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d . . of the Mexican government on the point was de-
ec1s1on ,, . ,, 1 

clared to be · unmutable. . M · . administrations 
The action of the two succe~1ve . e~tcanr ended ali further 

. • t · an American IlllillS e 
m refusmg o rec~ive . . h d lainly been dictated by 
discussion. Therr decisi~n ª . .P inions of the 

the exi~enci~:sofh:J~:!!c t;ili;;;:~ly T!:1;fed t~ m~e it 
governmg e t to enter at that time upon 
possi~le . for ª1:Yh gi;:;:::d Sta tes. and although the men 
negotiat10ns wit . t d with the responsibility of 
who _were aruallef. mt7;h: republic must have had sorne 
carrymg on t e a ~ .º ult of a conflict, they could 
perception of the mevitable res . 1 day if they had 
not have remained in office for a smg e 

d fi d th blic clamor for war • 
openly e e e. pu 1 thin for Slidell to do but to re-

There was obvious y no g C till demanding 
turn home, and he theref?re wrote to e :hic~ the United 
his passports and de~endmg the co~as Castillo replied 
States had pursued w1th :1'esp:t t~Je ort~ and saying that 
by return of post, enclosm~. e p ~w Slidell's arguments, 
he thought it needless to iscuss _an l f ted " 2 At the 
as they had already been "victor10us y re u ublished in the 
same time the whole correspond~nce wastp bl dav Slidell 

. At the earliest prac ica e 'J 
Diario del Gobierno. hin the United States 

. V Cruz and on reac g . 
sailed from er~ ' lain to the President the failure 
set out fo: V! ashingdtot: t~;:; his opinions as to the coursé 
of his miss1on an d ursue 
which the American government shoul p . 

i Castillo to Slidell, Maroh 12, 184?i. ibid9 67. 
•Same to same, March 21, 1846; ibid., 7 . 

CHAPTER XXXI 

MEXICO SEEKS FOREIGN AID 

As the prospect of a war with the United States became 
more threatening, the successive Mexican administrations 
saw more and more clearly that they ran a very great risk 
of losing not only Texas but also a large part of their other 
territory. California in particular was evidently indefensi­
ble against a naval force, and New Mexico was too remote 
for succor. The only way to guard against such dangers was 
by securing foreign help; and, in9eed, in the earlier eff orts 
of Great Britain and France to adjust the disputes between 
Mexico and Texas, a foreign guarantee of the northern 
boundary had actually been offered. Thus in the interview 
between Lord Aberdeen and the Mexican minister in Lon­
don, on May 29, 1844, the former had gone so far as to say 
that if Mexico would acknowledge the independence of 
Texas, England, and very likely France, would oppose an­
nexation to the United States, and that he would endeavor 
that France and England should jointly guarantee the in­
dependence of Texas and the integrity of Mexican territory.1 

At the same time he had proposed to the French govern­
ment "a joint operation on the part of Great Britain and 
France in order to aGknowledge the independence of Texas, 
on a guarantee being jointly given by us that that inde­
pendence shall be respected by other nations, and that the 
Mexico-Texian boundary shall be secured from further en­
croachments." And a few days later, in an interview with 
Ashbel Smith, of Texas, he had proposed a "diplomatic 
act" by which England and France, acting with Texas and 

1 Memorandum of Conversation, in E. D. Adams, 168. 
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Mexico, were to secure and guarantee the independence of 
Texas and settle its boundaries.1 

So 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-

" the guarantee of England and France uníted, that under no pretext 
whatever shall the Texans ever pass the Boundaries marked out. 
Tbe same nations sball also guarantee to Mexico the Californias, 

ew Mexico and the other points of the orthem frontier borderiog 
on the United States, according to a Treaty to be drawn up for tbat 
purpose.-If the United States carry into effect tbe annexation of 
Texas, to the North American Uníon, England and France will assist 
Mexico in the contest which may be thereby brought on." 2 

The idea of any guarantee was, however, soon abandoned, 
partly because France was lukewarm, 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 bis intention to 
make war at once.3 At the end therefore of September, 1 44, 
Bankhead had been instructed to say that if Santa Anna-

