introductory letter is a part of a whole; 

1 should like to have the pamphlet sent in with the records. 
(Jen. Pillow said : The introductory letter is a whole by 

itself. 
Gen. Scott—Am I at lilierty to reply, Mr. President, to 

these ad captandum remarks. . 
Capt. ROBERT LKK , of the Engineers, being called and 

sworn, was handed the slip last handed to Gen. Scott, sup
posed lo con taw an extract of a letter from due of his staff. 

Questions bu Defence.—Please examine carefully the let
ters now handed fo you and say who is the author or authors 

of them, and state if you know whether tnöse officers are or 
were members of (Jen. Scott's general or personal staff? 

A.—I believe I am the author of this letter, dated August 
22,1847. I know nothing of these other letters—I never saw 
tlieni—I was in the General Staff of the General-in-Chief at 
that time. 

RKMARKS BY GKS. PILLOW .—Mark, if the court pleases, 
the course of this examination—it is not for the purpose of 
impeaching the tertimony of ('apt. Lee. I merely wish to 
show that officers connected with Gen. Scott, either on his 
geqeral or personal staff, have been in the habit of writing 
letters, which have somehow found their way into the public 
press at home. 

Ans. continued.—'That letter was written to a member of 
Col. Tottin's family, and not intended to be made public. 
By the general regulations, officers of that department are 
required to make a monthly report to the Chief of the De
partment. I could not send these, and the letter was sent in 
lieu of them, to advise him of certain movements. Colonel 
Tot ten was not at Washington when the letter was received, 
audit was sent to the office, when ('apt. Weleer, Assistant 
to the Chief Engineer, had a copy of a portion of it made 
and sent to the Union. _ | 

Q—To whom was the let ter written, ami did you consider 
it as private or public. 

A.—It was written to Mrs. Totten, and I considered it a 
a private letter, and I am confident that it was stated in the 
letter, though not in this printed extract, that this portion was 
intended for the information of the (.Thief Engiirt>er. 

Q.—Was Major-Geueral Scott at the time when you wrote 
the letter, made acquainted with the fact, or either before or 

which the court had refused to place upon its record, as he 
was one of the parties interested ; and as this might operatw 
injuriously on the public mind, he hoj>ed the court would 
take measures to prevent the publication of such papers in 
future. This is the substance of his remarks. Adding, that 
when the paper submitted by Gen. Worth was published, 
the party now publishing this, had distinctly reprobated the 
practice ; and now this paper was published, as appeared by 
the leading, by his direct sanction ; and this paper fallsunder 
his own animadversions. 

Gen. Scott rose and said—" That paper (looking at it) ap
pears to be identical with the paper presented by me to this 
court as a motion lo have the testimony tending to impeach 
the evidence given by Paymaster Burns, taken immediately 
after his examination, was closed—yet the publication of it 
was not distinctly authorized by me. I did not, however, 
prohibit its publication, and it seems to have found its way 
into the press. On the firstiday, when the charges and speci
fications were read before this court, I was asked for a copy 
of them. I refused''. I would sooner have cut olf my right 
hand than have furnished a copy of them for publication-
yet I saw them hi print. [Gen. Pillow—I believe that was 
done under the authority of this court ] 1 did not, however, 
prohibit the publication of the paper referred to by Maj. Gen. 
Pillow. When the paper presented by Brevet Maj. Gen. 
Worth was published, it was not even read, yet it was pub
lished entire in the body ofthe proceedings of this court — 
(Jen. AVorth nol heroga party before this court. This I con
sidered a direct contempt of tlie court, and stated, that in 
wounding the dignity of the court. I was greviously injured, 
and risked for some order to he taken in the case. This the 
court refused to do." 

Gen. Pillow—Will not the court take some action iti the 
case, as 1 am a party before the conrt, and establish rules 
which may prevent such occurrences in future. 

The President of the court said, "If a written complaint 
is made against the publisher, the eourt will consider it." 

