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MAJQIl  GENERAL PILLOW,  
«Hr*. *'•' BKfORt 

THE OOUST OF INQUIRY, 
At Frttdejtck, M*ryl:«nd, 

AO K' N 'P TUB rilAROEU PREFERRED .V.HAINST IIIM BY 
• MÀJOR <JKNKJLAL WiNFIßU» SCOTT. 

4fc'- Preside fil and GewUetrwn of the Court. • 
' Oh a rue First i-s for a \ ioiation of paragraph &J2 of the 

Genera; Keffidate/ns for the Ai my; m having written or 
proçurtv'i to tie Witten a letter signed Liconidas,'' published 
i» the NfcwUrieww i'icayane of the ltfth September, 1847. 

Ky the Mpumptieak of law f am innocent of this charge, 
an«! m the pro^cuior prefer, the cftatge, ù devolve* upon him 
to phn:< U. 

What then are the fifcts brought to light by this investiga-
• ? o II ? 

J'ayi&a«uir B itfïi* yxove* that Jie wrote tije letter, and that 
it was done wrnoaf my knowledge or procuremeni 

Ttr.s proof o!' h witness who swears positively to the fact, 
;*»'! .strongly against Wis owe interests, ami takes upon him. 

elf the ref|)on^liii(f.y o i an.act l'or which he is liable to Jorfeil 

1 - >>" ... 
! j naUflifd., 

Ko -;tte:nyts to inmeaqb the tertimony oftlrs witnen.-
iJfr..?"" wtwiU{«mtheanalogy wtirtini;b«tw• .««be "UOHUIHS" 

lutier and tlie paper wurfced No. 1. and the analogy uf l>oth 
ÖJ,» 10 III., othoial report, tofonneit ne with this latter, 

it. u admitted thit there is a striking ann'ogy between the 
' LS"*» !S faMs stated, Indeed. paper No. 1 

£wnich I wnj designate nu» the Freaner pajier) and the 
Ga&ntiias letter are nearly denticnl to theexteLt to which 

t<ie tenner t^ienda. The * reaper pape;, which I admit i 
c.uajeu to ne prepared and c.eh vered tp .Mr. Freaaer, was writ
ten l<3 the cierk M my Adjutant General by my orders, and 
n;u luter'roeatious in my bfcitfi-writmg. In the absence of 
• Ii e\ pla naio rH » to« »f, uie hbove circumstance might and 

PtoUatHff won Id T|ad to tlie conclusion that 1 had some 
uni)g the- '4 Leontdas" letter to be written. 

li,e f»cis ! l>oes the proof explain this 
3cfl>.c'scoH>isleut with my mnoueiKv ; ami 

!r l'ôiuïi "•'lîtajiuxl m Shis testimony* avowing the 
md x>w it^ponsibility of this letter 7 ! now uu-

• «'*Msfwei thi^e quesiiun^ m the atlîjrmative, au l 
at aul tlighreat suspicion oi con-

vilh t he Ifft 1er, at any stage, attaches 10 me 
T'i" "ff£'£*ve the l^istory oi the Freaner p^per as it ap-

V 
- I ne witiie.-.« L)r lieisfîind, prov- that on tlie J of 

i'ViU,(' «ÏÏ leaner, the correspondent of the New 
Or.k«l#is "fflja, came to my nead.inaiie.- JVlixroac. ai, ! 
u.kf.I IUH tolivmstt him with a !b»t of the killed ahd wounded 
oi M.v orviMon ;and a Ik) ço lnrnish him with a statement of 
Ujjj moveinems >A the fo.ces undtr my cominaind, uiK>n the 
I t,h antl i ttli ot Augnst, in the battle» of Contreras ana 
*-i.unit.uM o. I nis vvuue.->i i^rovo that I dnecKxlhim tolur-
niaii Mr. t leaner with thefUt of kiileü au i*woo.uded, and at 
»tie xametime handed him my ron^h (or "skeleton") report 

euon* and directed iniu to furnish Mr. Freaner 
wiili a a^'VOf tjie -nbxtance ofthat fwiper. This uitne>> 
1 . ..Cf termes that he di.l fuinish the list of kiiied aud 

''^^h^ was orilered ; and that be prepared tlie paper 
a* p rreantir paper.) and handed it to myself 

or Mr. i'rtaii^r-HCi«(»ni,i not, reinemDei whieji.) Ue like-
fui knowing Mr. Freancr.to i>e tliecorrespunUent 

ol tlie tieiia. and hearing him ask me lor the paper, that he 
\ w•(nessj^dded the caption and oonclusion (.that of a letter) 
lo Uw j/ap*< J nus preraie.l ; and that, in all other respects, it 
va« y »ufe,îatjf.aiiîopy oi my rough report. It has several 
anmn.oriaut .uLerlineahous-m my own hand-wriiing, which 
utre uoumtebS iJiade beiore tlie paper was.handed to Mr. 

i. ape. 

iMo-t ha 
„ I K  m some 

i mv othcial lej ort was drawn out in deiaii. 
... i.« .. ewi > oi tjiat report, it would, tun consequence, bear 
a MuUug aoarogy, in iu Vtnéaàieni of facL». to my detailed 
ret M«-!, an 1 mod>Jien with a propar regard io a just 

and lite new hght which additional facts might have 
ittier\v;üds tli i own i pon the subjects touched upon. 
.Major liurns lest the» that he went into mi* quarters at 
»i;, u tc—tounii me absein—saw my rough r«i>ortlyingupon 

•ny t:il»l^-pe> amiiml it,—discovered what it wa—UK»k acoiiy 
ol il Htni ironi uns copy and his own observations upon the 
tftud ot nailie upon tlie l^th of August, he, prepared the 

Leon idas k-tter. ' 
p. i.iMis apj>ears that, without my knowlerlge. Paymaster 

nu -us i»ad coputl the same paper of whteh J caused a copy-
to ;»<j turnishr-d Ah Freioaer. Accordingly, as might lia\e 
'^eu i'Njweted, Iwmg bqthcofiierl from the same paper, these 
t*t».'paper»;nie «lmo>j idßtUical.<in nuU.ter, method and lan-

- ' paper No. J extends, and aie bothstnk-
Uljf otiiciai reiioit to the Government— 
kwi varied shgiitiy in language, imniitied 
ineui« of facts, while others are adde«l or 
L all proving a » oinmon parentage. 
of the Loon id as' letter, as pioven by 

ystëriors alTairis at once explained. Upon the 
îion tirât this is tpe true acoount^and hislory of tliei>e 

_ bout iiurn« nnd Heistand have sworn the truth. 
i any oth.-r biuiposilion, they are both perjured, for they 

hwear to fee»«? or which tliey piofe>ft. to have personal k>now-
u a. nail at.Kint winch they cannot lwe mistaken. This ac-
:otaiß tfkewi^ expla'itt» theanalogy between these two papers 
and m> otlictaJ r»-port—aud ait ]M?rtectly consistent with my 
own imioceiw-e ; aiut therefore, if the case stopped here, 

»rr**cuiio'i h:u» sûtï ; l'ailed ; and 1 might safely sub-
lîiit nus lira ne h ol the case lolhe judgment of the Court and 
tlie opinions ol an iuteiligent^iiblio. iiut the prosecutor is 
not >atisn«ji ^ua— *o we^vill ac-jompany him further in the 
CW1'' see how far he is sustained in hj« conduct by the 
rtaiiïirk mar.tj by iiiai^ia his pai»er proposing to withdraw 
11 om the probet' ution at an e^trl,.- day, viz : "That in prefer
ring the charges against that officer, (Gen. i'illow.) I was 
move?.! «oleiy t-.v tneiiesiretopresorvethedisciidineand.honor 
ot anny-^nor ever faaviug had thesjightest personalquar-
rel oi diftioahy with m<." 

fiefoie onterini; uikmi the consideration of the other testi- « 
bearing ujmn this part ot the subject, 1 would inquire. 

What mot -v ho^ i'a^uwuter Burns to swear falsely about 
'f uaomciiPu $ liefifijuït* me, but he^rufn/iMte."Iiim^eif. 
He rdievt.- me by uking upon hiniadf tin* odium of writ
ing a letter, rto- :iuer4 in the public près* of t.he country, and 
ifenounciHi in general orders t^ a viotation of régulai ions— 
nee »iYipanu,'|,witli the avowed détermination of the (ieneraî-
in.fliwf îo ,'rosecnu.' nieauUiof. Hence i« will be seen that, 
independently of Uie moral torpitud« and legal guilt of per
jury . winch the witness wouiil have incurred by a false state
ment upon tm* subject. he actually testifies >TK»ngly ngainsi 
hi* mrn nfcrrHf and his statement mutt therefore, upon 
every principle of few, receive Accredit. 

