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decision of the Mexican government on the point was de-
clared to be “immutable.” !

The action of the two successive Mexican administrations
in refusing to receive an American minister ended all further
discussion. Their decision had plainly been dictated by

the exigencies of domestic politics. The opinions of the =
governing class had been too clearly declared to make 1t

possible for any government to enter at that time upon
negotiations with the United States; and although the men
who were actually intrusted with the responsibility of
carrying on the affairs of the republic must have had some
percepti
not have remained in office for a single day if they had
openly defied the public clamor for war.

There was obviously nothing for Slidell to do but to re-
turn home, and he therefore wrote to Castillo demanding
his passports and defending the course which the United

States had pursued with respect to Texas. Castillo replied:

by return of post, enclosing the passports, and sayin
he thought it needless to discuss anew Slidell’s arguments,

as they had already been “victoriously refuted.”? Af the
same time the whole correspondence was published in the
Diario del Gobierno. At the earliest practicable day Slidell
sailed from Vera Cruz, and on reaching the United States

set out for Washington to explain to the President the failure =
of his mission and to offer his opinions as to the course
which the American government should pursue. -

1 Castillo to Slidell, March 12, 1846; ibid., 67.
3 Same to same, March 21, 1846; tbid., 79.

on of the inevitable result of a conflict, they could

CHAPTER XXXI
MEXICO SEEKS FOREIGN AID

% ;&s ttl;; prospect of a war with the United States became
re threatening, the successive Mexican administrati
i?v;r more and more clearly that they ran a very great lrc:'::li
% r(i)ts(x)ng noé (ii‘ly ’I.‘ex.as but 'also a large part of their other
o agarﬁst alifornia in particular was evidently indefensi-
o o aTI}llavallﬂforce, and New Mexico was too remote
- e e only way to gue.u'd against such dangers was
i B?i t reign help; and, indeed, in the earlier efforts
s %1151 ,and France. to adjust the disputes between
i exas, a foreign guarantee of the northern
it Ii'yL . aActually been offered. Thus in the interview
i Mzr & berdeen and the Mexican minister in Lon-
thau; : Mei' , 1844, the former had gone so far as to say
- 1(:((:)1 would acknowledge the independence of
e Uil Sises, o st b e
e es, and that he would endeav
R vk o iy i
At the same time he had sk AT Ay L
8 g ‘had proposed to the French g -
g};nrfce ?nlgi%i rof:ratgln 0{1 O;ohe part of Great Ifl%;t;izvzlfl]d
acknowledge the independ
3 ackno ) pendence of Tex
penzeilé:r:ﬁﬁebbemg jointly given by us that that inc?eSi
| S be respected by other nations, and that the
i n Xundary shall be secured from further en-
o Smit-h nd a few days later, in an interview with
i of Texas, he had proposed a “diplomatic
y which England and France, acting with Texas and
* Memorandum of Conversation, in E. D. Adams, 168,
81
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Mexico, were to secure and guarantee the independence of
Texas and settle its boundaries.’

9o also in the memorandum of “points on the settlement
of which the Mexican government might agree to grant the
Independence of Texas,” discussed in the autumn of 1844
between Bankhead and the expiring administration of Santa
Anna, one of the clauses of the proposed arrangement was
that Mexico should receive an indemnity for the loss of

Texas, and also—

ance united, that under no pretext

“the guarantee of England and Fr
ass the Boundaries marked out.

whatever shall the Texans ever p
The same nations shall also guarantee to Mexico the Californias,

New Mexico and the other points of the Northern frontier bordering
on the United States, according to 2 Treaty to be drawn up for that
purpose.—If the United States carry into effect the annexation of
Texas, to the North American Union, England and France will assist
Mexico in the contest which may be thereby brought on.” *

however, soon abandoned,
,partly because of warn-

ings from the British and French ministers in Washington

that the least suggestion of foreign interference in the matter
of Texas would tend to Clay’s defeat for the presidency and
thus to the immediate annexation of Texas, and partly be-
cause Santa Anna persisted in announcing his intention to
make war at once? At the end therefore of September, 1844,
Bankhead had been instructed to say that if Santa Anna—

The idea of any guarantee was,
partly because France was lukewarm

«were to take the rash step of invading Texas with a view to its

forcible reconquest, and if, by so doing, he should find himself in-
volved in difficulties with other Countries, he must not look for the
support of Great Britain in aiding him to extricate himself from those

difficulties.” *

But in spite of this and other later warnings to the effect
that Mexico would be left to herself if she did not heed

1 Aberdeen to Cowley, May 31, 1844; ibid., 171.

1844; Tez. Dip. Corr., 11, 1152.
2 Bankhead to Aberdeen, Nov. 29, 1844; E. D. Adams, 188.

