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ems to have been intended as a partial repeal or
anuary 11 which authorized the

ruary 4 se
suspension of the law of J

seizure of church property.
At the same time there was vehement discussion, both in

the press and in Congress, as to the power of the secular
government to interfere at all with the property of the
church, either under the Constitution of 1824 or under gen-
eral legal and religious principles affecting the relations of
church and state. Basing their action upon such arguments,
which were set out in voluminous clerical pamphlets, the
ecclesiastical corporations in the city of Mexico refused to
surrender their title-deeds to the government or to give any
information in regard to their investments. The govern
ment thereupon seized all the property of the church, with-
out regard to whether its income was devoted to hospitals

and schools or to other purposes, claiming that without

information from the church authorities it was impossible
to make proper classifications.’ ‘
This energetic action was met by an effort of the clerieal
party to drive Farias from power. An effort was even made
in Congress to pass an act declaring him “incapable of gov=
erning,” precisely as had been done eighteen years beforein
the case of President Guerrero. This measure, however,
failed of passage, and the moderate and clerical parties
thereupon proposed to Farias to support him, but only od
condition that he would allow them to organize & new mils
istry and would agree to support whatever measures a ma=
jority of Congress might approve. Farias, however, Wi
quite devoid of personal ambition. His one object was 10
urge the country forward upon the path of reform—refortl
in his language and the language of all Mexican radicals

meaning such a change in t

latter.
The obstinacy of Farias in adhering to his pl

1 A collection of documents, pamphlets, and newspaper comments
affair was published in the city of Mexico in 1847, under the title Di
los Bienes Eclesidsticos ; Apunies Interesantes para la Historia de la Iglesio
cana, from which most of the foregoing account is taken.
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eriticised. It was urged that the law
forov.elgmte ineffective; that the churc(l)1f p{i?::ig 11% 1‘: Tvﬂd
mﬁemagg?ngdat .all, woulc! have to be sold aé an enozif
o aig : h“‘-;lth very little advantage to the nation
B 3;:) i t some other and more practical meas-
i ¢ adopted. But Farias was by no means
g compromises. An upright, conscientious, and
4 ;v-mmded fanatic, he was not willing to sacrifice prin
;;ep ;eli (:; gez;er;)t expediency or to surrender a cause wphic};
- fatJust. He was absolutely sincere and hon-
. ,church - i%urin e irzac:vjili 1;':})l s}zmcriﬁcg himself if the cause
ngh, would th’ereby beca,dv:,nr?eﬂ]eveci gt v
g djsl:u:ith of February was thus spent in negotiations
ons which had little result beyond embittering

- therelations of the clerical and anti-clerica] parties, although

the 5
government, having taken possession of some property

~ forming part of the church endowments, was doubtless in

mt-% :t cler:ﬁtalon amount of rents and interest on mort-
e head I?aii ;;1 ’;11::21 nil)(;nthfof February the erisis came
. ; : en for some time apprehensiv
m;‘egczrgpﬁo Sjcllle_naltlonal guard of the city of Mf}gco, V\Irl}i;}?
i actin111 arge part of men of good position and
il 0g as goamson of the city in the absence of
il ps. On February 25, 1847, orders were
e aglg Vernment‘for the removal of one battalion
iy b gttlard, which was quartered in the Univer-
i Iizs ta,crosf,s the street from the National Pal-
i at a dlstancq from the centre of the city
i ﬂlan order was issued directing this battalion
il e support of the troops defending Tuxpan
The orderfz. h
gk or the troops of the national guard to leave the

_ Xico was the signal for an outbreak which had
n long premeditated. The greater part of t?le

Of . . .
Mexico instantly issued a pronunciamiento declar-

5 ﬁmhat the legislati :
et ey egisiative and executive authorities of the gov-

e to be dismissed forthwith, as they no longer
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deserved national confidence; that the Constitution of 1824
should remain in force; that until a new President and Viee-
President were elected by the legislatures of the several
states, the executive power should be exercised by the Presi-
dent of the Supreme Court with the aid of & provisional coun-
cil to be appointed by that court; and that new deputies
and senators were to be elected as soon as possible to form
a Congress having constituent powers. The acts of January
11 and February 4, providing for the seizure of chureh
property and the raising of five million dollars, were to
be suspended. General Santa Anna was to be considered
commander-in-chief of the Mexican army.!