TJji'paeSJ I let - ' .ilal w&s performing 
, clerical duties tinder my orde 

etMaiul was peribwning. in the acts to which 
lers—had no responsi-

bili ty—ûoidd have 90 intereart way or tlie other, und is I 
sustained by the paper itself, which is before the CourL in his 
hand writing, and. being uniinpeactred, i> entitled 'o full 

Kui imV»<eudeiiUy of these considerations—all tending to 
oiEfoborato the testimony of tiie>e two witnesses—Paymaster 
Hirnis is^sfaiawl btf the original manuscript of tlie "Leon-
idas ' letter itself, winch is betöre the Court. That letter is 

the interlineation*, which 
by himself after the letter 

••postcript 

all in Bums' hand-writing except the inurimeation». tvhich| 
"l'alker tmvtk wwe made by liioiMilf a" 

. NewOiirans. Nor it th>> all.Tor there 
«"hu h w as not puldishea I at'the bottom of tlie letter, in tlie 
' Rad-xvritine of Msjof Bunu, and tigned with his pruiier 
name and o/gnaturc, requesting his namt not to be published 
with the letter In the absence of this .letter, there upght 
Wrve e\Uted soiue doubt a» to the authorship, or it would 
a'" ve rtsted, in that case, upon Che testimonyot Burns a/tmrj 

..... pr oil need byl 
„ J clearly proved 

. Magmnis, the prosecutor'« own tut tlie lotter itéell', in manuscript, havmc been proiluoed by 
1« pwsecutot, and ite idem in having b.-en 
r iBdseWaik,: int) Mr. Maginni«, t 

wttiie««. themii BO k)i:;a.[ any rows fc.—|i • 
This fact l»eiu.; that cuiaUi.ihtiL viz : that Burn» « the 
uther of the fetter, the next question to be examined is, 

J lad i any coaneof »on with it, or any agency in procuring it 
to be wlitten ? ïr becomes necessary to examine this propo
sition—inasmuch as the prosecutor is not yet satisfied—al
though the anthor*hip of the letter is placed béyond contro-
i H'*y by ; tie production of the letter itself. mÊÊ^ÊKÊIÊÊÊ 

!>ihüi gjôunds bfeîug swept from undei the prosecutor. 
tempH to cM>uneut me with the letter by alleging that 
n int^rlineritipiis intli« * Leonida»M letter itself were in 

Gen 
The 

my toamVVriting, and lie finds two witnesses (Mr. Freaner 
nd AI» . Trist ) who da mrovc that those interterlinea: ions are 

my hnud.Writinc. Ho then called up Capt. Hooker and 
' " ' lad er, both of whom proved that they were not. 

_joe then caMftd Lieut. Col. Duncan, Maj. Polk,I 
ins and Ripiey, all of whom proved that not one 
te ;>aper wa» in inv hand writing. Thu* stood 

rb* cnsö, Mexi-s. Freaner and Trnt. against Gen. Cadwala-
d«/, Ui«HiL Col.%Duncan, Major Polk. Lieut. Rnins ami 

^ ' iy, am) Capt. Hooker—two against six—until 
of Judge Walkei was taken, who proved 

one«-'"these interlinear ions was made by himself 
^lad reacheii t ire city of New Orleans. 

ptot)l npon rtiis scandalous imputation, and 
does it not present upon the depravity 

made the interlineations in the 
ivts too witnesses, who (though 

ie had never Veen me w rite but 
jhose interlineations were in my 

„ very moment they were made 1 
it,-un from the person who made them, 

to believe, for one moment., that the wit-
' "the hand writing oi tho lead-

be was the constant, regu-1 tig «tiilor^l the paper w 
iar cotiçsj onde« t. In regarajo the witness Trist- the sequel | 

: ms • *• • '• ' 
I* liia ur. b.^ea tlnu cieaity estabiishetl tiiat Major D.ttrns is 

tlieaudioroj the "baoaidgs" »W, tlmt I had no agency in 
; cciriMu 11to bft Winten—the intei'Iifteatiou* having been 
crovei! 10 have beeu made by Judge WalXer—the analogy 
iu'tvpjfee» all three papersiiaying oiujièxpMnea, upon PJ1®-
enrtes i'grli ctly eouai ient wi!h niy innocence, (independent 
oi Major Bums' nr.timony,) it wont«!,seem almost supernu-

"he 
r! .in 

rbe 

; ; H 

a,.. 

I n n  ii antl 

s lor tax to enter into any further defence ot mytelt 
nl 5o the charge : but as the reiveated assaults ot tlie 1 n»»-

cutpr CUowev^f fuàlo they may be in,fact) upon the çharac-
iei.of.'ù.ijur Bur^, niisiitàne.xplaiuedten»itonnpaittnst 

he weigh;, of hi» te-uotouj. I will btcllj notice , 
i anieaiar poinij or that witnea' testimony wliidi it is 
ih'.v-Utht by liie Pnketatnr militate «gai n.-t !iie trinh. . 

'file I'lrweentot bu proven Hy tuo i'.itn<".-a that alter the 
" J.snBktla ' tetter haO-Wa pulilisiietl. and returned to the 
oity ot ;Vle\tco, Ifad protlutiii ruiith ereitement and talk— 
.in* 4liar (.en. ricott hail an««trd Cot. Iiuaoan—that Major 
Ituri: ; tlcnte.i tiiat he had written the " Lconidaa' letter as 
it appeared i» mint in the Picayui» 

litis déniai of rte witues', though somewhat technical, 
i is proven .iy a comparison, 
tlie printed copy ill tlie riea-

t äiitrpobtions, (known as the 
s ln>:i\',)ti«inthe onema'., in tlie printed cop?, 
•d Major iiurn s in repudiating the letter as an 

' Uvboii. 
If'.sanietime, however, when he nenied tiiat he 
j t.'ie letter as it appeared in print, it is proven by 

Kenfieid, i id. Diiacjui, and Ml Whitman, liiat Major 
linnw he I-»« wutU n tl>- " Iawuidns," leitet, (the orici-
:,, i i j|ut tiiat he (lid uat.wam any th«a!: said about H, as be 
».TW <J»n e!i«otild anest him—preier charge» asaiast 
hint, at«! |imint>!y <1«mi.-s him Aom tlic servit«, which he 
»asntiuimr to avoid. "'SM 

h .».t. not un Id I was aru--te 
<saMÇ#jueastjie snthortft that ... ^ , • • , 
"p'ent ni) SB (1er ins Ibrhtsa-O that lie „yenly and pn 
iif4}- at owetiti.e authorship. VVhilal do not jnsuiy Uiewtt-
*•»1 in till!. »lie* to «»»'MW cwasotMieui vs ot his own act 
b> a Cmkmca! demal-(to anwtMM» which çe »me had a 
t'gkl in .;*<•,> vet iiut'itr can mttrd that mudiu* (procw d-
inufrom utaUiiy) asaiiuctinir bis eharautaf lot vwaeity ii;>oa 
bp, oiivb, esifçially ivheu Uv i> su»W««f! bjr the pwrittcliun 

of the letter itself and by every other circumstance proven ia 
the cause. 
• ^Ia^i0r B*5nVilS ^,'s examination before this Court, said that 
he had not denied the authorsliip, or if he had, it was jocose-
ly. I he witness bad doubtless forgotten the remarks which 
he had made to the two witnesses several months before, or 
he considered himself as having made that déni al jocosely, or 
iron tear Iy. 

AH men must'be sensible how difficult it is to remember 
every thing we have said—months before—upon subjects 
much talked of. The known fradities of the human mem
ory-should teach us charity in judging of the conduct of 
others. Upon a différent principle of action, what would be 
thought and said of thetestimouy of the prosecutor himself ? 

lie has sworn that he gave tlie order for Morgan's Regi
ment to cross the pedregal 011 the 19th August, yet six wit
nesses have proven that that regiment moved under my or
ders, aud was en route before Gen. Scott reached the field. 
Independent of the preponderance of six to one, against 
Gen.jScott. Capt. Hooker'^testimony is of a character of itself 
to overturn Gen. Scott's statement, as I shall hereafter show. 

Again : on the 27th of March, If 18, the prosecutor stated 
in his testimony before this Court, that Col. Hitchcock had 
shown and read to him the introductory article to the 
pamphlet of intercepted letters, yet next day he came info 
Conrt, and positively denied his former statement made the 
previous evening. 

Again : it is within the recollection of the Court and aLi 
per-ons present at the time, that when the infamously false 
and scaudalons letter of Col. Hitchcock (written while I was 
tinder arrest, undercharges, awaiting trie appointment of a 
court for my trial, and discussing the very mat'er with which 
J was charged, calculated and intended to prejudice the pub
lié mind and cause it to prejudge the very questions on which 
I was to be tried—published in the New York Courier te En
quirer, and false in almost every particular) ; when this let
ter was produced before this comt, aud was about to lie fixed 
upon its shameless author, and through him upon Gen. 
Scott—the latter, after carefully examining the letter, rose and 
said, (and repeated tlie asseveration more than once.) " that 
he had never seen that fetter beiore, and had never known 
that such a letter was written"—vet Col. Hitchcock, in a few 
minutes afterwards, swore that lie had shown this very let 
ter to Gen. Scott, and had read parts of it to him before he 
sent it od' from the city of Mexico. 

Again : It will also be remembered by the court that when 
Gen. Scott was thus tvnfrontedand'contradicted, by his own 
witness—and it was pioved that he had both seen and 
had read to him parts of the letter—that Gen. Scott a?ain 
rose and said, " 1 have never heard but. a very few woras of 
that letter read, go help me God"—and several times repeat
ed this solemn asseveration ; yet this same witness afterwards 
proved that he had read nearly all of the infamous production 
to Gen. Scott. 

I have no remark to make in this place about these inaccu
rate and contradictory statements under oath, and these 
solemn asseverations, proved to be false by his own witness. 
I only speak o^' facts as they appear on record, and are known 
to exist by this court 1 refer to them in no feeling of exulta
tion, but in that of deep regret, as showing the frailty of the 
human memory. They should teach the prosecutor charity 
in his judgment of the conduct of others. They should re
mind mm that his own testimony, given under strong feel
ings and bitter hostility and powerful motives, evincing so 
much infirmity, might not itself receive lull confidence from 
an intelligent court and public, if he adopts a rule >o rigo
rous, in reference to other witnesses, especially in reference 
to those whose testimony, i» strongly against their own in
te rest. 

Having thus signally failed in connecting me with the 
"Leonidas" letter, even after producing in testimony the 
most .tJiamfles.* falsehoods—the prosecutor—determined not 
to bo com inceil of his error, and of his injustice to his victim 
—like the drowning man catching at a si law—attempts at 
last to prove that the letter had b- jn transmitted through me 
to the United Slates. Paymaster Burns said he did not re

-collect through what channel he had sent the letter—that he 
had sent many letters through me, as had tiile officers general-
Iy of my Division, and it was possible thai 
transmitted this one through me, but that I 
he had. He said he knew, however, that h 
me the letter, and ifhe had sent it through 
and arid ressert by himself. 

