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This paper provides g thematic approach to three major
. United States;ggvernment.d@cument.3eriescxelating to.tqpica
of early United States diplomatic xelatigns with Mexicos
treatyinggotiationag‘théisanta'Fe'trade@;the Teﬁas question,
and claims; The;documeﬂt series examined are the United
States presidential papers, United States Congressional docu~ i
ments, and theﬁNatiqnal Axchives.BeCQxd,GfQupf59,.diélm@atic
- dispatches from United States Ministexs to Mexico. Histériansj
must make an e?aluatign Qﬁ all:ﬁgcumentaxy evidence available .
- for an accux@tegasseﬁament.gﬁ histgxical eyents. Inadeguate
analysis of these major United States document sexies has
- limited this necessary assessment ih the area of United States=

Mexican diplomatic relationg, 1821-1846.,
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INTRODUCTTON

Gq&éxnment‘dggumantﬁﬁ@xa the primary evidence of a
cquntryia.hxﬁtgxyﬁ Through them the deyelopment  of policies
- can he followed from their first he&it@nt'ataps'ﬁq.thaix con=
clusions, Availability and access place the major limita;imna
on historigal research in this vast national resource,

Eaxly United &t@tasAgpvaxnment,dgcuments,‘cangxeaaignal,,
presidential, and diplomatic papers are xeadily‘évailableuta
the public thromgh the United States Superintendent of Documents
and the National Archives and Becords Sexyice, Access to thege
docupent gerieg is the major obstacle for the historian, and
for the regearcher in areas other than United States history
it is both complex and frustrating., This frustration often .'

- leads to dependence on the resegrch of other scholars rather
than reliance on the oxiginal dpcumentary sources, In the area
of United States - Mexican relations prior to the warkgﬁ 184é,r
historians rely heéavily on the pioneering work of

Hubert H, Bancroft, William Manning, and George Rives as guides
to‘relevanﬁ United States documents, Thi&‘glaceﬁ'ﬁéyefe‘

- limitations on historical revisionism and perpetugtes the bias
of these early scholars, Lack of access to the corresponding
Hexican documents increases the gchelar's responsibility to
thoroughly exgmine all pertinent United States documents. in

ordexr tglachieve.theﬁwidéét possible view,.



The .5, Congress in‘thg.l@ta.nihéteehthﬂcentuxy First
recognized the historical imybxtancelgﬁ.dgcumentﬁ and the
necessity ﬁ@x 8 Wgﬁkahlé méﬁhgd,gf.agcgagf A bill enacted
July 27, 1882, called for a ﬁDescxiptiya‘Cgtglggue.@ﬁ all
publications made by the guthority of the government of the .

United States and the preceeding Governmpent of the colenies, .
bureaus, offices thereof, ﬁrgm &uly;4,{171&‘tq‘March@4,.lsal;fl
The implementation of this bill under guide lines set forth by
the U,§, Joint Comnmittee on Printing of the Fortywseventh Con-

_gress became the responsibility of Ben Perley=Poore, With the .
assistance of ﬁ@uxtéen.men, Poore searched for government pub-
licationg in the Library of Cpngresa,_tﬁe.aenate,.the.ﬂguse'of

'Representativas,‘the‘aevenwexécutive‘degaﬁtmants“and their
bureaus, the Department of Agriculture; the Smithsonign Insti=
tute, the Coast and Geodetic Survey and in the public library
of Bosteon, No pne'knew:hqw‘many.dmcuments'wauld-be cataloged
oxr the length of time reguired by the project. Not one of
the men employed had eXpexience.in.catglgging and part gﬁ
their woxrk §r9yed incompétent and unusahle; . After pgtient;

assimilation, 63,063 bopks, pamphlets, and docwments formed

'1399xef.ﬁen.ﬁexley, Degcriptive Catalogue of Government
Publications of the United States, September 5, 1774 =
March' 4, 1881 (Washington; U.S. Government Rrinting Office, .
1885), p, 1II,



'tha ﬁn&teﬁ'Statesr Septembem 5, 1734 - Mareh'4"1881, guhllshed

by the U,8, Government Printing Offlce in 1885,2 -
QomreﬁﬁJCQtalpg,,a monunpental wquf‘¢a-g.quartg.vglumei
- containing 1,241 pages of entries Withg@n'@dditipnﬁl 151 pages
of index, Arranged chronplogicglly, entries begin with the .
- executive and judicial publications followed by,thgse-of
Congress for each year, The majority of entries are from the .
Congress and departmental reports are eften entirely missing,
Poorel!s. catalog uses two columng per page with each entry giving
first a brief descriptive title followed by the author, type -
of document, document numher,.pongresa,'ge&aion,‘yglume.number,_
date, and pages, Indexing is by the key words appearing in the
brief title of each entry, and the citation is to page number
qnly. A search of bpthﬁcqlumnﬁ and the.tiﬁleﬁ of all entries -
is necessary to find the desired document, Under the topic
"Hexico ~ claims against,” seventeen page references appear
withgut any other identifying designator, This index is at .
begt only a rough guide for the researcher, If all entries
on a topic are required a column by column chronelogicgl search .
is the only accurate method available,3
A sample entry illustrates the lack of adequqte infor- «

,mat;on ;n tha descr;Ptlve t;tles for the dgcumants,

‘ 2Ib:idg PP e ;{;llmm,,

31bid, p, 1325,



Petition on cammnn;cgt;on with Mexico, Inhabitants
of Misgouri, Executiye Eagerg No, 7% 18th,chgress,,
2d, session, vol, IV, Qct, 24, 1824, é ?p,
From thig title the researcher mjght asgume the document .
, cgyexﬁ'gnly=theyyrgblem gﬁ a diplomatic dialogue with Mexico,
- or mail communication, Neither of these assupptions is
- correct, This document presents supportative evidence fox
the.constxnctiqn_qﬁ & road between Missopurd and Sqnta:Fér(
New Mexico, Within this one document are letters from men
engaged in trade with Santa Fe which provide g short history
of the trade, names of leaders, numbers, type of goods, and
the returns, with the milegage of each route and the need for
military escort thxéughgmndign territgry, This information
might eagily be overlooked because of its too vague descriptive .
title, |
Other problems arige with. iinf@matign‘ in the sampple
- entry, The generic texm "Executive Papers" identifies the
document series, No official series of documents exigts under
this title, nor under th@se of ”ﬁt@te:Papengﬂ ﬂHQHSe Executive. -
Documents., " YExecutive Doc:um@.nts, and “Dcpcmnenta“ that appear
in other entries. The official series title for the Congres
signal.dgcumentaxarel”ngseﬂchumentafﬁ "Senagte Document,"
"House Eaport,";”Senatelﬁeggrt,”,ﬂHgnﬁeiﬂiaﬂellﬁne@uﬁ-Dﬁcumﬁntr“

and “Senate Mi$cellanegu$ D@cument M . To determine the true |

“4Ibid, p, 169,



series for "Executiye Papers No. 79" 3 comparison is necessary
‘with the tables of documents in yolume one of the Checklist -
‘ggeUnikedégt@xe@:guﬁ&icgﬂqgumeptawilﬁﬁemwél&&&,. The tgbles in

the Checklist are chronologically by Congress and session with
subdivisions for the reports and documents. of both houses.
- The tables provide icon'gkesig'i@nal serial number, volume mumber,
part numher! series title, document or Iepgrt.numharﬁ tncluded
in the yolumes, and notes, At a glance the tables show whether
the Senate or House during the Seyenty~ninth Congress, second
session issued a fourth yolume containing a document number 79,
1f both houses published a fourth yolume with a decument 79
then the researcher must examine both docupents to determine
uhether House Document No. 7% or Senate Document No. 79 is
correct, In this instance only the House Document No, 79
appears in g fourth volume and now "Executive Papers No, 79"
Tis correctly identified,? |
The final step in locating House Document No. 79 is to
- deternine the Congressional Serial Set yolume number which .
- contains the document, Conéxessional documents and reports
axeZassembled,in.voiumeslh?giﬁning with the Fifteenth Congress, |
1817, and each book in this serxies has a designating serial

numbexr running consecutively to the present, This nunbering

, system, hqwevexlags impossible to apply to the documents. of

55,8, Superintendent of,chumentsf List of angres$lonal
and De: artment@l'rnbllcatlgnq,
PUBLIC Docufients, 1789 = 1903, Yo T
HT%“

New %Ik ﬁr&ms, 19621 ’ P 'S

9ET3 Bepr;nt ed, 3




the first fourteen Congresses, pecguae'they‘wexe'not_aﬁsembled
in book form, A special series 01 through 038 designates -

these.m@texiala'ﬁﬁ'Am@micgnjﬁtatgfﬁapaﬁa'@nd allpows them tq

preceed documents in the Congresgional Serial Set numbering
system, The first column in thE‘Chgck;ist‘indicgtesrthe serial
set yolume nupber, and in the example of House Document No. 73,
Seventy~ninth Congress, second session, the table lists volume .
number.ll6@6“ :

"Pregidential papers" pose an even greater problem for
the researcher, This category covers every aspect of a pzesimf
| - dent's. life, poth personal and official, Access to papers of
an incumbent president is 'g,qve;rned by restrictions that do not .
agply to those of former presidents, The "public papers" of -
the president include presidential messggeg,'ﬁpaechas,'EieCutive.
Orders, gxpciamati@ns,.and:matexial relegsed by the White iouse,.
These papers are in the public domain and accessable to all.
The Mofficlal papers" pf the president or "private papézs" .
include official statements, drafts of speechers, pexsonai
notes, position papers, and personal corregpondence. . These .
papers relate to the government, but are not totally govern-

mental in origin, OQuwnership therefore resides with the presin

.............




thege "official or private papers" and many hdve been delib=
er@te;yudeatxpyed,'giveﬁ away, or lost, |

Congress began purchasing these "official papers" before
adopting & uniform policy. A separate agreement was made .
with each owner and the purchased papexs stored by the Deparge
ment of State, The Library of Congress 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-~147, August 16, 1957. The
Liibrary of Congress was to

arrange, index;‘and microfilm the papers of the

Preslidents in the Library of Congress in order

Lo preserve their contents ..., to make the

ngsidentigl_Paperg mlgg‘readily.availablegfcr

study and researchi,..”

For the papers of the presidents for 1821 to 1845, all
are included in this miérqfilm series except those of John
Quinéy 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 ény part of
Qk all of the.cqllectipn. Congress purchased a poiticn of the
James. Monroe papers in 1849, and added others of a personal
nature.tg.the Librazxy of Congress in 1892, Andrew Jackson's

papers wexe s badly mutilated and dispexsed that one hundred

PR A .

‘?ﬂ.S. general Sexyices. Administration, United States
- Statutes tfmamg%gWSng@-(Washipgton; U,8, Governpent Printing
OfTice, 1958), 71;36%. 4 -




sepﬁrate:@uxnh@ses‘werefnaca$saxy,tg‘ﬁgxm thefcgllectign in
the Library of angxegs;‘ Martin'?an Buren pruned his own
papers for easy management. Those remaining in his family
after his death came to the Library of Congress in 1504 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 Tyler's papers burned
during the Civil War. Those collected by his son joined the
Library of Congress in 1919, James.K.,Polk‘managad his papexs
carxefully, and those héld by his family were purchased by the .
Libraxy of Congress in 1903.8
Each;micﬁafilmed set of presidential papers held by the
Library of Congress has an accompanying index, Arrangement,
however, is alphabetical by writer ox reci?&ent with corres— :
ponding columng giving date, series number, number of pages,
and addenda. This presents a limited and time consuming
method of access. For example, John Qi Adams served as James
Monroe's Secretary of State from 1817 to 1824, For the .
Monroe period under consideration, 1821-1825, 126 letters were
exchgnged., As exapination of each is necessary to determine .
which, if any, pertain to affairs with Mexico. Thomas H.

Benton has aeventeen<lettexs listed in the Andrew Jackson

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

SHLIShQn Arnold, "The Scope Accessability and History
of Pres;dential ?apers,W Government’ Publications' Review,.
1 (Fall, 1274)3371~72. -




papers for 1828m1844.-%any,may.Peztain-tq.missouri‘S'
interegt in Texgs and thelSanta.Fé'txadeF AllL must be
examined, Np subject approach is pgssible@g‘

The preblems of access to the presidential papers appear
- minimal in chparisonstqithaseiinvglvipg the U,8., Department
- of State's Record chup,SQ;lthe.ﬁDespatchesiﬁer the United
States Ministers to Mexicp,,1823ﬁl906¢“ . These documents are .
- on 179 reels Qf nicrgfilm available from the‘National‘ﬁréhives
and Record Service. Access is through their publication

' National Archives Microfilm Publications, Washington, U.5. Gove :

ernment Printing Ofﬁide,E1974r Fages. twenty to twenty-one
‘éqntain a li&tipgaoiwthggperiodsgcqvexed“byueach.reel in. this
series. Twélve reels cqntain.theqdispatchaa,waasortedﬂletters;h

. clippings, and miscellaneocus memoranda sent to. the Department
of State by the ministers and charge d¥ affaires in Mexico

from. Joel R.. Poinsett through Waddy Thompson, No division by
subject‘is available except indirectly through the footnotes

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

patch series is invaluable, with.eachgxeel,hgldiné an average .

of flfty feet Qf fllm.la‘

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

Srpidy PR 379w381, U.S. lerary of Congress, Index to
~the James Monxoe ngers (Washington: U,8, Government Prlntlng
Office, 1960), p.l; U.8. Library of Congress, Index to the

- Andrew Jacks@n Papers LNashlngtonﬂ y,8, Goyvernment Printing

- Office, 1967), p.?.

loﬂational Archives and Records Service, National Archives -
-microfilm publications (Washingtons: U.S. Government Printing
Office, 1974}, pp. 20=21.
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Theldgqumant.saxies-diacussed abgye @xeaent.cgntrasting
. Views @ﬁ,ggﬂla“gnd.eyenta.in the.develqgment and failnres 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' affaires in Mexico influenced
policy and.gginigns'f@@med by the Secretaries of State. The
personal desires of each president revealed in their personal
papers Influnenced their ereign policy and the choice Qf infor=
mation 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.dqcument series pertaining to the nego-
tiatiqps of United Stat§31~ Mexican.treaties,,the Santa Fe .
trade, the Texas guestion, and United States claims. This
topical arrangement will eiiminate,the.pxqblems'inhexent in

- the seggggﬁe indexea'ﬁgx the United States Congressional docu-
ments, presidential papers, and the United States diplomatic
disPatchea'ﬁxgm Mexico, 1821 tQ.184@w Continual reassessment
Qﬁ dggumentaxy eyidence.is,mandatgxy tq.chxect or reaffirm
theshistoricgl conclusions dwawn by others, Each researcher
has the obligation to form his own opinions after consuiting

the eyidence.



CHARTER &

NE@@T$ﬁT$N@'THE%UNITED-STAEEﬁwEEXEGAN’TQEAEIEa
| QF AMETY, COMMERCE, NAVIGATION, AND BOUNDABY

To regnlarize relations WithUthe_Maxican;ﬁcvarnment:as
guickly as possible was an imPQItant ansideratiqn of Eieaimf
- dent James Monroe when he offered the position of Ministexr
Flenipotentiary t9“3991~3-'P5inSEtt in January, 1825. Three

years had elapsed since U,S. recognition of Mexican indepen= i

dence, and the offer of the Minister's position in Mexico was
-used as a political tool in the elections of 1824. Poinsett .
hesitated to accept hoping for the coyeted position of Secxem
tary of State in the new administration of John Q. Adams. He'
was disappeinted in this Wﬂbiﬁi@_n vhen the position went to
. Henry Clay, gnd finally accepted the appointpent to Mexico on -
March 6, 1825.

Much yaluable time had been lost for building strong
- ties with Mexico, thus allowing British influence in this new .
~nation te grow unchecked.  SeCI¢taIyan State Henry Clay
emphasized in his instructions to the new Minister the impor-
tance of concluding a treaty of awity, commerce, and navigation ;
~as well as arranging a formal boundary agreement.. Poinsett '
fgnnd hia'cgmmexcﬁal n@gqtiatiqns thwarted by a British |

- commercial treaty already concluded when he agrivedin Mexico

11
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May, 1825. ﬁqinsett'51inﬁﬁxuctianNcalledmﬁgx the principles
of perfect weciprocity and free ships made free goods. The
British had tentatively agreed tq,mqstnﬁavoxedénatiqn status
and an article that allowéd‘special privileges among the former
Spanishﬂcqlonies, The inexperienced Mexican officials felt
more comfortgble using a set pattern for negotiating foreign
treaties. Having reached aﬁ agreement WithﬁBIitain,_tkéy
preferred to use an identiéal Qne'withﬂthe.U.S. The British
@greement to the article in their commercial treaty allowing
specigl privileges among the former Spanish colonies did not
harm their own commercial interests, but would sexve to
separate the United States from the other American nations if
Mexico could force its acceptance. Other major peints
hindering an early agreement were the return of fugitive
slaves and the settlement of a boundary.

Hexican law prqhibitednslavery and the inclusion of
article gixteen 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 receiyed encqﬁragament from the British, As a new .
nation the Mexican government was very sensitive to their
hatiqnal honor and territorial integrity, Clay's instructions
to Poinsett called for a boundary agreement based on the 1819
treaty with Spain which set the line at the Sabine River.

Poinsett argued now was the time for a renewal of the U,S.
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Cglains to land nqxth‘pﬁ th?‘BiQ Gxgndelgx the Brazos Bivex,
and heuiec6i$ed‘authgrizatipn tg.purchaseuTezas. . The
ingbility of Poinsett to reach a satisfactory agreement with
Lucas Al@mﬁnland'Sebastian Camacho, the Mexican Ministers of
queign Affairs, resulted in an agreement to separate the
boundary nggqtiations from those of commexce.in January,_l828‘
And separating the isgues did facilitate a commexrcial settle~ :
ment., Poinsett, however, had awakened the Mexican fear of
territorial incursions from the north. This suspicion of
Aperican motives regarding Texas and later California con- -
tinued despite changes in the Mexican government from the
pro-British monarchial party‘tq‘ﬁhefrepublican party, and
latexr to dictatorial strong men. The."Menénce from the MNorth"
becane é pgliticai issueﬁusaa by each successive administration
to‘unite.the'peopleland-sustain itself in powéx.

The successful completion of U.8. negotiations required
the efforts of three U.S. administrations, Monroe, Adams, and
Jackson. The negotiationg became entangled with the personal~ .
ities of the Ministers and Chargés to Mexico, the complex
. ¢haos of Mexican politics and ecénqmicsf,and the Latin
American pqlicieé of the British. Not until January 12, 1831,
was a boundpry agreement reached.  The treaty of amity,

- commerce, and navigation was not sent to the U.$. Senate .
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 gﬁ Texas ten years later. During this period, the
Mexican susgician of U,8. motives grew and amiable relations
faltered and failed.

The chronology of ﬁegqtiations in the U.3, documents that
follows is one of miﬁﬁndexsfanding,,fea;,‘and,mutual distrust,
Ex. Docs., No. 52 (H. 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 Mexican government and the postponement in
sending & diplomatic mission tQ,Mexico‘contributed to the .
delay in executing article four of the 1813 treaty with Spain,
Henry Clay to Joel R. Poinsett, 25 Mar.,, 1825, American -

‘State;Papexsg?EQreign'Affairs, V: 208; VIz 578, Secretary

of State.ciay emphasizes.in these instructions to the new U.S.
Minister to Mexico the necessity of concluding treaties of
amity,,comm@rce,.navigatinn,_and boundary. He suggests that
stress in these négotiationé be placed on early recognition

of Mexico by the U.S., and that the U.S., expected no special
pxiﬁilggeﬁ for this, but wduld not accept.leSS'thankpther
nationsg.

'Degggtchﬁmo..lér Painsétt_to Cléy,-ﬁ-Apg.?llBZS; received

-3 Qct., 1825, Rﬁchd Group S&,d“Deapatchés'ﬁxom the United

States Ministers to Mexico, 1823-1906," National Archives,
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Washingtgn, b.C.. Pginsett.agggeSta,the‘B.S, negotiate to
extend the boundary MithJMexicq to the BiQ Grande, or the
Cglorqda River, or at least the Brazos River an& establish
hardy gettlers on this frontier,it

Despatch No.. 18, Poinsett to Clay, 13 Sept., 1825;
received [1825], Record Group 59 reports a delay in the .

- commercigl treaty negotiations on the pringiplé of perfect
reciprocity and Mexico's desire to extend special privileges
to the former Spanish,cqlonies.- In cipher Poinsett yows not
to sign any treaty containing this special privilege clause.

Despatch No. 19, Poinsett to Clay, 20 Sept., 1825;
received 4 Ngv.,,1825,.Recqrd Group 53 describes an interview
with Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs Lﬁcas Alamén in
which Alansn expresses'a.desirektq 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
earliexr acknqwledged by Mexico, and that the U.S. would nqt

_give up terxitgry_east of the Sabine River or north of the .
Red and Arkansas Rivers. Poinsett suggested to Clay that an
opportune time for g renewal qf the U.S..ciaimS'to.land north

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

1dThroughout this paper the nineteenth century spelling
of “despatch“ and "Vera Cruz“ will be used, and the government
form of dates observed.




DeﬁygtchﬂNQ..zzr yoinsgtt toucigy!‘zazﬁgpt¢r71325;
'receiyedwﬁnDec.,,iszsf‘Bech& Gxgup.SQ.annqunged‘31amén's
replacement by Camachp and problems in negotiation of commer= -
- cial treaty caused by British acceptance of Mexico's special
privileges forx fgrmex Spanishcolonies,' Poinsett repoxted
his arguments used against this pringiple 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 QOct., 1825; received
»J‘Jan.}_lBZG, Record Group 59, Poinsett encloses his letter
to U.8. Minister Bufus King‘in London giving the background
and arguments used in his negotiatiqns:fox 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 Mexican-Colombian
treaty. Poinsett notifies King that this treaty was not ratim :
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.ﬁexico regarding the commercial
treaties. l
Clay t9~9oinsett,w9 qu.,‘1825,'Am3ricgn  tate:fapers;

\
- Eoreign Affairs, Vi 854m855. Clay's. despatch to Poinsett .

after receipt of Poinsett's Despatch No, 18 asserts U,S.
- determination not to allow former colonial ties to Justify

Mexican extension of special privileges to Latin America.
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TE they insist, then the U.S. will claim those privileges on
. grounds that the majority of its. territory was formexrly
Spanish. Clay suggests other arguments to use in proving that
the U.S. should be considered a vital part of the American
nations, |

Despatch.Nq. 28, Pginsett.to‘C1ay,>25 ch. 1826; received
- 4 Feb.,\lSéG, 3echd_Gxonpls9. Poinsett agrees to use the
U.S.~Colombian Treaty as an example in the Mexican negotiations,
He reports that the U.S. has been exeiipted from higher duties
pald by othex expdrting countries, and that upon the arrival
Of the Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs negotiatiens 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"qfJMexican‘negotiator and holidays. He .
notes that messages on £he British~Mexican tredty have arrived
on Mexico and conjectures that they will contain Canning's
objections to article four.

Despatch No. 32, Poinsett to Clay, 4 Jan., 1826;
received 8 Feb., 1826, Becord'Group 59 relates in detail the
British object;ons to the treaty with Hexico and Bolnsett's
estlmatlon of the British treaty's. chances for passage by the
Mexican Longress,

Despatch'Nc.fas,squnsatt,tq_Clay, 1 Feb,, 1826; received

21 March, 1826, Record Group 59. Mexican Minister of Foreign
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- Affairs Cgm@chq will txayel‘tq_Lgndgn to con¢inde the Mexican
txeaty,withgﬁxitﬁiﬁ; ‘This will further delay the negotiations
for a U.8. = MeXicgn treaty.

Despatch No. 36, Peinsett to Clay, 18 Feb., 1826; received
© 25 Mar., 1826, Record Group 59 relates the yenewal of negotiations
for a Mexican~British treaty and the.serious,illnegs of MéXican
Minister of Foreign Affairs Camacho. Poinsett regards this
illness as an excuse for furthex delay in hig 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 negom- .
‘tiatiQnS'and fears that the‘treaty.cannqt be_concluded befpre.
the end of the Congressional session,

Despatch No. 42, Poinsett to Clay, 30 April, 1826;
'réceiyed 16 June, 1826, Rggqrd Group 59, Mexican Minister of
Foreign Affairs Camacho and Jose Ignacio Estevan are appointed

on 1 May, 1826, for the resumption of negotiations with the H,S§,

Despatch No. 46, Péinsett.to~Clay, 31 May, 1831;
receiyed 12 July, 1826, Record Group 59, Negotiations on the
- commercial tyeaty are prggreséipg-slqwly and the principle of
reciprocity must be abandoned for that of most-favored-nation.,
Poinsett gﬁiexS‘assmxance4that thg Mexican pxg$ident will call
8 special session in August for ratification of the treaty if

it is congluded.s
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Despatch No. 50, Poinsett to Clay, 12 Jguly, 1826; received
54.Se§t.,,1826, BQCde.ﬁxun 59, Poinsett forvaxrds a copy of
thelcggmexgi@l txeatysjust.cgncluded. He gives a complete |
report on those principles in this treaty that Vaﬁy from those
in the U.3. - Colombian treaty and the influence of the
simultaneous British - Mexican - U,S, negotigtions on the
outcome of eachﬁtreaﬁy. ‘Poinsett(hdpes:for\ﬁexican ratifi-

- cation in the special session of the Mexican congress in
September. Ganeral.JQsé Teran is appointed to examine ‘the .
U.8. = Mexican boundary and‘conduct the suryvey. 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 Mexican ?resident‘s.sgeech.oh beginning the extraordi=
nary session of 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 Dee., 1826, Becord Group 59, Poinsett reports the U,S, =
Hexican tregty will be subpitted to the Chamber of Deputies,
and the the Mexican Congress then in session for two months
had nqt passed a single piece.gf 1ggislatign.

H. Ex, Dogs., NQ..ZE.QH_.Docs.'NQ.:zsx\lath.angf,‘Zd
sess., 28 Dec,, 1826, s.s, 150z "Message from the President
of thexnniteﬂ states transmitting information,..relating to

- eertain negotiations with the government of the United Mexican

States."  President John @, Adams sends g copy ©of Secretary
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of stataAC1gy‘a,mgprt on activity taken in negotiating a
bcundaxy,‘xagpwéry.pf runaway slaves from Texas and the
recovery of deﬁtg-frqm those fugitives in Mexico. Clay
refers in the first two tgpics-to the'newAtreaty and believes -
no obgtacles exist in recovery of debts.

DeSpatch‘Nq. 67, Poinsett to Clay, 29 Dec., 1826; received
[?, 18277 Record Group 59 answers Clay's inguiries on the .
restrictions to U.S. shipping by the agreement to the principle
of most-ﬁavoxédwnatipn in the Mexican treaty. Poinsett fears
Mexi¢g,may insist on g narréwex interpretation of this policy
than the liberal one he advocates., He provides the Secretary
of the Legation withﬁartreaty.COpy and makes the suggestion
that the U.S. wait for the Mexican ratification before making
its own degision, |

Despatch No. 68, Poinsett to Clay, 17 Jan., 1827; received
24 Peb., 1827, Record Group 59 notes that the U.S. - Mexican
- treaty will be handled with.spee& by the Mexican Congress.
Poinsett reports that the boundary commission is delayed
because it lacks authgrizatiqn for expenditures necessary to
itsropééation.