A revolution on a small scale at once broke out. The na-
tional guards, subsidized by the clerical party, attacked the
government; while the government was supported by a small
remnant of the national guard which had remained faithful
and by about eight hundred regulars who had arrived from
Oaxaca on their way to join the army. Neither party was
very vigorous, though both burned much powder. The
government forces, indeed, stood principally on the-defens
sive. The revolutionary forces, on the other hand, occupied
church towers and other buildings in the neighborhood of
the Palace, and the troops of both parties, sheltered behind
colid stone-walls, fired ineffectually in all directions, with
small loss to either of the contending parties, but with con-
siderable damage to such of the innocent inhabitants 88
ventured to show themselves in the streets. Meanwhile,
the great mass of the population of Mexico, as in the revo-
Jutions of 1839 and 1840, remained perfectly indifferent to

the contest between their masters, Even the ery of -
ligion and the harangues of the priests in the suburbs did

not serve to interest the populace.

After some days of this sort of casual and unenthusiastie
firing, the leaders of the revolution decided to change the
ground of their opposition to the government. So much@‘ j
their plan as contemplated doing away with Congress @'«'
the President was abandoned, and it was agreed that ~"'é'fﬁ_!

1 See text of this document in Mézico d través de los Siglos, TV, 63L.
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would limit themselves to the dismi

ssal fro y
on the professed ground that he was irre]ringi(())f:e 0';11;31&35
mand for the repeal of the laws of January 11 aind Febrsd
ary 4 was also temporarily abandoned. Farias, meanwhile-

says a friendly critic who was al re-wi
O e 50 an eye-witness of the

“discharged his duty with such digni
disch ' : ignity and courage as to wi
ﬁ':gﬁ,i of his ePr‘leu'nes tlleqselx'es, and to acquire not a?:\:r ;l;ii:g-
ofrerS. farms, deprived of everything, contending, with :
m]h-mdful 5 mfen o the people' against the most powerful and, inﬂuen&
wﬁdem{ast :; trs::;:ietty, sjt(rlugght;g against Congress itself, and reduce(i
: ; ¥, did not for a single moment beli hi
nor did he give the slightest indication of weakness bﬂtfﬁiﬁ?ﬁ: o
3. em-

pest that might break hi ich w i
ik g | reak him, but which was utterly impotent to make

Santa Anna, during all these commotions
::i};hv;l;h his army i.n nort.hern Mexico and }w};.:dosfﬁ ?E;
g o c(;mmumcatlons with the capital. He had left San
o c.;)s (;nhthe second of February, and it was reported
fire eag 0 TeSaxxcp that he had fought a battle with the
o then;anagntftﬂlloieox}xmgle twenty-second and twenty-
: ; announced th '
ggi] :Z:dlt wz:\,(si I};nown that he and his mer:te :vzsrl:j trea:uirzile-
B i i the ondnt, expoatios st
expectation th

2:3 -:l :vrai.gra;: put an end to the contest between ;1;1?5312(;111113
<y b —polkos and puros. The time had come for
il 10 play the part of a saviour of society.

 While the government of Mexi
z . xico had thus been en
hondm :ir:ld ftr}llutless ef"forts_ to make adequate p1'(~§)£‘:3,~gr(;(-i
. Amerimn,«g; e American invasion, the representatives
L ?et;lpl.e had been busy in heated discussions
Ll y of their own government, both with respect
ngin of the war and with respect to its future

iy
% - ¥. Ramfrez to Francisco Eloriaga,

I i n April 2, 1847, in G
&_M 7 ,M ?:ﬂbe:n t:‘,hFI‘s lopg letter I_%amirez, v’vho had ﬁu(:{r?(ii-'aif:ﬁ 5
ommution, get, foniy t{ljle hc{:;ggx getlﬁuons, and had exceptional means of"i?:
Mﬂ, < e previous month in the city of Mexico.
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conduct. The Mexican Congress had met on Sunday,
December 6, 1846. The Congress at Washington met on
Monday, December 7, 1846, in a thoroughly unamiable
temper. A large proportion of the members had lost their
seats! The elections had gone against the administration,
and public sentiment was expressing itself daily more and
more clearly against a war which the North believed was
being waged for the extension of slavery.