Gon. Pillow—In this, the publisher is not in fault, but the 
party furnishing the copy. 
Lieut. Da eis, Fdnrteenth Infantry, sworn for prosecution, 

Q—Has the witness ever heard Paymaster Burns make any 
declaration with regard to the authorship of a certain letter 
signed Lepuidas ; and if so, state what the declaration was, 
and the time and place ? 

.7—1 happened to meet Maj. Burns shortly after the publi
cation of the Leonidas let ter, in the city of Mexico, and after 
some conversation w ith him. he inquired of me whether 1 
Ii '.oum' out l'ie writer of the Leonidas letter. 1 answered. 
I had not. 1 asked hhn w hether he knew. He said he did 
not. riiat was the only conversation I ever had with him on 
the subject. 

luminal by Defence.—Q.—Witness will state if 
il any other copy of the letter than that which ap-
heNew Orleans Picayune, and American Star and 

he lias se;-
pea red in t 
North Au 
.7-1 ha 

—Did k i t  l ies  

, published m this city i 

« understand Maj. Burn . as alluding to that 

A.—Not that I am 
• me, either before c 
Question 

:>f—he has never been informed 

the relatioi^bf —State what 
./Engineer Bureau to the War Department. 
A.—It is a branch of the War Department—the Chief En

gineer transacts the business of the Department, in the name 
and under the authority of the Secretary of War. 

Lieut. Gkorgk W. Lay being called and sworn, was 
handed a slip to read a certain letter or extract pointed out 
to him. 

Questions by Defence. —Piease examine the paper hrnded 
and iiber 

• in my hands, oilier t 
city, (English and Spa 
limes since I have been 
v the gentlemen of thi 

spapers published i 
.) more than fifty < 
îe republic of Mexi 
art piles of papers 

my. hut havÊ not he 
•lure as lo theaufhoi 
Inch I have alluded, 

.— Does the witne? 
the city *—tin 

i of the p. ular 

by officers of this 
r a satisfactory con
ic raps or extracts to 

officers for 
tion to (Jen. Pillo 

[By the permission of the Court, the 
shown, by way of refreshing his memory, 
himself; ami lie then-continued his answer 

By the conclusion of this note, it appçn 
member, that application was made by ( 

tness vvas here 
?tter written by 
follows .] 
ami 1 now re-

Pillow to tli 
•geon (îeneral 4o have me employed in that capacity. 

Gen. Pillow did not. inform me of it. I w as informed of it 
others. 

and said that be had made app ica-
be amployed in the medical_depart-
av regiments were very much in want 

Here (Jen. Pillow ros 
n for the witness ti 
nt, as many ofthe i: 
medical officers, 
•en. Scott then said, 
eh desired to have h 

•Are you still in the lltli Infantry? 

hat for the same reasons he had also 
n em ployed in that capacity. 
i closed, and examination in chief 

resumed. 
U.by Defe 
. /.—Yes. * ] 
Q.—Von state that you were changed by (Jen. Pillow's or- ) 

der. Does the witness mean that he was relieved from duty ! 
as clerk and employed in the Purveyor's Department, or dis
charged ? 1 

. /.—I was simply relieved front duty as clerk—1 still belong j 
to the 11th Infantry. | 

( >n this being given, (Jen. Scott remarked that he did not 
wish the question just put to wit 
impeaching the testimony of 

ss receive two daily papers published in 
I North American ? 

7.—Noteinvariably, but generally. 
Witness was here handed a North American, dated Nov. 

1!». 1847, and asked, " Have you ever heard of a letter writ
ten by Gen. Shields in resj>eet to the medical department of 
the army, and his wouiid,at Cerro (Jordo ?" 

A—This letter has been pointed out to me by some one. I 
have only read a few lines of it. I do not, consider that Gen. 
Shields was under my particular orders since he left this coun
try. though undoubtedly he would be responsible to me for 
acts done here. This letter w as pointed out to me within a 
few weeks past: (Jen. Shield left this place for home on the 
1st November, 1847,— this newspaper is dated Nov. 19, 1847. 

ty. Have you ever seen a lettter w ritten by (Jen. Pierce, in 
reference to military operations in this valley, published m the 
Star and North American ? 
"A.—J do nol know that I have ever seen that letter. If I 
have, I do not think that I have ever read more than a few 
lines. 

