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Correspondence Between General
Grant and President Johnson,

Wasninaron, February 4, 1868

The Speaker laid before the House
a communication from the War De-
partment, closing with the following
document; ’

War Depariment, Feb. 4, 1868—Sir :
In unswor to the resolution of the
House of Reprosentatives of the Sth
ult., I transmit herewith copies fur-
aiished me by General Grantof the cor-
respondenco betweon bim and the Pres-
ident relating te the Secretary of War,
which he reports to boe all the corres-
pondence he had with the Presideat on
the subject. I have had no Eorrespon-
dence with the Presidont since the 12th
of August last. After the action of the
Senate 6n his alloged reasons for my
suspension from the office of Secretary
of War, I have resumed the duties of
that office as required by tho act of
Congress, and have continued to dis-
chargoe them® without any personal or
written communication with the Pres-
ident. No orders have been issued
from this Department in the name of
the President with my knowledge, and
I have received no orders from him.
The carrespondence gent harewith em-
braces all the correspondenco known
to me on tho subject reforred to in the
resolution of the House of Representa-
dives.

I have the honor to be, Sir, with
great respect, your obedient servant,

Epwin M. StanTon,
Secretary of War.
I¥on. Schuyler Colfax, Speaker of the

Houss of Representatives.

Headquarters Army of the United
States, Washington, D. C., January 25th,
18G8.  His Excellency Andrew Johnson,
President of the Umited States. Sir:

On the 24th inst., I requested you to
give me, in writing, tho instructions
avhich you bad previously given me
varbally, not to obey any order from
Hon. E. M. Stanton, Secretary of War,
unless I knew it camo from yourself.
To this written request I received a
message that has left no doubt in my
mind of your intention. To prevent
any possible mis-understanding, there-
fore, I renew the request thiat you will
give mo written instructions, and un.
til they are roceived will suspand ac-
tion on your verbal enes.

I am compelled L0 ask those instruc-
tions in writing ia consequence of the
many gross misrepresentations affect-
ing my personal bonot circulated
through the prass for tho last fortnight,
purporting to come from the President,
of conversations which occurred either
with the President, privately in his
offico, or the Cabinet meeting. What
is written admits of no misunderstand-
ing. In view of the misrcpresenta-
tions roforred to it will bo woell to state
ilo facts in the case. Some time after
I assumed the duties of Secrotary of
War adinterim the Presidont asked my
wiews as to the course Mr. Stanton
would have to pursue, in case the Sen-
ato should not corcur in Lis suspension,
to abtain possession of this office. My
reply was. in substance, that Mr, Stan-
ton would have to appeal to tho Courts
to reinstate him, illustrating my posi-
tion by citing the grounds I had taken
in the cuse of the Baltimore Police
Commissioners. In that case Idid not
doubtthe techniealright of Gov. Swann
to removoe the old Commissioners and
appeint their suecossors. As tho old
Commissioners refused to give up,
however, 1 contended that no resource
was left but to appeal to the Courts.
Finding that the Presidert was desir-
ous of Keeping Mr. Stanton out of of-
fice, whiether sustained in the suspen-
sion or not, I stated I had not looked
particularly inte the Tenure of Office
bill, but that what 1 had stated was a
general principle, and if I should chango
my mind in this particular case I would
inform him of the fact. Subsequently,
on rcading the Tenure of Office bill
closely, I found I could not, without
violation of law, rofuse to vacate the
office of Secretary of Warthe moment
Mr. Stanton was reinstated by the
Senate, even though the President or-
dered me to retain it, (which he never
did.) Taking this view of the subject,
and learning on Saturday, the 11th
ipst., that the Honato bad taken up the
subject of Mr. Stanton’s susponsion, af-
ter some conversation with Lieutenant
.General Sherman and some mombers
©of my staff,in which I stated the law
left mo no discretion as to my action
should Mr. Stanton be reinstated, and
thatLintended to inform tho President.
I went to the President for the sole
purpose of making "this decision
known, and I did make it so known.
In this I fulfilled tho promise made
in our last  preceeding conversa-
tion on the subject. The President,
however, instead of accepting my view
of the requirements of the tenure of
office bill, contended he had suspended
Mcr. Stanten under authority given by
the Coustitution, and that the same au-
thority did not preclude him from re-

orting, as an act of courtesy, his rea-
- sons for tho susponsion to the Senate.
That having been appeinted undor au-
- $hority given by the Constitution, and