Despatch No, 63, Poinsett to Clay, 20 Jan,, 1827; received
[23 Feb., 18273, Record Group 59 reports that the treaty is
still delayed in the.MExxcaﬁ Congregsy npt-fr@m‘ill will, but

‘fxqm'lacquf experience..
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Messpge Relgtive te the Treaty of Amity, Commerce .and

~ Nayigatdon with Mexico, 8 Feb., 1827, pmerican State Rapers;

'@pxgxgnﬂ%ﬁga@ggrcymixslensiz, President Jaﬁn Q. Adams sends
the treaty with Mexico signed on 10 July, 1827, and encloses
all d@cument§ @extainipg‘taﬁthe.neggtiations; These documents
~contain Clay's instructions to Poinsett dated 25 March, 1825,
5téting objects of his mission and detailed guidelines for
negetiating the treaties. Pqinaatt is encouraged to push for
a boundary line furthex west of the Sabine Biver if possible.
Also encleged'arelthe,pxptacqlSMof the conference and copies
of notes between the plenipotentiaries stating their position
on articles in guestion,

Clay te ?Qinsétt,(lS\Max., 1827, Jackson Papers, Library
of Congress, Washington, D.C. contains diplomatic instruction
No. 21 to Poinsett giving the official U,5, view toward U.S.
citizens settling #n Texas and the inherent difficulties that .
will result, Clay emphasizes the need for a beoundary settle= :
ment that will bring this area into the union, and gives
explicit instructions for such negotiations with the agpount of
compensation to be paid if the Rio Grande oy the Colorado
B&Y@E $$'¢h@§en,'

Degpatch No, 79, Poinsett to Clay, 17 Max., 1827p ypeceived
J%ﬁﬂapxil,tlazzflgechd Group 53, Peingett transmits.a copy
of the Bpitish-Mexican treaty of commerce, amity, and nayigation.
with hiﬁ:xeprt that the Mexican Chamber of Deputies has

received a favorable repeort on. the U.S5, - Mexican treaty.
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Degpatch No, 82, Peinsett to Clay, 10-April, 1827;
recelyed 8 June, 1827, Becord Group 59, containg the Chamber
Qf,Deputiea'.cgmmittae.repgrt on the U,8, = Mexican treaty.

The Chamber has weguested the ingertion Qf an article .
accenting the boundary as that set by the Spanish treaty of
1819, Thﬁ.Exxtiﬁh\treaty.paﬁaed the Mexican Congress without
- comment,: '

besg&tch.Ng.'BB,,Ppinsett to Clay, 10 May, 1827; received
'8 June, 1827, RBeocrd Grqup.sﬂ.‘ Poinsett acknowledges communi-
.catiqn gf the U.S. Senate resolutions tp‘the_mexican,government
xegarding the treaty and proposals to renew the negotiations.

- He indicates that the.treaty.isrstillkin the Chamber and is to
be withdrawn by the Executive.

Despatch No. 90, Poinsett to Clay,‘lo May, 1827; received
lz.guly, 1827, Record Group 59.  Poingett in a private lettex
follqwihg this despatch registers his surprise at the decision
of the U.83. Senate on the treaty. He explains his motives
in accepting the insertion of the additional article proposed
by the Mexiﬁgn plenipotentiaries, and points‘qut the diffi= .
culties encountexed in negotiating with people who, Poinsett
believes, lack good f£aith and are afraid of deception
themselyes, | |

Despatch No. 91, ﬁqinsett te Clay, 5 June, 1827; received
. 29 &ul¥,31823r.xepg;d'Grmug~59¢con£aina'@ Copy @f_the.Mexican

President's address at the closing of the congressional session
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' 27 May, 1827. The U.S. treaty has now pagsed the Senate and
iﬁwunﬁEX-anaﬁder@tign-in.thglCh@mbéx,gﬁ,De@utiga,' Good
'xelatigng exist withﬁtheAU.S,; and a txegty,gf boundary is'to
be concluded as seon as possible.

Despatch Ne, 97, Poinsett to Clay, 10 Aug., 1827; received
.14 Ngv.,,l827,‘ﬂechd'argup 59, Pqinsett repgxts his reception
by the Mexican President and his assurances that negotiations
Wiil resume soon. The President indicates his willingness to
drop those parts that previously caused the treaty's rejection
by the U,S, Senate;. The bqundaxy commissioners are about to
1eavé.and Poingett pqints.gut the urgency for negotiations to
begin so that if the‘treaty.is‘cpncluded,,the“ﬂ.SQ commissioners
can join those of Mexico in the survey,

| Despatch No, 102, Poinseﬁttq Clay, 6 Oct., 1827; recieved

9 Nov., 1827, BRecord Group 59 announces that the Mexican Conm
. gress passed an appropriation for the boundary commission
expenses, but the treasury does not have the funds‘and thé‘
,égmmiasioners cannot leave without them. JOsé‘Ignacio Lstevan -
and Juan José Espinpsa have been appointed to negotiate a
boundaxy treaty with Poinsett, Camacho's expected arrival
.cqntinuaa'tg.delqy the opening of negotiations,

Deﬁp@tQhﬁNg. lﬂ4,l?oin$ett to Clay, 24 Oct., 1827; received
lQ Dec;, ;822, 3echd Gxgug.sg.. Pqinsett”sendsxcqrrespondence 

requesting passports for the Mexican boundary commission and
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his xeplg;.-Thg;reQuaat includes a list Qf/men‘tq.@ccqmpany
the'cgmmiaaiqnexs;

Despatch No. 107, Poinsett to Clay, 10 Nov,, 1827;
xeceiyed SADec,,,lszj,-Bechd Group 59, Camacho's illness is
.given as the yeason for not continuing the negotiations.
President V&Ctgria exprésses his wish that the.traatieg'be
- concluded as guickly as pessible and his willingness to drop
theidis?utad peints. Poinsett requests a copy qf John Melish's
map published in 1818 and cited in the treaty of boundary in
- 1818, The Mexjican government had rejected Poinsett's map
published in 1821,

Despateh No. 111, Poinsett to Clay, 12 Dec,, 1827;
received 4 Feb;,,lszs,;gecgrd Group 59 transmits a copy of
the British - Mexican treaty signed 26 Dec,, 1826, with the .
official Mexican Department of State‘publication,V"Primera
Secretﬁrfﬁ de Estado, Departamento del Exterior, seccion 2a "
by Juan Jmsé Espxncsa de los Monteros.

Despatch Nq.-llB, Poinsett to Clay, 8 Jan, , 1828;
¥eceived 23 ‘Feb., 1828, Record Group 59 reports. the renewal
of negotiations and Pqinsett'sxhgpes for a prompt and favorable .
.cqnglusiﬁn,qﬁ theltre@ty of amity,‘cqmmexce, and navigation.
To renoye Qppa$lt;on to the.cqmmerc;al treaty in the Chamber of
Deputies %HVQlVlng the boundary disputes, Poinsett arranges to
have the two questiong of commperce and bcmndary separated,

Poinsett discusses possible boundary lines, their chance of
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§ﬂ58§9e1in the,Ch@mber(gﬁ.mgputigs;:ﬂnd hiswgccgptancg Qﬁ the .
treaty of 1819 until it is altered by negetiations.

H, Bx, Docs, No. 61 (H, Doc.. 61), 20th Cong., lst sess.,
15 Jan,, 1828, s.s. 117; "Messggevfrgm the President of the -
United States transmitting ihfgrmqtion required,..respecting
- the RevaeXy pﬁ,Debts'in the Mexican StateS'fxgm'?erﬁons
Absconding from the United States also respecting the Boundary
Line between the United States and the quyineaiof Texas,"
President fohn Q. Adams sends the report of Secretary of State
Clay stating that inquirieslha§e been made into any obstacle
preventing the recovery of debts, and that the western
boundary hegatiatigns'arélin progress,

Despatch No., 115, Peinsett tg‘Clay,a?'Feb.,,lszs;
- recelwved 10 Mar., 1828, Eecqrd Groﬁg 39, Poinsett sends copies
of the boundary treaty and the protocals of the conferences,
He reports progress on the commercial treaﬁy.by.his efforts
to place the U.8. on the same terms as thgse'secured by the .
British.

Despatchwwg.-lle Pginsett to Clay, 22 rebt,,1828;
- received 16 April, 1828, Becqrd Grgup.59 giyes Pqinsett's.ren:
ngt en complignee with all thg @ltegatigns-sgggested bykthen‘
U.8, Senate in the commercial treaty and enclqsas'twg letters
betyeen ﬁgﬁnaett and Camgchg and Esteyan on the principle of

'“ﬁxeaiahips;mﬁka“ﬁree;gcods“ in article sixteen,
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Despateh No. 118, Poingett tq~Clgy,,18:Mgr,,‘1828;
weceived 11828y, Becord Group 52 sends protocols of cenfer-
ences held at the reguest gf theLﬂexican:pleni@gtentiarigs
to explain doubtful points.tq.the‘mexicah Congress. These .
points xélate<to.theseparatipn of cqmmexcial ggreements.fiom
those of boundary, tha'fpgitive.slavg_article, theﬁprinciple‘
of pexfect weciprocity, Indian natiqﬁ incuésions,‘and passports

~£or Europegn Spaniaxds.

Message Relative do the Treaty of Lipits with the United

Affalxs, Vi; 946, President John Q. Adams sends a copy of the
treaty of limita concluded 12 Jan., 1828, to the Senate with .
'the'pxotgcqls'pf the.neggtiatiqns between Poinsett, Canmacho,
and Esgstevan.

Despétch;N01 124, Poingett tq-Clay,-24 April, 1828;
- xeceived 29 May, 1828, Record Group 59 notifies Clay that the |
Mexican Chamber has ratified the ‘treaty of limits and the .
Senate will now take action. The exchange of ratification is
- now impossible before the required date, and Poinsett blames
Ministexr Camacho for theldeléy,ﬁbnt indicates that the treaty
of commerce will be xatified soen.

Messﬁgeﬁgglatiye tglthe Txeatg,gf Anity, Commerce, and

Nayigation with the United Mexjican States, 24 Apxil, 1828,
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ﬁghn Q;'Adgmawsgﬁdﬁ‘g.cgpy,gﬁ the?txeﬁﬁ$=cgncluded
- 14 Feb,, ,14828;,- and copies of the protocgls in Spanish and
English“pﬁ thaInegptggtiqnhcgnﬁerencesg
DPespateh No. 125, Eqinsett,tg.C1ay,‘261A@ril,,1828;
recelved 29 May, 1828, Record Grou9~59‘repgrts-fhe treaty of
' limits signed 12 Jan., 1828, and ratified by the Mexican
sénate, The treaty is ngt forwarded to Washington as its
axriyﬁl.there‘wguld not be possible before the four months
..excha#ge Qéxiédlaéses,_and the treaty will need to be resub-
mitted te the U.S. Senate..
Despatch No. 128, Peinsett to Clay, 21 May, 1828; received
©21 July 1828, Bécoxd Group 59. Poinsett notifies Clay that the .
Hexican Congress has adjourned without ratifying the U.S. -
Mexican tregty. The Mexican Chamber of Deputies rejected the .
article on fugitive slaves and control of border Indians.,
Degpatch Neo. 153, Poinsett to Clay, 22 Qct,, 1828; received
-1 Dec., 1828, Record Group 59, The Mexican Senate returns to
the Chamber of Deplhties the U.S. - Mexican treaty rejecting
articles 16 through 25, 30, and 32 through 34, This was not
- unexpected as a Senate majority disliked the U.S. republican
inﬁtitutigng,-Qxefer:ipg-inStead,mQﬁaxchial principles.
If the treaty can again pass theé Chamber by a two-thirds -
mﬁjaxity;,then‘mnly-pnemthird agpﬁq?al in the Senate is needed,
Despatch No. 156, fginsétt tq.Cl@y,-JS-N@y.,,lézs;

received 23 Dec., 1828, Record Group 59.. Poinsett sends -
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translations of extracts from the Mexican Senate's proceedings
on the'U,g,'treﬁty, Thgigxtrgctszgiyegdat@ils'iﬁx rejecting

. certgin grticles and im@ﬁ@ﬁﬁignS'Qf U,ﬁ.}mgti&eswindmﬁking
these articles.

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

- received 17 April, 1829, Record Group 59 discusses the negom
tiationg between the U.8. and Mexicg on the treaties and gives
- explangtions for the failure to ratify. This'infqrmatioﬁ is -
to inform the pew administration of diplomatic eyénts.in
Mexico,

Despatech. No, 173, Poingett to Martin Van Buren,

- 15 Jguly, 1829; received I?J.Sept.,-lsza,.ﬁecqxd Group 59.
President.Vicente.Guerrerg.exPresseshis'desire.for a special
session to cover the commercial treaty delayed by monarchial
party opposition. Guerrero assures Poinsett of his determination
for clese relations with the U,S.

Dea?atch.mo,,134,.Pginsett to Van Buren, 22 July, 1829;
received 22 Sept., 1829, Record Group 59, Poinsett gives a
history Qf theﬁtreaty;negotiatipns and the diplomatic climate .
of the period with explanations for the long periods of delay.
He mmkeﬁ.gﬁeﬁiﬁia.refgrences:tp.earlier despatches and their
enclosuyes in hi&-attem@t‘tq.pxep@xeuthe'new.administratiqn Fox
- further delgys that theqmqngﬁchiatsihﬂVefdeaigned to disrupt

. friendly relations between the U.8, and Mexico.
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H. Ex. Docs, 2 (H. Dgc,. 2), 21lst Cong., lst sess,,
8 Deg., 1829, g.s. 195; "Pessage from the President of the .
- United St@teﬁvtq the Two Houses of Congress at the'Cqmmenceﬁf
nent of the First Session of the Twenty-first Congress,"
President Jackson's state of the union message discusses Poinm :
settls‘eﬁfqrts.tQ‘negqtiata.and Iatify treaties with Mexico.
These efforts are ineffectual because of the personal animosity
toward Poinsett by,members'qf thejMexican_government,.Lpages
-5 = ).
DeSpatchﬁNQ.‘lzj,xﬁnthgny Butler to Martin Van Buren,
-3 Jan., 1830; received 22 Feb., 1830, Recoxrd Group 59 reports
Lucas Alanén is again Minister of Foreign Affairs and predicts
slgw.neggti@tipna because Qf Alamén's hostile attitude toward
the U.S. Butlex.reﬁlaces Foinsett in Mexico to conclude .
negqtiatipns-gn the treaties. |
Despatch No. 2y, Butler to Van Buxen, 15 April, 1830;
recelyed [18307, Record Group 59. Butler promises to conclude .
txaaﬁies‘with,a cession of part or all of Texaslif a ﬁavqrabla‘
climate pergists and the.MeXican_gqvexnment remains stable,.
Butlgx_xapgxta‘he,wi;l,manggg.tthe'peque better than Poinsett
andgccgmyliathhe-impqss@blef,the.acquisiti@n gﬁ Texas .
Deﬁ@ﬂtﬁhaNQ. l§J¢ Bﬁtler tgwyan Buren, 19 May -~ 21 HMay, 1830;
XECQ#yad 2&2@u1y¢,1830,‘ﬁecqrd GxQHP~53.. Nggqtiatigns are
delayed by editorials in U.S;‘papera'that\axg‘nnfavpxable'to

HMexice and object to Poinsett's treatment while U.S. Minister
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- to Mexico. Alaman attempts to withdraw from the negotiations,
however Butler disuades him in the belief that Alamdniwould
- continue to contrel negetiations through his weplacenent,

Enclosed Is g ngysQﬁ‘thefﬁﬂgiSﬁrQﬁ@f#Cial,ﬁZIAMﬁY, 1830 ‘and

a translation of an editorial that gquestions the lack of treaty
ties with the U.8. and places the failure of negotiation on
Poinsett's activities., Butler attributes the authorship of

the editorial to Alamén.

.Despatah,Np._I?J,AButler to Van Buren, 29. June, 1830;
received 19 Aug., 1830, Record Group 39. The Mexican Congress
hés opened and Alamén agrees to prevent delays by‘having amity,
- commerce, and nayigétiqn ratified in Mexjco before sending ;t
tq.the.ﬁ.Ss Butler believes he can gain Alam&ﬁﬁs‘cqnfidence
and push the treaties through with the assistance of those men
who have earlier blocked Poinsett'seffqrts; |

Despatch No. [?jr Butler tQ‘Van Buren, 26 Aug,.,, 1830;
recelived 25 ﬁov.,‘l830, Record Group 59, The'twenty-ﬁgurth‘
article.cf the treaty is now complete, Alamfn will place it .
before the Mexican Congress before October an&.it may be sent
to the U.S. in January. Butler promises to make prOVlSlOHS
in the treaty ior dexland trade with Santa PFe,

Despatch No. [?], Butler tq.van Buren, 2 Nov., 1830;
received 19HDEC.i-ASSOr.RQCQx&‘GKQUP.SQ xepgxts.that negqtiations
on thgfcgmmercial.treatg‘axeﬁcompleted, " The only ad&itiqnal

article relates to Santa Fe trade and defers details on
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‘regulationg and convoys until geographic details are known,
- Alamdn professes the most liberal principles and expresses
hapea.ﬁmx=£§tiﬁicatipn. k ;
Degpatch No. I#1r Butler torvan Buren, 13 Dec,, 1830;
receiyed rPiPec., 1830, Record prug‘59,  The'tréaty is t@
be giyven te selected members of the Mexican Congress by
Alandn before it goes to Congress as a body, Alamén antici=
pates no problem and Butler thes to send it to Washington in
- four weeks. |
5. Docs,.,, No. 1, 2lst Cong., 2d. sess., 6 Dec., 1830,
s.s.'ZQB: “MeSSage'frgm theﬁPxeéident of the United States -
- to the Two Houses pf Congress at the Commencement of the .
Second Session of the Twenty-first Congress." President Andrew
Jackson makes reference to Mexican relations in three para :
‘graphslwhiéh 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 texritéxy,under U.S.‘jurisdiction,_and to hoges- |
of a,pe@éeiul settlement thxpnghla permanent boundary agreement.,
besgatCh Nq.‘B, Butleﬁ.t@.van Bureﬂ,,lB;Dec.,11830;
receiyed 18 May, 1831, Recoxrd ﬁrqup‘sa encloses a synopsis of
the treaty concluded on 1 Noveyber, 1830, and regrets that this
seSﬁiQn gg the Mexican Cgpgress Will‘bauun@hle.tgmreceiyei
the treaty. Butlex expreages‘hQPe*ﬁgx submisa$gn early in

January, 1831.
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Despateh No. 1?3, Butler to Van Buyen, 21 Jan., 1831
xeceiyadz2?-@@@.,-1831,~$§chd Group 59, The U,8. tre%ty—iﬁ‘
still beﬁgﬁeithe MeXicankgmyernmgnt @lth@pghltheIMexican
Pxesiden£ $peci£ically.chaxges.CngrQSs in his opening
address.tg.take egrly;actiqn. Butler.dqubts a decision will
be reached beﬁgre-ﬁebﬁﬁary, even though the Mexican Congress+
is aware that the U;S..c9ngressiona1 seSsiqn‘ends in March.,

Despgteh No., 2, Butler to Van Buren, 19 Feb., 1831;
receiyed 24 Apxil, 1831, Record Group 53, The treaty is not
yet laid before Congress. Butler urges Alamhn to have a
translation,ready.tqigxesentth Congress. Oﬁ 14xFeb}q 1831,
Alamén sends a note with a list of changes in the treaty
- designed to make it more acceptable to Congress. Alamdn states
on 18 Febrmary, 1831, that the treaty would reach Congress that
week and plans for Eageﬁgﬁglﬁpntoya to carxy the ratified
treaty to Washingtoﬁ in April when he receives José Maria Tornel
as Minister to the U.S., Butler enC1qses.his correspondence .
with Alamén on terminology in the treaty and a printed copy of
Vice President Anastasio Bustamante's opening remarks to the .
Eéxicganpgxessin Jannary, 1831,

‘qDe.s;p_gtch No. 11, ‘Butle.‘xl to Van Buren, 8 April, 1831;
receiyed 31 May, 1831, Becord Group 53, Butler regrets that
- the treaty is nqt ready to be sent to quhiggtqn with 8Sx. Mone .
toya. Angther month may elapse before it is passed by both

houses.
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‘,DeapatchﬁNg.rlzr Butlex.tg.Edw@xd nyipgatgn,‘Ql.May,‘lBSI;
xeceiyed 21‘guneE,183l, Becoxd Group 59, Only the fugitive .
slave article is causing trouble for the treaty in the Mexican
Congress., A special session of Congress will be called for
- diseussion @nd.passgge of the“tieaty+.'3utlex encloses a
printed copy of Bustamante's closing remarks to Congress on
21 May, 1831, and a transcript of article thirty-four relating
to fugitive slagves., Butler also requests additional
instructiong.

Despatch Ne, 17, Butler to Livingsten, 22 July, 18313
xeceiyed‘la-Aug., 1831, Record Group 59 reports that the
special session is to begin 1 August, 1831, and that the
treaties arve first on the agenda. Butle£ expxesses hope for a
- final approval in August,

Despatch No. 19, Butler to Livingston, 20 Aug., 1831;
received 26 Oct., 1831, Record Group 59, The treaty is now

in the Chamber of Depiities and Alamdn expects passage soon,

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

. disputed.’

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

received 7, 183l;, Record Group 59 sends a copy and translation

of the Committee on Foreign Belaticns!s. report on the treaty

- to the.MeXiggn Senate, Alamin believes the Chamber of Deputies

will adopt the treaty. The‘éqmmittaa¥s,xeppxt follows Butlex's

Despatch. Ne, 25, The treaty has been before the Congress
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since 7 Apreil, 1831, and enly pasged the Chamher of Deputies
- 14 October, 1831 with objections mgde to artiblas three,
seven, and thirteen, Butlex.thes.tguﬁend the treaty to
Washipgt@n in Ngyembex.

Despatch No.. 28, Butler to Livingston, 6 Dec., l83l;

- received 1 Feb,, 1832, ﬁechd Group 59, The:Chambax qf
Deputies and the Senagte are dead locked over whether to accept
or reject article thirty-four. The special session ends in
ten days and Butler believes that the treaty opponents will
kill it through delay. He agrees to surpress article thirty~
~ fouxr on fugitive slayes;if,its‘inclusion will defeat the treaty.

,Daspatch,NQ._IQJ,VButler tq Livingston,.QB‘Dec.,,1831;
received 1832, RBecord Group 59.. Butler sends the commercial
treaty as revised and passed by Mexican Congress with the |
rejection of article thirty~four. He credits his own £irm
hand in a note‘tg-Alaﬁén for passage of the treaty on the last
. day. Butler maintains that severance.of'ralations was -
preferable to further humiliating delay and his note to Alamén
is enclosed, Butlexr hopes now £for action on Texas.

Despatch No. 29, Butlex tq.Livingstgn,-Z@ bec., 1831;
receiyed [Feb.., JBBZJ,ABQCQxd Gxgugz5%‘g$ve%‘yexy detailed
explangtiong of the proceedings in hgthﬁhgnaeg.qﬁ the HMexican
C?@S‘#g&ﬁ on the treaty and the protocols :inygl-yed.

Butlex tQ.Jacksgn,_erﬁn., 1832, Jaéksgn Eapera.l Butlex

writes in detall on the treaties just concluded, veicing his
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¥ Qﬁinign%ign ﬁhgrnggd‘iqx_cﬁxgﬁul.U,gg.xngQngﬁ,tthBgundary

- treaty concluded by Poinsett beﬁgre:ﬁgxmglly approying it.

- He reyiews in detail the awmbitions of thﬁﬁadministratiqn with .
regard to Texas, and the problems inherent in accepting out= :
-~ right the.earlier‘bgundary:set in 1819 with Spain.

Jacksen to Butler, 19 April, 1832, Jackson Papers.
Jacksen explains the.@pabmlity‘tg segaratelcqnsiﬂe:atinn of
boundary treaty from the commercial treaty. The boundary
commission must-wqu‘fqr a)mgre*ﬁavqrable.lineland Butler
need not be concexrned about it.

H. Ex. Docs., No. 225 (H, Doc, 225), 22nd Cong., lst .
sess., 1 May, 1832, sus. rzzo.;\ "ITredties w.i:th; Mexico, .

May 1, 1832." . President Jackson officially proclaims the
treaty of amity, commerce, and navigation concluded on

15 April,,l83l. Included in his message is a bilingual copy
~of the treaty of limits concluded 12 January, 1838, with the '
additionagl articles_concludéd 5 April,‘issl,

Butler to Jackson, 21 June, 1832, Jackson Papers. Bute
ler repoxrts he will enter negotiations when political
.cgnditi@ngu@re,que,éettled1 He believes more can be accome
plished thrgpgh\Alaman'g.inﬁluenﬁg than any other and.empham;
sizea.hiﬁ‘gwn abilityuép.$n£lu§nce.ﬁlgmén‘tg.ngggtiate"with,
him on Texas, . He,estimates that a txéaty:ﬁill befpgssible in
three months, He requests. that the boundary commission insist

on the westexrn branch of the Zagbine Rivexr to prolong negotiations
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and allgw'hxmwmgxa time.,-Algm%n'ﬁgpgxts,that the treagties
are ratified and that ratification is exhanged,

Butler to Q@cksqn, 22 Dec.,_1832, Jackaqﬁ Pépers;. Bub-
ler gives @ lengthy, heated rebuttal to remarks made by
William Sl@ﬂe'gf Véxmont.in the House of Representatives
attributing the treaties with Mexico to the previous adminiSw ‘
tration., He gives his own estimate of the amount of influence
he had on the £final versions and places credit with the
Jackson administration. Eginsett‘s(diffipulties.in Mexico
and his departure are reviewed in full.
| Despatch No. 61, Butler to Henry McLane, 4 Feb., 1834;
received (7, 1834§1 3écord Group 39 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 thé.Indicgtpr discusses U.S, = Mexican relations,
particularly the boundary discussions.

Butler tq Jackson, 7 Mar,, 1834, Jackson Pagpers. Butler
admits that no hope exists for negotiating fgr.Taxas underxr
the present Mexican administration and suggests that Jackson
be.réady.fg.eatablish.the boundary based solely on prior rights,
He fqllqwa>withﬁa‘detailed.accgunt Qﬁ the ththic ﬁ.s. right
to the.diéyuted territoxy, ﬁeXﬁcgﬁs.inabiliﬁy to qutecﬁ
. Texas, and hex.bglief.ﬁhgt the U,35, is on the brink of civil
war, thereby beipg.ﬁngbleﬁtg-take.Tex%s, He uwrges the use of

' erce ol-
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Pespatch No.. 72, Butler to MclLane, 1 July, 1834;
- received ll:gpg;,,1834.‘ Butler‘@cknpwl@dga&'gxdexs'tq con-
- clude g boundary treaty and to return with a ratified copy to
the U.S,  He reguests an inpmediate leave of absence to inter~
- view both McLane and Jackson who will then decide whether he |
should remain in Mexico,
Butler to Jackson, 20 Qct., 1834,.Jacksgn,2apers.
Butler cautions éhat if it is necesgary for Mexico to ratify
the new boundary convention before he brings ituto the U.S,
then it will be necessary to delay until the Mexican Congress
- conyvenes on 1 January, 1835.  He again holds out the hope of
acquiring Texas and the adyisability of his returning to
HMexico im@ediately aftexr he delivers the boundary agreement,.
Ex. Docs., No. 2 .(H. Doc, 2), 234 Cong., 24 sess.,
1 Dec., 1834, s.s. 271; '"Message from the President of the
United States to the Twe Houses of Congress at the Commencew :
ment of the Second Session of the Twenty~third Congress." .
Jackson notes that the appeintment of the Mexican boundary
- commissioners have been delayed by civil war, necessitating
an addit$gnal article to the pre-existing treaty to make new .
arrangements for the jeint project. This article is soon to
be matiﬁied.in.MeXicg.
Despatch No, 85, Butlex,tg_thn_qusyth, 3 Jan., 1835;
received 16 ?ebQ,{lSBS,.ﬁechd.prup 59 encloses a copy of a
- letter tq}MQXicgn,Ministem of Foreignrﬁﬁﬁaixs-Gutiérrezﬁdel

Estrada stating U.S. willingness to renegotiate the boundary




38 .