The President’s message therefore showed him on the
defensive before the country, and he thought it necessary
to present a long apology for the administration, in what he
called “a condensed review” of the injuries the United
States had sustained from Mexico, of the causes which had
led to the war, and of its progress since it was begun.

The United States, he asserted, had neither desired nor
provoked the war. On the contrary, all honorable means
had been resorted to to avert it, although “after years of
endurance of aggravated and unredressed wrongs” there
were ample causes of war and the United States might have
appealed to the whole civilized world for the justice of her
cquse. Had these wrongs been resented and redressed in
the first instance, the President believed that war ight
have been avoided, but one outrage having been permitted

to pass with impunity encouraged the perpetration of ai
other.
The President then recited the proceedings had in the
administrations of Jackson and Van Buren, including the

awards made by the umpire under the treaty of 1839 which

were still partly unpaid; the signature of the convention of

November 20, 1843, by which provision was made for a8

certaining and paying other claims; its ratification by the

American Senate with amendments; and the failure of
Mexico to decide whether it would or would not accept 1

convention with these amendments.

“In so long suffering Mexico to violate her
obligations, plunder our citizens of their property,

1 Of 228 members of the House of Representatives in the thirtieth Congess

less than 100 had served in the twenty-ninth Congress.

most solemn treaty
and imprison teE
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persons without affording them any redr
f th 3 3 y redress, we have failed t
ﬁzhe ;Eug;iei a‘;’hgil exa:ry government owes to its0 g::zf:n?
n, that many of them hav :
from a state of affluence to bankry ¥ em have been reduced
a0 A ptcy. The d .
tizen proud name of A
;:Yﬂthmu'g:::xih t(;lught u]) protect all who bear it from insu?t fnlrileiﬁ-
e world, has afforded no such protection to our

citizens in Mexico. We had a
; mpl : 4
IR breaking out of hostﬂit};e:’c’ause of war against Mexico long

th?ffm%gmgf;t next 'dJSCUSSEd the annexation of Texas to
i eesé wll\l/}ch,_ he contended, constituted no just
e 0 Mexico, Texas, he said, “constituted
e eJanment, province of Louisiana,” and the
R in 'teffel_'son s time had vigorously asserted ter-
g 1\% s extending as far as the Rio Grande. The
e exico that the Nueces formed the western bound

ged tonseve.r been heard of then. “The Texas which w .

pain by the Florida treaty of 1819, embracedw:l?

the country now claimed by the State of Texas between the

Nueces '
and the Rio Grande”: and a long argument was

submitted, going over substant;
. 3 antially the same
already traversed by Donelson and Buchanarfmund e

“Bll " th . I
ﬂlewa:,whici f}l}':sll:izntr continued, “Mexico herself has never placed
the intermediate terﬁ:)i.ﬁegeléam thg1 ngc:‘}md that our army oceupied

: een :

Her refuted pretension that Texas ¢ Nueces and the Rio Grande.

kgl _ - was not in fact an inde
rebellious province, was obstinately persevered Iijrf?d:r?(:
’

avowed : !
tn_mmquel?ll'rllg;o;;e in gommencmg a war with the United States was
. !111\1‘T to restore Mexican authority over the whol
e ne e f I\l&ece.s only, k_)ut to the Sabine. In view of the
o of preeau:i;)n e:icui;) :o this effect, I deemed it my duty, as :
Shie and defence, to ord :

4 : elence, to order our
Dosition on our frontier as a military post, from whi:hnzgr it:?oooggupy 13
cou

6t resist
nake,” and repel any attempted invasion which Mexico might

o ﬂsfige:xtmnb that the United States had attempted to
*eqmre '-review? y force was then considered. The Presi
1 ed the transactions of 1845, including the join;

o ution of Congress to admit Texas to the Union and

on of Slidell. So long, said the President, as
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Paredes remained at the head of the government no hope
could be cherished of preserving peace with Mexico; and
under these circumstances it had been believed that any
revolution in Mexico founded upon opposition to the ambi-
tious projects of Paredes would tend to promote the cause
of peace, as well as to prevent any attempted European
interference in the affairs of the North American continent.
For this reason the President had thought it wise not fo
obstruct the return of Santa Anna to Mexico.

