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This paper proVides a thematic appXrQcIE to three 'a.r

United States goyexrnpent document series relating to topics

of early United States diplomatic :reltions with Mexico;

treaty: negotiations, the Santa 'Fe trade, the Texas question,

and claims. The document seXies examined are .the United

States presidential pape s, United States Cpngressional docu*

ments , and the Natiqnal Irchives Record Group 59, diplomatic

dispatches rom United State Ministes to Mexico. Historians

must make an evaluation of all: documentary evidence available

for an accurate assessment of historical events. nadecuate

analysis of these iAjor United States document series has

limited this necesary assessment in the area of United States

Mexican diplomatic relations, 1821-1846.
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.NTXQDUCTIQN

Goyerxnment documents are the pr4ay eVidence Qf a

country !p. history Thxough them the development o policies

can be fo11owed from their first hesitant ste to their con

clusions, Availability and access place the =4jor limitations

on histoic"l research. in this vast natiqnaI resource,

Early United States government documents, congresional,

presidential, -and diplomatic papers are readily aalable to

the public through the United States Superintendent o Doc=ents

and the National Archives And Records Service, Access to these

document series is the major obstacle for the historian, and

for the researcher in areas other than United States history

it is both complex and frustrating, This rustration often

leads to dependence on the research of other scholars rather

than reliance on the original documentary sources, In the area

of United States "IMexican relations prior to the war of 1846,

historians rely heavily on the pioneering work of

Hubert H, Bancroft, William Eanning, and Geqrge RLves as Jguides

to relevant United States documents., This places severe

limitations on historical revisionist and perpetuates the bias

of these early scholars, Lack of access to the corresponding

exican documents increases the scholars responsibility to

thorQughly exariine all pertinent United States documents in

order to achieve the widest possible yiew,

.1
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The ,, Congress in the late nineteentbi century Arst

xecognized the historical importance o documents and the

necessity eQ) a w rkable methLQ;d 9E access, . Abill enacted

July 27 1882 called fox a "Descriptive Catalgue of all

publications nade by the authority of the overnment o the

United States and the preceeding G9verninent Of the colnies,

bureaus, offices there , frgia July 4, 1776 :to March 4 r.188l."%

The implementation of this bill under guide lines set forth by

the U,S, Joint CQf4-ttee on Pxintingi T9 the Frtyo"seyenth Con-

xress became the responsibility of Ben Parley4Poxe, With the

assistance o; fourteen men, oore searched or govexnment pub

locations in the LJibrary o Congress, the senate, the House of

Representatives, the seYen executive departments and their

bureaus, the Department o Ajriculture, the smithsonian Insti,

tute, the Coast and Geodetic Survey and in the public library

of Boston, No one knew how many documents would be cataloged

or the length of time ecuired by the project, Not one of

the men employed had experience in cataloging and part Q;

their work proved incompetent and unushle. After patient

assimilation, 63 063 bopkr pamphlets, and documents Orfed

Foore s Descriptive Catalogue f GQVeXnment Publications o

1  xoore Ben Perley, Pescriptiye CatalQ ue o Government
publications of the Unted states, Septeiqber 5, 1774 -
1arch. 4 1881 VWahigton; U.S. Government Printing Office,
1885),p ZX
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the'. , pited st t YL 1774 _ cli. 4 88l published

by the U,2, Goyetnxnt printin Qffice in 1885,2

Poore s. catalog, .a JAnumental work a quarto volume

containing 1,2,41 pages f entries with an addition l 151 pages

oQ index, Arranged chronplQIically, entries begin with the

executive and judicial publications followed by th.e Of

Con gress for each year, The 1aajority of entries e , froj the

Congress and departmental reports are often entirely missing.

]Poore s. cataloq uses two colurens per pae with each entry. ivingj

first a bief descrLptive title followed by the author, type

of document, document number, congress, pessiQn, yolume number,

date, And pages, Indexing is by the key words appearing in the

brief title of each. entry, and their citation is to parge number

only, A search o both columns and the title o f all entries.

is necessary tq find the desired document, Under the topic

"Iexjco (claims against,", seventeen page references appear

WIJthout any other identifyin5 desainator, This index is at.

beat only a rough guide for the researcher, If all entries

on a topic are required a column by column chlonglpgical search

is the only accurate method available,

A saiv p1e entry illustrates the lack of adequate n

ation in the. descriptive titles or the documents,

2 bid, pp, I .

Sbid, p, 1325,
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Petition Q cQXunx' cgtl1 tioQn wth UexjcQ, Inh4it nts
Qf ; i QU4, xeout4ye aers NQ, 79, 18th CQnxgres,
2d, ses4&;n, vol, ct, 24, 1824.f ,8 pp,

From this tLtle the researcher i4rht assume the document

covers only the problem of a dplomatic dia loue with Mexico,

Or ail cQxmunication, Neither of these assumptions is

correct, This document presents supportatve evidence foX

the cOnstructkon of a road between tissour4 and Santa Fe,

New IlexiCo, WLth i n tht4 one document :are 'letters from men

engaged n trade With Santa Fe which provide a short history

Of the trade, names of landers, numbers, type of gJOdS, .and

the eturns, _ ith the ilege of each. xoute and the need for

military eScQxt thbxug .ndian territory, This information

eight ea ly be overloQked because of its toQ vague descriptive

title,

Other problems arise with information in the ample

entry, The eneric term IExecutive apers identified the

document series, No official series of documents ex sts under

this title, .ior under those of "State Papers /. " siuse Executive

Documents,% "Executive Documents ," and "Documents that appear

in other entries. The official series title for the Conjres -

sional documents are "House Documentsf l"Senate Document,"

"House ~Report " "engte Ieport, ", "ouse l4iscellaneus Document,"

and "Senate scellaneUs Dqcument T deteni ne the true

4Ibi , p, 6,
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series gor 'Executtye gpers Noq 7 a comparison is necessary

with the tables pQ documents in volume one O the Checklist

of United Stateg Public DQ-Quents , 1798 l949, The tables in

the Checklis t are Chronolgcly by Congress and session with.

prubd' 'onsI -or the reports and documents o both houses.

The tables provide Congressional serial number, volume nu pher,

part number seres title, document or report numbers included

in the Volumes, and notes. At a glance the tables shW whether

the Senate Or House during the Seenty-ninth COngre , second

session issued a fourth Volue containing a document nu er 79.

If both houses Published a fourth, volume with. a document 79

then the researcher m ust examine both documents to determine

whether House Document N. 79 or Senate DocuMent No, 79 is

correct, Xn this instance only the House Document No, 79

appears in a fourth volume and now "Executive Papers No, 79.

is correctly identified, 5

The final step in locating House Document No, 79 is to.

determine the Congressionl Serial Set volume number which.

contains the document. Congressional documents and reports'

are assembled in volumes be5inninq with the Fi;teenth Congpess,

1817 and each book in this series has 4 designating serial

number running consecutively to the present, This numbering

syste however is impossible to apply to the documents of

5US, Superintendent O Documents iist of ConCgresional
and Departwentl Publications , Che ckis t 0Untedc 3taes

771_7,8_9_ 11789 Reprint ed 3
Ne -ork ,rus 962), p, 8,
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the 4i'st foux'teen Congesses, because they were not 4asebled

in bQok rm, A special series 01 through. 038 designates

these .materials a American State aers and allows them tQ

pre ceed documents in the Congressional 9exal Set nunobering

system, The first column in the Checklist indicates the serial

set volume number, And in the example ofE use -Document NQ. 79 ,

Seventy-ninth Conqress second sessiOn, the table lists volume

number 116I, 6

"Presidential papers" pose an eyen greater problem for

the reseaxcher, This catego y covers every aspect pg a presi-

dent s. life bth, personal and official, Access to papers of

an incumbent president is governed by restictions that do not

apply to thqse Qf former presidents, The public papers" of

the president include presidential messages speeches, Executive

Orders, proclamations, and ;material released by the Wbite House,

These papers are in the public domain and 4rcessable to all.

The sociall papers" f the president ox' private pgpers"1.

include official statements , drafts o speechers,, personal

notes, pQsition papers, and personal correspondence., These

papers relate to the oyernment, but are not totally govern-

mental in origin, Qwneship there o e resides with the presi

dent, ast presidents were under no obligation to preserve

61bid,
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these ' 0 i i pl ox private papers" and 1any have been delb <

erately destroyed, given away, or lost,

Congress began purchasing these "official papers" before

adoptin unAniform policy. A separate agreement was made

with each owner and the purchased papers stored by the Depart-

.ment of State. The Library of Congres took possession of

these papers in 1903, and worked diligently to complete the

collection. Access to those papers now owned by the government

wAs the subject of Public Law 85-447, August 16, 1957. The

Library of Congress was to

arrange, index, and microfilm the papers of the
Presidents in the Library of Congress In order
to preserve their contents ... , to mtake the
Presidential Papers more readily available for
study and research.... 7

For the papers of the presidents for 1821 to 1845,, all

are included in this microfilm series except those of John

Quincy Adams. The Adams' papers are maintained by the Adams

Trust established in 1905, and the Adams family has absolute

control over them, including the right to destroy any part of

or all of the collection. Congress purchased a portion of the

James Monroe papers in 1849., and added others of a personal

nature to the Library of Congress in 1892, Andrew Jackson's

papers were so badly imwtilated and dispersed that one hundred

IU.S. General Seryices Administration, United States
States at e87 v. (Washington; U,s. GovernmdenF"rinting
Office, 19587 71]3.
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separate puxcIgAses were necessary :t for the. collection in

the Librry f Congress. Martin Van Buren pruned his own

papers for easy management. Those remaining in his family

after his death: came to the Library of Congress in 1904 and

1905 through a gift. William H. Harrison served so short a

term that only 800 items reside in the Library of Congress

collection. The majority of John Tyleri s papers burned

during the Ciyil War. Those collected by his son joined the

Library of Congress in 1919. James K. POlk managed his papers

carefully,, and those held by his family were purchased by the.

Library of Congress in 1903.8

Each microfilmed set of presidential papers held by the

Library of Congress has an accompanying index, Arrangement,

however, is alphabetical by writer or recipient with corres-

ponding columns giving date, .series number, number of pages,

and addenda. This presents a limited and time consuming

method of access. For example, John Q. Adams served as James

Monroe's. Secretary of State from 1817 to 1824., For the

Monroe period under consideration, 1821-1825, 126 letters were

exchanged. As examination of each is necessary to determcine

which, 'f any, pertain to affairs with Mexico. Thomas H.

Benton has seventeen letters listed in the Andrew Jackson

8Hirshon, Arnold, "The Scope Accessability and History
of presidential papers " Governments Publications Review,
1 (Fall, 1974) ;371-72.
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paore fo1 l8228l-844. J2any imay pert4in tQ Misour2I's

interest in Texas and the Santa Fe trade. All must be

examined, No subject approach_ is possible,9

The pxpblems of access to the presidential papers appear

minimal in c.OparisQn to those involving the U.S. Department

of State's Record Group 59, the "Despatches frOm the United

States Ministers to Mexico, 1823-l906. These documents are

on 179 reels of micf ilm available from the National Archives

and Record Service. Access is through their publication

National yes icrofilm Publications Washington, U.S. Gov-

ernment Printing Qffice, 1974. Pages twenty to twenty-one

contain a liating of.the periodscovered by each reel in, this

series. Twelve reels contain the dispatches,,assorted,.letters

clippings., and miiscellaneous memoranda sent. to the Department

of State by. the ministers and charge di affaires in exico

from Joel R. oinsett through Waddy Thompson. No division by

subject is available except indirectly through the footnotes

of Bancroft, ,anning, .and Rives. The material in this dis-

patch series is invaluable, with each reel holding an average

of fifty feet of film. 1 0

pp. 379381; U.S. Library of Congress, Index to
the rmes onroe Papers (JUashington; U.S, Government rinting
OTice, l96O), p.lj UJ.S. Library of Congress, ' ndex to the
Andrew Ickson Papers Uashington; U.S. Government Prnting

10National Archives. and Records Service,: National Archives
:icrofilM publications (Washington: U.S. Government Printing

777fice , 1974),., pp. 2D-21.



The document series discussed aboye present contrasting

yiews of goals and events. in the development and failures of

United States Mexican relations, 1821 to 1846.' Each group

played a role in the final outcome. Information received

from the ministers and charge d' affairs in Mexico influenced

policy and opinions formed by the Secretaries of State. The

personal desires of each president revealed in their personal

papers .influenced their foreign policy and the choice of infor"

nation and legislation presented to Congress. Congressional

documents, a motley collection of public memorials influenced

by the press, and the private ambitions of members of Congress

also brought pressure on the executive. These formed the

beginning and end of a continuing circle of political pressure

and the resulting events.

This paper proposes to examine the evidence available in

each of these three document series pertaining to the nego-

tiations of United States - Mexican treaties, the Santa Fe

trade, the Texas question, and United States claims. This

topical arrangement will eliminate the problems inherent in

the separate indexes fox the United States Congressional docu

mpents, presidential papers, and the United States diplomatic

dispatches from Mexico, 182.1 to 18460. Continual reassessment

of documentary evidence is mandatory to correct or reaffirm

th4historical conclusions drawn by others. Each researcher

has the obligation to form his -wn opinions after consulting

the evidence.



CHAPTER I

NEGQT;eT;NG THE UNTED STATES-MEXICAN TEATIES

Q1 A TN, CO IE CE NAVIGATION IN BQUND12Y

To reularize relations with the Neitan 9Pyernment as

quickly as possible was an ipo4tant considegation o resisI

dent James Jnrqe when he oifered the position of Minister

Plenipotentary to Jpel R. Poinsett in January, 1825.. Three

years had elapsed since U.S. recoQnition of Zexican indepen-

dence, and the offer of the Minister's, position in Mexico was

used as a political topl in the elections of 1824. Poinsett

hesitated to accept hoping for the coyeted position of Secre-

tary o State in the new administration of John Q. Adams. He

was disappointed in this. abiition when the position went to

henry Clay, p nd finally accepted the appointment to Mexico on

luarch 6, 1825.

Much valuable tijie had been lost for building strong

ties with Mexico, thus allowing British influence in this new

nation to g rw unchecked. Secretary of State Henry Clay

einphasized in his instructions to the new minister the impor

tance of o including a treaty. of amity, poxc e ce and navigation

as well as -a n5ing a forxnal boundary agreement. Poinsett

found his cgcpercial ne stations thwarted by a British

commercial treaty alrea dy concluded when he arr vclin JIexico

11
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ly, 1825. PQinsett's instructions. called fQr the principles

of perfect xeciprocity and tree ships made agree gdq. The

British had tentatively agreed to Most-favored-nation status

and an article that allowed special privileges among the former

Spanish colonies. The inexperienced Mexican of ficials felt

more cQmfirtable using a set pattern for negotiating foreign

treaties. Having reached an agreement with Britain, they

preferred to use an identical one with the U.s. The British

agreement to the article in their commercial treaty allowing

special privileges among the former Spanish colonies did not

harm their own commercial interests, but would serve to

separate the United States from the other American nations if

Mexico could force its acceptance. Other major points

hindering an early agreement were the return of fugitive

slaves and the settlement of a boundary.

Mexican law prohibited slavery and the inclusion of

article sixteen allowing the return of fugitive U.S. slaves

became a much debated issue in the negotiation protocols and

later in the Mexican Congress. In this opposition to slavery,

,Mexico received encouragement from the British. As a new

nation the Mexican government was very sensitive to their

national honor and territorial integrity. Clay's. instructions

to Poinsett called for a boundary agreement based on the 1819

treaty with Pain which set the line at the Sabine Ziver.

Poinsett argued now was the time for a renewal of the U.S.
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clAigs to land north of the ,.io Grnde o the Brazos diver,

and he received authorization to purchase Texas. The

inability of Poinsett to reach a satisfactory akgreement with

Lucas Alam n and Sebastian Camacho, the Mexican Ministers of

Foreign Affairs, resulted in an agreement to separate the

boundary negotiations from those of commerce in January, 1828.

And separating the issues did facilitate a commercial settle-

ment. IPoinsett, however, had awakened the Mexican fear of

territorial incursions from the north. This suspicion of

American motives regarding Texas and later California con-

tinued despite changes in the Mexican government from the

pro-British monarchial party to the republican party, and

later to dictatorial strong men. The "enance from the North"

became a political issue used by each successive administration

to unite the people and sustain itself in power.

The successful completion of U.$. negotiations recuired

the efforts of three U.S. administrations, Monroe, Adams, and

Jackson. The negotiations became entangled with the personal

ities of the Ministers and Charges to lMexIco, the complex

chaos of Mexican politics and economics , and the Latin

American policies of the British.. Not until January 12 l83l,

was a boundary agreement reached. The treaty. of aity,

commerce and navigation was not sent to the U.S. enate

until April 15, 1831. A final implementation of the boundary

survey did not occur before the U.S. became involved in the
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annexation Q Texas ten years later. During this period, the

llexican suspicion of U.S. motiyes grew and amiable relations

faltered and failed.

The chronology of negotiations in the U.S,, documents that

follows .is one of -misunderstanding, fear, and mutual distrust,

Ex. Docs., No. 52 (1. Doc.52), 18th Cong, 2d. sess.,

15 Jan., 1825, s.s. 115; "Message from the President of the

United States transmitting information.*.,in relation to the

Western Boundary of the United States." .President James Mon-

roe forwards Secretary of State John Q. Admas's. report stating

transitions in the 4exican government and the postponement in

sending a diplomatic mission to Mexico contributed to the

delay in executing article four of the 1819 treaty with Spain,

Henry Clay to Joel R. Poinsett, 25 Mar., 1825, merican

State 2aPes; Foreign Affairs, V; 908; VI- 578. Secretary

of State Clay emphasizes in these instructions to the new U.S.

Minister to Mexico the necessity. of concluding treaties of

amity, commerce, navigation, and boundary. He suggests that

stress in these negotiations be placed on early recognition

of Mexico by the U.S., and that the U.S. expected no special

privileges for this, but would not accept less than other

nations.

Despatch No. 12, Poinsett to Clay, 5 Aug., 1825; received

3 Oct., 1825, Record Group 59, "fDespatches from the United

States Ministers to Mexico, 1823-190,". , National Archives,
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Washington, D.C. PQinsett suggests the US, negotiate to

extend the boundary with iexico to the Rio Grande, or the

Colorado Rver, or at least the Brazos River and establish

hardy settlers on this frontier.1 1

Despatch. No. 18, Poinsett to Clay, 13 Sept., 1825;

received t18251, Record Group 59 reports a delay in the

commercial treaty negotiations on the priniple of perfect

reciprocity and Jiexico's desire to extend special privileges

to the former Spanish colonies. In cipher Poinsett vows not

to sign any treaty containing this special privilege clause.

Despatch No. 19, Poinsett to Clay, 20 Sept., 1825;

received 4 Nov., 1825, Record Group 59 des tribes an interview

with Mexican minIster of Foreign Affairs Lucas Al'amn in

which Alam n expresses a desire to return the boundary to that

set prior to the Louisiana Purchase until a new agreement can

be reached. Poinsett argues for the Spanish treaty of 1819

earlier acknowledged by Mexico, and that the U.S. would not

give up territory east of the Sabine River or north of the

Red and Arkansas Rivers. Poinsett Suggested to Clay that an

opportune time for a renewal of the U.S. claims to land north

of the Rio Grande or at least the Brazos River had been reached,

%lThroughout this paper the nineteenth century spelling
of "despatch" and Vera Cruz" will be used, and the government
form of dates observed.
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De p tch NQ. 22, Qoinsett to. Clay 28 Sent. 1825;

received 9 DeQ., 1825, record Group 59 announced Alamin's.

replacement by Camacho and problems in negotiation of commer-

cial treaty caused by British acceptance of Mexico's special

privileges for former Spanish colonies. Poinsett reported

his arguments used against this principle in their treaty

with Mexico, and Miguel Ramos Arizpe's. mediation on this subject

between Camacho and himself.

Despatch No. 24, Poinsett to Clay, 12 Oct., 1825; received

7 Jan. , 1826, Record Group 59. Poinsett encloses his letter

to U.S. Minister Rufus King in London giving the background

and arguments used in his negotiations for treaties with

Mexico. He gives -details on the difficulties of article four

and British Minister H.G. Ward's assertion that the British

only agreed to this article after viewing the !4exican-Colombian

treaty. Poinsett notifies King that -this treaty was not rating a

fied and that the British reasons for accepting article four

are now void. Poinsett gives King his own personal views. on

the future British policy in Mexico regarding the commercial

treaties.

Clay to Poinsett, 9 Nov. '1825, A:erican tate;

Foreign Affr ; 854",855. Clay's. despatch to Poinsett

after receipt of Poinsett's.-Despatch No, 18 asserts U.S.

determinat pn not to allow former colonial ties to justify

Mexican extension of special privileges to Latin America.
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If they insist,: then the U.S. will claim those privileges on

grounds tht the 43ijoity of its-territory was ormerly

Spanish. Clay suggests other arguments to use in proving that
the UJ.S. should be considered a vital Part of the American

nations.

Despatch. No. 28, ]Poinsett to Clay, 25 Nov. 1826; received

4 Feb. ,.1826, Record Group 59, Poinsett agrees to use the

U.S.-Colonmbian Treaty as an example in the Mexican negotiations,

He reports that the U.S. has been exexapted from higher duties

paid by other exporting countries, and that upon the arrival

of the Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs negotiations on the

survey of a road to Santa Fe will be reopened.

Despatch No. 31, Poinsett to Clay, 16 Dec., 1825; received

21 Jan., 1826, Record Group 59. Poinsett reports negotiations

delayed by illness of Mexican negotiator and holidays. He

notes that messages on the British-Nexican treaty have arrived

on Mexico and conjectures that they will contain Canning's

objections to article four.

Despatch No. 32, ?oinsett to Clay, .4 Jan., 1826;

received 8 Feb., 1826, ,Aecord Group 59 relates in detail the

British objections to the treaty with Iexico and Poinsett's.

estimation of the British treaty's, chances for passage by the

Mexican congress.

Despatch No. 35, ?oinsett to Clay, . Feb,, 1826; received

21 March, 1826, Record Group 59. Mexican Minister of Foreign
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Affairs CamAcho will traVel to ,LQndon to condIude the Mexican

treaty wit Brit 'n. This will further delay the negotiations

for a U.S. e exican treaty.

Despatch No. 36, Poinsett to Clay, 18 Feb., 1826; received

25 Mar., 1826, record Group 59 relates the renewal of negotiations

for a Mexican-British treaty and the serious illness of Mexican

Minister of Foreign Af fairs Camacho. Poinsett regards this

illness as an excuse for further delay in hi own negotiations

that Are approaching conclusion.

Despatch No.: 40, Poinsett to Clay, 24 May, 1826; received

16 May, 1826, record Group 59. Poinsett believes Camacho's

illness used only as an excuse for continual delay in negow"

tiations and fears that the treaty cannot be concluded before

the end of the Congressional session,

Despatch No. 42, Poinsett to Clay, 30 April, 1826;

received 16 June, 1826, Regord Group 59, Mexican Minister of

foreign Affairs Camacho and Jose Ignacio Estevan are appointed

on 1 lay, 1826, for the resumption of ne otiations with the U.S,

Despatch No. 46, ?Poinsett to Clay, 31 May, 1831;

received 12 July, 1826, Record Group 59. Negotiations on the

commercial treaty are progressing slowly and the principle of

reciprocity sust be abandoned for that of ost-favored-nation,

?oinsett oafers assurance that the Mexican president will call

, special session in August for ratification of the treaty if

it is conzlu..ded..
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Despatch No. 50, P'oinsett to Clay, 12 July, 1826; received

4 sept., -1826, record Group 59. Poinsett forwards a copy of

the conMe~cial treaty just concluded. He gives a complete

report on those principles in this treaty that vary from those

in the U.S. - Colonbian treaty and the influence of the

simultanepus British., Mexican -,U., negotiations on the 

outcome of each treaty. Poinsett 'hopes for exican ratifi-

cation in the special session of the Mexican congress in

Septeber. General JosS Teran is appointed to examine the.

U.S. - Mexicgn boundary and conduct the survey. His departure

is set for October.

Despatch No. 57, Poinsett to Clay, 20 Sept., 1826;

received 6 Nov., 1826, Record Group 59 contains a translation

of the Uexican President's speech on beginning the extraordi-

nary session 9;f Congress, and -his designation of the new tariff

and consideration of foreign treaties as topics to be considered,

Despatch No. 61, Poinsett to Clay, 15 Nov. , 1826; received

25 Dec., 1826, Record Group 59. Poinsett reports the U.S.

4exican treaty will be submitted to the Chamber of Deputies,

and the the Aexican Congress then in session for two months

had not psaed g single piece of legislation.

H. E-x. DQ9s., No. 26 -(R. Docs. No. 25). 19th Cong., 2d

sess., 28 Dec., 1826, .s.s. 150 "Message fro the President

of the United States transmitting information ,..relating to

certain negotiations with the government of the United Mexican

States. !-President John Q. Adams sends a copy of Secretary
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of state Clay's report on activity taken in negotiating a

boundary, eqovexy of runaway slaves rom Texas and the

recovery of debts. from those fugitives in Mexico. Clay

refers in the first two topics to the new treaty and believes

no obs tacles exist in re cover of debts.

Despatch No. 67, Poinsett to Clay, 29 Dec., 1826; received

j 182-71 jRecord Group 59 answers Clay's inquiries on the

restrictions to U.S. shipping by the agreement to the principle

of most-,favored-nation in the Mexican treaty. Poinsett fears

Mexico may insist on a narrower interpretation of this policy

than the liberal one he advocates. He provides the Secretary

of the Legation with a treaty copy and makes the suggestion

that the U.S. wait for the Mexican ratification before making

its own decision.

Despatch No. 68, Poinsett to Clay, 17 Jan., 1827; received

24 Feb., 1827, Record Group 59 notes that the U.S. - Mexican

treaty will be handled with speed by the Mexican Congress.

Poinsett reports that the boundary commission is delayed

because it lacks authorization for expenditures necessary to

its operation.

Despatch No, 69, ,Poinsett to Clay, 20 an,, 1827- received

23 Feb..,, 1827j, Record Group 59 reports that the treaty is

still delayed in the Mexican Congxes not from ill will, but

from lack of experience.
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4es .e 'e;a 1t.e tq the Tre ty of Axi ity, Comne'ce and

Nvigagtion w~tW JMexico, .8 ,Feb,, 1827 Ameran State pers;

7~etgn Afirs, Vy; 578r6-12, President John 9, Adams sends

the treaty with i4exico signed on 10 July, 1827, and encloses

all documents pertaining to the negotiations. These documents

contain Clay' s instructions to Po insett dated 25 March, 1825,

stating objects of his mission and detailed guidelines for

negotiating the treaties. Poinsett is encouraged to push for

a boundary line further west of the Sabine Fiver if possible.

Also enclosed are the protocols of the conference and copies

of notes between the plenipotentiaries stating their position

on articles in question,

Clayj to Poinsett, .15 Mar,f, 1827, Jackson papers, Library

of Congress, ashington, D.C. contains diplomatic instruction

No, 21 to Poinsett giving the official U.S. view toward U.S.

citizens settling in Texas and the inherent difficulties that

will result. Clay emphasizes the need for a boundary settle-

ment that will bring this area into the- union, and gives

explicit instructions for such negotiations with- the amount of

compensation to be paid if the )io Grande or the Colorado

4 yer 4s chosen,

De patch No. 79 PQinsett to Clay, 17 4ar., 18277 received

20Aprtl, 1827,Becord Group 59, Poinsett transmits a copy

of the Br4tish exican treaty of co merce, pity, and navigation

with hiq report that the Mexican Chamber of Deputies has

received a favorable report on, the U.S - exican treaty.
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Dispatch No.' 82, Ppinqett to Cly, 10 April, 1827;

xeceiyed 8 jUne 1827, Record Group 59, contains the Chamber

oE Deputies' cqxmittee report on the U.s,. Mexican treaty.

The Chamber has requested the insertion of An article

accenting the boundary as that set by the spanish treaty of

1819. The British treaty passed the Mexican Congress without

comment.

Despatch No. 88 Poinsett to Clay, 10: My, .1827; received

8 June,, 1827, Reocrd Group 59. Poinsett acknowledges communi"W"

cation of the U.S. Senate resolutions to the Mexican government

regarding the treaty and proposals to renew the negotiations,

He indicates that the treaty is still in the Chamber and is to

be withdrawn by the Executive.

Despatch No. 90, ]?insett to Clay, 10 May, 1827; received

2 July, 1827, record Group 59. Poinsett in a private letter

following this despatch registers his surprise at the decision

of the U.S. Senate on the treaty. He explains his i'otiVes

in accepting the insertion of the additional article proposed

by the Mexican plenipotentiaries, ,and points out the diffir,

culties encountered in negotiating with people who, Poinsett

believes, lack good faith and are afraid of deception

thexaelye

Despatch. No, 91/ Poinsett to Clay, 5 June 1827 received

29, July, 1827, Record Group 59 contas- a copy of the Mexican

President's address at the closing of the congressional session

I
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27 Mg 1827 The U.S. treaty has now pssed the Senate and

ins -der *n. et n in the Canher o.f Deputies. Good

relation ex#t with the U.S,, and a treaty oZ boundary is to

be concluded as soon as pOssible.

Despatch No. 97, %oinsett to Clay, 10 Aug., 1827; received
14 Nov., .8827, Jecord Grxup 59. Poinsett reports his reception

by the Mexican President and his assurances that negotiations

will resume soon. The President indicates his willingness to

drop thQge perts that previously caused the treaty's rejection

by the U.S. Senate. The boundary coupmissioners are about to
leave and Pinsett points out the urgency for negotiations to

beqin so that i; the treaty is concluded, the U.S. commissioners

can join those o Mexico in the survey,

Despatch No. 102, Poinsett to Clay, 6 Oct., 1827; recieved

9 Nov., .1827, Record Group 59 announces that the Mexican Con,

-ress passed an appropriation for the boundary commission

expenses, but the treasury does not have the funds and the

conimissioners cannot leave without thexn. Jose I9gnacio Estevan

and Juan Jose Espinosa have been appointed to negotiate a

boundary treaty with Poinsett. Camacho's expected arrival

continues to delay the opening of negotiations.

Despagtch No. 104, Poinsett to Clay, 24 Oct., 1827; received

10 Dec., 1827, Record Group 59. .Poinsett sends. correspondence.

recguesting passports ofr the Mexican boundary comission and
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his i eply. The eques t includes a lis t o en to ccoapany

the commisioner.

Despatch No. 107, Poinsett to Clay, 10 Nov, l827;

received 5 Dec., 1827, Record Group 59, Caia4chos, illness

giyen as the x'eason for not continuing the negotiations.

President Victoria exp esses his wish th t the treaties be

concluded as -g4ckly as possible and his willingness to drop
the disputed points. Poinsett requests a copy of John Melish'is
xaep published in 1818 and cited in the treaty of boundary in
1819 . The Mexican government had rejected Poinsett' s, a P

published in 1821,

Despatch No. 111, Poinsett to Clay, 12 Dec., 1827;

received 4 eb., 1828, Record Group 59 transxmits: a copy of
the British Mexican treaty signed 26 Dec,, 1826, with the

official Mexic4n Department of State publication, "Primera
$eQretara de Estado, fepartamento del Exterior, seccon 2a "
by Juan Josd Espinosa de los Monteros,

Despatch No. 113, Poinsett to Clay, 8 Jan., 182.8;

received 23 'Feb., 1828, I)ecord Group 59 reports the renewal

of negotiations and Poinsett's. hopes for a prompt and favorable
conclusion of the treaty of amity, commerce, and navigation.