Q.—Would it he just lo attribute to yourself the laudatory 
letter published by Col. Hitchcock as an introduction to the 
intercepted Mexican letters I 

.7.-1 have stated that the official acts of my Staff are my 
acts; that Col. Hitchcock had my permission to publish the 
intercepted letters, with an explanatory introduction, w hich, 
whether laudatory or condemnatory, nude, the principle al
ready stated, I should be held responsible for; although I did 
no« dream, and did not know until last night, that there was a 
syllable oflaudation of myself in the pamphlet. 

[Witness was here handed the copy of ( >rder No. 249, in re
ference to prohibited publications.] 

Q—Please read Order 349. and say if Maj. (Jen. Pillow is 
alluded to in that order as one of the " principal heroes. 

./—The Court will perceive by the order that no individ
ual is named, nor is there any new snaper specified. Allusion 
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., 2d Drugoor 
at ion.—Did the 
y declaration i 

duly sworn. 
it ness ever Jiear Pay-
efèrence to the an-« 

is made to 
ther specified—allii: 

text to 
be urged in bar to I 
less for having made j 

h le under cross-examination. 
Gen. S< O I T called by the defence, and ditly sworn. • 
Witness was handed a pamphlet containing a publication j 

of intercepted Mexican letters, with an introductory letter. 
t|.—Examine tlie introductory portion of that pamphlet, i 

and state w hether you have ever seen the introduction tothat j 
pamphlet in manuscript or print. 

. /.—Both the manuscript copy and some printed copies ) 
have been placed liefore me, and 1 might probably have read , 
it if 1 had had time. I w ill say further, that I have had some ! . 
of the letters read to me. I never have read the introduction, ! No. 1, I 
although it has been in my power. I never have read one j («en. 

n print, but. I may possibly h;i 

the 
other respects. 

... to the newspapers was merely made 
larks which follow in the same order

ly it please the Court, the onler and the 
- • - • themselves. 

von! of the introduct 

ill add that a fear-upon 
_ - 1—that Maj. (Jen. Pillow 

....ght come under the animadversions contained in the sub
sequent pail of thai order, I did not then fee! any con faience 
in the justice of that apprehension. Subsequent information 
led to the charges and «pecitieations now before this Court. 
At the time of writing those charges and specifications, I 
had a moral conviction upon my mind that he wrote or 
piocure.l to l»e written, the Leonidas letter and paj>er marked 

' y this Conrt. „ ,, 
Pillow objected that the question was not yet fully 
1. 

tl of 
enpt, i ly not as 

I letters in my 
I to me in English. I 
sb; but I can read the 

it h great difficulty— even in print but 
I desire to record; Mr. President, that, while in 
consider myself responsible for the official acts 
hetJier acting by my orders or not. Col. Hitch-

ny start while I remained in command. 
whether you know who is the asthor ot this 

S. Ott said be believed it was fnlly answered 
[The Court was here cleared for deliberation*; and on lie

ing opened. decide«! that in their opinion the questiou had 
ln-en fully answered,] 

Q_Was not vour order 34Î' intended to refer to Leonidas, 
and to (Jen. Pillow as the author of it ? 