ot under an act of Congress, I could
not be governed by the act. I stated
the law was binding in me, Constitu-
tion or not, unti! set aside by the prop-
cr tribunal. An hour was consumed,
oach reiterating his views on this sub-
ject, until, getting late, the President
‘said he would seo me again. I did not
agrec to call again on Monday, nor at
‘any other definite time, nor was I sent
for by the President until the follow-
ing Tuesday. From the 1lth inst, to
the Cabinet meeting on the 14th inst,
a doubt never gntered my mind about
tho President fully understanding my
position, narely, that if the Senate ve-
fused to concur in the suspopsion of
Mr. Stanton, my powers as Secretary
of War ad interim would cease, and Mr.
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Stanton’s right to resume at once the
funetions of his office would, under the
law, be indisputable, and I acted ac-
edrdingly. With Mr. Stanton 1 bad no
communication, direct or indirect, on
the subject of his reinstatement during
his suspension 1 knew it had been
recommended to the President to send
the name of Governor Cox, of Obio,
for Secretary of War,and thus save all
embarrassment, & propositien that I
sincerely boped he would entertain fa-
vorably, General Sherman seeing the
President at my particular request to
urge this. On the 13th, on- Tueaday,
Mr, Stanton re-entered the office of the
Secretary of War. (Feneral Comstock,
who had carried my-official lotter an-
nouncing that by “Mr. Stanton’s rein.
statement by the Senate T had censed
to be Secretary of War, ad interim, and
who saw the President open and read
the communication, brought back te
me from the President a message that
he wanted to seo me that day at Cabinet
meeting, after I had made known the
fact that T was no longer Secretary ef
War ad inferim. At this meeting, after
opening it as though I werea member
of his Cabinet, when reminded ef- the
motification already given him that I
wad no longer Secretary of War ad in-
terim, the President gave a version of
tho conversation alluded to slready in
this communieation. It was asserted
that in both conversations I hadagreed
to hold on to the office of Secretary of
War until displaced by the Courts or
resigned, so as to place the President
where he would have been had I nev-
cr accepted the office. After hearing
the President through, I stated our
cenversation substantially as given in
this lotter.
I will add that my conversation be-
fore thoe Cabinet embraced other mat-
tors not pertinent hore, and is, there-
fore, left out. Iin no wise admittod
the correctness of the President’s state-
ment of our conversation, though to
soften the evident contradiction of my
statement, I said, alluding te our first
conversation on the sabject, the Presi-
dont might have umderstood me the
way ho said, namely, that I had prom-
ised to resign, if L did not resist tho
reinstatemont. I made no such state-
ment.
I havo the honor to be,
Vory respoctfully,
Your obedient serv’t.,
U. 8. GraNT, General.

Headquarters Army of the United
States, January 24, 1868—1ILis Excel.
lency Andrew Johnson, President of
the United States—SIr :—I bave the
honor very respectfully to request to
bave in writing the order which the
President gave mo verbally, on Sun-
day, the 19th inst.,, to disrogard the
orders of the Hen. E. M. Stanton as
Secretary of War, until I know from
the Presidont himself that they were
his orders.
I have the honor to be,
Veory respectfully, .
Your obedientserv.’s
U. 8. GRANT, General.

the above note :
As roquosted in this communication,
Gen. Grant is instructed in writing not
to obey any order from the War De.
partment assumed to be issued by the
direction of the President, unless such
order is known by tho General Com-
manding the Armies of the United
Statee to have been authorized by the
Executive.
AxpREW Jomnxsox.
Jan. 29th, 1868,
Ieadquarters Army of the United
States, Washington, D. C, January 30,
1867.--His Excellency Andrew John-
gon, President of the United States—
Sir :—I havo the honor to acknowl:
edge the roturn of my note of the 24th
inst., with your endorsement thereon
that Iam not to obey any order -from
the War Dopartment assumed to be
issued by order of the President, un-
less such order is known by me to be
authorized by the Executive, and in
reply thereto tosay that Iam inform-
ed by the Secretary of War that' he
has not received from the Kxecutive
any order or instructions limiting or
iripairing bis authority to issyo orders
to tho army, as heretofore has been
hia praotice under the liw and customs
of the Department. While his author-
ity to the War Department is not
countermandod. it will bo satisfactory
evidonca to me that any orders issuod
from the War Department by direc-
tion of tho President are antherized by
the Exceutive.
I have tho honor to bo very respect-
fully your obedient servant,

- U. 8. Graxnt, General.
Executive Mansion, Jan. 31, 1868.—
GENERAL :—I have received your com-
munieation of the 28th inst., renowing
your request of the 30th, that I should
repoat in a written form, my verbal
instructions of the 19th inst., viz:—
That you obey no order from E. M.
Stanton, Secretary of War, unless you
have information that it was issued by
the Presidont’s direction. In submit-
ting this request, wjth which I cgm:
plied on the 29th inst., you take ocea-
sion te pliude to recent publications in
reference to tho circumstances con-
neeted with the yapstion by youreelf
of the office of Soerotary of War ad
inferim, and with a yipw of correcting
the statement whigh yon term gross
misrepresentations, and give at length
your awn recollection of the facts un-
der wh{ch; yithoyt the ssnction of the
President, frem whom you had recgiv-
od and accepted tha appgintment, you
yiolded thoe Departmont of War to the
preasens incumbent.  As gtated in your
communicution, seme time after yeu
had assumed the gutics as Secretary of
War qd interin, we interchargod views
respecting tho course that should be
pursged ‘in:t._i}e‘evenb:of thenon-concur-
rence by the Sonate in the ‘suspension