To relove opposition to the coxnge cial treaty in the Chamber of
Deputies inyvlying the boundaxy disputes, ?oinsett arranges to

have the two questions of commerce and boundary separated.

Poinsett discusses possible boundary lines, their chanc e of
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passage in the ChWbex o Deputies, 4nd his acceptance of the

treaty o" 1819 untI it is altered by ne tiations.

Hl XEX Docs, No. 61 (,, DC. 61), 20th Cong., 1pst sess.,

15 Jan., 1828, s.s. ll7; messagee fro the Preident of the

United States t'ransmitting information reCuied... respecting

the Iecovery of Debts in the Mexican states rom Persons

Abscqnding from the United States also respecting the Boundary

Line between the United States and the Province of Texas."

President John Q. Adams sends the report o Secretary of State

Clay stting that inquiries have been made into any obstacle

preventing the recovery of debts, and that the western

boundary negotiations are in prQgress

Despatch No. 115, Poinsett to Clay, 7 'Feb., .1828;

received 10 liar., 1828, Record Group 59, Poinsett sends copies

of the boundary treaty and the protocals of the conferences,

He reports pxrgress on the .commercial treaty by his efforts

to pl~ce the U.S. on the same terms as those secured by the

British.

-Despatch No. 117, oinsett to Clay, 22 Veb., 1828;

received 16 April, 1828, Record Group 59. gives oinsett's. re

port on cqxpliance with all the lter'tipns suggested by the

.S, Sengte in the co);mercia1 treaty and encloses two letters

between PQingett and Cagacho and Estevan on the principle of

"gree ships jaake tree 9oods" in article sixteen.
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Despgtch Ng. 118, pginsett to Clay, 18 r. 1828;

receiyed fI828 , ecord roup 59 sends protocols, of confer

ences held at the euest o the exican pleniptentiaries

to explain doubtful points to the Mexican Congress. These

points relate to the separation of commercial a4reelpents from

those of boundary, the fugitive slave article, the principle

of perfect reciprocity, Indian nation incursions, and passports

for EBuropegn Spaniards.

4esra e Relatiye to the Treaty of Limits with the United

Aexican tates, 22 April, 1828 American State aers Forein

Affairs, VI; 946 president John Q. Adams sends a copy of the

treaty of limits concluded 12 Jan., 1828, to the Senate with

the protocols -f the negotiations between Poinsett, Camacho,

and EsteYn.,

Despatch No. 124, Poinsett to Clay, 24 April, 1828;

received 29 lay, 1828, Record Group 59 notifies. Clay that the

Mexican Chamber has ratified the treaty of limits and the

Senate will now -take action. The exch nge of ratification is

now impossible before the required date, and Poinsett blames

inis ter Camacho for the de lay,,xbut indicates that the treaty

of commerce will be ratified soon.

message Relative to the Treaty QE Axity, Cpmnmerce , and

NW4vi tion with. the United Iexican States, 24 April, 1828F

Amaerican State Pexs; _Qxeitgn Afairse VT; 952, President
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John Q. :4 d1i sends4 copy pf the tre ty concluded

14 Febf, 1828, and copies of the protocols in Spanish and

Englsh of the negotiation conferences,

Despatch No. 125, )Poinsett to Clay, 26 April, 1828;

received 29. May, 1828, Record Group 59 reports the treaty of

limits signed 12 Jan., 1828, and ratified by the Mexican

Senate. The treaty is not forwarded to Washington as its

arrival there would not be possible before the four months

exchange period lapses, and the treaty will need to be resub"0

mitted to the U.S. Senate.

Despatch No. 128, ?oinsett to Clay, 21 Ply, 1828; received

21 July 1828, Record Group 59. Poinsett notifies Clay that the

Mexican Congress has adjourned without ratiying the U.S.-

Mexican treaty. The Mexican Chamber of Deputies reje cted the

article on fugitive slaves and control of border Indians.

Despatch No. 153, Poinsett to Clay, 22 Oct., 1828; received

1 Dec., 1828, Record Group 59. The Mexican senate returns to

the Chamber of Deputies the U.S. - Mexican treaty rejecting

articles 16 though .25, 30, and 32 through 34. This was not

unexpected as a Senate majority disliked the U.S. republican

institutions , preferring ins tead monarchial principles.

If the treaty can Again pass the Chaxpber by a two-thirds

majority, .then only onerthird approval in the Senate is needed,

Despatch No. 156 )oinsett to Clay, 15 Nov., 1828;

received 23 fec., 1828, Reco d Group 59. Poinsett sends
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tranlttQn5 oP extgcts oxi the 4exican engtes-. proceedings

on the U.s, treaty The extract 9 ve deta4.ls ; rejecting

certain articLes and i1p-essions p U,S, Jntiye- in jakin

these Articles.

Despatch No., 166, Poinsett to Clay, .10 Mar, , 1829;

received 17 Apri1, 1829, Record Group 59 discusses the nego"

tiations between the U.S. and Mexico on the treaties and gives

explanations fQr the failure to ratify. This information is

to inforx the new administration of diplomatic events. in

hexico.

Despatch No, 173, Qinsett to Martin Van Buren,

15 YuLy, 1829; received {?j Sept., 1829, Record GrQup 59.

President Vicente Guerrero expresses his desire for a special

session to cover the commercial treaty delayed by monarchial

party opposition. Guerrero assures Ppinett of his determination

for close relations with the U.S.

Despatch No. 174, Poinsett to Van Buren, 22 ,uly, 1829.;

received 22 Sept., 1829, Record Group 59. ,oinsett gives a

history of the treaty negotiations and the diplomatic climate.

of the period with explanations for the lqngj periods of delay.

He akes specific references to earlier despatches and their

enclosures in his attempt to prepare the new administration for

further de ys that the mon4rchIsts: -hye designed tp disrupt

friendly reLations between the U.. and lexico.
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i. Ex. Dpcs, 2 (. Dqc, 2)f 21,t Con, lt sess.,

8 Dec. 1829, 195; '. e s e frQpy the ?re'dent of the.

United State4 to the Two Houses of Congress gt the Commence

m4ent of the irst $essiorn of the Twentyp-first Congpzesso"

President ckson's state of the union ezss age discusses Poin-

sett's efforts. :to negotiate and ratify treaties with T exico.

These efforts are ineffectual because of the personal animosity

toward Poinsett by members of the Mexican government, (pages

5 3 .

Despatch No. j.j, Anthony Butler to Martin Van Buren,

5 Jan., 1830G; received 22 leb., .1830, Record Group 59 reports.

Lucas Alamn is again Minister of Foreign Affairs and predicts.

slow negotiations because of Alamn' s hostile attitude toward

the U.. Butler replaces Poinsett in 14exico to conclude

negotiations on the treaties.

Despatch No. g?, Butler to Van Buren, 15 April, 1830;.

received _l836', Record Group 59. Butler promises to conclude

treaties with a cession of part or all of Texas if a favorable

climate persists and the Iexican government remains stable.

Butler xepoxts lie will manage these people better than Poinsett

and accomplish .the impossible, the accuisition of Texas.

Desptch, No. Butler to Van Buren 19 May -- 21 May, 1830j

rece;yved 20 uly, 1830, Record Group 59. Neotiations are

delayed by editorials in U.S. papexrs that are unfavorable to

Mexico and object to Poinsetts. treatment while U.s. 14inister
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tq XexiCO. Alagan attePits tQ witidrI X"om the negQtiations

However Butler disades. h' 'in the belef- that Alam~n would

continue to cQntrpl negQtiations through. his replacement.

Enclosed s a oappy of the RegistrQ Qficial, 21 y, 1830 and

a translation of an editorial that questions the lack of treaty

ties with the U. , and places the failure of negotiation on

Poinsett's activities. Butler attributes the authorship of

the editorial to Alamn.

Despatch No. {?17 Butler to Van Buren, 29 June, 1830;

received 19 Aug., 1830, Record Group 59. The kMexican Congress

has opened and Alaman agrees to prevent delays by having amity,

commerce, and navigation ratified in Mexico before sending it

to the U.S. Butler believes he can gain Alarn's, confidence

and push the treaties through with the assistance of those men

who have earlier blocked Poinsett' s, efforts,

Despatch No. Butler to Van Buren, .26 Aug., 1830;

received 25 Nov. , 1830f, Record Group 59. The twenty-fourth

article of the treaty is now complete, Alam~n will place it

before the iexican Congress before October and it may be sent

to the U.S. in January. Butler promises to make provisions

in the treaty or overland trade with Santa Fe,

Desptch No. { ,. Butler to Van Buren, 2 NoV., 1830;.

received 19 Dec., 1830, Recrd Group 59 reports. that negotiations

on the corexcial treaty are 'completed, The only additional

article xelates to Santa Fe trade and defers details on
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xre-u1atipns and convoys: until georphic- details are known

Aladmn rxfe5seS the -mst liberal principles And expresses

hopes '.or -rti4icatiqn.

Despatch No. 1 , Butler to Van Buren, 13 Dec., 1830;

received { ?ec. , 1830c, cord GQoup 59. The treaty is to

be given to selected raenbers Q; the Mexican Congress by

AlamJn before it goes to Congress as a body. Alamin antici-

pates no pxoblexn and Butler hopes to send it to Washington in

four weeks.

S. Docs, No. 1, 21st Cong, 2d. sesa., 6 Dec., 1830,

s.s. 203; "4essagre frOIx the President op the United States

to the Two Houses of Congress at the Cormencenent of the

Second Session of the Twenty-first Conress.t l President Andrew

Jackson makes reference to Mexican relations in three para

-raphs which express his confidence that relations between

the two governments are improved and a commercial agreement is

forthcoming. Jackson refers to Mexican claimants, to portions

of Arkansas territory under U.S. jurisdiction, and to hopes

of a peaceful settlement through a permanent boundary agreement,

Despatch No. 8, Butler to. Van Buren, 18 Dec. ,1830;

received 18 ay , 1831, Record Group 59 encloses a synopis of

the treaty concluded on 1 Novamber, 1830, and regrets that this

session O the exican Congress will be unable to receive

the tregty. Butler expresses hope for submission early in

January, 1831.
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LDespgtch No. gj, Butler to Van Buren J 2 an., 83l7

zeceLyed 27 ., 1831, Aecord Group 59, The L,4. treaty is

still before the I, exican overnment Althougth the Mexican

President specifically charges Conjress :n his opening

address to take early action. Butler doubts a decision will

be reached before ebruary , even though the iexican Congress

is aware that the U.S. congressional session ends in March,

.Despatch No. 9, Butler to Van Buren, 19 Feh., 1831;

received 24 Ap;ril, .1831, Record Group 59. The treaty is not

yet laid before Congress. Butler urges Alamtn to have a

translation ready to present to Congress. On 14 Feb., 1831,

Alaman sends a note with a list of changes in the treaty

designed to make it more acceptable to Congress. Alaman states

on 18 February, 1831, that the treaty would reach Congress that

week and plans for Cayetno i-ontoya to carry the ratified

treaty to Washington in April when he receives Jos6 iaria Tornel

as Minister to the U.S. Butler encloses his correspondence

with Alam~n on terminology in the treaty and a printed copy of

Vice President Anastasio Bustamantes. opening remarks to the

Iexicgn Congress in January, 1831.

Despatch No. 11 Butler to Van Buren ,8 April, 1831;

Xeceiyed 31. y, 1831 j ecord Group 59,. Butler regrets that

the treaty is not ready to be sent to Wahington with Sr. Mon

toya. Another' monthh may elapse before it is passed by both

houses.
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Desatch No. 12,. Butler tP. Edwgrd Livingston , 31 )ay, 1831;

xeqeI4yed 21 une, r.1831, Record Group 59, Qnly the fugitive

slave article is causing trouble for the treaty in the Kexican

Congress, A special session of Congress will be called for

discussion and passage of the "treaty. Butlexr encloses a

printed copy of Bustamantes closing remarks to Congress on

21 may, 1831, and a transcript of article thirty-four relating

to fugitive slaves. Butler also requests additional

instructions.

Despatch No. 17, Butler to Livingston, 22 july, 1831;

re ceived 16 Aug., 1831, Record Group 59 reports that the

special session is to begin 1 August, 1831, and that the

treaties are first on the agenda. Butler expresses hope for a

final approval in August,

Despatch No. 19,. Butler to Livingston, 20 Aug., 18311

received 26 Oct., 1831, Record Group 59, The treaty is now

in the Chamber of Deputies and Alam4n expects passage soon,

although. the article on "free ships make free goods" may be

disputed.

Despatch No. 24 Butler to Livingston, 25 Oct., 1831;

received l83l , Record Group 59 sends a copy and translation

of the Comxittee on Foreign Relations!s. report on the treaty

to the Mexican $enate. Alam6n believes the Charber of Deputies

will adopt the treaty. The cpn=nLittees, report follows Butlerls.

Despatch No, 25, The treaty has been before the Congress
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since 7 Aygl, 1831, and only passed the C rber of IDeputies

14 October, 18321 with obLjectons :4de to articles three,

seven, and thirteen. Butler hopes to send the treaty to

Washington in Nqvenber.

Despgtcv No. 28, Butler to Liyingston, 6 Dec., 1831;

received 1 Feb., 1832, Record Group 59, The Chamber of

Deputies and the Sente are dead locked over whether to accept

or re ject article thirty "our. The special session ends in

ten daya and Butler believes that the treaty opponents will

kill it through delay. He agrees to surpress article thirty-

four on fugitive slaves if its inclusion will defeat the treaty.

Dispatch. No. ~Butler to Livingston, 23 Dec., 1831;

received 1832, Record Group 59. Butler sends the commercial

treaty as revised and passed by Mexican Congress with the

rejection o article thirtyfour. He credits. his own firm

hand in a note to Alam~n for passage of the treaty on the last

day. Butler maintains that severance of relations was

preferable to further humiliating delay and his note to Alamn

is enclosed. Butler hopes now for action on Texas.

Despatch No. 29, Butler to LivingstOn, 24 Dec., 1831;

received 1reb , 18321, record Group 59 tyes very detailed

explanatiQns q the proceedings in both houses o the JMexican

Congress on the treaty and the protocola inyolyed.

Butler to Jackson 2 Jan., 1832, Jackson Papers. Butler

writes in detail on the treaties just concluded, voicing his
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pininn on the need for careful U, review o the 'Boundary

treaty concluded bP ponsett before formally pproving it.

He review in detail the ambitions of the administration with

regard to Texa, and the problems inherent in accepting out,

right the earlier boundary set in 1819 with 3pain.

Jackson to Butler, l9 April, 1832, Jackson Papers.

Jackson explains the inability to separate consideration of

boundary treaty from the commercial treaty. The boundary

commission must work for a more favorable line and Butler

need not be concerned about it..

11. Ex. Docs., No. 225 (ki, Doc, 225)_ 22nd Cong., 1st

sess., ay , 1832, s. 220; "Treaties with exico,

Iday 1, 1832.". President Jackson officially proclaims the.

treaty of amity, commerce, and navigation concluded on

15 April, 1831. Included in his message is a bilingual copy

of the treaty of limits concluded 12 January, 1838, with the

additional articles concluded 5 April, 1831.

Butler to Jackson 21 June, 1832, Jackson Papers. But

ler report he will enter negotiations when political

conditions are more settled. He believes more can be accomr-

plished through Alamdn'Is influence than any other and empha"n

sizes his pwn ability :to influence Alain- to negotiate with

hir on Texa, He estimates tat a treaty will be possible in

three' mAonth, .He rec guests that the boundary commission insist

on the western branch of the Sabine giver to prolong negotiations
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and allow hi -aore time. lea nn reports that the treaties

are ratified and that ratification is exhanged,

Butler to Jackson, 22 Dec , 1832 Jackson Papers. But"

ler gives a lengthy, heated rebuttal to remarks made by

William SLade of Vermont in the House of Representatives

attributing the treaties with Mexico to the previous adminis

tration. He gives hi own estimate of the amount of influence

he had on the final versions and places credit with the

Jackson administration. Poinsett's. difficulties in Mexico

and his departure are reviewed in full.

Despatch No. 61, Butler to Henry McLane, 4 Feb, ,18341

received ?, 1834 , Record Group 59 includes notes made on

two numbers of the Pheniex of the 4 and 15 of January, 1834

with. number four of the Indicator edited by a priest. Number

four of the Indicator discusses U.S. jexican relations,

particularly the boundary discussions.

Butler to Jackson, 7 Mar., 1834, Jackson Papers. Butler

admits that no hope exists for negotiating for Texas under

the present Mexican administration and suggests that Jackson

be ready to establish the boundary based solely on prior rights,

He follows with a detailed account of the historic U.S. right

to the disputed territory, 4exico-s. inability to protect

Texas, and her belief that the U.s, is on the brink of civil

war, thereby being unable to take Texas, He urges the use of

force.
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Despatph No. 72, Butler to c1ane, 1 July .1834;

received 11 eag., 1834. 1Butle acknowledges orders to conq

clnde a boundary treaty and to return with a ratified copy t

the U.S. He reqests an immediate leave of absence to inter-

yiew both cLane and Jackson who will then decide whether he

should remain in Kexico.

Butler to Jckson, 20, Qct., 1834, Jackson Papers.

Butler cautions that if it is necessary for Mexico to ratify

the new boundary convention before he brings itato the U.S,

then it will be necessary to delay until the exican Congress

conyenes on 1 January, 1835. He again holds out the hope of

acquiring Texas and the advisability of his returning to

2exico imediately after he delivers the boundary agreement,

Ex. Docs.), No. 2 (11. Doc. 2), 23d Cong. , 2d sess.,

1 Dec., 1834, s.s.- 271; "Message from the President of the

United States to the Two Houses of Congress at the Com-ence-

.ment of the Second Session of the Twenty -third Congress."

Jackson notes that the appointment of the lexican boundary

commissioners have been delayed by civil war, necessitating

an additional article to the pre-existing treaty to ake new.

arrangements for the joint project. This article is soon to

be rati ied in Mexico,

Despatch No. 85, Butler to John Forsyth 3 Jan., 1835;

received 16 ?eb., 1835, record Group 59 encloses A copy of a

letter to exican Minister of Foreign Aff airs Gutigrrez de

Estrada stating U.S. willingness to renegotiate the boundary



38

treaty noting thgt twq pxevfous efforts xnisc~rried because of

.exico 's 5- ure to impleent their articles.

Despatch I.O. Butler to Forsyth, 13 Tn., 1835;

received ?, 1 835 , Record Group 59. Butler provides the
background on :recent negotiations on the treaties his previous

JinstructiQns from $cLane to return to the U., the previous

June with the treaty, and his explanations for the delay. He

gives a detailed and favorable account of his efforts, and

believes tht he will return in April with a ratified treaty,
Despatch Nq.' 80 .(9.0) , Butler to orsyth, 31 ar., 1835;

received 30 April, 1835, Tecord Group 59 reports renewal of
the boundary treaty to be completed in a few days, and gives.

assurance that ratificatiQn will be at once and transmitted in
accordance with the instructions of January, 1834. Butler

assures Forsyth that the U.5. will, gain a valuable tract of

county which is now either unsettled or under Iexican dominion.

He credits this success to a private interview with Ijiguel

Barrag~n, minister of Foreign Affairs and gives 4 detailed

account of the negotiations.

Butler to Jackson, 6 June, 1835, Record Group 59. Butler
annQunces his arrival in New qrk with, the bQundary treaty

and the -rrivalJ of a Iexican representative with his copy in

New Orlegns.

Ex, .Docs,, No. 2 (A. Doc, 2), 24th Cong, 1s, lt sess

7 Dec., ,1835, ,s.. 286; " message from the president of the.
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United States to the Two, Houses of Cln9pe At the Conpmence

iAent o the 2ixst Session of the TwentyouxtW Congess"

Page six of ksQnp.'sp :state of the union address reports the

extension of the boundary conPmissioners ;tfication and

that it will be sent to the Senate fox cQnsideratiqn.

ExJ, Doc$.,, No, 250 (. Doc, 250),,24th , 1st sess.

6 May, 1836, s. s, 291 "Boundary with JIexico; message from

the President of the United States upon the Subject of the.

Treaty of Liuinits with exico." .Jackson sends a copy of an

additional article to the boundary treaty that sets the time

limit o survey and provides instructions for surveyors, The

information is fox the cQnsideration and action of Congress.

H. Ex. Docs., No. 42 R. Doc. 42) , 25 Cong., 1st sess,

3 Oct. 1833, s.s. 311; "Boundary -United States and Mexico;

Message from the ?resident Of the United States Transmitting

Information P-ecuired...Concerninq the Boundary Between the

United States and the Republic of Mexico." Secretary of State.

Forsyth sends all communications with Mexico on the boundary

and any proposition fpr cession of territory to the U.S.

Dates include 1825 1836 and communications involving-; U.S

Secretaries of State Ohn Q. Adams, Clay, Yn auren, Livingston,

XcLane, and Me syth; gexican 5Ainistes pf orein Affairs

Alam4n, .CaMa cho, Gutidxez de Estrada, and Barraq n; U.S.

inis ter to Mexico Poinsett and Cha'gd ButleJ Mexican Charg s

to the U.S. Torrens , Montoya, and Castillo y Lanza; Mexican
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ElVQY EStrOdina ALVQ Qbxregn and eXcan .inister to.

the UXS. Tnue de GQrQatiza, includedd are 1nStructi ns to

the U,.', inPIter and Ch4r xegadixng placement o the boundary

and interest in Texasr replies frOm the exican negotiators

contained in U.S. despatches, and letters not included in other

sources fxwa the iexican mister in the US, to the U.S. State

Department giving the exican side of the negotiations. These

dqcumenta trace the negotiations from Clay ts, first instructions

to Poinpett thx'ougjh ForsythI's and Gorostiz i s signing of an

agreement tQ the second additional article of the treaty

setting the surveyors' instructions on 18 April, 1836.



CHAPTER I I

THE NEGOTIATIONS ,FOR THE SANTA 7gE TRADE

Traders along the Santa Fe trail from MissOuri to New

Mexico came equipped for every hardship; Indians climate,

geography, and troubles with the Mexican customs officials.

Their patience and tenacity were equaled by that of the U.S.

diplomatic corps in iexico City whose difficult assignment

was to. negotiate: for favorable tariffs, military protection

for the caravans, a surveyed road, and consuls in each of the

market centers.

These negotiations began in 1825 at the instigation of

Kissouri senators lobbying for powerful merchants in their

home state. For these Missouri traders, extension of their

businesses into the frontier provinces. of Mexico was a logical

progression. They could supply the needs of this area much

more cheaply and with better goods than the Mexican merchants.

The Santa Fe trade was also lucrative for both Anglos and

Mexicans. 'For example, .an inexpensive investment in simple

cotton goods often resulted in over three hu:red percent prom

fit in mules and precious metals. On the other hand, Mexican

authorities in the northern provinces unofficially welcomed

this trade and used it -to. supplement their income through

both legal and illegal methods. Officially, however, the

federal government in Mexico City employed every means to

41
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delay and harass this extension of United States economic

interests. Mexican fears of boundary incursions stemmed from

concern over losing their valuable frontier provinces through

economic dependence on the United States. To forestall this,

the Mexican government placed trade restrictions on the amount

and type of goods allowed intQ the-frontier provinces. They

continually increased the customs duties on cotton goods,, hoping

to protect their own slender industry and increase revenues,

Joel 4. Poinsett, United States Minister to Mexico,

negotiated over fo-r years for a survey of the Santa Fe Trail,

its demarcation, and regulation. The survey was finally

authorized, but no markers of any kind were allowed by the

Mexican government. Only after Poinsett's own return to

Washington in 1829, did the. Mexican government make provisions

for overland trade with the United States in the commercial

treaty of 1830. Delaying tactics by the Mexican government

were motivated by fears that apparent pro-American policies.

would invite criticism and possible charges of unpatriotic

practices. from opposition parties. Such charges could easily

result in loss of power. On the other extreme, the Mexican

administrations could not afford to offend their northern

neighbor by denying trade privileges with the northern frontier.

And to do so would, invite the practice of smuggling, loss of

revenue, and the possible loss of United States naval

assistance in the event of European intervention. The diplo,t

matic tight rope restricted decisive action on the part of
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the Mexican negotiators. Delay was their best option. But,

this policy left MeXico cQnsistently open to charges of bad

faith by the United States negotiators and President. In these

negotiations, as in the assQciated trade and boundary negolm

tiations, chaotic Mexican political conditions in themselves

often prevented quick, decisive settlement.

Accordingly, the Santa Fe trade was conducted under

difficult conditions and capricious tarrif regulations until

1845, when the Mexican government ended all foreign retail trade

in Mexico.

Ex. Papers,, No. 79 (H. Doc. 79),, 18th Cong., 2d. sess,

Qct., 1824, s.s. 116; "Petition of Sundry Inhabitants of the

State of Missouri upon the .Subject of a Communication Between

the Internal Provinces Qf JMexico .... " This petition recounts

the hardships encountered in trade with the provinces of New

Biscay, New Mexico, Cpaquilla, Sonora, and Sinoloa along routes

that mus t originate on the Mexican Coasts from ports of Vera

Cruz and San Blas. The petitioners note that 700 miles of

open hospitable country separates Santa Fe from Missouri and

Arkansas. They request extension of Indian intercourse to end

harrassent, the establishment of roads, stations, agencies,

and treaties similar to those enacted between Tennessee,

Kentucky, Ohio, Natchez, and New Orleans tribes. Included

by the petitioners to persuade the Congress to act favorably

on this matter is a letter from Alphonso Wetmore dated
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August 19,. 1824. This letter gives a short history of the

Santa Fe trade based on information supplied by Colonel

Benjamin Cooper, "an old and very respected inhabitant of this

country," (p.5). Wetmore gives the names of leaders, numbers

of people involved, goods, profits, and mileage in the Santa

Fe trade. He requests a marked road and protection.

3. Docs., No. 7, 18th, Cong., 2d. sess., Nov., 1824,.

s.s. 108; "Answers of August Storrs, pf issouri to Certain

Querries Upon the Qr igin, present State, and Future Prospect,

of Trade and Entercourse Between Missouri and Internal Pro

vinces of Mexico Propounded by the lion. Mr. Benton." Storrs

discusses routes used, ,amount of return, geography, duties

paid, state of Mexican internal trade, and the economy of the

Mexican provinces of Sonora, Chihuahua, Purango, and New

Mexico. Storrs rec4uests a road be laid out between Ft. Osge

and the Arkansas River by means of earth mound markers, a

garrison be stationed on the Arkansas River, and consuls be

placed in Santa Fe and Chihuahua. Storrs also expresses con

cern that the. garrison on the Arkansas River might interfere

with the migration of buffalQ and thereby harming the Indians

and leading to trouble lie therefore requests treaties be

moade with all Indians on the route.

Despatch No. .5, J oel R. Poinsett to Henry Clay,

18 June, 1825; received 21 Sept., 1825, Record Group 59,

"Despatches from the United States Ministars to Mexico,
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1823 1906," National Archives, W4shinton, D.C. I inister

Poinsett reports :to Secretary of State Clay on conversations

with 24exican i4inister of Voreign Affairs Lucas Alam~n on a

road from the western U.S. to Santa 'e. Alamn refuses to

discuss a trade road until a boundary line is set. Poinsett

encloses his note to Alam~n telling _f tha U.S. President's

authorization to construct a road to the boundary of the U.s.

the appointment of three- commissioners tp mark the road, and

the routes taken by traders from 4issouri to Santa Fe.

Despatch No. 6, Poinsett to Clay, 18 July, 1824;

received 20 Sept., 1825, Record Group 59. Poinsett reports

no answer from A lam~n on his note concerning the Santa Fe

road dated 11 une, 1825. He encloses his note protesting

the exhorbitant duties on U.S. cotton.

Despatch No. 7 - 8, oinsett to Clay, 18 July, 1825;

received 20 Sept., 1825, Record Group 59. The problem of a

boundary settlement now interferes with, the demarcation of a

trade route to Santa Fe. Alamn refuses to set limits without

more information and sent his views on the Santa Fe road and

the treaties pending with the U.S. ?oinsett encloses this

note for Clay. The k1exican overnment regards with suspicion

any advancement toward Texas and New Mexico.

.Despatch No. 191, Poinsett to Clay, 27 July, 1825;

received 17 Sept., 1825, Reord Group 59, contains Poinsetts.

reply to Alam6n's note on delay of the Santa Fe road. Poinsett
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regrets the delay in markin- the road and the injuy this

might have on the rising commerce between the U.S. and New

Mexico. He urges the settlement of the commercial treaty and

states the U.S. government could not appoint a boundary

commission before the spring of 1826. The survey would take

at least one year, leaving the question unsettled for two more

years. In cipher to Clay, Poinsett offers his opinion that the

delay could assist in acquiring Texas. The area is populated

by granters and squatters from the U.S., ,.a hard group to"

govern.

Despatch No. 14, ?oinsett to Clay, 17 Aug., 1825;

received 19 Sept., 1825, record Group 59.. Poinsett sends

Alamnn's final nQte on the Santa Fe road regretting the delay

in marking the road, but the consent of the Mexican Congress

is necessary before the President can act. He requests the

results of the U.S. road commission's. demarcation to facilitate

locating customs houses.

Despatch No. 33, Poinsett to Clay, 14 Jan., 1826; receiyed

26 Feb., 1826, Record Group 59.. The Mexican Ninister of

Foreign Affairs has met with Poinsettto hear his arguments for

a Santa Fe road. Nothing was decided.

Despatch No. 34, oinsett :to Clay, 18 Jan., 1826; received

27 Feb., 1826. The question of a Santa Fe road is now sent

to the exican Congress. If it is delayed there more than three

months, Pinsett plans to write the U.S. commissioners who are

waiting in Santa Fe.
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Despatch WQ. 45, Poinsett to Clay, 17 May, l826; received

21 June,, 1826, Recprd Gxpup 59,, encloses a translation of a

note from the Mexican Ninister of Foxreign Affairs on the Santa

Fe road. Poinsett regrets. the delay and inconvenience to

Coimissioner George C. Sibley in Santa Fe. Instructions were

sent tq Sibley to survey, but not to mark the road. The

Chamber of Deputies will decide later on the marking,

Despatch No. 84, poinsett to Clay, 13 April, 1827; received

6 June, 1827, Record Group 59. The Mexican government resents

U.S. citizens trading arms to the Indians and prohibits this

in Mexican territory. Jany desire to prohibit all trade

between Missouri and Newl Mexico Texas. Claims againstthe

Indians and bandits in this area add to their motives for

trade restriction.

S. Docs., No. 52, 20th Cong., 2d. sess., 3 Jan., 1829

s.s. 181: "Memorial of the Legislatuge of Nissouri.", This

petition requests protection from raiding Indians for the

Santa Fe traders. A lucrative business has been carried on

for the past six years in domestic cotton dry goods. They

offer suggestions for military protection and Indian control.

S. Docs., No. 46, 21st Cong. lst sess., 5 Feb., 1830;

s.s. 192; "Jessage from the President of the United States

.... Relating to the Protection of the Trade Between Missouri

and iexico. president Jackson sends with his cover statement

notes from the Secretary of War on the official reports of
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troops assigned to protect car4Ans Qn the Santa e roac in

the summer of 1829. These reports include the official re"

port of Major Bennett )Riley and a summary of correspondence

with a Mexican officer, Joseph Anthony Viscarra on the subject

of trade.