How tho fact was I did not»pretend to kn 
habit—as but few facilities existed to en a h 
correspond with their families—to transmit 
they requester! me to forward, whenever 
without knbwing, and without, inquiry as 
is oroven by many witnesses. Though it 
wholly unimportant if I had transmitted it 
1 had done so. In this emergency the pn 

he might have 
could not. say 
had not shown 

me, it was sealed 

w, for it was my 
p the officers to 
all letters which 
it could be done, 
their contents, as 
ould have b i-n 

and known that 
imPPPBBBBWPBWByrog soutor again 
upon his ever pregnant and never-tailing witness, „V/r. 
jYùàolas P. Trist, (who had last, sworn that Ihe interlinea
tions made by Judge Walker, in the city of New Orleans, 
were in my handwriting,) again to deliver Himself of his con
ceptions ; who, true to his undertaking, swears that on the 
last day of August, '47, ho received from nie a package con
taining six or eight letters, accompanied with a note—marked 

i personal interest in the trans-
He says, in this package » were 

one or more letters to the Delta —"one or more to the 
Union "—"one or more to some papers iniTeiinessre," and 

offle or more to some pa]>ers in Alabama,r and that he be
lieved he had sent off Uie letters to the Del lit and Union, and 
thought it probable that he had sent off the whole package. 

Well, as God would have it, (1er he will protect the inno
cent,) ol the eight letters which Trist swears this package 
contained, T have proved that six of them were to the wives 
and female relatives of the otficersof my Division ; one other 
i\f >. Trist proves was to my wife, leaving but one, instead of 
seven letters to any newspaper. But my proof does not stop 
here. Lieut. Ripley proves that, he conveyed and delivered 
the package to Mr. Trist, and further, tlist after the army had 
entered the city of Mexico, he saw tire identical package in 
my quarters, apparently unopened, and learned from Passed 
Midshipman Hogers, then my acting aid-de-camp, that he 
had received it from AJr. Trist—that this package was still 
tier! upfwith a piece of red tafce, with which it was closely 
bound when lie delivered it to Mr. Trist, and that he learned 
from Mr. Rogers that it was sent off from the City of Mexico 
about the 21st September by a Captain of the Mexican navy, 
who wa« going directly to Vera Cruz. This package having 
left the City of Mexico on the 21st of September, could not 
possibly have reached New Orleans liefere October 1st—while 
in point of fact, the "Leonidas"' letter iiad already been 
.published in the Delta on the 10th September, full twenty 
days before it was possible for any letter which was in this 
package to have arrived in that city. 

But more conclusive still is my proof of this last falsehood 
of this witness. Agrccably to his own accounts,the package 
was delivered to him on the 31st day of August. Mr. Magiu
ms proves tfiat the Leonidas letter arrived in New Orleans 
very early on the morning oft he 8th of September, allowing 
but seven or eight days, at farthest, for the transmission of 

.ibis letter from the valley of Mexico to New Orleans, by pri
vate courier, when almost all communication was cui off. 
when the reports ol' the General-in-chief were captured, and 
when it spquired from the 23d of Augut to the 8th ot Sep
tember—sixiean days—for the news of the armistice to reach 
New Orleans ; showing that, as Judge Walker states, it was 
not possible at that time for a letter leaving Mexico upon the 
31st August, and going by the private courier employed by 
Freaner and Trist, to have reached New Orleans on the 
morning of the 8th September. 

And fmaliv, utterly to sw ep away any vestige of proba
bility in the testimony of this witness, the deposition of Mr. 
Whitman clearly proves that he -sent.off the Leonidas letter 
himself, aaid that i had neither knowledge nor participation 
in its transmission. 

1 have now disjiosed of this second fiction of the self-styled 
' 'AmericanM mister,' ' and in doing so I trusrT have satisfied 
all impartial mind* that I am wholly innocent of any connèc-
tioit with a letter which lias annoyed me as much as its ex
cessive praise ol me has disturbed the self-esteem of the prose
cutor. 

I might materially strengthen the argument upon this 
branch of the ease by drawing a comparison betw -a the pa
pers themselves, showing tlie strong corroboration which it 
derives from the analogy the papers bear to each other. 

But a« the prosec iter charges the existence of this analogy, 
and bases his main argument upon it, I deem it unnecessary 
to attempt to prove what is not controverted, but is admitted 
by both parties. 

Having thus disposed of the first charge, and shown, a* I am 
persuaded that it is, ntterly false, that 1 had no more agency 
in writing or procuring to be written the letter which is the 
subject matter of the charge, than had the prosecutor him- [ 
self, L will proceed to give the first sj 
charge sncn attention as it deserves. H 

This charge assumes that I had written the letter upon 
which the tirst charge is based, and then proceed« to point 
ont, in distinct paragraphs, what the prosecutor is pleased to 
denominate falsehoods in that paper. It has been already 
shown that this assuniptionvi false—that Paymaster Burns is 
the anthor of the letter, and is alun'e responsible for it, be it 
true0£false. In the course of tins investigation, all its main 
statement!! of fact have been incidentally proven to be true. 
I forbear to make any remark about the excessive laudation 
of myself, save that it emanated from a source over which I 
had no control, that it was undeserved, and that it has cost 
110 one more embarrassment, than myself. But inasmuch as 
the second specification under this charge relates to the truth 
of tb* Freaner paper, (called by the prosecutor " a twin pa
per to the Leonidas letter,'') and $s I utterly deny that 1 am. 
or can be held at all responsible for the Leonidas letter, 1 shall, 
without farther remark, proceed to the consideration of the 
second specification under this charge. 

This specification charges that knowing that Gen. Scott 
could not, at any early day. make out and send off his official 
reports, that 1 sought to forestall public opim- .? in the United 
States through the pTessthereof, and with that view. 1 wrote 
or caused to lie written, and delivered to James Ii. Freanef, 
the correspondent of the New Orleans Delta, the paper No. 
1, for publication in said newspaper, or intended it to be in
corporated into a dispatch to be written by him for that pur-

, and that this paper is idevti:al, as far as it goes, with 
•eonidas letter, and false in the same particulars and 

respects as the said letter. . -. 
lu examining this specification and the proof relied upon 

t© sustain it. I will first consider whether the facts stated there 
are not substantially true, and then look to the motive 
charged, « • . • 

The first statement in this paper, the jpcuracy of which is 
brought, in question by the prosecutor^ that relating to the 
order of battle, and tlie disposition of *|e forces on the 19th 
August on the battle-field of Contreras. As this statement is 
again brought in question in the third specification, ami is 
there made the gravemmi of a distinct charge, 1 shall here 
merely refer to the names of the witnesses who clearly and 
fully prove its truth. These are Captain Hooker. Lieut. Rip
ley, Col. Riley. Gen. Cailw&Mjer. Col. Savage, Capt. Bo-
gardus, Lieut. McClanahan, and ( apt. Ker. 

Tlie next material paragraph relates to the battle—de-
ribes the conflict of Riley with the enemy, speaks of the 

nose, ai 
flie Lei 

appearance of the large reinforcements under Santa Anna, 
of the order 10 Morgan's regiment., ot the arrival ot General 

a»t! bad charge« preferred 

scribes H 

w «»eorder 10 Morgan's regiment. — 
Scott upott the field late in the evening,,of the arrival of] 
Shields' brigade, and rays that it did not get into position 
until it w as dark. The parts of tbü paragraph winch are 
controverted, aie—First, the order to Morgan s regiment ; 
scumd, the hour of Gen. Scott's arm al npon the field, and 
third. tlie time at which Gen. Shields' brigade arrived at 
the village of Entalda. , , ,, . 

In the third specification the order to Morgan wul be 
shown to have been delivered by Cai.Tt. Hooker, my Asst. 
Adj. Gen.. before lien. Scott reached the held. „ 

As to the hour at which Gen. Sco't reached the held ol 
battle. Col. Hitchcock fixes the hour precisely at 3 o clock in 

' ^irt. Viwken^tSil' ti^ upon'tlie arrival of a messeturer 
from tien. Cadwakder. asking lor supporting loroe. tiiat 
tien Soon asked for ihe hour ; that Col. Hitchcock tooked 
at his inUrh and «aid that it was a quarter More o. or a 
ituarler after5o'clock, and then remarked: General, we 
siol héwat 4 o'clock." Lient. Hoi:? ' proves that heetam-
ined ins vvaleli upon <>»• .^«îtt's "i i} ^„!ùinéd 
t. ii iniunleä attei 4 o clock. That fKt. 
1,IS.and bv it It was tweuty-i v, uiiniiiesa.tet4 o 
that there was a Uiitd watch esaiwmd at the same unie . ;> 
Mjine stnileiuan tvhosenaiiie be did dot recollect.) >> «''1 " 
the lime was between his own and i.iat of M* Kendall. 

Geft. Aatt himself, in his utfouJ ,r,<•/>•*, bearing « the 
very night of the battle, Jixcc the i'our of bis arrival at -i J 

Here then we have the author of the infamously false letter, 
(published in the New Jork Courier and Enuuirer,) by 
which he dishonors himself, with his journal made tlie next 
evening, (or subsequently, for the occasion.) on t.heoneside : 
on the other, Capt. Hooker and Lieut. Hodge, who gave the 
time of three watches, aud Gen. Scott's own official report,' 
written that very night, when the time of his arrival wa* 
fresh in his memory. With this evidence in the balance ol 
truth, it will not be- dimcult to tell which scale will prepon
derate. 

In the month of August, in the latitude of Mexico, the sun 
sets at about l> o'clock, p. M. Two-thirds of the afternoon 
having passed when Gen. Scott arriver! upon the îield—the 
question then presents itself, is the statement in this paper, 
" that he arrived late in the evening," proven to be truer It 
is for the court to decide, and 1 stiomit it to iu good judg
ment, whether it w as " early ox late " in the afternoon. 