- treaty noting that o previous aﬁ@qxts.miac@xxxed.bécause;mﬁ
,MaXicQ‘sa£@$luxewt9-im§lamsnt their gzticlgs.

Des@gtch.mg-iﬁjr;Butler to Forsyth, 13 Jan., 1835;
received [P, 18357, Record Group 59, Butler provides the
background on recent negotiations on the treaties, his‘preyiqus
instxuctigns ﬁxgm,McLane‘tq‘return.to.the U.5, theipreviqus
June with the treaty, and his explanations for the delay, He
. gives a detgiledrand fayorable account of his efforts, and
believes that he will return in April with a ratified treaty,

Despatch No., 80 (90), Butlexr to Forsyth, 31 Mar., 1835;
xecexvedAEG Aprll,-l835, Record Grqup 59 reports renewal of
thé'hound@xy-treatyttq,belcqmpleted in a few days, and gives
assurance that ratification will be at once and transmitted in
aecordance thhutheiinstxuctiqns of January, 1834. Butler
assures Forsyth that the I1,8. will gain a valuable tract of
- country which is now either unsettled or under Mexican dominion,
He credits this success to a private interview W1th Miguel
Barragén, Minister of Foreign Affairs and gives a detailed
account Qf the nggqt;atmons.

Butler t@'Jéckson,,ﬁ June, 1835, Record Group 59, Butler
announces his a..rmval in New ’.SEQIK with ‘the bqundary treaty
and the arrival of a Mexican representative with his Copy in
New Oxlegns.

Ex, Docs., Ho, 2.(H¢HDQC;L2),l24th,Ceng.,,lst sess,,

'7 Dec,, 1835, s.s. 2863 "Message from the President of the .
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- United Stgtas-tq the'ng nggea of Congress at thg Cqmmenceg&
ment of the Pirst Session of the Twenty~fourth Congress.”
nga:six of Jﬁckagnlg;gt@taigﬁ‘the:unign address reports the
eXtenaiQn of the'bgund@xy_cgmmissiqnérs! ratification and
that it will be sent tgktheJSenate.gor éqnsideratignq

Ex. Docs,, Ne, 250 .(H. Doc, 250)., 24th Cong., lst sess.,

6 May, 1836, s.s. 291; ‘"Boundary with Mexico: Message from
the President of the United States upon the Subject of the .
Treaty of Limits with Mexico,"  Jackson sends'@‘ggpy of an
additional thicleﬁtp,the'houndary treaty that sets the time

- Yimit of suryey and ngvideﬁ‘instructions for surveyors, The .

information is for theﬁcgnsideratign and action of Congress.

M. Ex, Docs., No. 42 (i. Doc. 42), 25 Cong., lst sess,,

-3 Qct. 1837, s.s. 311 "Bgundary ~ United States and Mexicq;

Message from the Pregident pf the United States Transmitting
Inf@rm@timn Required.,.Concerning the Boundary Between the

- United States and the Republic of Mexico." . Secretary of State
Forsyth sends all.cqmmunications with Mexico on the‘hoﬁndary
and any pxo§9$itign-£gr‘ce3§ign of territory to the U,S,

Dates include 1825 - 1836 aﬁd cqmmunicationg inyolving; U.S,
Secxetaxies gﬁ Statefﬁghn Q. Adams, Clay, Van Buren, LiVingsth,.

MeLane , and Porsyth; Mexjican Ministers of Foreign Affairs

Alamén, Camacho, Guti€rrez de Egtrada, and Barragén; U,S,

Miﬁiétex to Mexico Poinsett and Chamgéiautlem;_Meéican Chargés

to the U.&, Terreis, Montoya, and Castillo y Lanza; Mexican
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Envoy Estraordinary Alﬁsfﬂxg Qb-,rg-!glén and Mexjican Minis ter to

- the U.8, Manuel ﬂe'GQrgstiza, Iﬁcludgd‘@ma?iﬁstxuctignsto

the U,$, Minister and Chargé regarding placement of the boundary
and interegt iﬁ.TeXan xe?liesvfrgm the Mexican negqtiatcrs

- contained in U.S, despatches, and letters not included in.other
aources‘frgm the Mexican Minister in the U,8. to the U,S, State .
Department giving the Mexican side of the negotiations. These

- documents trace ‘the negotiations from Clay's first instructions
to Poinsett threugh Forsyth's and Gorostiza's signing of an
agreementht@ the.second,additiﬁnal axticlg'oﬁ the treaty

setting the surveyors' instructions on 18 April, 1836.




CHAPTER 11
THE.NEGOTIATIQNS-FOR THE SANTA FE TRADE

Traders along the Santa Fe trxail ﬁxgm.MiSSQuri tQ Naw‘
,MeXicQ came equipped for every haxdship;.Indians,tclimatefj
. geography, and troubles with the Mexican customs officials.
Their patience and tenacity were equaled by that of the U,S,
diplomatic corps in Mexico City'whqse.difiicult assignment.
waS'to‘negotiatéﬁer favgﬁable”taxiﬁfs,'militaxy protection
for the caravans, a surveyed road, and consuls in each of the
market centers.

These negotiations began in 1825 at the instigation of
Missouri senators lobbying for pQWerfﬁl-merchants in their
home state. For these Missouri traders, extension of their
businesses into the frontier provinces of Mexico was a logical
progression. fhéy 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 énd
Mexicans. For eXample,_an inexpensive investment in simple
- cotton goods often resulted in over three hundyed percent prom .
fit in mules and precious metals. . On the other hand, Mexican
authorities in the'northexnlgrgvinces-unofficially welcomed
this trade and used it:t@.supplément their income thxoughL
both legal and illegal methods. Officially, however, the .

federal government in Mexice City employed every means to

C 41
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delay and harass this eXtensign of United $tates economic
interests. DMexican fears of boundary incursions stemmed from
concern over losing their valusble freontier provinces through
economic dependencelén the United States. To forstall this,
the Mexican government placed trade restrictions on the amount
and typeiquggodsrallowed into theiﬁxontier,prgvinces. They
- continually incredsed the customs duties on cotton goods, hoping
to protect their own slender industry and increase revenues,
Joel B,‘Poinsett,‘ﬁnited States Ministethq.Mexica,,
negotiated over four years‘ﬁgxla‘survey of ihe Santa Fe'Trail,f
itS“demarcation,,and'régulation. The survey was finally
authorized, but no markers of any kind were allowed by the
Mexican government. Only after Poinsett's own return to
Washington in 1829 did the Mexican government make provisions
for overland trade with the United States in the commercial
treaty of 1830. Delaying tactics by the Mexican government -
were motivated by fears that apparent pro-American policies
would invite criticism and possible charges of unpatriotic
practices from opposition parties. Suchﬁcha;ge$~could easily
result in loss of power. On the other extreme, the Mexican
administrations could not afford te offend their northemn
‘neighhgx by denying trade privilggeﬁ with the northern frontier,
And to do so wquld{inviteftha‘practice.Qf smuggling, loss of
revenue, and theﬁpqssibleilQSS‘of United States naval
assistance in the event-of European intervention. The diplo=

matic tight rope restricted decisive action on the part of
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the Mexican negotiators. Delay was their best qption. But,
this policy left Mexico consistently open to charges of bad
faith by the United States negotiators and President. In these .
negotiations, as in the associated trade and boundary nego-
tiations;_chaqtic Mexican pglitical‘canditipns in themselyves
often prevented quick,wdECiSive settlement."

Accordingly, the Santa Fe trade was conducted underxr
difficult conditions and capricious tarrif regulations until
1845-when theHMaxicanlgovernment eﬁded all féreign retail trade
in Mexico.

Ex. Rapers, No. 79 (H. Doc. 79), 1l8th Cong., 2d. séss;,.
Octs, 1824, s.s. 1163 “Petition of Sundry Inhabitants of the
State of Missouri upon the‘aubject of a Communication Between
the‘Internai Provinces qf.Mexic§ eees" This petition recounts
-the harxdships encountered in trade with the provinces of New .
Biscay, New.Mexica,,Cgaquilla,,Sanra,_énd Sinoloa along routes
that must originate on the Mexican Coasts from ports of Vera
Cruz ‘and San Blaé.' The petitioners note that 700 miles of
open hgspitable country separates Santa Fe from Missouri and
Arkansas, They request extension of Indian intercourse to end
harrassment, the establishment of roads, stations, agencies,
and treaties similar tq:thosemenacted between Tennessee,
Kentucky, Ghio, Natchez, and New Orleans tribes. Included
by the petitioners to persuade the Congress to act favorably

on this matter is a letter from Al@hénSQ'Wetmoxemdated
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Bugust 19, 1824. This letter gives a short history of the
Santa Fe trade based on information supplied by Colonel
Benjamin Cooper, "an ¢ld 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.

8. Docs., No. 7, 18th Cong., 2d. sess., Nov., 1824,
S.s. 108; "Answers of August Stqrrs,(of.missquri.tp Cextain
Querries Upon the Qrigin, Present State, and Future Prospect,
of Trade and Intercourse Between Missouri and Internal Proe .
.vinces-gf_MeXicq Propounded by the Hon. Mr,. Benton." . Storrs
discusses rmuteSpused,,amqunt‘of‘xetnrn, gngraphy;;duties
‘paid, state of Mexican internal trade, and the economy of the
Mexican prgvinces of Sqngxa,,Chihuahua,:Durapgq,_and New
Mexico. Storrs requests a road be laid out between Ft. Osggel'
and the Arkansas River by means of earthﬁmgund markers, a
_garrison belstatiqned on the Arkansas River, and consuls be
placed in Santa Pe and Chihuahug. Storrs also expresses. conw .
cern that the garrison on the Arkansas Ri&er:m;ght intexrfere
with the migration of buffalo and thereby harming the Indians
and leading to trouble. He therefore requests treaties be
made with all Indians on the route.,

 Despatch‘N9.‘5, Joel B.‘Pginsett,to.Henxy Ciay,,.
18 June, 1825; received 21 Sept., 1825, Record Group. 59,

"Despatches from the United States Minigters tbuMexico,
P
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1823 - 1906," National Archives, Washingten, D.C. Minister
Poiﬁsett‘repqrtS't9~Secre£ary of StateJc1ay:on.conversations
with Mexican HMinister of Poreign Affalrs Lucas Alamin on a
road from the western U,S. to Santa Fe. = Alaman refuses to
discuss a trade road until a boundary 1ine‘isu$et. Poingsett
encloses his note to Alamln telling of £he U.8. President's
authorization to.cgnstruct-a #Qad to th&quundary of the U.§.,
the appointment of three commissioners to mark the road, and
the routes taken by traders from Missouri to Santa Fe.

Despatch No. 6, Poinsett to Clay, 18 July, 1824;
receiyed 20 Sept., 1825, Record Group 59. Peinsett reports
no answer from Alamén on his note concerning the Santa Fe .
road dated.ll-auné;‘lszs. He enclepses his note protesting
the exhorbitant duties on U.S. cotton.

Despatch No. 7 - 8, Poinsett to Clay, 18 July, 1825¢
received 20 Sept., 1825, Record Group 59. The problen of a
boundary settlement now intexﬁeresiWith_the.demarcaticn of a
trade route to Santa Fe. Alamén refuses to set limits without
,mprelinfgxmation and sent his views on the Santa Fe road and
the treaties pending with the U.S. Poinsett éncloses this
note for Clay. The_Mexicaﬁ‘ngernment.regaxds with suspicion
any advancement toward Texaé‘and New Mexico.

Despatch No. 97, Poinsett to Clay, 27 July, 1825;
received 17 Sept., 1825, Eecoid Group 59, contains Poingettls

reply to Alamén's note on delay of the Santa Fe road. Poinsett
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regrets the delay inlmaxkipg the road and the injury 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;Sf,gqvernment cquld'not appoint a boundary
commission before the spring §£ 1826. 'The survey would take .
at least one year, lea§ipg the question unsettled for two.mpie-
- years. In cipher to,Clay,-?Qinsett.offers his opinion that the
delay could assist in acquiripg Texas. The area is populated
by granters and éqﬁatters ﬁx@ﬁ the U.5., a hard Qf0up't¢*
, ugovern.' |
,DeSpatch No1-14;.90insett to Clay, 17 Aug., 1825;
received 19 Sept., 1825, Record Group 59. Poinsett sends
Alamén's final note on the'ﬁanta.Fequad regreﬁting the delay
in:matking the road, but the consent of the Mexican Congress
is necessary before the President can act. He requests the
- results of the U.5. 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 Minister of
Foreign Affairs has met with Poinsettto hear his arguwments for
a Santa Fe road. Nothing was decided,
Despatch No. 34, Poinsett'tq.CIay,AlS Jan., 1826; received
. 27 Feb., 1826, The.questiqn of a Santa Fe road is now sent .
to the Mexican Congress. If it is delayed fhere'more than three
months, Poinsett plans to write the U.S.‘cqmmissiqners who are

waiting in Santa Fe.
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Despatch No, 45, Eginaett'tQ:Clgy,.lj,ng,:lBZG; received
. 23 June;‘laze} Record quu$=59, enclqsesla translation of a
note from the Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs on the Santa
Fe road. Poinsett regxéts.the'delay and inconvenience to
Commissioner Geoxge'CL,Sibley~in santa Pe. Instructions were
sent to Sibley to survey, but not to mark the road. The .
Chamber of Deputies will decdide later on the marking,

Despatch N@.‘84,¢Egiﬁsett to Clay, 13 Bpril, 1827; received
6 June, 1827, Record Group 52, The Mexican government resents
U.S. citizens trading arms to the Indians and.prohibits.thiS'
in Mexican térritoxy. Many desire to prohibit all trade .
between Missouri and New Mexico - Texas. Claims againstthe
Indians and bandits in this area §dd to their motives for
trade restriction.
_ 5. Docs., No. 52, 20th Cong., 24. sess,, 3 Jan., 1829,
S.8. 181: \"MEmnxial of the.LegislatuxejqﬁVMiasQuri." . This
petition requests protectien from raiding Indians for the
Santa Fe traders. . A,lucxative_business'haa been carried on
for the‘past‘six years in dgmeétic.cqtton dry goods. They
offer spggeationS'ﬁﬁrnmilitaxy protection and Indian control,

S. Dpcs;, No. 46, 21st Cong., lst sess., 5 Feb., 1830
S.5. 1923 “Messggeifrqm.the'yresident of the United States
+++..Relating to the Protection of the.TxadeiBetweeh Missouri
and Mexico." President Jackson sends with,hisrcqver statement

notes from the Secretary of War on the official reports of
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© troops assigned to protect carayans on the §anta Fe road in
the swmer of 1829, These reports include the ‘official re=.:
port of Major Bennett Biley and a summary of correspondence .
with a MeXican'Qfﬁicex,-ﬂgseph‘ﬁnthgny:Viscarra on the subject .
of trade. |

DeSpétch‘NQ.VL?JL.AnthQnyrButler to Martin Van Buren,

- 26 Aug., l83ﬂ;'redeived,25.Ngv.,,183U, Record Group 59. Bute
ler reports the ‘twenty~fourth article of the commercial treaty

- complete and he now hopes to make prﬁvisiqnszﬁor overland
trade with Santa Fe.

Despatch. No. (77, Butler to Van Buren, 2 Nov., 1830;
received 19 Dec.,,1830;,3ecérd Group 52.. A new article is -
added to the commercial treaty,allqwing 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,-a.ﬁprilr_lsjl;

31 May, 1831, Recorxd Group 52. Butler earlier requested U,S,
troops to convoy the annual caravan from Missouri to Santa Fe .
as far as Bio Colorade, but the Mexican Congress must pass on
this. As soon as permissiqn.is received Santa Fe will be .
informed and may relay itgtg:the.ﬁ.s; troops in Arkansas,

S. Dogs., NQ. 90,,22d ang.,,lst,sess;, 8 Feb,, 1832,
S.8. 2133 “Measgge'frgm the President Qﬁ the United Stateg
in Compliance with a Besolution of the Senate Concerning the
Fur Trade, and Inland Tradeitq.MeXicq.“ 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 trading ox caravaning tQ,Santa,?g. Segw -
retary Cass's report includes inﬁgrmatimn-ﬁxgm the Superin-
tendent of Indian Affairs headed, "Second Branch of Inquiry = -
The Condition of the Inland Trade of Mexiédo." . 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 Cong., 24 sess.,
.4‘Dec.,‘1832;,s.s;u233: "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 — 7).

S..chs., Nd.'40ﬁ,124th409pg.,}lst sess., 14 June, 1836,
8.8, 283; "Message from the President of the United States
.+.0n the Subject of Depredations by the Mexicans on the Pyom .
perty of Messrs. Chouteau and Demun." = Secretary of State
Porsyth 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.

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

5.8. 284: "In the Senate of the United States Mr. Clay Made .
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the: Following Report; . Committee on Foreign Relations..,
Transmitting a Report of the Secretary of State, In Regard to
.Dep:edations Committed Upon the Person's and Property of
Messrs. Chouteau and Demun." The Committee report considers
theiattacks’maﬁerhpon lawful citizens pursuing Santa Fe trade .
a vielation of U.S. jurisdiction and soil. The committee
demands redress be made to the merchants,

H. Rpt.,, No, 540, 26th Cong., lst seés;,(lZJMay,,1840,‘.
8.8, 3723 '"TQ Establish Ports of Entry in Arkansas and
ﬂissouri.;.to.ﬁccgmpany Bili No.v44l.“ - The report requests
ports be made on the Red and Arkansas Rivers to allow the |
advantages enjoyed by sea trade to inland trade with Santa Fe,
A notelis:$ade_that the majority ¢f the goods from the U.S,
are cotton products exchanged for Mexican gold and silver.

S. Docs., Ng.fl, 28th Cong., lst sess., 5 Dec., 1843,
S.s. 431; "Message from the President of the United States
to the Two Houses of Congress at the Commencement of the First
Session of the Twenty~eighth Congress." = President Tyler
reports on the Mexican decree of 23 September, 1843, profiibiting
foreigners from engaging in retail trade in Mexico. The Santa
Fe trade has been ended by petition of théwMexican‘government




CHAPTER IIIL
THE TEXAS QUESTION .

The Texas queatipn_ngmed as a dark specter on the hori- -
zon of United States - Mexican diplomatic relations from the
beginning oﬁ'treaﬁyzneggtiations-in41825. - United States claims
against Mexico would later share in importance as a‘majax‘cauéei'
for hosﬁilitiesnbetween.théltWchguntrie&;-but claims never
- captured the imagination of the American populace as did Texas.

Joel R. Poinsett, United States Minister, first suggé&tea
to President John Q. Adams that a more favorable boundary than
that set by thé'lSlQ‘treaty.withuSpainwm;ght be negotiated,
Poinsett.expresSed.thelthopghté.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 .
0f$1827, regarded the United States interest in Texas with
suspicion. Indeed, many Mexican government officials beiieved
the United States to be guilty of complicity in theﬁuprising.
Andrew Jackson firmly believed Texas to be necegsary for the
United States’ sécurity,,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
“retrgcession“ of United statesatexxitgry. 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 Jacke
son of its‘paradisenlike,quglitiea.' He suggested a five=part
plan for United StateS'negotiéths:tguselinitsracquisitian,
Jackson accepted the Butlexr plan and sent its author to Mexico
as ?oinsett'SJaasistantwih,the.nggotiationa.‘ The Mexican
newspapers quickly reported Butler's arrival and the amount of
money offered for the.puxchase‘gf.Texas.‘ Poinsett's activities
in Mexican politics forced his recall in lBZQ,,leaving_Butléx
as the principal negotiator for the United States. Unfore -
tunately for future United States - Mexican relations, Anthony
Butler Was‘unscxupulpus}and-did not possess the subtlety
necessary f@r.diplo@acy.i He continued tozrepqrt.neax successg
in Texas negotiations to President Jackson even though the .
cession of national territory was prohibited by Mexican Law,.

. His heavy handed intrigue&'did'little‘tq.impr@ve.the Mexican
trust of the United States. A year prior to the Texas reve-
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.dﬁripg the Mexican - Texas conflict of 1836.

This quicquf nentrality was wisely continued hy.hiS'
successors Martin Van Buren and $ghn Tyler. . Unfortunately
many United States citizens did not concur and ?ublicly pro-
 fessed sympathy for their Anglo relatives who were fighting

the barbaric Mexican army undex Santa Anna. Volunteer




.53

- companies and money weyxe sent by many cities 'to asgist the
Texans. MeXicg‘s;ﬁinistex‘tg,théfuniteﬁ States, Gorostiza, .
protested thése‘acts,aaqviglatiqn_Qf American neutrality and
finally severed relations when United Statespeehexal E.P.
Gaines crosged the Sabine River.

The ten years of Texas independence did little to improve
United States = Mexican relations. The United States Congress
received memorials both for and against Texés annexation.

Many citizens petitioned fer yedress of injurie$ chmitted
against their friends and relatives taken with the Texas Santa
FeﬁExpeditipn and imyrisqned in Mexicq City. As public feeling
‘against Mexico increased, the nation notified the United States
that any attempt to annex Texas would belchsidered as an act
of war.

Texas became a th pglitical issue in both countries.

Any Mexican government that considered recognition of Texas
independence or the.acceptance1q£.cqmpena§tign'fxom the United
States for its annexation was gullty of treason. Regaining
Texas had become a symbol of Mexican nationalism. Suffering
at home from econonic chaQSy'hex.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.

Ix the United States, President John Tylex shared Jack= -

son's degires for Texas. He discounted Mexico's threats of
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war as having any influence on the annexatlan of Texas, for
Texas was an independent nat;gn xecognlzed by many magor
powers, and Mexico could no longer dictate her future., 1In
the United States,ﬂmanyzdeeSticucgns#dexatiqns'influenced
the annexation movement. . The extension of slavery into any
hew state entering the union had become & gajor political
issue and Texas became an important factor in this ongoing
- debate during the presidential elections of 1844, Neutrality
toward annexation was not pelitically possible. James K. Polk,
an expansionist, believed Texas to be g pgxtipn of the
Louisiana Purchase and iﬁygxed the immediate reannexation of
the area to the United States. More moderate candidates -
- failed and Polk won the election., Much of the country was
prepared to accept Texas as a state despite Mexico's threats,

On July 4, 1845, a Texas_conyentiqn accepted the annex-
ation treaty offered by the Tylex - Polk administrations.
- United States troops moved across disputed territory to the
nofth.bank’of the Rio Grande allegedly to protect the new .
state against Mexican aggression.

In Mexico the cautious Paredes government could not pre=
. vent the war movement, TQ‘Mexicq, the United States!
aanXatiqn of the Mexican pxpvince.gf Texas.cpnsiituted an
act of war. Mexican troops wereithenumgyed to the south bank
of the Rio Grande. Withﬁqugsipg armies facing each other

across the river, fighting began.




. 55

The United States documents that follow chronicle the .
diplomatic activities.batWeen‘theIUnited‘&tatesfgnd Mexico
on the Texas question, prior to the commencement of hostilities
in the spring of 1846.

Despatch No. isj;,gqel,R..Eqinsett.tQ.Henxy Clay, .
.27 July,,lBZS;,réceived 17 Sept., 1825, Record Group 59,
"Despatches from the United States ministers to Mexico 1823 = -
1906," Naticnal Archives, Waéhingtqn,ﬂ.C.. Jeoel R. Poinsett,
- U.35. Minister to Mexico, believes there is apprehension in
Mexico over U.S. designs for the country north of the Rio Grande,
In cipher he expresses his belief that a delay in a bQundary
treaty will work in the‘U.S.'fﬁYQx.ﬁqr acquiring Texas, The .
area is being populated by grantees and squatters from the U,S,,
a pQéulatipn hard to govern.

Despatch'NQ.VIZ, Poinsett to Clay, 5 Aug., 1825; received
3 Qct., 1825, Recoxd Gxgnp 59. Poinsett prgpqses the extension
of the U.S. bgundary:tq the Rio-Gxande; ox theﬁcoloradg River,
Qr at least tq the Brazes River, and the placement of hardy
settlers in this region.

Despatch No. 19, Poinsett to Clay, 20 Sept., 1825;
received 4 November, 1825, Becord Group 59. Lucas Alamdn,
Mexican Minister of Fcre;gn Affairs, expresses his preference .
for the boundary set prior to the Louisiana Eﬁxchase; 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 to giye up any land east
of the\Sabine'River,,ox nprthlgﬁ.theugeﬁ and Arkansas Rivers.
Pomnsett.bel;eves that this is an ngcxtunlty te, gain the

- lands noxth.@f the Bio Grande..

H. Ex, Docs., No. 25 :(H. Doc.. 25), 19th Cong., 2d sess.,
28 Dec., 1826, g.s.:lsﬁj  "Message from the President of the
United States Transmitting Information...Relating to Certain
Negotiations with the Government of the United Mexican States,ﬂ
President dohn Q. Adams reports. that ebstacles in the province -
of Texas hindering the recovery gf.debtsxfrqm fugitives have
not beenwsubstantiateﬁ.

Despatch Ne. 74, Poinsett to Clay, 21 Feb., 1827;
received,v-ﬂ@xil, 1827, Record Group 53, xeports news of the .
Edwards revelt in Texas using Nacogdoches as their head- .
quarters. Agreempents have been mgde by the Edwards group with
the-Indians.' Some membexS'gf the‘Maxican Cha@ber‘qf Deputies
suspect the ¥U.S. of.cqmplicityw Poingett believes.the.éause‘
of discontent in Texas is the talk of freeing all the slaves,

. He does not regard Mexico qswcapahie.pf stopping an uprising
of Indians and Whites, and regards the Mexican's. uncompro=
mising nature as vainness.

ClaY-tQ-BoinsettfqlSrMﬁx.,,1822, Jackson Papers, Library
of Congress, quhipgtgn,.D;C.< A copy of the diplomatic
instructions to pqinSett,Athis.dgcument‘gxyes.the official
- U.8. view of hex citizens gettling in Texas on Mexican land

_grants. Clay expresses concern over the inevitable
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- difficulties inhexent:in.thig.ﬁpglqisglqn¢zatign and the need
for a boundary settlement, He(giyes.gxplicitﬁinstxuétions‘Qn
negotigting the boundary treaty and the amount of cgmpensétign
to be paid if the Rig Grande or Colpxadg‘ﬁiyeﬂ is settled upen,
Despatch.NQ.@32, Rginseﬁt.tq.Clay,~j TFeb., 1827;

received 22\Mar.,‘1827,;Recq;d'ﬁxaup 59, Pginsett sends a
note from Minister of Foreign Affairs Juan José Espinosa on

the aygresgion compitted by persong residing inmthe U.8. on

the Mexican town of Nacogdoches was hig own reply. The inci-

head of the town's militia by Anglgs,*whg released them only
after learning of the.appxgachlgﬁ a superioxr Mexjcan force,
Poinsett agrees to request thehﬁ.s.Egmvexnment to prevent
further incursions.

gDesPatch'NQ,'JJ, pginsett:tg~Clay,‘8;Mar.,'1827;
received 10;May,u1827,«£eegxd'Grgup.59.. Genexal Manuel
Rincén with 1,000 men are te leayéyyera‘Cruziﬁqvaatgngda
to end the insurrection in Texas. This company is to be met
by 10,000 interior troops. The Mexiean angres#'vmted
.Qne-half_ﬁillian.dgllars.ﬁgx theix-exgehsea-‘\Thia'shqw‘cf
force is to discourage further uprisings. The Mexican
President exPxeagegchnﬁiﬁence'in the neutrality of the U,S,
and wishes the U.8. Rresident would ﬁtate.hisrdisapyrgval of
thelinsurractignr

Despatch‘qu.lls};Bginseﬁt.to Clay, 8 Jan., 1828;

received 23 Peb., 1828, Record Group 5%9.. The Mexican Chanber
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of Deputies earlier passed @ yxesplution not to accept a

bgundary‘uﬁleS$”itrxecanized.thgse,lﬁmitspaat by the Treaty

of 1819 between the U.§. and $pain. Poinsett believes

altering the boundary te the Bio Grande as suggested by Clay

would bring opposition, even with the prospect of renumeration,

Selling national land is prohibited by the Mexican ceonstitution,

but if later negotiations set the boundary at the Rio Grande

it would be legal. Tp prevent further delay in a boundary

treaty, Poinsett agrees to those set by the Tyreaty of 1819,
Message relative to the treaty of limits with the United

Mexican States, American State Paperss Foreign, Vi 946,

President Adams sends a copy of the boundary treaty concluded
12 January, 1828 and the protocols of the negotiations
hetween Sebastian Camache, Juan I. Esteya, and Poihsett.
Despatch No. 121, Peoinsett to Clay, 23 Apxil, 1828;

réceivedlilazs-,,aecqrd Group 59. V.. yvesgles 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 ﬁimeth inform U.8. shippers, but his request .
is refused because the trade has always been lllegal for
foreigners. All foreign veggels in the unppened Texas ports
will be reggrded as smugglers, |

: DeSg@tch.NQ.:lBG; ?Qin$ett‘tg Clay, 14 July;‘lﬂzs;
: received 19-sept;,31828; £Eé@rd Gﬁ@up.sa},cqntains correspondence

between Poinsett and Minister of Foreign Affairs Juan de Dios
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Caﬁédq Qn.amexican,citiz§n3~adv§ncing into Texas near
Nacogdoches. | » |

Despatch No. 138, Poinsett to Clay, 15 July, 1828;
received 19 Sept. 1828, Egingett.fgrwaxd&_coxxespmndence'
on ships trading with Texas ports that are closed to lawful -
. commerce..