Despatch No. j7j, Anthony Butler to. martin Van Buren.

26 Aug, r.1830; received 25 Nov., 1830, Record Group 59. But"

ler reports the twenty-fourth article of the commercial treaty

complete and he now hopes to make provisions for overland

trade with Santa Fe.

Despatch No. , Butler to. Van Buren, 2 Nov., 1830;

received 19 Dec., .1830, jRecord Group 59. A new article is

added to the commercial treaty allowing the Santa Fe trade

but it defers details on regulations and convoys until more

geographical details are known.

Despatch No. 11, Butler to Van Buren, 8 April, 1831;

31 .ay , 1831, Record Group 59. Butler ealier requested U.S,

troops to convoy the annual caravan from Missouri to Santa Fe.

as far as Rio Colorado, but the Mexican Congress must pass on

this. As soon as permission is received Santa Fe will be

informed and may relay it to. the U.S. troops in Arkansas.

S. Docs., No. 90 , 22d Cong. , 1st ses s., 8 Feb., 1832,

S.s. 213: "Message from the President of the United States

in Compliance with. a Resolution of the Senate Concerning the

Fur Trade, and Inland Trade to Mexico." A cover note from

President Jackson transmits a report of the Secretary -of War
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giving information on numbers and names of Americans killed

or robbed while fur tradin ox cargvaning to Santa Fe. Secd<

retary Cass's report includes infEormation from the Superin.-

tendent of Indian Affairs headed, "Second Branch of Inquiry

The Condition of the Inland Trade of Mexico." This infor-.

mation provides instructions on dealing with hostile Indians,

and tribal names of those groups along the road.

Ex. Docs. , No. 2 (H. Doc. 2)., 22d Cons.-, 2d ses.,

4 Dec., 1832, s.s. 233; "Message of the President of the

United States." President Jackson in his state of the union

message notes the termination of the civil struggle in Mexico

will greatly benefit U.S. trade, that even now is daily

increasing with the Santa Fe caravans under government pro-

tection (pp. 5 - 71.

S. Docs., No. 400, 24th COng., 1st sess., 14 June, '1836,

s.s. 283: "Message from the President of the United States

...on the Subject of Depredations by the exicans on the Prom

perty of Messrs. Chouteau and Demun." Secretary of State

Forsyth sends correspondence relating to the claims of Chouteau

and Demun for seizure of their lawfully licensed caravans in

Santa Fe in 1817. This. correspondence provides information

of trade activities for this period and the risks involved in

trading with the Mexican frontier provinces.

S. Docs., No. 424, 24th Cong., lst sess,, 2 July, 1836,

s.s. 284: "In the Senate of the United States Mr. Clay Zade
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the Followin9 Report; Coxrittee On FQreign Relations...

Transxiitting a report o; the Secretary of State, In Regard to

Depredations Co emitted Upon the 'Person's and Property of

Jlessrs. Chouteau and Deaiun." The Coim ittee report considers

the attacks made upon lawful citizens pursuing Santa Fe trade

a violation of U.S. jurisdiction and soil. The committee

demands redress be m'ade to the merchants,

H. pt., No. 540, 26th Cong., 1st sess., 12 May, 1840

ss, 372 '"TO Establish Ports of Entry in Arkansas and

Qissouri...to Accompany Bill No. 441 ." The report requests

ports be made on the .EPed and Arkansas Rivers to allow the

advantages enjoyed by. sea trade to inland trade with Santa IF

A note is made that the .majority of the qoods from the U.S,

are cotton products exchanged for Mexican gold and silver.

S. Docs., No. l, 28th Cong., 1st sess., 5 fec., 1843,

s.s. 431g " eessaqe from the President of the United States

to the Two houses of Congress at the Cormencement of the First

Session of the Twenty-eighth Congress. President Tyler

reports on the DNexican decree of 23 September, 1843, rhiitint

feiners from engaging in retail trade in Mexico. The Santa

Fe trade has been ended by petition of the Mexican government

(pp. 6 - 8, 25 - 43).
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THE TEXAS QUESTION

The Texas question :loomed as a dark specter on the hori

zon of United States 4exican diplomatic relations from the

beginning of treaty negotiations in 1825. United States claims

against Mexico would later share in importance as a major cause

for hostilities between the two countries, but claims never

captured the imagination of the American populace as did Texas.

Joel R,. Poinsett, United States Minister, first suggested

to President John Q. Adams that a more favorable boundary than

that set by the 1819 treaty with. Spain might be negotiated,

Poinsett expressed the thoughts. of many Americans that the

Texas territory originally belonged within the Louisiana Pur

chase. These Americans desired a reannexation of this area

.to the United States. Mexico, .as early as the Edwards revolt

of 1827, regarded the United States interest in Texas with

suspicion. indeed, many Mexican government officials believed

the United States to be guilty of complicity. in the 'uprising.

Andrew Jackson firmly believed Texas to be necessary for the

United States' security, and that the area had been unwisely

lost by the treaty of 1819., Upon taking office, Jackson

instructed Poinsett to negotiate what he termed a

"retrocession" of United States eterritQry. Jackson was

supported in his opinions by an old friend Anthony Butler,

51
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Butler had recently traveled in Texas and had written to Jacks

son of its paradise-like qualities. He suggested a fiver-part

plan for United States negotiators to. use in its acquisition.

Jackson accepted the Butler plan and sent its author to Mexico

as Poinsett's, assistant in the negotiations. The Mexican

newspapers quickly reported Butler's. arrival and the amount of

-money offered for the purchase of Texas. Poinsett's activities

in Mexican politics forced his recall in 1829, leaving Butler

as the principal negotiator for the United States.. Unfor" '

tunately for future United States. - Mexican relations , Anthony

Butler was unscrupulous and did not possess the subtlety

necessary for diplomacy. He continued to report near success

in Texas negotiations to President Jackson even though the

cession of national territory was prohibited by Mexican law.

His heavy handed intrigues did little to improve the Mexican

trust of the United States. A year prior to the Texas revoT,

lution, Butler suggested bribery as a means to obtain the.

desired result in his negotiations. Even with this breach of

diplomatic ethics Jackson did not immediately recall Butler.

Jackson was cautious enough to maintain an official policy of

neutrality during the Mexican - Texas conflict of 1836.

This policy of neutrality was wisely continued by his

successors Kartin Van Buren and John Tyler. Unfortunately

many United States citizens did not concur and publicly pro"

fessed sympathy for their Anglo relatives who were fighting

the barbaric Mexican army under Santa Anna. Volunteer
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companies and money were sent by many cities :to assist the

Texans. Mexico's : Minister to the United States, Gorostiza,

protested these acts as violation of American neutrality and

finally severed relations when United States General E.P.

Gaines crossed the Sabine Jiver.

The ten years of Texas independence did little to improve

United States - Mexican relations. The United States Congress

received memorials both for and against Texas annexation.

Many citizens petitioned for redress of injuries committed

against their friends and relatives taken with the Texas Santa

Fe Expedition and imprisoned in Mexico City. As public feeling

against Mexico increased, the nation notified the United States

that any attempt to annex Texas would be considered as an act

of war.

Texas became a hot political issue in both countries,.

Any Mexican government that considered recognition of Texas

independence or the acceptance of compensation from the United

States for its annexation was guilty of treason. Regaining

Texas had become a symbol of Mexican nationalism. Suffering

at home from economic chaos, her vast frontier lands were

the last vestige of Mexico's. once bright promise. A war for

national honor was the only option available to the Mexican

government if the United States persisted in its. demands for

annexation.

IA the United States, president John Tyler shared Jack

son's desires for Texas. He discounted Mexico's threats of



54

war as having any influence on the annexation of Texas, for

Texas was an independent nation reCognized by many major

powers , and Iexico could no longer dictate her future,. In

the United States,many domestic considerations influenced

the annexation movement. The extension of slavery into any

new state entering the. union had become a *ajor political

issue and Texas became an important factor in this ongoing

debate during the presidential elections of 1844. Neutrality

toward annexation was not politically possible. James K. Polkf

an expansionist,. believed Texas to be a portion of the

Louisiana Purchase and favored the immediate reannexation of

the area to the United Ptates. 4More moderate candidates

failed and Polk won the election. Nucb of the country was

prepared to accept Texas as a state despite exico's. threats,

On July. 4, 1845, a Texas convention accepted the annex,

ation treaty offered by the Tyler- Polk administrations,

United States troops moved across disputed territory to the

north bank of the Rio Grande allegedly to protect the new

state against Mexican aggression.

In Mexico the cautious Paredes government could not pres

vent the war movement. To 4exico, the United States'.

annexation of the Mexican province of Texas constituted an

act of war. 2exican troops were then moved to the south bank

of the Rio Grande. With opposing armies facing each other

across the river, fighting began.
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The United States. documents that Qllow chronicle the

diplomatic activities between the United States and Mexico

on the Texas question, prior to the coIpencexpent of hostilities

in the spring of 1846..

Despatch No. 19]., Joel j. Poinsett to Henry Clay,

27 July, 1825; received 17 Sept., 1825, ecqrd Group 59,

"Despatches from the United States ministers to tMexico 1823

1906," National Archives, Washington, D.C. Joel R. Poinsett,

U.S. kiinister to Mexico, belieyes there is apprehension in

Mexico over U.S. designs for the country north of the Rio Grande,

Tn cipher he expresses his belief that a delay in a boundary

treaty will work in the U.S. favor for acquiring Texas. The

area is being populated by- ,grantees and squatters from the U,S.,

a population hard to govern.

Despatch No. 12, Poinsett to Clay, 5 Aug., 1825; received

3 Oct., 1825, Aecord Group 59. Poinsett proposes the extensiQn

of the U.S. boundary to the Rio Grande, or the Colorado River,

or at least to the Brazos River, and the. placement of hardy

settlers in this region.

Despatch No. 19, Poinsett to Clay, 20 Sept., 1825;

received 4 November, 1825, ecord Group 59. Lucas Alandn,

Mexican IYinister of foreign Aff rs, expresses his preference

for the boundary set prior to the Louisiana Purchase. Poinsett,

however, argues for that boundary set by the U.S. treaty with.

Spain in 1819, already agreed upon by Mexico. He does agree
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to negotiate a new treaty, but not to9Lvye up any land east

oJ the Sabine giver, or north o the. i1ed and 2rkansas Rivers.

Poinsett believes that this is an opportunity to gain the

lands north of the ii Grande.

H. EX. DQcS., No. 25 (H, -Dpc. 25), ,19th Cong., 2d sess.,

28 Dec., 1826, ,.s. 150; messagee fro the President o the

United States Transmitting Intormation...Relating to Certain

Negotiations with the Governxent of the United I-exican States, R

President John Q. Adams reports that obstacles in the province

of Texas hindering the recovery of debts from fugitives have

not been substantiated.

Despatch Np. 74, poinsett to Clay, 21 Feb., 1827

received 7 April, .1827, recordd Group 59, ;reports news of the

Edwards revolt in Texas using NacQdoches as their head-

quarters,. 4greeients have been ade by the Edwards, group with

the Indians . iSope mebers of the Mexican Chgpber of Deputies

suspect the J.S. of c mplicity. Poinsett believes the cause

of discontent in Texas is the talk of freeing all the slaves.

He does not regard 1exico as capable of stopping an uprising

of Indians and Whites, and regards the exican's uncompro-

zising nature as vainness.

Clay to Poinsett, 15 mar., .1827, J4ckson papers, Library

of Congress, Washington, D.C. A copy of the diplomatic

instructions to poinsett, ,ths document gLyes the official

U.s. view of her citizens settling in Texas on Mexican land

grants. Clay expresses concern over the inevitable
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dif ficultie inhej'ent in this Anglg ppleniztion and the need

for a boundary settlement. He gives explicit instructions on

negotiating the boundary treaty. and the Amount Of compensation

to be paid if the ;Rip Grande O- Colorado ,iver is settled UpOn.

Despatch No072, Poinsett to Clay, 7 Feb., .1827;

received 22 mar., 1827, Re crd Group 59. Poinsett sends a

note from Minister of Foreign Affairs Juan JOSE Espinosa on

the aggression conlmitted by persons residing in the U.S. on

the 5exican town of Nacogdoches was hi own reply. The inci

dent included the capture and confinement of the alcalde and

head of the town' s militia by Anglos, who released them only

after learning of the approach of a superior Mexican force,

Poinsett agrees :to request the U.S. government to prevent

further incursions.

Despatch No. 77, Poinsett to Clay, 8 tr., 1827;

received 10 May, 1827, IRecord Group 59.. General Manuel

Rinc6n with 1,000 men are to leave Vera Cruz for Matagorda

to end the insurrection in Texas. This company is to be net

by 10 ,000 interior troops. The Mexican Cpngress: voted

oneshalf million dollars for their expenses. This show of

force is to. discourage further uprisings. The Mexican

President expresses :confidence in the neutrality of the U,.S.

and wishes the U.3. President would state his disapproval Qf

the insurrection.

Despatch No. 113, Poinsett t- Clay, 8 Jan., 1828;

received 23 Feb., 1828, Recrd Group 59. The Mexican Chamber
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of ieputies earlier passed a re$Qlutipn not to accept a

boundary tnless ,it recQgnized those limits set by the Treaty

of 1819 between the U.S. and Spain. Poinsett believes

altering the boundary to the Rio Grande as suggested by Clay

would bring Opposition, even with the prospect of renumeratijn.

Selling national land is prohibited by the Mexican constitution,

but if later negotiations set the boundary at the Rio Grande

it would be legal. To prevent further de lay in a boundary

treaty, Poinsett agrees to those set by the Treaty of 1819.

Message relative to the treaty of limits with the United

Mexican States American State rs Fore , V 946.

President Adams sends a copy of the boundary treaty concluded

12 January, .1828 and the protocols of the negotiations

between Sebastian Camacho, Juan I. Esteva, and Poinsett.

Despatch No. 121, Pinsett to Clay, 23 April, 1828-

received g1828 ,)Record Group 59. U.S. yessles trading with.

Matagorda, Texas and other Texas ports: are affected by a

decision of the Mexican government to end the practice allowing

duty free importation of articles consumed by the Texans.

Poinsett asks for time to infor U.S. shipped's, but his request

is refused because the trade has always been illegal for

foreigners. All foreign vessels in the unopened Texas ports

will be regarded as smugglers.

Despatch No. 136, Pjinsett to Clay, 14 July, 18287

received 19 Sept., 1828, Record Group 59, contains correspondence

between Poinsett and Minister of Foreign Affairs Juan de Dios
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Nacogdoches.

Despatch No. 138, Poinsett to Clay, 15 july, 1828;,

received 19 Sept. 1828. ]?insett forw rds correspondence

on ships trading with: Texas ports: that are closed to lawful

commerce.

Despatch No. 175, Poinsett tq Van Buren,, 2 Aug., 1829,;

received 6 Qct., 1829,. Record Group 59. Poinsett sends his

correspondence with the Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs

on the ruTored hostile preparations in the U.S. for an

invasion of Mexican territory in Texas. Poinsett candidly

assesses the Mexican government's. conduct of diplomatic

relations as "absolutely ridiculous, and ought only to excite

compassion" (p.1). He reports the Mexican belief that all

foreigners covet Mexico and regard it as a country favored

above all others. These -fears are excited by a 4exican agent

in Texas , General Manuel de Mier y Terar nh dislikes Americans,

Poinsett quotes extensively from a letter of General TeranIs

assessing the Texas situation and grglically describing U,$,

designs to acquire Texas. Poinsett reassures Minister Jose

Maria Bocanegra of the neutrality of the U.S.

Anthony Butler to Martin Van Buren, ill Aug., l829

Van Buren Papers, Library of Congress, Wshington, D.C.

Butler presents his seven-part Argument for acquiring Texas

and setting the Nueces River as the desired boundary in

59
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negotiations by the U.5. Minister to eico. .He livess as

advantages to Mexico in settling upon the Nueces iver as the

boundary, the gaining of needed .onies, a nore easily

defended rontier that is closer to Mexico City, and relief

from the ndian problem. He gives his own estimate of the

legality of Mexico's claim of the sabine as the boundary and

suggests that an Able U.S. Minister' could play upon Mexican

suspicions to favorable advantage. He encloses a description

of Texas geo raphy, climate, and economy.

Andrew Jacks5on to Van Buren, 12 Aug., 1829, Van Buren

Papers. Jackson is pleased by Anthony Butler's. documents and

letter relating to Texas and is anxious to meet with him and

Van Buren. He states that 'the U.S. places the top offer for

Texas at five millions and his own personal belief that God

never intended for the branches of the Mississippi River and

its. valley to be divided by two nations.

f4ackson to Van Buren, 13 Aug., 1829,]. Van Buren Papers,

Jackson gives the guidelines for Poinsett to follow in

negotiating for Texas and the contingencies to follow if

events. change. He believes now is an advantageous time to

negotiate as the Mexican government is unstable and in need

of money. Poinsett is tQ negotiate: first or the Rio Grande,

and then the Nueces Rivers as boundaries. Tackson expresses

his opinion that the U.S. surrendered this territory earlier

under the Treaty of 1819. He emphasizes the vital nature of
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this 'area to .S. security and the danger o havn in5 Mexican

settlements so close to the U.S. border.

Jackson to Van Buren, 13 Aug, 1829, Van Buren Papers.

Jackson sends his fivepart inducement to be presented to

Mexico for selling Texas :t the U.S. His argux.ent is very

similar to that Butler stated in his letter to Van Buren on

11 .ugust, 1829. Jackson instructs. Van Buren to inform

Poinsett that he is to open negotiations on Texas under these

guidelines, and to offer up to five million dollars as the

purchase price. The amount will be paid in cash at a few days

notice.

Jackson to Van Buren, 14 Au 1829, n Buren Papers.

Jackson refers to his note of 13 August, 1829, and his

instructions for Poinsett on the Texas neotiations. He

states the U.S. will not be bound by any grants ade in Texas

that have not already been complied with by the recipients,

Jackson to Van Buren, 15 ,Aug., l829, Van Buren Papers,

Jackson considers the present time as the best opportunity to

extend the boundary of Louisiana to the Nueces River and

north beyond the ocky IYIountains, adding the country watered

by the Red I iver. This would leave room for Indians and free

Negroes to be settled on the Coluibia River. He believes men

,must look only at the prosperity to come from the purcha QSe of

Texas, and not at the sectional jealousies of politicians that

will be aroused by its: Acquisition. He discusses the
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advantages of uniting the Gulf, Atlantic, and Pacific while

cutting off forever Canada frpm the. Gulf , thereby ending

British intrigue.

,Despatch No. 179, Poinsett to Van Buren, 22 AuJg., 1829;

received 6 Oct. 1829, Record Group 59. Poinsett reports the

renewal of incuicies into the reported troop movements on

the border of Texas and Cohuila. Poinsett :considers the

manner of these inquiries to be insolent. ae blames this

continual harassment on men whose sole purpose is to disrupt

U.S.-Mexican relations. Bocanegra assures poinsett that he

made these inquiries only at the insistence of the Senate.

and would urge prompt action on the treaties with the U.S.

Van Buren memo, 25 Aug., 1829, Van -Buren Papers, Van

Buren' s working outline for the Texas negotiations gives

arguments to be used and the advantages to having either the

Nueces, Brazos , or Trinity Rivers as the boundary. He also

gives the advantages and disadvantages to the earlier

settlement with Spain in 1819. He makes note of Poinsettvs.

argument to wait as Texas is now being settled by U.S,

citizens whom the Mexican government will not be able to

control.

Van Buren to Poinsett, 25 Aug., 1829, yan Buren Papers.

Van Buren's copy of his Diplomatic Instruction No. 30 to

Poinsett gives the. details for conducting negotiations for

as much of Texas -as possible and those boundary lines

acceptable to the U.S. Poinsett is allowed to use his own
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discretion in alterin the boundary line t the advantage o

the U.S. The U.S. objects :to the present boundary because

two streams preportedly run into the .4abine Bay thereby

causing confusion. This diplomatic, instruction is to be

delivered by Anthony Butler who will provide information on

Texas and be under Poinsett's direction in the negotiations.

Jackson to PQinsett and Butler, 25 Aug., 1829, Van Buren

Papers. This is Van Buren'. 5cOpy of o ackson's. formal

commission to poinsett and Butler to negotiate a new boundary

treaty with Mexico.

Thomas Ritchie to Van Buren, Sept. ,1829, yan Buren

Papers. Thomas Ritchie urges the acquisition of Texas

referring to the U.S. acquisition of the Ploridas. He

encloses a newspaper clipping that gives an account of the

Austin grant in Texas, the British interest in Texas as

security for a five-million-dollar loan, and a proposition

by the Mexican government to use Texas as security for a loan

from the U.S.

Butler to Van Buren, 10 Jan., 1830; received 22 Feb.., 1830,

Record Group 59. Butler sends a translation of El S$l

9 January,, 1830, that states Butler's true I tision is the

purchase of Texas and the amount offered. Also enclosed is a

copy of the newspaper.

Despatach No. 3, Butler to Van Buren, 9 Mar., l830,-

received y, 1830j, Record Group 59. Butler encloses a copy

of Alamdn's. report and plan for Texas security. He believes
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that had this plan not been _odified by the Congress,

Texas would now be a part of the U.,5. through A revolt of her

people. The modified plan will not disturb Texas. Butler

maintains that negotiations for Texas were hurt by Poinsett

and the British interests, and he believes Texas cannot be

acquired through treaty. Alam$n recognizes that the U.S.

could claim Texas during the boundary negotiations and Butler

makes no statement on U.4. intentions, preferring to let them

imagine what they wist.

Despatch No. ,Butler to. Van Buren, 15 April, 1830;

received 1l830j, Record Group 59. Butler reports he will

conclude treaties of commerce and boundary with a cession of

part or all of Texas if a favorable climate persists and the

government remains stable. Butler promises to manage these

people better than pinsett and accomplish the impossible,

the acquisition of Texas.

Despatch Butler to Van Buren, 19 May, 1830;?

received 20 July, 1830 , Record Group 59. Butler receives

approval to mount a move for Texas at his discretion. Butler

believes Alam~n to be the key to any negotiations and the

deciding factor in the Mexican government.

Butler to IjTackson1 , 25 Kay, 1831, received j 1831],

Record Group 59. Butler answers charges of neglecting to

send despatches and neglecting the purchase of Texas. He

gives the climate in Mexico regarding any move toward acquiring

Texas. He had used his own discretion in delaying any
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official iuention of Texas. Re relates in cipher the 'harsh

reaction to the rumOr Vicente Guerrero had favored selling

Texas. He denies that Almnis involved in land grants,

but reports Lorenzo de Zavata is; and that Zavala declared

before leaving for Texas that he would revolutionize that

area. The U.S. newspapers have not allowed the Texas question

to subside and Mexico remains alert to U.S. interest.

General Ter~n requested mpre troops^ in Texas,, but the Mexican

government will not concentrate so large a force under one -man,

Butler to Jackson, 23 June, 1831, ,ackson ,PLpers,

Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. Butlex reports the

dif ficulties inherent in negotiations for Texas and the

negative political effect such, discussions had on public

confidence in President Vicente Guerrero.

Despatch No. 18, Butler to Edward Livingston, 11 Aug.

1831; received jl83l1 , ,ecord Group 59. Following Alam~nls

return to Mexico City after a tour of the southwestern states,

there has been no opportunity for discussing Texas. Butler

hopes for such an opportunity in the next few weeks.

Jackson to Butler, 17 Aug. , 1831, Jackson Papers.

Jackson sends his regrets: regarding the possible violent

change in the Mexican government. Re urges the need for

haste in concluding the coX ,ercial treaty during the present

Congress and the boundary agreement as early as possible.

The purchase price of Texas is not to exceed five million

dollars.
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Butler to Jackson 2 Jan., 1832, Jackson Papers, Butler

writes in detail on the treaties :just concluded, voicing his

opinion on the need for the U.S. to review the boundary treaty

concluded by Poinsett before approving it. He reviews the

Texas ambitions of the administration and the problems inherent

in accepting outright the earlier boundary set in 1819. He

restates the argument that Texas territory already belongs

to the U.S. He requests he be given the rank of envoy

extraordinary to facilitate the negotiations for Texas. He

also suggests: the Mexicans feel slighted at his status of

charge.

Butler to Jackson, 27 Feb., r1832, Jackson Papers.

Butler reports the government is sustained by a loan of

six-hundred-million. dollars from -Mexican capitalists, buta

second loan is not available. Butler plans to offer to

supply their needs up to five million dollars,' implying the

sale of Texas.

Jackson to Butler, 19 April, 1832, Jackson Papers, Jack-

son discusses the inability to separate consideration of the

boundary treaty from the cnomercial agreement. The boundary

commission will work for a ore favorable line. Butler is

told that ha 'need not be concerned about it.

Butler to Jackson, 21 June, 1832, Jackson Papers. Butler

reports: he will enter negotiations when political condiditions

are more settled. He implies he knows the way to influence

Alamgn to negotiate with hir on Texas. He requests that the
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boundary co=lission insist on the western br.4nch Of the Sabine

River to prolong negotiations and give him xore time.

Despatch No. 32,. Butler to Livings ton, 16 July, 18321

received 4 Qct, #1832, Pecord Group 59. He encloses the

minutes of conversations with Alamrn on 2 July and 10 July, 1832

on the boundary issue. The guestion of whether portions of

Texas are a part of the U.S. territory is raised, as well as

doubt of the U.S. goven went's authority to transfer such

territory to Mexico without compensation, which it appears

Mexico could not pay. In Butler' s. opinion, making Texas a

part of the U.S. would elixiinate gmany problems for Mexico,

Butler to Jackson, 18 july, 1832, Jackson Papers. Santa

Anna's forces control all ports from iatarqras to Vera Cruz

cutting completely the Iexican government's;evenue. This will

aid Butler in the approaching negotiations. He converses with

Alm~n on the Texas purchase, and Alam4n was more receptive

than expected. Butler hints part of the; five million dollars

for the Texas purchase will be used to facilitate negotiations,

Butler to Ijacksonji 12 Aug., 1832, Jackson Papers.,

Alaman's illness suspends the Texas negotiations for two

weeks, and now the political climate has changed. The Texas

negotiations gust wait. Butler reports being on friendly

terms with each of the ;men considered for the position of

Minister of Foreign Affairs. He believes three more months

with Alam4n in of fice would have brought the sale of Texas,

The empty exican treasury may yet bring about the sale of
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Texas, but the sum offered by the U.S. iuay be too siQmall.

Butler states his own desire is to reside in Texas, but not

while it is under 3 exican rule."

Butler to Jackson, 30 Aug.,, 1832, ackson Papers.

Francis 3agoaga will be the new *, minister of Foreign Affairs.

Butler will first ascertain Fagoaga's. opinion on the boundary

before broaching the acquisition of Texas. e is pleased at

the appointment and gives a glowing characte- sketch of the

new Minister. Butler reports the rumor of an encounter

between Texas citizens and Mexican troops stationed in the

province. The civilians defeated a larger number of troops,

Texas is said to have pronounced for Santa Anna.

Butler to Jackson, 9 Oct., 1832, Jackson Papers. The

Texas negotiations are completely suspended by the political

and ilitary events. The .loss of Alam$n seriously hurts the

negotiations.

Butler to Livingston, 10 Feb., 1833, received

20 Way, 1833, Record Group 59. Butler reports being

approached unofficially on a possible loan from the U.S.

government or from private capital. If approached officially,

he will reply that a loan might be made with Texas as security,

Butler believes default is certain and Texas will be easily

transferred. The loan could be ade up to the proposed purchase

price. The only. difficulty in this plan is that Santa Anna

recently -made large land grants to friends for speculation

in the New York market, .and he could oppose the possible transfer,
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Despatch No. 44,, Butle' tQ Livingston 16 'ar, 1833,

received 23 April, 1833, record Qroup 59, enclosed is a

letter from Bernardo Gonz4lez, Who was appointed Ministexr of

foreign Affairs in Decerber 1832. The letter dated

14 February, 1833, states that the Mexican commissioners t

assist -in the boundary suryey will be appointed shortly.

Also included is another letter from Gonzalet dated 2 March, 1833,

requesting the U.4. to prevent its. citizens from assisting the.

secession activities of North American colonists in the

Department of Bejar from the 4tate of Coahuila.

Butler to Jackson, 3 June 1833; received ?, 1833

Record Group 59. In a letter enclosed with Despatch No. 48

Butler reports the troops intended to end the disturbances in

Texas may be needed in the capital. Many feel that Mexico

City will pronounce for Santa Anna.

Despatch No. 49, Butler to Louis TcLane, 26 July, ,1833;

received 2 Sept., 1833, Record Group 59. No answer has been

given to inquiries on the Texas question. The U.S. is daily

misrepresented to the Mexican government as having views

hostile to the territorial integrity of the nation.

Sam Houston to Jackson, 30 July, 1833, ackson Papers.

Texas has a constitution based on five principles and has

sent it to the national Congress for adoption. Texas will

accept nothing less than a constitution and just laws. Now

that Mexico has repealed the anti-Anglo immigration laws,

Houston believes Texas will flourish and become the mos t

desirable place on earth.
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Despatch No. 50, Butler to McLane, 5 'Aug.F :1833

received 25 Sept., 1833; Record GOxIup 59. The exican cabinet

is Qnow considering the aemrial for Texas statehood and its

separation fra Coahuila. They have three alternatives:

Texas statehood, subjugation of the province by force, r

loss of Texas to the U.S. Butler expects Texas to be offered

to the U.S.

Butler to Jackson, 26 Sept., 1833 Jackson Papers.

No hope exists for gaining a more western boundary under the

present administration. Jexican troops have fallen back of

the Guadaloupe giver after the last uprising in Ft. Felasco

and Anahuac by the Texans. Butler suggests that the U.S.

establish a garrison at Nacpgdoches and force a boundary

settlement by right of possession. He expects the Texans to

resist a partition by Mexico and the. U.S. and to insist upon

annexation to the U.S. with the Neches River as the boundary,

Butler gives his own arguments for the Neches River as the

boundary, and comments on the grandiose view the Mexicans

have of their own strength.

Butler to Jackson, 2 Qct., 1833, Jackson Papers.

Butler compares his suggestion for the occupation of Texas

with the U.S. occupation of the Floridas. He believes Jack,.

son will concur. He discusses the details of his plan, troQP

size, necesary buildings, and the transportation of supplies,

He believes the Texans would welcome the troops and assist in

building suitable garrisons. Two Texas agents are in Mexico

seeking to riake Texas a separate state. If they fail, Butler
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details 'of current political feelng in Texas. He also

encloses a sketch of the Nacgdqches area with comments on

the geography and the river, which is historically the true

boundary.

Butler to Jackson, 28 Oct.., 1833, qackson Papers.

Butler reports that for a bribe of one-half million dollars

Texas could be acquired, if the money were placed in the

right hands. He gives the details of a conversation with a

high government official who approached him with this deal.

Butler requests explicit instructions frq Jackson.

Jackson to Butler, .27 NOy., r1833, Jackson Papers.

Jackson chastises Butler for the bribery suggestion and for

committing it to the nails. He denies ever authorizing

Butler to use the noney to facilitate an agreement with Mexico,

The purpose of Butler's. mission was to arrange a boundary for

the mutual benefit of both countries and to provide a lasting

peace. He explains in detail how the five million dollars

was intended to be used. Jackson cautions Butler not to

over step his authority.