As to the oilier statement in this paragraoh, viz "that 
Gen. Shields did not get into position until alter dark," 1 re
fer to G en ̂ Scott's own ctficial report, and to Gen. Shield's 
also; both of which say it was in the night. Gen. Shields 
states in his testimony before the court, that it was about 1 
o'clock in the morning before he entered tlie village of Ln-
salda. 

There is another statement in this paragraph, viz; " thai 
Geu. Scott brought upon the field with him Shields' brig 
ade," which is controverted. 1 admit that they did not ar
rive at the same moment, oj time, but the interval between 
the arrival of Gen. Scott and thai of Shields' brigade wa.-
very short, and hence Gen. Scott in his officia1 report says it 
was "within a few minutes." 1 presume this will be con
sidered accurate enough for ail practical purposes. 

Tlie next material statement is. that the attack was next 
morning commenced by " Pierce's brigade advancing in ex
ecution of the original order of battle, renewed the assault in 
Iront, while Riley's brigade, supported by Cadwalader. 
turned his left, assailed ins works in reverse and gallantly 
carried them, capturing twenty-two guns," etc. The accu
racy of this statement is nowhere questioned. The facts sta
ted arc not conti overted by the charges. 

The paper No. 1. contains a statement that during the 
course of tue action I shot a Mexican officer. This is nowhere 
directly controverted in the charges, althongh in the 8th par
agraph of thejlst specification to the second charge, it is as
serted that a ridiculous account given in the " Lconida* " 
letter, as published in the \ew Orleans Picayune, of a single 
combat »aid to have taken (dace between a Mexican officer 
and myself, in front of the two armies, at the battle of Con
treras on the 19ti» Auguàt, is untrue. 

1 r.ever denied that the statement was untrue, and in vain 
me the original iettei öl " Leonirias, and the paper No. 1. 
(which denounced as false in the sanip particulars,) 
searched to find this piece of bombast. died 

The Court will no doubt remember that it'4.;>s contained 
in the letter as printed iri the Picayune, but that long before 
these charges were preferred, it was published to the world, 
that it was an interpolation, made by one >*t of editors in 
New Orleans,tor the purpose of hoaxing another Although 
this hoax was successfully piactised upon those lor whom it 
was originally intended, yet the prosecutor s .ins lo have 
been far more completely victimtz J, and even aller the facts 
had been disclosed he still clung to his delusion, and in spile 
of the published trill ii, insisted upon hc/ng hoaxed himself. 
As if he was determined that there should be no doubt of tin-
ease with winch be could be imposed upon, he accordingly 
preferred a grave charge againts a general officer, founded 
upon this ridiculous fabrication. It is witiiin the recoil, jtion 
of this Court that in spite of the evidence of his own eyes, m 
his cross-examination of Major burns, hetriumpaantly point
ed to some cancellations in the original letter of " Leouidas," 
and asserted that "there'' was lius \ery story, when, in 
point of fact, nothing of thelpnd was there to be found 

Ridiculous as is the position of the prosecutor on this point, 
and completely as his specifications m tins particular are dis
proved, (as there is not one word in reference to the pretended 
siugle combat, in either tlie " Leouidas " letter or the pai»er 
No. 1.) yet, as 111 ihe latter it is stated that i shot a Mexican 
officer w ith my pistol duriu? the course of the action - of tlie 
U#tb and isüth August, 1 wid briefly notice the testimony in 
relalion to the matter. 

It iras been proved by every officer of my staff that when 
I passed up the road, and through thetete-du-pont, they were 
ail separated fiom me and upon duly. 

Private Ayeis testifies that he was acting as my orderly, 
was within a few steps of me 011 the ÜUtii August, and saw 
me, while on the roan in front of tlie bridge head, shoot at a 
Mexican officer, and saw the officer fall liom his horse, lie 
says there were several Mexican officers together, and that 
they were advancing rapidly, evidently intending either to 
attack me or totaake their escai>e. He saw no one else shoot 
at this officer. This is the positive testimony of a #itness 
who swears to what ho saw. 

An attempt has been made by the prosecutor to impeach 
the testimony of this witness, but the very officers who were 
summoned by the General-in-Chief of the Amcricaif army 
from Cuernavaca to the city of Mexico, to discredit a private 
so.dier, swore that they should give full credit to Iiis testi
mony in a court of justiue, even if unsupported and 111 
itself improbable. 

The very effort and failure to discredit this witness, estab
lish his testimony so firmly that it cannot be shaken. He is 
sustained by the prosecutor's own vv ituesses. The fact, there
fore, being positively proven by this witness alone, is fully 
established. His testimony is monger supported by the 
circumstance stated by Carroll and Dr. Jordan, and even by 
[hat of tlie gambler Miller, .who, fished as he was out of the 
hells ot Mexico, to assist the prosecutor in carrying out his 
intentions, does not pretenti to deny'the truth of tue state
ments made by Ayers. 
, The only irreconcilable points in the evidence in this mat
ter are contained in the testimony ot' Lieut. Longstreet, ami 
m that of Private Carroll. And the only modes in .which 
they can be reconciled—except by the supposition of perjury 
on the one side or the other—are, first in believing that a mis
apprehension exists as lo the identity of the horse (from which 
the Mexican officer was shot) seen by Longstreet, with the 
onelrom which the officer fell, and which Carroll caught. 
A sitppos.tion which is very reasonable, as the Corporal, who 
went troTn Lieut. Longstreet alter the horse, was detained 
some tune, and a number of horses were running about the 
held ; or in the belief that there is no misapprehension as to 
the identity of the horses, and tiiat Carroll was mistaken 111 
supposing that 1 ordered him to catch that horse tor me. and 
in tact he was not the man to whom 1 gave such a direction, 
and that he speaks of a different affair from the one referred • 
toby A yea. n 

The character of Lieut. Longstreel shields him from the 
suspicion of the alternative, and ihe absence of all motive for 
peijury on the part of a man with whom I was and still am 
unacquainted, renders it equally unlikely that any suchcon-
duct can lie attributed to Carroll. Bnt if we set Longstreet 
and Carroll's testimony aside as balancing each other, the fact 
J> fully aud clearly proved by Ayers, whom no one contra
dicts, and whose character the prosecutor in vain sought to 
linneach. 

««avili? thus shown that every controve..ed point in this 
paper (No. 1) is substantially tiue, we now come to examine 
the motive and purpose charged in this specification. This 
is said to have beeu to forestall public opinion in the United 
States, by an early publication of the statement. 

f reaner essayed to sustain this charge by testifying that I 
handed him the paper, aud said 1 was anxious it should ap
pear W'ith the first .impressions ; and yet this same witness 
testifies the very next miuute, that he r*ked me for a state
ment 01 the forces under my command on the 10th and20th 
of August. 

He further testifies that he asked me to permit him lo take 
the paper. Who does not see in these statements that tiie 
witness gives tlie/ie direct to his own testimony ? How can 
the motive charged, viz : that 1 prepared this statement with 
a view to anticipate the publication of Gen. Scott's reports, 
be believed, when it is proved by the witness himself. " that 
he apllied to me for the statement." and at the time 
he too a it from the table, " asked me to let him keep it?" If 
the paper was made out for him,as he says, why ask me to let 
him take it ? The falsehood of the witness is >0 palpable and 
obvious, that it is absolutely trifling with this court to sup
pose it capable of being influenced in ils opinion by such tes
timony. It. will be remembered that this is the same redoubt
able witness who, in conjunction with his noble coadjutor. 
Mr. Tust, swore that tlie interlineations in the Leouidas iet-
ter, made by Judge Walker, were 111 my hand writing. But 
1 am not „dependent upon the statements of this witness 
alone for the means of destroying his proof. Dr. Ileistand 
proves positively that he heard Freaner ask me for this state
ment ; nor can it be believed^Lhat Freaner would ever have 
remembered the circumstance of asking me for this paper, 
had he not known that the fact wouio be proven by Ilei
stand. whose testimony count not be-impeached. And yet 
this is the proof upon which the prosecution asks this court 
totind the truth of the motive charged in the specification, 
that 1 sought to anticipate and to forestall public opinion. If 
I trins desired to forestall public opinion.it was, as 1 have 
shown, by the publication of the truth, lint 1 again ask, 
hew can it be believed that such Vas my purpose, when 
Freaner came to my qnarters, and asked me for this state
ment, as he himself has admitted, ami a-* Ileistand positive
ly proves. This fact is wholly irreconcilable with the idea 
that I solvit to have it published, or with the charge that 1 
prepared-it for publication. The caption and conclusion, 
(111 the form of a letter,) as Ileistand proves, were added by 
him without any direction from me, as he heard Freaner ask 
ine for the paper, and knew what he wanted with it. 

In hastily running over it before handing it to Freaner 
those parts being unimportant were not noticed, or thought 
of. The erasures the witness proves were made by himself, 

he supposed. 
Jam now ùpne with this specification. 
IThe third specification of the second charge divides itself 

inïo several parts, which I shall consider in the order in which 
thj|y are presented : The first states thai in my official report 
I falsely " claim for myself the merit of having given, pre
scribed or ordered the particular plan of battle or attack that 
was so successfully executed early on the morning of the said 
20th of August, by Brig. Gen. Smith, the officers and men 
there and then under the command of said Smith." 

My official report no where claims, in spirit or Iclti r, that 
1 "gave," "prescribed" or " ordered " the -particular 
pwj Of battle in qnestion^ * 

The report speaks for itself, and I beg leave to refer to it. 
Ihe only references in my official report to the attack marie 
on the entrenched camp early on the morning of the 20th 
August, are in the following words; "During the night 
Brig. Gen. k rnith disposed the forces present to renew the 
action at daylight, and complete the original order of at
tack. 