Despatch Weo. 175, poinaett.tQ.V@n,Buxen,,z‘Aug.,,1829;
received 6 Qct., 1829, Record Grgﬁp 59. Peinsett sends his
- correspondence With;theLMaxican”Ministex.Qf‘Foreign.Affairs'
on the.rumqred hQatileﬁpreparatiQna-in the U.8. for an
invasion of Mexican territory in TexXas. Poinsett candidly
assesses the MeXicanrggyernment'sﬁconduct_Qﬁldiplématic
- relations as‘“absQlutely'ridiculqus;‘gnd ought only to excite
- compassion" (Jp.1]). He reports the Mexican belief that all
foreigners covet Mexice and redard it as a country favored
aboye all others. Thege fears are excited by a Mexican agent
in TeXas}ﬁGenergl Manuel de Mier y Teran who dislikes Americans,
Poinsett guotes éXtenSiV61Y'fIQm a letter of General Teran's
| assessing the Texas situation and grahically describing U,§,
designs to acquire Teﬁas. Poinsett reassures Minister José
Marfa Bocanegra of the neutrality of the U.S.

Anthony Butler to Martin Van Buren, [ll Aug., 1829y,
Van Buren Papers, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C,
Butler presents:his'SeVenwpa;t argument for acquiring Texas

and setting the Nueces River as the desired boundary in
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negotiatians-bymthe.ﬂ;s..MiniSterﬁtQﬁMEXicﬁ. . He gives as
adyvantages. to Mexico in gsetting upon the Nueces Biver as the
boundaxy,'thejgainipg oﬁ.neededhmgnieg,gfmpxeeasily
defended frontiexr that is closer to Mexico City, and relief

- from the Indian problem. He gives his own estimate of the

- legality of Mexice's claim @f the Sabine 3s the boundary and
suggests that an able U.8$. Minister could play upon Mexican
suspicions to favorable adyantage. He encloses a description
of Texasigépgraphy,gclimate;,and economy.- .

Andrew Jackson to Van Buren, 12 Aug., 1822, Van Buren
Papers. Jacksen is pleased by Anthony Butler's documents and
- letter relating to Texas and is anxious to meet with him and
Van Buren. ﬁeistates'that the U.S. plabes”theitcp 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.

[Jackson 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,gpvefnment is vnstable and in need
of money. FRoinsett is to nggggtiatei‘lﬁi:ﬂ:st‘ for the Rio Grande,
and then the NWueces Rivers as boundaries. Jackson expre&&ea
hiS.OEiniQn that the U.S. surrendered ﬁhisrtexritor§ earliex

~under the Treaty of 1819, He emphasizes the wyital nature of
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this area to U.8. security and the danger of having Mexican
settlements so close to the U.S. bordez. "

aackSQn to Van Buren, 13 Aug., 1829, Van Buren Papers.
~ Jackson sends his five-part inducement to be presented to
Mexico for selling Texas to the U.S. His argument is very
similar to that Butler stated in his letter to Van Buren on
11 August, 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.amgunt will be paid in cash at a few days
notice.

Jackson to Van Buren, 14 Ang., 1829, Van Buren Papers,
Jackson refers to his note Qf.lBQAygust,plSZQ,land his
instructions for Poinsett on the Texas negotiations., He .
states the U.S. will not be bound by any grants made in Texas
that have not already been complied with by the recipients,

Jackson tg Van Buren, ilS-Aug.,llﬁzgj,‘Van Buren Papers,
Jackson considers the present time as the best opportunity to
- extend the boundary of Loulsiana to the Nueces Riyer and

nprthfbeyond the'ﬁocky_mquntains,;adding‘theﬁcquntry watered
by the Red Biver. This wguld-léave'xoqm-qu Indians and free
Negroes to be settled on the Columbia River. He believes men
‘must look only at the prgaperity‘tg:cgme'fxqm‘the purchase of
TeXan,and.ngtat‘thé'aédtignal.jealcusies Qf_leiticianS that

will be aroused by its acguisition. He discusses the .
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advantagea7gﬁ:uniting the Gulf, Atlantic, and Pacific while
- cutting fo*fquVer,Canada'ﬁxqm the Gulf, thereby ending
British intrigue. |

Despatch No. 179,w$ginsett tQJVan Buren, 22 Aug., 1829;
- received 6 Qct. 1829, Record Group 5%9. Poinsett reports the |
renewal of inguiries into the reported troop movements. on
the border of Texas and Coahuila. EoinSett:cqnsidersthe‘
manner of these inguiries to be insolent. He blames this
- continual harassment on men whose sole purpose is to disrupt
U.5.-Mexican relations. Bocanegra assures Poinsett that he .
made these inquiries only at the insistance of the Senate
and wqﬁlduu;ge‘prompt:actiqn on the treaties with the U.S,

Van Bumén memq,,ZSmAgg., 1829, Van Buren Eﬂperg. Van
Buren's. working outline for the Texas negetiations gives
arguments to be used and the advantgge$'t0‘hﬁvipg either the
Nueces, Brazos, or Trinity Rivers as the boundary. He also
~gives the advantages and disadyantages to the earlier
settlementkwithuﬁpain in 1819. He makes note of Poinsett's.
argument to wait as Texas is now being settled by U.s,
citizens whom the Mexican gpvernment will not be able tg
cqntr@l.  7 |

Van Buren ﬁQ‘?QinSEtt;?25 Aug., 1829, Van Buren Papers.,
. Van Buren's.copy_qﬁ hig Diplomatic Instruction No. 30 to
EoinsettvgiveSxthaLdetails"ﬁﬁr<cgnducting nggotiationS'fpr
as much of Texas as possible and those boundary lines

acceptable to the U.S. Poingett is allowed to use his own
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discretion in altering the boundary line to the advantage of
the.U.S;' The'U.s.'obje0£sxtQ‘the present boundary becguse .
two streams preportedly run into the Sabine Bay thereby
- causing confusion.. This:diglqmatic,inatructiqn is to be .
delivered by Anthony Butler whp will provide information on
Texas and be under Poinsett*ﬁAdixectiQn in the negotiations.

Jackaqn,tq.Poinaett and Butler, 25 Aug., 1829, Van Buren
Papers. This is Van Buren'ﬁucgpy of Jackson's formal -
- compission to Poinsett and Butler to negotiate a new boundary
treaty with Mexico. |

jThomas RitchigthoJVan Buren, 1$ept., 18231,‘Van Buren
Papers. Thi@#na,s Bi.t.chi.e iﬂut,;:._<3'ce-s- the acquisition of Texas
referring to the U.S. acquisition of the Floridas.  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-millien-deollar loan, and a proposition
by the'Mexican_goyexnment.tg»use‘TeXas‘as'security.fgr a loan,
from the U.S. |

Butler t¢ Van Buren, 10 Jan., 1830; received 22 Feb., 1830,
Recdord Group 59. Butler sends a translation of El Sol -
9 January;‘lBBG,lthat states Butler's true mission is the
purchase of Texas and the amount gffered. Also enclosed is a
copy of the newspaper.

Despatach No. 3, Butler to Van Buren, 9 Mar., 1830;
reCeived_l§,'133Q}, Record Group 59. Butlexr encloses a copy

of Alamin's. report and plan'ﬁﬁr’Texas:sedurity. He believes
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that had this‘plan'ngt been modified by.the CcpgxesSQ,

Texas would now be a part of the U.8, through g revelt of her
people.. The modified plan will not disturb Texas., Butler
maintains‘that.ngggtiatignS'fgx Texa$ were hurt by Poinsett .
and the British interests, and he believes Texas cannot be
acquired through treaty.  Alamén xécggnizeskthat the U,S.

: could‘CIaim.TeXas.during the‘bgundéfy-negqtiations'and Butlex
makes no statement on U.$, intentions, preferring to let them
imagine what they wifh. | | |

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

-~ received 1830, 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 remgins stable, Butler pronises to manage these .
people better than Poinsett and a@cqmplish“theLimpossible,‘
the acquisition of Texas.

Despatch I?],‘Butler to Van Buren, 19 May, 1830;
received ZalJuly,_lBBO, Record Group 59. Butler receives -
approval to mount a move for Texas at his discretion. Butler
believes Alamén to be the key to any negotiations and the
deciding factor in the Mexican government.

Butler to IJackSan,,ZS;May,xl831,'xeceived ilsg;],‘
Record Group 59. Butlexuanswexscha;gaa'gﬁ neglecting to
send deap%tcheS'and neglecting the purchase of Texas. He .
~gives the climate in Maxico.regarding any move toward acquiring

Texas. 'He had used his own discretion in delaying any
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official mention of Texas, He relates in cipher the harsh .
- reaction o ﬁhe'xuqu Vicenﬁegﬁerrefg.had'ﬁavored selling
Texés; He denjies that ﬁlﬁméhiiSEinvpred in land grants,
but reports Lorenzo de Zavala is; and that Zavala declared
before leaving for Texas that he would revolutionize that .
area. The U.8. newspapers have not ‘allowed the Texas Quasti@n
to subside'and,MeXicQ‘ramains alert to U.S. interest.
General Terén requested more troops in Texas, but the Mexican
qggvernmenﬁ will not cqncentxate'sq large a force under one man,
Butlexr to Jackson, 23 June, 1831, Jackson, Papers,
Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. Butlér:gepgxtarthej
- difficulties inherent in negotiations fmr Texas and the . |
negative political effect such discussions hadzmn public
confidence in President Vicente Guerrero.,
Despatch‘NQ; 18, Butler.tguEdWard Livingston, 11 Aug.,
: 1831;'reéeiyea-11831], Becord Group 59. Following Alamén's
return to Meﬁicq City after a tour of the southwestern states,
there has been no opportunity for discussing Texas. Butlex
hopes for such an opportunity in the next few weeks.,
Jackson to Butler, 17 Aug., 1831, Jackson Papers.
Jackson sends his regrets regarding the pm$aible.violent
change in the Mexican geyvernment. He.n?ges the need for
~ haste in concluding thchgmmexaial'tréaty.duxing the preéent'
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:gacksgn,>2:Jan.,zlSBZ, Jackﬁqn Papers., Butler
writes in detail on the tregties just concluded, voicing his
opinion on the need for the U.5, to review.the.bQunéary treaky
concluded by Poinsett before approving it. . He reviews the |
Texas ambitions of the administration and the problems inherent
in accepting outright the egrlier boundary set in 1819, He
- restates the argument that Texas terxitnty already belongs
to the U.8., He requests he be given the rank of envoy
extraordinary to facilitate the negotiations for Texas, He
also suggests. the Mexicans feel slighted at ﬁis status of
chargé.

Butlexr to Jackson, 27 Feb., 1832, Tackson Papers.

Butler reports the government is sustained by a loan of
six-hundred~-million. dollars fxqm;MeXican.cgpitalists, but g
second loan is not available.. Butler plans to offer to
supply their needs up to five million dollars}:implying thel-
sale of Texas.

Jackson to Butler, 19 April, 1832, Jackson Papers, Jacke
son dlscusses the inability to separate conslderatlon of the
boundary treaty from the commercial agreement. The.boundaxy
commpission will work for a more favorable line. Butler is-
told that h'e need ngt beﬂcqncexned about it,

Butler tQ:Jacksqn,,Zl June, 1832, Jackson Papers. Butlex
reports: he will enter negotiations when political condiditignsi
are more settled. He implies he knows the way to influence
Alamfn to negotiate with him on Texas. He requests that the |
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bdundary.cqmmissiqn insist on the western branch of the Sabine
River.tg.prglgpg.nggqtiatigns*an@,giye_himgmgrg time.

Despatch No. 32, Butler to Livingston, 16 July, 1832
received 4 Qct., 1832, Record GrQuP,SQ. He enclcses-thei
minuteS'qﬁ cgnyersatigns with Alamin on 2 July and 10 July, 1832
on the boundary igsue.. The question of whether portions of
Texas are a part of the U.S. territory is raised, as well as
. doubt of the U.8. government'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 0.5, would eliminate many problems :for Mexico.

Butler to Jackson, 18 July, 1832, Jackson Papers. Santa
Anna‘sV£grcea‘cgntxgl all ngfs ﬁrgm,matamgfas to Vera Cruz
- cutting completely the Mexican government's revenue. This will
aid Butler in the approaching negotiations. He converses with
- Alamin on the Texas Qurbhase,,and Alamén was more receptive
than expected. . Butler hints part of tﬁﬁ:ﬁi&elg&llion.dqll@rs‘
for the Texas purchase will be used to facilitate negotiations,
| Butler to [Jackson], 12 Aug., 1832, Jackson Papers.

- Alapén's. illness suspends the Texas negotiations for two
weeks, and nqw.the'politicgl climate has changed. The Texas -
negotiations_must wait. Butler reports being on friendly
terms with ‘esch of the men considered for the position of
Minister of Poreign Affairs. . He.belieﬁes-thxee@m@Xe'm@nﬁhsm
with Alamin in office would have brought the sale of Texas.

The empty Mexican treasury may yet bring about the sale of
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Texas, but the sum offered by the U.S. may be too small,
Butler states his own desire is to reside in Texas, but not

while it is under Mexican rule.

Butler to Jacstn,.SQ.Apg.,,1832;'Ja¢k59n Papers.

Francis Fagoaga will be the few Minister of Foreign Affairs.
Butler will first ascertain Eggoaga‘sxgginian on the boundary
before breaching the'acquisitidn of Texas. He is pleased at
the appointment and gives a glowing character 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 sald to have prgnqunced £ox Santa,Anna.

Butler to Jackson, 9 Oct., 1832, Jackson Papers, The
Texas negotiations'axeﬁcgmgleteiy suspended by the political
and military events. The loss of Alamdn seriously hurts the
negotiatiéns;

Butler to Livingston, 10 Feb., 1833, received

- 20 M:ay, 1833, Record Group 59. Bﬁtler‘regorts being
approached wunpfficially on a possible"loan from the U.S.
government or from private capital. If approached officially, .
he Qill reply that a loan might be made with Texas as security,
Butler believes default is certain and Texas will be easily
transfered. Thellqan.cquld be made up to the propesed 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, Butler to Livingston, 16 Maxr,, 1833;

received 23 Apxil, 1833, Becord Group 52, enclosed is a

letter frxom Bernardo Gonzflez, who was appointed Minister of

Foreign Affairs in December 1832, The letter dated

- 14 FPebruary, 1833, states that the Mexican commissioners to

assist in the boundary suryey will be appointed shortly.

Also included is another letter from Gonzélez dated 2 March, 1833,

requesting the U.S. to prevent its citizens from assisting the .
secession activities of North American colonists in the
Department of Bejaxr frqm thedﬁtate_gf Cozhuila.

Butler‘tq‘gackagn,.S‘June;‘1833;‘received 17, 18337,
Record Group 39. In a letter enclosed withﬁﬁeSQatch HNo. 48,
Butler repqrts the troops intended to end the disturbances in
Texas may be needed in the capital. Many feel‘that‘MeXLco‘
City will pronounce for Santa Anna.

Despatch No. 49, Butler to Louis lMcLane, 26 July, 1833;

received 2 Sept., 1833, Record Group.59.' No answex has been

~given to inguiries on the Texas guestion. The U.S. is daily

misrepresented to the Mexican government as having views
heostile to the territorial integrity of the nation.
Sam Houston to Jackson, 30. July, 1833, Jackson Papers.

Texas has a constitution based on five principles and has -

- sent it tp the naticnal Congress for adoption. Texas will

accept npthing 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 most

desirable place on earth.
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Despatch Ne. 50, Butler to McLane, 5 Aug., 1833;

- received 25 Sept., 1833, Becord Group 59. The Mexican cabinet

is now considering the memorial for Texas statehood and its
separation from Coahuila. They have three altexrnatives;

Texas statehood, subjugation of the province by force, ox

- loss of Texas to the U.8. Butler expects Texas to be offered

to the U.S. . ‘

Butler to Jacksan,\26-$e§t.,,18335 Jackson Pagers..
No hope exists for gaining a more western bgnndary.undér.thei
present administration. Mexican trxoops have fallen back of
the Guadaloupe River after the last uprising in Ft. Felasco
and Anahuac by theATexéna. Butler suggests that £he'U.S.
establish a garrison at Nacogdoches and force a boundary
settlement by right of possession. He expects the Texans to
resist a partition by_meXicQ'and the U.5. and to insist ﬁpqn

annexation to the U.S., with the Neches River as the boundazxy.,

-Butler gives his own arguments for the Neches River as the

boundary, and comments. on thﬁ;grandiqse:viewuthe,Mexicans
have of their own strength,

Butlér.to‘Jackson,12>Oct., 1833, Jacksqn Rapers.
Butler compares his suggestion for the gccupation of Texas
with the U.S. occupation of the FPloridas. He believes Jackm -
son will concur. He discusses the details of ais plan, troop

size, necessary 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 make Tean'a.sepaxate state. If they fail, Butler
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believes they will declare Texas independent. . He gives the .

. details of current Apoli.ti;cgl- feel;ng in Texas.  He also

. encloses a sketch of the N@Cpgdgch&S'axea with comments on
the geography and the river, which is historically the true
boundary.

Butler to Jackson, 28 Oct., 1833, Jackson Papers.,

Butlexr 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 th.e details Qf a cgnye,rs_atj_gn with &
high government official whg.appxqached him with this deal.
Butlex requeStsxexplicitcinst;uctigns~£rqm Jackson.

Jackson to Butler ;- 27 NQ-Y- , 1833, I,;'I.a,cksgn Papers.
Jackson chastises Butler for the byibery suggestion and for
committing it to.the;mailég He denies ever authorizing
Butler to use the money to facilitate an agreement with Mexico,
The purpose of Butler's mission was to arrange a boundary for
the mntuélrbenefit 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 stép his authority.

Despatch No. 61, Butlexr to McLane, 4 Feb., 1834;
received [18347, Record Group 59. Butler sends a copy of a
pamphlet published in July by José Marfa Tornel, former
Minister of Washington. Along with 'gi%}ipig a vexry favorable

account of his own activities while in Washington, Tornel

nanages to discuss the Texas ambitions of the U.S. and of:
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Senator Tthas.H.iBentgn in gnwunﬁquxableﬂm@nner; Also
enclosed is issue number ﬁgux of the Indicator that discussesg -
u.s. and.MeXican'relatigns,'paxticulaxly'the.bOundaxy ilssue,
This Fam?hletrgiyes'an accuxatéﬁﬁtatement‘of the Mexican view
of U.5. intentions in Texas.

Butler to Jackson, 6‘feb;,41834,.ﬁacksgn Papexrs, Butler
acknowledges ﬁgckson'sulettéruof 27 November, 1833. He asserts
that contrary to U.S. customs, Mexico 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 wculd'béneﬁit bgthfcguntriea and explains how he used
this argument in conversation with a Mexican 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 oxdex to affect a treaty for
Texas bribery is necessary. He again urges the occupation
- of the disputed territory.

Butler to Jackson, 7 Mar., ;834,,Jack30n Papexrs. Butley
reports no hope exists for negotiating the purchase of Texas
- under the'?xeSent administration. He.Syggesté'that Jaéksgn
be ready to establish the boundary based solely on right.
fie gives his own yersion of the United States' historic right
to the terxithy.' Inicgnyexsatigns with ﬁeﬁican officials he '
reports learning that the Mexicans do not fear the U,S, taking
Texas as they are on the hninkugﬁ civil war ever the slavery

question. He urges Jackson to use force.
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Despatch No. 70, Butlex to McLane, 19 May, 1834;
received (1834, Becord Group 59. A change in the form of

the Mexican government is imminent. ' Pronunciamientos for

Santa Anna and g.centralized_ggvernm&nt haye beenymade in many
states. Butler favors this change belieying that Santa Anna
is unequaled in Mexican pgliti#é.and will further U.S.
interests in Texas. He gives a glowing character analysis of
Santa Annag. |

Butler to &adksqn,,ﬁAJune,L1834, Jackson Papers., Butler
reports on the current political sitnati@n and his intimate .
relatiphship with Santa Anng.  He speculgtes that i£ he had
but one hour alone in cgnvexsgtiqn with Jackson he could return
to Mexico and be much pore useful than 1s now possible.

Desgpatch Ne. 72, Butler to McLaﬁe,(l July, 1834; received
11 Aug., 1834, Becord Greup 59. Acknowledging oxders to
return to Washington as'quickly‘as'pdsSible“withwa ratified
copy of a boundary treaty, Butler requests an immediate leave.
of absence.tq.intexview both McLane and'&aCKSQn. They can
then decide whether he SHQuld'return to Mexico. |

Butler to Jacksqn,,znguly,,1834,.Gacksgn Papers., Butler
asks whether he is to retuyn with the treaty on temporary
- leave to Washington or is he being releaved of duty. He
attempts tg‘vindicgte=hismcgndnct to Jackson .

Despatch No. 73, Butler tQHMchne;,lS‘July;_1834; received

- 25 Aug., 1834, Record Group 59%9. Butler accepts the charge to
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work for the release of qugneliﬁtephen F. Bustin of Texas.
_ Helrepqxts‘nq gne.cguld'hgmm Austin ngt even in a Mexico Citg 
prison. :Everyqne:ggﬁectsqhiaﬂreleaseldai134 and in the .
intervening period hig confinement is very xelaxed. Butler
personally does not heligyafauatin;@eriﬁs'eithax‘aaaistancei
or sympathy from the U.8. government. He gegards Austin as
one of the bitterest enemiés.mﬁ the U.8. in Mexico and.
believes heihas.dqne more tg‘embarrass;nggqtiatiqns for Texas
than any other individugl. Bﬁtler,xepprts.that Austin seems
- determined to prove his loyalty to the Mexican government by
heaping abuse upon the U.§. and the\?rgtestant'religion.

DéSpatch No,., .83, Butlex tg.McLane;gZ&cht.,,1834;
received 25 Nov., 1834, Recoxd Group 59.. The contest continues
between the Yorkinos and Escoseses Masons for influenne oveyx
Santa Anna. Butler believes the U.S. would benefit from the
Escoseses in power. His personal friends and assgciateS'afe
members of this party. Should the cabinet positicns bé
filled by Escoseses, Butler weould be able t¢ conclude the .
negotiations more satisfactorily, particularly that of Texas,
Never before have prospects been g0 good for U.S. negotiationg
and Mexican tranguility.

Butler tQ‘Jackson,,zo‘Qct.,‘1834;‘Jackaan Papers., Butleyr
cautions Jackson on the necessary delay in bringing a‘ratiw:
- fied boundary treaty to Washington. Hargggin‘hglds out the .
hope for a Texas acquisition and thelﬁdvi$ﬁbility of his

return to Mexico. Alamin has returned to the capital and is -
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more popular than before, . Butler asserts their old intinacy

_grows and they have had many talks on Texas. Alamén will

- cooperate in a settlement of Texas on the U.S.

Butler to Jackson, 21 pr.,,lés4,,@acksmn Papers. Butlerx
optimisticglly'reporta‘ﬁn the adyancement of his friends in
the Mexican goyvernment. The treasury is.very‘lew; 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 dntimates that he and Alamén worked out a

~ fiscal plan for Mexico. Alamén will soon become head of

Santa Anna's government, and he.is-in,ggxeemaht with Butler
on Texas.

Butler to Jackson, 24 Dec., 1834, Jackson Papers. Butler
announces Gutiérrez de Estrada has beceme Minister of Foreign
Affairs rather‘than.Alaméﬁ. Butler, however, claims intimacy
with him and that his-agpqintment is actually better than
that of Alamin's. for purposes of negotiation on Texas.