/_( in the day of the publication ot that order I had 
seen Leomdas. hut tdid not specify Leonidas as an indi
vidual or a newspaper, with the title ami date. I endea
vored to avoid personalities, -o that the animadversions of 
hat order might be entirely general, and not specific as to 

had more hope than fear. November 12, the 
that oider.was dated, that the parties against 

whom were subsequently preferred charges and specifications, 
might, upon sub^eîjuent inquiry, be found unconnected with 
the unnamed New Orleans and Tampico papers. The order 

had permission to publich the introduction, and if so who j also alludes to the future, as well as to the past. 
gave him the permission ? . j Q—Have you not. in an official letter, stated that the 
~ .7—I stated that he mentioned his purpose to me, and f j onler was intended to cover the Leon idas letter ? 
heartily concurred. I consider Col. Hitchcock's official acts ! 7—At a subsequent time, I think it is probable f did— 
to lie my acts—and 1 wish to add that I have not seen that { but if Gen. Pillow can show me a letter, or a copy ol it, 
pamphlet since the day oil which 1 supposed it first appeared, j lean give a more specific answer 
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possession, and bave heard son 
may have read three or four iu 
Spanish in m 
imperfectly. 
command. I 
of my staff, > 
cock was in 

ti..—State 
pamphlet. 

-I think I stated liefore. that Col. Hitchcock had pro. persons 
po>ed the publication ofthe letters, and that I did not object, 
nor to the publication ofthe introduction. I believe that Col. 
Hitchcock got up the w hole pamphlet. 

Q— Do you mean to be understood that Col. Hitchcock 
ad permission to puhlich the introduction, and if so who 

him the permission ? . 
" I  

täte if yoi 
personal or general staff ? and state if y 
of the letter m «irked with ink. 

A.—I do nol recognize 1 lie letter—I may have seen the let
ter in print. I have reason to believe that I can conjec
ture the author from reading the letter. I have no other ma
terials for judging of it, than any other officer would have 
in my position, i should thiiiK it was written by MajorTurn-
bull, lale Chief»of Topographical Engineers. It is much 
such a letter a* I should have written myself, but I think from 
internal evidence that it was not written by me. I have sel
dom written a letter I did^iot recognize sometime after. 

Q. Does the witness.know tfie fact that Majoi Turnbull 
w as sent by (Jen. Scott's orders to reconnoitre San Antonio ? 

A.—I do not recollect that i\^ajor Turn bull was of the party. 
I was sent with Captain Lee to bring back a report. Were 
it not for the other parts of the letter, I should think that I 
had w ritten the passage on that subject. My impression is, 
that Major Turnbull was not of the party, unless he went ot 

(J.—Were you in front of San Antonio when Capt. Thorn
ton was killed ? , 

. /.—Not at the time when he was killed. I was passing 
along the road when his body was brought to the rear.. I'lie 
passage iti part of the letter referring to the reconnoisance at 
San Antonio, convinces me the letter cannot lie mine, be
cause I always deferred my detailed letters to my friends so late 
that they would not «attempt to put them in the papers as the 

e a r l i e s t  n e w s .  . . . .  
Q.—Is the witness aware that. (Jen. Scott had at the time, 

or has since had any knowledge of the letter in question ? 
./.— I am not aware of ever having myself had, or that 

Gen. Scott ever hail, any knowledge of the letter. 
Examination ofthe witnesses on this charge and specifica

tion—so far as the witnesses in Mexico will admit—was here 
closed on the part of tl 
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master Burns make ar 
thorslup of the letter s 
and at what time ? 

A.—I have. It was, f should say, about the middleol (>•-
toher, when the Leonidas letter wfts making the greatest ex 
citement, I had heardjhat he was the autlior of it, and by 
accident I called to see nim, being up town. The subject of 
the Leonidas letter arose ; I do not know how , or who intro
duced the subject. I remarked to him, I believe, in these 
words, " Ma Mir, do you know you «ire accused ot writing 
this letter?" Heanswered. " No." and asked, " by whom?' 
I replied, " By every body." He said "This is a mistake. 
I did noi write it !" 1 believe I then «added, " Well, yon are 
accused of it." The subject here dropped, and I firmly be
lieved he did not write it; from that time out, and on all sub-

J sequent occasions, and in the presence of officers of my own 
regiment, as also of many other persons in this city, on hear
ing that he was .accused of being the author of it, I at. once 
refuted that assertion, and remarked that I bail his positive 
assertion lo the contrary ; and believed firmly that he 
did not write it until I heard that he was a witness, and had 
sworn that he had w ritten it. That embraces all the facts. 