of Mr. Stanton. I sought that inter-
view, calling myself at tho War De-

artment. My sole objeot in then
Eringing the subject to your attention
was to ascertain what would bo your
own action should sugh an attempt be
made for his restoration to the War
Departmont. That object was accom-
plished, for-the interview terminated
with the distinct undersianding that
if under reflection you should prefer
not to become a party to the contro-
versy, or should concludo it would- he
your duty to surronder the Depart-
ment to Mr. Stanton, upon action in
his faver by the Senate, you wore to
return the offieo to mo prior to a de-
cision by the Scnate, in order that if I
desired to do so I might desigpate
some one to succeed you. It must have
been apparent to you that had not this
understanding beon reached, it was
my purpose to rolicve you from farth.
er discharge of duties as Soerstary of
War ad inferim, and te appoint some
other person in that capacity. Othor
conversations on the subjeot ensued,
all having on my part tho samo objeot
and leading to the same conclusion as
tho first. It is not neceossary, how-
evor, torefer to any of them, excopt-
ing that of the 11th inst., mentioned in
your eommunication. A8 it was then
known that tho Senate had procecded
in tho case of Mr. Stanten, 1 was anxi-
ous to learn your determination. Af
ter a protracted interview, during
which the provisions of the Tenure eof
Office bill wero fully diseussed, you
said that as it had been agreed upon
in our first conference you would eith-
er return the office te my possession
in time to onable me to appoint a suo-
cessor before final action by the Sen-
ate upon Mr. Stanton’s suspension, or
would remain at its head awaiting a
decision by judieial proceedings, It
was then understood there would bo a
furthor conferenco on Monday, by
which time I supposed you would be
prepared to inform meo of your final
decision. You failed, however, to ful-
filt the engagement, and on Tuesday
notified me in writing of the receipt of
your official notification of the action of
the Senate in reference to Mr. Stanton
and 8t the same timo informed mo
that according to the act rogulating
the tenure of certain civil offices your
funetions of Secrotary of War ad infer-
im ceased from the moment of reecipt
of notice. You thug, in disregard of
the understanding between us, vacated
the offico without baving given notice
of your intent to do so. It is but just
to sy, however, that in your commu-
nication you claim you did inform me
of your purpose, and thus fulfilled tho
promise mado in our last preceding
conversation on the subject. The fact
that such a promiso existed is evidence
of an arrangement of the kind I have
mentioned. You had found inour first
conferenco that the President was de-
sirious of keoping Mr. Stanton out of
office, whethor sustained in the sus-
pension or not. You ktow what rea-
gons had induced the President to ask
from you a promise. You also knew

The fellowing is the endorsement on Pthat incase your views of duty did

not accord with his own eonvictions, it
was his purpose to fill your placo by
another appointment. Kven ignoring
the existence of a positive understand.
ing botween us, the conclusions wero
plainly deducible from our various con-
versations. It iscertain, however,that
even undor these circumstances you
did not offer to return the place te my
possession, but according to your own
statement placed yourself in a positien
where, could I have anticipated your
action, I would have been compolled
to ask you, a8 I was gompolled to ask
of your predecessor in the War De-
partment, a letter of resignation, or to
resott to the more disagrecable expeo-
dient of suspending yo1 by the ap-
pointment of a successor. As stated
1 your lotter, the nomination of Gov-
ernor Cox, of Ohio, for Secretary of
War was suggested to me. This ap-
pointment, as Mr. Stanton’s successor,
was urged in yonr namo and it was
said that bis selsction would save fur-
ther cmbarrassment. T did not think
that in the selestion of a Cabinet offi-
cer I shoul be trammelled by such con-
siderations. I was prepared to take
tho responsibility of deciding the quog-
tion in accardance with my ideas of
constitutional duties, and having de-
termined npon a course which I doem-
ed right and proper’ was anxious to
learn the stops you would take, should
the poasessjon of the War Department
be demanded by Mr. Stanton. Ilad
your action heen jn conformation with
the understanding hetwsen ps, I do
not beliove that the embarpassment
would havp atfained its present pro-
portions, or that the probability of its
repetition would havpe besn eo great,—
I Enow thas with a view to an early
termination of a state of affeirs so de-
trimental 1o the public interests, you
voluntarily offered, both on Monday,
the 15th inst., and on tho succeeding
Sunday, to call upon Mr. Stanton and
urgo ypon him that the good of the
service required his resignation. I con:
fess I considéred your proposal as a sort
of roparation for tho failure en your
part to act in agecordance with an un-
dorstanding mqre than once repeated,
and which I thonght roceived your full
assont, and ynder which you rcould
bave returned to me the office which
had conferred upon you, thus saving
yoursolf from embarrassment and leav-
§ng the respensibility whers it proper-
y belongpd, with the President, who
is accountahlo for tho faithfal oxecu-
tion of the law, Ihave not yet boen
informed by you whofber, "ag twice
proposed by yonrge)f, yeu had ealled
upon Mr. Stantgn and mado_ an eﬁ:ort
to indyce him to volyntarjly resign
from the War Depsrimsnt. o
;:m genclydo your communigation
with a reforonoe to our conversation
ap the meetjug of tho Usbines, bold at
the 14th inst. In youraccount of what
there oceurred you say : “that after
EA + .