Butler to John Forsyth, 17 June, 1835; received

- 20 June, 1835, Record Group 59. Butler, while in Washington,

writes Hecretary of State Forsyth at great length giving him

- facts and opinions on a subject of great interest, the

acquisitiqn gj TeXas.n He bglieVea'theltime has come when
Texas can be obtained along WithﬁCﬁliﬁqxnia-ﬁnd New Mexico,
He reviews his past instructignﬁzqn Texas and the attempts to
ngggtiate'withjthe‘Bustamanteqand Santa Anng regimes. Butlex

encloses his correspondence wherxein bribery is mentioned as -
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as a method to goguire Texas. . A note initialed "A.J.",
possibly thg_sg p;ﬁ Andrgwl .,;mclf;agn,‘ dated 22 June, 1835, ‘cc;‘_ments
on Butler's bribery suggesgtien,
Despatch'Ngr 1, 24, series, Butlerx tg‘?graythf,
28 Noy., 1834; received 3 Feb., 1836, Record Group 59. Butler
acknoledgaS'the reCeiptzqf‘instxuctiQn NQ. 94 ordering hinm
. 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 mentiones a letter to Jackson in

which he agks for more timeﬂc@naidexing the vital nature of

his activities, and he asks for canfinmatiqn of his instructions

in the event his negotigtiens extend past 1 December, 1835,
Ex.'Docé;, No. 2 .(H. Dpc.. 2}, 24th Cong. lst sess.,

. 7 Dec., l835,.$.s.-441;  "Message from the President of the
United States to the Twovﬁanaeslof Congress at the Commencenment
of the First Session of the Twenty~fourth Congress." President
Jackson comments on the extention of time to the boundary

. commissioners and the concern caused by recent events in
Mexico. He authorizes inatructigns to all U.S. District
Attorneys te prosecute anyone who violates U.S. neutrality.
Mexico is to be notified that U.S. territory must be respected
by bqthkpaxties'in.TQXaa;

Butlexr to Jackson, 19 Dec., 1835, Jackson Papers. Butlex
reportsrtheﬁviglent reactign in-MaXicg der thEﬁTexas xevgg\

- lution. ganta Anna makes undignified bgastsuqf his.planS'fgr

; subduing Texas and sweaxrs that not one inch of Texas will be .
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separated from Mexico. 'gants Anna also swears that the U,S,
willnnayer crqssthQZSabing.vaer;u Butlex.alngxepgrtsrqn
Santa Anna's meeting with@the,fgxeign diplgmatsrand his claim
that the U.S8. instigated the Texas rey@lt;..Butler speculates
that after twq.mqntha;'ﬁanta.anna may change his mind abqut
Texas and beﬁwilling.tqunsggtiateua boundary west of the .
Neches River,

Despatch No. 2, 2d, sexies, Butler to Forsyth,
. 27 Dec., 1835;‘received.3‘ng;,,1836,;Recprd Group 59. Butler
acknowledges his instructiqns:tp return to the U,S., but
refers again to hisglette#.tg Jackson in Qctmbex that stated
his determinatign to:retuxn_gnly'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 hig
efforts for the attainment gf the bay, ,FQlleing this despatch

is a printed copy of theﬁgeriodical:Suplemen%oigg1Eejeneﬁad9(,

number 99. The lead article is entitled "Defenga del Jeneral
Santa Anna @regidentgidefla Repfiblica Mejicana."

| Despatch No, 3;;2d.$exies;,ﬁutler to Forsyth,
31 Dec., 1835; received 3 Peb., 1836, Becord Gﬁqup 59,
Butler.rapqrts.the.EXenutiQn,Qf twenty-eight men‘abandgned,by

General Mexia at Tampico Viejo. Eleven of these men were U,S,
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‘citizens; 'An enclgsed,xgpgxtaﬁggm the U.§. consul at Tamplco
states that the men admitted tq:desertion fFrom Mexia, but had
enlisted for Texas not realizing they would go to Tampico,
The report includes a list of persons whé.wexg shot giving
name, age, place of residence, and next of kin. Butler
encloses two pamphlets, "Segunda parte; E1 pueblo Mexicang
proclama a Santa-Anna por Supremo dictadqr,“ and "0 Anarqufa
O Betroceso y Siempre Pronuncigmientos."  The last pamphlet
has a note written in 1832 by Gutiérrez de Estrada. |
Butler to Forsyth, 15 Jan., 1836; received 26 Feb,, 1836,
Record Group 59.. Butlex acknowledges the yeceipt of his
instructions and the notification of the appointment of his
successor. . He states that hia'ownmdesixes‘cqincide'with.thqse
of Jackson, and that only interest in Texas would induce him
to remain longer than the Secretary desired. He offers hig
- exXplanation 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 hig -
appointment. A marginal note signed "A.J.% disputes Butlex's
statement. Butler gives information on Santa Anna's march to
Texas and the current state of Mexican pelitics. He Forwards
~copies of two detlarations from the Mexican government
erbiddipg.queignexs:tg.bxipg'arms:and ampunition inte
Mexican texritory@,and the.clgsing of.GalveSton and.Matggqxdg,,

Texas to shipping,
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Butleyx tg_ngsytthzryeb,Q 1936, ﬁecQ;d.ﬁmguP<59,
Butleruenglgses‘a.ngtéxﬁxqm the Minister of Poreign Affairs,
José Monasterio declaring gll yvessels £flying the Texas flag
will be treated as pirates, and another note declaring all
Texas vessels flying a flag of the same 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; receiyed 18 Mar,, 1836,

Record Group 59. Butler sends an extract from El Diario del

Gobiersno for 7 ﬁebxuary,_laas,fth@t attacks the U.5. for
allowing Texas vessels to enter New Orleans and for giving
aSSLStance to the Texans. The Mexicans threaten to close
their pcrts thU.S.\vesselS'because”Sleﬁny'Texas ships fly
the U,S. flag until they are close enough. t@ attack and then
hoist the Texas flag.

Butlex toifoxsyth,GZB;Mar.,,1836;,xedéiyed 6 April, 1836,
Becgrd Group. 59, _Mexicq has received information that Santa

Anna will force Texas to submit. The latest rumor has

- General Martin Perfecto de Cos with the main army nearing

San Felipe in the Austin settlement. Both political parties
in the capital sgeak.qﬁ success, but ngné.yentureltq predict
the outcome. Butler‘repgxtguthat_tﬁe.wiceagxesident has died
and Santa Anna will—be::ec@lled‘frgm Texas.

gtephen F. Austin tq.ggcksgn, 15 Apxil? 1836f Jackapn
Papers. Austin writea'@n impassi9ned_plea for fellow Amer- -

icans to join with Texas against the barbaric Mexican army
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in a national war for xepublican principles. He asks for a
resglution of Congress and financial support against Santa
Anna's.sévan thousand troops.

Butler to Forsyth, 20 April, 1836; received 7 June, 1836,
Record Gr@up 59.. Butler encloses the proclamation closing
Texas ports dated 10 February, 1836, the notice that
Barragén will be replaced by José Corre as President ad intexim,
the‘notice pﬁ Barrggan'ﬁ.junexal.B.Maxch; 1836, and his own
correspondence with Monasterio on the reported novement by
U.8. troops toward Mexican texrithy, dated 9 March, 1836.

S. Does., No. 374, 24th Cong., lst sess., 27 April, 1836,
S$.5.3 283; "Resolution Passed at a Meeting of the Citizens
of Burkenéounty, North Carelina in Favor of Recognizing the
Independence of Texas." ‘These“citizens‘characterize'tha.
Mexicans as waging a wé,r of extermination against the Texans
who love liberty and freedom of religion. %hey can not
sanction indifference to the struggle and the Mexican faithe
lessness in her agreement withjthefpgdpleisha invited to
settle Texas.

Ex. DOCS., NQ.‘256,»%H, Doc. 256),(24th”cqp9.,,lst S€88.,
14 May, 1836, 5.8.'291;'.“ngxeapqndence ththheiGQvernment.
of Mexico: MNessage iigm thekgxesident of the United States
- Transmitting Eepgrts.fxgm thelgecretarias'gf State and War
in Cgm@liance‘with”a Resolution of the House of Representatives,.."
This dqcument‘contains'all‘the,$tate;Depaxtment:instructigns

to Butler in Mexico, all correspondence between the two
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‘g@vernments}'and-department-£ile$,partinent to Texas. The .
writers inyglve& @xedﬁgcxetﬁﬁy of stataﬁﬁoxsyth},Chaxgé'
'ﬁﬁﬁler; Minigter.Mgnastexig,<Ma2ican Chargé Juan Castillo y
Lanzas;‘ﬂnvpy Ext;aqrdin@xy‘prgstinza,,and U.ﬁ;.nistrict
Attorneys William onwﬁ, Lewis S8anders, and Richard Gaines,
Secretary of War, lLewis Cass, sends his department £i1e$_9f
instructions to General E.P. Gaines, commander of U.S., troops
on the Louisiana~Texas bqrder, N. Cannon, Governor of
Tennessee, C.C. Clay, Governor of Alabama, and E,D, White,
Governor of Louisiana. The incident that prompts the request
fpr the deocuments is General Gaines' inéuxsipn across the
Sabine River. The Mexican government protests this act and
the raising Qf.yolunteer 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 5%.. Ellis reports that
- uwpon his arrival in Mexico Cityvhe learned thxopghlrumors that -
Santa Anna is encountering great difficulties in subduing
Texas. The governmwent is silent on army affairs.

Butler to Forsyth, 8 May, 1836; received 18 June, 1836,
Record Group 59. Butler sends 3 copy of ELl Diaric¢ de -
"Gobiern9,=j May, 1836, containing a paragraph stating that .
Mexican troops willymarchﬁthrgpgthexaﬁ:to.thEHSabine,Rivex
and thus gettle 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 cannen. Butleyx

~ believes that this proves his adyice to Jackson on setting
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the boundary without partibip@tipn from Mexico,

5. Docs., No. 365, 24th,£9ng.;‘lst sess., 9 May, 1836,
S.s. 283;: EMempxial ef Sundry mndiyiduﬁls of Fhiladelphia,
Praying the.mntequaitign qﬁ the Uniteﬁ States in the Cause .
of Texas.," . These citizens regard the recent revolt in Mexico
as an usurpatioﬁ of power by a militarydespot and cause
enough for Texas'indegéndence., They call for intervention to
end the raging conflict, and to promote U.§. interests.

Despatch No. 2, Ellis to Forsyth, 19 May, 1836; received
28 July, 1836, Record Greoup 59.. Ellis reports on the ungquiet
atmosphere at the Mexican palace and the news of Santa Anna's.

- capture as reported in El Diarxic de Gobierno., The President .

igg'intarim:calls'for the citizens and soldiers to rescue Santa
Anna. The Congress is resolved to continue the war against
Texas} but this action would endanger the life of Santa Anna.
The U.S. is blawmed for inyolvement in Texas and many talk of
breaking xeigticns. 'Elli$ 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 consiitution
of 1824 will save Mexico,

S. Docs., No. 384, 24th Cong., lst sess., 24 May, 1836,
S.5. 283: ‘“?xpceedings'gﬁ a Heeting of the Citizens of
Washingtgn in‘ﬁavqx Qf Recggnitign‘gﬁ thewlndependence1qﬁ
Texas." .ThQSElcitizens‘x@gaxd theideniél of the Texas
republican constitution by the Mexican government as a just

- cause for independence. @anta Anna in his move against Texas,
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has waged gn indisc;imingteﬁmﬂsﬁacre;. The Texas victoxy
should be recgognized by the U.§. and independence gecured,

santg.ahna.tq.D@vid G Burnet,,ZS‘May,=}836; Jackson
Papers. JaékSQn‘sucqﬁieajgi Santa Anna's agreement with Texas
- contains the ten article public statement and the six article
secret agreement to work for Texas recognition in Mexico.

Santa Anna t§ the Texas Troops, 1 June, 1836, Jackson
Papers, Santa Anna's.."fa,rewe:l.l address regquests the Texas troops
to rely on his sincerity and not to regret their generosity
to him. :

| S. Docs., No. 418}‘24th“Cng.,‘ist.se$$.,‘ll June, 1836,

Se.S. 284: "Proceedings ﬁﬁ the Citizens pf Nashville,
Tennesseefinjfavﬁx of Bacggnizing the Independence of Texas,"
Following a laudatory hi.stq,ry of Anglo immigration to Texas,
this memorial discusseé the Mexican constitutional background
from 1824 to 1834,,and the history of the Texas reyolution,
These citizens stress Mexice's inability to reconguér Texas
and the stability of the Texas government. They urge the U.S,
to recognize Texas.

S. chs., No. 406, Z4th Cong., lst sesé.,,lB June, 1836,
S.S. 284; "In the Senate of the United States..}mr.lclay Made
the Follpwipg Bepgxt;. Cgmmitte@lgn,?ﬁxeign Relatiqns,{ta Whom
Were Referred Resglutigns;..ﬁundryAMem@xials and Qther
Proceedipga...RecgmmendinglBedggnitian of the Independence of
Texas...Now Beg Leave to Submit to the Senate 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 theix_fg;m-gfagoyérnment; It states the U,8, official
position toward the Mexicg - Texas problem, stressing the need
for prudenca'ih 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.§, 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, 24 Cong., lst sess., 23 June, 1836,

S.8. 284; ‘'"Message from the President of the United States in
Compliance”@ith'a Resolution of the Senate, Relating to
Conditions of Texas." . The Secretary of State, to whom the
resolution was reﬁerked,=sends'cepies of papers addressed to
the State Department by agents of the Texaa republic, No
answers have been given. These papers include nine items
from G.C. Childress, B. Hamilton, S.P. Carson, D.G. Burnett,
Robert Triplett, T.J. Rusk, and Sam Hougton. 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‘Hqustqn‘smgﬁﬁicial report of San
Jacientq,‘25 April, 1836,

Se chs.4 No.»416,.24th.0999.,_lst‘sesag}-24 June, 1836,
S.S. 284: ,Wmemgxial Qﬁ Sundry Iﬁhabitants‘gﬁ Dpelousas,
Louisiana in ?avqr qf Acknowledging the‘xndegendenCiji Texas,"
These citizens give their yiew of the progress and justifi- .
catign.ofthe Texas independence movement. Their belief ig

that Texas independence is assured.
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Despatch No.. 6, Elliawtg‘qusyth,LZS June, 1836, receiyed
- 28 July,g1836; Becord Group 53.. In cipher Ellis xeports that
Mexico is resolved against Texas. Large numbers of men are .
being impressed,intq the axmy. Mexico has asked Britain for
aid in subjugating Texas. ‘A two million dollar forced loan is
now planned tQ‘finﬁnée the campaign.

Ellig to Forsyth, 25 June, 1836; received 28 July, 1836,
Record Group 59. In ci?hax Ellis'xépgxts‘his‘concern over
possible'Britishginvqlvamant with Mexico in Texas. He .
quesﬁi@ns the.Wi@dqm of the U.S. allpwing the creation of a
British sphere of commercial influence on the United Statea*A
borders.

- Santa Anna to Jackson, 4 July, 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 Mexican troops toward Texas. He regquests Jackson
‘to uwse his influence in Texag'ﬁg see the original agreement
carried out and prevent the high feelings on both sides from
- commencing hostilities again,

H..Byt;‘ﬂq; 854, 24th Cong., lst gess., 4 July, 1836;
S.5. 29538 "Indegeﬁdenceggﬁ,TaXas;“'AThe,?qre;gn.Aiﬁﬂixs

Committee reports. that the independence of Texas will be
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acknowledged after all data available is assimilated and the
true nature of conditions in Texas is ascertained,

Despatch No. 9,. Ellis to Forsyth, 16 July, 1836;

- recelived Zﬁ‘Aug,,_ISBG, Record Group 59. EIllis reports that
all government instzuctions on Texas he expected to find in
the legation files are missing along with those on the Mexican
. country of the northwest,

Manuel E.Wdequrostiza tq vJackson, 27 July, 1836, Jackson
Papers. Mexican Minister tg‘Washinthn,;qugstiza,_gives.the 
- official Mexican‘view.gf‘any“mpyement by U.B. troops across
the Sabine River as a violation of the treaties with Mexico.
Gorostiza protests any planned move by Genexal Gaines into
Texas to prevent rumqred'lnﬁian attacks, He will break
relations and return to Mexico if it becomes necessary.

Butler to‘Fgrsyth,QIISBGJ;‘rece&ﬁed 28 July, 1836,
Record Group 59. .Butlex.gives an account of his challenge .

. to José Marfa Tornel over a‘newspapex,accoﬁntch General Gaines'
activites in Texas. He encloses his letter of challenge, and

a nate:f;am the man who delivered his ngtéjgiving Tornel's
reaction, Alsé'included in this letter is an account of the .
MaXican‘yersign gﬁ tha‘alamg battlé;,ita lgsses;‘aﬁd foxrtim :
fication. ‘Butler‘cgntxaatsxthis with what he congiders a
nmore'accuratepvérsign. LHeialsg.fng@rda a pamphlet published
after Saﬁta.ﬁnna‘sxcaptuxe.tgfillustr@teLtthmqu in Mexico
and.Santa Anna's. true character, The pamphlet is titled

"Proceso de General Santa Anna," 1836,
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Goxostiza tgzaackaqn,,zs<July}:1836, g@pkagn Papers.
G@tgstiza.xeﬁexs-tqurepgxtsiin.thETQEgggfthat are at varisgnce .
to gopd U.5.' - Mexican relations. He protests such articles,

'~ Thomas ?Qrtexutglqackaqn,,30.$uly;,1836,1§ackson Papers,
édjﬁtant General Porter forwards his own letter and the .
published eXeCutiYefodex of the Gevernor of Tennessee calling
for a regiment of volunteers to be readied tQquin General
Gaines on the western frontier.,

-ﬁ.DiCkiﬂS'tQ quost;za;‘; Aug., 1836, Jackson Papers.
Dickins, Acting Secretary 'Q_f. ctate, reassures Gorostiza of
the friendly feeling of the U.S. for Mexico and explains
~ Gaines' orders. He qualifies those circumstances that might
require Gaines to cross the Sabine River. A note added tQ
this lettexr by Jackson indicates his belief that the U,S, has
the right tqﬂmgve.into.disputed texritory until the boundary
is sét at the eastern or western branch of thé,Sabine River.
1f the eastern QneiiS'set,‘then the U.S5. troops will withdraw,.

Dickins to Gorostiéa,ll‘Aug.,<1836, Jackson Papers.,
Dickins answers Gorostiza's protest of editorials in the:gigggl
by stati@g that the newspaper is not the official organ of ﬁhei'
. government and has freedom of the press.

Despatch No. 13, Ellia.ﬁq:ﬁqrgyth{ﬁ Aug., 1836; received
'8 Sept., 1836, Record Growp 59. In cipher Ellis reports that
thefMexicgn_Ministex.tg.Bx¢tain‘is\tq.agk‘aﬁsistance‘in
halting the extension of slavery. If the aid is:offere&, the
Minister is to press for further assistance t¢ halt slavery in

Texas.
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Canngn tq‘ﬁackaqn;Lﬁ'apg.,j1836,~§@ck&gn @aygﬁa,

Governpr Canngnzgﬁ Tenﬂesgee.iﬁ.uncext@in.hgw.tq‘prgceEd, lHel
re@ueStS‘assurance}pﬁ his orders before raising the regiment
of militia requested by General Gaines.

[Jackson] to Cannon, 3 Aug., 1836, Fackson Papers.
Jackson reminds Cannon of U.8. neutrality toward the Texas =~ .
Mexico conflict and the necessity to prevent any incident that
might give Mexico grounds for suspecting U.8. involvement in
Texas., He regrets that armed Tennessee militia volunteers
have béén called into service. He gives an explanation of
r General Gaines' orders and the continuation of the policy of
neutrality. Jackson canngt aanctiqn Gaines'! actions and he .
wili authorize payment of the expenses incurred.

Jackéon to Dickins, 17 Apg.,(1836, Jacksqn 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 Dicking the
neutrality of theU.S. in the Texas - Mexico conflict.

Despatch No. 14, Ellis to Forsyth, 20 Aug., 1836; received
29 Sept. 1836, Becord Group 59.. Ellis forwards a copy of the
Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs' inquiry into the mover
ment by General Gaineg on NacQngchés_ Ellis is unaware of
the action and will avoid any discussion until he is advised

from Washington.
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Bllis to Forsyth and Jackson, 26 Aug., 1836, Record
Group 59.. Ellis recounts hig gourneg to Maxlcg and the cann-
ditions upon his. arr;val in Aprll 1836. .ﬂe.ggseases Santa
Anna' slpgpulax;ty.then and ngwaln,Apgnat,_1836. Public
opinion is against Santa Anna and,fgx,thefcgntinued'wax with .
Texas, Many in the army regard Texas as lost. More troops.
are being impressed for General Nicolés Brayo's march to the .
north. Mexico believes the Texas war was promoted by the U,S§,
and this belief unites all parties.

Jackson to HBouston, 4 Sept., 1836, Jackson Papers,
Jackson acknowledges Houston's. letter and notifies him that
the Mexican government ﬂi&ﬁvas any act by Santa Anna aftexr
his capture. The U.S. cannot mediate unless both parties
concur. Hesefiphasizes the policy of strict neutrality that
the U.8. must observe. Jackson thifies‘Hpuston that if
Mexico does not contain hostile Indians, the U.S. must do it
for her. ’

Despatch No, 22, Ellis to Forsyth, 4 Qct., 1836; received
17 Nov., 1836, Record Group 59. Ellis forwards documents
. giving the Mexican view of the Texas blockade‘qf_MatamQros
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 pr.;,1836, 3echd.Gxoup 59. Ellis reports
Mexico is tranquil although some excitement still exists over

Texas. An army of 45000 to 5,000 men will march from the |
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- capital tg:xendezygusiat.MﬁtﬁmprS.'_Hgagiygg'akdescxiptign
of the Army and their inability to beat the Anglos or even
arrivelat.Matamgrgs. Mexijcan @pinign is split Qver.whethex
Bravo will take command of the.campaign.,

Despatch No. 33, Ellis to Forsyth, 26 Oct., 1836;
- received 28 Dec., 1836, Bechd Group 59. Ellis repoxts that
" 4,000 troops destined for Texas left the capital. Brave and
Valencia left to take command. Valencia stated that the whole
army would be 12,480 men exclusive of impressed vonvicts,
They are confident of success, but up to 30,000 troops could
be raised., It is rumored that the army may esﬁablish & cordon
of posts from Matamoros inte Texas and use guerrilla warfare..
In cipher Ellis notes that the spldiers are panicky and the
. government is disappointed in its hopes for British aid.

Eilis tQ Forsyth, 1l Nov., 1836; received 25 Dec., 1836,
Recoxd Group 59. Ellis reports one regiment of Mexican
troops on the march tQ.Tekas became disruptive between Mexico
City and San Luis Potosf, but they were pacified. He expregses
his opinion that the Mexican trpqps are very inferior to
those under Santa Anna in the first campaign.

Houston to Jackson, 20 Hov., 1836, Jackson Papers.
- Houston commends Santa Anna to Jackson and encloses a letter
of intrgductign.

S. Docs., No. 1, ,241.-._& Cong., 2d sess., 5 Dec., 1836,

s.s. 297: "Message from the President of the United States
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to the Two Houses of fongress. on the Commencement of the
{Se'c'?hd Session of the Twenty~fourth Congress." . Jackson

- characterizes the United Stgtes' conduct on the Texas - -
_MQXicQ cgnflipt as sipilar tq.thatNduripg the earlier Spainw «
Mexico conflict.: Theiétrgng;feelipga‘pf U.8.. citizens is not -
- enough. to sway the rational approach to the Texas question,
The known desize of Texas te join the union gives rise to
.éoubtswabgnt U.8. invelvenent in theﬁcqnflict.: The Mexican
ministry was terminated because Generxal Gainea‘crgssed intq
Texas = Mexican territhy-gaifar as N@c@@@gches.in.the,baligﬁ
th@t indﬁgn_sgnduct warranted it. gacstn hgpeSlthat=MQXico
will take g less emgtipnal‘yiew of this necessary precautipn
becguse‘MaXicg'canngt‘xeStrict.theLIndign.mdements*as'
required by treaty (pp. 4-5). Jackson explains that the

- digcretionary ﬁuthqkity of General Gaines t@ cross the Sabine
River tQ.Nggpgdpbhes:tq protect the frontier was exercised.
The succeeding efficer has received oxders to withdraw unless -
.cqnditigngadictate‘gthExwise;(pmlgl. In the correspondence
accompanying the annual message Jackson includes that between
- the State Department and the Mexican Minister qugstiza dated
: 14 mgy,-1836xthxgpghfznﬁgctgber,~;836; This. correspondence .
_cgveZS'thevﬁgntr@yemay sumxgunding‘@enemal Gaines' discre- :
tignarf @ﬁﬂex.tg CKQ$$'the'Sabine Riyer. Thegeiletters_givel
: evidencquﬁﬂcgnditigna‘&n;TaX@s~and U.5. citizens' sywpathy
fox the.T32asﬁcanae'Ipp..26§LOSL. - An accqmp@ngipg.repqxt of
the Secretary of War prevides a table illustrating the‘troqp-

position and distribution on the western frontier (p. 1467).
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Austin to A.J. Donelson, 14 Dec., 1836, Jackson Papers.
.austin-xapqrtscaendipg W;H;‘Whaxtgn gs:miniaterwtgrthe Uele
and gives the details of Texas establishing a government
Separatemfrqm_Meﬁicg. . He does. ngt dqubt.that the U.5, will
negotiate Texas independence and agree te annex Texas. He
‘gives his own reasons why Texas is vital tg‘the:unian, and
the principles behind his own use of the colonization contracts,
‘ He1justifies\his.break.with_mexicg.by accusing Mexice of 3
breech of faith with Texas.  He informs Jackson of the powers
“given to Wharton regarding annexation and a character sketch
of his abilities.

S. Docs., No. 20, 24th Cong., 2d. sess., 21 Dec.,, 1836,
s.s.'ZSJ;',Hﬂe§sgge,ﬁxgm the President of the United States
Relative to the Political, Military, and Civil Conditionsg of
Texas." . Jackson gives his reply to resolutions in the House -
and Senate, stating Texas independence should be recognized
when @dequatelinﬁormatiqn is availagble. Jack&en believes the .
practice of caution in recognition should be followed and he .
~gives his own ijections'tg.haﬁtyxedggnition. ﬁackscn.includes
- for Congressional informatign extracts from reports of Presi-
dential agents in Texas on the,sizé; 1Qcation,,and,moraleggf
- the Texas army, a histgxg of mexaaxgrieyances'against Mexican
.colqnizatign laws, an accgnnt of the-Q;gqnization of the Texas
. government,. the fate of Santa Anna, bgundgry4ciaim§f.pcpulﬁti9n
statisticé,'militgry plans againgt:MeXicg,qé@pies.Qﬁ loans,

and Texas diplomatic relations with Mexico.
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S. Docs., No. 8%,;24thACQPg,, 2d. sess., 18 Jan,, 1837,
S.5. 298; '"Message from the President of the United Statés'
TranSmittipg His.quxes§pndencg'ﬁithjﬁenexal S@nta.Anna,
President of the Republic of Mexico in Compliance with 3
3e501utipn'pﬁ'the.senatew,.." <JQGESQn'fQ£Wﬁxd$'ﬁ copy of
Santa Anna's letter dated 4 &uly,‘1836-aﬁd his reply dated
+ 4 September, 1836. Santa Anna's 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 inﬁluencéltg.suggest m@dexatign to the
Texas populace allowing him to return to Mexico and prevent
- further encounters betweeh Texan and Mexican troops. Jackson'g
“reply informs Santa Anna that the Mexican Ministex reports
that Mexican law does not acknowledge any agreements Sania
Anna made while captive thus preventing Santa Anna's. intex-
ference in Mexicén policy without the appreval 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

Eequired...nppn the Subject Qﬁ the anditiqns of the quiticgl
Relatiqna'Between the Unitgd $t@tea:gnd Mexig@;.Alsq the
andition'pf Texas."  The Jecyetary of §tate sends extracts

- from the'cgrxe@g@ndgncgigﬁ Elliﬁf'Egraythqﬁygnﬁstemiq,-U-S'
Consul ',Ge:g;:ge f}gc_;)ber.ts,:gn,-- ;Ge_;xte;rla,l 'G-r.e.gg;l:ig ﬂ_@é_:ggazﬁ , DLieutenant .

Thomas Osborn, U.8. Consul Henry Pexrine and U.8. Consul
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M. Burrough dated March, 1836 through Januagy, 1837, The
seventy~gne items covey incldents between U,§. and Mexican -
vessels, US claims, and Forsyth's account to Ellis of
Gorostiza's departure from Waahipgtqnvfﬁlléwing the publicatien
. gf,diplqmatic,corxesppndénce'in a pamgﬁlet.:.The.cqxreSQQndencei
ends with E1lis:aanuncing his,depaxtmxegdételﬁrqm:Mexicm.'

8. Doecs., No. 172, 24th Cong., 24. sess., 13 feb;, 1837,
S.5. 298; "Memorial of a Number of Citizens of thelDistxict
of Columbia, Praying Becognition of the Independence of Texas,"
TheSe,citiiensmcgll'for action npot more delay on recognizing
- Texas, |

H. Bpt. No. 240, 24th Cong., 2d. sess., 18 Feb., 1837,
S.8. 396; Inde?endenée of Texas, "The House Foreign Affairs
Comuittee Reports on the President's Message and Sundry
Memorials." . They conclude that the independece of Texas should
be.:ecpgni;ed and the Committee on Ways and Means 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 o_f Congress, Washingten, D.C. Fo_;cs.yth .‘-J:epoxt&
on a visit by Santa Anna and that his thect‘fér speaking with .
the President aﬁd the President-elect is the reconcilation of
the Mexican government with Texas. Forsyth believes Santa |
~Anna's. true object is to learn everything heﬁcgn(discgvex and
: uae'it:ﬁczxeturn himself'tm.pgwer in Mexico. Santa Anna

offers the possibility of a cecession or readjustment of the
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U.S. ~ Mexican boundary to give Texas to the U.5. Forsyth
warns Van Buren that Santa Anna may yisit him.

Robert Greenhow to Forsyth, 28 June, 1837, Record Group
- 59. Greenhow, a special agent, gives his assessment of the
Mexican army at Matamores, the country side, andtgeneral.condimr
tions of the area. In apparent response to a guestion, he '
.gives a detailed account of the economy of south Texas, the .
principle ports, and transportation methods.

W.L. Parrott to Forsyth, 29 July, 1837; received 21 Aug,,
.lBBj,AEecord prup~59.. Qarrqtt 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 posgibility of foreign intervention ovexr
claims in Mexico.