Questions by Defence.—Was the conversation, ill which 
Maior Burns denied the authorship of this letter, casual, or 
did'witness go to Major Burns at his private quarters? and 
was il anterior or subsequent to the arrest of Maj. Gener.il 
Pillow ' # 

A.—It must have Ijpen before General Pillow was arrested, 
as I went down with the first train. When (Jeneral Pillow 
was arrested—and he w as arrested on my return to this city— 
I will add, that our meeting was an accidental, and a friendly 
one. 

*1.—Have yon seen any other copy of that letter than the 
one printed in the NewOrleans Picayune? 

A .—I do not recollect having seen any other copy. It was 
to that copy the conversation referred. 

Quest tons by the Prosecution.—Was not the denial of the 
authorship general ? or did it rebate to particular parts of it 1 

A.—It was general ; no exception was made to any part. 
It was nearly in the language before stated. 

(Jeneral Pillow here ro=e, and said : I am willing to admit, 
fhat. previously to my arrest. Major Burns denied the author
ship of the " Ijeonidas"' letter. 

General Pillow was here directed by the court to submit in 
writing his admissions—General Scott having expressed bis 
willingness to accept them, in lien ot calling the two other 
witnesses, w hose evidence, he believed, would be substan
tially to the same effect as that of Capt. Merrill. 

Mai. General Pillow here submitted his written admissions; 
but the point of time to which they extended being only fo 
the period of his arrest, they were not entirely satisfactory to 
Maj. General Scott. General Pillow was arrested in the 
latter part of November, whereas (Jeneral Scott believed his 
other witnesses would testify to a denial having been made 
In Major Burns in the month of December. He (Gen. S.) 
said he would, however, accept tlieni as they stood: but the 
court, desiring to have the testimony of the other witnesses 
named by (Jeneral Scott, declined accepting General 1 il
low's admissions on that subject.—Adjourned. 

TWELFTH DA Y—March '£>, 1S48. 
The court inet pursuant to adjournment, and the proceed

ings were read over by the Judge Advocate 
Pillow called the attention of the Judge Advocate to 

» J I.~ •• circular letter ' read, in the fact that he had not heard his 
reading over the proceeding' 

The .ladre Advocate stated, that the proceeding* of the 
day on which he had submitted his circular letter had already 
l»een read over, when bis attention was called to the omission, 
and t h at he had since inserted that circular letter. 

Gen. Pillow here called the.attention of the court to a paper 
published in the "Star," which he believed to lie identical 
with the paper submitted by (Jen. Scott, in reference to Maj. 
Burns, which had been partially read before thiscouit, and 

printed copy : 
.7—1 understood him as referring to the letter that had been 

published over that.signature. 
Lt. Col. GLADDEN sw"brn for prosecution. 

—-About what hour did the late (.'ol. Butler leave San 
Agustin on the l!Hh ol August last, with his regiment, the 
South Carolina Volunteers, and docs the witness chance to 
know whether the Colonel dined at Sail Agustin that day. 
and at about w hat hour; and w hat does the witness know ot 
another meal—breakfast—taken by the late Colonel at SJII 
Angel the morning of the following day ? 

.7.—I think the regimentjeft San Agustin between 3 and 
4 o'clock p. M.on the 19th of August; I am not positive as to 
the hour. I do n't know, of my own personal knowledge, 
that he did dine at San Agustin on the 19th—except what 1 
have heard. On the morning of the 20th, while that portion 
of the army that had been engaged at and around Contreras 
was halted at San Angel, I received a message from Col. 
Butler fhat he had found a house at which something might 
be bad to eat—a cup of chocolate or coffee—and requesting 
me to join him; but before the chocolate couUl be prepared, 
the signal to fall in was sounded, and we went and joined 
them. He then informed me that he, in company with Gen. 
Shields, Cayt. Blanding and some others, would return and 
get a cup ot chocolate, and requested me to take command of 
the regiment if it should march. After he returned, he in
formed me that he had taken a cup of coffee and something 
to eat—some refreshments. 