the President had given his version of
our previous conversation, youn stated,
subatantially as given in your Jetter,
and that you in no wise admitted the
correctness of his statements, though
to soften the evident eontradictien my
statoment made, I said, alluding to our
first communication on the subjeat, the
President might have undorstood in
the way ho said, namely, that 1 had
promised to resign if I did not resist
the reinstatoment. 1 made no such
promise.” .

My rocollection of what then trans-
pired is diametrically tho roverso of
your narration in the presence of the
Cabinet. I asked you first, if, ina
conyprsation which teok place shortly
-after your appointment-as Secretary
of War ad inferim, you did agree to re-
main at the head of the War Depart-
ment and abide any judicial proceed-
ings that might follew the non-concur-
ronce of thg Senate in Mr. Stanton’s
suspension, or should you not wish to
become involved in such controveray,
put me in the same position with refe-
renco to the office previous to your ap-
peintment by returning it to me in
time to anticipate such action by the
Senate. This you admitted.

Second. I then asked you if at the
time of tho conference on the precoding
Saturday I had not, to avoid misun-
derstanding, requestod you te stato
what you intonded to do, and, further,
if in reply to that inquiry you had not
roferrcd to my former conversations,
saying that from them I understood
your position, and that your action
would bo consistont with the under-
standing which had been reached. Yo
theso questions you also replied in the
affirmative.

Third. I next asked if at the conclu-
sion of our interview on Saturday it
was understood that wo were to have
another conference on Monday, bofore
final action by the Senate in the case
of Mr. Stanton. You replied that such
was the—understanding, but that yeu
did not suppose the Senate would act
80 800n ; that en Monday you had been
engaged in 8 eonferouce with General
Sherman, and wers occupied with ma-
ny little matters, and asked if Goneral
Sherman had not callod on thatday.
What relevancy General Shorman's
visit to me on Monday had with'tho
purpose for which you were to have
called, I am at a loss to percoive, as he
certainly did not inform me whether
you had determined to retain the offieo
or to afford me opportunity to dppeint
a successor in advance of any attemp-
ted re-instatoment of Mr. Stanton.

This account of what passed between
us at the Cabinet meoting on tho 14th
instant widely differs from that con-
tained in your communication, for it
shows that instead of having stated
our conversations as given in tho letter
which has made this reply necessary,
you admitted that my recital of them
was ontirely accurate. Sincerely anx-
ious, howovor, to be eorrect in my
statements, I bave to-day read this
narration of what oceurred en the 14th
inst., to the members of the Cabinet
who were then present. They with-
out oxreption agroe in it¢ aceuracy.

It is only nocessary to add that on
Wednesday morning, the 15th, you
called on me in company ;with Lieut.
Goneral Sherman. After some preli-
minary conversation you remarked
that an article in the National Intelli-
gencer of that date did you much in.
Justico. I replied I had not read the
Intelligencer of that morning. You
told me it was your intention to urge
Mr.- Stanton to resign his office atter
you had withdrawn. [ carefully read
the article of which you speke and
found its statemont of tho understand-
ing between us was subatantially cor-
rect. On the 17th I eaused it to be
read to four of tho five members who
wore present at eur conference on the
14th, and they concurred in the gene-
ral accuracy of the statements respect-
ing our conversation on that occasion.

In reply to your communication [
have deomed it proper to prevent fur.
thor misunderstanding to mako thia
gimple recital of facta.

Very rospectfully yours,
ANDREW JOHNSON.