Despiatch 'No. 61, Butler to McLane, 4 Feb., 1834;

received [1834], Rgecord Group 59. Butler sends a copy of 4

pamphlet published in July by Jose YsMra Trnel, former

Minister of Washington. Along with giving a very favorable

account of his own activities while in Washington, Tornel

manages to discuss the Texas ambitions of the U.S. and of

7 1
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Senator Thoas H. Benton in an unfavorable i inneX'. Also

enclosed is issue number four o the ndictort that discusses

U.S. and Mexican relations, particularly the boundary issue,

This pamPhlet gives an accurate statement of the Mexican view

of U.S. intentions in Texas.

Butler to Jackson, 6 Peb., 1834, Jackson Papers. Butler

acknowledges gckson's letter of 27 November, 1833. He asserts

that contrary to U3.5. customs, exicQ accepts bribery casually

and gives a commentary on the acceptance of bribery in Mexican

life. Butler offers his. own argument that a more western

boundary would benefit both countries and explains how he used

this argument in conversation with a exican senator. The

senator stated the president of Mexico would need a bribe of

two-hundred thousand dollars. This Butler asserts is the

basis for his belief that in order to affect a treaty for

Texas bribery is necessary. He again urges the occupation

of the disputed territory.

Butler to Jackson, 7 Mar., 1834 .,jackson Papers. Butler

reports no hope exists for negotiating the purchase of Texas

under the present administration. He suggests that Jackson

be ready to establish the. boundary based solely on right.

He gives his own version of the United States' historic right

to the territory. Xn conversations with exican officials he

reports learning that the Iexicgns do not fear the U.S. takin

Texas as they are on the brink of civil war over the slavery

question. He urges Jackson to use force.
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Despatch No. 70, Butler to McLane, 19 Ly, 1834;

received 1834r ecoxd GroUp 59. 1 change n the fOZm Of

the exican qyerntent is imminent. -ronunc.aniento$ for

Santa Anna and centralized overnent have been made in zany

states. Butler favors this change believing that Santa Anna

is unequaled in Mexican politics and will further U.S.

interes ts in Texas. He giyes a glowing character analysis of

Santa Anna.

Butler to Jackson, 6 June, 1834, gckson Papers. Butler

reports on the current political situation and his intimate

relationship with Santa Anna. He speculates that if he had

but one hour alone in conversation with ackson he could return

to Mexico and be Auch m pore useful than is now possible.

Despatch No. 72r Butler to XcLane, 1 July, 1834; received

11 Aug., 1834, Jecord Group 59. Acknowledging orders to

return to Washington as quickly as possible with a ratified

copy of a boundary treaty, Butler requests an immediate leave

of absence to interview both McLane and Jackson. They can

then decide whether he should return to ,IMekico.

Butler to Jackson, 2 July, 1834, Jackson Papers. Butler

asks whether he is to return with the treaty on temporary

leave to Washington or is he being releaved of duty. He

attempts to vindicate his. conduct to Jackson

Dispatch No. 73, Butler toP McLne 13 July, 1834; received

25 Aug. , 1834, cord Group 59. Butler accepts the charge to



74

work for the. release of Colonel Stephen F. Austin of Texas,

He reports no one could harm Austin not even in a 4Mexico Cit

prison. Everyone -expects his release daily, and in the

intervening period his confinement is very relaxed. Butler

personally does. not believe. Austin merits either assistance

or sympathy from the U.S. oVeaernent. He -e.ards Austin as

one of the bitterest enemies of the U.5. in Mexico and

believes he has done more to embarrass neg'otiations for Texas

than any other individual. Butler reports that Austin seems

determined to prove his loyalty to the Mexican government by

heaping abuse upon the U.s. and the Pzrtestant religion.

Despatch No. 83, Butler to McLane, 20 Oct., 1834;

received 25 Nov., 1834, Record Group 59.. The contest continues

between the Yorkinos and Es.cQses lasons .fr influence over

Santa Anna. Butler believes the U.S. would benefit from the

Escoseses in power. His personal friends and associates are

members of this party. Should the cabinet positions be

filled by Escoseses , Butler would be able to conclude the

negotiations more satisfactorily, particularly that of Texas,

Never before have prospects been so good for U.S. negotiations

and Mexican tranquility.

Butler to Jackson,, 20 Qct. , 1834, Jackson Iaper . Butler

cautions Jackson on the necesary delgy in bringing a rati-

fied boundary treaty- to . hington. He gain holds out the

hope for a Texas acquisition and the advisability of his

return to Mexico. Alaman has returned to the capital and is
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IOre popular than before, Butler asserts their old intimacy

grows and they have hd .i5any talks on Texas. Alan will

cooperate in a settlement of Texas on the U.S.

Butler to Jackson, 21 Noy., 1834, Jackson Papers. Butler

optimistically reports on the advancement of his friends in

the Mexican government. The treasury is very low, but Santa

Anna continues to increase the .size of the military. He notes

that merchants refuse to make a personal loan to the Mexican

,government. Butler intimates that he and Alamin worked out a

fiscal plan for Mexico. Alamdn will soon become head of

Santa Anna s. government, and he is in agreement with Butler

on Texas.

Butler to Jackson, .24 Dec., 1834, Jackson Papers. Butler

announces GutiSrrez de Estrada has become Minister of Foreign

Affairs rather than Alam$n. Butler, however, claims intimacy

with him and that his appointment is actually better than

that of Alam~n's :for purposes of negotiation on Texas.

Butler to John Frsyth, 17 June, 1835; received

20 June, 1835, ecord Group 59. Butler, while in Washington,

writes secretary of State Forsyth at great length giving him

facts and opinions on a subject of great interest, the

acquisition of Texas. He believes the time has come when

Texas can be obtained along with California and New Ilexico,

He reviews. his past instructions on Texas and the attempts to

negotiate with the Bus tamante and Santa Anna regimes. Butler

encloses his correspondence wherein bribery is mentioned as
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as a Dethod to acquire Texas. A note initialed "A.J."!

possibly those :f Andrew JcksQn, dated 22 June, 1835, co=ments

on Butler s bribery suggestion.

Despatch No. 1, 2d. series, Butle to Forsyth,.

28 Nov. , 1834; received 3 Teb., 1836, ;Reord Group 59. Butler

acknowledges the receipt of instruction No. 94 ordering him

to return to the U.S. on 1 December, 1835, but expresses his

desire to continue his negotiations which he believes can be

successfully completed. He mentioned a letter to Jackson in

which he asks for .Pore time considering the" vital nature of

his activities and he asks for confirmation of his instructions

in the event his, negotiations extend past 1 December, 1835,

Ex. Docs., No. 2 (.. Doc. 2, 24th Cong. lt sess.,

7 Dec., 1835, s.s. 447: "Meage from the President of the

United States to the Two Houses of Congress at the Commencement

of the First Session of the Twenty-fourth Congress." President

Jackson comments on the extentiqn of time to the boundary

commissioners and the concern caused by recent events in

.Mexico. He authorizes instructions to all U.S. District

Attorneys to prosecute anyone who violates U.S. neutrality.

Mexico is to be notified that U.S. territory must be respected

by both parties in Texas.

Butler to Jacksnr 19 .Dec., 1835, Jackson Papers. Butler

reports the violent reaction in eexico oee the Texas revo

lution. Santa Anna :makes undignified boasts of his plans for

subduing Texas and swears that not one inch of Texas will be
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separated frm Mexico. 5anta Anna a,4o swears that the U.S.

will never cross the Sabine giver. Butler also reports on

Santa Mna's Jieeting with the foreign dipl:ats and his claim

that the U.,9. instigated the Texas revlt. Butler speculates

that after two months, Santa Anna -may change his mind about

Texas and be willing to negotiate a boundary west Of the

Neches River.

Despatch No. 2, 2d. series., Butler to Forsyth,

27 Dec., 1835; received 3 Feb., 1836, Record Group 59. Butler

acknowledges his instructions to return to the U.S., but

refers again to his letter to Jackson in October that stated

his determination to return only when his objectives were

obtained. Butler prefers to believe that Jackson would relax

his instructions after reading the October letter. Butler

corrects Forsyth's. misinformation on the location of

San Francisco Bay which is contained in diplomatic instructions,

He very carefully demonstrates greater knowledge than the

Secretary of State on this subject and promises to exert hi

efforts for the attainment of the bay. Following this despatch

is a printed copy of the periodical Supemento alReenezrado,

number 99. The lead article is entitled "Defensa del Jeneral

Santa Anna Presidente. de la epbdlica Keicana.!

Despatch No. 3, 2d. series, Butler tQ Forsyth,

31 Dec., 1835; received 3 Feb., 1836, Record Group 59.

Butler reports the execution of twenty-eight men abandoned by

General iexia at Tampico Viejo. Eleven of these men were U.S,



78

citizens. An enclosed report ;from the U.S. consul At Tampico

states that the ben admitted tQ desertion from Mexia, but had

enlisted for Texas not realizing they would go to Tampico,

The report includes a list of persons whO were shot giving

name, age, place of residence and next of kin. Butler

encloses two pamphlets, "Segunda parte: El pueblo Mexicano

proclama a Santa-Anna por supremo dictador," and "Q Anaruia

Q Retroceso y Siempre Pronunciamientos. I The last pamphlet

has a note written in 1832 by Gutirrez de Estrada.

Butler to Forsyth, .15 Jan., 1836; received 26 Feb., 1836

Record Group 59 . Butler acknowledges the receipt of his

instructions and the notification of the appointment of his

successor, He states. that his own desires coincide with those

of Jackson, and that only interest in Texas would induce him

to remain longer than the Secretary desired. He offers his

explanation for the failure of the Texas negotiations and

expresses dissatisfaction at his treatment by Forsyth. Butler

also states that upon taking leave of Jackson in Washington

no mention was made of a definite termination date for his

appointment., A marginal note signed "A. J.'1 disputes Butler'Is

statement. Butler gives information on Santa Anna's march to

Texas and the current state, o. Nexican politics. He forwards

copies of two declarations ro the Mexican government

forbidding foreigners :to bring arms and anmunition into

Mexican territory, and the closing of Galveston and MatagordA,

Texas to shipping.
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Butle to Forsyth, 2 feb,, 1836, JeCOrd rop 59.

Butler encloses a note rxf the Minister of foreignn Affairs,

oso Monasterio declaring all vessels flying the Texas flag

will be treated as pirates, an another note declaring all

Texas vessels flying a flag of the -ce Colors as the United

States, but with a cross and the 1824 insignia are likewise

to be treated as pirates.

Butler to Forsyth, 8 Feb.., 1836; received 18 Mar., 1836,

Record Group 59. Butler sends an extract from El Diario del

obierno for, 7 february, 1836, tht attacks the U.S. for

allowing Texas vessels to enter New Qrleans and for giving

assistance to the Texans. The Mexicans threaten to close

their ports to .$.5. vessels because so many Texas ships fly

the U.S. flag until they are close enough to attack and then

hoist the Texas flag.

Butler to 1orsyth, 23 Jar., 1836; received 6 April, 1836

,ecord Group 59. Aexico has received infori-ation that Santa

Anna will force Texas to submit. The latest rumor has

General martinn Perfecto de Cos with the main army nearing

San Felipe in the Austin settlement.. Both political parties

in the capital speak of success, but none yenture to predict

the outcome. Butler reports that the 'vice-president has died

and Santa Anna will be recalled fro', Texas.

Stephen F. Austin to Jackson, 15 April, 1836, Jackson

Papers. Austin writes an impassioned plea for fellow Amer"

icans to join with Texas against the barbaric Mexican army
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in a national war for republicAn principles. He asks for a

resolution of Congress and financial support against Santa

AnnA's seven thousand troops.

Butler to Forsyth, .20 April, 1836- received 7 June 1836

Record Group 59. Butler encloses. :the proclagaation closing

Texas ports dated 10 February, 1836, the notice that

Barrag~n will be replaced by Joas Corro as President ad inter

the notice of Barragan's. funeral 3 kiarch, 1836, and his own

correspondence with Monasterio on the reported movement by

U.S. troops toward Mexican territory, dated 9 March, 1836.

S3. ,Doc., No. 374, 24th Cong. lst ses., 27 April, 1836,

s.s.; 283: "Resolution Passed at a Deeting of the Citizens

of Burke County, North Carolina in Favor of Recognizing the

Independence of Texas." These citizens characterize the

Mexicans as waging a war of extermination against the Texans

who love liberty and freedom of religion. They can not

sanction indifference to the struggle and the IMexican faith-,

lessness in her agreement with the people she invited to

settle Texas.

Ex. Docs., No. 256, . Doc. 256), 24th Con., 1st ses.

14 May, 1836, s.s. 291; "Correspondence with the Government

of Mexico; Messaqe from the president o the United States

Transmitting Reports. froxm the Secretaries of State and War

in Compliance with a Besolution of the Rouse of Representatives

This document contains all the State. Department :instructions

to Butler in Mexico, all correspondence between the two



81

governments .and department files pertinent to Texas. The

writers involved are Secretary of State 5orsyth_, Chage

B.utler, Minister Eonasterio, Mexican Charge Yuan Castillo y

Lanzas Envoy Extraordinary GorostinzA, and U.S. District

Attorneys William Brown, Lewis Sanders , and Richard Gaines,

Secretary of War, Lewis Cas, sends his department files of

instructions to General E.P. Gaines, commander of U.S. troops

on the Louisiana-Texas border, N. Cannon, Governor of

Tennessee, C.C. Clay, Governor of Alabama, and E.D. White,

Governor of Louisiana. The incident that prompts the request

for the documents is General Gaines' incursion across the

Sabine River. The Mexican government protests this act and

the raising of volunteer armies in the U. S. to assist the

Texas rebellion.

Despatch No. 1 Powhatan Ellis to Forsyth, 30 April, 1836;

received 28 July, 1836, Record Group 59. Ellis reports. that

upon his arrival in Mexico City he learned through rumors that

Santa Anna is encountering great difficulties in subduing

Texas. The government is silent on army affairs .

Butler to Forsyth,,. 8 May,, 1836; received 18 June, 1836,

Record Group 59. Butler sends a copy of El Diario de

'Gobierno, 7 May., 1836,, containing a paragraph stating that

Mexican troops will narch through Texas to the Sabine River

and thus settle the boundary question. Before leaving for

Texas Santa Anna stated that he would settle the U.S. designs

on Texas by. setting a boundary line with cannon. Butler

believes that this proves his advice to Jackson on setting
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the boundary without participation from i1exicq.

S. Docs., No. 365, 24th Cong., 1st sess., 9 May, 1836

s.s. 283: "Memorial of Sundry ndividuals of Philadelphia,

Praying the Jnterposition of the. United States in the Cause

of Texas."'. These citizens regard the recent revolt in MexicQ

as an usurpation of power by a military despot and cause

enough for Texas independence. They call for intervention to

end the raging conflict, and to promote U.S. interests.

Despatch No. 2, Ellis to Forsyth, 19 May, 1 8 3 6 ; received

28 July, 1836, ;Record Group 59. Ellis reports on the unguiet

atmosphere at the Mexican palace and the news of Santa Annals.

capture as reported in El Di-rio deGobierno. The President

ad interim calls for the citizens and soldiers to rescue Santa

Anna. The Congress is resolved tq continue the war against

Texas, but this action would endanger the life of Santa Anna.

The U.S. is blamed for involvement in Texas and many talk of

breaking relations. Ellis fears a new political revolution

worse than any previous civil war in Mexico. He believes that

only a victory by the liberals and a return to the_ constitution

of 1824 will save Mexico.

S. Docs., No. 384, 24th Cong., lgt sess., 24 May, 1836,

s.s. 283:. proceedings s of a meeting pf the Citizens of

Washington in Favor of Recognition of the ndependence of

Texas." These citizens regard the denial of the Texas

republican constitution by the Mexican government as a just

cause for independence. Santa Anna in his move against Texas,
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has waged n indigricinate massacre. The Texas victory

should be recognized by the U.$ and independence secured,

Santa Anna to Dayid G. Burnet, 25 May, 1836, Jackson

Papers. Jacks on s copies of Santa Anna's agreement with Texas

contains the ten article public statement and the six article

secret agreement to work for Texas recognition in IexicO.

Santa Anna to the Texas Troops, 1 June, 1836, Jackson

Papers , anta Anna's farewell address requests the Texas troops

to rely on his sincerity and not to regret their generosity

to him.

S. Docs., No. 418, 24th Cong., lst sess., .11 June, 1836,

s.s. 284:. "Pprceedings of the Citizens of Nashville,

Tennessee in Favor of RecQgnizing the Independence of Texas."

Following a laudatory history of Anglo immigration to Texas,

this memorial discusses the Mexican constitutional background

from 1824 to 1834, and the history of the Texas revolution.

These citizens stress Mexicq's inability to reconquer Texas

and the stability. of the Texas government. They urge the U.S.

to recognize Texas.

S. Docs., No. 406, 24th Cong., lst sess., 18 June, 1836,

s.s. 284; "In the Senate of the United States...Mr.' Clay Made

the Following Report; Comnittee pn Foreign Pelations,, to Whom

Were Referred I eslutions. ..Sundry Meporials and Qther

Proceedings...Recommending ecognition of the Independence of

Texas... .Now Beg Leave to Submit to the Sen ate the Following

Report and Resolution." The report gives the U.S. criteria
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for recognition of newly-created governments and those that

change their form of ,government. .t states the U.S. official

pOsi3tion toward the MexicQ , Texas problem, .stresing the need

for prudence in recognition, The committee stresses the lack

of accurate knowledge of conditions in Texas. It wishes to

delay recognition until Mexico recognizes. the independence of

Texas, but the U.s. will not delay indefinitely. The committee

report reviews the modes of recognition available and the

powers of the President in each case.

Sen. Docs. , No. 415, 2 4 Cong., 1st ses., 2.3 June, 1836,

s.s. 284: "Message from the President of the United States in

Compliance with a Resolution of the Senate, Relating to

Conditions of Texas." The Secretary of State, to whom the

resolution was referred, sends copies of papers addressed to

the State Department by agents of the Texas republic. No

answers have been given. These papers include nine items

from G.C. Childress, R. Hamilton, S.P. Carson, D.G. Burnett,

Robert Triplett, T.J. Rusk and Sam Houston. Among these

items are copies of the Texas declaration of independence,

the Constitution of the Texas Republic dated 19 March, 1836

and 10 June, 1836, with Houston's official report of San

Jaciento, 25 April, 1836.

S. JDocs., No. 416, 24th Cpng., 1st sess., 24 June .1836,

s.s. 284; . memoriall of Sundry nhabitants f Qpelousas,

Louisiana in Favor of Acknowledging the ndependence of Texas,9

These citizens give their view of the progress and justifi-"

cation of the Texas independence movement. Their belief is

that Texas independence is assured.
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Despatch No. 6, EILi to Iorsyth, 25 rune 1836, ,recei yed

28 July, 1836, gedord Group 59. In cipher Ellis reports that

Mexico is resolyed against Texas. Large numbers of men are

being impressed into the army. MexicO has asked Britain for

aid in sub jugating Texas. A two taillion dollar forced loan is

now planned to finance the campaign.

Ellis to Forsyth, 25 June,, 1836; received 28 July, 1836,

Record Group 59. In cipher Ellis reports his concern over

possible British involvement with Mexico in Texas. He

questions the wisdom of the U.S. allowing the- creation of a

British sphere of commercial influence on the United States'

borders.

Santa Anna to Jackson, 4 4uly, .1836, jackson Papers.

Santa Anna writes of his defeat and capitulation agreement

with Houston. He refers to orders given to General Vicente

Filisola to return across the Rio Grande and the arrangement

for his own return to Mexico. He relates the events that

prevented his immediate return to Mexico and the resulting

advance of .exican troops toward Texas. Hle requests Jackpn

to use his influence in Texas tq see the original agreement

carried out and prevent the high feeling's on both sides from

comencing hostilities ag4n.

H. Apt. No. 854, 24th Cpnge.spt qess., 4 July, 1836;

s.s. 295, "Independence p4:Texas." The .Freign Affairs

Committee reports that the independence of Texas will be
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acknowledged after all data aygilable is a:siipilated and the

true nature of condition in Texas is ascertained.

Despatch No. 9, Ellis to a orsyth, 16 July, 1836;

received 26 Aug., 1836, Record Group 59. Ellis reports that

all government instructions on Texas he expected to find in

the legation files are missing along with those on the Mexican

country of the northwest.

Manuel E. de Gorostiza to Jackson, 27 July, 1836, Jackson

Papers. Mexican Minister to TWashington, Gorostiza, gives the

official Iexican view of any movement by U.S. troops across

the Sabine 14iver as a violation of the treaties with Mexico.

Gorostiza protests any planned move by General Gaines into

Texas to prevent rumored ;ndian attacks. ie will break

relations and return to J exico if it becomes necessary.

Butler to Forsyth, 18361 received 28 July, 1836,

Record Group 59. Butler gives an account of his challenge

to Jose Maria Tornel over a newspaper account of General Gaines

activites in Texas. He encloses his letter of challenge, and

a note from the man who delivered his note giving Tornell s

reaction. Also included in this letter is an account of the

Mexican version of the Alaro battle, its lqsses , and forti'

fication. Butler contrasts this with what he considers a

more accurate version. He also forwards a pamphlet published

after Santa Anna' s capture to ~illustrate the mood in Mexico

and Santa Annals, true character, The pamphlet is titled

"Proceso de General Santa Anna," 1836.
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Gorostiza to Jackson, 28 July, 1836, ackson Papers9

Gorostiza refers to reports in the Globe that are At variance

to good U.S. Mexican relations, lie protests such articles.

Thomas Porter to Jackson, 30 July, 1836, Jackson Papers,

Adjutant General Porter forwards his own letter and the

published executive order of the Governor of Tennessee calling

for a regirment of volunteers to be readied tQ join General

Gaines on the western frontier.

A.lDickins to Gorostiza, 1 Aug., 1836, Jackson Papers.

Dickins, Acting Secretary of State, reassures Gorostiza of

the friendly feeling of the U.S. for Mexic9 and explains

Gaines' orders. He qualifies those circumstances that might

require Gaines to cross the Sabine River. A note added to

this letter by Jackson indicates his belief that the U.S. has

the right to move into disputed territory until the boundary

is set at the eastern or western branch of the Sabine River.

If the eastern one is set, then the U.S. troops will withdraw.

Dickins to Gorostiza, 1 Aug., .1836, Jackson Papers.

Dickins answers Gorostiza's protest of editorials in the Globe

by stating that the newspaper is not the official organ of the

government and has freedom of the press.

Despatch No. 13, Ellis to Forsyth,, 3 Aug., 1836; received

8 Sept., 1836, Record Group 59.. In cipher Ellis reports that

the Mexican Minister to Britain is :to ask assistance in

halting the extension of slavery. 1f the aid is offered, ,the

Minister is to press for further assistance to halt slavery in

Texas.
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Cannon to Jackspn, .4 Aug.-, 1836, ,Ck5On apers,

Governor Cannon of Tennessee is uncertain hw .to proceed, He

requests assurance of his orders before aisin the regixrment

of militia requested by General Gaines.

LJackson] to Cannon, 5 A;W., 1836, ackson Papers.

Jackson reminds Cannon of U.P. neutrality toward the Texas

Mexico conflict and the necessity to prevent any incident that

might give Jexico grounds for suspecting U.s. involvement in

Texas. He regrets that armed Tennessee militia volunteers

have been called into service. He gives an explanation of

General Gaines' orders and the continuation of the policy of

neutrality. Jackson cannot sanction Gaines' actions and he

will authorize payment of the expenses incurred.

Jackson to Dickins, 17 -Aug., 1836, Jackson Papers.

Jackson acknowledges receipt of Gorostiza's notes of

27 and 28 July. He encloses to Dickins Governor Cannon's.

letter and his own reply. He emphasizes to Dickins the

neutrality of the U.S. in the Texas - Mexico conflict.

Despatch No. 14, Ellis to Forsyth, 20 Aug.., 1836; received

29 Sept. 1836, ecord Group 59. Ellis forwards a copy of the

Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs' inquiry into the move

ient by General Gaines on NgIcQqdoches. Ellis is unaware of

the action and will avoid any discussion until he is advised

from Washington.
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Ellis to Forsyth and Jackson, 26 Aug., 1836, Record

Group 59. Ellis recounts: his journey to Mexico and the con

ditjons upon hi arrival in April, 1836. lie agesses Sante

Anna's popularity -then and now in August, 1836. Public

opinion is against Santa Anna and for the continued war with

Texas. Many in the army regard Texas 'as lost. More troops

are being impressed for General Nicol6s BravoIs march to the

north. Mexico believes the Texas war was promoted by the U,$,

and this belief unites all parties.

Jackson to Houston, 4 Sept., 1836, Jackson Papers.

Jackson acknowledges Houston's letter and notifies him that,

the Mexican government disavows any act by Santa Anna after

his capture. The U.S. cannot mediate unless both parties

concur. He aphasizes the policy of strict neutrality that

the U.S. must observe. jackson notifies Houston that if

Mexico does not contain hostile Tndians, the U.S. must do it

for her.

Despatch No. 22, Ellis to Forsyth, 4 Oct., 1836; received

17 Nov., 1836, Record Group 59 . Ellis forwards documents

giving the Mexican view of the Texas blockade of Matamoros

proclaimed by President D.G. Burnet. He also encloses a copy

of this proclamation dated 21 July, 1836.

Despatch No. 27, Ellis :to Forsyth, 11 Qct. , 1836;

received 17 Nov., 1836, record Group 59. Ellis reports

Mexico is tranquil although some excitement still exists over

Texas. An army of 4,000 to 5,000 men will march from the
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capital to rendezvous :at MtHmoes. le gives5adescription

of the Army and their InAb4'lity to beat the AnglQs or even

arrive at Katamoros. Mexican opinion is split over whether

Bravo will take command of the .campaign.

Despatch No. 33, )Ellis to Forsyth, 26 Qct., 1836;

received 28 .Dec., 1836, Record Group 59. Ellis reports that

4,000 troops destined for Texas left the capital. Bravo and

Valencia left to take command. Valencia stated that the whole

army would be 12,480 men exclusive of impressed convicts.

They are confident of success, but up to 30,000. trops could

be raised. It is rumored that the Army may establish a cordon

of posts from IvatamorQs into Texas and use guerrilla warfare.

In cipher Ellis notes that the soldiers are panicky and the

government is disappointed in its hopes for British aid.

Ellis to Forsyth, 11 Nqy., .1836; received 25 Dec. , 1836,

Record Group 59. Ellis reports one regiment of Mexican

troops on the march to Texas became disruptive between Mexico

City and San Luis Potost, but they were pacified. He expresses

his opinion that the Mexican troops are very inferior to

those under Santa Anna in the first campaign.

Houston tQ Jackson, 20 Nov.., 1836, Jackson Papers .

Houston coimiends pant4 Anna t Jackson: and encloses a letter

of introduction.

S. Docs., No. 1, 24th. Cong., 2d sess., 5 Dec. 1836,

s.s. 297: , essage from the President of the United States
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to the TW aHuses of Con gess on the C iencement f the

SeCOnd Sessiqn of the Twentg-ourt. Conres. Jackson

characterizes the United States conduct on the Texas

Mexico confi ct as similar to that during the earlier Spain,

Mexico conflict. The strong feelings of U.S. citizens is not

enough to sy the rational approach to the Texas question.

The knpwn desire of Texas to join the union giyes rise to

doubts abQut U.3. inyplvyeient in the conflict. The 4exican

iainistry w s terMinAted because Gener A) Gaines crossed into

Texas - Mexiogn teritory as far as NacQo dches in the belief

that ndian conduct warranted it. Jackson hopes that Mexico

will take A less national view of this necessary precaution

because Mexico cannot restrict the Indin movements: as

required by treaty (pp. 4-5). Jackson explains that the

discretionary Authority f Qeneral Gaines to cross the Sabine

River to Nacqdoches to protect the frontier was exercised,

The succeeding officer has received orders to withdraw unless

conditions dictate: otherwise (p.19).. In the correspondence

accolqpanyind the annual message Jackson includes that between

the State Department and the Mexican Minister Gorostiza dated

14 , .1836 through 20 Qctober 1836. This :correspondence

covers the controversy surrounding General Gaines': discre-

tionary ordet to cross the Sabine iyer. These letters give

evidence of conditions in Texas and U.S. citizens' sympathy

for the Texas cause (pp. 26-I05k. An accompanying report of

the Seretary of War provides a table illustrating the troop

position and distribution on the western frontier (p. 1467)3.



92

Austin to A.J. DQneIsQn, 14 Dec.f 1836, Jackson Papes ,

Austin reports :sending W.IH. -hartn as 5ministex to the U.s,

and dives the details o Texas est blishin a qgyernment

separate grom MexicQ. He does not doubt that the U.S. will

negotiate Texas independence and agree to Annex Texas . He

gives his own reasons why Texas is vital to the union, and

the principles behind his own use of the colonization contracts,

He justifies his break with Xexico by accusing Mexico of a

breech of faith with Tex4s,. .,He informs Jacks n o the powers

given to Wharton regarding annexation and a character sketch

of his abilities.

. Docs., No. 20, 24th Cong., 2d. sessz., 21 Dec., 1836,

s.s. 297. - psage fro the Qres.ident qo the United States

elativee to the Political, ilitary, and Ciyil Conditions of

Texas." Jackson gives his reply to. resolutions in the House

and senate, stating Texgas independence should be xeconized

when adequate inform nationn is available. Jackson believes the

practice oE caution in recognition should be followed and he

gives his own objections to hast7recognition. Jackson includes

for Congressional information extracts fronA reports of Presi-

dential agents in Texas on the size, location, and xaorale,of

the Texas army, a history t Texa grievances against Mexican

colonization laws, an account of the rganization of the Texas

government, the fate o Santa Anna, boundAgy claims, population

atstics;, military plans against t exico,. pies. of loans,

and Texas diplomatic relations with Mexico.
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5. DOCS., No. 84 24th, CQnj., 2d.sess., 18 Jgn,, 1837f

s.s. 298 essage frpm the president of the United States

Transxittin His Correspondence with General Santa Anna,

President of the Republic of Mexico in Compliance with a

esolution Qf the Penate.... Jackson fOrwaXd5 a COpy Of

Santa Anna's. letter dated 4 July, 1836 and his reply dated

4 September, 1836. Santa Anna's4 letter gives an account of

the convention signed with Texas and his attempts to return

to Mexico and fulfill his part of the agreement. He urges

Jackson to use his influence to suggest .imderation to the

Texas populace Alowing him to return to Mexico and prevent

further encounters between Texan and Mexican troops. Jacks on

reply 4nforxs Santa Anna that the Mexican Minister reports

that Mexican law does not acknowledge any agreements Santa

Anna made while captive thus preventing Santa Anna's. interm

ference in Mexican policy without the approval of the Mexican

government.

