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and the troops of the enemy, and with the intention of ordering an
attack from there if' the enemy did not themselves attack.”

We have now, be it obeerved, reached four o’cloek in the after-
noon—ithat is, within one hour of the time when, as General Donble-
day would have it, General Meade indicated the intention of retreating.
There is nothing as yet, it must be admitted, that seems to indicate
an intention or even desire to rotreat, or even to withdraw from the
position at Gettyaburg, On the eontrary, we have not only seen that
the army was pashod forward as rapidly a8 possible to Gettysburg,
with the expressed inteution of fighting there, and that one attack
had been ordered, and only sountermanded upon the report of the
two officers who had examined the field in their front, but, in addition,
that General Meade had despatehed to General Halleek that he would
take the offensive if the enemy delayed dving so; and we find him an
hour afterward prosceding to the left of the line with thet objees in
VIOW. '

In¢redible as it may appesr, it is during the time between 9.30
A M, and 4 P.M., which (Feneral Butterfield, in hig testimony before
the Committee on the Conduct of the War, specifies as the interval
within which General Meade gave him instroctions to make out an or-
der to withdraw the army. Why General Meade should at that time
have wished to retire, or having wished to retire, did not, has never
heen explained. It is not wecessary to the present issuc to discuss
this statement, but merely to say that General Meade, when Lefore
the Committec on the Cendnct of the War, denied emphatically ever
having given General Butterfield any such instructions, and showed
a0 conclusively that sueh could not have been his intention, that this
assertion is too much for even Geaeral Doubleday to adopt, whe does
not hegitate to aocept Greneral Butterfield’s statement on almost every
other point, and who usually doss not seruple to retail, if it will reflect
upon General Meade, any scrap of idle gossip as matter of veracioua
history.

General Meade had hardly arrived oo the part of the field to
the left, just in rear of the advanced position assumed by General
Sickles with tha Third Corps, and engaged in conference with that
officer, when the enemy opened his batteries on the Corps, and
made a mast vigorous and determined attack on that part of the line,
and the battle soon became general along the whole line.

This is not the place to enter into delails regarding the terrible
struggle which ensued, and which lasted until long after dark. We
are concerned cml_v with the astion of Genoral Meade on that memor-



T

able day, and with that action only so far as it is impugned by Gene-
ral Doubleday. The general history of that day’s fizht is well
known., To the valor and adwmirable fighting of our troops, to the
gallantry and hearty coperation of the superior officers, and to the
skilful handling of the army are owing that thia determined attack
of the enemy was repulsed, our lines maintaived, and he driven from
the field. General Meade, in constant communication with all the
prominent officers who were engaged there, remained thronghout the
whole of the engagement on and about that part of the field where
the enemy’s attack was made. That he was fally alive to the emer-
gency in evidenced by the prompiness with whieh he brought forward
reinforcements, some of which Le led peracnally to the line of battle,
and by his strenuons exertions in reforming lis line and maintaining
hig position.

Yet Genoral Doubleday, continuing te criticize Mr, Swinton's
atatements, makes the assertion that, during all this time General
Meade was desirous of retreating, and he emphasizes 1t by italics.
“ This desire to retreat was supplemented,” he says, by acts which
Jorm part of the history of the battle.” The only way in which this
statement is reconcilable with faet is, that General Doubleday refers
to hiz own history of the battle. Asg the eoly evidence, however, of
his atatement, he produces a letter of Fohruary 8, 1883, from Gene-
ral Alfred Pleasonton, in which he says, thai—

“General Mpade, on the 2d of July, 1803, at Gettyshurg, about
“ five o'clock in the afterncon, gave me the order to get what cavalry
¢ and artillery I could, as seon as possible, and take up a position in
“rear to cover the retreat of the army trom Gettysburg, 1 wag
“thus oecupied until ten o’clock at night, when I was recalled hy an
“ grder from General Meade.”

Now, there is nothing on record that warrants either this assertion
of General Doubleday's, or the statement embodied in General Pleas-
onton's letter quoted by bim. - There are no orders on file that cven
indicate such a design. There ia no mention of or allusion to it in
any way in the official report of (veneral Meade, or of any other
general officer, including that of General [leasonton himsell. There
is no mention of or ailusion to it in the testimony of any of the officers
who appeared, in the spring of 1864, before tle Commitiee on the
Conduct of the War, ineluding that of General Pleasonton himself;
and certainly it was made amply apparent that that Committee sought
for anything that might even by implication east discredit mpun the
commander of the Army of the Potomac; and, judging from their tes.
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tumony, (renerals Doubleday and Flensonton were in full sympathy
with the Committee. There i3 no officer, besides (eneral I’leason-
ton, who received at that time, an he alleges he did, an intimation
from General Meade that he desired or intended to retreat. Strange
that, of all the officers in high command in the Army of the Potomae,
General Pleasonton should havé heen the only one to whom General
Meade communicated his design!