General U. 8. Grant, Commanding

U. 8. Army.

Headgquarters of the Army of the Uni-
ted States, Washington, D, C., Fob. 3,
1868.—His Excellency, Andrew John-
son, President of the Uunited States—
Sir: I havo the honor to acknowledgo
the receipt of your communication of
the 81st ult.. in answer to mine of the
28th ult. After a caroful reading and
comparison of the articles over thein-
itials of “J. B.8.” in tho New York
TPorld of tho 27th nlt., purporting te
be baged upon your siatement and that
of the mpmbers of the Oubinet therein
ngmed, I find it only to be but a reite-
ration, gn)y somewhat moroe in detail,
of tho many and gross misropresenta-
tions contaiped in theso articles and
which my statement of facts sot forth
in my leiter of the 24th ult., was in-
iended to corrget, and herein I reassert
the cerrectness of iy statements in
that Jetter, anything in yours, in re-
ply, to the eontrary nobwithstanding.
I confess my surprise that the Cabiret
officera roferred to should so greatly
migapprehend the facts in tho matter
of admissions =lleged 19 have been
mado hy me at the Cabingt mosting
on the 14th ujt., as tosufier their names
to be mado the basis of the charges in
the nowspaper prtislo reforred to, or
to agreo to the acenragy, as yonafirm
they do, of yonr acdount of what oc-
eprred at that megting. . You know
that we parted op the 11th ult. with.
qut any promise on'my part, express.ed
er-implied, tg tho effee that I woild
hold on 1o the office’ of Secretary eof
War ad inferim against the action of
the Senate, or deglining tq do 8o,
would surrender jt to you before such
action wag bad, gr that I would sce

you again at any fixed -time on the
p. £AI0 0y ADy BEOL -WER 22

-~

fo-

subjest. The performance of the pro-
mises alleged to have been made by
me would have involved a resistance
of the law, and an inconsistency with
tho, whole history of my connoction
with the suspension of Mr. Stanton.—
From our conversation, and my writ.
ten protest of August 1, 1867, against
the removal of Mr. Stanten, you must
have known my greatest ebjection to
his romoval was the foar that some
one would be appointed in his stead
who would by oppesition to the laws
rolating te the restoration of tho Seu.
thern States to their proper relations
to the Govornment, embarrass the ar-
my in the performance of the dutics
especially imposed upon it by the laws,
and that it was to prevent such an ap.
pointment that I accopted the appoint-
mont of Secretary  of War, ad interim,
and not for the purposo of enabling
you to got rid of Mr. Stanton by with-
holding it from him in opposition to
the law, or not doing so wyself, sur.
render it to one who, as the statement
and assumptions in your communiea.
tion plainly indiente, was sought.—~—
And it was to avoid this danger, as
well as to relieve you from the per.
sopal ombarrassment in which Mr.
Stanton’s reinstatement would place
you, that I urged the appointmont ‘of
Governor Cox, believing it would bo
agreeable o you and also to Mr, Stan-
ton, satisfied as I was tho good of tho
country, and not the ofhce, the latter
desired. On the 13th ult., in tho pres-
ence of Goneral Sherman, I stated to

‘you 1 thought Mr. Stanton would re.

sign, but did not say I would advise
bim to do so. Onb the 18th I did agree
with General Sherman, and go and
advise him to that course, and on the
19th I had an interview with Mr. Stan-
ten which led me to eonclude that any
advise would be useless and so inform-
od Goneral Sherman. Before I con.
sented to advise Mr. Stanton to resign,
I understood from him, in a conversa-
tion on tho subject, immediately on his
reinstatemont, it was his opinion that
the act of Congress, entitled an act
tempsrarily to supply vacancies in tho
Excoutive Department in certain ea-
sos, approved Februavy 20th, 1868,
was repealed by subsequent legislation,
which malterially influenced my action.
Provious to this time I had no doubt
tbat the law of 1863 wasstill in force,
and netwithstanding my action a fuller
examination of the law leaves a ques-
tion in my mind whetber it is or isnot
repealed. This being tho case, I could
not now adviso his resignation fest the
same danger I approhended in 'this
first - removal might .follow... _The
course you havo it understood I agreed
to pursue was in violation of law, and
that by orders from you, whilo the
course I did pursue, and which I never
doubted you fully understood, was in
acoordance with the law, and not in
disebedience to any orders of my supe-
riors. And new, Mr. President, when
my honor as a soldier and integrityasa
man have been 8o violently assailed,
pardon me for saying that I ean but
regard this whole matter, from begin-
ning to end, as an attempt to involve
me in the resistance of the law for
which you hesitated to assume tho re-
spousibility, in order thus to destroy
my character before the country. I
am in a measure confirmed in this con-
clusion by your recont orders directing
me to disobey orders from the Secre-
tary of War, my suporior and your
subordinate. Without baving coun-
termanded his authority, I am to dis.
obey. With the assurance, Mr, Presi.
dout, that nothing less than a vindica-
tion of my persenal honor and charac-
ter could bave induced this correspon.
dence en my part, I have the honor to
be, very respectfully,
Your obedient, servant,
U. 8. GranT, General.