In another part of my report it is .stated : 
" Brig. Gen Smith, the senior officer who remained across 

tlie plain and disposed ol the forces fur the fiuat assault, de-
s irres, and will doubtless receive the thanU of the army, 
and the honor due to the constancy of purinjee and daring 
which distinguished his conduct on this occasion." 

This language is plain and tunmktakable, and cannot be 
tortured to bear the construction Gen. Scott has put npon it. 
A fair and honest interpretation of it will not sustain the as
sumption that there is any attempt to detract from the repu
tation of any other officer, nor is any thing ulauned bv me 
for myself not fully sustained by the record of this Court, 
tlie testimony of which, rela'ing to this branch of the sub
ject, I shall examine at length and in some detail, with a 
view, if Lossib'e, of ascertaining—First. What dispositions 
were made of the American forces neai the entrenched camp 
ot Contreras on the 19th of August, and by whose order or 
orders were such dispositions made ? ~ 

Secondly, WThat effect had these dispositions on the fall of 
tlie enemy's entrenched camp at Contreras ? 

I will premise that whatever depositions were made on the 
19th. before the arrival of Gen. Scott, must have been marie 
by my orders or sanction, for 1 was the senior o jHrr-r on the 
ground, and responsible for the operations of tlie forces. 

Gen. Scott admits this fact, though his admission give» it 
no additional force, for it is only a jVndamrvtai military 
principle, but the iair of the land, and according to the tes
timony ol Gen. Twiggs, Gen. Scott informed mm, for his 
guidance, that " the law must bt obt vtd.'7 

Tlie discission of this question might have been excusable 
npon a militia parade, or even between tw<fcof tlie g/eenest 
of the recent appointments—but that it >houid have ansen, 
?t< it were, npon tlie battle field, between the commanding 
General of tlie army, a veteran of forty yean» — - , 
one of be subordinates, oi fittie less experience, requires great 

"Si«™, Assistant Adjutant-Oeami. 
testifies that, nj>on <îen. Seoft's reaching the mound, he 
heard urn explain what disposons I had made. 

Lieut. Ripley, my Aid-de-Camp, Capt. Hooker, my As
sistant, Adjutant-General, and Capt Ker, of 2d Dragoon, 
testify to the same fact also, and that they heard Gen. Scott 
signify to me his approval. 

Capt. Ker testifies that he heard me teil Gen. Scott w hat 
orders 1 had given, which he stated were as follows : Gen. 
Fwiggs was to send part of his command to assault the posi
tion in front, and the remainder to turn the enemy's left nank 
and assault him in the rear ; that Gen. Pierce was to support 
the attack in front, and Geu. Cadwalader and Col. Morgan 
were to support the movement on the flank. 

Gen. Scott himself admits he approv 1 every thing that 
had been done by me up to the time he reached the mound. 

Now, what had b -n done ? Let Jhe record of this Court 
answer. Col. Riley testifies that he was the first ordered by 
me, 111 person, to cross the i>edreg?', and turn the left flanklof 
the enemy. 

Gen. Cadwalader testifies that he was ordered by we to cross 
the pedregal, support Col. Riley's movement, and check any 
reinforcements 0! the enemy that might be thrown out from 
the city. 

In obedience to his onîe^. Col. Riley crossed the pedregal. 
passed through the village of Ensalda, and gallartly repulsed 
several assaults of the enemy's cavalry thrown out from in» 
camp. 

In execution of my orders Gen. Cadwalader crossed the 
pedregal—gained the village of Ensalda, where he took po
sition and chrcked a heavy reinforcement of the enemy 
thrown oat from the city. 

Col. Riley says he should have assault rtl the camp of Con 
trents on the afternoon of the 19th had he b. an supported. 

Gen. Calwalader proves that he should have joined Col. 
Riley, and with him assaulted the camp, had not the rein
forcements before mentioned made their appearance and 
rendered it necessary to seize and hold the village of Ensal
da. He further says. "No doubt the assault would have 
been successful, for the ground proved to be more favorable 
and the camp weaker than it was believed to be, a3 seen 
from a distance." 

That a part olfil'ierce's Brigade was ordered by me to sup
port Gen. Smith, is distinctly star ?d in my olhciul report, and 
it is no where controvei.ed. 

Lieut. Ripley proves that he heard me suggest to General 
Twiggs the propriety of sending a part of Iiis division to at
tack the enemy in front, and the remainder to turn his left 
liank, and that 1 would support the movement with my di
vision. 

Gen. Twiggs does not recollect the whole of this conversa
tion. but th - only proves the def'ctof his memory, not that 
the convention did not-oceur. 

It is proner to recur to the fact admitted by thepiosecntion, 
which is also in testi mon'I y hat Gen. Scott, 111 case it be-
came necessary to fight a uatde bet'ore the road could becoui-
•deted, directed tiiat the work should cease on the road, and 
1 assume the command. 

This is tlie case in anticipation of which he said to Genera1 

Twigg*. " Sii, the law must be obey I." 
When the conversation between Gen. Twiggs and myself 

above referred to took place, the nec-sity ot a general battle 
was not apparent—hen ; my suggestion to Gen. Twiggs at 
tins time—what I subsequently oraered. 

Gen. Twiggs in fiis official report of Contreras, written 
only three days alter the battle, states that Gen. Sn th iras 
ordered across the predreg;*' to join Col. Riley. 

Gen. Smith testifies that he received no orders whatever 
in relation to this movement,. 

Gen. Twiggs stat in the same officii'1 report that Genera' 
Cadwalader s command reachrd the village of Kusalda, a Her 
that of Gen. Smith. 

Gens. Smith'and Cadwalader both * «stify that Cadwaia-
'•er's command got there before Smith's. Gen. Cadwalader 
states that he gor there an hour before, and that he had al
ready checked the reinforcements under Santa Anna, before 
Smith readied the village—that it was near night fall when 
»-•Until got there, and thai 110 important change m the posi 
tions of the troops took place ai.er he came up. 
Jt is difficult, to understand how two such important, inac

curacies could have found their way into Gen. Twiggs' re
port so soon (thr î days) after the event to which it rela' * 
transpired. 

The fact that these inaccuracies are in the report might na
turally cause the author of them to distrust the accuracy of 
his own memory, in relation to these same operations, when 
called upon to testify to the facts of the case, after nine 
months had elapsed. 

Accordingly, when his attention is particularly directed to 
this view of the case, he recognizes the force of it, and ad
mits thai his memory is not implicitly to be relied upon. Fur
ther, Col. Riley testifies that when he received his orders to 
cross the i>eUregal, lie iuquired of me if (Jen. Twiggs knew 
of tlie order. 1 replied he did—directing him to go on—that 
he would probably meet Gen. Twiggs, who would give him 
the same order—if uot—till*to »0 on, and ex -ute it—and 
thathe subsequently did receive hie same order. The inquiry 
naturally »u_ I» itself—how did 1 know what orders Gen. 
Twigg- woutd ve Col. Riley, unless I had previously com
municated wit', Gen. Twiggs on that subject ? This coin
cidence is too complete and remarkable to be the result of ac
cident, ami goes at once lo sustain the defective cliarr -1er of 
Gen. Twigg»' memory, and the accuracy of Lieut. Ripley's 
testimony on the same point. This is rendered still more con
clusive by Geu. Twiggs' statement that after the battle com
menced, he did not report or advise me of hi< orders or move-

All the troops upon tlie field are now disposed of except 
Morgan's regiment. • 

Gen. Scoit, in Ins official report, claims to have given the 
order for this Regiment lo cross the pedrega'and seize the 
village of tin said a. 

in my official report 1 say that Gen. Scott, through me, 
gave this order—though I distinctly tell Gen. Scott 111 an offi
cial note iu evidence before this court—that I make this alter
ation in my report, in deference to his r collection of the fact, 
and in opposition to my own. 

Let us see what the record of the Court says on this subject: 
Card. II. L. Scott, Act. Asst. Adj. Gen., testifies that his 

decided impression at the time was that Gen. Scott had given 
the order, but he has no recollection of having heard the or
der ginm. é 

Lieu I Williams. A. D. C. of Gen. Scotfc testifies that he 
heard imperfectly a conversation betw jn Gen. Scott aud 
myself, in which he understood Gen. Scott to direct me toor-
der Morgan's Regiment across the pedregal. 

Lieut. Lay, Military Secretary of Genera1 Scott, testifies 
that alter the regiment bail got well in the pedregal, he in
quired what troops those were, and General Scott re died 
Morgan'.» Regiment, that he had just ordered to the vihage. 

With the exception of that of Gen. Scott himself, tlys is 
all the testimony on the part of the prosecution that relates to 
the order in question, and this amounts to nothing. 

Two of the witnesses, Capt. Scott and Lieut Lay, do not 
profess to have any personal knowledge on the subject—and 
the third, Lieut. Williams, pretends to know very little, and 
his testimony shows that his knowledge is even more limited 
than .his pretension. 

The oniy other witness for the prosecution on this point, is 
the orosecutor himself. 

Toe peculiar attitude he has assumed towards myself 
throughout this investigation, the direct personal interest he 
has in sustaining his charges against me, and, above ail. that 
high senee of honor ami nice delicacy of feeling, ou which he 
prides himself so much, ought to have deterred him from in
troducing himself as a witness before this Court. 

In this insiauce, however, as in many others that have oc
curred during the progress of this investigation, when delica
cy and other refined qualities of the heart have been appealed 
lo, the theory and practice of the prosecutor have proved no 
kin to one another. 

He has put himself upon the stand, and his testimony is 
upon the record—out of respect for his high position, I shall 
handle both as tenderly as the nature of the case will permit. 

It must be admitted that ins te timony goes to the bottom 
of the question—it is comprehensive, pointed, positive, and 
explicit—remarkably so, aud runs to tlie effect that, soon alter 
lie reached the mound, he directed me to order Morgan's regi
ment across the pedregal and seize tlie village of Ensalda. 