“Qur object was the restoration of peace; and, with that view, o

reason was perceived why we should take part with Paredes, and aid

him, by means of our blockade, in preventing the return of his rival
to Mexico. On the contrary, it was believed that the intestine dis

visions which ordinary sagacity could not but anticipate as the fruit

of Santa Anna’s return to Mexico, and his contest with Paredes, might
strongly tend to produce a disposition with both parties to restoreand
preserve peace with the United States.” (

The President congratulated the country upon the suceess
of its military and naval operations and the energy and gak
lantry of both the regular and volunteer officers and soldiers.

He asserted that the war had not been waged with a view
to conquest, but that it would be vigorously prosecuted
«with a view to obtain an honorable peace, and thereby se-
cure ample indemnity for the expenses of the war, as well
as to our much injured citizens, who hold large pecuniary
demands against Mexico.” He recommended again an =

propriation of two million dollars to facilitate negotiations
with Mexico, and an additional loan of twenty-three mil-

ion dollars for the expenses of the war. Other measures,
such as the imposition of duties upon tea and coffee, and a1

economy in making appropriations for all objects not indi=

pensable, were suggested. Finally, he commended t0 tb

early and favorable consideration of Congress the measures

proposed by the Secretary of War for filling up the numw 4
of the regular army, and for raising.an additional foree 80

serve during the war with Mexico. s
Nothing was said in the message in regard to the fe

methods of conducting the war. Although the policy 0

" penses of the war,
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establishing and holding a defensive li
a.dvocated, and althouggh the Plxl-zls?geﬁ?eh?;‘:eﬁ’eiral‘;trgngly
:ﬁe b(laf{fl disposed to adopi_; that view, nothing was saaic;) l:)?
4 policy nor of the intention to land troops at Vera C

or was anything further said as to the ultimate objggfs;.

of the war in respect to acquiring Mexican terr

President had indeed been inclined, i itory. The
n inclined, in preparing hi
to make some definite statement, on tlgseg;;gfthls a3,

“I had proposed,” he noted in hi
. . ted in his diary, “i
B Y, “in my draft i
Ei.;gﬁz the; propriety, at the same time that );he Wato:}:lbr?ét P
o sL 11):8 (;secutef(fii, to establ_ish a line of boundary securinouto llie
a sutnicient territory to afford indemnity for g1:he :-ve

S and to our citi :
‘against Mexico.” citizens who hold pecuniary demands

angu: hielg;n _gad thought the_se passages should be omitted
I o B o
1d Walker thought the pro -
ﬁ?mwi;gr(g)er, while Mason “was strongl;) inlc):ﬁflziigatso
. rzx;tf)n. All agreeq, however, that it was
e wera,m the passages, if for no other reason. be-
i asg o e oppc,)’sed by Col. Benton, they would’ not
Tho sesion of Congres which (o s
i s ch followed the readi
;P:imgfez:}:l : ;peech was alrpost wholly devoted 2?2%?:;1};?
i fora}ia and 1t§ objec‘ts, and to an attack upon the
ity a\;ng fegun it by an unconstitutional and
e gn of Mexican territory. Historical dis-
ol ?-, er the Rio Grande was ever the boundary
e ,be - la:: gl;)n tﬁ; t{duth' of thefll;f]esident’s assertion that
©ver, of little importance ecmofr(lJ PRt ?011; et
m pared to the instant inqui
mto v;vh:,: ;:etr}g, gfter all, the objects to be attain:dul;;lf the
kel e a war of conquest? Was it intended
e A’n acquire territory from Mexico, and, if so,
? d, above all, if territory was to bJe acq,uired,
i

slavery to be permitted to exist therein?