Executive Mansion, Feb. 10, 1868.—
GeNERAL:—The extraordinary charac-
tor of your lettor of the 3d inst., would
seem to preclude any reply on my part,
but tho manner in which publicity has
been given to the correspondence of
which that letter forms a part, and the
grave quostions which areinvolved, in-
duce me to take this modo of giving as
a proper sequel to the communications
which have passed between us, the
statoements of the fivo members of the
Cabinet, who were present on tho oc.
casion of our conversation on the 14th
ult. Copics of the lotters which they
havo addressed to me upon the subject
arc accordingly herewith enclosed.

You speak of my lotter of the st

.ult., a8 o roitorative of the many and

gross misrepresontations coutained in
cartain newspaper articles, and reas.
sort the eorrectnoss of the statoments
contained in your communication of
the 28th ult., adding, and here I give
your own words, “anything in yours
in reply to it to tho contrary natwith-
standing,”

Whon a eontreversy ypon matters
of fact roaches the point to which this
has beon brought, further assertion or
deninl between the immediate parties
should ceasé, especially when upon
eithor side it loses the eharaoter of thy
respectful discussion which is required
by the relations in whieh the partics
stand tp eqch other, and degencrates
in tonp and tempor. Insuch a case, if
there js nothing te rely u]pon but the
oppaging statements, conplngions musi
bo'drawa from thoso statemonts alone,
ang from whateyer intrinsic probab,il-
ity they afford in faver of. or agaipst
eipher of the parties. I shoyld mgt
shrjpk from'the controyersy, byt far-
tunptely it is not left to this test alone.
There tvere five Cahinpt ufffeers pres-
ent gt tho convorsation,gho details of
whiph were given in my lettep of the
28th ult., whigh you aljow yourself to
eay, sonfaing many apd gross misrop-
reseptytions. ‘These gentlemgn heard
thap sanyergsation, and have'read my
statement. They spoak for themselves
and I'leave the proof without a word
of comment,

Jast

.

s v r——

I deom it proper beforo concluding
this communieation, to notice some of
tho statoments containedin your letter.
You say that a performance of the
promises salleged to have boen made
by you to tho President, wounld have
invelved “a resistsnce tolaw and an
inoonsistency with the whole history
of my connaction with the susponsion
of Mr. Stanton.” You then state that
you had fears the President would, on
tho removal of Stanton, appoint some
one in his place who would embarrass
the army in carrying out the recon-
struction acts, and ndd, “it was to pre-
vent such an appoiniment thatI accep-
ted tho office Secretary of War ad inter-
im, and not for the purpose of onabling
you to get rid of LIIJr. Stanion by my
withbolding it from him in opposition
to the law, or, net doing so mysolf,
surrendering it to one who would, as
the atatement and assumptions in your
communication] plainly indicate, was
sought.”

First of all you here admit that from
the very beginning of what you term
your whole history of your cennection
with Mr, Stanton’s suspension, you in-
tended to cirecumvent the President.

‘It was to carry out that intent that

you accopted the appointment. This
was in your mind at the time of your
acceptance. It was not then in obedi-
enco to the order of your superior, as
bas horetofore been supposed, that you
assumed the duties of the-office. You
knew it was the President’s purpose to
prevent Mr. Stanton from resuming
the office of Secretary of War, and you
intended to defeat that purpose. You
accepted tho offico, not in the interest
of the President, but of Mr. Stanton.
If this purpose, 8o entertained by you,
bad been conflned to yourself; if, when
aceopting tho office, you had done so
with a mental reservation to frustrate
tho President, it would have been a de-
ception. In the othics of some persons
such a course is allowable; but you can-
rot stand even upon that questionable
ground. The history of your gonnece~
tion with this transaetion, as written
by yourself, places you in a diffienlt
predicament, and shows that you not
only conconled your design from-the
President; but-induced him to suppese
that you would earry out his purpose
to keop Mr. Stanton out of office, by
rotaining it yourself after ah attempt-
od restaration by the Senate, o as te
require Mr, Stanton to establish his
right by judisial decision. . . . .
- I'now give that part of this history
a8 written by yourself in your lotter
of the 28th ult; B :

“Soro time after I resumod the  du-
ties of Secrotary of War ad interim the
President asked my views ns fo the
eourse Mr. Stanton would have to pur-
gue in caso the Senato should not con-
cur in his suspension to obtain posses.
sion of the office. My reply was, in
substance that Mr. Stanton would have
te appeal to tho courts to reinstate
Lim, illustrating my position by citing
the ground I had talkon in tho case of
the Baltimore Police Commissiouers.”