" were to take the rash step of invading Texas with a view to its 
forcible reconquest, and if, by so doing, he should find himsell in­
volved in difficulties with other Countries, be must not look for the 
support of Great Britain in aiding him to extricate himself from those 

difficulties." 4 

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

1 Aberdeen to Cowley, May 31, 1844; ibid., 171. Smith to Jones, June 24, 
1844¡ Tex. Dip. Corr., II, 1152. 

'Bankhead to Aberdeen, Nov. 29, 1844; E. D. Adams, 188. 
a See Vol. I, pages 659-661. 
'Abercleen to Pakenham, •pt. 30, 1844¡ E. D. Ada.rus, 186. 
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the advice of her friends in E . 
tives in London and p • ur~pe, the Mexican representa-

. 1 ans contmued to hagg11 I . 
toria guarantees by the E e over tem-
to an abandonment of the ~op~ powers as a condition 
Texas. In repeated intervi ir pr~l:º~ for a reconquest of 
Secretaries of Foreign Aff ~wst: t e French and English 
was to. be placed on th~ood e~ ~;ret that no reliance 
Texan independence were _a1 o the Texans. If 
what was to prevent those preecoopgnl ifzed to-da! by Mexico, 

t. e roro seeking to-
annexa wn to the United Stat ? W u1 morrow 
of recognition by Mexico be e:íted o d not the mere fact 
was at complete liberty t dis as a proof that Texas 
And uld O pose of her own f rt 

wo a mere treaty of d . . o unes? 
the Texans from new " p~ce ~ fnendship restrain 
Santa Fe and the expeaggrediti SSitonsM, !ike the expedition to 

"d on o ier? othin . 
sai , wo~d hold the Texans back but th f g, it ~as 
forc~, w~ch force France and Great B . t ~ ear of physical 
funush 1f they wished t n &lil must agree to 
universally reco . d o s:e peace and to see Texas 

By th d fgruze as an mdependent state.1 
e en o ovember 1844 h 

tion to the presidency had reach:d e ;ews of Polk's el_ec-
governments began to see th t th U . urope, and foreign 
committed to the olic fa e _mted States was fully 
rempt by E p y o annexat1on, and that any at-

uropean powers to t . . 
in a war, for which the people p~e;n it rmght only result 
no desire. 0 anee, at any rate, had 

. "It appears to me," wrote Ma · G 
m. Paris, "that the cabinet of th:rno. ~ro, the Mexican minister 
WJSh to join with that of Lo d . ~er1es, even though it migbt 
the · n on 10 taking up arms · · · annexation of Texas could d . m oppos1tion to 
eral clamor against any ~uch ;ever ~ so ":71thou_t exciting a gen-
~ould accuse it of forgetting that cJ'; . parties, without exception, 
it shall not take part in a stru I e m~ests of France require tbat 
weaken her two mar1·ti· . 1 gg e whicb, whatever its result will 
th me r1va s and ill , 

e growth of her own power w consequently oontribute to 
"Should there be a ru tur be.· • • P e tween the English and the Am · 
1 M h . . encans, 

to urp Y to MlllJSter oí Relations Jan 1 J . 
M~e, March 25 and June 17 1s'45 ·(s' une 1, and July 1, 1845· Garro 

...iw, MSS.) ' .- ecretarf.a dt lulaciones E~u 1 
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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, I believe that Great Britain will only pre­
sent 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." 

1 

William R. King, the American minister in París, held 
1 

similar opinions. 
"There should be no wavering," he wrote privately to the Secretary 

of Sta te, "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 Europe. 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 natitm. She will not risk the consequences. I aro 
aware that she is exerting herself to induce France to make common 
cause with her on the subject of Texas and that Mr. Guizot is much 
inclined to do so; but it will not succeed. It would shock the French 
nation, which detests all alliances with England; and the King is too 
wise, and too prudent to place himself in a position which would go 

far towards destroying the dynasty." 2 

In fact, though neither Señor 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 asked the direct question whether 
France would " act in concert with us in any negotiation 
with the Mexican Govt. for the purpose of obtaining from 
them the acknowledgment" of Texan independence. "Any 
negotiation" probably seemed to Guizot a dangerously vague 
phrase, and he therefore explained just how far France 

would go. 
"Undoubtedly," he said to Cowley, "we will both use our best 

eff orts for that purpose, and will even refuse to recognize the annexa· 

1 Garro to Minister of Relations, Dec. 18, 1844; ibid. 
'King to Ca,lhoun, Dec. 28, 1844; Amer. Hist. Assn. Rep. 1899, 1013. 
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, ut as a Q · 
ar, am not prepared to sa tha . ~ . uestion of Peace or 
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States is of sufficient importa y t t its J1;lflc~ion with the American 
t 