Greenhow to Forsyth, 12 Aug., 1837; 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 Tuis Gonzaga Cuevas and President Bustamente. Their
discussioﬁ‘covexs.claims, recognition of Texas independence
by the U.S., U.S. ngntrality in the Texas ~ Mexico conflict,
Mexican Minister Gorostiza's publicatioen of diplomatic cox= :
respondence before his departure from Washington, and U.S,
desire for a formal apology byuthe‘Mexican'governﬁént-
Greenhow_gives“hié indepth assessment of Mexican politics and

their inability to mount an invasion of Texas.
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Greenhow to,qusyth,?lZJAug.,11837;1re¢eiye&'30ﬂNov.;‘
1837, Record Group 59.. This ig a more complete report of
his mission to Mexico City than his previous letter dated
12 August, 1837. Greenhgw‘ﬁoxwardsrall'cgrrespondence with °
President Bustamante and Gpﬁzaga Cueyasg.

J. Paulding to Van Buyen, 22 Sept., 1837, Van Buren
Papers. Paulding, g prominent literary and pglitiéal figure,
discusses'thefpolitical issues involved in accepting the
possibildity of a reqguest by Texas for admission to the union,
Texas would stréngthen 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. péace 4if Britain gains control of it. Texas,
in Paulding'scgpinion,‘is necessary to U.S. safety.

Ex, Docs., No.:4a,(ﬂ,.ngc. No. 40), zsth.Copg.,llst Ses58., .
. 30 Sept., 1837, s.s. 31l; “Annexation of Texas to the United
States: Message from thé'?rggident of the United States...
Respecting an Annexation of Texas." . The Secretary of State .
reports‘with@snpportipg.égcmments‘thelcqrresPondence with
Texas on anﬁexation. The.dqcuments include letters frqm
Memucan Hunt, Texas envoy tq,Washipgtqn,,Qn the Texas desgire |
to enter theinniqn.. Eqrsyth‘a‘res?onse.stateS'the.official
pgsitign on'recanitipnland the conseguences of annexation

while Mexico and Texas are still at war.
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s.yDch.'Nq..1,_25th@Cgpg.,rlgt sess., 5 Dec., 1837,
S.s. 314: '"Message from the President of the United States -
to the Two Houses of Congress at theLCqmmencemant of the
TwentyrfifthQCQQQreSS;“ .President.Van Buren relates neglect
of U.S. claims by Mexico with supporting documents from the
secretary of §tate. Among the claims Van Burep includes the .
. conduct of:Gorostiza.inzpublishing,diplematid correspondence .
(pp. 6~8, 29~36). The report of the Secwetary of State .
accaompanying the Presiﬁent's‘mESSgge.includes.agsé Monasterio's
official objection tg_U.S. recognition of Texas a§'reportéd
in the New Qrleans Bee, 13 March, 1837 (p. 143).

C.J. Ingersoll to Van Buren, 24 Oct., 1837, Van Buzxen
Papers. Ingersecll, a prominent Pennsylvania politician, dig~ .
- cusses the coming political importance of the Canadian and
Texas boundaries in relatioﬁ to the abolition movement.,.

José Tornel to Van Burén,,s Jan., 1839, Van Buren Papers.
Tornel reports his‘desireltq conduct open and frank relations
with the U.8. ending the.axisting.difficulties,‘ He reminds
Van Buren of their association while he was Mexican Minister
tO-Washingtqn and Van Buren was Secretary of State.

Ex, Docs., No. 75 (H. Docs, Ne@.: 75), 25th Cong., 24.
sess., 8 Jan., 1838, s.s. 323; "Capture of the Mexican Brig
'QEEQQ:AMessageliiﬁm the Pregident of the Unitéd States...
respecting the Capture and Restoration of the Mexican Brig
of War Urrea." Van Buren sends all information from the

DPepartments. of State and Navy on the U.S. sloop of War
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dent,reaulted'frgm.cqnﬁusiqn over the closing by Mexico of
the Texas ports.

WeBe Fultqn to Eqrsyth; 13 Feb., 1838, Jackson Papers,
Fulton, upon the request of ﬁheAHouse.gf Representatives,
reports. on his activities for President Jackson investigating
rumors that Sam Houstqn was recruiting and training volunteers
in Arkansaa“for‘use.ggaiﬁst,MeXico in 1830. This recruitment
&as in.violatiqn of U.8. neutrality. Fulton reports that he
investigated and found no such evidence.

Ex, Docs., No. 190 .(H. Doc. No. 190), 25th Cong., 2d.
sess., 26 Feb., 1838, s.s. 327: "“Gorostiza Pamphlet; Message
fromw thEHEresident'qﬁ the United States Transmitting a Copy
and Translation of a Eam§hlet‘in.EhelSpanishlLangugge, Printed
and Circulated.by,theLLate Minister‘frgm Mexico Before His
Departure fom the United States." . The Gorostiza pamphlet

_gives'the<MEXican.vieWQf the French and United States claimg

- to Texas as part of the Louisiana Territory. In reciting
incidents of U.S.. violation of Spanish and Mexican territory
and the long boundary.neggtiatiqns;;GorqstiZa includes per= :
tinent correspondence and thirty;faur docugents. as supportive .
evidence.

Ex. Doecs., No. 351 (H. Dgc. 351),:25th1ang.,,2d. sess, .

/26.A9x11,31838,‘s.s;.330; FUnited States and Mexico;

Message from the President of the United States Transmitting,,.
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a Report of the Secretary. of Sﬁate:ppgn Existing Relations -
Between the United States and Mexico." . The resolution calls
for~all'dpcuments,,cerresp@ndence,,and instructian'to the
- U.S8, Minister to Mexico since the signing of the treaty of
- 1828, and the correspondence between the U.S. and Mexican
_governmants.withsall-instructipns‘tq 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-rDccs., No. 360 (4. Doc. 360), 25th Cong., 2d. sess.,
- 2 May, 1838, s.s. 330;: ‘“stéambgatfCQlumhia;_Me8sgge.frcm the
President of the United States Transmitting a Further Report
" upon thé'subgeét 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. Does., No.-doa (Hmrﬁpc.-40&),_25thl00$9.,,2d. SESS.y
. 30 May, 1838, s.s. 3302 "Texas: Message from the‘§r¢Sident:
of the United States.,.Respecting the‘AnnexétiQn.of Texas to
the United States." . The'?resident‘reports'all correspondence .
was preViouslywrepqrted”toithe'HQuse; No action has been
taken since.the”decisign was made earlier not to consider
annexation at this time.
Ex, Docs., No. 2.(HJIDoc.,21,A25thJang,,-3d. Ses8., .

. 3 Dec., 1838, s.s. 344:; "Message from the President of the
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.United'States.tQ:the.Tﬂg Hgﬁsea,pﬁ Congress at the Commencement -
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 request ﬁgr annexation with~ :
. drawn. He includes in his,messgge‘aucopg_gf the boundary cone
- vention signed 25 April, 1838 and the letter from 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 questiqh will not be acted upon
by the executive or legislative branches. Santa Anna's regom -
lution for the‘pacificatibn of TexXas was subnmitted while he
held office, but was not well received. To avoid misunder-—
standing, Ellis will explain the Texas policy of the U,S, &o
the Mexican administration at the Ffirst possible opportunity,
Despatch No. 9, Ellis to Forsyth, 16 Nov., 18, 1839,
Record Group 59. In cipher Ellis'reppxththat 1,500 Texas
troops egtered,MeXicq With.thefpurpgsequ attacking Matamoros.
The Mexicans will muster‘4,900‘tro0ps'tq cqyer the frontier
and repel iﬁrther incursiqns; 'Alllthié is rumored, but
accepted as accurate by Ellis. The war with Texas is populay
in,Mexico and‘a11 factions willkunité_agaiﬂst a Texas
invasiqn.
H. Docs., No. 2 26th Cong., 1lst sess., 2 Dec., 1839,
S.5. 363: "Message from the President of the United States
to the Two Houses of Congress at the Compencement of the |

First Session of the Twenty-sixth Congress," Following a
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report on thelpxpgreSsjqﬁ a-claims‘arbitration.with.Mexicc,,
the President reports that the Texas boundafy will be set by
a joint commission.

Despatch Ne. 14, Ellig to Forsyth, 9 Mar., 1840;
received April, 1840, Bec@xd Grqu9-59.' Ellis'repqrtsithe.
arrival inubecember,,lssﬁ,,ef aaﬁes T#eat in Mexico as a Texasg
agent, Treat did not revaﬂ.his-true.missién to Ellis until
after many meetingswith him. Treat later relates that his
ndssiqn is*tq bring ab@ut.@n adjustment in Texas - Mexico
relations and implies that the U.S, has offered to mediate,
Ellis denies any U.S, involvement and will gbstain from cone= -
tact with Treat until further orders arrive from Washington,

Despatch No, 25, Ellis to Forsyth, 11 June,_lé40; receiw :
- ved 10 July, 1840, Record Group 39. Ellis shares the rumor
that Richard Packenham, British Minister to Mexico, sent a
note to the Mexican government that if Texas is not recongquered
the British will soon recognize independence. Britain offers
to mediate between Texas and Mexico.

Despatch No. 27, Ellis to Forsyth, G.July,11840;-reCeiye&
Aug., 1840, Record Group 59, ElliS“repqrts.on his inguiry
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 cqn£ixms'the“mepQrt 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, Ellisstg.Forsythf,ZO:Agg.,_lS&O; recei=
. ved 26 sept,,,lséog Becord Group 59. Ellis encloses documents
from the U.8. consul at Tampico on Mexican - Texan relationg -
- and the current Mexican poiicythward Texas. The document -
dated 6 August, 1840, is a statement pf praise'frqm.ﬁeneﬁal
Mariano 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,MatamprQS'qn |

17 February, 1840 for giving aid to the Texans. The arrest
dccurreﬂﬁiﬁ the house of the U.S. consul.

Despatch No. 36, Ellis tQﬁqusyth, A7fOct.111840; receim
ved 25 Nov., 1840, Recoxd Grpnp-SQ.. The consul at Vera Cruz
reports Texas vessels are cruising outside the harbor causing
the Mexicanlggvarnment.tq'pxder a small squadron into the
area. $Seven hundred Texans entered Mexico, joining with an
- equal nugber of Federalists led by José Marfa Molano. Thig
_group is taking possession of the capital of Tamaulipas and
is expected to march on Tampico or San Luis Potosf.

Santa Anna tq,JaCRSQn, 31 Oct., 1840, Jackson Papers.
santa Anna responds to Jackseon's. inquiry into the fate of
Thomas quwn}aiter,his‘cagthre on the Texas frontier and his
igprisonment at Matamoras. Santa Anna sends a copy of the .

Minister of War's. report.
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.DeSpatéhﬁNq.‘49,.Elliart9 Daniel Webster, 9 Dec., 1841;
received lSSJan.,‘1842, Ellis encloses correspondence on the .
case of U.S. citizens in the seryice of TeXas:captured on the
Texas border by Mexicans and impriscned at Saltillo. He'
also sends-éorrengndenceiqn Berrymgn.$;55tmut who was among
a group captured on the Texas border.

Despatch No. 51, Ellis to Webster, 16 Dec., 1841; recei=
. ved lS'Jan.;‘1842;_Re00rdtsxoup-59. Ellis reports the arrival
of the Texaﬁl"ﬁanta Fe Expedition" in Chihuahua on their way
to,MeXicp withﬁa;militaxy eSagrt gf'zsojman. He quotes from
" El Siglo XIX of 14 Decembex, 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 ﬁhQsem
U.S.‘CitiZEﬁS‘nQW,SEXViDg in Texas.

H. Does., No. 42, 27th Cong., 24d. sess., 6 Jan., 1842,
s.s. 4023  YAmerican Citizens Arrested by Mexicans: Resolution
of the Legislatﬁrelﬁf Kentucky in Eelation to Certain American
Citizens-éaptured by a Military Force of Mexico." Kentucky
prqteStS“théitreatment'of the Texas expedition during their
jqurneyto'ﬁeXico City and the arrest of U.S. citizens with
A?alid.passpértsvto‘Santa:Fg; 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 |
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. American Citizens Captured near Santa Fe." . President Jéhn
Tylexr fqrwade'ﬁheLrepqrt;gf Secretary of State Daniel Web= :
stereon the steps taken by the State Department on behalf of
several U.8. citizens captured with the Texans in Santa Fe.
Webster's report includes details on the fate of several
individuals and theuci:cumstances.surxounding\theix involvément
with the Texans. |

DeSpatchiNQ,.53, Ellis to Webster, 22‘Jan.,,l842;-xedei€v
- ved 21 Feb., 1842, Record Group 59.. ELlis reports that three
Texans were'not'sth.Qn the road to Mexico City as stated in
- ELl giglo XIX, 14 December, 1841.

Despatch No. 54, Eilia:tQ.Webster,,zifJan.,,1842;
received S‘Mar.,E1842,'3e¢Qrd Group 59.. Ellis sends his
- correspondence with Minister of Foreign Affairs José Marfa
Bocanegra on the incident involying 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 thei"Santé.Fe Exyeditibn.“

Despatch No. 55, Ellis to Webster, 17 Feb., 1842;
received [1842q, Bedqrd Group 59. Ellis forwards correspon~
- dence with the captain of the Louisa on the alledged offense
to the U.5. flag hy‘the,Taxas brig Austin, He also makes a
full report on his exertions on behalf of the "Santa Fe .
Expedition® giving a hiétqry of their capture, their fate upon

arrival in the capital, and the effect of his demands for the
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release of thgse”ﬁ.ﬁ.icitizena-inngcently'@ssgciated with
the expedition. He reviews the laws that possibly cover the .
offenses committed by the expedition and encloses extensive .
. documents and correspondence on the.Texans;. ihcluded amony
these documents and correspendence is a cogplete list of the .
men in.the “santa'Fe.Expedition“ dividedlhy national origin

+ and occupati@n.

Despatch No. 57, Ellis to Webster, 26. Feb., 1842;
received 22 Mar., 1842, Becord Group 59.. Ellis sends all
correspondence on the detainment of George Wilkins Kendall
with the Texas expedition, and letters fxom the.éuebla 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 tg‘detexmine the extent this
treatment will bhe allowed to continue.

H, Docs., No. 154, 27th Cong., 2d. sess., 24 Mar., 1842,
s.8. 403: "John T. Howard: Besolution of the Legislature of
Maryland Relating to‘Jth.T; Howard, a Prisoner in Mexice."

- The Maryland legislature refers to the "Santa Fe Expedition®
as traders, and Howard as a Maryland citizen. They request
izmnédiate. ..a.cti.dn to secure his release..

Despatch No. 5%, Ellis to Webster, 9 April, 1842;
received [1842], Record Group 59. Ellis discusses the steps
taken in individual casea‘tg,secure.the :elease‘qﬁ the

nembers of the "Santa Fe Expedition," and forwards all
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_cprrequndance.aa instructed by the State Depgrtment. He
. gives the fate of the expedition through April, 1842.

§. Docs., No. 192, 27th Cong., 2d. seaa;,,lz,April,,lé42,,
S.8. 39?: “Messaga from the President of the United Stateg
Communicating...Copies of the Proceedings of the Commissicners
Appointed to Run the'BQundaxy.Line Between the United Stateg -
and the Republic of TeXas.? - President Tyler sends corresw :
pondence, field notes, and maps on the boundary line.

Degpatch No. 60, Ellis to Webster, 28 April, 1842;
received 30 May, 1842, xecqxd 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.5. war ships leave Vera Cruz. It is rﬁmpred that Santa Anng
will discharge the Texas prisoners on a blanket paroleiih the .
summer. Ellis regrets the bad press his efforts received in
the U.S5. He draws 2,500 dellars from théilggation account 
to defray thejtranqurtatign cost of thQse‘prisoners already
released who wish to return to the U.5. Waddy Thdmpson‘has
now arrived to relieve Ellis of his position.

Despatch No. 1, Waddy Thompson to Webstexr, 29 April, 1842;
received 1842}, Record Grqup 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‘ﬁgr the well'baing,pﬁ,thesé;mén. He.redquntsthis
interview with Santa Anna, remark;ng that Santa Anna's. inate .
lntelllgence leads him to value the good feeling of the U,S,
Thompson gives his own version eof Ellis' final negotiations -
for the U.3. citizens among the Texan prigoners and hig own
role in their release, He expresses his opinion that Santa
Anna's government would cede Texas and California as the

only compensgtion available for U.S. claims. In his opinien,
Mexico must not be judged by theiﬁ actiong in Texas. Mexicans
are a kind 9@9p1e; 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
Poreign Affairs-Bocanggia on the U.S. prisoners.

Thompson to Webster, 30 April, 18424 Bechd Group 59,
Thompson states that the Texas prisoners are to be released,
but they are not privided with the means of returning home,
.Heirequestsuthatta'U.S.'reVenueucutteﬁ return to Vera Cruz .
to assist them.

Despatch No. 2, Thompson to Webster, 6-June;»1842;
received 7 July, 1842, Record Group 59. VTthpsan encloses
. Bocanegra's. circular addressed tg,fhe diplomatic corps
proteﬁting U.8. citizens giving aid to Texas without hindexw
ance from thewU.s._government,,and his own reply to Bocanegra
also circulated.to‘theidipl@matic_cqxps. In his reply Thomp= -
son asserts the right of each citizen to their own opinions -

and the laws ending their citizenship if they join Texas.
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S.'Docs;;‘NQ. 325, 22ﬁhﬁang.,.2d. sess., 15 June, 1842,
s.s. 3982 "Message from the President of the Unitéd States
Cqmmunicating...chies-qf Correspondence Withﬁthe‘Go&ernment:
- of Mexico." . Along with;thejdiqumaticucoxrespgndence“frqm
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,;bccupatigns,'and reasons for
_going to Texas. Stress is placed on the U.S. policy toward
Hexico and Texas to justify U.S. recpgnitign,of Texas.

Thgmyson,tquWebéte:,aZQiJune,;l842; géchd Group 52,
The Texas prisoners are released through the generosity of
Santa Anna. Upon leaving prison, the,mexans'wexe received
with joy by the Mexican people, Thompson restates all action
taken to eobtain their release and the assistance he received
from various officials. Heﬁaléo.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.8. are used to
create a ciimate of war that will strengthen Santa Anna's
pcwek, - All correspondence with Minister of War Tornel and
Minister of Foreign Affairs Bocanegra is included.

H. Docs., No. 266, 27th Cong., 2d. sess., 14 July, 1842,
S.5.’ 405z ,”MeSSggeLfrgm the President of the United States
Transmitting ﬁopies'oﬁ Papers Upon the.smbjéct of Relations

Between the United States and the Mexjcan Bepublic."
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Sedretary 9£,State;web3tei‘ggain:ﬁuxnisheslgllpcgrresgqndence,
on théfTéan‘“Santa.Fe Expedition" and the imprisonment of
- U.5, citigens in Mexico Cityi
Despatch No, 4, Thqmgsgn.tq Webgter, 30 July, 1842;
- received 20 Sept., 1842, Record Group 59.. Thompson forwards
a copy of the circular by the Minister of Poreign affairs
sent to the diplomatic corps in response to Thompson's rebuttal
of Bocanegra's. earlier circular on U.S. viclation 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 beﬁused.against Texas;' Santa Anna talks
- openly of war with the U.S. with Mexico aided by Britain,
Thompson believes that but for the Texas war, the U.8. could
acquire part of theiﬁifteenqmillian.dQllér annual commerce .
Britain maintains with Mexicg. Préparatian'are being made .
- for a fall invasion of Texas. Thompson finds that the MexXicang
hate the U.S. "...vith the hatred of a Spaniard, bitter and
- unchangeable {944);“ The Texas prisoners hdve now left Vers
Cruz..

H. Docs., No. 2, 27th Cong., 2d. sess., 1l Aug., 1842,
s;s;‘401:' “Message-£§gnthe‘9xe$ident of the United States
to the Two Houses of Congress at the Commencement of the '
Third Session of the‘TWent?hsevEnth“CongreSs;“ - In his state
of the unign message, President Tylgr announces the release .

of the Texas "Santa Fe Expédition." He mentions the Mexican
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~complaint&'ofiu.$.>citizens‘qsgiatipg Texas during the late .

§

war bé£w69h.Texas:and.Mexic@.(pp. 5~6).c In the supplementary
documents from the Secretary of State, Webster supplies
copies of cqrrespbndencé‘between.Thompsgn,]BQcaﬁegra and the
~diplomatic corps in,MeXicQ (pp. 144=145).,

Thompson to Webster, 8 Nov., 1842, Record Group 59,
Thompson doea‘ngtzagree with Webster's censure of his actions -
in advancing funds by which the Texas expedition may return
home., He presents to Webster hﬁs«justificatign for his actign$¢

Jackson tq Van Buren, 12 Feb,, 1843, Van Buren Papers,
Jackson discusses the early negotiations with Spain in 1819
for the Louisiana boundary to fix the,lineiat the Rig Grande,
These previous negotiations influenced his instructions 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 gquestion for annex= .
ation, and Jackson gives his own yviews on the military importe
ance of Texas and the British threat.

Thompson toﬂWEbSter,,lﬁ‘Feb.,‘1843{1re§aived 10 ‘April, 1843,
Record'Grqup-SQ.\ 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. Qther Texans have been sent to
southern Mexico for work on road gangs, whileith@ée'TeXanS'
taken in Sﬁn Antonio are now imprisoned. . He asks for verifie

- cation of his instruction that allow interference by the U,S,




to prevent cruel txeatmant-gﬁ waxr ﬁxiﬁgnexga@nd‘quca:thg'
, Qhaervancargf‘cgyitnlﬁtign=§gxgementa;.'

ﬂaGKSQn té.ﬁanta Anng,,ZJ*Eeb;,g1843;rﬁackﬁgn Papers,
Jackson asks for the release of one of the mwen taken by Genw -
~eral Pedro de Ampudia at Mier. Jackson protests the failure .
of Ampudia to observe the capitulation agreement,

Degpatch No. 15 Th@mgsqn tg'Wehataﬁ, ;4@Mar.,J1843§
‘reCeiVEd'llﬁﬁpmil,gls43;.Bédgrd Group 5%, Thompson relates
- the details of his conversation with Minister of Foreign
- Affairs Bocanegra on the treatment of the Texas prisoners of
WA, | Bocanegra resents any U.S. interference in Mexico's. "
.tﬁeatment;gﬁ‘rehalligua‘stateS'nqt.subjeCt‘tolthe'lawa‘ﬁi
- nations. He'xepgxta;the.xumgxed.attempt of escape by Texas |
priswners §ent-t9,wak.pn,MEXican roads. ThnmpsonffarwardS'
- correspondence from Santa Anna in response ‘to Jackson's. -
personal letter requestipg the release of a man taken with °
- the Texans at Mier. | |

santa Anna to Jacksen, jMar., 184@1,4Jack30n Papers.
Santa Anna answers Jackson's‘xequest-fgx release of one of
the Texas prisonexs. - He states the serious charges against
. then, and his own Qpinipn of Texas independence and the Texan's
- continued hestility.

Tncmpsgn tq,Webﬁtex,fil:Apmil,zl&é&jﬁweCQiyeﬂ
18 May, 1843, Record GEQHPJ59..:TthPSQnﬂregoxtsfthat.seVEnmt
teen TeXansg have.been.sth while others yremain in prison and

are subjected to great cruelty, = He will refrain from offidéial
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action on their heﬁalﬁrﬁntiluhe?xecaiyag‘hewminstxuctigns;
C.K. Gleason to Jﬁﬂkﬁﬁn,«é may7 l843j.ﬂgckspn Papers,
Gleagson, residing in a:MEXicg.City‘prisqﬁ, sends his account -
. of the men tagken at Mier and Santa Anna's order of execution,
- This oxdex was later xedhced.tp:every tenth man. Gleason
_gives the details of the Texas prisoners' escape attempt and
their subseguent capture, He requests financial assistance

to relieve his own suffering in prisoen.

Henry Gilpin to Van Buren, 4 May, 1843, Van Buren Papersar

Gilpin repgxta”inﬁgxm@timnfxeceiyed in Philadelphig that the .
Texas gevernment has anngunced a British-pfﬁer to pediate. .
between Texas and MexicoQ. Thefoitishﬁaﬁéure Texas of Mexican
- xrecognition of its independence if slavexry is abolished,

Texas has decided to apply £ox adpission to the U.S., and if

- this is not accepted, to accept the British offex,

Thamps¢h to Webstex, 16 May, 1843; received ZO_June,‘1843?

Beddxd‘ﬁrpup.59..,Thampsqn hopes the TeXans{will be released

- on 15 ‘June.. NQ pore Texans Wlll be released upon gersonal

requests becanse those 1;berated in the "Santa.Fe Exped;tlon“

have since:m@xched again on Mexico. He encloses his corresw :
pondence with Becanegra on Mexico's decision net to respect

- the person of foreign comsuls residing in Téxas;
Tthpsgn;tpxbguiaqMcLanej;24 Jane ,. 18433 received

- 19 ﬁuly,‘lédsf Record Group' 59, Thgm@san SendS’atclipping

of the,ﬂexicgn decree that all Texas prlsoners taken hereafter
will be shot.

B
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Thgmpsan.tpwmchneg;ASwgulyyfi843}mxece$yed

.16 Aug.,,1843;.$echd @x@nPASQ.M,Thquspn gends his\cqrresms
pondence with Bocanegra on‘thelantici?ateﬂ\nggotiations‘to
end the war with Texag. . He expreséesithe.qpinign that little
hope exists for this event unless Texas is willing to abolish .
slavery and rejoin Mexico.

Thompson to McLane, 5 BAug., 1843; received 8 Sept., 1843,
Record Group 5%. Thompson forwards his correspondence with .
Bocanegra on a new "Santa Fe Expedition." . Bocanegra attributes -
- this renewed attempt Qn.MeXican:territqry‘entirely to U.S,

- citizens, for Houston has piedged‘that Texas will end hostile :
ities. Mexico demands reparations for damages. Thompson

. doubts that U.8. citizens paxticipated, but reserves his -
judgment until all reports arrive.

Thogpson to Abel P.. Upshur, 25 Aug., 1843; received
- 17 Qct., 1843, Becord Group 59. Thqmpson':eportS‘on further
- correspondence with Bocanegra on the chavacter of the new .
"Santa Fe Expedition." Mexice's belief in the continued
involvepent of U.S. citizens in the Texas rebellion only adds
- to her complaints against the U.S. Thgmpsgn'refuteSercaw=
negra's. charges with a report that the expedition was
apprehended by U.S. troops outside Mexican territory and that .
no inyasion actually took place. Thompson fears Upshur will
not think his weply strong enough..

.Thqmpaon.tqiﬁpshnr,,28<Sep#.4:1843}areceiyed 3 Nov., 1843,

Becord Group 59. Thompson reports on the outcome of an
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incident invelving a British flag carried by one of the Texans -

. taken at Mier, The British minister now demands his passports

because of Mexico'ls failure to apelogize for the disrespect
byfmexican-sgldiersrfgr the flag at Mierx.

Thoppson to Upshur, 30 Sept., 1843; received 3 Nov., 1843,
Bedqrd Gr@ﬂ9i59.‘.Thgmgggh‘repoxtS'ﬁnféxmatiﬁn.on the
activities of a Mexican @geﬂt,_ﬁantgs.ﬂlores, to arouse the
Creek Indiansvagaihst the Texans.  He will allude to this in=
icrmatign in a personal interview‘with:Bgcanegxa,

Thompsen to Upshur, 2 Oct., 1843; receiwved 21 Nov., 1843,

Record Group 59. Thompson explains Mexico's reasons for the .

- decree that all invaders will be shot. . He also guestions

Upshur's instractions that the U.S. Minister does not have .

the right to chastise Mexico for treatment of war prisoners.