3 See Vol. I, pages 659-661.
« Aberdeen to Pakenham, Sept. 30, 1844; E. D. Adams, 186.

Smith to Jones, June 24,
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t?le atzlvice of her friends in Europe, the Mexi
2:::1 in li;lr‘):dton and Paris contiﬁu’ed to hzlg?;]z rgg;:sigg
o g;;) angog(-lzz b{ the Eyropea_m powers as a condition
e e&teg . of th'elr projects for a reconquest of
o Opr ed interviews with the French and English
was to* be placgfiel%?l ?ljfjl l;ogtlie}fr a;”}%ll eIC} tﬁat s
. aith of the
i‘ﬁﬁnwgdtege;i?;et ?ﬁere recoglnized to-day E;Xﬁ:;dcg
! hose people from seeki :
:?I;iiitlg?t to the Unitqd Statesi.; W"ouldsileé\tuilglet;g:‘grfr;c“g
i gco II1101’]1 tby lil\Ie.\aco be ‘cited as a proof that Texas
-l gfn e lzerty to dispose of her own fortunes?
e fm;fe reaty of peace and friendship restraiﬁ
el new aggressions, like the expedition to
said, would hold Ehgxffff;tﬁglllo tok Igier?h s
. 3 ack but the i
fﬁ:ffi; }?r};lfcll}fl(;;ce;;r}?nge and Great B1rita_infel?lrugtf gghr);zlcti)l
: 7 wished to see pe
un}:;rersﬁlly recogniged as an inde%eicgenatns(ia:g 1599 A
tionyto F:-D lf;ld 0f~‘1; ovember, 1844, the news of Polk’s elec-
il Il))l'ebl ency had reached Europe, and foreign
o iﬁan to see that the United States was fully
e e policy of annexation, and that any at-
y Liuropean powers to prevent it might only result

in a war, for which th
10 desire’. e people of France, at any rate, had

“It ’ !
in P, aﬁzpB?fI::ttih?(Za;)WztefMﬁmmo Garro, the Mexican minister
i inet of the Tuilleries, even though it mi
e é:;:i:stgft'l;][‘at— of London in taking up arms in ogpo;titirsrllg?t
eral clamor against eh?s’ ot never do so without exciting a en0
B ocuse it of § any such policy. All parties, without exce tgion-
B sl 0ot ol orgetting that the interests of France requirs th :

rivals a i gl
the growth of her own power. . nd will consequently contribute to

& Sh
ould there be a rupture between the English and the Americans

' Murph o .
urphy to Minister of Relations, Jan. 1, June 1, and July 1, 1845; Garro

t0 same, March 25
Mézico, MSS.) and June 17, 1845.—(Secretaria de Relaciones Exteri
EE’
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we ought to be able to count on an alliance with the former; but if
the latter should take up arms to oppose our projected expedition for
the reconquest of Texas, | believe that Great Britain will only pre-
gent itself as a pacific mediator, and that it would redouble its efforts
to have Mexico recognize the independence of that Department,
offering in that event to intervene in a more efficacious manner.” !

William R. King, the American minister in Paris, held

gimilar opinions.

«There should be no wavering,” he wrote privately to the Secretary
of State, “on the subject of the annexation of Texas. The growling

of the British Lion should only stimulate to immediate action. To
falter in our course from apprehension of her hostility, would disgrace
us in the eyes of all Burope. The act accomplished, England will
complain, perhaps threaten, and her newspapers Will be lavish in
their abuse; but that will be all; for with all her power, she can but
feel that a war with us would be more prejudicial to her interest than
with any other nation. She will not risk the consequences. I am

aware that she is exerting herself to induce France to make common
cause with her on the subject 0

inclined to do s0; but it will not succee
nation, which detests all alliances with Engl
wise, and too prudent to place himself in a
far towards destroying the dynasty.” *

d. It would shock the French
and; and the King is too
position which would go

In fact, though neither Sefior Garro nor Mr. King was
aware of it, the French government had already politely

declined to make common cause with Great Britain. ' Lord

Cowley, the British ambassador, early in December, 1844,
reported that he had aske
France would “act in concert with us in any negotiation
with the Mexican Glovt. for the purpose of obtaining from

Jedgment”” of Texan independence- “ Any

them the ac
negotiation” probably seemed to Guizot & dangerously vagué

phrase, and he therefore explained
would go.