· nce o us to JUstify h · 
o arms ID order to prevent it." i our avmg recourse 

~berdeen, however, was ve .. 
proJect of a joint guarantee b ry a':~~ t.o abandon his 
which he still hoped would reslt in r Bn~am and ~rance, 
of Texas as an independent nation p eservmg t~e e:x1stence 
the first essential was evidentl te; .~ut to attam that end 
ico; and Aberdeen thought ·t y g m the assent of Mex-
. . 1 necessary to 1 • 1 
rn warnmg the Mexican auth . t" use p am anguage 
sequences of the course the on 1~ if the dangerous con­
the British minister in M ~ seehme ent on pursuing. To e:x1co e wrote: , 

ou w also clearly explain to the M . t "Y ill 
not count upon the assistance of Gt ~.can Gov . that they must 
they have constantly neglected . . :.ntam, whose friendly advice 
which may at any time now mhenafling them to resist any attack 

e · tates smce th h ' ma e upon Mexico b th U s • ' or erea ter be d 
' ey ave wilfull Y 

~ttacks by omitting to make a f . y exposed themselves to such 
1t was yet time." 2 rieotl and dependent of Texas while 

To the Mexican minister in Lo . . 
used, but the door of h ndon similar language was 
tí
. ope was held op In 
.on at the Foreign Offi en. a conversa-

an attempt to reconque~eT Aberdeen denounced the folly of 
exas. 

"What had Mexico to h 
only ~ould she never recoverºf{a/:ºm. such an .undertaking? Not 
war w1th the United States in wh· h emtory, but 1:1 the course of the 
probably lose other provinces ~ she ~ould be mvolved she would 
and no others would b th an espec1ally the Californias Th 
h . e e results trul di · ese 

s.~ pers1sted in so imprudent a . ' y s~strous for Mexico, if f bon, be il she would listen ::tt . Ho~ diff erent would the con­
:' all to recognize the independence ';~ o rea,on and decide once 
e had told me severa! times it . o exasl ... In that event as 

of France, to en ter into arr~ llllght be possible, with the co-<>peration 
tune t?~ independence of T:;~m:n: !~r gua~anteeing at the proper 
recogmtion of the independence of ~h t e temto~y of Mexico. The 

i Co a country is therefore the only 

wley to Aberdeen Dec 2 
1 Aberdeen to Bankh~ D. 'l844; E. D. Ada.ms 190 , ec. 31, 1844· íbid 192' , I ºI • 
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course which reason, prudence and sane policy commend to Mexico 
-following the example of other countries in the like circumstances. 
lt was well for England that she recognized the independence of her 
former colonies when she saw it was hopeless to reconquer them; and 
it was well for Spain that she did the same in respect to hers. 'Now,' 
continued Lord Aberdeen, 'if 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. Acting in this IDJ1,tter in the honorable 
spirit in which I hope we always act, we have closed our ears to these 
proposals and off ers. But must we let our fair dealing serve only to 
enable_ sorne 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.' " 1 

Aberdeen's rather vague suggestions naturally did not 
suffice for the Mexican minister, and he asked what guar­
antees might be counted on. Aberdeen replied that Eng­
land alone would not engage in war with the United States, 
though he would not say so to them. 

"I asked His Lordship wha.t 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." 2 

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 to his 

government: 
1 Tomás Murphy to Minister of Relations, Jan.1, 1845; Sec. Rel. Ext. MSS. 

The reference to offers of California. evidently relates to the request for a 
protectora.te roa.de through Forbes, of which Aberdeen ha.el received informa• 
tíon on Dec. 13, 1844. See page 50 a.hove. 