. He refers tofwebaterla,e@rlier in&tfuctions-ﬁf.S April_;,gl-snaz,’.=

arguing that 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.8. nevspapers. Thompson judges this as only a

delaying tactic by Santa Anna until his much~planned invasion
of ¥ucatan'is:cqmplete;

William Roane to Van Buren, 27 Qct., 1843, Van Buren
Papers. BRBeane, a former Virginia Senator, writes on the
persistency‘gﬁ.the.Calhgnniteslin,making the Texas guestion
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 Buxentsqy;eW§ﬁgn,TeXancguld be a vital
* factor in the upcoming presidential election.
Thompson to Upshur, zafmgy.,_laﬂsf,xECeived
. 22 Dec., 1843, Record Group 59.. The Texas prisoners are
- expected to be released shortly. Thompson suggests the .
possibility of a conflict between Britain and MexXico. The
anticipated neggtiatiéng between Texas and Mexico warrant
the positioning of a b.S. war ship at Vera Cruz to transport
information guickly.

S.ZDQCS.; No. 1, 28th Cong., lst. sess., 5 Dec., 1843,
S.S. 431y "Mesgage from the President of the United States -
to the Two Heouses of Congress at thé‘Cgmmencément.of the
First Segsion of the Twenty~eight Congress."  President Tylex
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 pﬁ Texas. Tyler'a;gnea'that the U,8,
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). Heﬁquwarda'tq.CongreSS'correspondencé'
on this matter between Bocanegra, Thompson, Almonte and
Upshur (pp.. 23-43). | |

Depatch No. 37, Thompson to Upshur., 4 Jan., 1844;
received:zfﬁeﬁ;,,1844;.£ecqrdw6rgup~5a.. Thempson sends a
copy: gﬁ hianngteladdxeased‘tq theidiplgmatic corps in,MeXicQ

i
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in response to Becanegra's. publication of correspondence. with :
him on Texﬁg'@nnexgtign,J.Th@mgagnqreaents:chanegra‘hot;
publishing all the pertiment notes.

Degpatch. Ng. 40, Thgmpsgn to Upshur, 2 Feb., 1844;

recelved 13 Mar., 1844, Becord Group 59.. The Texas armistice |

is ended. Thompson regards the armistice as a tool of Santa

- Anna's who realizes that Texas cannot be retaken, Thompson -

believes that Mexico would rather see Texas taken by any power

- othex than Britain.

James K. Polk to Jackson, 22 Feb,, 1844, Jackson Papers,
EOlk.ﬁqrwade‘a-letter.xeqUeStipg‘Jacksﬁn's.interceSSiqn with .
Santa Anna en behalﬁgqﬁ a Erisgner.taken with the Texans.

gqlkftg:ggcksqn,(ls:Max.,11844,‘qackﬁgn Papers. Polk

- 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 gpinion of a Congressman that the move .
instigated by Jackson fgr 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.

ﬂitchié'requests:Van Buren not to respond to this issue as -

-'Van Burxen is in serious peolitical trouble..

Silas Wright to Van Buren, 22 Mar., 1844, Van Buren
Papers. Wright, a New York Senator, discusses the rumors that
a treaty of annexation is being brought before ‘the Seante, He

queStiona'theLauthprity;pi either the Senate ‘or the President -
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.tq:originateﬁsﬂchuﬁ-txagtya--Helgiyeslhiangwn ppinion on the
. vital queﬁtignsuthgt.ﬁnngXQti@n‘Qﬁ.TeXQa wgulﬁ'xaise;

LeQnaxd Simﬁ‘tg Jﬁckﬁgn,‘2§;Mar.,'i844p Jackﬁqn Papers.,
Siwms, A.Begxegentgtiva*ﬁxgmlMiSSQHri,_@sksa@ackﬁon'suaid on
behalf of g,miaspnxi.citizen.taken.prisgnex in Texas in
December, 1842, mhg is now a prisoner at Perote.

Jim Pexrry to Van Buren, 29 Mar., 1844,7ﬁan Buren Papera;
Eerry repo;tsan the alarm gf‘Cincinnatti:citizens at:the1
annexation of Texas and thEix‘res@lye.tq.questipn each presies .
.déntial candidate on the subject.. Pefxy-xeggrds‘thefsupport'
- of Texas annexation ag-pglitical suicide in the northern
states. He cantions Van Buyxen on his answer to the Texzas
qnestipn. |

Henxy Copllien tg.Jackapn,‘ﬁa‘Max.,'l844,lﬁackson Papers,
CQllien-requests,ﬁﬁcks@n‘sxintercessiqn for a.dqct@r taken
with the Texans at Mier, who‘is.nqw.a prisoner at Perqte;

CitizenS'to¢Caxrqll'Cgunty, Kentupkystp,van Buren,
©1 April, 1844, Van Buren Papers. These citizens note the .
impprtanceiqf the Texas question on the presidential election
- and reguest Van Buren's views on the issune. They enclose a
- copy of a,reéglutiqn of avmeetipg‘oircitizénsvin-favor-qf
reacquiring Texas.

Benquin Butlex to Van Buren, 6 April, 1844, Van Buren .
Papers. Butler, a prominent Massachusetts politician, reports
in detail to Van Buren on hisrvieWétoi the Texas queStipn-and

theilegal.cgnaideratigna Qf a treaty of annexation. He
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- remarks on whethﬁrLTeXaa*shmuld'bgia.stgte:gx‘tgxxitgry and
the possible danger of war with Mexico. 'He gives Van Buren
the feeling on Texas in Cengress.

Jabez Hammond to Van Buren, 7 April, 1844, Van Buren
Eapérs.‘ - Hammond, a forwer Massachugetts Senator, argues
againsﬁ annexation and discusses the.sl@yexy guestion in'xéﬁs
+ lation tp Texas; He could not suppoﬁt a candidate who favored
Texas.

WQD.,Miller to Jackson, 7 ﬂ@:il,:1844}~ﬁack30n Papers.,
Millexr speculates on the passage of an annexation treaty in
. this session of Congress. . He discusses the political consew
quences of annexation tg~01ay and Van Buren factions and the .
stxepgthﬂoﬁ both in the Senate. If the treaty is rejected
- Texas can no 1@;953 look to the U.S.

Despatch No. 1, Ben Green to John Calhoun, 8 April, 1844y
received 11 May, 1844, Record Group 59.. Chargé Green reports
that Santa Anna hds repeatedly stated that Mexico needs a
foreign war to develop her resources. War would allow him
: to.reSumeMdictatqrial pgwerswqr even imperial power,
Geg;ge'ﬁimes tQ Jacksqp, 9 Apri1, l844,\ﬁacstn Papers.
_HimES‘sts'ﬁﬂckggn's.intexceSSignwar-a_man takenhamogg the
Texans at Mier.

T.H. Tugker.tQLVﬁn Buren, 12 April, 1844, Van Buren
Péperﬁ.' Tacker, a ngaeumembex,rxepgrtsuon.the“xnqus-in
Washington of a Texas treaty in the Senate and the effect that :

. Van Bnren!s:gilence is having on the<issgé.l‘ﬁefasks Van Buren
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- to publish his yiews on Texas and end political intrigue.

Jack&gn tg:Amqg.Kgndﬁll;:;2:&yril1g1844f.gack50n Papers,
Jackson expresses his belief that without Texas the western
boundaries in a war withgsxiéain”wguld not be secure. If
Texas is not annexed now, Britain may gain possession,

Indians counld easily be:xgnsed by Britain and the WhQIeﬂernﬁf
tier go up in flames.

Santa Anna tq‘Jacksqn, ljﬁApxil,:l844f-ﬂackson Papers,
Santa Anna gcknowledges Jackson's letter interceding for a
prisonex among the TeXanS'gt.Bergte;

Van anen t9;w.Hw Hammet, 20 Apxil, 1844, Van Buren Papers,
- Van Buren's: extensive draft of hiSJYiEWS.Qn the Texas guestion
answers an inquiry by Hammet.. The ﬁinglwﬁqu of this draft .
appears in the Globe, . Van Buren covers freely his views on
the constitutional question_gﬁ annexatiqn, the‘pqssibility,gf
war Witﬁiﬁexicg,,the histhy qﬁ the Texas queStign,nand thé@,
inducenients for annexation., This letter and its publication
in the Globe will severely effect Van Buren's. election bid.,

S. Docs., No. 341, 28th Cong., lst sess., 22 April, 1844,
$.8.°.435; "Proceedings of the Senate and Documents Relative .
~to Texas, From Whichltheﬁlnjnnctign of Secrecy Has Been - ,
Removed." . This document gpens with the journal of the Senate .
- calling forx xelease;gfudqcnmants:pn the.TeXas-nggotiatiohs;
These docugents are divided intg.ten,grgupsﬁ'thEQpresideﬁt'ay
message accompanying the Texas treaty to the Senate, extracts

- from théfc@rrespnndence.hetwaen,Webster‘and,the'Texas:legatipn,,




Chapgéﬁreenﬁqil@wipg.thé.ﬁﬁgﬂipg%@flth&tmegty, statistics
on Texas, instxuctipng'tgtThgmpagn,in.MeXicp,chrrespondencel'
- on military prepﬁxatignaiﬁqx a moye intq.iexas? . & copy of
the Texas axmistigefwithgﬁexicg,-@nd a,cggy49£ the President's.
annual mesgage with gocompanying documents. |
James K. Polk to $.P. Chase, 23 April, 1844, Polk Papers,
- Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. 'Polk's draft of his
'resggnse'tg.£helcitizenﬁ of Cincinnati answers their guestions
- relative to his pgaitipngﬁ theHTaXas.issue" He reviews the .
past boundary qégétiatigna with Spain and France. . He concludes '
- that TeXas'cgnld have been acquired much earlier and is now .
- destined to be a part of the U.S. through reannexation.
_Despatch'ﬂq. 3, G%eén tg Calhgun,:zs A@xil,31844, Record
Group 59.. The U.§. newspaper copverage of thelanneXatibn
question keeps Mexico alert to U.S. intentions. Mexico will
- not make a decigsion on theJclaims‘conyention'until the Texas -
guestion is settled,
Jackson to the Editor of The Union, 13 May, 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 statement of 20 April, 1844. Jackson regards Van
Buren's cautious lettex as baged Qn'limited information and'
Withgnt-cqnaideration

of interference in Texas by foreign

powers, \
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Jackspn‘tg€1Van-anenj,¢14;May,-1844 . Yan BureanapeIa;
Jackson expresses his bellej, based on the best Texas sources,
that if Texas is rejected by the U.S. she ;s lost forever and
will seek,gld,fxgm Britain. . He discugses the political conw
sidexatiohé‘in the geuth and southwest on Texas.

Benﬁamiﬁ.ﬂxeen thCalhgun, SO‘MayM‘lS44}-xeéeived 118441,‘
Record Grqup-Sa.,'Gxeen‘xep@rtsuMEXico is still delaying on
- the claims px@tocqlslhntil after the Texas qﬁeStion is decided
in the U.8. Senate. Green enclgses‘his note to chanegra
officiglly informing the ,Iy;ng“.ca,n‘ gpve,:rhment that the Texas -
annexatien treaty is before the Sepate. G;J;eén reguests.
.ngggti@tiQn& tQsettle'anydiiferencegﬁgrowipg-qut of the Texas
annexatien, p@rticularly'thgse“gﬁ boundary. Bocanegra's: long
- reply to Gxeen‘s‘nqte,chera 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 anneiation would be considered an
‘act of war against Mexico. |

- Green t¢ Calhoun, 7 June, 1844; received 12 July, 1844,
Rechd Grgup~5&; Greenwxeppxts'that Bocanegra,sent.copieSrqf.
his note‘@nngunciﬁg the consideration of Texas annexation in
the U.S. Senate to the diplomatic corps. Mexico is. confident
. that the"Senateuwill'rejEdtLtha'txeaty.gnd.théxeﬁoredactsw
bel;gerently.tq ggin;aupEQrt.at hgmeiand anxqad. Santa Anna
. declares higrintentign.fq:xetake'TeXQs, but he wounld not dare .
to send anpther general whexe he himself has failgd. It is -

- rumored that 1,000 men are moving north to the Texas border,
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Despatch No. 7y, Green to Calhoun, 15 June, 1844,
Record GIQME_SQ._ G;eeh‘enclgses<hiﬁgcgnreapgndangeﬁwithﬁ
Bocanegra on the renegotiation of a boundary following the .
annexation of Texas. The Mexican government believes that in
the earlier treaty with '‘the U.S5. a pledge was made to protect .
Mexican territorial integrity and its possession of Texas,
Green objects to the military order which regards any person
:fqund within a leaguelSJdiﬁtgnceﬁgﬁ thelleit bank of the .

Rio Grande as a traitér.w The,MeXiﬁanpgqyernment would now !
prefer British presence in‘TQXantQ.that of the U.S. Santa
Anna is unwilling to take‘thefxesponsibiiity,£gr a tax raise
- that would enable him to march on Texas again.

Green to Calhoun, 17 June, 1844; received 17 July, 1844,
Record Group 59. Green speculates on Santa Anna's Texas
pelicy and the rumors that Mexican agents are in London to
- negotiate a sale'pf Texas to Britain. Santa Anna may invade .
- Texas and hold it for ninety days to facilitate the sale to
Britain. "The gajority of the men in the Mexican Foreign
O££icelrecggnizelthat Texas is lost.

DeSpatch‘Ng, 8, Green to Calhoun, 24 June, 1844; receiyed
leJuiy; 1844, Bechdr@rpuPNSQ.” Gxeen‘;epqrtszthe,cle:gy is
- definitely @gainst a war with Texas which they would have to
- finance. -He‘encqueghisnc§xxequndence‘gn«the:right of the .
- UeBe tangggtiatefwithjtha.TeX@ns;‘and.the_movement_of U.S,.
troops into Texas. Bocanegra states that such action would

- congtitute an act of war..
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Despatch No. 9, Green to Cglhoun, 28 gnne;.1844;:xaceiyed
.118441¢ Bedgxd.Grquﬁfﬁﬁ._ rhg;chxespgndenceuenclqsed carries
- on Green's discussion with Bocanegra on whether Texas is a
- rebel colony or an independent nation.

Despatch No. 10, Green te Calhoun, 14 July, 18445 received
' 25 Aug., 1844, Record Group 59.. Green recounts Santa Annals.

- use of slander toward the U.S. to regain extra dictatorial
pOWers., ,Mexicg now blames. the.H.S.'ﬁpx all her trqubles; He -
enclpsea'ﬁuxtherucérreapondence with Bocanegra. Green will

- not send his final ngter@n:annexatign'until‘wquﬁof the
Senate's action reaches Mexico. |

Despatch No. 17, Green to Calhoun, 20 Aug., 1844; received
- 28 Sept. 1844, Record Group 59. Manuel 3ej§n replaces
Bocanegra as.Ministgr of Foreign Affairs. The.ihvasion of
- Texas is planned by sea and will be a war of eXterminatipn
- launched from Galveston.

Despatch No, 2, Wilson Shannpn to Calhoun, 21 Sept., 1844;
- received 4 Npv., 1844, Record Group 59. Shannon repqrts hig -

- friendly reception by Santa Anna and the professions of goed

will toward the U.S. Shannon has received a promise of the

- release of the Texas priscners as a personal favor from Santa

. Anna. He}englgses'@ complete list of the 120 men to be

' released on 16 September according to $anta ﬁnna's.prqmise;

Santg Anna_cgntinuea:tg‘incme@salthelaize Qﬁ the military,

Publicly he gnnounces that this force is to be used against
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Texas, but Pxiyately;manyabelieye;thﬂt.th§ gggy will be used
:ﬁox'Santazgnng's.peISQnal gmbitions. ‘
'.Deapatch.ﬁg. 3, Shannon ingalhgnnvrzs)Qcta,_1844,
Becoxrd Grgup 59, 3h§nn9n ﬁend§ g.1engthyhcgmmantary on
Mexican prep@xatigns foxr war with Texas. Shannon. discourages -
any belief that Texas can be acguired with Mexico's. consent,
Time and new circumstances mﬁst'be‘allowed to dissipate thesge .
- feelings before any portion of the Mexican territory can be
acqguired by nggqtigtiqn.. This will not be soon, for hostility
to the U.S. is the result of years of propaganda and fear of
- U.8. encroachment, &
Despatch Ne. 3, Shannon to Calhoun, 28 Oct., 1844, Record
Group 59. Shannon fqllqwipg C@lhgun's.gxdexs informs Rejﬁn
- of U.S. dissatisfactiqn at.MeXicqﬁs_detexmination.to reneﬁw
hostilities against Texas. Shannen cannot anticipate when
he will receive a reply. Both political parties axe in agree- .
ment on the Texas issue.. Texasf.hqweyex, does not unite the .
parties"' éﬁfqrts;' Mexico's. design is to conguér Texas,
- Failing in that, she quld‘see‘Texas apart of Britain and a
barrier against'furthexAU.s. encroachments., This fear of
- U.8. incuraigns'has been a part pf;ggyernment policy for
many years, limiting the settlement infMeXicq’siﬁqur nqrthern=
provinces. |
Despatch No. 4, Shannon to Calhoun, JZﬂNgv.,31844;
" xeceived 13 Dec,, 1844, Becord Group 59. Shﬁnnqn enclqses

Rej6ii's reply to his note on U.S. disapproval of Mexico's
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hQstile'prepératigns'ggaxnst.$§3gsa .Shgnngn:mgggrdS'thei
wordipg of Bején's: reply 80 grossly offensiyve that he, acting
on his\nwﬁQ uqula'h@ve“dem@nded,hispﬁsapgrts.- He informed
thefMexicgn3ggyexnment that if the offensive notes were not
withdrawn, he'would-breaklo£ﬁ¢cigl intexcpurse:until
instructions grrive from Washington. shannon believes that
- forebearance is equated with weakness in the Mexican mind,
Therefore strong action is necessary.

Despatch No. 5, Shannon to Calhgun, 30 Nov., 1844, Record
Group 59. Shanhpn sends further correspondence with Rején on
the annexation of Texas.

Despatch Wo. 6, Shannon to Calhoun, 9 Dec., 1844; recei-
- ved 25 Jan., 1845, Record gxqup~59. A rayblution has prog=
trated Santa Anna's. government. If it is successful, the
‘revolutiqngry party pledges itself to repeal the forced lean
- law for raising funds fow the Texas campaign.

John NileS'tQ"VQn Buren, 30'Dec.,,l$44, Van Buren Papers,
Nileg, a annecﬁicut Benator, gives a sketch of the Texas
questign’suimportance tq,the new,administratign and the
~influence it will have on its formation. The growing belief
in Congress is that Texas cannot be acquired as a territory
through an act gf'Cgpgx¢s$gbecause.thishvialqtes the treaty
making power. ﬁilgslexpxeﬁaesuhis belief that Congress can
admit Tex@a'ga‘@ St@te,.gr that Copgxe&sucgn'xesQlyeﬁfor‘thei

-9xesident:tqnnggotiatleQr its acquisition by treaty. The
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- Thapas H.- Beritqn plan j:eqﬂi;xipg i"lexa.can -gw;‘r:qyal' for .Te?:Xaa
a&mittanceﬁtq.the;Unign ig_ng:lquex fegsible..

VBeSpatch'NQ,’é,‘sh@nngn.tgiCalhpﬁn,,lG~ﬂan., 1845; recei~ -
- ved 24 Feb., 1845, Record ﬁx@ﬂp-SQ.. Sgnta Anna is beaten by
the IQVQlutiQnﬁxy party. The‘hew.administr@tiqn.may be .
Willing to adjust the Texas qugatiqn on the best terms possible,
If this ig possible, ,Sh.a;nhcgn be.lieve’s that the annexXation Qf
Texas Would'end'the'question forever and new negotiations on
a boundary conld begin.

Preston King to Van Buren, 14 Feb., 1845, Van Buren Papers. i
" King, a New York Congressman, glves news on the Texas question
and the possible outcome in the Congress on various plans to
aéquire Texas. The British influence .and the ambitions of
Texaé peliticians may form a serious obstacle to be overcome .
by negotiation. ZKing regards public opinion as favorable to
annexation in both the U.5. and Texas. Slavery in Texas may
- cause the fall of ﬁhe ngpcratic party in eyvery northern state .
in the elsctions.

Tyler to an Editor on Texas Annexation, n.d., Tylexr
Papers, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. Tyler answers
questiong on Texas annexation and whg‘Shﬁald;be.cre&ited with .
acquiring the new state. Tyler writes candidly of Upshur's.
role in the.@nneXQtiQn_Qﬁ TéXQs‘and the influence that
European interest had in prompting the.mpye-igx annexation..
Tyler states that the only doubt he felt in annexation was -

the timing,‘and,the'pxoblem‘aﬁ.leaviﬁg a critical situation
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he created to his succeagg;.w'gnlyrﬁﬁte;,cgnsultatign with .
the Cabinet and President=elect Polk was the decision made,
. Although thig ﬁrggment~pﬁlTyler‘s,draft is net dated, evidence
in the content could place its date as 1848,
mDespatch'NQ. Q,Aﬁhanngn.tq‘James'Buchangn,,ZG.April,,1845i
Record Grqu§~59.,'Re§9xt$.inuMeXico.indicateﬁthat the U,S,
Congress has passed a joint;resglutipn,ta annex Texas and the
President is expected to sign it. The MexXican Congress has
acted to suspend the Treaty of 183l,gclq$e.all.Mexican ports
to the U.S., and set a specified time for all U.S. merchants
to leave Mexican terxitory. Shannon will receive his pass=
ports or suspend official intercourse. These actions will go
into effect when official worll is received confirming U.S.
action. Mexico belieyves 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 from Mexican officidls severing diplomatic relations
and his own reply to this gituation. Shannon believes,fherei
is no amicable way to settle differences with Mexico. All -
: parties.in,MeXicq'are ﬁqr war. No actiqn will beltaken.until-
the arrival of the Mexican Minister £rom Washington. The
t:ggps marching tQ.Texasxcanngtigrriyeithaxexbeﬁqre.Qctqbex,
- Britain is working to persuade Texas to reject annexation,
She would brlng_Mex;co to. agree to lndependence and to TexasF

existing boundaries.
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w..garxgtttaﬂBuchangn,,ls:ﬁpxil,r18451.Be¢9xﬁ Group 59,
Special Agent ?arrgtt:spaculﬁtas‘gn.theltguelgtateﬁgﬁ opinion
in Mexico on the Texas question. He repaorts that the news of
the Mexican and Bxitiéhﬁpxggqsalth.Texas has strengthened
.thegmgvement to re-establish the Constitution of 1824. To
- declare war and then find tha-ﬁhnds'tohcgnduct it is the
planned,mpﬁe; If the present §dministration follows its
- course to end the Texas quegtipn,,the‘oppositiqn will use it
as ‘an eXcuae.tQ‘gverthrgw,the5gqvernment'£gr.disposing of
national tenxitgry.' shannon will not be ahle to communicate
WithwthefMexican_ggvernment except 1o announce annexation
and collect his passports.

Parxqtt.to,Buchanan,IIQ.Apxil,j1845; received 28 May, 1845,
Recoxd Group 59.\ Agent Pgrrott reports that none in Verg Cruz .
believe that Texas will ggxee'tq.anneiation.

Parrott to Buchanan, 26 Apri1,31845;,received-ZS-May,,184i¢,
Record Grcup 59.. Parrott 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..
Polkxtg.JackSQn,.zi April, 1845, J@gkagn Papers. quku

iS‘satisﬁied that pggsident Jdones of Tqus'isqpppqsed to

" annexation. ThefB;iﬁiahg@nd French influence in Texas has

had its effect.. Inﬁgrmatign,sguxces say thaLyast'majqrity.

in Texas favor gnngXatiQh,;and;ﬁ.qonea.del@ysmthg'pegple will

moye on their own. Precautions are being taken against

Mexican reaction. A strong naval force is now near Vera Cxruz,
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A. Yell to Polk, 5 Hay, 1845, Polk Rgpers. . Archibal

- Yell, Arkansas Congressman, reports bis arrivgl with Major .
,A,J.-Donelspn in Galveston. He glves his assessment of thei.
Texas affair @nd.reggxtgrthéignnexgtign question is now .
beﬁgxe.the.TaXas Congress. ‘

AT, Dgnelsgn tq,991k5.14¢May,-1845, ﬁglkﬁ?apexs.
Donelson, U.S. Chapgé‘tQ,TeXas, reports that the atmosphere '
in Texas is fayorable to annexation on those terms set by the
- U.S8.

Parrott to Buchanan, 22 May, 1845; received 23 June, 1845,
.Recqrd C_‘S_J:;‘,g.ug:' 59.. ?a:;rgtt reports that the Mexican Congress
has passed a resolution giving the government power to treat .
with Texas. A,MeXican‘Senate‘xegqxt declares that Mexiceo will
regist any attempt by the DU.§. to annex the Mexican province .
. 0f Texas., All await the action of thejTQXas'COnvention.

Parrott to Buchanan, 29 May, 1845; received 23 June, 1845,
Record Group 52.. Parxgtt‘cannot approach. the Minister of
Foreign Affairs on the subject of his true mission because
of British influence in the government. No change is
- expected in pelicy until after the Texas.conwéntion acts. If
Texas prefers tq‘treat with Mexico, then diplomatic relatiénS‘
with the U.S, may be restored. If Texas chooses annexation,
Maxicq_cguldqdeclgre War.

Earxgtt to Buchanan, 23 June, 1845 receiyed
© 23 June, 1845, Record Group 59. . The gpposition 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.ﬂ.ﬁ;lin.wex@s.:'MQXLCQ.ia‘unghlettg:daal with Texas
"algne; *ggxxgtt'balieVea"they‘mill never be able to win &
war withrmeéas'nquunder.u.ﬁ;'pxotectign.

C. Wickliffe to RPolk, 3 June, 1845, Polk Papers.
Wickliffe, a prominent Kentucky politician and diplomatic
agent,,gfﬁerg‘3yg933tigns‘gn the best troepp placements and
supply routes for the U.S. milit@fy ﬁowuse'on_the'R&é Grande .
and Texas coast. He guestioens whethex,the.H.S.“@iiitaty would
have the right to move the Mexicans from the east bank of
the Rio Grande..

Polk to Houston, 6 June, 1845, Polk Papers; Polk ex=
presses his wish for Texas to become part Qf tha.uniqn and
accept the U.8. terms for annexation. The pro-Texas faction

- now has a majority in Congress and will accept Texas.

Paxrqtt‘to Buchanan, 10 June, 1845, 35dordiGroup.59.
Parrotﬁjgives'the”detailg of the Mexican President's address
at the close of the regular Congressional session. The major
emphasis is on Texas and the'gpvernment'é.vqw to uphold the
national honor should Texas accept anﬁexation. ‘This address
is followed by that of the President of the Chamber of

ﬁbeputiea} He also emphasizes the Texas problem as the most .
important issue pﬁ thejmgment.:.Héudiscusses the‘pqssiblel
negqtiati@ns with Texas to preyvent annexation. Mexico hopes
that the U,8. will end in war with Britain oyver the Oregon
territory; ?axrqtt.encloséS‘a copy Qf Q‘Senatetrepqxt.

. denpuncing the U.$. move to annex Texas as against the spirit .
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of the treaties.

Polk to Donelscon, 12 June, 1845, Polk Papers. Polk

'xefers'tQ:xeportstfrom‘DQnelspn and Wickliffe that state large .

numbers of:Mexxcan treggs are massing for an inyasion. Polk
will defen@ Texas at all ccsta. - He orders troops to march to
the mouth of the Sabine. Rivex and report to Donelson, U.S.
ships are ordered to move into Galveston harbor. Polk will
regard Texas as a part of the U.S. the moment the convention
ratifies the annexation ggreement., He gives Donelson ingtruce .
tiens in the.eveﬁt.an invasion occurs.