Such is the testimony of the prosecutor, and, though un-
sustained, il would lie decisive of I Hi question at issue, but 
for the fact that it is positively disproved by many witnesses. 

Thq piosecutor, in his testimony, flatly contradicts Lieut,. 
William ;, a> to the place on the mound where Gen. Scott 
was when he is said to have given me the order to advance 
Morgan's res i ment. 

Lieu^. Williams locating it on the south side of the hill as 
they were ascending—a point whence the reinforcements 
could not be sren—Gen. Scott locating it not on the south side 

;'»nl, nor on the top of the hill, but 011 a " secondary 
1 bib Xnoninl, n foil ritic of the entrenched camp and the 
leintorc .ments then approaching from the city. 

Lieut. Wilhams says he heard the cou versât ion that oc
curred iretween Gen. Scott and myself imperfectly. Gen. 
Scott's testimony fully sustains this statement, ami at the 
same time affords an explanation how Lieut. Williams 
chanced to understand Gen. Scott, to have given me attar
der which I did not receive. 

This slightly awkward position in which the gallant aid. 
de-camp is placed by his chief, it is hoped will make him more 
guarded for the future, 111 giving testimony, and cause him 
not to venture again to swear to facts that he knows little or 
nothing about. 

The prosecutor is not equally fortunate iu finding a friend 
in the hour of med. In vain the record of the court is 
searched for one w ord that affords support to his testimony, 
or explanation ot its inaccuracy. 

Every circumstance that throws the least iight upon the 
subject seems to aggravât the injustice he has done himself 
and the defendant. 

That Gen. Scott could have been mistaken in the fac's 
touching this order, isdifficultto imagine—and that hefcnould 
have had the temerity to have warped and twisted those facts 
out of all manner of shape for the purpose of making " the 
wrong appear the right," for his own benefit, is scarcely con
ceivable—yet such seems, at least, to have been the case. 

The examination of a few passages of his official report 
may here be pertinent. 

According to his own officiai report, he arrived upon the 
field late (4 o'clock. P.M.,) in the afternoon or evening of 
the 19th August. His teport states as roiiows . 
" From an eminence, soon after arriving near the «cene, I 

observed the church and hamlets of Contreras (or Knsakla) 
on f he road leading up from the Capital, through the en
trenched camp to Magdalena, and seeing, at the same time, 
the stream of reinforcements advancing by that road. I or
dered, (through Major Geu. Pillow) Col. Morgan, with his 
regiment, tlie 15th, till then held in reserve ;>y Pillow, to 
move forward and to occupy Contreras (or Ln&a.da^beipg 
persuaded, if occupied, it would arrest the enemy s rem-
forcements, and ultimately decide the battle. 

This carefully worded exfract, taken in connection with 
his own testimony, that of other witnesses, as w«f as with 
my correspondence with him on tlie tame point, is worth a 
volume of coin men tary. 

It must not be forgotten that, although I was on the held 
from early in tlie day till late in the alternoon, when Gen. 
Scott came up, and had. as he himself states, every opi>ortu-
nity of leconnoitring the field, yet he, in the report from 
which this extract is taken, mentions no oiders 1 had given, 
no disi>ositions I had made, except that mentioned in the ex
tract. viz.: of holding this same regiment in reserve. 

When Gen. Scott arrives upon tlie grou nd, lie dis coners at 
a gla nce the importance of a point, (t he vihage ot Ensalda,) 
which he designs to lie understood h*[escaped my attention 
the entire day, and at once sends Morgan s regiment to 
seize and hold it—"tain* persuaded that it must arrest the 
enrmu'K reinforcements, and vltimatdy drcide the battle. 

Here is an explanation of the ratraordiaarjr character ot 
the prose-ntoi's testimony. ...... . . , 

A more striking ittottratioa, il is nelieved, cannot be found 
ofthat " prurieii c; of fame not earned," and "malignant 
exclusion of othera," againtt which he cries alood in Ai» own 
oriir-r. No. 349. which forms a pait of the record of tbuConn. 
Indeed, he seems to have taken especial paius lo convey the 
idea that 110 onlers were given tilt he came upon tlie field : 
for ke explicitly states, in another p&rt of bis report, in rela
tion to this saine battle, that on the night- of tlie TJlh. Riley, 
Cadwalader, Morgan, Smith and ribields fimnd 'hem.ii 1res 
in and about tlic " stronir ji^sition" of the village of Knsalda. 

Is the idea intended to lie conveyed that tbe«e lour brigades 
and a fraction ot a fifth, had lieen wanderisg about in the 
jiedreial, anil iicridenttUii/ met ia the afore.aul village ? If 
SÄ. the eiretiuistance is not more rrnarhihte than fvrTuitate: 
for iu the opinion of the prosecutor, this was the point that 
'* miL-i KltimatrUu d4cille, the Utitic." Tlie inrjuiry is a very 
natural one, how did they "ehiinr.t " to "JiW 
iterv ? The wa»'« i» ss easily mads as the question U pro-

E? under!. Riley, Cadwalader and Morgan went there first 
i y my orrler—Smith aud .Shields followed, the former seeing 

it was an important position, tjie latter by the order of Gen 
Scott, to support Riley. 

Gen. Scott s testimony, as to the order, is completely over
turned by several witnesses, fully as credible, Jar more dis
interested, and quite as positive as himself. 

Capt. Ker, Lieut. Bennet, Lieut. Hodge, Lieut. Ripley, 
all testify to the same point, that Morgan's regiment had 
moved, and was well in the pedregal when General Scott 
reached the mound where I was standing. 

Capt. Hooker, who bore the order to Morgan, (and this 
point not only is proven by several witnesses, but is not con-
troyerted.) testifies that he received the order from me, and 
delivered it to Morgan, to cross the pedregal before General 
Scott reached the field—that after putting the regiment 011 
the route it was to take, he returned to my position, and was 
then sent by me to meet and conduct Gen. Scott to my posi
tion, as the one most favorable for viewing the movements of 
both armies. 

The attention of the Couit is particularly requested to the 
testimony of Capt. Hooker. Not only is it fully sustained by 
circumstances and other testimony, but is in itself so minutely 
circumstantial, that it is impossible he could have erred 
through mistake : and even the prosecntor will hardly ven-
ll?1e entertain a thought that this gallant and irreproach 
able officer has erred through design. 

Col. Morgan's testimony sustains Capt. Hooker's, as to 
who bore the order, the character of the order, the guiding of 
the regiment to the route through the pedregal, and to the 
impossibility that Gen. Scott could have given tlie order. 
* ol. .VIorgan says he saw Gen. Scott approaching the 
mound about the time his regiment was put in motion. It 
might have been a few minutes before, or a few minutes af
ter ; but his impression is, that it was at the very moment his 
regiment moved ; hence the order could not have come from 
Gen. fccott. He further states that Cant. Hooker gave him 
the order as coming from me, and that it was to support Cad
walader. 

Half % dozen w itnesses have testified, that soon ftfter be 
got upon the mound, they heard Gen. Scott inquin, point
ing to some troops seen 111 the pedregal, " What bayonet« 
are those? ' and that the answer was, Morgan's regimeut." 

Now. if he had just put this regiment in motion, as he 
claims to have done, why this inrjuiry? He had the same 
opportunity of knowing that those who answered him had 
—and possibly better. 

1 will not dwell longeron this j>oint—not that the subject 
is exhausted—but because it is unnecessary. If the fact that 
Morgan's regiment was ordered by me to support Cadwala
der, is not established, no fact can be established by human 
testimony. 

Gen. Scott has pursued the point with more than ordinary 
pprtiuacity—that 1 did not give minute instructions to the 
-••veral corps 1 placed in position. This was unnecessary, 
for I now here claimed to have done so. Indeed, from the 
nature of the case, it would have been improper if it had 
been possible to have done so. The precise character of the 
ground the troops were to operate upon was not known, nor 
couid the particular tactical movements, rendered necessary 
by circumstances, be anticipated. The commanders them
selves were men of intelligence, and wide discretion, as to 
details necessarily devolved upon them. Gen. Cadwalader 
testifies thai it s- emed to be my object not to trammel him 
w iili minute instructions, but that lie must be governed by 
circumstances. No body better than Gen. Scott knows that 
this was judicious and proper. 

The mound from which the orders were issued is a mile and 
three quarters from the village of Ensalda, and bnt little less 
from the entrenched camp of the enemy. At this distance 
only striking points in the position were apparent. My in 
structions to tne commanders were regulated accordingly. 

Gen. Scott seems to assume that, because I did not give 
the them detailed instructions, there could have been no ob
ject iu my dispositions. The record proves that 1 explained 
to him the objects of the dispositions that were made, and 
that he approved them. H is order to G an. Shields, as Shields 
testilies, was to cross the pedregal and support Kiley, who 
had already, he understood, made one or two unsuccessful 
assaults upon the enemy in rear of the camp. These orders 
and impressions he (Shields) got from (Jen. Scott. 

The plan of attack designed to be carried out on the 19th, 
was to assault the enemy 111 front at the same time that his 
left was to he turned, and the position assaulted in the rear. 

The plan that was executed on the morning of the 20th, 
w as identically the same. The troops put in positiou in the 
village of Ensalda on the 19th, by my order, were disposed 
on tne morning ot' the Uth by Gen. Smith, for the final as
sault that was then made. Smith's report did not pass 
through my hands; and as the movement on the 20th did 
carry out what I had distinctly ordered ihe day before, I had 
a right to believe he so understood it ; and whether he did so 
understand it or not, does not change the facts of the case. 

Gen. Smith proves that when he reached the village, he 
found Riley, Cadwalader and Morgan already there, but did 
not learn from any body what they were there for. • Accord-
nig to his own testimony, from a point in the pedregal (notthe 
most favorable for ob>erving the relative value of different 
points of the field, he discovered the importance of the village 
of Ensalda, and determined to occupy it. When he got 
there, he found this same position already occupied by a force 
more than twice as large as im» own ; yet he did not know 
how these troops happened to get there, or what they caiue 
there for. Ile ratiier inclines to the belief, however, that they 
must have been " hunting " the San Angel road, like ano
ther command I have heard of that hunted unsuccessfully 
several months for Chihuahua, and finally gave up the chase. 