1 Same despatch from Murphy. Guizot accompanied Louis Philippe on a 
tita.te visit to Queen Victoria, in the latter part of September, 1844. 
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"' Eh bien, M. Garro, is your new admin' . . 
the independence of Texas so to IStration gomg to recognize 
United States? It cannot b as pudt ~ stop to annexation to the 

"' I do 't kn f . e pr~vente m any other way ' 
n ow o anything Sir up t,o the . 

me to suppose that the present ' present time, which leads 
the _former one to abandon theg~::;:znenft is an? mor~ disposed than 
terr1tory.' ce O our Just rights over that 

."'Why, what hope have you of recon . . 
will never allow it, and a war with th que~ng it? The Americans 
infinitely serious and disastrous f or M e1?- wo d lead to consequences 
of losing a great part of her . t e:xico, ~or she would run the risk 

presen possess10ns.' " 

After sorne further talk of the d 
recognizing Texas which G 'da vantages to Mexico of 
F , , arro sa1 would be ill unl 

rance and En 1 d ' usory ess 
treaty that mig~t a;:e ::;~~:e~~he stipulations . of any 
of conquering Texas with t g spoke of the difliculty 
the American na ou a navy_ capable of dealing with 
displayed in ref~gª: ;!c~hg~~~o:h ?bdstinacy Spain had 
former colonies. e m ependence of her 

The King continued: 

'"T d 'b o escrI e the kind of obstinac hi h 
what is evident we have a w d. Fy whc prevents one from seeing 
I te . ' or m rene which i ª mto Spanish-inf atuation Thi . . s very easy to trans-
recognizing what everybody ·1 s inf atuatwn prevents you from 
T 

e se sees· th t · h 
exas irrevocably If I ' ª Is, t at you have lost 

· b · urge you to recog · h · d IS ecause I believe that d ta . mze er m ependence, it 
happiness I take great in~r::: 1r will r~s~t to Mexico, in whose 
t"'.<:n ~exico and the United. Sta~ b:ner I_s once established be­
nuxmg m your afi'airs and th m 1' ey ~ll have no excuse for 

"'S' I b ' ey w et you live in ' ir, eg your Majesty to let me ask . peace. 
to send your answer to my one question, and allow me 
th . government so that th kn 

ey can m any event rely on If M '. ey may ow what 
the independence of Texas . uld eXIco should decide to recognize 
tha~ of Great Britain guar~n:: 0;:1t[ Majesty's g?vernment and 
da~I,es of the new state?' f, Y the perpetmty of the boun-

No, no. Any such formal t • . 
tervention, and I don't like int guar_an ee might give rise to an in-
cost in blood and treasure. ;:::t~~ because I know what they 
ra~~e~ents you may make would afi'ord formal guarantee, the ar-

Srr, I beg your Majesty to beli t/ou the nec?8sary security.' 
the purpose of inf ormin m eve at my question was only for 
the hypothesü which I hg y government what it could hope for in 

ave no grounds for foreseeing--' 
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"The Ki.ng walked a.way, repeating that he was very sincerely in­

terested in the happine.s.5 of the republic. 
'' Before c\osing this despatch I must tell your Excellency that before 

the King carne up to peak to me be ha.d been talking for orne time 
";th the English Amba.ssador who, when His Majesty left him, carne 
up to me and asked me what I thought a.bout Texan affairs. I told 
him f ran.kly my opinion and my astonishment at the recognition­
under Lord Palmerston's Whi9 administra.tion (the Ambas.58.dor 
Lord Cowley is of the Tory partY) which wisbed to abolish negro 
slavery-of a state that bad establisbed slavery where it did not 
exist before. Lord Cowley, pretending not to understand my ob­
servation, sa.id: 'But really now, bow does the Mexican government 
expect to conquer Texas?' (Your Excellency will note that this was 
almost exactly the same question with which the King began bis 
conversation.) 'By employing all her resources,' I replied, 1 to ac­
complish it.' 'Yes, but with these resources you ha.ve not been able 
to do much so far, and I am afraid that, in view of ali the circumSta.nces, 
you will not be more fortuna.te in future.' 