« Undoubtedly,” he said to Cowley, “we will both use our best
nize the annexas

efforts for that purposeé, and will even refuse to reCog

1 Garro to Minister of Relations, Dec. 18, 1844; tbid.
1 King to Calhoun, Dec. 28, 1844; Amer. Hist, Assn. Rep. 1899, 1013.

f Texas and that Mr. Guizot is much

J the direct question whether

just how far France |
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tion of Texas to the United S

. tates; but, as a :

i i ot prepared to say that its junctioguxfr?:}lfltlhzf APmeac? .
erican

States is of sufficient im
_ portance to justi i
to arms in order to prevent it.” ! g s e e 4

Aberdeen, however, wa
. h , was very unwilling t i
iﬁ:ﬁl of ta'uljomt guarantee by Great Br%taicl)l Zl;laén%‘(;n >
! Xaﬂe ;S i ;Jilcgggd wogld result in preserving the e}ds‘?;llc:é
independent nation. But to attai
;u(];x(:a. ﬁarzg f;i?gfl vzgs ev}ildently to gain the a,ssixl?t t;ﬁ\f;:d
ico; and en thought it necessary to use plai :
! ain
in warning the Mexican authorities of the dzngeggllllsg ltlz?)ie

sequences of the course the
ces of the v seemed b i
the British minister in Mexico he wro?g? BUTEee

“You will aiso clea :
rly explain to the Mexi
not co . e Mexican Gov".
il h‘;::; ::15)01; the assistance of Gt. Britain, Whoze ;:;:t ;?ey must
which may afclsaintl{"r neglected in enabling them to resistnan§' aft‘:c}z
y time, now or hereaf attac
the U. States, si erea ter, be made u .
es, since they have wilfully exposed theniﬁllvl;getxécz bﬁ
uc

attacks by omittin
: g to mak i
it was yet time.” 2 e a friend and dependent of Texas while

. »

tion at the Forel
gn Office, A
an attempt to recon quere’T e::;deen denounced the folly of

“What h i
o :1(33 ifiizé;co to hope from such an undertaking? N
ek Sz;cavc.ar thaft territory, but in the coursi‘ of tl(:t
vl t:es in which she would be involved she w 13
e ather é)rgvmces and especially the Californias T(})lu
L edthe resul_ts, truly disastrous for Mexic 33_;
it o lpdru' ent a policy. How different would th i
il (11}11 _hsten to the voice of reason and decid i
e letfndep?ndt:nce of Texas! . . . In that ev:nznce
g'f France, to enter int;n;ii;.:gr:rlf:l ttbefPOSSible’ i CO'OPGPB»&:E
! nts for guaranteein
e (ci)?pte}:ldfan;e of Texas and the territory ofgl‘fli;?e pr?ll‘)er
e independence of that country is therefor;ct(,)};e 011}11.3
Y

1 Cowley to Aberdee
5 n, Dec. 2, 1844; E.
Aberdeen to Bankhead, Dec. 31, 1844; %@3 daiglzEi 2o
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prudence and sane policy commend to Mexico

course which reason,
_following the example of other countries in the like circumstances.

It was well for England that she recognized the independence of her

former colonies when she saw it was hopeless to reconquer them; and
‘Now,’

it was well for Spain that she did the same in respect t0 hers.
continued Lord Aberdeen, ¢ Mexico persists in her desperate proj-
ects, it may not be impossible that England and France will resolve
to oppose both annexation to the United States and reconquest by
Mexico. . . . I have spoken of the Californias. You may be aware
that offers of that country have been made to England by the Mexi-
can inhabitants themselves; as also proposals for establishing colonies
there under our protection. Aecting in this matter in the honorable
spirit in which I hope we always act, We have closed our ears to these
proposals and offers. But must we let our fair dealing serve only to
enable some one else to take possession of that territory? The at-
tack of Commodore Jones in time of peace shows you what you must
expect from the preposterous war (la insensata guerra) with the United
States in which you wish to engage.” ”*

Aberdeen’s rather vague suggestions naturally did nob
suffice for the Mexican minister, and he asked what guar-
antees might be counted on. Aberdeen replied that Fng-

. land alone would not engage in war with the United States,

though he would not say 80 to them.