! Polk’s Diary, 11, 258-260.
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of all the violence on the subject of the
hand, the rooted objection of the North-
n of slave territory, and, on the
f the South that if a limitation

should ever be placed upon the extension of slavery the
South would be doomed. Calhoun, earlier and more clearly
than any other Southern man, perceived the crucial impor-
tance of these subjects. Shortly after Congress met he had
a long conversation with the President, in the course of which
he warned the President that if any such restriction as the
Wilmot proviso were contained in a treaty with Mexico,
he would be compelled to vote against ratification. Heas
sented, indeed, to the President’s statement that slavery™
t in the provinces of New Mexico

would probably never exis
and California if they were ceded to the United States; bué
desire to extend slavery, yel,

he said that though he did not
«;f the slavery restriction was put into a Treaty, it would
involve the principle, and whatever the other provisions of

the Treaty were, he would vote against it.” !
The really vital debates in Congress centred, therefore,
over the Wilmot proviso. Wilmot himself was at first wilk

ing to drop a subject which had caused so much stir at the

previous gession of Congress.
he called on the President.

At the bottom
war was, on the one
ern states to an extensio
other, the strong feeling o

“He expressed an entire willingness,” according to the Presidents

diary, “to vote for the appropriat
he would not again move the restriction, but that if it was moved by

others he would feel constrained to vote for it. I told him I didnot
desire to extend slavery, that I would be satisfied to acquire by Treatf

from Mexico the Provinces o ]
in these Provinces slavery could prob

probability was that the question wou

ganization of territorial or State Governmen

told him that slavery was purely a domestic
the appropriation which had been asked for,
dent to insert it in a Treaty with a Foreign Power, was I
propriate and out of place, but that if such a Treaty were ma

be opposed by every Senator from a slav
1 Ibid,, 11, 283,

£ New Mexico & the Californias, &
ably never exist, and
1d never arise in the future 0=
ts in these territories. &

question, and to restiic

the great

Two days before Christmas ¢

ion without the restriction, andsaid |

s as to require the ?!‘W 8
ot only mag |}
de it must

e-holding State, and as 00¢
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third of the Senators could rej

T ect -
though it might be satisfactory ct a Treaty it could not be ratified

tramelled with S in all other res :
such a restriction I could not uE:it}l a;I)pt:Id !ur? that
opriation at

all and would not do

e i He said he would b i

legislative declaration in the Bill of the sense sfsét;if;d Wltl'{ é;l simple
€88, without re-

he would be willin

1 g to vote f . g

o or the appropriation without such a restri
ric-

But within
B Wino: tﬁZanXt' é'ew days after his visit to the Pres;
and on the eighth f‘% ently heard from his constit e
e oo rioatiogbﬁﬁry he reintroduced his prgfrli]tsf
the Whole. was before the - e
e. There was, he declared, no ques?;ﬁtte}? qu
aboli-

ti_an. He was not a 2
. n abolitionist H
annexat, : ) Sl
acter Oflgﬁ of Te,xas.and he did not seek to hsupported the
e mstitutions of that state change the char-

California and ; But in

South should blge“;rM?mo: the question was ;B}f:;‘ince to

tight, by subduin pf mltte‘i_ by aggression by in % the

it, to wrest thi g e territory and plant,in gl Telgn o

sectional S territory to the accom Iishmg L
purposes and schemes. plishment of its own

By this time it h
ad become evi

gress that ¢ : evident to eve y
e thost mglsjetrll!;estmn of slavery eXteﬂSi()nr};V gflﬂ in Con-
i e Stmngestozg (i'(;ﬂsequences to the American %Ya?lve
ﬁhe GOBSid 5 Orts were made to v 10n,
Wilmot pr(fi?;og of such. & topic either HY ?Ii ?; postpone
great attention : Othe‘:‘“’lSe. One of these eﬁortsntn " 1.Jhe
Senator Berrie was paid at that time, was a prc i
the appr OPriat?c;nO{)ﬂ(f eorgia, in an amendment hirgﬁosal by
I\tzu € itent and mear;ingT hef eg ect of it was to declareezzdtlgo

e;XiBO olIght not to b 0 ongress, that “the " ajr ; e
.- . i th
Ay view to the di ¢ prosecuted by this governm o
Cuisiti ent with
acquisit smemberment of that :

Tivory. g

Cass, of Michi
8, of Michigan, at o
laration that it wag th;l ce proposed as a substitute a dec-