"I conf e.s.5 tbat I could not find any entirelY sa.tisfactory answer to 

this simple remark." 1 

A few day after this interview, all idea of giving 1exico 
any guarantees against the posible encroachments of the 
United tates was defi.nitely abandoned, as the French gov­
ernment fumly refused to join in the project. Lord Aber­
deen, however, was not yet willing to give up entirely all 
ho~ of continuing Texas as an independent state. He 
therefore proposed that Great Britain and France should 
unite in trying once more to secure an acknowledgment of 
Texan independence from 1exico, but upon the distinct 
understanding that there should be no responsibility on the 
part of either of the European powers. Both governments 
on severa! occasions had been told positively that íexico 
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. 
"Her Majesty's Government," h.e wrote, "would not propose to 

enter into any guarantee whatever with respect to either of tbe StateS, 

1 Gsrro to Minister oí R.elations, March 25, 1845¡ &c . .Rtl. Er.t. MSS­

ltalies in origin.al. 
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"Whether to secure t u • . . 0 .ue.'Oco the mnolabilit f 
Texas, or t-0 secure to Texas •ts f . ! 0 Her frontier against 
.Ie.-oco. In fact H. ~I. Go) w:fdtter agam .t the United tates or 
selves in any respect in a position whi~~t b~ ilSJ>?sed to place them­
Texas the power of hereafte call' m1g t g1ve to Mexico or to 
of right, for her protection a:d su1!::;m ?rea.t Britain, as a matter 
part of any otber Powers, nor even of 1:~t encroa~ent on the 
h~pe that such succour might be afforded g the lfexican Gov'. to 
wish to exert all the weight of their ·. · · · They wou1d merely 
France, in order to secure the resentor~I mfl_uence, added to that of 
both of 1Iexico and Texas." 1 p pacification and future stability 

Guizo~, ~f course, agreed to this . 
exactly m line with what bis ove proposa;1, which was 
off ered; and on the first da !r M~ent d~ and had 
to Bankhead directing hin?t y mstructions were sent 
ernment the importance of h o ~e u~? the . 1exican goY­
of safety. 2 as e m seizmg this last chance 

By th? same packet that carried Ab , . . 
the ~Iexican minister . Lo d erdeen instructions m n on wrote t tif · ' 
me?t of the change in the attit d f p O ~o Y ~ govern-
which he thought was not ~ . e o eel s administration 
clared they would not t alSUipnsmg, as they had always d: 

f ac one and Fran had 
re u..~ to co-operate in the ¡' ce undoubtedly 

These letters were ero pan of an absolute guarantee.ª 
secret ' circular instruct· edf on the Atlantic by "mo t 
t · • 10ns roro the ~1 · ~ ~t diplomatic agent in En land ~ exican government 
\1S1Ilg them of th .. g , France, and pain ad e propoSitions · t b • ' -
through Captain Elli t • Th Jus_ u rmtted by Texas 
stat d · 0 · e l\1exica p 'd • e m these instructions n re 1 ent, it was 

' 
".is ~posed to enter into a tr t • h T 
digruty ~f .Mexico, thus avoi:i y =~t th ex~ suitable to the honor and 
::• while he hopes to be able ~o succ::iv~ls and co1?plications of a 
hasn of that department to the nited tat pre,·e~ting the annexa-

. succeeded in delaying it for th es, and ID the meantime 
will endea\'or to ascertain the spirit :rthresent. ... Your Excellency 

e govern.ment to which 
i Aberd you 
1 •L-rdeen to Cowley, April 15 1845· E D Ada 

--wt: een to Ba.nkhead ' ' · • ms 201 
• Murphy to M;ft;,,., __ r'~!1~Y. l, 1845; ibid., 205. ' . 
• Cu == o~ i\A!U\tions M 1 UH evas to Garro, muy reseri_..,_ A' rilay29, ~; Sec. Rel. En. MS.º 

ww, p ' 1845; ibid. u. 
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. . u on whi.ch a treaty might be 
are accredited and ascertam the tedrmSs .P wh.ich will assure to 

. h E l d France an pam · · · " 
mad~ w1t . ~glanb'lity of the territory she now possesses. 
Meneo the mvio ª 1 . . 