«T asked His Lordship what was the disposition of France. He re-
plied that when M. Guizot was here he talked with him at length
about the business, and although in general he agreed to co-operate
with England on the question of guarantees, it must be confessed he
would not go to the length of binding himself to make war.”

Thus matters stood during the winter, but late in March,

1845, after the news of the passage of the annexation reso- |

lutions by Congress had reached Europe, accompanied by
the inaugural address of the new President, the Mexican
minister in Paris had an interview with King Louis Philippe,

which he reported in the following dramatic form 0 his
government:

1 Tomd4s Murphy to Minister of Relations, Jan. 1, 1845; Sec. Rel. Ext. MS8.
The reference to offers of California evidently relates to the request for &
protectorate made through Forbes, of which Aberdeen had received informas
tion on Dec. 13, 1844. See page 50 above.

2 Same despatch from Murphy. Guizot accompanied Louis Philippe on &
state visit to Queen Victoria, in the latter part of September, 1844,
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“¢ Eh bien, M. Garro, is .

; i , is your new administration goin :

%18_::(? eSp endence of Texas so as to put a stop to gnnei;)i il
T‘I dﬁ:j’“ﬁz? It cannot be prevented in any other way ,on i

me msuPposent?]:totfhzng:g; G5 3, 4 e gk gl

nt government Is any m i

the .forme’er one to abandon the defence of our . tor_e disposed than

territory. just rights over that
“i Wh

will nevé{r, :YH};:: i]iol;i;lave you 0;1; reconquering it? The Americans

ke | : » and a war with them would lea

11;ﬁ1n115ely serious and disastrous for Mexico, for she iotuol §0nseq§ent?es

of losing a great part of her present possessions.’”’ dans

After some further talk of the advan ic
rFef;I%élemngexas, which, Garro said, Wouffilgf: ﬂgfls{\)&r;}?lﬁeg;
. 1?;11; F:Infland guaranteed the stipulations of an
5 coz i ml% t be Ipade, the King spoke of the difﬁculty
4 Axg ring Texas without a navy capable of dealing witi

erican navy, and of the foolish obstinacy Spain had

displayed in refusing t : .
B ¢ colonios. g to recognize the independence of her

The King continued:

‘IST > 2 -
2 iSO (i?éf:]lze vfrhehkmd of obst-lnacy which prevents one from seein
- Spani,Sh i?; ave a “:"ord in F'rench which is very easy to trans%
R nfatgtatwn. This tnfatuation prevents you from
Texas irrevocably.evgyl ﬁ);eel;gus:zs; that' iS,hthat eioie
: ‘ recognize i i
;lsa;);fi:;;l:: % tl;elz(heve tha.t advantages will rgesult tsrﬁr;(i?s: ngf 1'::;1: 4
e Lt ;;1 gr:ﬁt 1[r}tezrest. If a barrier is once estal;lished gf:
e e United Sta}tes, they will have no excuse fo
o alli';, _and they will let you live in peace.’ ;
. ,your i gsw rr ; ajesty to let me ask one question, and allow me
v ::e 1(:) niy government, so that they may know what
:Ee independelfce ofn ’Ifeexﬁsonv‘voullflhjzﬁcﬁh?lﬂd el i i
of ; ur Majesty’
daTi: e;fofgﬁgtnfvx"}tatm g,;z:,amntee formally the]per);:tsg;;ezlg?ﬁ: i)oil;d
“*No, no. An S atel; |
terventi,o . ;‘md I;é suc .forlmal guarantee might give rise to an in
e blo,od L fn t like mter.ventions; because I know what th ;
iy mareasui'{e. Without this formal guarantee, the :1{
el )1(;[ make would .aﬁord you the necessary s’ecurit :
» | beg your Majesty to believe that my question was only f{)-r

the pur : :

pose of informin
th S g my government what it ;
e hypothesis which I have no grounds for fore;ee?glgﬂd h? L
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«The King walked away, repeating that he was very sincerely in-

terested in the happiness of the republic.
« Before closing this despatch I must tell your Excellency that before
the King came up to speak to me he had been talking for some time
with the English Ambassador who, when His Majesty left him, came
up to me and asked me what 1 thought about Texan affairs. 1 tol
him frankly my opinion and my astonishment at the recognition—
under Lord Palmerston’s Whig administration (the Ambassador
Lord Cowley is of the Tory party) which wished to abolish negro
slavery—of a state that had established slavery where it did not
exist before. Lord Cowley, pretending not to understand my ob-
servation, said: ‘But really now, how does the Mexican govern
expect to conquer Texas?’ (Your Excellency will note that this was
almost exactly the same question with which the King began his
conversation.) ‘By employing all her resources,” replied, ‘to ac-
complish it.” ‘Yes, but with these resources you have not been able
to do much so far, and I am afraid that, in view of all the circumstances,

you will not be more fortunate 1n future.’
«] confess that I could not find any entirel

this simple remark.” !