Let us now see what reliance is to be placed on the statement of
this witness of (remeral Doubleday’s. (General Pleasonton, in answer
to the gquestion conveyed to him in the note from General Donbleday,
answers, a3 we have seen, that about five oelock in the afternoon of
July 2d, he was ordered to take up a position in the rear, to cover
the retreat of the army from Gottysburg, and that he was engaged
in this duty uotil ten o'clock that night. Now thiz in sum invelves
the agtounding conclugion that only onc hour after the attack began,
and long before the Third Corps had been forced baek, General
Meade desired to retreat, and yave General Fleasonton an order pre-
liminary to deing so. It is doobly astoonding from the fack that
General Pleasontan wne, ncoording to his own account, absent for five
hours from the field of battle, throwghoet the most important part
of the day's fight, engaged, as he alleges, in the responsible duty of
preparing for retreat. But how comes it, theu, that in his official
report of the campaign, made in August of the same year, he omits
to mentian or o allnde in any way to this incident of which he has
now so porfect a recollection? And again, it may natarally be
asked, Why, when he was before the Committee on the Confnet of
the War, in Mareh, 1864, enly nine months afier the battle, did he
not in his testimony refer to it in even the most vemotc mannecr, but,
on the contrary, as will shortly appear upon his own anthority, did,
in answer to the question as to whether he knew of General Meade's
ever having had any ulea of retresting from Gettysburg, say that ke
did not remember. It would seem, then, that when events are recent,
General Pleasonton's recollection of them is net so vivid as when they
are long past; that, in fact, they do vot reach the sphere of hia con-
seiousness until some years afier their occurrence.

General Doubleday, aware of the diserepancies in the testimony of
his witness, attempta to holster it up by pointing out that there is
further testimony of General Pleasonton’s before the Committee on
the Conduct of the War, which has probably escaped notice, and
which, he would persuade us, is quite sufficient to bear out his charge.
Let ua now examine that, and see what it amounts to.  In the Reports
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of the Committee on the Condnet of the War, Part 2d of the Supple-
ment, will be found the testimony w which General Doubleday refers,
It is in the form of a long letter, dated Oct. 16th, 1865, addressed to
the Committee by General Pleasonton, who had shortly after his first
testimony before the Committee been relieved from duty with the
Army of the Potomac, giving & history of his personal experiences
throughout the whole of the Rebellion. The following is an extract
from page 10 of this leiter, which iz General Pleasonton’s acconnt
there of the second day’s hattle at Gettyshurg, He says:—

“On the 2d of Jaly, 1863, that portion of the army that was on
¢ the field was placed in a defensive position, but General Meade had
% 5o little assurance in his own ability to maintain himaelf, or in the
¢ gtrength of ns position, that when the rebels partally broke emr
“line 1n the afterncon of the 2d, he directed me to colleet what
¢t eavalry I conid, and prepare to cover the retreat of the army; and
I was thus engaged until twelve o’clock that night. I mention this
“ fact now, becanse when I wae before your honorable Commities, and
“ was asked the queation whether General Meade ever had any idea
% of retreating from Gettysburg, T answered that I did not remember,
¢ the above circumstanee at that time being cut of wy mind, and it
“was only afterwards recalled by my staff officers on my return to
# gamp.,”

1% is thus scen that this statement of General Pleasonton, made a
little over two years after Getfysburg, differs entirely from that be-
fore the Commitéee on the Conduct of the War, made nine months
after Gettysbury, and very matevially from that made last February,
nearly twenty years afterward. In hia first statement (before the
Committee) he remembered nothing about the question of retreat.  In
his second statement (in his letter to the Committes) he says that in
the emergency, when the ememy partially broke our ling, General
Meade instrueted him te take measurea for the eonténgency of retreat,
But in the third statement, nearly twenty years after Gettysbarg, be
it rememberad, the time at which be represents himself as having
received his orders ia long before affairs assumed a critical aspect,
the length of time he was abgent on this alleged duty is shortened by
two hours, and the guestion of contingensy of retrest has been en-
tirely disearded. To sum up, General Pleasonton, in his official
report immediately after the battle, did not consider this incident of
sufficient importance to mention it. In the following year, when
before the Committee on the Conduct of the War, be forgot it. Two
years after the battle he gave it az evidence of unnecessary precan-
tion. Nearly twenty years afterward he gives it suceinetiy, without
qualification, as an explisit order for a apecifie purpose.
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As & possible explanation of these irreconcilable statements, an in-
cident of July 24, at Gettyshurg, connected with General Pleasonton,
is here introduced. This ineident is alluded to in the offieisl report
of one of that general’s subordinates. While it shows that certain
action preparatory to retreat was actually taken by General Pleasonton
on the afternoen of July 2d, it also clearly shows how little confidence
be himself had at that time in our ability to maintain ourselves,
* when,” as he saya, * the rabels partially broke our line on the after-
noon of July 2d.”"