JAMES L. FREANER recalled for prosecution. 
Q— Has the witness, at Puebla or elsewhere, ever received, 

opened or unsealed, a letter or letters from the hands of Mai-
Gen. Pillow, written by Paymaster Burns for the NewOrleans 
Delta, other than the letter signed Leomdas, and dated Au
gust 21, 1847 ? 

Maj. (Jen. Pillow ebjected to the question as irrelevant. 
(Jen. Scott sustained the legality ofthe question. 
The court was closed and decided to sustain tlie objection. 
The court also decided the question in reference to the pub

lication in the morning paper (the Star), as follows : 
"The court has scon with regret the publication, in the 

newspapers of this city, of certain papers read to the court 
and rejected, or not permitted to oe entered on its record—at. 
the same time that the court cannot prevent such publications, 
the "parties publishing are warned tiiat they are calculated to 
prejudice the cause ofthe publisher in theopinion ofthe court, 
as indelicate and highly improper." 

Upon these decisions of the court being read, Gen. Scott 
said that he wished that, in consideration of the entry made 
in reference to the paper published this morning, his (Gen. 
Scott's) paj>er had been entered upon the records in reference 
to the paper presented by Maj. Gen. Worth ; that on that oc
casion he had called the attention of the court to it, and had 
asked it to take some order in the case, or at least to permit 
him to tear the paper and the character of the writer of it to 
tatters before this court, by arguments drawn from truth, 
honesty aud justice; that on that occasion tbe«lignity of this 
court bad been wounded, and he through it. 

The President of the court said that this court knows how 
to protect its own dignity. 

Gen. Scott replied that lie, too, knew what the dignity of 
this court, and what his own rights are, and be would vindi
cate them. Coif&rning the first decision made by this court 
in reference to adnuttuig the evidence of Mr. J. L. Freaner. 
be would, if the court would permit hi in, enter a protest, solid 
and strong, against this strange and unheard-of mode of pro-_ 
feeding. He knew the modes of proceeding of the courts of 
law at home—of the highest courts—but here, he must con
fess, he did not understand the rules. 

W. C. TOBEV sworn for Defence : Q.—Witness will state 
if he is now. and has been since the paper was established, 
the editor of the North American ? 

. /.—I am now, and have been since it was established, 
with the exception of about eight days—the vacancy of eight 
days lias been within a month of this lime—1 think the pres
ent month—I am not certain. 

Q.—State, also, if the letter signed Leonidas was published 
• n the North American and Star, and it it was published in 
those paliers as it originally appeared in the New Orleans 
P i c a y u n e  ?  . . . .  

A— It was published in the North American since this 
court commenced its session, ami 1 believe the copy was 
taken from the Star newspaper of this city. I think it wa* 
the Picayune copy. The first time it appeared entire in m v 
paper, to my bwowledge, lias been since the sessions Ot tin* 
court. I copied two extracts from the Leouidas letter about 
the time it was republished here by the Star. 

(J.—State if the letter, as it appeared in the American 
Star, was not the same tis originally appeared in the Picay
une of the lb'tli of September. 

. /.—I cannot answer this question understandingly without 
having both papers before me, and comp'aring them. 

[The Star containing the Leouidas letter was sent for and 
the examination ofthe witness was postponed until the paper 
should arrive.] 

Brevet Lieut. Col. DI NCAN called for Defence : O.—State 
whether or not you have, prior to the session of this court, 
had any conversation with Paymaster Bums relative to the 
authorship ofthe Leonidas1 letter. If so, state when and 
what it was ? 