y satisfactory answer to

A few days after this interview, all idea of giving Mexico

any guarantees against the possible encroachments of the

United States was definitely abandoned, as the French gov-

ernment firmly refused to join in the project. Lord Aber-
deen, however, was not yet willing to give up entirely all

hopes of continuing Texas as an independent state. He
should

therefore proposed that Great Britain and France
unite in trying once more t0 secure an acknowledgment of
Texan independence from Mexico, but upon the distinct
understanding that there should be no responsibility on the
part of either of the European powers. Both governments
on several occasions had been told positively that Mexico
would not recognize Texas without a guarantee of her good
behavior; but Aberdeen doubtless thought it worth while,
under the hopeless circumstances of Mexico, to make one

more attempt.

» he wrote, “would not propose to
er with respect to either of the States,

Sec. Rel. Ext. MSS.

«Her Majesty’s Government,
enter into any guarantee whatev

1 Garro to Minister of Relations, March 25, 1845;
Italics in original.
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whether to sec : .
Texas, or io segtr:!“et(t) :\'J:[[f’.\'lco .the inviolability of Her frontier agai
S Lt H 0\ E eéas :ts frontier against the United Sti%:;“st
g . M. Gov*. would be di vl
selves in any : s not be disposed ¢
o e ‘:0 ;:ipz;fthm afposatlon which might give too\i)al:g:othem-
o ereafter calling upon Great Britai sty
: tB
of "g(}’;t; fﬁ" ::}:' Pr;tectmn and succour against encll:i)t::l?[:: at mat:;:r
part y er Powers, nor even of leadi 08 90
hope that 9 of leading the Mexi .t
.p;m EXesrutChI ISUE(‘Our‘mlght be afforded. . . . Ihes\::alljld(; il
wis all the weight of their moral influence ;dde(:it ?}Tre]&f-
4 0 that o

France, in order to sec
) ure th e
Sk i Mexico and Tem.”i‘ present pacification and future stability

Guizot, of course, agreed to thi i
g;aecrzlér. xz;gle with what his governinle):t)pgzllfed“ 1;153 E’ag
’ Ban,khead Ocllli I'thftz'ﬁrst- -day of May instructions were qe?it
. ce;t;ng him to urge upon the Mexican éow
oo portance of haste in seizing this last chance

By the same packet that carried Ab

X packet tha Aberdeen’s i i
:Il::nlzlsiti?:cxﬁnmste‘r in London wrote to noti?ym hsltsrzg?glr:’
i ﬁger in the at-tltl_lde of Peel’s admjnjstration-
el wogld was not surprising, as they had always de,
~ine tc’ym_ou n;)t act alone, and France had undougtedl :

e Iéae?ee in the plan of an absolute guarantee)*‘
iy tre crossed on the Atlantic by “mos.t
o i structions from the Mexican government
e ic agents in Engiand, France, and Spain, ad
m of the propositions just subrr;itted bI;r ’I:eia;

through Captai i
h Captain Elliot.! The Mexi : _
stated in these instructions, # Mexioan Poosident, ik wa

“is disposed i i
dignitypzf M:ii ir;tetr hmto a treaty with Texas suitable to the honor and
s b ;:s gvmdlng all the evils and complicationsr afn
o v ;;:;s o be able to s:ucceed in preventing the a ey
el i}r)ladrilellt to the United States, and in the me e
B | elaying it for the present. . . . Your E 3Htime
o ascertain the spirit of the government to w)liu?zhency
you

! Aberdeen to Co :
'y A W]ey, Apl’ll 15, 184'-‘
'ﬁb:::ﬁ‘ernt to Bankhead, May 1, l&iéEng J;Odgams, 204.
R oo May 1, 1845; 8
arro, muy r(;sen,ado, Apnl 29' 1845’ d;fi Rel. Ext, MSS.
1 1 .
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ich a treaty might be

are accredited and ascertain the terms upon wh
which will assure to

made with England, France and Spain . - -
ability of the territory she now possesses.”