81ess that the war should

ilt;ue. intent and meaning of Con-
vigorously prosecuted, and that
 Ibid., 11, 289,
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o reasonable indemnity should be obtained from Mexico,
the nature and extent of which were proper subjects, in the
first instance, for executive consideration. :
Calhoun also had a panacea for curing all the ills arising
from a war which he had never favored. He had alwags
entertained an almost pathetic belief in the efficacy of e
gotiation with Mexico for settling all controversies, and e
was convinced that the war—which he so much regretted—
would never have occurred if the President had only had the
wisdom to retain him in the State Department. But what
he now urged was the establishment by the government of
a new boundary line, upon which the United States should
announce that it intended to stand, and the strict limitation
of all warlike effort to a defence of that line. His reasons
for advocating the “defensive line” policy were twofold:
In the first place, he believed that success in the Presidents

attempt to attack the
to the people of that country was all but impossible.

a still more terrific difficulty to be
met—a difficulty more vital than those to which he had alluded—8
difficulty arising out of a division of sentiment which went to the very
foundation of our Government. How should these lands be acquired,
if any were acquired? To whose benefit should they enure? Should
they enure to the exclusive benefit of one portion of the Union? We
were told, and he was fearful that appearances too well justified the
assertion, that all parties in the non-slave-holding portion of the Union
insisted that they should have the exclusive contro '

territory.”

“But there was still a deeper,

After some days’ reflecti

really by way of a subst

series of resolutions of his own, by which it was declared

that the Constitution gave Congress no right to do any'fﬁ{ﬁ’i
whatsoever which should discriminate between the states
of the Union, or by which any of them should be depti_f'ﬂﬁ#
of their full and equal right in any territory of the Unil

States acquired or to be acquired. e

Benton roughly disposed of Calhoun by saying

anybody thought that he (Benton) was going to lay aside the b

heart of Mexico and dictate a peace '

1 of this acquired

on Calhoun therefore introduce;dx 1
stute to Berrien’s resolutions, & =
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‘zggsrsaszg; Illjsuséﬁeis of the session to vote on such a strin f

b » that person was greatly mi o

g ! y mistaken.

:;i: gﬁgl;gf at vlength to Calhoun, pointing I(l)ut ({?I?:i} thh0 X

o e‘{?aV ways of escaping from the difficulties in th TI(:

g o gas as 11;)volved by reason of the Mexican W‘3

e 2;1 {?Ja ag:}l:;lsr?em} of ’t’he war; the second til;

i of ve line,” holding the

- I;ﬁir (I; ;}f ;t without any further militarygoperaet?g;l:y tg
1gorous prosecution of the war “agreeabi; Iiiz

g 0

the public expectation and the experience of the world
T -U

A8 fo the first, he cast it from him with contempt; as t
; as to

the second, he pointed out at some ]

‘ . : ength i 1
;;51:?1 ?;il H;(}:lonc!uswe results of sucgh atﬁil?g;tevffizif%SIg
e gj I?lm}? that.the Romans built a’wall acrozs
. ; ad built a wall to exclude the Tartar,
o ed that the-only course open to the Unit Sd
i Oth(;rproie.:cute this war as wars had been pros(;
" 1;1& lons—to discard dangerous experim, ‘

i 0 I;DJ e experience of the world, o
e éf ?he S pz?.rt_—»representing, no doubt, quite fairl
R nglagonty o_f New England voters—stron Iy
R J‘I:in 8 rest_)lufslon. Then and afterward ngy
s 3 conviction that the policy he advocatee(i
e foved e}}l the_ difficulties in which the Americ
iy beun 1t_self mvolved; for if there were no n:ﬂ
. thacquu:ed the country would not have beeW
B '{3 subject of the extension of slavery Hn
e buto]:ll ed the controversy by destroying the b‘3
. ,m k. ow far the country generally, or the VVhJEl s-
s yater, would. bave relshed a slfdenying o
e ave exc_luded Upper California from th-
e glaznfti %Il%estlon Webster did not attempt tg
e 8 supporters presumably thought, it
e Issue, fmd his resolution-was never even
. ; with it fell Cass’s and Calhoun’s sub-
; On some such lines, all
e | , all through t 1
1ent debates continued in botlgl ho%iescsh(())lf't éislfg;g;s"re?s;