Now, at that time, a8 you admit in
your letter of the 3d inst., yqu held the
office for the very object of defeating
an appeal to the Courts. In,that lot-
ter you say that in accepting the office,
one motive was to prevent the Presi-
dent from appointing some other per-
son who would retain possession, and
thus make jundicial preceedings neces-
sary. You knew the President was
unvwilling to trust the office with any
one who could not, by helding it, com.
pel Mr. Stanten to resort to the Courts.
You perfectly undorsteod that in this
interview, somo time after you accep-
ted the offico, the President, not con-
tent with your silence, desired an ex-
pression of your views, and you an-
swered him that Mr. Stapton would
have to appeal to the Conrts. Jf thp
President Lad reposed eonfidence be;
fore he knew-your views,and that con-
fidenco had been violated, it might
bave beon said that hemade 2 mistalo;
but a violation of confidence reposed
after that conversation was no mistake
of his or yours. It is the fact only
that noeds to be stated thatat the dato
of this conversation, you did not in-
tend to hold the office with the purpose
of forcing BMr. Stanton into Court, but
did held it then and had aceepted it, to
prevent the course from being earried
out. Inother words, you said to the
Presider.t, that is the proper course,
and you said to yourself, “I have ae-
copted this office and now hold it to
defear that courge.”

The excuse you make in a sobse-
quent paragraph of that letter of tho
28th ult., that afterwards yeu changsd
your views as to what would he a
proper course, bas nothing to do with
the point now under consideyatiop.
The point is, that hefore you changed
your views, yeu had secretly detsr-
mined to do the very thing which at
you did—surrender the offico to
Mr. Stanton,
your views a8 to the law, but you eor-
tainly did not change your views as te
tho course you had .marked opt for
yourself from thp heginning. '

I will oply potice qne mare state-
ment in-yplir leiter of the 3d inst;,
that the performance of the promises’
which it is alleged ‘Were made by you,
would have involyed yop in the résist-
pnge of Jaw. I know of pe gfatuipihat
would_bayo begn viglpted, -had you
carried out your promises in good faith,
and tendered yopr-.resignation when
you congcluded npt to he made a party
in gny logal proceedings. You add, “{
am in o mpgsure gopfirmed ip this con-
elusion by your rocent orders, dirgeting
me to.disobey orderg from the Secre-
tary of War, my supgrior and your
subordinpte, withont hgying cenn:
termanded his authorjty to isspe or-
dersI am todisohey.” -

On the 24th ult, ypu addressed a
nete to tho President, requesting in
writing au order given te you yerbal:
ly five days before, to disregard orders

from Mr. Btantan as Secretary of War,

You may have changed | 9

»ﬂ
‘the 14t

wntil you knew from the President
himself that they wore his ordors, On
the 20th, in complignes with your.re.
quest, I did give you jnsiryctions in
writing not tg oboy any order {rom
the War Dopartment assumed to bo is-
sued by tho direction of the President,
unless such order is known by the
General commanding the armieg'of the
United States to have heen anthorized
by the Exccutive. oo

There are somo orders whieh g Sec-
retary of War may issue without tha
anthority of the Presldont; there are
others which he issues simply as the
agent of the President, and whioh pux-
%01'('. to bo by direetion of tho President.

or such ordors the Prdsident is ye.
sponsible,and he should therefore know.
and undorstand what they garo beforg
giving such direction. ‘

Mr. Stanton, in his letter of the 4th inst.,
which accompanies the published correspond:
ence with the President since the 121:;1 ogA 1
gust last, further snys that since ha restmed
the duties of the offico, he has continued to -
discharge them without any personal er
written communieation with “the President,
and bo adds “no orders have been issued
from this Department in the namo of the
President with my knowledge, and ‘I have
receivad no ordors from him.” It thus'seemg
that Mr. Stanton now ‘discharges the duties
of the War_Department without any refer-
ence to the President, and without using bisg -
name. My order to you had only referenco
to orders assumed to be issued by the Prosi-
dent. Xt would appear -from Mr. Stanton’s
letter that you have received no such orderg
from him. . e .

In your note to the President of the 30t
ult, in which yon acknowledge the regpip
of the written order of the 29th, gou say that
you have been informed by Mr, Stanton that
he has not received any ordor limitig his au-
thority to issue orders to the army accordin
to the practice of she Department, and stata
“that while this suthority to the War Da.
partment is not conntsrmanded, it will be
satisfaotory evidence to me that any orders
issued from the War Department by diree-
tion of -the Prosident are authorized by the
Executive,”” Tho President iseues an order
to you to obey no order from the War Do
parfment purporting to be made by direction
of the President until you have referred it to
him for approval. You re&ﬂy you have re-
ceived the President’s order and will noi
obey it, but will ghey an order purporting to
be given by his direction, if it comes from
the War Dopartiment.  You will obey no di-
rect order of the President, but will obey hig
indiract order., If, as 'you say, there. hng
been a practice in the War Departmont to igs -
sue orders in the namo of the .Président;
without his diregtion, does™ ot the precisp
order you have requested and have zeceived,
change'the pragtice as to'the General of the
srmy ? Could not the Presidént countorniang
any such order igsyedto.you from the War
Department?, If yon should recéive ah or-
der from that. Department,” issued in~ tha
name of the President’ {0 "do o sppcial act
and an order directly frow 'the President
himself not to do the aet, is there a doubt
whichk you are to obey'? You answer the
question when you say to the President in
your letter of the 3d inst., "the Secratary of
War is my superior and your subordipate,’
and yet you refuse chedience to tha superior
out of deference to the subordinate.