S ain of course, was hopelessly incapable of entenng mto 
p ' . t of the kind suggested. any engagemen . . . . 

ti. now Mexican rmmster ID · " Goros za · "This unhappy nat10n, li "torn for so many years 
Madrid, had writt:n sorne w:~ t;:r p::~ar.ious a position, to~ weak 
past br civil war, 1s at presen wei h the serious events which are 
and without resources to note andA g. Thus it is tbat although 

h e t" t of menea. 
taking place on t e on me_n f Texas to the United States has at· 
the .question of the annexation; . t 's governtnent on account of 
tracted the attenti«:)ll ,of Her o/i: ~mbitious' tendenci:s which the 
its iroportance and on account t e Washington cabmet t?wards 
dishonorable (des~al~ conduct of hected that it will deal w1th t~e 
Mexico discloses, 1t is not to ~o:i~1e desired, and still less t~at ~t 
matter ":ith the energy that to revent the usurpation which IB 

will be disposed to take up a~s ·\bors" i 
. t d by our Anglo-Amencan ne1g . 

proJeC e will' t 
. t ons was equally un mg o 

France, for ~eren reas ' l to a verbal request to 
.. become involved ~n war. In ¡eJ/was reported to have an-

Guizot for a defimte statemen ' . 
swered as follows: . . 

that of Great Bntam (to 
"Neither the King's gover~ment i°º:an ever give such a guarantee 

whom this q_uestion is of more lrres )t intervene with force of arros, 
as will, in certain even~, ~ompesJi:':n~ you can readily understand 
No· such a guarantee is impos ' 'der present circumstances 

· f b'd ·t when you cons1 . 
the reasons that or i 1 ' • h r mentary system etc., etc., 

d the difficulties inherent m. t e par ia the moral injluence of 
an t ay count upon 1 but the Mexican governmen ~ d ffices their friendly counse s, 

l d n their goo O ' • l t' France and Eng an -upo t the Texans from vio a mg 
their energetic rernonstrances to preven 

treaties." 2 

. . . ht have been willing to take a 
Great Bntam perhaps rrujd have felt sure of France; but 

much bolder stand if she e_~ th British government had 
without France at her s1 e, ~ n agents abroad believed 
always refused to act.. T~e ~eXl~: the ve1j slight reliauce 
that the secret of th1s re usa ~ 1845· ibid. 

. M" . t f Relat1ons, Feb. 20, , '· . 
1 Gorost1za to IIllS ero 1845· ibid. Italics in ongmal. 
2 Garro to same, June 23, ' . 
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that could be placed by England on French support. They 
reported that most Frenchmen, so far as they thought about 
the business at all, were rather pleased than otherwise at 
the idea of Texas being annexed to the United States, simply 
because it was displeasing to England. What the immense · 
majority of Frenchmen then wanted was to see England 
humiliated. Louis Philippe and his cabinet, though sorne 
of them, in the bottom of their hearts, had not forgotten 
Waterloo> did what was possible to bring about the entente 
cordiale of which the King talked so much. An informal 
friendly understanding was entir~ly in line with their gen­
eral policy of cautious conservatism; but if the coun~ry 
was not back of them, there was a point beyond which the 
French gÓvernment would not have da.red to go in support 
of Great Britain. 

The Bfitish governrnent, it was said, were perf ectly aware 
of this attitude on the part of the French people, and they 
were afraid that in the event of war with the United States 
France might not only f ail to make common cause with 
Great Britain, but might even seek revenge, as in 1778, by 
again making an American alliance. 

"It is therefore not surprising," wrote Tomás Murphy, "that the 
English l!linister looks with terror upon anything that may expose 
him to a war with the United States, unless he :first comes to a complete 
understanding with France; not because he needs her physical force 
in a conflict with the United States, but because he must commit her 
in such manner that she will not join with the enemy's forces and so 
bring on a general conflagration throughout the world, which would 
involve incalculable consequences." 1 

•And Murphy in his next despatch expressed the opinion 
that if Aberdeen could have carried France along with him, 
war with the United States would not have·stood in his way, 
but that as this was impossible he was greatly embarrassed.2 

When, therefore, the news reached the Foreign Offi.ce that, 
1 Murphy to Minister of Relations, Oct. 1, 1845; ibid. 
2 Nada le importaría esa guerra si pudiese arrastrar tras sí á la Francia, pfffo 

no siendo esto posihle, l,a, cuesti<>n por <:ierto toma un carácter bien embarazoso 
para su señoria.-(Murphy to Minister of Relations, Nov. 1, 1845; and to 
tbe same effect1 Garro to same, May 30, 1845; ibid.) 