It certainly does seem remarkable that an officer of Gen. 
Smith's acknowledged good sense and discernment should 
not have understood the object of movements so significant. 
According to his own account, he knew what to do with 
them after he found them there, antl the result.- of the follow-
ing morning fully sustain his statement, as well as my own. 

I now come to the second branch of this subject—namely. 
What eflect on the fall of Contreras had the dispositions that 
were made on the 19th of August, by myself? 

The camp of t 'ontreras is situated on tlie declivity of a 
ridge that begins to rise a short distance in fiont of the camp, 
(lookingtowards San Agustin,) from the plain of lava or 
pedregal, and slopes gradually and quite regularly, six or 
eight hundred yards to the rear. 

The ridge is bounded on the right and left by deep ravines 
that are impracticable at every point for artillery. The only 
road leading to the camp is one which, commencing at the 
city of Mexico, passes through the villages of San Angel and 
Ensalda immediately along the front of the camp, to the 
factory of Magdalena. This road is practicable tor wheel 
carriages a short distança beyond Magdalena, say a league 
from the camp—it then narrows to a mere mule path that 
leads into the mountains. 

The position of the camp completely commands the diffi
cult and only approach over the lava field in front, and the 
site was select*! with that view. 

Its weakness as a military position consists mainly in this— 
if is accessible only in one direction—namely, by the road 
before mentioned, which once blocked, the camp is perfectly 
isolated. 

The village of Ensalda is situated immediately on this 
road, and as the enemy had neglected to occupy it, there 
was no obstacle opposed to the occupation of it by our troops, 
save the impracticable character of tlie approach, over tlie 
field of lava, for anything but infantry. 

The village ami its im mediate environs, constitute an un
commonly strong defensible positioi\ for infantry, being out 
of reach of small arms from the camp, affording good sneltcr 
against artillery, and the broken character of the ground ren-
deriflg it absolutely impossible for cavalry to act effectively, 
while it opeued the way to the rear of ihe entrenched camp. 

The military importance of this position in reference to the 
camp of Contreras, must be obvious. Once securely occu
pied, even without firing a shot—the camp of Contreras must 
as certainly fall, as that a heavy body thrown into the air 
must come to the ground ; the laws of gravitation are not 
more certain. 

All the advantages that this village was found to possess 
upon reaching it, could not be seen or known across the ped
regal ; but quite enough could be, and'was seen froni the 
mound so often mentioned, to show if Wirt the " key ot the 
position," and that its occupation was an object 0f the first 
importance. t » . 

Gen. Scott, in his official report before qnoted on this sub
ject, saw Its value the moment he came upon the field— 
" bein«{ persuaded if occupied, it would arrest the enemy's 
reinforcements, and ultimately decide the battle." 

Generals Smith and Cadwalader both concur in the mili
tary importance of the position. 

The former proves— that if it had been occupied by the ene
my and well defended, it would have been very difficult, if 
not impossible, to have dislodged him. 

Cadwalader testifies, that if he had not checked the rein
forcements, it would have been occupied by the enemy lie-
fore Smith could have got ihere. 

Every member of this Court has been upon the ground, 
aud they all are therefore well qualified to estimate at their 
proper value, these opinions. 

Santa Anna speaks on this subject in two different dis
patches, one a man i tes to as provisional President and Com
mander-in-Chief of the Mexican army—the other his official 
report of the battle. ' 

The former, dated city of Mexico. 23d ot August, the 
latter Tehuaean. 19th of November. 1847, from these paper* 
I extract as follows. Speaking of Valencia disobeying his 
orders, and taking up this false position on his own respon
sibility, he says : . > » 

The result was as fatal as I bad foreseen ; he advanced, 
of his own accord, more than a league, and selected a posi
tion to meet the enemy without giving me notice of Iiis 
movement or intententions—Ihe relusal he gave to my ad
vice was the first news I had of his temerity, and soon after 
the mar of cannon showed me his position and gave me no
tice that an action had commenced, although overwhelmed 
with a presentiment, of what was to happai&c. file 
went to Ins relief.] , _ 

*' I arrived at the moment when the enemy ha/1 cut off by 
the rear the position of the ill-fated General with a respect, 
able force, and 1 was hardly able to check his operations, as 
the night was already setting in. 

"But I perceived with sorrow the position was isolatal, a 
deep ravine and a wood occupied by the enemy interposed 
lietween us, it was impossible lor the troops under my imme
diate command to advance by the only road there was 
without exposing themselves," ko., ite. 
" I had ordered mjf aid-de-camp. Col. Romiro, to pass the 

terrible ravine that was in our front—to reach the camp of 
the General, and to advise him to withdraw that ceru night 
to San Angel with his infantry and cavalry, by the on Iy 
road that was left to him, spiking the artillery, which it 
we s impossible to save.11 

The other dispatch is of the same character, one extract 
runs as follows : _ 

"And although 1 endeavored to form a jonction, tWith 
Valencia,] it was found impossible, being cut (,Jf °V the 
enemy—and by tlie ground which he had left in his rear-
there was only oiie passable road from San A»^e' to j adierna 
[Contreras], which was very narrow, and commanded nght 
and left by positions, of which some of the battalions vf the 
cup my had already taken posessioH. .. , 
" 1 sought passage by the flauks. became convinced 

by those well acquainted with the locality, and also by my 
own observation, that it was not ea»y to undertake any 
more operations that evening ; ** on the right it was rendered 
nnpruc tkuble by a deep ravine, which extended for more 
than a league towards some heights situated to the southeast 
of San Angel and by broken ground and rocks on the left. ' 

These are the opinions of military men. Use beat qualified 

If I have been unjust, to any officer in my official report ol 
this action, it is to Brig. Gen. Cadwalader; 1-9 ml) wit« 
justice complain that I did not give the necessary promineace 
to ihe advantage lo subsequent, operatioiK re uluag from 
'his seizing and holding the villuge Of Lnsalda. and ihe aide 
dispositions he made lor tiiat purpose; but, il 1 have erred 
ia this instance, I have not done so designedly. At tho 
time my officialffeport was wriiten, this matter had not been 
brought so clearly to my particular attention. 1 endeavored 
to do ample justice to the valuable services Of this gahant 
and accomplished officer, as my report shows, and 1 am 
happy to have the opportunity, eyeu at thn late day, of 
supplying the important omission in my official wort of 
that baltie, so far as relates to the services of that officer. 

Capt. Taylor, who is called upon to testify to another part 
of mm • " 

Generals of the twooppowng annies. 
What the Tower oi Castle Hill was to Cerro Gordo, the 

Hi-.hop's Palaoe to Monterey, Ensalda was to tlie camp of 
Montreras, ... ... 
. * : uch credit u. no doubt, due to tlie gallant office« who 

successfully stormed the heights : but. certainly, they are not 
entitled to all the credit for the battles of Cerro Gordo and, 
Monterey, and it would lie equally unjust to award all the 
credit to the officer ,wbo disposed the forces for the finnl 
assault oc the camp of Coutreras. 

1 never have hail, nor have Ï now. any desire to ptsck 
one leaf from the wreath of any military man which he has 
fairly won. 

I hav e an abhorrence not snrpatted^by that even of. the 
prosecutor himself, for "pruriency of fame ithf earned." 

.Render ttnto Ca sar the things thai, are Cesar's," is a 
sound uuiitary maxim, to which 1 subscribe with aU my heart. 

. _ _ . ilh me, that he laqw 
things looked, and tiiat 1 repliecT" badly l" that 1 thought 
the positiou too strong to be carrierl.and that 1 was on my way 
to San Agustin to advise Gen. Scott to withdraw the forces. 

Capt. llooker, who was also present and heard the conver
sation, understood it differently. He understood me to say 
1 thought the position could not be carried by a fro-ut as
sault, but heard nothing about my advice to (Jen. Scott to 
withdraw the forces. 

Without attributing any improper motive to Capt, Taylor 
in reference to his representation of the conveisation, for the 
purity of his character forbids even a suspicion against his 
integrity of purpose; still, I cannot but think that he must 
have misunderstood me. -. 
1 certainly never thought of giving Gen. Scott any snch 

advice, and cannot imagine how 1 could have said I inteuded 
to do so. It is nowhere pretended that I did give anv such ; 
on the contrary Gen. Scott proves 1 did not; and, indeed, his 
official report would go toshow that nosudi feeling pervaded 
any part of the army ; for he says, aller night set in, " all 
our gallant corps, I learn, are full of confidence, and only 
wait for the last hour of darkness to gain the positions whence 
to storm aud carry the enemy's works." 

It cannot reasonably be supposed that when all wire " full 
of .confidence" and hope, 1 alone should be a prey to doubt 
and despondency. 

Next comes upon the stand Nicholas P. Trist, late U. S. 
Commissioner, whom Gen Scott found, from ' frequent " 
and " cordial intercourse" with him, " after that itappu 
change, that took place in their official and private relatUm?, 
to be " able, discreet, courteous anrl amiable ail of which 
qualities have been beautifully illustrated iu bis correspon
dence with the State Department, the discharge of his duties 
as Commissioner, as well as his private correspondence with 
Senator Dix. in which he manifests the greatest possible, 
solicitude that tlie Senate shall not plunge themselves and 
the country info "deep, danmiug, ineffable disgrace," by 
hastily confirming my nomination as Major-General, all of 
winch is belore this Court.. 

His testimony having been utterly demolished and over
thrown on the only three im portant Points to which he had 
previously spoken, he calls iuto play that "ability" Gen. 
Scott so justly commends, anrl ingeniously lays the scene iu 
private, so that there is no possibility of disproving his state
ment. Tho substance and spirit of his testimony are as 
follows. 