Mesxico the inviol
able of entering into

Spain, of course, Was hopelessly incap
any engagement of the kind suggested.

“This unhappy nation,” Gorostiza, now Mexican minister in
Madrid, had written some weeks earlier, “torn for so many years
past by civil war, is a position, too weak

ts which are

and without resources
taking place on the Continent of America. 'Thus it is that although

the question of the annexation of Texas to the United States has at-
tracted the attention of Her Majesty’s government on account of
. its importance and on account of the ambitious tendencies which the

dishonorable (desleal) conduct of the Washington cabinet towards
pected that it will deal with the

Mexico discloses, it is not to be ex
matter with the energy that could be desired, and still less that it
will be disposed to take up arms to prevent the usurpation which i8

projected by our Anglo-American neighbors.” *

France, for different reasons, was equally unwilling to
become involved in war. In reply to a yerbal request t0
Guizot for a definite statement, he was reported to have an-

swered as follows:

“Neither the King's government DOT that of Great Britain (to

whom this question is of more interest) can ever give such a guarantee
as will, in certain events, compel them to s ntervene with force of arms.
ble, and you can readily understand

No: such a guarantee is impossi

the reasons that forbid it, when you consider present circumstances
and the difficulties inherent in the parliamentary system etc., ete:;
but the Mexican government may count upon the moral influence of
France and England—upon their good offices, their friendly counsels,
their energetic remonstrances to prevent the Texans from violating

treaties.”

Great Britain perhaps mi
much bolder stand if she could have felt sure of France; but

without France at her side, the British government ha
always refused to act. The Mexican agents abroad believed
that the secret of this refusal was the very slight, reliance
cb. 20, 1845; ibid.

1 (Gorostiza to Minister of Relations, F
Ttalics in original.

2 Garro o same, June 23, 1845; ibid.

ght have been willing to take & =
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that could be placed b
y England on French su
Eﬁ};o;te@ that most Frenchmen, so far as they tli)lg?lrg;t Tbhey
o dzzlﬁf's';‘eat ag;_were rather pleased than othgerwiseozi
of Texas being annexed to the Unit :
lI:fclaugg it was displeasing to England. ’;Vf}}ljts Eiie?ﬁlmply
| UB;JIE&{ gf FIIJent.zhmen then wanted was to see Enm fnsg
. themeil.l thou;)s Philippe an_d his cabinet, though gsjz?le
o (z) o ; ha(;ttom of their hearts, had not f?)rgotten
- what was possible to bring about th
?fizd;glle ?fng hich the King talked so much. An fngf;:t?
i eertand}Hg was entirely in line with their :
£ I?Ot %y 10{ cautious conservatism; but if the ¢ gfn-
o gdi(;mi:ifm, E}llgre was a point beyond whi?:llllnt;i
WO :
of Great Britain. not have dared to go in support
" thies E&‘ishdgovemment, it was said, were perfectly awar
N i at in the event of war with the Uniit,ed Stat .
S Bri‘;gin I];?IE or}l}}rltfa,ﬂ to make common cause mf}?
; o might even seek :
again making an American alliance.revenge’ re 1778, by

“It is th 2L
English Mi::i:fgrel nol;c surprising,” wrote Tomds Murphy, “that th
him to a war w't;1 (;10 : V-V]th terror upon anything that I;na ik
understanding lwi tth %?igzed Statteli’ unless he first comes to a zoggjlzst’{;
] . ; e; not because h i
in a co ; e needs her
= suehngi;f] :ntli hthe Umte.d States, but because he ;uihgsllgal.force
er that she will not join with the enemy’s forCesﬂ;tdher
nd so

bring on a
‘ . general conflagration th
involve incalculable consequences.” IQOUShOUt ke i

‘And Murphy in hi
g Abeigegnfoﬁs iext desp.atch expressed the opinion
e ave carried France along with him
it ited States 'WOUld not have stood in his Way,
P was 111111]:')oss1ble he was greatly embarrassed :
5 h, . ?re, the news reached the Foreign Office thaé
b adré) lgf%(:pﬁg@m of Relations, Oct. 1, 1845; 1bid ,
i posib?ea Ze;a ﬂ;gaz 8t pud?ese arrastrar tras' st d la Francia
| por cierto loma un cardcter bien embm:agszg

para sy sefioria.—(M Py

& —(Murphy to Minist ;

he same effect, Garro to same, May g‘(') 0{8%:;}5‘3‘;3? Nov. 1, 1845; and to
! 1 .