Ex. Docs., No. 105 (H. Doc. 105), 24th, Cong., 2d. sess, ,

25 Jan., 1837. s.s. 303; "Mexico and Texas; Message from the

President of the United States Transmitting the Information

Required...Upon th.e Subject o the Conditions -o% the PoliticAl

Relations Between the United 'ttes and Mexico; Also the

Condition of Texas." The Secretary State sends extracts

from the correspondence o fllis, foorsyth, ongsterio, U.S,

Consul George obertsoro, General Gxegorio 6aez, Lieutenant

Thomas Osborn, U.S. Consul Henry Perrine and U.S. Consul
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A. Burrouqh dated tvarch, 1836 thrQugh La4iua,,yJ 1837, The

seventy-Qne ite cover incidents between U.: and Mexican

vessels, U.S. claims, and rsyth s account to Ellis of

Gorostiza' s departure from Washingtn following the publication

of diplomatic correspondence in a pamphlet. The correspondence

ends with Ellis announcing his departure date from MexicQ.

S. Docs., No. 172, 24th Cong., 2d. sess., 13 Feb., 1837,

s.s. 298; "Memorial of a Number of Citizens of the District

of Columbia, Praying Recognition of the Independence of Texas."

These citizens call for action not more delay pn recognizing

Texas.

R. Rpt. No. 240, 24th Cong., 2d. sess., 18 )Feb., 1837,

s.s. 396; Tndependence of Texas. "The House Foreign Affairs

Committee Reports on the 'resident's Mes sage and Sundry

Memorials." They conclude that the independece of Texas should

be recognized and the Committee on Ways and eans directed to

include expenses for government agents to Texas in the bill

for civil and diplomatic expenses.

Forsyth to Martin Van Buren, 21 July, 1837, Van Buren

Papers, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. Forsyth reports

on a visit by Santa Anna and that his object for speaking with

the Vresident and the President-elect is the reconcilation of

the Aexican government with Texas. Forsyth believes Santa

Anna's true object is to learn everything he can discover and

use it to return himself to power in Iexico. Santa Anna

offers the possibility of a cecession or readjustment of the
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U.S -Mexican boundary to give Texas to thle U.S. Forsyth,

warns Van Buren that Santa Anna may visit him.

zobert Greenhow to Forsyth, 28 June, 1837, Record Group

59. Greenhow, a special agent, gives his assessment of the

Mexican army at Yatamoros, the country side, and general condi"

tions of the area. In apparent response to a question, he

gives a detailed account of the e onomy of south Texas,, the

principle ports, .and transportation methods.

W.L. Parrott to Forsyth, 29. July, 1837; received 21 Aug.,

1837, ecord Group 59. Parrott a former U.S. Consul in Mexico

Cith writes his impressions of Mexico following his tour of

the northwestern states. He covers Santa Anna's political

movements, Texas, ,the possibility of Mexico selling Texas to

the British, and the possibility of foreign intervention over

claims in exico.

Greenhow to Forsyth, 12 Aug., 1837;2 received 21 Aug,., 1837,

Record Group 59. Greenhow makes a report on his mission to

Mexico City and his interview With the Minister of Foreign

Affairs Luis Gonzaga Cuevas and President Bustamente. Their

discussion covers claims, recognition of Texas independence

by the U.S., U.S. neutrality in the Texas - Mexico conflict,

Mexican Pinister Gorostiza's. publication of diplomatic cor

respondence before his departure from Washington, and U.S.

desire for a formal apology by the Mexican government.

Greenhow gives his indepth assessment of Mexican politics and

their liability to mount an invasion of Texas.
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Greenhow .to Forsyth, 12 Aug. , 1837; received 30 Nov.

1837, Record Qroup 59., This is a more complete report of

his xindssion to exi cQ City than his previous letter dated

12 August,: 1837. Greenhow forwards all correspondence with

President Bustamante and Gonzaga Cueyas.

J. Paulding to Van Buren, 22 Sept. , 1837, Van Buren

Papers. Paulding, ,a prominent literary and political figure,

discusses the political issues involved in accepting the

possibility of a request by Texas for admission to the union.

Texas would strengthen the southern delegation in Congress.

He encourages Van Buren by stating that the Louisiana Purchase

and the acquisition of Florida set precedents for presidential

power to acquire territory. He believes that Texas could be

a threat to U.S. peace if Britain gains control of it. Texas,

in Paulding's opinion, is necessary to U.S. safety.

Ex. Docs., No.: 40 (Ho. Doc. No. 40), 25th Cong., 1st sess.

30 Sept., 1837, s.s. 311; "Annexation of Texas to the United

States .- essage from the President of the United States...

Respecting an Annexation of Texas.". The Secretary of State

reports with supporting documents the correspondence with

Texas on annexation. The documents include letters from

.14emucan Hunt, Texas envoy to Washington, .on the Texas desire

to enter the union. orsyth's response states the official

position on recognition and the consequences of annexation

while Mexico and Texas are still at war.



97

S. Docs. No. 1, 25th Cong., 1st sess., 5 fDec., 41837

s.s. 314; "Message from the President of the United States

to the Two Houses of Congress at the Co'mencenent of the

Twenty-fifth Congress." President Van Buren relates neglect

of U.S. claiLms by Iexico with, supporting documents from the

Secretary of State. Among the claims Van Buren includes the

conduct of Gorostiza il publishing diplomatic correspondence

(pp. 6-8, 29-36). The report of the Secretary of State

accompanying the President's. message includes Jose Monasteri al

official objection to U.S. recognition of Texas as reported

in the NeW Orleans Bee, r13 March, 1837 1(p. 143)

C.J. Ingersoll to Van Buren, 24 Oct., .1837, Van Buren

Papers. Ingersoll, a prominent Pennsylvania politician, di-

cusses the coming political importance of the Canadian and

Texas boundaries in relation to the abolition movement.

Jos6 Tornel to Van Buren, 5 Jan., 1839,, Van Buren Papers,

Tornel reports his desire to conduct open and frank relations

with the U.S. ending the existing difficulties. He reminds

Van Buren of their association while he was Mexican Minister

to Washington and Van Buren was Secretary of State.

Ex. Docs.., No. 75 (H. Docs. No. 75), 25th Cong., ,2d.

sess., 8 Jan., 1838, s.s. 323; "Capture of the Mexican Brig

Urrea: Message from the President of the United States...

respecting the Capture and Restoration of the Mexican Brig

of War Urrea." Van Buren sends all information from the

Departments of State and Navy on the. U.S. sloop of War
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Natchez and the 1exican brig iUrrea in April, .1837. The inci '

dent resulted from confusion over the. closing by. Mexico of

the Texas ports.

W.S. Fulton to Forsyth, 13 Feb., 1838, Jackson Papers.

Fulton, upon the request of the House of representative,

reports on his activities for President Jackson investigating

rumors that Sam Houston was recruiting and training volunteers

in Arkansas for use against Mexico in 1830. This recruitment

was in violation of U.S. neutrality. . Fulton reports that he

investigated and found no such evidence..

Ex. Docs., No. 190 (R. Doc. No. 190), 25th Cong., 2d.

sess., 26 Feb., 1838, .s.z. 327:; "GorQstiza Pamphlet- Message

from the President of the United States Transmitting a Copy

and Translation of a Pamphlet in the Spanish Language, Printed

and Circulated by the Late Minister from Mexico Before His

Departure from the United States." The Gorostiza pamphlet

gives the Mexican view of the French and United States claims

to Texas as part of the Louisiana Territory. In reciting

incidents of U.S. violation of Spanish and Mexican territory

and the long boundary negotiations, Gorostiza includes per"

tinent correspondence and thirty-four documents as supportive

evidence.

Ex. Docs., No. 351 (H. Doc. 351), 25th Cong., 2d. ses,

26 April, 1838, .s.s. 330; "United States and Mexico;

Message from the President of the United States Transmitting.,
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a Report of the Secretary of State. 'pon Existing Relations

Between the IUnited States and Mexico." The resolution calls

for all documents, correspondence, and instructions to the

U.S. Minister to Mexico since the signing of the treaty of

1828, and the correspondence between the U.S. and Mexican

governments with all instructions to General Gaines not pre

viously given to, the House. The. subject of these documents

is U.S. claims and the Mexican agreement to arbitration if

the U.S. remains neutral in Texas.

Ex. Docs. , No. 360 (1. Doc. 360), 25th Cong. , 2d. sess.,

2 May, 1838, s.s. 330: "Steamboat Columhia; Message from the

President of the United States Transmitting a Vurther Report

upon the Subject of an Attack upon the Steamboat Columbia."

The Secretary of State sends the Mexican correspondence on

the alledged attack by Mexican ships on the U.S. steamboat

in Texas waters. Enclosed is the Mexican brig of War

Iturbide's report.

Ex. Docs., No.. 409 (H. Doc., 409), 25th Cong., 2d. sess,,

30 May, .1838, .s.s. 330: "Texas; Message from the President

of the United States .... Respecting the Annexation of Texas to

the United States." The President reports all correspondence

was previously reported to the House. No action has been

taken since the decision was made earlier not to consider

annexation at this time.

Ex. Docs., No. 2 (H. Doc. 2), .25t1h Cong., 3d. sess.,

3 Dec., 1838, s.s. 344: "4Message from the President of the
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United states to the Two Houses .of CQngress at the Co-mencement

of the Third Session of the Twenty-fifth Congress." President

Van Buren in his opening remarks reports the Texas border with

the U.S. is settled and their reguest for annexation with-

drawn. He includes in his message a copy of the boundary cone

vention signed 25 April, -1838 and the letter fro Anson Jones

withdrawing the Texas offer of annexation dated 12 October, ,1838,

Ellis to Van Buren, ,1 Sept., 1839, Van Buren Papers.

Ellis reports that the Texas question will not be acted upon

by the executive or legislative branches. Santa Anna' s reso.

lution for the pacification of Texas was submitted while he

held of fice, but was not well received. To avoid misunder".

standing, Ellis will explain the Texas policy of the U.S. to.

the Mexican administration at the first possible opportunity.

Despatch No. 9, Ellis to Forsyth., 16 Nov., 18, 1839,

Record Group 59. In cipher Ellis reports that 1,500 Texas

troops entered Mexico with the purpose of attacking Matamoros.

The Mexicans will muster 4,0,00 troops to cover the frontier

and repel further incursions. All this is rumored, but

accepted as accurate by Ellis. The wax with Texas is popular

in Mexico and all factions will unite against a Texas

invasion.

H. Docs. , No. 2 26th Cong., 1..lt sess. ,2 ,Dec. ,1839,

s.s. 363: "Message froim the President of the United States,

to the Two Rouses of Congress at the Coimencetent of the

First Session of the Twenty-sixth Congress." Following a
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report on the prQgress of a claims arbitration with Mexico,

the 'President reports that the Texas boundary will be set by

a joint commission.

Despatch No. 14, Ellis to Forsyth, 9 Dar., 1840;

received April, 1840, Record Group 59. Ellis reports the

arrival in December, .1839, of Jiames Treat in Mexico as a Texas

agent. Treat did not revel his true mission to Ellis until

after many meetingswith him. Treat later relates that his

mission is to bring about an adjustment in Texas - Mexico

relations and implies that the U.S. has offered to mediate,

Ellis denies any U.S. involvement and will abstain from con-

tact with Treat until further orders arrive from Washington.

Despatch No. 25, Ellis to Forsyth, 11 June, 1840; recei,

ved 10 July, 1840, Record Group 59. Ellis shares the rumor

that Richard Packenham, British Minister to Mexico, sent a

note to the Mexican government that if Texas is not reconcquered

the British will soon recognize independence. Britain offers

to mediate between Texas and Mexico.

Despatch No. 27, Ellis to Forsyth, 6 July, 1840; received

Aug. , 1840 , Record Group 59. Ellis reports on his inquiry

into the fate of David Crockett at the fall of the Alamo in

Texas. He denies the reports that Crockett is confined in

the mines at Guadalajara. He. confirms the report that he

died at the Alamo based on information from a distinguished

Mexican soldier who stated that no prisoners were taken. He

encloses a copy of his letter to John Crocket refuting the
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report of William White. Ellis regrets. the, death of his

friend.

Despatch No. 33, Ellis tq Forsyth, 20 ug., 1840;; recei-t

ved 26 Sept., 1840, Record Group 59.. Ellis encloses. documents

from the U.S. consul at Tampico on exican - Texan relations

and the current Mexican policy toward Texas. The, document

dated 6 August, 1840, is a statement of praise from General

4ariano Arista to the Indian tribes for uniting to attack the

Texans. Ellis also forwards a statement by the Secretary of

War giving information from General Urrea on the arrest of

William Hallett and Zalman Hull in MatamorQs on

17 February, 1840. for giving aid to the Texans. The arrest

occurred in the house of the U.S. consul.

Despatch No. 36, Ellis to F orsyth , 17 Oct. , 1840; recei-

ved 25 Nov., 1840, Record Group 59. The consul at Vera Cruz

reports Texas vessels are cruising outside the harbor causing

the Mexican government to order a small squadron into the

area. Seven hundred Texans entered 14exico, joining with an

equal number of Federalists led by Jos6 M4ara Molano. This

group is taking possession of the capital of Tamaulipas and

is expected to march on Tampico or San Luis Potost.

Santa Anna to Jackson, 31 Oct.., 1840, Jackson Papers.

Santa Anna responds to Jackson' s inquiry into the fate of

Thomas Brown after his capture on the Texas frontier and his

imprisonment at latamoras. Santa Anna sends a copy of the

Minister of War's. report.



103

Despatch No. 49,. Ellis to Daniel Webster, 9 Dec. 1841;

received 15 Jan., 1842. Ellis encloses. correspondence on the

case of U.S. citizens in the service of Texas captured on the

Texas border by ,exicans and imprisoned at Saltillo. He

also sends correspondence on Berrymin Q. Stout who was among

a group captured on the Texas border.

Despatch No. 51, Ellis to Webster, 16 Dec., 1841; recei'!

ved 15 Jan., 1842, Record Group 59. Ellis reports the arrival

of the Texan "Santa Fe Expedition" in Chihuahua on their way

to Mexico with a military escort of 250 xpen. He quotes from

El Siglo XX of 14 Deceanber, 1841, on the fate of three of

these men on the march. The prisoners are expected in the

capital in two or three weeks. Ellis asks for confirmation

of his belief that he cannot interfere on behalf of those

U.S. citizens now serving in Texas.

H. Docs., No. 42, 27th Cong., 2d. sess., 6 Jan., 1842,

s.s. 402; "American Citizens Arrested by Mexicans; Resolution

of the Legislature f Kentucky in Relation to Certain American

Citizens Captured by a Military force of Mexico." Kentucky

protests the 'treatment of the Texas expedition during their

journey to lexico City and the arrest of U.S. citizens wi.th.

valid passports. to Santa Fe.. They request vigorous action by

the U.S.. government.

H. Docs., 49, 27th Cong., 2d. sess., ,18 Jan., 1842,

s.s. 402: "American Citizens Captured Near Santa Fe; Message

from the President of the United States...in Relation to the



104

American Citizens Captured near Santa Fe. . President John

Tyler forwards the report of Secretary of State Daniel Web ,

sterIon the steps taken by the State Department on behalf of

several U.S. citizens, captured with, the Texans in Santa Fe,.

Webster's report includes details on the fate of several

individuals and the circumstances surrounding their involvement

with the Texans.

Despatch No. 53, Ellis to Webster, 22 Jan., 1842; recein

ved 21 Feb., 1842, Record Group 59. Ellis reports that three

Texans were not shot on the road to Mexico City as stated in

E 11i XXgXl , 14 December, .1841.

Despatch No. 54, Ellis to Webster, 27 Jan., 1842;

received 5 Mar., 1842, Record Group 59. Ellis sends his

correspondence with Minister of Foreign Affairs Josd Marta

Bocanegra on the incident involving the forced removal of the

Mexican commissioners from the U.S. ship Louisa to the Texas

ship Austin and their detention for two days before release.

Ellis also reports the release of Franklin Coombs taken by

mistake among the "Santa Fe " Expedition."

-Despatch No. 55, Ellis to Webster, 17 ,Feb., 1842;

received 1 8 4 2 ,Record Group 59. Ellis forwards correspond

dence with the captain of the Louisa on the alledged offense

to the U.S. flag by the Texas brig Austin. He also makes a

full report on his exertions on behalf of the "Santa Fe

Expedition" giving a history of their capture, their fate upon

arrival in the capital, and the effect of his demands for the
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release of those U.S. citizens innocently associated with

the expedition. He reviews the laws that possibly cover the

offenses comIrmitted by the expedition and enclOses extensive

documents and correspondence on the Texans. .TXncluded among

these documents. and correspondence is a complete list of the

.men in the "Santa Fe Expedition". divided by national origin

and occupation.

Despatch No. 57, Ellis to Webster, 26 Feb.e, 1842;.

received 22 Mar., 1842, Record Group 59.. Ellis sends all

correspondence on the detainment of George Wilkins Kendall

with the Texas expedition, and letters from the Puebla prisoners

who claim U.S. protection. Ellis believes it is the Mexican

policy to delay releasing the U.S. citizens as long as

possible. He leaves it to Webster to determine the extent this

treatment will be allowed to continue.

H. Docs., No. 154, 27th Cong., 2d. sess., 24 Mar., 1842,.

s.s. 403; "J hn T. Howard; R1esolution of the Legislature of

Maryland Relating to John T. Howard, a Prisoner in Mexico."

The Maryland legislature refers to the "Santa Fe Expedition"

as traders, and Howard as a Maryland citizen. They request

ixeediate action to secure his release.

.Despatch No. 59, Ellis to Webster, 9 April, .1842;

received 11842j, Record Group 59.. Ellis discusses the steps

taken in individual cases to secure the release of the

_webers of the "Santa Ee Expedition,P, and forwards all
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correspondence as instructed by the State Department.. He

gives the fate f the expedition thrQugh April, 1842.

S. Docs., N0. 199, 27th. Cong., 2d. sess., 12 April, 1842,

s.s. 397: "Message from the President of the United States

Coinunicating... Copies of the Proceedings of the Commissioners

Appointed to Run the Boundary Line Between the United States

and the Republic of Texas." President Tyler sends corres

pondence, field notes, and qaps on the boundary line.

Despatch No. 60,,. Ellis :to Webster, 28 April, 1842;

received 30 Jay , 1842, Record Group 59. Ellis gives a full

report on the renewed efforts that resulted in the release of

several Americans taken with the "Santa Fe Expedition," and

the transfer of ill prisoners to hospital. He encloses a

transcript of his meeting with Santa Anna on the U.S.

prisoners, Santa Anna promises to release U.S. prisoners after

U.S. war ships leave Vera Cruz. t is rumored that Santa Anna

will discharge the Texas prisoners on a blanket parole in the

summer. Ellis regrets the bad press his efforts received in

the U.S. He draws 2,500 dollars from the legation account

to defray the transportation cost of those prisoners already

released who wish to return to the U.S. Waddy Thompson has

now arrived to relieve Ellis of his position.

Despatch No. 1, Waddy Thompson to Webster, 29 April, 1842;

received Z1842j, Record Group 59. Thompson reports his

arrival in Mexico City and his subsequent visits with the U.S,

prisoners. He assures the Secretary of State of his genuine
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concern for the well being O2 these inen. He recounts: his

interview with Santa Anna, remarking that Santa Anna's iate

intelligence leads him to value the good feeling of the U.$.

Thompson gives his own version of Ellis' final negotiations

for the U.S. citizens among the Texan p]risoners and his :own

role in their release. He expresses his opinion that Santa

Anna's government would cede Texas and California as the

only compensation available Ior U.S. claims. in his opinion,

Mexico must not be judged by their actions in Texas.. Mexicans

are a kind people, but granting no quarter in battle is their

heritage. The sympathy of Mexico City is with the Texas

prisoners. He encloses his correspondence with Minister of

Foreign Affairs Bocaneg ra on the U.S. prisoners.

Thompson to Webster, 30 April, 1842, record Group 59.

Thompson states that the Texas prisoners are to be released,

but they are not privided with the means of returning home.

He requests thatia U.S. revenue cutter return to Vera Cruz

to assist them.

Despatch No. 2,. Thompson to Webster, 6 June, 18427

received 7 July, 1842, Record Group 59. Thompson encloses

Bocanegra's. circular addressed to the diplomatic corps

protes ting U.S. citizens giving aid to Texas without hinder,-

ance from the U.S. government, .and his own reply to Bocanegra

also circulated to the diplomatic corps. Tn his reply Thomp"*

son asserts the right of each citizen to their own opinions

and the laws ending their citizenship if they join Texas.



108

S. Docs. , No. 325, 27th Cong. :2d. sees., :15 June, 11842,

s.s. 398: "Mesa ge from the. President Of the United States

Communicating... Copies of Correspondence with the Government

of lMexico." Along with the diplomatic correspondence from

Ellis and Thompson, Webster includes his own instructions

regarding the Texas "Santa Fe Expedition." These instructions

cover in great detail the. circumstances surrounding the capture

of U.S. citizens , their names, occupations, and reasons for

going to Texas. Stress is placed on the U.S. policy toward

J11exico and Texas to Justify U.S. recognition of Texas.

Thompson to Webster., 20 'june,, 1842 Record Group 59.

The Texas prisoners are released through the .generosity of

Santa Anna. Upon leaving prison, the Texans were received

with joy by the Mexican people. Thompson restates all action

taken to obtain their release and the assistance he received

from various officials. He also discusses the general feeling

among the diplomatic corps regarding U.S. actions on behalf

of prisoners, and that of Mexico against the U.S. Thompson

believes the hostile feelings toward the U.S. are used to

create a climate of war that will strengthen Santa Annas.

power. All correspondence with Minister of War Tornel and

inister of Foreign Affairs Bocanegra is included.

H. Docs., No. 266, 27th- Cong., 2d. sess., 14 July, 1842,

s.s. 405: "Nssage from the President of the United States

Transmitting Copies of Papers Upon the Subject of Relations

Between the United states and the Mexican Republic."
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Secretary of State Webster ag Xn ,urnishes ali correspondence

on the Texas "Santa ;Fe Expedition" and the .impisonment of

U.S. citizens in Mexico City.

Despatch No. 4, Thompson to Webster, 30 July, 1842;

received 20 Sept., 1842, Record Group 59. Thompson forwards

a copy of the circular by the Minister of FQreign affairs

sent to the diplomatic corps in response to Thompson's rebuttal

of Bocanegra' s earlier circular on U.S.. violation of neutrality,

He also sends a Copy of his second rebuttal to be published

if further instructions do not arrive to change the situation,

Two steamboats with English crews are reportedly sailing for

Mexico and will be used against Texas. Santa Anna talks

openly of war with the U.S. with Mexico aided by Britain.

Thompson believes that but -f or the Texas war, the U.S. could

acquire part of the fifteen million dollar annual commerce

Britain maintains with Mexico. Preparations are being made

for a fall invasion of Texas. Thompson finds that the Mexicans

hate the U.S. "...with the hatred of a Spaniard, bitter and

unchangeable (p. 4) ." The Texas prisoners have now left Vera

Cruz.

H. Docs., No. 2, -27th Cong., 2d. sess., 11 Aug., 1842,

s.s. 401: "Message fronthe President of the United States

to the Two Houses of Congress at the Comenceipent of the

Third Session of the Twenty-seventh Congress." In his state

of the union message, President Tyler announces. the release

of the Texas "Santa Fe Expedition." He mentions the Mexican
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complaints of U.S. citizens assti Texas during the late.

war between Texas and Mexico (pp. 5-6,. In the supplementary

documents from the Secretary of State, Webster supplies

copies of correspondence between Thompson, Bocanegra and the

diplomatic corps in Mexico (pp. 144-1451.

Thompson to Webster, .8 NOV., 1842, Record Group 59.

Thompson does not agree with Webster's censure of his actions

in advancing funds by which the Texas expedition may return

home, .He presents to Webster his justification for his actions,

Jackson to Van Buren, 12 Feb., 1843, Van Buren 'Papers.

Jackson discusses the early negotiations with Spain in 1819

for the Louisiana boundary to fix the line at the Rio Grande,

These previous negotiations influenced his ins tructions to

the U.S. Ministers in Mexico for a retro-cession of Texas.,

He regrets the inadvertent cession of U.S. territory, but this

is in the past. Now Texas can only be a question for annex":

ation, and Jackson gives his own views. on the military imports

ance of Texas and the British threat.

Thompson to, Webster, 16 Feb., 1843; received 10 April, 1843,

Record Group 59.. Thompson sends a copy of the capitulation

agreement signed by the Texans surrendering at Nier. He

reports that five men taken with the "Santa Fe Expedition"

were ordered to be shot. Other Texans have been sent to

southern Mexico for work on road gangs, Whiile those Texans

taken in San Antonio are now imprisoned. .He asks for verifiT

cation of his instruction that allow interference by the U,S,
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to prevent cruel treatment of war prisoners and force -the'

observance of capitulatipn agree ents.

~Jackson to Santa Annag 27 Feb.., 1843, aackson Papers.

Jackson ask for the release Of one of the pen taken by Gen

eral Pedro de Amrpudia at Mier. Jackson protests the failure

of AAMpudia to o berve the capitulation agreement.

Despatch No. 15, Thompson to Webs ter, 14 war., l843/

received 11 April, 1843, Record Group 59. Thmpson relate

the details of his conversation with Minister of Foreign

Affairs Bocanegra on the treatment of the Texas prisoners of

war. Bocanegra resents any U.S. interference in Mexico's

treatment of rebellious states not subject to the laws of

nations, ie reports the rumored attempt of escape by Texas

prisoners gent to work on Mexican roads. Thompson forwards

correspondence from Santa Anna in response to Jackson's

personal letter requesting the release of a iman taken with

the 'Texans at Xier.

Santa Anna to Jackson, 14ar., l8 43 , ackson Papers.

Santa Anna answers Jackson's request for release of one of

the Texas prigsoners. He states the serious charges ag ainst

them, and his own opinion of Texas independence and the Texan I

continued hostility.

Thompson to Webs ter, 11 April, 1843;received

18 iay, 1843, Record Group 59. Thompson reports that seven

teen Texans have been shot while others remain in prison and

are subjected to great cruelty. lie will refrain from official
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action on their behg4# until he ece-yes new instructions,.

C.K. Gleason to Jackspn, 4 4ay, .1843, Jackson Papers,

Gleason, residing in a ZexicO City prison sends his account

of the men taken at Mier and Santa Anna's order Of execution,

This order was later reduced to every tenth man. Gleason

gives the details of the Texas prisoners! escape attempt and

their subsequent capture. He requests financial assistance

to relieve his own sufferin in prison.

Henry Gilpin to Van Buren, 4 X:ayV 1843, Van Buren Paper,

Gilpin reports infoatipn receved in philadelphia that the

Texas iernpent has announced a British offer to mediate

between Texas and Iexico. The British assure Texas of Jlvexican

recognition of its independence if slavery is abolished,

Texas has decided to apply for admission to the U.S., .and if

this is not accepted, to accept the British offer.

Thompson to Webster, ;16 ay , ,1843; received 20 June, 1843,

Record Group 59. Thompson hopes the Texans will be released

on 15 June. No amre Texans will be released upon personal

requests. because those liberated in the "Santa Fe Expedition"

have since pgarched gain on Mexico. He encloses his :corres

pondence witlh Bocegra on JIexicoIs. decision not to respect

the person of foreign consuls residing in Texas.

ThojLpson to Louis cLane, 24 June, 18437 received

19 July, 1843, ecord Group 59. Thopson sends clipping

of the exicqn decree that all Texas prisoners taken hereafter

will be shot.
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Thompson to 3icLane 15 guly, 1843 received

16 Aug., 1843, EeCOrd Group 59. Thpapson sends his cores

pondence with Bocanegra on the anticipated negotiations- to

end the war with Texas. He expresses the opinion that little

hope exists for this eyent unless Texas is willing to abolish

slavery and rejoin ,XexiLcQ.

Th0Qrps n to 1vcLne, 5 Aug.,, 1843; received 8 Sept., 1843,

Record GrouP 59.. Thompson frwards his correspondence with

Bocanegra on a new "Santa. e Expedition.' Bocanegra attributes

this renewed attempt on Mexican territor entirely to U.S.

citizens, for Houston has pledged that Texas will end hostile

ities. Ilexico demands reparations or da, ges. Thompson

doubts that f.4. citizens participated, but reserves his

judgment unti all reports. arrive.

ThQmTpson to Abel P. Upshur, 25 Aug., 1843; received

17 Qct., 1843, Aecord Group 59. Thomp pson reports on further

correspondence with Bocanegra on the character of the new

"3anta Te Expedition. " .exico's. belief in the continued

involvement of U.Z. citizens in the Texas rebellion only adds

to her complaints: against the U.S. Thompson refutes Bocap"

negra's charges with a report that the expedition was

apprehended by U.s. troops outside Kexican territory and that

no inyasion actually took place. Thompspn fears Upshur will

not think his reply :strpn enough.

Thompson to Upshur, 28 Sept. 1843. received 3 Nov., ,1843'

Record Group 59. Thoipson reports on the outcome of an
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incident inVolvina Brtish lg arried by one of the Texans

taken at Vier. The British minister now demands his passports

because of exico's failure to apologized for the disrespect

by X-exican soldiers for the flag at Mier.

Tho1pson to Upghur, 30 Sept., 1843; received 3 Nov., l843,

Record Group 59. Thompson reports information on the

activities of a 4exican agent, Santos Flores., to arouse the

Creek Indians against the Texans. He will allude to this in-'

formation in a personal interview With Bocanegra.

Thoppson to Upshur, 2 Oct., 1843; received 21 Nov., 1843,

Record Group 59.. Thompson explains Mexico's reasons for the

decree that All invaders will be shot. He also questions

Upshur's ins tructions that the U.S. Minister does not have

the right to chastise Mexico for treatment of war prisoners.

ie refers to Webster's earlier instructions of 5 April, 1842,

arguing tat neutral governments have the right to intercede

in such cases. The reported armistice between Texas and

Mexico is officially a secret in Mexico, but news of it is

carried in U.S. newspapers. Thompson judges. this as only a

delaying tactic by Santa Anna until his much-planned invasion

of Tucatan is. complete.

William 4oane to Van Buren, 27 Oct.., 1843, Van Buren

papers. Rogne,. a former Virginia Senator, writes on the

persistency of the Calhounites in making the Texas question

a political issue... He 'questions: Van Buren's position on Texas

and gives. his own reasons for opposing annexation. Roane
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implies, that Van urens; views. on Teas :culd be a vital

factor n the upcoming presidential election.

Thompson to pahur, 20 Noy., l843 received

22 Dec., 1843, ;Record Group 59. The Texas prisoners are

expected to be released shortly. Thompson suggests the

possibility of a cnf lict between Britain and Mexico. The

anticipated negotiations between Texas and Mexico warrant

the positioning of a U.S. war ship at Vera Cruz to transport

information qui ckly.

S. Docs., No. 1,: 28th Cong., 1st. sess., 5 Dec.! 1843,

s.s. 431; llesa age frQX the President o.f the United States

to the Two Huses of Congress at the Commencement of the

first Session of the Twenty,"eight Congress."' President Tyler

includes despatches from the U.S. minister in Mexico with

correspondence from the Mexican Minister in. Washington in his

discussion of relations with Mexico. . The Mexican government

has announced its. intentions to. declare war if the U.S.

discusses annexation of Texas. Tyler argues that the U.S.

will not be swayed by threats. Texas is independent and

the Mexican war against Texas is only a series of barbaric

incursions (pp. 6 8). He forwards to Congress correspondence

on this matter between Bocanegra, Thompson, Almonte and

Upshur (pp. 2343) .

Depatch No. 37, Thopsgqn to Upshr., 4 n.,, 1844;

received 2 'Feb., 1844, Record Group 59. Thompson sends a

copy og his note addressed to. the. diplomatic corps in Nexico
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in response "to pcane,.a' s. publication oq c-QirespQndence with

him on Texas annexation. Thoppagn resents ocanegra not

publishing all the pex'timent notes.