After every bçdy had left Gen. Scott's quarters, except 
Trist and myself, he (Trist) went to bed; aller be had ra
ti red, I cautiously entered his sleeping chamber, shut thedoor 
after me and locked it; then after looking under the bed, 
into the closets, behind the trunks, and no doubt he would 
have said up the chimney, had it not occurred to him that 
this might be disproved, Mexican houses having no chimneys; 
after taking all these precautions to assure myself that no
body could possibly hear, 1 came gently up to his tied and 
in a low voice and in " strict .confidence," said to him— 
"Thisis going to be a failure, and knowing you to be a 
discreet man, and of strong memory, I call on you to bear 
witness in future that 1 wash my hands of it." . * 

The ex-commissioner understood this to be the dying speech 
and confession of a man who expected to be shot w the 
Mexicans next day, though he was not going into battle. 

It is very remarkable that a man of so much " ability " of" 
a certain kind should be so deficient in sagacity as not to 
have discovered that. I was not responsible for the part icular 
operations determined upon for the following morning, for 
according to Trist's own account. Gen. Scott had. in th« 
presence of many officers, jujt approved and ordered them. 
In case of failure 1 had only to answer, "Thou canst not. 
say I did it." Then why this desire to " hedge," w hich 
Trist puts so prominently forth ? , 

That I had the responsibility resting on my shoulders of 
having given the orders for a similar movement the day be
fore is a fact as easily proven as that Gen. Scott wasrespun-
sible for this. 

From the very natnre of the case, Trist's testimony cannot, 
be positively disproved on this, as it has been on the only 
other three points of importance, to which he has sworn; but 
even supposing it to be true, which is next to impossible, iL 
does not in any way touch the issue—or even if it did, let it * 
be borne in mind that it comes from a man who, as the reCord 
of the Court shows, has determined to devote the wit of hi* 
head and the malice,of his heart to my destruction, ami tho 
prosecutor is welcome to the full benefit of his testimony. 

In connection with this view of the case, it is proper thai I 
should notice the statement in this specification, that Î sought 
by the letter dated 3*1 October, to Gen. Scott, '' /rorti motives 
purely selfish and dishonest." to get his sanction to my un-
jjsf pretensions in regarrl to the battle of Contreras. 

To vindn-ate my honor against this ^liberal and unjnst irn-
putation, I might courent myself by a simple reference to 
Gen. Scott's written official reports to the Government, and 
to the conclusion of this very correspondence, to which ho ' 
lakes exception—in which lie says : " In haste, pemiit'rne to 
repeat once more that' I have, from my ftrsr meeting with 
you, beeu anxious, lrom a high opinion of your intelligence, 

\ honor, zeal and ralor, to win your esteem and confidence on 
any terms consistent with justice and honor, in which senti
ments I remain." etc. i ' ; 

It. should be borne in mind that this full and ample testi. 
mony to my " intelligence," "honor," "zeal" and "va
lor," and of his "anxiety to win my esteem and cQiifidenca 
upon any terms consistent with justice and honor," wa* 
borne thirty-nine days after my official report was tiled in hi* 
office, eighteen days after the army had entered the city, ami 
long after he had received all the reports of subordinate com
manders, and had actually made out and forwarder! to tins 
Government, his own official report of the first series of opera
tions in the valley of Mexico. ' / 

That it may not, however, lie thought that I seek to shel
ter myself from the assaults of tlie prosecutor, under his own 
former opinions and testimony. I will briefly, by way of ex
planation, touch the correspondence itself, and show that tho 
construction placed upon it is as tortured as the imput**« 
upon me is -unjust and illiberal. v. y-'W"*' :: 

In his letter of the 3d October, speaking of that part of my 
report of the 27th August, relating to the moverhent again*t 
the rear of the works at San Antonio, he says that my ** re
port in that particular is unjust to him, and that I seem to 
control the whole operations of the army." 

Again, speaking of my report of the 18th September, ho 
says, "lie (Geu. Scott) is jfcrry to perceive in Gen. I'illow'* 
report a seeming effort—no doubt unintentional-T-to leav» 
Gen. Scott entirely out of the operations of the 13th Septem
ber." It will thus be>een that iu both of these letters (to 
which I was replying in the letter to which he takes excep
tion), General Scott was complaining of injustice to himsel -
Ue wa1* the party who thought himself aggrieved. 

I changed every part of my reports indicated by him a« 
" unjust to himself." as 1 said in my letter accompanying th« 
report., "i n defer mice to his -wishes and past kindness to 
me, and contrary to my conviction of the tacts."- • , 

In this part of his letter, calling my attention to the order* 
of battle claimed to have been given in my report, he says 2 
'* 1 think you also in error in stating that the troops at Con
treras. on the morning of the 2Uth, executed the precise plan« 
and views laid down by you for their government the even
ing before." ' M 

I n ray report I had not said that the troops on the 20th Au -
gust did execute the " precise plans and views laid dovvn. 

I by me for their government "—nor had 1 said anv thing-
equivalent to it. In that report, after reciting the Uentnu. 
orders for the battle on the 19th, I remark" During the 
night. Brig. Gen. Smith disposed the forces present, to renew 
the action at daylight and complete the original ordér of 

\ attack." • • ' 'j** 
It will thus appear that Gen. Scott misapprehended what 

was in my report upon this subject. - ^ 
Hence, in reply to those letters, (complaining of injustice 

to himself,) I say to him: 1 have not changea my report in 
the last particular indicated in your second note, as I do not 
see that that statement iu my report can in any possible de
gree affect you, and knowing that the movement of the next 
morning did carru out my orifindL orders to Gen. Twiggy 
and as it would place me in the awkward position of Saving 
gone into battle without any order of battle, or the force* in_ 
position of having disregarded my orders, I ask yoür indul
gence in permitting my report to stand unaltered as to that, 
statement. 

It will be perceived in this extract, (which is clear and un
equivocal as to its meaning,) that I place my refusal to alter 
my report upon two grounds, viz: First, that the point to 
which ho called ray attention did not (as did the others) at 
all relate to him. Secondly, that / knew the movement th« 
next morning did carry out my original orders—in other 
w ords, that I knew my report in this particular was trne, and 
therefore I won Id not alter it. 

Notwithstanding, however, he expressed his regret that i. 
had made, any alterations in my report, he nevertheless seize*, 
the concessions, eng ran them into his own report«, and send* 
them forth to the (Government and to the world a« his owv, 
and then turns round and charges;me with attempting to 
corrupt him, lieeause 1 refused to alter my report in » mat tec 
which I kneu. to be true. . 

This charge runs thus '" In Ins reply, the said Pillow, 
whilst reiterating the said false claim, plainly endeavor« to 
induce the said Scott to allow it to £tand. uncorrected, 
through consideration* purely selfish and dishonest and per
sonal to the ssid Pillow and to tlie «aid Scott.?' , 4 ? 

Here it is srated that through considerationi purel yselfinhf^ 
dishonest midpersonol to the said Scott, I endeavor to get 
him to rndarse my false claims, etc. If I understand the 
meaning of this langnage, it substantially charges an effort, 
on iuy ParJ corrupt Jiim—to bri.iile him—to give his sane-
tion to a Jalse statement in rny official report. ' " . -

He seems to lose sight altogether of the positive averment 
in my letter, that " 1 knew the movement«, of the next^l***i-C i* 
ing did carry oui mu orderV etc., as I *aid. 

1 wonul not willingly suspect the prosecuf^'hliiH^iKi^ 
selfishness' and " ilnlLones'u/•' ot purpose in »Iii* corres

pondence. He first says that / " h ad a full and most dtsfht-
mushed partie/patimi in all the operations of the army in. 
the Valley ol Mexico," and that, in storming Chapulteper. 
I" from what he pcrsoMtUp sau,, I had done my duty in tri 
abli and heroic manner," and then very mode s tip a*ked trim 
to remember that he had given orders and directed, mot eA 
ments which I knew (and lie knew). 1 myself ha»! done, tim , 
sense of honor would be greatly shocked if 1 were, for one 
moment, to suspectthat this testimony of hi», that I had had 
a most disti-WgmsAéd part in all thebriiliaat vie to lies oft>*«. 
army and that I was;a hero for my conduct at Chapultepec 
had been öfteren as the price of the truer* and inurement* 
with which he désired me to credit him in my official report 

It I were to judge h»m by the rule he judges me I rm-ht 
harbor such a suspicion, more especially since his charges if 
true, womd show that thw very high euioginm of me wis. 
agreeably to his present opinion, ir holly undeserved 

If th» strong test .mcmy which he beam to my good conduct 
be Jalse, then he justly sulyects himself to this charge, h" 
that testimony be true, then his charges against me are, 
wholly false. It will bot do for him to say thai when Im» 
wrote those fettet»!* thought tnem true, but that he after-
U!m! ^rtT" îi®-wah »»stakenf-ihecause he had receive* 

t - battles oi Contreras and Churn-
busco, and made out his own. based upon them, »early forty-
days before. In regard to my conduct at Chatmitepec, te» 
distinctly says neapok* from what he pcrs,m<diy *** 

Thenns therefore no room for mistake. He could have 
recel ved.no new V/^At— he did receive norre. If so, why doe« 
he rtot^m jnstrficauon ot himself, show what it was ? If hi* 
letters l* true, bis charge i, false. If his letters be false, the« 

mV v!£C n'v hich *,e against 
».,vff-«Tfof testimony m my favor, and of. 
?ere«l Ineh praise Of me. to induce me. "through rnm'nlm 
tionsimidy kelfidi. dünnest and persuuai ' io ill« said,Swlt 
Wd Pulow, to laakca false rei-ori iu Iii- i'at i« 'î'iiere « BO 
(taping from tins position, lie may lake hi« cbftiw of i a. 
mtimu. [iq BK coscu'usu TO-kohrdw.J 
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