. /.—I Irave. A few days after the arrest of Gen. Pillow— 
I do not remember the exact dale—while 1 was passing by 
the Main street ofthe city, Maj. Burns called to me from the 
opposite side of the street. A conversation ensued in relation, 
to (Jen. Pillow's arrest and charge, etc., to the following 
effect: Maj. Burns remarked that he heard, that in the 
charges agfiinst Gen. Pillow, be (Gen. P.) was accused of 
writing the Leouidas letter. I told him that such was tho 
case. He said that having understood so he had prepared 
a letter lo (Jen. Pillow, which he proposed tosend or to £ive 
to him the next day, in which he hail avowed himself the 
author of the paper. He then told me that Gen. Pillowy 
knew nothing of it—he desired that l-might not make use of 
I his information—it might involve him in difficulty—saying 
that he wished to avoid an arrest and trial, which lie had no 
doubt would follow if it came to the knowledge of the com
manding (Jeneral that he was the author of the letter. That 
is the substance of the convers.ition. 

Q.—Has the witness stated all which was Kaid in the con
versation ; if not, state the balance, and whether or not you 
communicated this intelligence to Gen. Pillow, and when? 

A.—To the liest of my recollection, I have stated all. 
I did communicate it to Gen. Pillow, either that evening or 
the next day—I think the next day. .• 

Q.—State if at the time of the conversation with Major 
Burns, you bad been arrested for avowing the authorship of 
one ot the two "echoes," of which the Leomdas letter was 
supposed to be one ? 

.7.-1 had. . 
Cross-examined by thr. Prosecutor.—Was or was not 

Paymaster Burns aware, at the time of the conversation, of 
the confidential intimacy existing between witness and Maj. 
Gen. Pillow ; and was not said Bums also aware thai there 
was a charge common to the witness and said PuJow ? 

A— I cannot answer positively—I think that he must have 
known that he was at the time aware that the charges against 
Gen Pillow were the same as those agaidst myself, and in
ferred thai was his reason for speaking to me, for 1 do not 
recollect having previously exchanged half-a-dozen word* 
with him. I have no means of knowing whether he was or 
was not acquainted with my personal relations wfth Gen. 

'o!—About what time did Paymaster BurnsMetter. or ac
knowledgment of the authorship ofthe Leonidas letter, be
come published or know n to the public at this place? 

. I.—The first that 1 knew of it myself was by one of the 
last mails—within the last two weeks, I think—1 saw an 
avowal of the authorship of the letter in one or more of the 
New Orleans papers (the Delta and Picayune I think; over 
Iiis own signature. I do not remember either the date of the 
paper or the letter itself. 

W. t '. TOBEV recalled.—The papers were shown the wit
ness, with the request that he would compare the two and 
state if they were identical. 

[Here the court took a recess to enable Mr. [obey toexam-
ine the Leomdas letter in the " Picayune ' and " American 
Star," which having been done, the following question was 
put to witness by defence.J 

Q.—Have you compare# the printed copy of the 4 ' Pica
yune" with the copy as published in the Star ;" if so, 
state if they are the same ? 

.7.-1 have compared the two copies of the letter signed^ 
" Leomdas," in a part of the New Orleans " Picayune ' of 
Sept. I6th, and the " American Star" of Oct. iSd, and find 
that they are substantially the same. There are some unim
portant differences—typographical errors—arid the second 
paragraph in italics in the " Picayune," i» in Roman m the 
"Star." 

Question by Prosecution.—What does the witness kiiow 
of the authorship of an article signed " Warren,' published 
in a newspaper of this city called the " Star ?" 

[General riliow objected to this question, when (jeneral 
Scott sauPthat. he had a second question prepared, wnicn 
would explain the intention of putting the {"^t. t he court 
after reading both question«, decided that the nrst was not 
j*?riiiient to any matter liefore them.] 

W. S. B ENFIEI-D sworn for defence. ... .. 
Q —State if you have had any conversation with Major 

Burn«, prior to the session of this court, upon the authorship 
of the letter signed " Leon idas ? 

A — In the month of September, the day previous to the 
first publication of the " American .-tar. on the road lrom 
my house to that office, in company with Major Burns, he 
informed me he hail written a letter to one ot the New Or
leans papers.—The day the Leomdas letter was published in 

• These have the italicised portions, which refer to the 
" Fortress of Ulm," " Geniu« of Napoleon." fiic., iu theui. 