De patch No. 4Oz ThQmpsn to Upshur, 2 Ieb. 1844;_

received 13 m a., 1844, RecQrd qroup 59. The Texas armistice

is ended. ThQm on regards the armistice as a tool of Santa

Anna's. whQ realizes that Texas cannot he xetaken. Thompson

believes that iexico would rathr see Texas taken by any powex

other than Britain.

James K. Tolk to Jackson, 22 Feb.., 1844, Jackson Papers,

Polk forwards a letter. requeqting Jackson's intercession with

Santa Anna on behalf of a prisoner taken with the Texans.

Polk to ackApnr 15 Aar., 1844, Jackson apers. rok

requests Jackson's intercession on behalf of a prisoner taken

with the Texans.

Ritchie to Van Buren. 20 mar., 1844, Ban Buren Papers,

Ritchie passes on the opinion of a Congressman that the inove

instigated by Jackson for Texas annexation by treaty may

succeed, but must not become a party issue. Van Buren will

be re-elected unless he goes against the annexation of Texas.

Ritchie requests Van Buren not to respond to this issue as

Van Buren is in serious political trouble.

Silas Wright to Van Buren, 22 Nar.1 1844, yan Buren

Papers. W4iht, a New, York Senator, discusses the rumors that

a treaty of annexation is being brought before the Seante. He

questions the authority of either the Senate or the President
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to: priqinate s*.auc treaty. He g4es hi own opinion on the.

vital questions, that annexation Q Texas Would raise.

Leonard SiM to Jacksn,r 26 Mar., 1844, Jackson Papers.,

$iPXs, ,a Representative 4,rom Missouri, asks. Jackson's, aid on

behalf o 4 A Missouri. citizen taken prisoner in Texas in

December, 1842, who is, now a prisoner at Perote.

Jim Perry to Van Burenr 29. Mar., 1844, Yan Buren Papers,

erry reports on the alarm of Cincinnatti citizens at the

annexation of Texas and their resolye to question each presit"

dential candidate on the subject. Perry regards the support

of Texas annexation as political suicide in the northern

states. He cautions Van Buren on his answer to the, Texas

question.

Henry Collien to Jackson, 3 Mar. , 1844, Jackson Papers.

Collien requests ackson's. intercession for a doctor taken

with the Texans at Mier, who is now a prisoner at Perote.

Citizens :to Carroll County, Kentucky to Van Buren,

1 April, 1844, Van Buren Papers. These citizens note the

importance of the Texas question on the presidential election

and request Van Buren's. views. on the issue. They enclose a

copy of a resolution of a meeting 5f citizens in favor of

reacquiring Texas.

Benjamin Butler to Van Buren, 6 April, 1844, Van Buren

Papers. Butler, ,a prominent Massachusetts politician, reports

in detail to Van Buren on his views of the Texas question and

the leqal considerations of a treaty o annexation.. He
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remarks on whether Texas should be g a t:te or territory and

the p0ssib2Le danger Qp wa with eco. Re gives Van Buren

the feeling on Texas in Congress.

Jabez Raxpmond to Van Buren, April, 1844, Van Buren

Papers. , airimond, ,a aorer Massachusetts Senator, argues

against annexation and discussed the s1a4very question in rew"

nation to Texas. He Ould not support a candidate who favored

Texas.

W.D. miller to Jackson .7April, 1844, ackson Papers.

Killer speculates on the passage .f an annexation treaty in

this session of Congress. He discusses the political conse-

quences of Annexation to Clay and Van Buren factions and the

strength of both in the Senate. If the treaty is rejected

Texas can no longer look to the U.8.

Despatch No. 1, Ben Green to John Calhoun, 8 April, .1844;

received 11 !lay, 1844, cordd Group 59. Charge Green reports

that Santa Anna has repeatedly stated that Mexico needs a

foreign war to develop her resources. War would allow him

to resume dictatorial powers or even imperial power.

George Higes to Jackson, 9 April, .1844, Jackson Papers.

Himes asks Jackson' s. intercession or a man taken among the

Texans at iier.

T.H. Tucker tg Van Buren, r12 April, 1844, yan Buren

Papers. Tucker, a House meixer, ;repOrts. on the ,rumoxs in

Washington o a Texas -treaty in the enate and the effect that

Van Buren's silence is having on the issue. Re asks Van Buren
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to publish his. yiews, on Texas and end political intrigue.

4ackson to Ams Kendall, 12 Apgil 1844, Jackson Papers.

Jackson expresses his belief that without Texas the western

boundaries in a war with Britain would not be secure. If

Texas is not annexed now,. Britain may gain possession.

Indians could e easily be roused by Britain and the whole fron "

tier go up in flames.

Santa Anna to Jackson, 17 April, 1844, Jackson Papers.

Santa Anna acknowledges -ackson's letter interceding for a

prisoner among the Texans At pexrote.

Van Buren to W.H.. Hamet, 20 April, 1844f, Vn Buren Papers,

Van Buren's .:extensive dr4ft of his views on the Texas question

answers an inquiry by Hammet. The final form of this draft

appears in the Globe. Van Buren coyers freely his views on

the constitutional question of annexation, the possibility of

war with Mexico, the. history of the Texas question, and the'

inducexnents for annexation. This letter and its publication

in the Globe will severely effect Van Buren's election bid.

S. Docs., No. 341, 28th Cong., 1st sess. 22 April, 1844,

s.s. 435; "Proceedings of the Senate and Documents Relative

to Texgs, Fom Which the Tnjunction of Secrecy Has Been

Removed." This document opens with the journal of the Senate

calling for release o- documents: on the. Texas negotiations.

These documents are divided into qten groups; the presidents:

xnessage accompanying the Texas treaty to the Senate, extracts

from the correspondence between Webster and the Texas legation,
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letter Qn Br'itgin's i t in the instructions to

Char Green fQl1Qwing the Jggnin of the treaty, statistics

on Texas, instructions tp TaQips9n: in exico, correspondence

on military preparations for a move into Teas a copy of

the Texas arxns tice with exicp and a copy of the President s.

annual .esa5-e with acopanying documents.

Jaes K, Polk to S.P. Chase, 23 April, 1844 .Polk Papers

Library of Congress, Washin,5ton, D.C.. Polk'ls draft of his

response to the citizens of Cincinnati Answers their questions

relative to his position on the Texas issue. LRe reviews. the

past boundary negQtiatiOns with Spain and France. He concludes

that Texas could have been acquired much earlier and is now

destined to be a part of the U.S. through reannexation.

Despatch No. 3, Green to Calhoun, 25 April, 1844, Record

Group 59 . The . *S. newspaper coverage of the annexation

question keeps exico alert to U.S. intentions. lexico will

not make a decision on the claims convention until the Texas

question is settled.

Jackson to the Editor of The Union, 13 ay#, 1844, Jack"*

son Papers. Jackson places his own views past and present

on the Texas question before the public in the light of Van

Buren's s tatement of 20, April 1844. Jackson rewards Van

Buren' s cautious letter as based on limited information and

without consideration of interference in Texas by foreign

powers.
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Jackson tojYan Buren 4 14J, ,1844,. Yn Buren Papers,

Jackson expresses his belief, b sed on the best Texas sources,

that if Texas is rejected by the U.S. she is lost forever and

will seek aid ;rom Britain. He discuses the political cono

siderations in the south and southwest on Texas.

Benjamin Green to Calhoun, 30 Jay,, 1844 received 4

Record Group 59.. Green reports Mexico is still delaying on

the claims protocols until after the Texas question is decided

in the U.S. Senate. Green encloses his note to Bocanegra

officially in orming the lyexican government :that the Texas

annexation treaty is before the Senate. Green requests

negotiations to settle any dif erencesggrowing out of the Texas

annexation, particularly those of boundary. Bocanegra's. long

reply to Green's note covers the Mexican position on Texas and

her views of U.S. motives. He reminds the U.S. of a statement

made 23 August, 1843, that annexation would be. considered an

act of war against Mexico.

Green to Calhoun, 7 June, 1844; received 12 July, .1844,'.

Record Group 59. Green reports that Bocanegra sent copies. of

his note announcing the consideration of Texas annexation in

the U.S. Senate to the diplomatic corps. Mexico is confident

that the Senate will re ject the treaty and therefore acts

beligerently to gain support at hope and abroad. Santa Anna

declares his intention to retake Texas, but he would not dare

to send another general where he himself has failed. It is

rumored that l,00. men are moving north to the Texas border.
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DespatchW Q. j, Green -to Calhoun, 15 June, 1844,'

RecQrd Group 59.. Green enclQses his correspondence with

Bocanegra on the renegOtiatifn of a boundary following the

annexation of Texas. The Mexican garnment be lieves that in

the earlier treaty with the. U.S. a pledge was made to protect

Mexican territorial integrity and its possession of Texas.

Green objects to the military order which regards any person

found within a league's distance of the left bank of the

Rio Grande as a traitor. The Mexican government would now

prefer British presence in Texas :to, that of the U.S. Santa

1Anna is unwilling to take the responsibility for a tax raise

that would enable him to march on Texas again.

Green to Calhoun, :17 June, / 1844; received 17 July, 1844.1

Record Group 59. Green speculates. on Santa Anna's. Texas

policy and the rumors that Mexican agents. are in London to

negotiate. a sale of Texas to Britain. Santa Anna may invade

Texas and hold it for ninety. days to facilitate the sale to

Britain. The majority of the men in the Mexican Foreign

Office recognize that Texas is lost.

Despatch No. 8, Green to Calhoun, 24 June, 1844; received

16 July, ,1844, Record Group 59. Green reports the clergy is

definitely against a war with Texas which they would have to

finance, lie encloses hs correspondence on the right of the

U.S. to negotiate with the Texans, and the movement of U.S.

troops into Texas. Bocanegra states that such. action would

constitute an act of war.
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Despatch No. -9, Green t Calhpun, 28 June r.1844; received

1844A, ecrd Group 59.. The correspndence enclosed carries

on Green's. discussion with. BQocner on whether Texas is a

rebel colony qr an independent nation.

Despatch No. 10, Green tp Calhoun, 14 July, 1844; received

25 Aug. , 1844,. record Group 59. Green recounts Santa Anna Is,

use of s lander toward the U.S. to regain extra dictatorial

powers. Mexico nQW blames the U.S. for all her troubles, He

encloses further correspondence with Bocanegra. Green will

not send his final note en annexation until work of the

Senate's action reaches Nexico.

Despatch No. 17, Green to Calhpun, .20 Aug., 1844; received

28 Sept. 1844 , recordd Group 59. i-anuel JRe 6n replaces

Bocanegra as minister of Voreign Affairs. The invasion of

Texas is planned by sea And will be a war of extermination

launched from Galveston.

Despatch No. 2,. Wilson Shannon to Calhoun, 21 Sept., 1844;

received 4 ov.,, 1844 ..Record Group 59. Shannon reports his

friendly reception by Santa Anna and the professions of good

will toward the U.S. Shannon has received a promise of the

release of the Texas prisoners as a personal favor from Santa

Anna. He encl9ses-a co mplete list of the 120 xen to be

released on 16 september according to anta Anna's. promise.

Santa Anna continues to increase the size of the military.

Publicly he announces that this ;frce is to be used against
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Texas, but privately gany believe that the r'y will be used

,for SAnta Anna's. pesqna IrrbitiQns.

Despatch No. 3, Shannon to Calhoun,: 28 Oct:, 1844,

Record GrguP 59. shannon sends a lengthy conmentary on

Mexican preparations for war with Texas. Shannon discourages

any belief that Texas can be acquired with Mexico's, consent.

Time and new circumstances must be allowed to dissipate these

feelings before any portion of the Jvexican territory can be

acquired by negotiation. This will not be soon, for hostility

to the U.S. is the esult of years of propaganda and fear of

U.S. encroachment.

Despatch No. 3, Shannpn to Calhoun, 28 Oct., 1844, Record

Group 59. Shannon following Calhoun's orders informs Rej6n

of U.S. dissatisfaction at Mexico's. determination to renew

hostilities against Texas., Shannon cannot anticipate when

he will receive a reply. Both political parties are in agree-..

ment on the Texas issue. Texas, however, does not unite the

parties' efforts. Mexico's, design is to conquer Texas.

Failing in that, -he would see Texas apart of Britain and a

barrier against further U.S. encrPachrents. This fear of

U.S. incursions has been a part of government policy for

many years, .limiting the settlement :in Iexico's four northern

provinces'.

Despatch No. 4, Shannon t Calhoun, 12 Nov., .1844;

received 13 fDec. 1844, ecord Group 59. Shannon encloses

Rejoi's reply to his note on U.S. disapprpval of Mexicols,
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hostile preparations against Texas . Shann regards the

wording of Rdefln's reply so 9rOssly offensive that he, acting

on his own, would have, demanded his passports. He informed

the -Kexican 5,verment that if the offense notes were not

withdrawn, he would break of ficial intercp rse until

instructions arrive froa Washington. ShannQn believes that

forebearance is equated with' weakness in the Jexican mind,

Therefore strong action is necessary.

Despatch No. 5, Shannon to Calhpun, 30 Nov., 1844, Record

Group 59. Shannon sends further correspondence with Re.n on

the annexation of Texas.

Despatch No. 6, phannon to Calhoun, .9 Dec., 1844; recei-

ved 25 Jan., 1845, ;ecord Group 59. A resolution has pros"

treated Santa Ann's vgernment. If it is successful, the.

revolutionary party pledges itself to repeal the forced loan

law for raising funds for the Texas. campaign.

John Niles to Van Buren, 30 -Dec., 1844., Van Buren P apexs

Niles, .a Connecticut Senator, *9qives a sketch of the Texas

question's i portance tp the new administration and the

influence it will have on its formation. The growing belief

in Congress is that Texas cannot be Acquired as a territory

through an act of Congress because this violates the treaty

gakin9 power. iles. expresses his belief that Congress can

admit Texas as 4 state, ", that Congress can resolve for the

President to neqrtiate' for its acquisition by treaty. The
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Th. - aS H. Benton plan requixing _exican app-roal Qfr Texas

admittance to thd Unionn is no llQn-ien esible.

Despatch No. 8, Shanngn to Calhoun, 16 Jan., 1845, recei"

ved 24 Feb., 1845, record Grqup 59. Santa Anna is beaten by

the rev-lutionary party.. The new administration .may be

willing to adjust the Texas cguestign on the best terms possible.

If this is possible, Shannon believes that the annexation of

Texas would end the question forever and new negotiations on

a boundary could beqin.

Preston King to Van Buren, .14 Feb. 1845 Van Buren Papers.

King, a New YXrk Congressman ives news on the Texas question

and the possible outcome in the Congress on various plans to

acquire Texas. The British influence and the ambitions of

Texas politicians imay form a serious obstacle to be overcome

by negotiation. King regards public opinion as favorable to

annexation in both the U.S. and Texas. Slavery in Texas may

cause the fall of the Deocratic party in every northern state

in the elections.

Tyler to an Editor on Texas Annexation, n.d., Tyler

Papers, Library of Congress, lWashington, D.C. Tyler answers

questions on Texas annexation and who should be credited with

acquiring the new ,state. Tyler writes candidly of Upshurs.

role in the annexation of Texas and the influence that

European interest had in. prompting the moe for annexation.

Tyler states. that the only dotibt he felt in annexation was

the timing, and the problem of leaving a critical situation
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he created to his successor. Qnly Aftar ognsulttiQn with

the Cabinet And President-elect ,olk 4s the decision made,

Although this rafr4xent o Tler's draft is not dated, evidence

in the content could place its. date as 1848.

Despatch No. 9, .hannon to games Buchnan, 26 April, 1845

Record Group 59.- Reports in Mexico indicate that the U.S,

Congress has passed a joint resolution to annex Texas and the

President is expected to sign it. The Mexican Congress has

acted to suspend the Treaty of 1831, close all Mexican ports

to the U.S., and set a specified time for All U.S. merchants

to leave Mexican territory. Shannon will receive his pass"

ports or suspend Qfficial intercourse. These actions willgo

into effect when official word is received confirming U.S.

action. Mexico believes that Britain will support her warlike

attitude.

Despatch No. 10, Shannon to Buchanan, 6 April, 1845;

received 28 April, .1845, Record Group 59. Shannon encloses

a note froxa Mexican officials severing diplomatic relations

and his own reply to this situation. Shannon believes there

is no amicable way tQ settle differences with iexico. All

parties in Mexico are for war. No action will be taken until

the arrival of the Mexican minister from W4ashington. The

troops Zmarching to Texas cannot Arriye there before October.

Britain is working to persuade Texas to reject annexation,

$he would bring Mexico to Agree to independence and to Texas.

existing boundaries.
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W.. Parrotto Buchann, 18 April, 1845, 1eord Group 59

Special Agent )arrott speculates on the true state o opinion

in Mexico on the Texas question. lie reports that the news of

the Mexican and British proppal to Texas ha s trengthened

the movement to: re-establish the Constitution of 1824. To

declare war and then find the funds to conduct it is the

planned move. If the present Administration follows its

course to end the Texas guetion, the opposition will use it

as an excuse to overthrow the government for disposing of

national territory. Shannon will not be able to communicate

with the. Mexican ,yernment except to announce annexation

and collect his passports.

Parrott to Buchanan, 19 April, 1845; received 28 May, 1845.

Record Group 59. Agent Pgrrott reports that none in Vera Cruz

believe that Texas will agree to annexation.

Parrott to Buchanan, 26 April, 1845; received 28 May, .1845

Record Group 59. Prrott reports public opinion will accept

nothing less than war with the U.S. The Mexican Congress is

now deciding whether to conclude a treaty with Texas.

Polk to Jackson, 27 April, 18450, Jakson Papers. Polk

is satisfied that president Jones of Texas is opposed to

annexation. The .British and UFrench influence in Texas has

had its effect. nforination sources say the vast majority

in Texas fayor annexation, and if Jones delays the people will

move on their own. Precautions are being taken against

Mexican reaction. A strong naval force is now near Vera Cruz,,'
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. yell to Polk, 5 Ja4, 1845, Plk Ppers. Archibal

yell, Arkanags ConreAAn, repo rtp h a ryyl with 4ajOr

A.J. Donelsn in Galvestpn. He gives hs a ssessment of the

Texas affair and reports the annexation question is now

before the Texas Congreqs.

A.J. Donelson to Plk, 14 May, 1845, ?lk Papers.

Donelson, U. p. Charge to Texas, reports tat the atmosphere

in Texas is favorable to annexation on those terms set by the

U.S.

Parrott to Buchanan, 22 ,May, 1845; received 23 June, '.1845

Record Group 59. Parrott reports that the Mexican Congress

has passed a resolution giving the- government power to treat

with Texas. A eican enate report declares that Mexico will

resist any attempt by the U.S. to annex the Mexican province

of Texas. All await the action of the Texas convention.

Parrott to Buchanan, 29 May, 1845,; received 23 June 1845.

.ecord Group 59. Parrott cannot approach the Minister of

Foreign Aff airs on the subject of his true mission because

of British influence in the government. No change is

expected in policy until after the Texas convention acts. If

Texas prefers to treat with Nlexico, then diplomatic relations

with the U.,$. pay be restored. Xf Texas chooses annexation,

Mexico could declare war.

Parrott to Buchanan, 23 June, 1845; received

23 June, 1845, Record Group 59. The opposition papers are

calling for the Mexican Congress at the close of this session

to save the national honor and revenge the outrages committed
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by the U.S. in Texas. iexic i b unable to deAl with Texas

alone. parrtt believes they xrwill neyer be 'ble to win a

war with Texas nOW under U.S. protecting.

C. Wicklife to ,lk 3 June, r.1845, Polk Papers.

Wickliffe, a prominent Kentucky politician and diplomatic

agent,. offers questions on the best troop placements. and

supply routes for the. U.S. military to use on the Rio Grande

and Texas coast.. He questions whether the U.S. military would

have the right to move the 1exicans from the east bank of

the Rio Grande.

Polk to Houston, 6 June, r 1845, Polk aperss. Polk ex-

presses his wish for Texas to become part of the union and

accept the U.$. terms Eor annexation. The pro"Texas faction

now has a majority in Congress and will accept Texas.

Parrott to Buchanan, 10 June, 1845, Record Group 59.

Parrott gives the details of the Mexican President' s address

at the close of the regular Congressional session. The MajoX

emphasis is on Texas and the government' s. vow to uphold the

national honor should Texas accept annexation. This address

is followed by that of the TPresident of the Chamber of

,Deputies. He also emphasizes the Texas problem as the most

important issue of the moent. He discusses the possible

negotiations with Texas to prevent annexation. exico hopes

that the U.S. will end in war wth Britain over the Qre on

territory.. Parott encloses a copy of a Senate report

denouncing the U. S.' move to annex Texas as against the spirit
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of the treaties..

1?olk to Donelson, 12 uneI 1845, Polk Papers. Polk

refers to reports froxm Donel~sn and Wickliffe tliat state lrne

numbers of .exican troops Are Igassing for an invasion. Polk

will defend Texas at 411 costs. He orders troops to march to

the ixouth of the a1:ine ) iver and report to Donelson. U.,

ships are ordered to ixave into Galveston harbor. Polk will

regard Texas as a part of the U.S. the 'moment the convention

ratifies the annexation ,45reement. He iyes Donelson instruc"

tions in the event an invasion occurs.

Parrott to .Buclanan, 17 June, 1845, Record Group 59.

Texas President 4nson Jones' proclamation. designating

4 July , 1845, as the date for a decision on annexation is now

published in the Iexican press. Parrott believes that this

administration will not declare war on the U.S. even if Texas

is annexed unless popular opinion demands it. JIexico does

not have the resources to carry out a war. The administration

cannot re-establish relations with the U.S. until after the

Texas question is settled.

Shannon to Buchanan, 23 June, 1845; received 25 June, 1845,

Record Group 59. Upon arriying in New yrk$, Shannon reports

on conditions in mexico at his departure. exico believes

that Texas will not annex itself to the U.S., but accept British

protection and Jexican recQnition. Further war preparations

are suspended until Texas acts.

Parrott :to Buchanan, '5 July, 1845; receiyed 1 Sept., 1845.,

Record Group 59.. The Mexicagn government is now considering
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a decaoftion Q wax as the Qflly possible meagns tQ preserve

her present position i Texas is annexed to the .,

Parrott gives hi Qwn opinion that if such declaration is

2de, the XJ.-. should take dec sjye action. Parrott cannot

believe that Xexicp would actually dec 4e wgr.

Parrott to Buchanan, 15 uly, 1845, received 1 Sept, 1845,

record Qroup 59. Parrott provides details on the restrictions

placed on the new law uthorizing the president to raise an

armay of militia to defend Mexican independence. Editorials

are gore warlike and the oyernxent ay be forced to defend

the national honor through war pyer Texas.

Polk to 4.9.P. Nichqlsph, 20 July, 1845, olk Papers,

Polk writes o receiying the news that Texas has ratified the

resolution Cor annexation. Now U.S. ngvAl gnd land forces

are in position to defend national territory. He does not

anticipate a declaration of war from JIexico after the show o

force in the Qulf by the U.s. navy.,

Parrott tq Buchanan, 22 July, .1845; received 1 Sept. 1845,

1iecord Group 59. 1arrott reports that word of the Texas

decision reached fexico on .15 July, .1845; fro New Orleans.

Qn 16 July the Cabinet Agreed that a declaration of war would

be -Made agginst the U.5. prr;Ptt is asked to leave Iexico

within three days. PArott has not yet xeceiyed his passports,

The declaration states that upon recetving gficial word of

U.S. troops occupying Texas a state of war will exist between

A exico and the I.S. Troops are moving north and Parrott
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suspects theat they will nake a quick ;id on Texqs inhabitants,
declare avitoy,and then sue pece.

Prtt to Bchangn, 30 '4ly, 1845; receiyed 25 . ,845

Record Greup 59. The yernent council disapproves of the

cabinet's pronouncing a declaration o war a ainst the U.S.

The Council believes that an open declaration is unnecessary

as the V.S. by annexation has broken diplomatic relations

despite warnings frQa Nexico, Now all forces will concentrate

on the border. The 2exican nayy will transport en toward

Galveston and the border,

, one. tp. plk, 9 Aug. .1845, j lk Papers. Jones sends

statistical peporandum on the size of troops now enroute to.

Texas to: ;)oin Geneal Zachary Taylor.

Parrott to Buchanan, 26 Au 1845, I;ecord Group 59.

Parrott following his assessment of the Mexican political

climate infprns Buchanan that an envoy from the U.S. would be

received by the Mexican. government.

Parrott to Buchanan, 3 Sept.., 1845; received 10 Oct., l845.
Record Group 59. The initiative of war is tabled in the

Mexican Chamber of Deputies-. Although the military preparations

are maRde, Parrot believes tat the actul possibility of war

is slim. Public opinion will be allowed to uiet down slowly,

It is rumored that the last cabinet has extended overtures to

the U.S.

Parrott to Buchganan 4 Sept., 18451 receiyed 11 Qct., 1845

Record Group 59. Pazrott aqain re ssures Buchanan that despite

Mexico's hostile attitude, it will not g ve the U.S. an excuse
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for a right of concuest bY it Own -ctions. The status; uo

will be observed until tOctep ox Novanber when word rom

Britain can be receiyed.

John $Iidell to Buchanan, 19 Nov., ,1845, R COrd Greup 59,

Slidell accepts his appointment as the new minister to Mexico

and acknowledges his receipt Qf instructions.

Despatch Np. 2, rSlidell to Buchanan, 30 yp.f 1845,

Record Group 59. Slidell questions his instructions regarding

the rights Q .Texas to Sant te i' the boundary is set at the

Rio Grande r9pm its :mputh. to El Pso. Re quotes the passage

needin clgrification.

S. Docs., No. 1, 29th Cont, st ns., 2 Dec., 1845,

s.s. 470; messagee QfrD1 the Pres4dent of the United States

to the TwO Houses of Congress, at the Commencement of the

Twenty-ninth Congjress.J ! plk reports on the departure of the

1exican Minister irom Washington and the hostile attitude and

preparations by the exican government following the Texas

decision faring annexation. He also reports on U.S. military

preparations on the Mexican border, the appointment of Slidell

as the new minister to Mexico, and a history of the U.S.

claims (pp.5&l.

John -D. Sloat to Slidell, 10 Dec., 1845, record Group 59,

Slidell learns that a naval frce large engl to protect the

U.5. citizens in Q exico is of the. cost at Azatldn awaiting

his orders.

DespAtch No. 3, $lidell to Buchanan, l7 Dec., 18451

received 12 Jan., 1846, Record Group 59. Manuel de la Pena y
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Pena the di4nister Qp fVrej.,n A ra express ,great surpri e

at the quick xeponse to thei; m;pention o, a U.S. envoy, The

Council of Government ws npt insulted by the ',President on

the qQues;tion f renewing ,elgt*,nA with e te U.S. Slidell

sends corxespondence on his recent on by the lexican government

along with cpies of cwrent newspapers c trying news of Texas.

Despatch No. 4r Slidell to. Buchanan, 27 Dec., 1845,

Record Group 59. Slidell writes of his efforts to meet with

the Mexican government and what he considers their gross

falsification of the correspondence leading up to his appoint

ient. He announces. his intentions to await further instructiOns

from Washington in Jalapa. Slidell believes that the current

administration will recenaider his reception, and if it does

not, the next administration nay be more willing to negotiate

with the U.S.

Despatch [ , Slidell to Buchanan, 14 Jan., 1846 rece,

ved Feb., 1846, Record Group 59. Slidell describes the recent

revolt in Mexico and the request by the lexican government

that for his own safety he remain in Mexico City. Slidell

regards this re uest as an excuse to delay a final break with

the U.S.

Despatch No. 8, Slidell to Buchann, ,6 e ,.1846

J~ecord Group 59. 5lidell reports. exic is awaiting a settle

ment of the U.S. Britain ,regon question before making a

move regarding relations with the U.S. If wr between the

British and the U.S. is averted then Mexico will find an excuse

for renewing relations with the U.S. Slidell forwards all
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coxresgPndence With the Ma c n 9overnmant tgt if t

factory boundary :culd be 'Arn ed their ,fnncial problems

might be relieved.

Despatch No. 9, $lidell to Buchann, 17 'eb. 1845,

Record Group 59. Slidell reports on eVents in Mexico and hi*

approval of the move qf Gener4l TayI3r tQ the north bank of

the iJio Grande.

Despatch No. 10, Slidell to Buchanan, 1 Mar., 1846t

Record Grpup 59. Slidell asks for instructions to submit the

question of his reception tQ the Mexican government for final

decision. A copy is enclosed of his proposed note with

Consul Blacks .instructions tQ inform the Mexican government

that if an affirmative reply is not received by 5 March,

Slidell will request his passports. Slidell reports that the

political and popular climate against the U.S. increases daily,

Slidell-to Buchanan, 15 Mar., r18461, Record Group 59.,

Slidell announces the reply of the Mexican Minister of Foreign

Affairs to his note of 1 March, 1846. He now awaits the return

of his passports and encloses to Buchanan the negative answer

of the Mexican government.

Despatch No. .13, Slidell to Buchanan, 2 April, 1846,.

Record Group 59. Slidell encloses Minister of Feign Affairs

Castillo y XgAnzga' note accompanying his asAsports. He gives

further details of h offer of pecuniAXy assistance to

Mexico if an greeable boundary for Texas could be set.

Mexico has now published a manifesto stating that no g gression

against the U.S. will be taken until it is considered by the
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Congress. The diistation, aoweve,, ;i authoized to

repel attack, lidell be lieves that the :ovarent Qf U.S,

troops to the Rio GrAnde Qould be used as an excuse. .or

commencing hostilities by Mexico, President Paredes cannot

politically aford tQ send a large imilita-ry force to face

Taylor at this time.

H. Ex. Docs. No. 196 (IL. Doc. 196), 29th Cng.,, 1st

sess., II My, 1846, s.s. 485 "Hostilities by Mexico; 4-es*

sage fromn the President relative to an Inyasion and Commencea

_Ient of Hostilities by Mexico." .Polk covers in detail the

origin and failure of Slidell-s. m.i siQn to . exico, an

account of U.S. tropp placements in Texas allowing the Texas

resolution for annexation, and the beligerent attitude .Qf

Mexican General Ampudia at Iiatamoros . Generl Ampudia has

now .rossed the Rio Grande and commenced hostilities. Polk

calls on Congress to promptly recognize the state of war and

give him authorization to pursue it to conclusion. He sends

all correspondence between U.S. diplomats And the Mexican

government, and the orders to U.S. military in Texasq An

index to the seventeen sets: o documents appears on page

seven.
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Although popularized listo'y fQcuses On the Texas gues-

tion as the major cause of the United States Mexican war of

1846, the clais issue should be giyen equal consideration,

Claims of American citizens against Mexic predated Mexican

independence by five years. Kessrs. Chouteau and Demun

owners of a confiscated Santa )Fe caravan, had filed a claim

for damages against Mexico in 1816. And, the unsettled

conditions in Mexico following independence greatly increased

foreign clais against the new government.