During the campaign of Grettysbury, Captain J. M. Rebertson, Sec-
ond U. 3. Artillery {now Dyt Brig. Gfen. T, 3. A), was in command
of the First Brigade of Horse Artillery, attached to the Cavalry Corps,
and therefore under the lmmeadiate orders of Feneral Pleasonten., In
that officer’'s official report of the campaign, made on 22d Aungust,
1863, we find the following statement:—

¢ Arrived near the batile-ground of (Fettysburg at 5.30 A. M, on
* the 2d, and reported to the General commanding the Cavalry Corps,
“aml by ks directions held my batteries in reserve near the battle-

“ groumnd uneil near dark, when, by his direction, I moved back
& ghout two miles on the Baltimore Pike and encamped for the night,”

Hearing that some such movement had talen place, but not knowing
by whose orders, T some yenra ago wrote to General Kobertson for
an aceount of the movemsut, and under what cireumstances it came
to be made. In reply, he said that on the evening of the 24 July,
just at sunset, be had bis reserve batteriea feeding in a meadow on
the banks of Rock Creek, when an officer rode furiously up to him.
General Robertaon continuea:

A3 soon o3 he wae near enough to be heard, he said in a very ox-
 gited manner, so that ol the men Leard him: * Goneral Plessonton
“ directs that you at once move your batterics across Swny [Roek]
¢ Creek, and retire about one mile on the Taneybown rond [ Baltimore
* Pike] and take up o position. The Rebs have broken through our
“ gentre, and it is all up with ugl” "™

It may be answered that this mode of address was simply that offi-
cer's, that (reneral Pleasouton was in no wise responasible for undue
excitement in an offieer’s demennor when carrying his order. Btill,
inasmuch as he had reseived his order from General Pleasonton, it is
reasonable to conclude that the exeitement which he betrayed was
communicated to him either by the words or the manner of his chisf.
It would seem, therefore, that General Pleasonton, at dusk of that
memorable day, was se far from thinking that General Meade was
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unduly wanting in confidence ag to his ability to maintain his position
when the enemy partially broke our line, that he himself thoaght it
“wag all up with va.”

Thus it has been shown that the testimony of this witness upon
whom (reneral Doubleday has greaily velicd to austain his eharge
aguinst General Mende has completely broken down under its own
collated weight, and that the charge, so far as this testimony is equal
to sustaining it, must porforce with it fall to the ground.

Continuing to comment npon Mr. Swinton’s statements regarding
the point which has now becn exhansiively discussed, General Double-
day says:—

% By way of rebuttal, Mr. Swinton parades the following declara-
¢ tion of General Meade. A very slight examination will show that
it refers to a different period of the hattle ; to the morning of the
¢ 24, and not o the evening. General Meade says: ¢ I utterly deny,
“ under the full solemnity and sanctity of my cath, and in the firm
t gonviction that the day will eome when the aecrets of all men shall
¢ be made known—TI uiterly deny having intended or thonght for one
“instant to withdraw that army, unless the mililary contingencies
“ which the futwre should develop during the course of the day might

« pender it @ matter af nevessity that the army showld be withdrawn.’
¢ The italies are mine.

This purports o be a passage from General Meade's testimony be-
fore the Committee on the Conduct of the War, as printed in the re.
port of the Commitice, and also in the appendix to Mr. Bwinton's
¢ Campsigos of the Army of the Potomaac,”  And he who pretends to
qm:'nt.e it 1s he who, in a preceding clause of hie letter, only a fow lines
hack, speaks of himselt, impliedly, *“as a faithful historian.”” The
italics, he says, are hia; let that pass, althongh the meaning did not
require them, The quotation iz correct, of course, if so relatively
amall 2 matter as italicizing is woticed. We ought to feel donbly
sure of that, from the fact thai the letter under consideration is now
republished on a sheet for special distribution. Bub is it eorreet?
No, (General Meade said :—

T utterly deny, under the full solemnity and sanctity of my oath,
& -« T utterly deny ever having intended or thought, for one
@ msts.nt, to withdraw that army, naless the military eontingencies
% which the futare should develop during the course of the day wight
¢ render it a matter of neeessity that the army should be withdrawn.”

Proceeding, General Meade added: —

“] base this denial, not only on my own assertion and my own
¢ yeraeity, but T shall also show to the committee, from documentary