‘Without further comment on the insybor,
dinate attitude which you have assumed, ]
am at & loss to know how’ you can relieyq
yourself from the orders of the President, whq
18 made by the Constitution the Commander-
in-Chief of the army and navy. qnd is there:
fore the official superior as waell of the Gena-
ral of the army as of the Secretary of War,
Respsctlully yours, :

Aqnnx&z JomxgoN,
General U. S. Grant, Commanding armies of
the United States, Washingtan, D. C,

The letter of tha Presidpnt is gpompaniad:
by lotters from the Ssorptaries of the Navy,
Treasury, Interior, Stafe, qnd  Pogtmastep
Genarals, supporting his positions, =~ °
Executive Mansio, Waskwngton, D. C.,
February 5; 1868—Sir: The Chronicle of
this morning contains a_coirespondence ba:
twoen the President god ane.rpl Grant, ve;
ported from the War Department in answer
to & resolution of the Houee of Representa,
tives. Ibegto call your attention ta that
carrespond , and ially to that partof
it which refera to the conversation batyeon
thp President and Gonerpl ,Gr,%nt 8 tho%ﬁb‘;
jnet meeting on Tuesdpy, the 14th of Janua-
£, and to request you to siate what was said
in that conversation,
.~ Yery roapectfylly yours,

Axprew JonysoN,

Washingtyn, Jebruary 5, 18G8. Sir: Yo
notg of this date{ins handed h? mo this eve?;t
ing. Dy recollection of the conversation ap
tha Cghinet meefing on Tuesday, the 14th of
January, corresponds with your statement of
it in theletter of fhe 31st ult., in tho publish;
ed corrgspondence, The threg points speoi-
fied inthat latter, giving yopr reollection of
tho conversation, are cigi-'xiggt}iy stated,
ery rgspegtfuily
¥ Ve dgppou WeLLes,

Treasury Pepmyiment, February 6, 1868,
Sir: I have redeived yopr notg of the Jth in-
stant, eglling my attgnfion to the correspond-
enco hatyeen yourself and Gepepal Grant, ag

ubljshed in’ the Ohranipls of yesterday,
gapsciu ly to'that part of it which relates tq
what occurred in the Cabinet mesting op
Tyesdpy, the ]4th ult., and requesting me tg
atgte wiab was syid jp thp cdnversation re;
ferred ‘to.  J cannot_undertake to state the
pregjse Ianguage used, but I haye no hesita:
tation in saying your accqunt of that convar-
sation, as giygn in your e_ttef l(.) Qeu..Gl;anll
op the 31st _zjt, substantiglly ic all impor.
tant pntticulurs acgords with my recollgction

3 prrtenian )

1t - N N
" YYith-groeat respact, your obedient servant,
T Hpep MeCpgroy: 0

To the President,~- .. . . '

= B
. ~Pustoffice Depariment, Washingon; Fel,
ﬁiﬁ{) 1868. ngfb I m,n} i’x; rec;!ipt of your lettef
apru

of the §th'of ary, calling my attentiog

-t0 t]@ porrespondenea publishied in the. Cliren-
-tele ‘batwgep thé President gnd' Qen. Grang,

and especinlly to that part of it which yeferg
{9 thp gconyersation between the Presiden
d Genpral Grant at the Cahingt meetingon
of Jonyary, with ‘s ‘request that I
state what wys saig in that convérsation..In

reply, | have tlie honor to stats that | hava

read cdrefylly the corrpspondanse ip gues-

tion'; and particularly o lattar of fha Presi:
dem’ to Genoral Grant, of date Japyary 31,
1868. Tho following extragt from' yopr let:
for of the 31at of Japyyryte Gen, Grant, iy
ascordipg to my recollaction o p_og-e‘ct siate-
meot of the conyersation that took place bg-
twegn the President nng_Gpnpml {frang

At the Lahipat meeting on the 14th of
Janyary last jn thy presonce of the Cl}bt‘peﬁ
the Prosidept nsked General Grant whafher,
ina conversation which took place after hig
appointment as Speretary of War gd intering,
hedid not agree to either remain at the head

of the War Departmept and abide any judj:

[ Continued o Second Pagc.]

wy
[

AN AL oy iy 33 P it amh fra A4

U

e oy 7 2

t
|
i
I

: |

PRS- SN §