Joel A. oinsett, first United States Minister to Mexico,

received instructions -n 1825 to inquire about the processes

for redress of American claims in Mexico. He learned that

legal recourse in Mexican courts was available to all foreigners

who held sufficient proof of injustice, but Poinsett accomplished

little by way of satisfactory results on a claims settlement,

Negotiations for the boundary and commercial treaties held

diplomatic priority. Not until these agreements were ratified

in 1831 did the Jackson administration press the claims issue,

Minister Rowhatan Ellis, ;eplacing Ch4agA Anthony Butler, in

1835, received specific instructions t pressure Mexico for

a claims settlement. This was largely in response to the

demands of Imerican citizens who insisted on Congressional

action. Ellis pursued his, duties vigorously. He reported to

138
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Secretary of State John ,Foxrsyt-I that despite All his efforts

claims were Jnored, p ostponed, And Eo/pgottan. Ellis

recommended a hard line policy on the clai isue as the

ef festive method to bring results., And throughout his first

year in Dexico, Ellis continued to press or decisive action

against iexico. Year after year depredations agains American

citizens , consuls., and the l4 continued. Anthony Butler

earlier had suggested that bribery and other corrupt practices

were the only .Peans to bring a fAyrable legal settlement in

,24exico. And, secretaryy oE State oFrsyth explained to the

United States Congress that unsettled political and economic

conditions in exico prevented a clais settlement. In

October, .1836, after zuch h assent, Ellis demanded his

passports because Mexico had not 4iown jod (ith in claims

negotiations.

Following Ellis'. departure from Mexico, Jackson noted in

an address to Congress, February 6, 1837, that United States

claims justified war. But one last efort would be made to

bring a peaceful settlement. A special agent Robert Greenhow

received instructions to inform Mexico of severe consequences

in the event claims continued to be ignored. Congressional

inquiries into the current state pf clais against Mexico

multiplied as pressure from citizens increased. As tensions

mounted, An arbitration comssipion heded b a representative

of the King o Prussia was agreed upon in April, 1839. With

the hope of a claims settlement, President Martin Van Buren

resumed diplomatic relations and returned Ellis to Mexico.
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4exiQo delayed ratificatin ;f the .4bjtratipn convention one

year. NQt until April, 184Qdid the. United States Congress

approp 4te funds ,orheia arbitration o mrisones. Comis

sioners J the two countries ipet in Augupt )1840 and began

work on Axmerican clii is. The .Xexican cOniQSSoners

apparent atte ipt to delay the proceedings increased American

dis trust o i.exican intentions, and even alte the claims

commission awrded payment 'to United States -citizens the exican

9'overnent for econox4c reasons failed to comply with the decision,

Under the Tyle administration, rWaddy Thompson, United

states minister to rexico, receivedd instructions to negotiate

claims settlements on those not covered by the arbitration con-

vention. Thoxpson echoed the advice of his predecessors, Butler,

Ellis, and reenhow. Coercion was the only tool that would

bring a settlepient. He advised the quick acceptance of a

1exican payment plan on those claims awarded by the arbitration

commission. The United States accepted this plan of installment

but only two wee paid in the allotted ti e, for Jexico was

again experiencing revolution and economic chaos. Any Lvexican

administration that agreed to settle claims by sending specie

out of the country would quickly lose power. The Texas

question further deteriorated relations between the two

countries, in that war with the United States oyer annexation

of Texas woxild negate the necessity of Xekican payments on claims,

President James K.. Polk sent John Slidell as the new.
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Minister tq e iCQ in hopes O estog d Qgntoc relations

between the twq countries in Ngoe ber,, 1845, This effrt tp

facilitate the settlement , United tstep c1 is jailed,

Slidell was not officially received by the Mexican government.

Texas had agreed to annexation and Mexico was p.reparing for

war.

Xn his address to the United States Cpngress at the

commencement of h utilities with Mexico, 4mes K. Polk counted

the Mexican failure to adjust claims among the reasons for war,

Despatch No. 29, Joel R. Poinsett to Henry Clay, 1 Dec,,

1825; received 14 Jan., 1826, ireQd Group 59. "Despatches

from the United States Ministers :to Mexico, 1828 to 1906,"

National Archives, Wa hingtpn, D.C. Poinsett following his

appointment to exico, reports tat delays in receipt of

claims and memorials from the U.$. adversely affect his

ability to investigate them. He. encloses his correspondence

with the MIexican government on U.S. claims.

Despatch No. 40., Poinsett to Clay, 2 4 Mar., 1826;

received 16 May, 1826, Record Group 59. Poinsett encloses

a letter to C.J. Xngersole reporting the successful termination

of his claim.

Despatch Np. 47, Painsett to Clay, l7 June, 1836, Record

Group 59.. pinsett acknowledges the receipt ;of the documents

pertaining to the claim of Jethro Mitchell. He reports on

the delays in settling this claim, but he is hopeful of

success during the next session of the Mexican Congress.
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Despatch No. 52, insett to Clay, 12 July, 18267 received

5 sept.., 1826, j em9d Group 59. pingett tns its correspondence

marked "A," , 4C," on the eizure o the Amercan sh4 air

American. poinsett believes this case expses the illegal

activitLes pf customs officials in efugiQ. Enclosure "D"

refers :to th.e seizure of the American brig Cato and the sch'oner

Leda in Vera Cruz.

-Despatch No. 54, IPoinsett to. Clay, 26 Aug., 1826; received

3 Oct.., 1826, Re cQrd Group 59. Poinsett reports that he will

pursue the case of the American brig Libe, but he anticipate

the usual delays in settling the claim. He recuuests that insur"

ance companies and supercargoes be more careful of how they abanrm

don vessels and cargoes after being seized in Mexican ports.

Ametican I gling is the justification for 4exico' s suspicion

of all AmZerican shipping.

-DespAtch Nq. 60, Poinsett tQ Clay, 21 Qct., 1826- received

24 Dec. , 1826, Record Group 59. Poinsett reports the detainmAent

and release of the brig Delight at Lisal. Poinsett is continuing

his protest of the regulations requiring the issuance of cargo

certificates illegal. No answer has been received on the sein

zure of the ai A-et.ican for lacking these certificates. Poin

sett encloses his :letter of protest to the lexican government on

the seizure of the brig Deliht.

Despatch No. 62, Poinsett to Cla:, .13 Dec., 1826,

record Group 59. PQinsett has received no answer to his

letter of protest on the seizure of the Aex!ican. The ship's
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cargo is safe fom auction by the interference of the eitcan

Secretary of the Tre sur P Qnsett enoges . CQpy of his

letter of 24 Qctober, 1826, t. the Mexican government on the

ship Aieric0a, forced by damage to put nto San Blas for

repairs . Her original destination is listed as Lima, Peru,

and the Mexican goernMent justifies the seizure on the

grounds that the ship carried prohibited goods.

Despatch No. 64, oinsett to Clay, 23 Dec., 1836, Record

Group 59. Poinsett encloses two letters to the Mexican

Minister of Foreign Affairs on the seizure of two American

vessels at Vera Cruz, and the ale of the cargo of the brig

Deiht at Lipal. No answer has been received on the sale

of the cargo of the 'air American. He protests strongly on

these illegal acts.

Despatch No. 75, Poinsett to Clay, 7 Mar., 1827; received

10 May, 1827, Record Group 59. Poinsett transmits copies of

correspondence relating to the settlement of the claim o

Howlands brothers for the illegal seizure of a valuable

package at Zdvarado. Poinsett reports on his actions on

behalf of the Howlands in the Mexican courts.

Poinsett to Clay, 1.3 April, 1827; received 6 June, 1827,.,

Record Group 59. Poinsett states in a private letter the

Mexican policy toward Tndians and their attacks. on citizens

and foreigners. These attacks are regarded ss comitted by

bandits. This. viewpoint affects:the cl is p Thomas Eatn

and Jacob Wilson for property taken by the Coanches. By

making claims against bandits who the Mexican government



144

cannot cQntrol, the U.$ is giving cause Xo; 1exico prohib

iting all trade on the rontier to preyent further' claims,

Despatch No. 106, Poinsett .to Cly, .9 NOy., 1827

Record Group 59. oinsett sends correspondence on the capture

of the ships Libarty and Supe iOr. The Mexican government

states the owners may sue the of ficers capturing the ships

if they view their actions as illegal. oinsett regards the

Mexican courts as slow and expensive. He cannot take further

action on these cases until a suit if filed and judged.

Desp4tch No. 120, Poinsett to Clay, 15 Mar., 1828;

received 22 April, 1828, Record Group 59. Learning of a

U.S. House resolution stating a disbelief in equal justice

in the 14exican courts for 4oreigners, Poinsett made inquiries.

The Minister of foreign Affairs states that all courts are

open to foreigners recovering claims and debts. When proof

is presented of any injustice the Mexican government will

take the proper steps for redress.

Despatch No. 139, Poinsett to Clay, 15 July, 1828;

received 19 Sept., 1828, Record Group 59.. Poinsett forwards

correspondence on the detention of weapns belonging to U.S.

citizens.

Despatch No. 190,. Poinsett to 14artin Van Buren,

11 Nov., 1829; received 27 Dec., 1829, Record Group 59.

Poinsett sends. correspondence relating to the confiscation

of the U.S. schooner ebe.ca 1iLza in T pico after 1\exico s

defeat of Spgnish forces. The schoone's cargo consists of

supplies for the Spanish troops.
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Anthony Butlez. tq Andrew jckson, 9 Qct 1832 Jackson

Papers, I;ibiary o, Congress, Wjhjngton, P.C. Butler remarks

that sooan 4 foreign government will teach the exicans that

abuses to -oreidners and the4i property will not be tolerated,

-Despatch No. .63, BAutler to 'cLane 2 ar.1 , 1834; received

19. June, 1834, ,ecord trQup 59. Butler reports no progress on

U.S. clams a gn that outracges qginst U.S. citizens continue..

The treaty between the U.S. and exico is repeatedly violated

by state officials. Bribery an5d corruption are the only means

to bring A JMaorable termingtion of any legal affair.

Ex. Dcs., NO. 61 (. Dc. 61), 23d Con 2d sess.,

5 Jan, ,1835, s . 2272: es fre fr.o the president of the

United States Trans:mitting Information in elation to Claims

-Upon the Goyern4ent of M.exico. President Jackson forwards a

report froJF Secretry of State John Forsyth. Forsyth reports

that various representations have been presented to Mexican

government, but the unsettled conditions of that country

prevent action on the claij,4. The U.S. Minister hopes. that

the new Congress meetings in January will enable the successful

settlement of these claims.

Butler to John yorsyth, 23 June, 18357 received 25 July,

1835, Pecord Qroup 59. Butler give his account of the attempt

to recover the schooner p seized by Iexico in 1832 and

employed in the exicgn service,

Butler to Forsyth, 26 Jan,, 18367 receI;yed 29 Feb, 1836,

Record Group 59. Butler writes an impassioned report on the

execution p U.S. citizens at Tampico. He places the blame
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on santp Ann a's uncontrollble nature and questions forsyth

on whether a vorabhle opportunityi g1ht nlot present itself

to teach these barbaric people a lesson. R encloses docun

tents fro the '.., Consul at Tampico on the executions and

a deClaratiPn o the prisoners p 's to their death.

butler to rorsyth, 8 Teb,, 1836; received 18 Mar., 1836

Record Group 59. Butler rege s to articles and editorials in

'El Nacional, a paper reportedly owned by General Josd 1a4rla

Tornel. These editorials question the le5 lity o U,5. claims
against Uexico. Butler calls upon Zorsyth 4or decisive action

to Eorce ViexiQo to give atiaction for her many wrongs, He
predicts that the plunder of U.S. citizens will continue until

this is dpne.

Despatch No. ,3 Pohatan Ellis to Forsyth, 28 May, .1836;

received 28 July, 1836, Iecord Group 59. Ellis believes that

the United States' forebernce with claims against Mexico

causes Iexico to; view the U.., as afraid to take action, The.

claims made by the U.S, le 4tion are ignored, postponed, and

forgotten. He suggests that a hard line policy on claims be

adopted by the U.S.

S. Docs., No. 400 24th Cong. 1st sess,, .14 June, 1836

s.s. 283; . 1Iepsse roa the President of the United States

...on the ub)ect of Depredations by the exicanp on the

property o k eqrs, ChouteAu and Demun. 1  Secretary of State

'orsyth sendsall correspondence on the Chputeau and Demun

claims with 'the Mexican government. -The 'anta e car an p

these traders was seized by New Mexican troops in 1817,
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Despatch No. 5, Ellip to FQsyt 23 June , 836 receded

26 AugO, 1836, Record ( roup 59. ]Lis EnrlOge5 Copie of his

correspondence on the capture of the U.S ship Rnh Elizabeth

by the exican ship Genegl BxaVo, V nd the imprisonment of the

captain, crew, and p sseng'es. Ellis believes outrages

against U.S. citizens are committed because these acts are not

punished.

S. DOcS., No. 42.5, 24th Cong., 1st -ess., 2 July, 1836,

4s.. 284 .1n the Senate of the United States r. Clay ade

the FOllQwin Jeport; Committee on Foreign Relatins.. .Trans..,

hitting a Report of the Se cretary o State , 4.n egard to

DepredatiQns Committed Upon the persons and Property of Messrs,

Chouteau and Demun.,.Beg Leave to Report. The Senate

committee considers the seizure o this Santa Fe caravan unjusa

tifiable and demands that redress be obtained. The committee

instructs the U.s. IMinister in exico to demand redress and

press the issue with the Mexican government.

Despatch N . 8, Ellis to For1syth, 12 July, 1836- received

26 Aug., 1836, cord Group 59. Ellis reports the arrival of

a U.S. squadron off Santa Anna de Tamaulipgs which demands

satisfaction for an insult to the American Consul and the U,.S,

schooner Jefexson by the capture of a Lieutenant Qsborne and

his crewx e encloses all corresppndence Pn the incident,

Ellis to Frsytb. and ackson, 26 AU ., 1836., Record

Group 59. lis reporting on the unettled conditions in

Mexico and their depreq9ed economy, state$ that the .settlement

of U.S. claims is hopelep and he recounts the wrongs done to.

U.S. citizens.
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Desgtcbi No. 22 9.ll. to -poryth, 4 Qt, 1836; received

17 NoV., 1836, Racord Group 59. qlis -ends his correspondence

With the acting Minister of foreignn Affars on the outrages

committed on the. U.S. Consul .t M3tamoxos. He does not expect

action and requests that this incident be added to the list of

complaints.a4ganst 1exico.

Despatch.No. .23, Ellis to prsyth, 5 1ct., l836, received

17 Nov., 1836, eOgrd Group 59. Ellis sends word on the claims

of the schoQner Pelir D. and th-t of the wrecked brig Auroat

Pertinent correspondence is enclPsed. He does not regard the

Mexican courts as honest and just.

Despatch No. 25, Ellis tp Forsyth., 11 Oct., 1836; received

17 Nov., .1836, Record Group 59. Ellis regards the policy of

klexico as one of deliberate harassment and illegal injuries

inflicted on all foreigners in Mexico. Ellis will follow his

instructions and impress upon the Mexican government the.

advantage of better treatraent of U.S. ,merchants. Ellis does

not expect favorable results. He encloses correspondence on

the case of the ship Nprthmpton Out of New York and which is

stranded near Tabasco.

Despatch No. 29, Ellis tq 'rsyth, 15 Oct., 1836;,

received 24 y.., 1836, Aecord Qroup 59.. Ellis sends 6 orrep.m

pondence wth the Mexicn inister of foreign Aff airs onas

terio on the outrages against the U.S. f14 at Vera Cruz,

He hopes the president will notice the continuation of Mexican

atrocities.
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Desp atcli N, 32 E l,s :t X9 .yth 25 Qct, 1836; xeecetved

28 -Dec., 1836f )ecord Grpzup 59. is refers to the failure

of the exicgn inis ter pf 9reiqn Affair to answer his

letter on the necessity qf 4ejco ch aning he pQI Cy toward

the United Stgtes just cl4iMs. He encloses his second letter

to YinasteriQ and the Ministexl's reply. Ellis Vows to demand

his passports if no further answer is received.

Despatch No. 34, Ellis to Forsyth, 29 Qoct., 1836; received

28 Dec., 1836, Record Group 59. Ellis forwards a1 documents

and correspondence on the outrage committed to the U.S. flag

at Vera Cruz involving the .seizure of the U.S. brig Fourthof

. This incident is referred to. in -Despatch No. 29.

Despatch No. 137,' Ellis to Forsyth, 3 Nov., 1836, ecord

Group 59.. Ellis reports receipt of an answer to his note to

the Minister of Foreign Aff airs on th adjustment of U.S.

claims and injuries to the U.S. flag. He considers the answer

highly unsatisfactory and unless something else occurs he will

demand his passports in three or four days.

Despatch No. 39]j, Ellis to IForsyth,. 10 .Nov.., 18361; recei

yed 25 Dec., 1836, Record Group 59. Ellis sends a copy of his

note dated 4 Noveber, 1836, to Minister of Foreign Affairs

Monasterio deargnding satisfaction and adjustment of injuries

as previously requested in his notes of 26 October, 1836,

and 20 eptee, 1826, Ellis in his note yes a two-week

time limit for a meeting, after which- he will request his pass

ports. ellis predicts he will be in Washington by the end of

January.
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16 Feb, , 1 8 3 7 ,, _ecord Group 59, Ellis o-w-rds alL cores

pondence on the seizure o eight sergen in Yexs Cruz from the

U.S. sloop of war atchez

Despqtch No. 42, Ellis to 'orsyth, 21 Dec., 1836; received

22 an., 1837, Record Group 59. ElliI has received no reply to

his request for passports, He will leve without them i they

are not sent within his specified time ligit. In cipher Ellis

states that he is confident that only strong action by the

U.S. Congress will bring Mexico to adut the controversy oyer

claims.

Despatch No. 43, Ellis to Forsyth, 22 Dec., 1836; received

1 Feb., 1837, Record Group 59., Ellis forwards the majority of

his correspondence with inister onsterio that led to his

demand for passports. The correspondence covers the cases of

the t John Baldwin, the s choone Brazoria, the

Leggett claims, the Han h Elizgbeth, and the Paragon incident,

Ex. Docs., No. 105, I.Doc. 105), 24th Cong., 2d. sess,

25 Jan., 1837, s.s. 303; "1exico and Texas; LMessage fro the

President of the United States Transaitting the. information

Recguired by g Resolutipn qf the House of .epresentatives Upon

the Subject of the Conditions Qf the Political Relations

Between the United States and exico; Also the Condition of

Texmas," Secretgry of Stte forsyth ,orwrds correspondence

on the incidents of the gfegson, the Hannah Elizbeth, and

outrages co=ixitted on U.$. citizens and consuls in iexico,

Ellis' actions leading up to his demand for passports are also

discussed.

150.
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Ellis tQ FQrsyth, 5 Veb. 1837; eceiyed 5 Feb., 1837,

RecQx'd Group 59. Ellis, now in Washington sends documents

lately arrived from icQ on the d spo5tiOn of the crew o

the Natchez in Vera Cruz witnessed by the U.S. Consul

Ia. Burrq'ouh.

S. fC., NO. 160,- 24th Cong., ;2d. sess., 6 Feb., 1837

s.s. 298: .4Desage from the President of the United States on

the Subject . the Present State of our Relations with 1exico.'

Jackson states that the U.S. claim a ginst exico and the exi

can insults to the U.S. envys and citizens justify war, but

generous nations should avoid this outcome. Jackson asks for

the use of the navy fr reprisals against Mexico. He encloses

documents to sway the Congress to fayor his de ision. The eighty

one documents included are on the U.S. clairps against Mexico

giving naxues, dates, property seized, the amount, and remarks on

the nature o egch claim covering the period 1816 through 1836,

a. pt. No. 281,: 24th Cong., 2d. sess., s.s. 306; "i-exico,"

The Eouse Coipxittee on 'oxejgn Affairs reports that the United

States' relations with iexico have always been based on good

feelings, but Nexico continually allows. injurrto U.S. property.

and insults to her flag to .Q .unredressed. The Committee

believes that 2exicq is taking deliberate advantage of the

limited power Qf the U.S. executijye tp declare war. The

committee concurs with the President thAt Ample cause exists

for takin action gains t 4exico, b ut it xeguests one more

notice be a de tq oexicO in the ost solemn form in order to
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impress Qpen geX*O the S9rvty Of the 'stiatLen and the neces 

sity fqr 4 Show ;: god gaith.

Robert freenh Qw:to Forsyth, 12 Aug., 1837; received

21 Aug. , 1827, .ecord Goup 59. Greenhow reports on his mission

to exico and his interview with. Minister of foreign Affairs

Luis Gonzaga Cuevas . Greenhow informs the exican government

of the necessity of liquidating U.S. claims. le brings with

him upon his return tq the U.S.,, two copies of ,(the llexican

government's reply tq United States' inpiries on claims,

Greenhow writes a :mpre complete report on his mission to-

J4exico than his earlier letter of 12 August, 1837. He forwards

all correspondence with. President Anastacio Bustamante and

.inister Gonz4g Cuevas on U.S.. claims*.

S. Doqs., N4o. 1, 25th Cong., lst sess. 5 Dec., 1837

s .s . 314;. "Meage from the president Of the United States.

to the Two houses of Congress at the Comrencement of the

Twenty-fifth Congress." President Van Buren in his state of

the union address relates the Iexican neglect of U.S. claims

and his predecessor's request that a final notice be given to

iexico and reprisals be taken if claims are not settled

(pp.6- 8 ),. Van Buren pxoides all documents available on U.S.

claims and the, demand fOr redress (pp.29-63Y.

..Docso., No. 14, -25th. Cong. ,. 2d. ses. , 12 Dec., 1837,

s.s. 314;y "esspge from the President of the United States

in Compliance with. a Resolution of the Senate: 13 Qctober, 837

LRelative to Claims of American Citizens Upon the Government of
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JKexico." .ecretaxy of Ptgte fox-ytth sends Opy o9 the

communications With the iexdjcign IJinister d ted 11 Deo. 1837,

giving l information ayail4ble on the U,, claims nQt con,

tained in S. Dc$., . 1, 25th. Cong., 2d. sess.

Ex, Docs., No. 351 (C. DOC. 351)-, 25th Cong., 2d, sess,

26 Arif, 1838, s.s. 330; "United States and Mexico; Message

from the President of the United States Transmitting.,.a Report

of the secretary of State- Upon Existing Relations Between the

United States and Mexico." Forsyth. forwards sixteen documents

dated 11 December, 1833 through 25 Aprl, 1838. The subject

Of the correspondence is U.S. claims and among the documents

is a copy of Mexico's. acceptance of arbitration of U.S. claims

if the U.s. will remain neutral regarding Texas.

New York society for Peace to Van Buren, ,6 June,, 1838,

Van Buren papers, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. The

Society commends Van Buren for the U.S. and exico agreeing to

submit their claims to arbitration. This is a more honorable

policy than a concquest of Mexico by arias.

Ex. Docs. (H. Docs. 197), No. 197 25th, Cng., 3d. sess,

16 Feb., 1839, s.s. 347 "Claims on Mexico; petition Qf

Certain Xnhabitants of New Qrlegns on Mexican poilations Upon

American Cggece. . These citizens protest against outrages

by the Yexican government on New Qrleans erchants. They

believe the rench method of force setter than the nego

tiations of the U.S. -Private letters from Mexico indicate

that Mexico will not ratify the arbitration treaty. Coercion
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is the only answer.

Ex. Docs., NO. 252 l. DQc. 252) , 25th Cgng., 3d. sess.g

27 !eb.., 1839, s.. exioQ; essage frorn the president 0f

the United Ptates Transqmitting nTforx'iation on the Subject of

Existing Relations Between the United States and Mexico."

The Secretary of State reports on events since the annual

message to Congress. The time liijt has expired without rati"

fiction of the arbitration convention by Kexico and the

exchange of ratification. He sends :copies of correspondence

on this subject dated July, .1838 through ebrury , 1839.

Following the corresppndence is a cppy of the' convention.

Despatch No. 2, E llis to FQrsyth, 27 July , 1839-; received

12 Sept., 1839, Record Gxoup 59. ElLis reportss that Manuel de

Gorgstiza, formperly Minister to Washington replaces Juan de

Dios Canedo a Minister of Foreign Affairs, and Gorostiza will

present the treaty of arbitration to the Mexican Congress for

approval 28 July, 1839.

Ellis to Forsyth , l Sept., 1839,. Vn Buren Papers. Ellis

repQrts that the Mexican Congress has not yet ratified the

arbitration treaty signed 11 April, ,1839 in Washington. He

has not yet pushed for a settlement of those claims not covered

by this arbitration agreement.

Ellis to Van B3uren 2Q Sept., 1839, Ygn Buren Papers. Ellis

reports: that the treaty o:f aitration signed 11 April, 1839., in

Washington is now submitted by the Mexican President to the

Congress for ratification. He. cannot predict the outcome.
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Despgtch Up. 4, ~llig tq 7Orsy2 :21 ;e5t. 1839;

received 9 NV,, 1839, eco d Group 59, EIs sends documents

in the case of John young against Welsh nd Company of Jalapa

and the decision of the Judicial Tribunal in Vera Cruz. Also

enclosed are the documents, on the case of Captain Driscoll of

the brig 'Ann liza out of Baltimore. Ellis has not pressed

the ilexican government or a cpuick settlement 0f U.S. claims.

He awaits the final payment by Ilexico of the Irench indemnity

to avoid the wrong impression of U.S. intentions. The last

payment is to be 20 September. The 'arbitration convention

signed 11 April, 1839, is presented to the Chamber og Deputies.

by the President who will exert pressure to pass it as quickly

as possible, despite inevitable opposition.

Despatch No. 9, Ellis to orsyth, 14 Nov., 1839; received

20 Jan., 1840, Record Group 59. Ellis sends all correspondence

with the Mexican government on reclamations in all cases not

covered by the terms of the convention signed on 11 April, 1839,

The convention is not ratiIied, but remains in the Chamber,

H. Docs., No. 2, 26th Cong,, lat. sess., 2 Dec,, 1839,

s.s. 363; Pmessage from the President .f the United States

to the Two Houses o Congres at the Compmencement of the 'First

session of the Twenty-sixth Con'ress. President Van Buren

reports that the arbitration convention is not ratified. The

exican President believes tat the proposed arbitrator, the

King oI Prussia, would not accept the ofice. The U.S. agrees

to 4 new .convention and sends Ellis to liexico to resume diploQ

matic relations and facilitate payments to. U.S. citizens,
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.Despatch No. 10, El . to 'orsyth, 7 De. f1839, Fecoxrd

Group 59. llis reports that the te4ty o abitration has

passed the Chamber o Deputies and wil probably pass the

Senate.

Despatch No, 11, llis to -o syth, 11 . 1840, Record

Group 59, Ellis reports th t the vlexican Senate has passed

the treaty of arbitration, He encloses IY2inister of 'Foreign

Affairs Canedo's note telling'j of its passac.e.

Despatch No. 12, Ellis to forsyth, 14 Jan., 1840; received

I'eb., 1840, )ecord Group 59. Ellis reports Mexico has announced

ratification of the arbitration treaty, He encloses Ca'in'edo's.,

note.

Despatqh No. 15, Ellis to orsyth, 10 a4r., 1840; received

April, 1840., record Group 59.. Ellis encloses correspondence
with Caiedo on the method of exchanging ratification of the

arbitration txre ty. E llis re ltes events up to this exchange

of notes. He is fearful that the timwe limit for ratification

will expire.

Dispatch No. 16, Ellis to 7rsyth 10 lar., 1840; received

April, 1840 , record Groupe,59. Ellis announces that John Black,

Vice-Consul at Mexico City, Will bring the ratified treaty
back to Wgshington. He encloses the, letter of commission.

Despatch No. 17, Ellis to ,o syth, 28 ar., 1840,; received

22 April, .1840, eco d Qroup 59. Ellis is opti'istic that

Black will ariye in Wshington before the time limit for the

xatification expires. He sends correspondence on the problema

of distressed ships taking refuge in 1exican ports without
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ivi~n5 proper notice And without receivig 'uthoization to

do so.

H. Rpt., No. 505, 26th' CQn, 1st sess, 30 April, 140

s.s. 371; .,ep. No. 505; Conyention with.exico, to Accompany

H.. 40-3.1" ThJs report authorizes the funds for two U.S.

coiissioners to meet with two exican cQmissioners and an

arbiter appointed by the King of prussa or the Queen of

England, or the King of the Netherlands to settle the U.S.

claims against Nexico,

Despatch No. 24, E4llis to FQXsyth, 9 June, 1840; received

July, 1840, ecord Group 59. Ellis reports on events in Upper

California where 80 to 100 foreiners were ordered arrested

and iprispned for a journey to ?exic City. Ellis encloses

all documents and reports relating to this incident. He also

sends a list of the U.S. citizens arrested in Upper California

givin 1 their names, occupations, place of residency, and

value of their property left in California.

Despatch No. 25, Ellis to Forsyth, 11 June, 1840;. received

10 July, 1840, Becord GrOup 59. Ellis reports receipt of

the ratification o the arbitration treaty. 1ernando Castillo

and Sebasti4n Camacho are to be the Mexican ciosmissi.ners,

They will nQt lave fQ Washington until 1 July, 1840.

Desatch No. 26, Ellis to forsyth, 2 jul , 1840 received

Aug., 1840, 4Aecord Grup 59. ]3llis rePxts that Camacho has

refused the appointment as commissioner gnd will be replaced

by Joaciu4n Veldzciuez' de L6on. The U4.. citizens arrested in

Upper California are now imprisoned in Tepic. The British
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Ellis encloses this document alon with eye witness accounts,

Despatch No. 28, Ell to Torsytiv, 9 quly, 1840 received

Aug. 1840, eord Group 59. Ellis forwards new testimony

from the captain and creW of the exican brig ovenGiuzcoa

that transported the Ca4iforni prisoners to Tepic.

Despatch No. 32, Ellis to orsyti, 20 ,u.g.. 18407 received

26 Sept. , 1840, Record Group 59, .,Ellis reports further testimony

on the arrest of foreiners in Upper California that resulted

in his demand for their release , le forwards all pertinent

documents.

-Despatch. No. 33, Ellis to forsyth, 20 Au ., 1840; received
26 Sept., 1840, , cord Group 59. Ellis receives a most
unsatisfactory response from Canedo on his inquiry of those

cIAims not coyered by the arbitration treaty. He encloses

Canedo's. answer.

Despatch No. 35, Ellis to forsyth, 1 Qct., 1840- received
21 Noy., 1840, ebcord Group 59. Ellis is advised that the
prisoners at Tepic will be rele sed without compensation and
in a destitute condition, Jos6 Castro is given blame for outa

rages committed on the prisoners and is requested to face

charges. But all the witnesses, the prisoners, are ordered

out of the Cuntry. Ellis encloses & letter from the Tepic

prisoners wh plead with Ell s to releYe their suffering and
letters on the detainment Of rqs Castro for trigl.

-Despatchio. 36, Ellis to Forsyth , 17 Qct., 1840; received

25 Nov., 1840, record Group 59. Ellis reports his s trong

protest of the manner in which the Tepic prisoners were released
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and of their wretched condXition. ie e'nds the reply of the

minister. of the 'nteriox allowing the Tepi prIsoners to

return to Cali fornia or settle elsewhere in Meico. The dsa

cussions on their compensation are not yet finished. E 1lis

awaits a complete inventory oq their lost property before

settling the claim,

Despatch No. 38, Ellis to Forsyth, 30 Nov., 1840, Record

Group 59. Ellis sends all vouchers relating to claims that

are before the arbitration convention. 1je suggests that the

Attorney General prepare a tatexent on each ase. His

numbered list pf cases is all that rexainswith, this de patch,

S. Docs., No. 1. 26th Cong, 2d. sess., 5 Dec., 1840

s.s. 374; t"esage from the President of the United States

to the Two Hpuses of Congress, at the Conmpencement of the

Second Session of the Twenty-sixth Congress." President Van

Buren reports that the claims commission met in August and any

claim not covered by the commission is now under negotiation

through the U.S. Minister to Mexico (p.5).

Despatch No. 39, Ellis to Forsyth, 11 Dec., 1840, Pecord

Group 59. Ellis forwardcall correspondence relating to his

instructions to inform the .exican minister of the sum due,

and the method of payment fpr her portion of the arbitration

convention. Ellig encloses the Mexican An in ster' s reply, He

sends the final underqtanding regarding the Tepic prisoners

and their compensation. exico guLly reserves the right of

reclamati.on of property lost by the prisoners.
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Despatch Np, 41, &li to 'Qrs;th-, 25 Feb,, 1841; received

10 April, 1841, 3eCOrd rqup 59 . 4s reports that the

Mexican government hap not fully com plied wth the arrangements

for the Tepic prisoners, The 1.5. ConsUL t San Jlas states
that the men are 'still held fQ trial and are to be transferred

to GuadalaJtara.

Despatch No, 41, EIlis :to Forsyth, 1 April, 1841; received

12 May, 1841, RecQrd Group 59. .Ellis reports the acquittal f

the Tepic prisoners at their trial in Guadglajara and the

application of the compensgtipn agreement with them,

H. DQc ., No. 51, 27th Cqng.,, 1st e .ss. 12 Aug., 1841,

s.s. 392; 'Claims on Keexicp; Memrial of Claimants on Mexico,

The claixnts. discuss the method And time of payment by MexiCO

on claims authorized by the commission. They request the
government's assis tance and clarificatipn fr immediate remunere

ation. The Secretary of the Treasury replies that he can issue

certificates for authorization of payment after the commission

ends. The arbitration convention's. wording implies immediate
payment. Extracts of the convention agreement pertinent to

the claimants' argument are included.

Ji. Docs., No. 57, 27th Cqn 9 . lst sess. , 19 Aug., 1841,

s.s. 392; "'Francis A. Dicki~n-A d Under the Treaty with

Aexico; Neporial of Francis A. Dickins )elating to Awards

Under the Tregty with iexicq. .Di kins arries forward the

argument for L'4ediate pympent introduced in {. Doc No. 51

27th Congress, lst session. lie aska Congress to authorize

the Secretary of the Treasury to award payment before the end
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of sessions of the clailis cors n le ives an account J;

the bure ucratic paper work encountered by the claimants

Despatch 'No. 50, Ellis to 'Forsyth. 14 Dec. 1841; received

15 Jan., 1842, Pecord Group 59,. Ellis sends correspondence

on the confiscation of the brig Gebrge Washigton at Vera Cruz,

Waddy Thompson to John Tylerj, 9 iay, 1842, Record GrOUp

59. Thompson reports that procrastination is the policy of

I4exico on the U.S. claims and that only strong action will

change their response.

S. Docs , No. 320, 27th COng., ,2d. sess,, 13 Jaune, 1842,

s.s ,398; "es sage from the President of the United States

Coimmunicating in Compliance with- a Resolution of the Senate,

Information Touching the proceeding Under the Convention of

the l1th of April,' 1839, Between the United States and the

Mexican Republic." . Secretary of State Daniel Webster notes in

his preface to the documents that the U.S. Commissioners were

given no diplomatic instructions, for thier office is considered

judicial. If the Mexican Commissioners view their duties

otherwise the State Department is unaware of their official

orders. The documents forwarded for inspection by the Senate

include all diplomatic correspondence between the State Depart-

ent and citizens making claims against exico, and all record

of the comaisions' activities with. tables of the claims.

H. Docs., No. 269, 27th. Cong., 2d. .e9s. 21 July, 1842,

s.s. 405; "Aaron Leggett, femria1 of Mron Leggett, pf the

State of New -ork in Relation to Claii.s on the Republic of
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14eico." e gett presents hi4$ yie, of ihe ,oxnission and

the .legality of the co mission to deteine he how much

and the Tode o4, payment to be x4gAde by the eiian government,

He gives a complete his tory of his efforts to receive full

restitution from the mexican government.

Despatch No. 4, Thoaps0n to Webster, 30 July, 1840;

received 20 Sept., 1842, Record Group 59. Thompson believes

that now is the time to press for claims As lexico would like

to neutralize the U.S. when the invasion of Texas is begun.

S. Docs., ,No. 411, 27th Cong., 21. sess., 10 Aug.F, 1842,f

s.s. 399; - zn the Senate of the United States, 10 Aug., 1842,

4r. Lives Sub:mitted the allowing Jeport,."William Rives,

Virginia SenatQr, reports on the complaints of claimants

J. Baldwing, W.S. Parrott, Q.I. Thompson, A. Le gett, and

others with numerous supportive documents rom the State

Department.

H. Docs., No. 2, 27th Cong., 3d. sess., 11 Aug., 1842

s.s. 418; "JEessage frQm the president of the United States

to the Two Houses of Congress at the Commencement of the

Third Session of the Twenty-seventh Congress. ' President

Tyler notes in his state of the union address the progress of

claims against Ijezico, giving the total amount of indemnities

awarded, the Mount outptsnding, nd the aunt undecided by

the arbiter. He has instrcuted the U.S. Jiniste in ,Mexico

to demgnd pay ent of the outstanding claims -nd those uthore

ized by the arbitration conimission. (pp.144055)..
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Despatch No. 5, Tho~psn to Webster, 16 Aug., 1842;

received 22 Qct., 1842, eCord QrQUp 59. Tho;pson reports

the details of his conye rsatjon with _os 2a4a Bocanegra

on U.S. claim s and, gives Bocane rWa., excuse for the delay.

Thonpson reports telling the minister that the U.S. does not

fear a war against Wexico because Mexico cannot effective wage

a wzr a jainst the U.S. He sggests to Webster that all claims

discussi'nsbe held in Aexico to avoid excuses by the 4exican
Co=m issioners that they lack 411 pertinent correspondence,

H. pt,, No. 1096, 27th Cng 2d. sess., 27 Aug., 1842F
s.s. 411; Rep. No. 1096; Claims on aexico.' This is a report

to the President on the subject of the U.S. citizens! claims

against exico.

Thompson to Webter, 8 Nov. 1842, ecoxd Group 59.

Thompson gives a lengthy report of his discussions with the

Aexican 9vyernment on their lack of compliance with the claima

payments under the arbitration treaty of 1839. He encloses

all documents and correspondence on the subject with a tentao

tive payment agreement subject to U.S. government's approval,

Thompson provides his own assessment of the agreement and

urges Webster to reply immediately.

Thompson to Web4ster, 12 Noy., 1842, f record Group 59.

Thompson questions the U.S. 9Qyernment's preerence in method

for settling outs tanding claims not covered by the arbitration

convention of 1839. Thompson believes that nothing will come

of negotiations, and since the President does not favor another

tribunal, outright coercion is the only solution. He recuests
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.guidelines fo' an arb t- tn jreement if that is the Presi-

dent's. decision and he belieVe it Tust be concluded before

the exican Congress ad mourns ,

Thompson to Webater, 30 Nov., 1842.- 11 n., 1843, 1 record

Group 59. Thopson again questions Webster on the course to

pursue on claims not settled by the arbitration convention of

1839. Ie questions the ustificat'on for coercion in cases

that are exaggerated by the claimants and not wQrth the risk,

He s tates again that negotiations wxil not work with Iexico

without coercion, therefore another method is needed. He

divides the Qutstand ng claims into four groups and discuss

the merits Qf each.

H. Docs, , No. 2, 27th Cong., 3d. sess., 7 Dec., 1842,

s.s. 418; -Dessage from the President of the United States

tp the Two Houses Of Congress at the Cimmencement of the Third

Session of the Twenty-seventh Congress.1 President John Tyler

reports on the termination of the claims commission and the

amount left outstanding. He instructs the U. S *-Minis ter to

,exico to demand payment and the contingencies to follow if

the demand is not met.

B. iyer to Webster, ,9 Dec., l8 42 LDec. 1842, ieecoxd

Group 59. -4yer, Secretary of the u.S. Legation, presents his

own views of Bocanegra's pa -ent plan for the U.S. claims

Mayer differs pith Thomppson on th acceptabi ixty of this plan

and provides statistics of Mexican indebtedness to support his

argument. ayer urges immediate action to secure payment

before another revolution occurs.
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Thompson to Webster, 28 Dec.,, 1842; receyed 24 Jn,, 184

Record Grou 59. Thompson OcWardS BogneqrA1s note dealing

with the invasion of California by U.S. scguadron. Thompson

is concerned that this unfortunate incident will be used by

exico to cancel all U.. claims.

Thompson to Webster, jan., 1843' received 14 Feb., 1843,

Record Group 59. Thompson complains of the delay in receiving

instructions to settle the claims according to Bocanegr41s,

six-clause proposition. He believes it is very important

that these claims be settled before the djournment of this

Mexican Congressional session. An adjournment would give

Mexico another year to delgy. Thompson believes that Mayer

has overstepped his position by writing the Secretary of State.

on diplomatic issues.

Thompson to Webster, 5 Jan., 1843; received 18 Feb,, 1843

Record Group 59. Thompson senda a copy of his reply to

Bocanegra on the unfortunate invasion of California by a US,

squadron. He states that he used his note as a opportunity

to cite the numerous abuses suffered by U.S. citizens. He

justifies the harsh tone of his note by arguing that it will

prevent unending reparations.

Thompson to Webster, 15 Jan., .1843; received 18 Feb, 1843

Record Group 59. Thompson sends a clippin , from liario

de Gobierno on the recent event in Cali4ornia. The edito

appears satisfied with the aplanatins. offered oy the U.S.

I minister.
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Thmp son to Webster 31 anr 1843; receyed 26 Feb, ,1843

Record Group 59. Thompson reports thgt We wil reach a latia s

settlement for those left unfinished by the arbitration con

vention of 1839. All will be settled within one week of

receipt of Webster's approval of .ocaneqr plan. Thompson

anticipates difficulty settling those claims not covered by

this arbitration agreement.

H. Docs., No. 166, 27th Con., 3d. sess. 18 Feb,., 1843

s.s. 42.2;. n Possession of 4onterey; Uessaqe from the

President of the United states in reply to the Resolution of

the House of )Representatives.,. Calling for Information in

Relation to the Taking Possesgion of Mnterey by Commodpre

Thomas ones 1The inquiry includes all correspondence of

Commodore 'jones since he tQk command of the pacific scguadron,

Emphasis is placed on his communications of the invasion of

California.

Thompson to Webster, 16 ayv, 1843; received 20 Vune ,843

Record Group 59. Thompson reports that Iexico made the first

claims payment on time, but two U.S. agents presented them-,

selves to take charge. Qne cent was appointed by Thompson in

Mexico City and the other cme from the U.S. Thompson encloses

all documents and correspondence relating to this confusion of

credentials.

Thompson to Webster, 18 My, 1843; received 16 June 1843

RecQrd Group 59. Thompson reports A Mexican decree on

readjusting the amount of revenue marked for the public debt,
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Thompson reviews :the ear lier allot aent armngaent and the

lMeeican governments. inability tq pay mQ e.

Thoipsgn to McLane, 5 Aug., 1843; received 8 Sept. 1843

Record Group 59. Thompson forwards Bocanegr a1, note on the

readiness o the second payment of Lexican indemnities.

Thompson to Abel P. Upshur, 28 Sept., 1843; received

3 Nov., 1843, Record Group 59. Thompson believes there is

little hope for settling the claims not covered by the Boca -

negra arrangement of January, 1843. 'He regrets that he was

not allowed to include these claims at that time,

Thompson to Upshur, 2 Oct., 1843; received 21 Nov., 1843,

Record Group 59. Thompson giyes his personal objections to

negotiating a new claims convention for those claims not

covered under the earlier agreements.

Thompson to Upshur, 3 Oct., 1843; 21 Nov., 1843; Record

Group 59. Thompson reports his interviews with Santa Anna on

the new claims agreement. This interview confirms Thompson's.

belief that procrastination is a part of Mexican policy.

Thompson to Upshur, 14 Oct., 1843; received 21 Nov., 1843,

Record Group 59. Thompson forwards correspondence on a new

claims convention. He has hope of success because Aexico will

desire U.S. ,nteryention if her expected confrontation with

Britain occurs.

Despatch No. 31, Thopson .to Upshur, 29 Qet., 1843?

received 7 Dec., 1843, Record Group 59. Thopsomo reports he

may conclude a new claims convention in one week. The agree

ment will contain the important features desired by the State
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]Department. n Thopsnvs View only the possib lity of , wgr

with Britain pushes eico toward this agreeent.

Thompson to Upshur, 20 Nov., 1843; receiyed 22 Dec. 1843

record Group 59. Thompson reports signing the new claims

convention, He provides a point by point assessment of its

advantages to the U.S.

H. DOcs,, No. 80, 28th Cong., 1st sess. 22 Jan., 1844

s.s. 442; "1exican Indeagnity; Letter from the Secretary of

Treasury Tr nsmitting a deport 5howin.5 the Amount of Qoney

Aeceiyed from the hexican Goyernment Under the Treaty of

Xndexunity; the Amount of Cost of Transportation of the Same

to the United States." .J.C. Spencer, Secretary of the Tregs-

ury, provides a table showing xponies paid, onies subtracted

for transportation, and the total amount placed in the Bank

of America As of 21 October, 1842.

Despatch No. 40,, Thompson to Upshur, 2 Feb., 18440

received 12 J1ar., 1844f recordd Group 59. Thompson reports

that one-half of the next claims payment is ready.

Despatch No. 41, Thompson to Upshr, 10 feb. 1844;

received 25 M4r., 1844, . ecord Group 59. Thompson sends his

correspondence with Bocaneira on the prohibition of retail

trade to foreigners. Thompson rewards this restriction as a

greater outrac4je than all previous injuries to U.S, citizens,

He suggesvery strong action is necessary to prevent the

implementation of this decree. f the, U.S. Allows iexico to

seize retail erchandise o. U.S. citizens, Thompson believes

there is little hope for a claims agreement that would cover
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these ites at their true, yglue,

Despatch No, 1, en gTi green .to phn C. Calhoun,

8 April 1844; received 11 ay, 1844, Ieoyd Group 59. Chgay

Green reports on his e oWts to persuade the Mexican government

to discuss a new claims cQnvent3on. He encloses his corres-

pondence with Bocanegra on this subject. green surmises that

the Zlexican government cannot willingly ne otiate on the

claims and arrange payments to foreigners without loss of

popularity and possibly their power. Jexico's financial cone

dition is desperate and any move to send inonies out o the

country would bring down the gvernment. Green rejects a

conciliatgy attitude suges.t n that only stern, positive

action will bring results. Payment of the next installment

many be delayed or not paid at all. The treasury is empty

and preparations are made for a possible forced loan.

Despatch No. 3, Green to Calhoun, 25 April, 1844, Record

Group 59. Green reports no action has taken place on a new

claims convention. He will take no decisive action until the

arrival of the new U.S. Minister.

Despatch No. 4, Green to Calhoun, 16 Aday, 1844; received

26 June, 1844, record Group 59, Green reports that no monies

have been paid qn the claix t instalment. The delay is from

the anticipated U.s. annexation of Texas. lexico regards this

as an excuse or nonpayment.

-Despatch No. 10, Green to Calhoun, 4 uly, 1844;

received 25 AYu., 1844, ecord Group 59. Green reports that

Santa Anna blames. the unjust claims of the U.S. for the forced
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loan impoOsed on the excAn people.

Desp 0ch No. 2, Wilson Shannn tp C41hgun, 21 Sept,, 1844;

receive d 4 Noy, 1844, Reco d Grou 59x. Snnon reports that

the payment of the ins tallment on the 1jexcan indemnity has

finally been made.. lRe believe that payments in the future

will be on tiiie.

Despatch No. 4, Shannon to Calhoun, 12 No!Iv., 1844, Recard

Group 59. Shannon receives the- claims agreement ,signed

20 Nov., 1843, and the delays exico uses to prevent its

implementation. Shannon believes that no action will be taken

as long as Mexico believe s there is no threat of war. If

these claims are postponed a few years all hope of recovery

will be lost. The payment on the claims installment, due

under the convention of January, 1843, is denied by Mexico,

S. IDocs., No. 81, 28th Cong., 2d. sess., 3 Feb., 1845,

s .s . 450:; "essage from the president oif the UJnited States

Communicating Information in Relation to the indemnities

Stipulated to be paid Pursuant to the Convention of the 30th.

January, 1843." president Tyler forwards a report of the.

Secretary of the Treasury gnd the Secretary of State on the

arrangements made for the payment of U.s. claims, the

4exican delays, and the. onfusion oyer authorization of the

U.S. agent to receive th .monies. All pertinent correspondence

is included,

Despatch No. 12, Shannon :to James Buchanan, 2 July, 1845?

received 2 July, 1845, Record Group 59. Shannon upon his
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return to iW-t4n, places beoz'e the adiinpstaton facts

the \exican allure to pi ,the fourth and fi2th instaIlpents

on the U.S. Clgs. lel vindicates bis own conduct and that

.f other U.S. oficihl caxed w.tb.. the. inst4ment

Ph. gXott to Buchanan, .18 Oct. .1845 recordd Grup

590 .?arrott, U.S. agent in Mexico reports that he will leave

for Wahin gton, bringing a copy of the receipt given by

Eminilio Vog a U.4. gent ;[r the April and uly indemnity

installments. A copy o, the receipt is enclosed,

S. Dpcp, No. 1, 29th Cong, 1,gt seas. ,2 Dec., 1845,

s.s. 470;: "Message rox the president of the United States

to the Two uses of Congres, at the Commencement of the

Twenxty-ninth Congress. 1 PIresident James K. P11 reports

on the departure of the lexican Ministe frQiA wshington.

He gives a history oI Mexican indemnities and their failure

to pay themi. polk assesses the current relations between

the U.S. and Mexico.

Despatch No. 6, ohn Slidell to Buchanan, 10 Jan., 18 46 ,

Record Group 59. Slidell responds t inquiries or ,more

information on the alleged payment of the April and July

installment on the Mexican indemnty. e forward all crres

pondence yVailble on the subject.

S. DQOQ., No, 85, 29th Cong., 1st ses. .26 Jan. 1846

S.s . 473; "Nemoria2L of James Caus tenr Asking 'Payment by the

U.S. of Several Tistallments Accured or ccuring to the

T3,espetve Claimants Under the Conventions- with Mexico."



172,

Causten presents the clai ants' detailed Qbjections to the

U.$* - lexacan arbitration commission and the POde of payment

for the indemnity. Accompanying his sateen t is a copy of

A certificate issued to each claimant by the conipsson.

S. Docs,, No. 112 29th Cong., et seb, 'eb., 1846,

s s. 473; ' memorial of Louisa Livingston and Qther Praying

Payment Qf the Award Made in their 'Favor by the Comissioners

Under the Convention with Ieico." Livingston presents a

succinct account of the mismanagement of the Mexican payment

and derpands that the U.$. government py the claimants. The

claimgnts kill not accept exican paper or specie.

S. Docs., No. 116 29th Cong., .lst ses., .4 .eh., 1846,

s.s. 473, "emorial of Clavin J. Keith, Administrator of

Samuel Elkins Deceased and Legal Representative of Nathaniel

Cox, DeceAsed, Praying the Adjustment and Payzent of the ward

liade in Their Favor by the Convention with>4exico." Keith,

relates the measures taken by the clgimants to receive payment

for loans aade to Mexico during the struggle for independence.,

He demands the U.S.. government intervene in this iratter.

a. E. Docs ., To. 133 (I. Doc. 133. .29th Cong.., lst

sess., 18 Veb., 1846, s.s. 483;. "exican Xndexinity; message

from the President of the United States Transmitting a Report

of the Secretary of State relative to the exican ndernnity.,,,

Secretary of State Buchanan sends. copies of correspondence

on the pay Qent of the fourth and fifth installments for
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Apri1 4nd ujry. Buchanan states. the easuze taken by the

Treasury to clari y the aisundestanding, The correspondence

covers the period o Woveiber, 1845, th tough JTanuary, 1846.

H Ex. Docs., No. 196 (H. Doc. 196, .29th Cong., 1st

sess,, 11 4ay, .1846, s.s, 485; Hostilitie, by iexico;

essage frOm the resident Relative to an Invasion and

Conirencexent of Hostilities by iexico. :polk discusses in

detail the purpose and failure of 5lidells: diplomatic mission

to 1rexico. He calls upon the Congress to promptly recQnize

the existence of war with exico and provide him with the

authorizatiqn to pursue the war to its conclusion. Accompanying

his address are copies of the correspondence between the u.s,

and Mexico, ,September, .1845 through April, .1846, on those

subjects: of dis-aree ent between the two countries. A complete

index appexs on page 7.
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CONCLUSIONS

Having reviewed the historical evidence in these three ajor

United States document series pertaining to early United States

Mexican re ltions, certain trends become evident. 4exico and the

United States prsued national goals that were in opposition fxm

their earliest negotiations involving comercial and boundary

problems. During the first twenty-ftive years of independence.

Mexico attempted to form a national identity while protecting

herself from territorial and economic encroachment by foreign

powers. Throughout this same period, .the United States expearir

ienced both commercial and territorial expansion which 'ultimately

brought her into direct conflict with Mexico. The Texas territory

became the rallying point and a tangible symbol of -any disagree

rments between the two nations.

President James Monroe in 1825 appointed Joel R. Poinsett

as United States minister to uexico. His instructions were to

conclude as quickLy as possible a favorable con-imercial and

boundary agreement. The four year delay between official

recognition of exico and the appointment of the American

minister allowed llexicO' s. enthusiasm ,for the. United States :t

cool. The. con encegent .f bpundary negotiations did nothing

to rekindle the enthusiasm. Ppinsett questioned whether the

United States should seek an extension of the boundary to the

174
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14Q Grande or allow the 1819 boundary treaty with Spin to

stand. This earlier agreement marked thed wes tern boundary of

the Louisiana territory at the Sabine Kiver and discounted

American clais to the Texas territory. - Unfortunately for

international relations, many Ameicans believed their

!oyernment had unwisely agreed to a cession of territory to

Spain and that the Rio Grande was the true boundary. This

belief later gained popularity as inore 4enicans imwgrated

into the Texas territory. These settlers failed to be

assimilated into Mexican society, and many wrote to their

relatives of the attractiveness of Texas and their own wish

that it be reunited with the United States. Too often the

national roals of the government in exicQ City did not

coincide with those of the ans .and the uns table 4exican

administrations steadily lost their power to enforce law in

the frontier territories .12

For his own part, the Mexican Minister of oreign

Affairs, Lucas Alamnn, sugges ted to Joel Poinsett at the

beginning of their negotiations that until a formal agreement

could be arranged it might be best to return to the boundary

in existence prior to the Louisiana purchase. 4exico was not

ready to elineuish territory to any forein government,

12Despatch No. 12, Joel A, ,oinsett to Henry Clay,
5 August, .1825, Record Group 59, "Despatches fro the United
States Ministers to Nexico, 1823"9O6,' National archives,
Washington, P.C.
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Poinsett's su-gestion f ,the Rio Qrande as a ore acceptable

boundary aroused Iexican suspicion of merican Jotiyes and

prQfessions of friendship, Following the giadventures o

PQinsett in ,exxican politics and his recall- in 1839, president

Andrew Rackspn appointed Anthony Butler as United states

Charge in NeXicQ with instructions to conclude the tre aty

agreements made by Poinsett. Butler stimulated jackson's

desire "fq the xeannexation of Texas by his tantalizing

reports Q f the near completion of successful negotiation.

Through his heavy handed intrigues he reiniorced Nexico's

Suspicions and contributed to the climate o distrust. 1 3

Economic and political chaos plagued Vexico during these

first twenty-five years o independence and damaged her hopes

[or a place among the leading world powers. The one constant

symbol of her potential was Mexico's.: vast physical size.

Each successive government whether centralist or federalist

vowed to maintain Mexico's. tetritorial integrity. The known

desires of the United States for Texas quickly became a

political tool used by Mexican generals and politicians to

arouse the Mexican people against each successive administration,

The barest hint of territorial cession was usually enough to

produce a change in le adership. Later, puch to Mexico's

detriment any move toward the recognition of Texas independence

was used in this same Ifshion. Mexico could not accept the

1 3 Despatch No. 19, Poinsett to Clay, 2Oi $eptexber, 1825,
I3ecord Group 59.
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independence so the Ione $tar Republic and blamed the United

States for the revolution which had created itF or a proud

and destitute country, rich only in land, the los s of terri-

tory by the United States was the ultimate insult. A war to

retain national territory and honor appeared to be the only

recourse that remained to the exican government. Political

survival and popular pressure served to. dictate this decision,

Xn the United States, political pressures made Texas an

unavoidable issue. Beginning with the Jacks$n administration,

popular memrlirals to Congress for the annexation of Texas

increased. The official policy of each administration was one

of neutrlity toward the Texas Mexican conflict. Unof ficially,

many Americans followed a policy of active interference,. The

administrations of Van Buren and Tyler sought to prevent a

complete break with Mexico over Texas. This policy of delay

served both to avoid sectional pressures at home and to

facilitate -the settlement of Mexican indebtedness. The presi

dential election of 1844 ended this delaying policy. Texas

became an issue on which neutrality toward annexation meant

political death. James K. Polk, an expansionist who favored

Jackson's: views on reannexation, was elected. Annexation

passed the United States Congress when presented as in issue

of national security and co meercial importance. Mexico severed

relations with the United States J1arch 23, 1845, following,

th.e American extension of an annexatiQn treaty to Texas.
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Texas wa not,. o course the qnly issue of contention

between the tjo countries. TQ arouse both. ntions to war

more than teX itoral disputes were nresry. economic

considet$Qns also played their part in the deterioration

o reLatqons between the two countria,, for Mexico' cycle

of re yrlutions deple ted her treasury, thereby forcing each

new goyernrent to make: foreign loans at outrageous ctes of

interest. Reign indebtness and financial weakness

destroyed Aexico's5: prospects -or economic development,

and her pXQtective tarrif, designed to protect exican

industry, had little to protect. ChrQnic instability led

to the loss of foreign property as successiye political

factions sou ht new sources of revenue to finance revolutions.

The situation led to massive foreign claims against the already

bakirupt treasury. The Jack.son administration did not press

American claimpa9 ainst fexico because treaty ne otiations were

not complete. Under Van Buren's administration, ministers to

Mexico received instructions to press for settlement of claims.

After such delay and difficult negotiationsan arbitration

agreement was :concluded. The arbitration coipmssion settled

,many claims, but many more remained. Unfortunately, economic

conditions in Mexico were no better than before, and she

quickly fell behind in making installment pments . United

States. echqnts, waiting g payment fpr years, petitioned Con-

gress to use force if necessary to obt-an redress. President
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Johin Tyler in a Axesage to Cqngress stated thgt the delay in

payment on the Mexican indemnity justified war, but tat one

final effort wpuld be made for a peaceful settlement. These

cqamexcial claims against Lexico succeeded in arousing the

anger of Z ex. can merchantile interests against Mexico as the

Texas question had not,1 4

For the Mexican people the forei gn claims served to

reinforce xenQphobia. Each adiministrat Qn explained the destiny i

tute treasury by blaming the foreign claims on the limited

~lyeican revenues. Mexico's economic ills ere attributed to

foreign econQmic encroachment. To correct this problem

foreign merchants were forbidden to engage in retail trade,

This new solution only increased Me. eicQlp. poverty and foreign

dissatisfaction. By 1846, the climate of animosity toward all

foreigne-s particularly American, increased to such an extent

that the more moderate Mariano Paredes administration could

not withstand the pressures for war,

T4.e document series examined by this paper were chosen

for their representation o both Congressional and Executive

views. More historical evidence remains hidden in the Presi"

dental Ppers than is possible to include in this review.

The combined efforts of many are necessary to exhaust this

valuable resource, Other United states document series require

complete exploration before all aspects of early United States

4 , Congress, $enate, Pocument f , 28th Cong.,
lst sess., 5 .December, .1843, pp, 6- - 8.
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lexicn & latins a'e known The n e .poetnt o these are

the JIDespatches fromUnited States inistet in Texas, 1836-

1845," Diplomatic Ins tructions of the Degptr'ent- of State,,

180a l9O5, n rnd , Pyecords of the Department o State,

Connunications from Special Agents, 1794 1906." l a11xre

available to the historian through the United States National

Archives and Records Service.
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SEC]3ETARY ', $TATZ,

James Konroe

John . Adams

DATE

1821

1825,
Mar.

1829-

1829-
Max.

1830
Jan.

1831
May

1833
May

1834
June

DWPLOvAT

John , Adms

Uenry Clay Joel R, Poinsett
minister

James hamilton

Martin Van Buren

11

MKrtin Van Buren

Anthion Butler
Char9d

Edward Liyingston

Louis McLane

James Forsyth

William Harrison

J.L. Martin
Chief Clerk.

Daniel Webster

Powhatan Ellis
Ch arg

Vowhi4tan Ellis
Minister

John Tyler

Weddy Thotpson
Minister

hugh Le'a
Ad interim

"

William Derrick
qhie f Cerk

181

Andrew Jackson

'V

1'

'I

Ut

UI

1836
Jan.

1839
Feb.

1841
Max. 3

1841
ar. 5

1841
liar. 5

1842.
web.

1843
May

1843
June.

"
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a-S'DENT

John Tyler

SECRET" QF STATES

Abel P, Upshuz
ad interiNm

DIPL4Q1AT

Waddy Thompson
Ainis tex

JQhn Nelson
ad interim

DATE

1843
June

1844
Feb.

1844
April

1844

1845

1845.
Nov.

~rmes K. PQIk

John Calhoun

Jampes Buc4nan

p

I'

John Slidell
4ini~s tex

Wils n Shannon
Mi.nis ter

if
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.EXHCAN hEAD QF STATEDATE

1822

1824

1829

1830

1832,

1833,

1833,

1834

1835.

1836

1837

1841

1842.

1843

1845

1846

1846.

TITLE

Agus tn de Ituxbide*

Gu.dalupe Vi. ctoria

Gdraez Pedraza
Vicente Guexrero

Anastasio Bustamante

Qdmez ?edraza

AntoniQ L6pez de Santa Anna

V. Gdez FariVas, vice rep

AntQnio L$pe z de Santa Anna

liguel Barragin

JQs6 Justo Corro

Anastasio Bustarante

Antonio L6pez de Santa Anna

Nicolis Bravo, Vice Pres.

Antonio Ldpez de 5anta Ann4

Mzariano Paredes

V. G.eez 3$arias,

Antonio L6pez de Santa Anna
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De. 

April

April

EmperQr

President

Pre sident

Dictator

President

President

President
ad interim

Dictator

President
ad interim

President
ad interim

President

Di ctatox

President
ad interim

President

President

President

President



APEND[X C

ABBE2AT;ON FXNTION

Cong.

Ex. DQcs.

H. DQcs.

H. Rpts .

No.

S. DQs.

$s..

seas,

Cqnqgegs

Exe cutive. documents

House documents.

House repQrts

Senate documents

Serial set

Session
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