Parrott to Buchanan, 17 June, 1845, Record Group 59,

Texas President Anson Jones' proclamation designating

* 4 July, 1845, as the date for a decision on annexation is now

published in the MeXican press, Parrott believes that this -
adpinistration will not declare war on the U.S. even if Texas -
is annexed unless popular opinion demands it. Mexico does -

not have the resources to carry out a war. The administration

- cannot re-establish relations with the U.S, until after the

Texas gquestion is settled,
Shannon to Buchanan, 23 June, 1845; received 25 June, 1845,

Becord Group 39.. Upon arriying in New York, Shannon reports.

- on conditions in Mexico at his departure. MNexico believes -

- that Texgs will not annex itself to the U.S., but accept British

protection and Hexican recognjtion. Further war preparations
are suspended until Texas gots.
Parxott to Buchanan, 5 July, 1845; received 1 Sept., 1845,

Recoxd Group 59, .The‘MeXican.gmveinment is now considering
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a,.de.:éﬂ;a‘mtign of war as the gnly pessible peans to preserve
her present pgsi'tirpn if Texags is. ‘a,nneX¢d tg the U.8,
Parrott gives hiﬁtqwn-mginién'that,ii such a declaration ig -
;madé;\the;ﬂ;ﬁ. shQuldwtgke.@eaiaﬁye'@gtign. ‘EﬁxrgttAcanngt,
balieveithgt,Mexicg.Wpuld'ﬁctugllyideclgxe Wax .
?arr@tt:to.Bnchanan,,15wauly,‘l845;-meceived 1 Sept., 1845,
Record Group. 59,. Parrott proyides details eon the restrictions
placed on the new law authorizing the President tqfraiseian
army of militia to defend Mexican independence. Editorials
are more warlike and the goyeynment may be forced to defend .
the national heonor through war oyer TeXas.
Pglkﬂtg,ﬂ.@;?. N;chglsghf_zq‘Jnly;g1845,;3glk Papers,
Polk writes of receiving the news that Texas has ratified the
resélution for annaxatign; Now U.S. nayal and 1and_ﬁ9xce$
are in position to defend national territory. He does not

anticipate a declaration of war from Mexico after the show of

" force in the gulf by the U.5. navy.

Pavrott to Buchanan, 22 July, 1845; received 1 Sept., 1845,

5Eecqrd Gxgnp-SQ.. Parxott reports that word of the Texas
- decision reached Mexico on 15 July, 1845 from New Orleans,

- On 16mJu1y'thefCabinet.ggxeed that a declaration of war would

be made against the U.$., Parrott is asked to leave Mexico
within three days. Parreott has not yet receiyed his passports.,

The declaxation stgtea:th@trnpgnxxeeeﬁyipg(qﬁﬁicial word of

- H.S. troops oceupying Texas a state of war will exist between

Mexico and the U.S.  Troops are moving north and Parrott
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suspects that they will make g quick. raid on Texas inhabitants,
-4declare a victory, and then sue for peace..

Farrott to Buchanan, ﬁaﬂmuly}le@S;‘ﬁﬁCeiWed-25\Agg.,,1843f‘

Record Group 59.. The goyernment council disapproves of the |

- cabinet's. pronouncing a declaration of war against the U,S.

The Council beljieves that an open declaration is unnecessaxy

as the U.8. by annexation has broken diplomatic relations

- despite warnings from Mexico, Now all forces will concentrate .

on the bordex. The Mexican nayy will transport men toward
Galyegton and the border.

B..Jgnegrtg Bglk;-g Apg.,_1845¢ Folk Papers. Jones sends
statistical memorandum on the size of troops now enroute to
Tean'tQ jqin General Zachary Tgylgx.

Parrott to Buchanan, 26 Aug., 1845, Record Group 59,
Parrott following his assessment of the Mexican political

. climate informs Buchanan that an envoy from the U,S8. would be -
- received by the Mexican goveynment.

Parrott to Buchanan, 3 Sept., 1845; received 10 Oct,, 1845,

Record Group 59. The initiative of war is tabled in the -

Mexican Chamber of Deputies. Although the military preparations -

are made, Parrot belieyes that the actual pessibility of war
is slim. Public opinion will be allowed to guiet down slowly,

It is rumored that the last cabinet has extended overtures to

- the U.8.

Parrott to Buchanan, 4 Sept., 18453 receiyed 11 Qct., 1845,

Becgrd'Gxan-59.1-?axxott.againhxegssuxes B&ehanan that desgpite .

Mexico's hostile attitwde, it will not giye the U.S. an excuse .
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- for a x;ght,pﬁ cmnqueSt hg.itgzpwn.gctignﬁ.' Theﬂst@tu52quor

will be cobseryed until Octobey or November when woxd from
Britain can be rece;yed.

John &l;dell‘tg,Buchan@nr,19“Ngy.,,1845, Bgchd Group 592,
hslidell‘acceptslhiﬁ-appgintment ag the new Minister tQ,Mexicg
and acknowledges his xeCeiPt‘gﬁ.ingtxuctigna;

Despatch No. 2, §lidell to Buchanan, 30 Noy., 1845,
Recoxrd Group 59.. Slidell questions hiS'inSHIHCtiqns regéxding
thelxightarof‘TeXas'tq santa Pe if the boundary is set at the
Rio Grande ﬁﬁQm itswmﬁuth‘tg.ﬁl Paso. Hefqugtes‘the'pasagge:
needipg-dlgriﬁicatign.

S+ Decs., No. l,:zath;ang.f_ist‘5e$a;,‘2abec.,,1845,‘
S.8. 4707 P"Hessage from the President of the United States
to the ng ﬁpuseSij Congress, at the Commencement of the
Twenty=-ninth Congress." . Polk yeports on the departure of the .
'MExicanjminiatex.frgm ﬁashipgton and the hestile attitude and
‘preparatiqns by the.MeXicanrggyernment-fpllowiﬁg the Texas
- decision fayoring annexation. He also reports on U.S. military
preparations on the Mexican quder,.the apppintmenﬁ of Slidell
as the new minister to Mexico, and a history of the U.S.
~claims (pp.5=7).

John D. gloat te Slidell, 10 Dec., 1845, Record Group 59,
Slidell learns that 3 naval force large engugh to protect the .
- U.s. citizengxin‘mgXicg ia,qﬁﬁ the.cggﬁtAgt)mgzatlén awaliting
his orders.

Despateh No, 3, §lidell to Buchanan, 17 Dec,, 1845;

received 12 Jan., 1846, Record Group 59. HManuel de la PeRa y
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'Bg‘ﬁa the Minister 'p';ﬁ -ngé;gn Affairs. gxpxag;ﬁ'gg;, gregt surprige .
' at.the'quickfresygnaéitq‘théimﬂ@eﬁtign‘gg.@,U;QQ.énvgy, The
Council of vaernment*wﬁﬁ'ngt‘cgngulteﬁ by the.EreSident.Qn
the guestion of renewing relationg with the U.8., Slidell
sendsrcpxresygndenceign hig;xeceptign ngthe_Mexicén_government,n
along with copies of current riewa.pﬁpe:rs- carrying news of Texas.

Despatch. No. 4, Slidell to Buchanan, 27 Dec,, 1845,
Record Group 59 . slidgzll w;z::;i.,te-s.l 'Q.f_ his efforts to meet with .
the(MQXicgn.ngernment and what he.cgnsﬁdeia their gross
rfalsiﬁicatign,qf the'ch#esQQndenceuleadipg.up to his appeint-
ment. He announces his intentions to await further instructions
- from Washingtgn in Jalapa. 8lidell believes that the current
administratipn will recgnaidex‘his reception, and if it does
- not, the next administration may be more willing to negotiate .
with the U.,S. '

Despatch‘ijj,;Slidell to Buchanan, 14 Jén.,,1846; recej=-
. yed Feb,, 1846, gecpxd Group 5%, Slidell describes the recent
reVoltiinuMexicé and the request by the Mexican government
- that for his own safety he yemain in Mexico City. Slidell
- regards this reguest as an excuse to,deléy a final break with '
the U.S. _

Despatch No. 8, Slidell tp Buchanan, 6 Feb., 1846,
Becord Group 59. §lidell repprts Mexico is awalting a settle=
went of the U.§, - Britain Oyegon guestion befeore making a
- move regarding xelatigns«withjthe'n.ﬁ. If war 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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, CQIresggndencefﬂithﬁtheﬁMeXicgnxggyeﬁnment.thﬁtuif.@'g@tiaﬁ:
= ﬁacthy hgundaxy.cgnlﬁ'bal@yxgpgeduthgﬂx_ﬁin@nci@i.pthlems'
‘might be relieved. |
Deapatchﬂmgg 9,.§lidell'tg Buchﬁngn,rQJ*Weh.,,1845,‘
Record Group 59.. ﬁlidell‘xepgxtatgn eyents in Mexico and his
approval of thafmgvgigi‘ﬁenemgl Taylox to the nqrth'bank:of
the Rio Grande. |
Despatch No. 10, Slidell to Buchanan, 1 Mar., 1846,
Record Gx@up‘sa,f Sliﬁell'@skssﬁpx.instxuctimns‘to subriit the
queaticn.of his‘receptiqn tg,the.MeXicaﬁ;QQVernmént for final
- decision. A copy is enclosed of his proposed note with
Consul Black’gcinstructiaﬂs to inform the ﬁexican‘government
that 1f an affirmative xeply'iﬁ‘nqt-received by 5 March,
Slidell will request his passports. Slidell reports that the
political and pqpular.climﬁteiggainst the U.8. increases daily,
Slidell-to Buchanan, 15 Mar., 1846, Becord Group 59,
S$lidell 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,
Becord Group 59.. Slidell encloses Ministex of Foreign Affairs
Castillq‘y'Lanzaal ngté @cc9mp§nyipg hﬁs.ggaﬁgqrts. He giyg§
further details of his offex of pecunigry assistance to
Mexico if an agreeable boundary for Texas could be set..
Mexico has now published a manifesto stating that no aggression

against the U.S. will be taken until it is considexed by the .
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_cppgress; ‘The gdministration, howavex,,iﬁlauthgxized to
" repel attackQ §lidell believeg that the moyenment of U.3,
troops‘tq.theigxoiGrgndejcgnld'beﬂuaed ﬁsaaﬁhexcuseiﬁﬁrv
- commencing ﬁoatilitieslbyMexico. President Paredes cannot
_p¢1iticaily'affox&,tqisend a large military force to face
Taylor at this time.
H. Ex. Docs., No. 196 (H. Doc. 196), 29th Cong., lst
sess., 1l May, 1846, s.s. 485; "Hostilitles by Mexico; Meg~
sage from the President Relgtive to an Invasion and Commence~ .
"ment of Hpstilities by Mexico," ‘Poik.cqyerS'in.detail the .
origin and failure of glidell'é_misgiqn to Mexico, an

account of U.J. troop placements in Texas following the Texas
'reSQIEtion for anneXQtiqn,‘gnd the beligerent attitude.qﬁ
Mexican General Awpudia at Matamoros. General Ampudia has
now grossed the Rip Grande and commenced hostilities, Polk
- calls on Congress to prowptly 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 grders to U.S. military in Texas., &n
index_to'thé'seveﬁteen.aet3'9£ dgcumentS'gppegrs Qﬁ page

seven,




CHAPTER 1V
CLAIMS

Altthghipg?ul@xized hLathy.ﬁgcuses on the Texas ques~
tipn as the major cause'9£ the United States «~ Mexican war of
- 1846, the claims issue should be given equal consideration,
Claims of American citizens ﬁgﬁinstpMaxicg predated Mexican
independence by five years. Messrs. Choutegu and Demun
owners of a confiscated Santa Fe caravan, had filed a claim
- for damages @against Mexico in 1816. And, the unsettled
- eonditions in,Mexicg.ﬁqllﬁwing independence greatly increased
- foreign clé@ms*ggainsﬁ the new government. |
qul R. Poinsett, first United Stgtesuminister to Mexicg,,

received instructions #n 1825 to inquire ahout the processes
for redress of American claims in,Mexicq. He learned that
- legal recourse in Mexican courts was available to all foreigners
who held sufficient proof of injustice, but Poinsett accgmglished
- little by way of satisfactory results on a claims settlement,
Negotiations for the beundary and commercial treaties held
~diplomatic priority. Not until these agreements were ratifiéd
in 1831 did the Jackson administration press the claiMS'issue;
Minister Powhatan Ellis, replacing Chargé Anthony Butlex, in
1835, xece&yea‘speciﬁia instructions tg‘gxgﬁsuxelﬁexicg fox

a claims aettlement;: This was largely in‘gesﬁgnse.tQ th¢:
- demands of American citizens whg insisted on Congressional

action. Ellis pursued his. duties vigorously. He reported to

-.138 -




139,

Sedxetaxy_qf.at@te'ﬂghnsﬁgraytthhatadgsyita?ﬂll his‘EifQItS,.
- claims wergfigngxgd;=gg§tggn§df;and'ggyggttgn;_ Ellis
recompended a hard line policy on the Claigs issue as the

: effective-xethgﬂ.tg;bripg regults, and thﬁgggh@ut his first

- year in ¥Mexico, Ellis_cqntinued,tQ.PIeSQH£QxﬁdediSiVeiactign.
against Mexico. = Year after year depredations agains Auerican
_citizens;_cqnsula},and the.flgg.cgntinned. Anthony Butlex
earlier had suggested that byibery and other corrupt practices
were the iny,@eans‘tg‘hming a ﬁﬁypx@blé“lgggl settlement in
.MeXicQ. - And, Secretary of State Forsyth explained to‘thej
United States-bgpgress‘thgt;mnsettled palitical and economic
,cqnditions in Mexico prevented a claims settlement. In
October,. 1836, after much harassment, Ellis demanded his
passports because Mexico had not shown good £aith in claims

- negotiations.

Following Ellis’ departure from Mexico, Jackson noted in
an address;tq.Cngxess, February 6, 1837, ﬁhat United Statesg
claims justified war. But one last effort would be made to
bring a peacefnl settlement. A special agent Robert Greenhow .
- received instructioﬁs to inform Mexico of severe consequenceg -
in the eyent claims continued to be ignored. CQngressiénal
inguiries into the current state of claims against Mexico
multiplied as Qxesguxeﬁﬁxgm citizens increased. As tensions -
ﬂmqﬁnted,can arb&tratipnlcgmmiaﬁign headed by g representative
- of the King of Prussia was agreed upen in April, 1839, With
the'hqye of a ciaims'sattlement,.pxeSident;Martin.Van Buren

- resumed diplomatic relations and returned Ellis to Mexico,
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;MQXipowﬁelgyeﬁ'xatiiidatxgnfgﬁ.thgtgxhﬁtxatignmcgnyention-Qne.
year. Nat untilwApxil, l84a;;ﬁid_the'Bn&téd States Congress -
apprgpxﬁatatﬁundS”ﬁgx h@x‘axbitxﬁti@n‘cgmmisaioners; 'Ccﬁmiswf
signers of the twgggguntxiaﬁ‘met;in.agguatf,lséaé,and bggan
work on American claims. Thejmeﬁican-cqmmiaai@nersl.
apparent attempt 'to delay the proceedings increased American
" distrust of Mexican intentignsfrand even aftey the claims
commission awarded payment to United States citizens the Mexican
. governgent for edqngmic:xgaagns failed‘tg.cgmply-withjtheideCiﬁiQn,
- Under the Tyler administration, Waddy Thompson, United
g States_miniﬁter‘tq;Mexicm,‘xeceived ihstxuctiQnS'to negotiate
| . ¢laims gettlements on thgse”ngt covered by the arbitration cone

- vention. Thompson echoed the advice of his predecessors, Butlex,

Ellis, and Greenhow. Cpercion was the only tool that would
- bring a settlement. He adyvised the guick acceptance of a

Mexican payment plan on those claimps awarded by the arbitration

- commission. The United States accepted this plan of installments,
but iny\twg'ngg'paid in theaallqtted time,;ﬁqx,Mexico‘waS'
again experiencing revolution and economic chaos. Any Mexlcan
administration that agreed to settle claims by sending specie !
- out of théfcguntxy mquld-quicklyﬁlésé power. The Texas
qnesti@n‘fuxthEx'détexiQxated,relatigns-betweeﬂ the two
.cguntrieSf!in.thgt war withﬂthe United Stateg'gyex anneXatipn-
Qﬁ Texas w@ulﬁvnggateﬁtheinedeaﬁityigﬁ,MeXican'yayments-qn,claima,

President James K, Polk sent John Slidell‘as the new .




141

Minister tq @ﬁgxi;c@ in hopes of restoring diplomatic relations
betwegn.the twgucguntxiegfxn N@yemha£;,1845¢ .Thigqeﬁfgxt to

: facilitategthe'gettlement-gﬁ‘Uniteﬁ”atgtea'giﬁims f£adled,
Slidell was not officially received by the Mexjiean government,
Texas had agreed tg(anneXatiQn and Mexico was preparing for
war.

In his address to the United States Congress at the
- commencement of hQstiiitieaAwith.Mexicg, James K..Polk,counﬁed
the Mexican failure to adjust claims amgng the reasons for war,

Despatch‘Nq. 29, ggeidR, Poingett te Henxy Clay, 1 Dec,, .
- 1825; received 14 jan., 1826, Record Group 59. "Despatches
~from the United Stateawminigtexs'té_Mexicg,11828 to 1906,"
National Archives, Washington, D.C. Poinsett following hiﬁ'
appointmeht-tngeXicQ,,xepgrta,that delays in receipt of
- claims and memorials from the U.8. adversely affect his
ability to investigate them. He encloses his correspondence .
withﬁthe:MeXican_gqvexnment on U.,S,., clains.

Despatch No. 40, Ppinsett to Clay, 24 Mar,, 1826;
received 16 May, 1826, Record Group 59. Poinsett encloses
a letter to C.J. Ingersqlé.reppxting the successful termination
.bf his claim.

Despatch Ne. 47, Peinsett to Clay, 17 June, 1836, Becqrd
Group.59.f‘£9insett:ackﬁéwleﬁges-the[rQCeiQt;o£ the documents
pertaining to the claim ¢f Jethro Mitchell. He reports on
the delays in settling this claim, but he is hQQeﬁml.Qf

succeSa;duxingKthe next session of the Mexican Congress.
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Despatch No. 52, @Qinseﬁt:tgwclgyyilzfﬁulyyé1826;'xedeiﬂeﬂ

-5 Bept., 1826, ﬁeﬂgxd~ﬁxghg~5&..‘@Qingettvtx@ngmits”corxe59¢ndenceL
-marked "a,% "B, U MC, " on the seizure of the Aperican ship Fair

- Buerican. mi;ns}ett believes this case exposes the illegal -
activitiea‘@f\custgmsjgfﬁiCials in Befugio. 'Enclosuxe "D
refers to the selzure of the American brig Cato and the schoonex

' Leda in Vera Cruz.

Despatch No. 54, Poinsett to Clay, 26 Aug., 1826; received

-3 Qct., 1826, Becord Grgu@.59. ‘Poinsett'xepgrts.that he will
pursue the case of the American brig Liberty, but he anticipates
- the usual delays in settling the claim. . He requests that insux~
ance companies and supercargoes be more careful of how they aban-:
ngnjvessels and'caxgoeSfaﬁtem being seized in Mexican pqxts,

- American ampgglipg is the justification for Mexico's. suspicion

- of all Aperican shipping.

Despatch Ne. 60, Poinsett to Clay, 21 Qct., 1826; received

. 24 Dec., 1826, Record Group 5%. Poinsett weports the detainment -
- and release of the brig Delight at Lisal. Poinsett is continuing
his protest of the regulations requiring the issuance of cargo

. cextificates illegal. No answer has been received on the sei~

- zure of the Fair American for lacking these certificates. FPoin= ¢

sett encloses his lettex of protest tgzthejMeXicantggyernment on
- the seéizure of the brig Delight.

Despatghgwq, 62; Pqinagft:tq Clay, 13 Dec., 1826,
Becord Groump 59. Poinsett has receiyed ne answer to his

~ letter of protest on the seizire of the Awerican. The ship's:
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- cargo is. -s_aﬁ? ';fxgm f@ucti;gn by the ‘.inte;;ggg;gngg ?935 the Mexican
Secretary of the Treasury. Peinsett encloses @ copy of his

- letter of 24¢@gtqher,,1aza;ltq the Mexican gevernment on the
Sﬁi? RMériG&r;ﬁgxced by damage to put into San Blas for

" repalrs. Her ériginal.destingtign is listed as Lima, Peru,
and the(Mexican‘gqvernment justifies the seizure on the .
~grounds that the ship carried prohibited goods.

Despatch No. 64, Poinsett to Clay, 23 Dec., 1836, Record
Group.sg;. Poinsett encloses two 1ettexs:t0‘£heUMexican
Minister of Foreign Affairs on the seizure of two American

. vessels aﬁ‘yera Cruz, and the sale of the carxge of the brig
" Delight at Lisal. No answer has been rxeceiyved on the sale

of the cargo of the Fair American. He protestS'strongly on

these illegal acts.
Despatch No. 75, Poinsett to Clay, J‘M§£.,‘1827; received
- 10 May, 1827, Becord Group 59. Poinsett transmits copies of
- correspondence relating to the settlement of the claim of
- Howlands brothers for the illegal seizure of a valuable
package at Alvaradq. ?oinsett.xepqrtS'on his actiqns on
behalf of the Howlands in the Mexican courts.

Poinsett to Clay, 13 April, 1827; received 6 June, 1827,
Becord Group 59, Poinsett states in a private letter the .
Mexican policy toward Indians gnd their attacks on citizens
and fqreignexs.. Theseﬂgtt@cks'axe'xggaxﬂed asccgmmitted by.
bandits. This‘view§gint1%££e¢ta:the clains of Th@mgs Eatgn-
and Jac@b Wilson for property taken by the Comgnches. By

“making claims against bandits who the Mexican government .
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- cannot control, the ng;LigingLng,cguge“@gx,ﬂeXichpxghibm
iting all trade on the frontier to preyent furthexr claims,

DespatchﬁNo{ 106,‘goinsett‘thC1ag;-9 Nay.,VLSZJf‘
Record Gx9u9.59:.Z?Qinsatﬁ.aend&'chresﬁgndence@Qn the capture .
- of the ships Liberty and Supexior. The Mexican government .
states the owners may sue the officers capturing the ships
if they view their actions as illegal. Poinsett regards the
Mexican courts as slow and expensive. . He cannot take further
action on these cases until a suit if filed and juﬁged.

Despatch Wo. 120, Peinsett to Clay, 15 Mar., 1828;

- received 22 April, 1828, Beﬂqxd Group 59, Learning of a

. U.S. House resolution stating a disbelief in equal justice

in the Mexicagn couxrts for foreigners, Poinsett made inquiries.,
kTheAMinistex_of'que;gn Affairs states that all courts are
open to ﬁpxeigneﬁs récgyexipg,claims and debts. When proof
is preSeﬁteﬂ of any inj#stice.the.Mexic@n‘goyexnment will
take the proper steps for redress.

Despatch No, 139,.Epinsett to Clay, 15 July, 1828;
received 19 Sept., 1828, Becord Group 59. Poinsett forwards -
.correspondence,onrtheﬁde&entiqn‘of weapens belonging to U,.S.

. citizens.

Despatch No. 190, Peoinsett to Martin Van Buren,

-1l NOV.,,1829;,xeceiyed.23.Dec.,,1829,.3eCQrﬂ Group 59,
?oinsett,sendsxcoxxes§gndence'xel@tipgktgﬁthelcqnﬁiscatipn

- of the U.§H. schooner Bebeccy Eliza in Tampico after Mexicols:

. defeat of Spanish forces. The schooner's cargo consists of

supplies for the Spanish troops.
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Anthony Butlex to Andvew Jackson, 9 Oct., 1832, Jackson
Papers, Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. . Butler remarks
that soon afﬁgreignJQQVanment will teach the Mexicans that
- abuses to foreigners gnd their property will not be tolerated,

‘Dengﬁch'NQ..GS,.ﬁutlexto;mcLane,:z;Maﬁa,,1834;'rece$ved
19 June;‘1834,qgechd Group 52, Butler repeorts no progress on
- U.8, claiws and that outrages against U.S. citizens continue,
The treaty between the ¥U,§, anﬂ:MeXicq is repeatedly violated
by state officials. Bribery and chxuptign are the only meang
to bring a faypx@bleltam@in@tign of any~legﬁl affair.

Ex. Docs., No. 61 (M., Doc. 61), 23d Cong., 2d sess.,

5 Jan;L,1835;,s;s..232; "Message from the President of the

- United ﬁtates.Txanamittipg'lnﬁgxmaﬁign in Belatiqn to Claimg

- Upoin the Sovernment oﬁ;MexicQ."'.Preaident Jackson forwards a

- report from Secretary of State John Forsyth.. 'Foxsythnrepmrts.'
that-varioms‘repxesentatiqns hgvé been presented to Mexican

. government, but the unsettled conditions of that country
prevent action on the claims. The U.S. Minister hopes that
the new Congress meeting in January will engble the successful
settlement of these claims.

Butler to John ﬁgxéxth1.23 Juane, 1835; received 25 July,
J1835; Bechﬁ §xgup.59. ‘Butlexpnges his account qf the.attempt.
to recover the schooney Topaz seized by Mexico in 1832 and
employed in the Mexican service.

Butlex tgrfox@ythf.Z& Jan, , 1836; xeceived 23 Feh@,,1836,_
Recoxd Group 59.. Butler writes an impassigngd'xepqxt on the

. execution of U.S. citizens at Tamplco. He places the blame
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- on Santa Anna's unconthllqble natu;e and quest;ans ?oxsythl
. on whether a ﬁavoxable prgxtun;ty_m;ght not pmesent itself
to teach thege barbax;cupegple a lesscnw He encloses docum .
ments fxqm the U,s, Conﬁul at Tﬁmp;ce on the executions and
a de¢laratien of the prisoners priox to their death.
Butlaxktg.ﬁgxsythq_ﬁ Feb,, 1836; recejved 18 Mar., 1836,
Record Group 59. Butler refers to articles and editorials in
‘ggrwaciqnal,‘@,paﬁer reportedly gwnéd by‘Genémal Jqsé Marfa
Tornel. These editorials gquestion the legality of U;S. claing
ggginst_Maxicp; Butler calls upon Forsyth fox decisive action
tg.fgrce,Maxicq to give gatisfaction for hex many wrongs, He
predicts that the plunder of U,$. citizens will continue until
this is done. B
_Despatch-Nm. 3;,Pphatgn Ellis to Forsyth, 28 May,,l&BG;
received 28 July, 1836, Becord Group 59. Ellis believes that
the United States' forebegrance with claims against MéXicQ |
causes Mexigco tg;view‘the.ﬁ.ﬁ. as afraid to takeractign. The .
- ¢lains made by the U,S§, legation grg.ignqred, postponed, and
forgotten. He suggests that a hard line policy on claims be
adopted by the U.S,
. Docs., No,. 4&0,,24th_0gpg,,.lst seés,, 14 June, 1836,
Se8. 283; ‘ﬂMesggge:fxgm the President of the United States -
«ee0D the Subject of Degxeﬁﬁtigna by the Mexicang on the
Lj”-.:cg;:ae,‘x:’.ty. Q;,f;’ Megsrsa. ChQHteﬁu and Demun,." . Secretary cp,t' State |
‘fgxﬁythmaenda‘gll:chxeggnndenceﬁgn the Chouteau and Demun
. claims with;theuMeXican;QQVexnment..ﬂThe santa Fe caravan of

these tradexs was seized by New Mexican troops in 1817,
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Despatch No.. 5, Ellis to Forsyth, 23 June, 1836; receiyed
;26:Apg.,leBG,i@ecggdrﬁnmup~59,. Ellis encloses copies of his
. correspondence on the capture pf the U.S, ﬁhiP’g@nnahggiizﬁ@gﬁh,

by the Mexican shiyfﬁenexglfﬁxavg,,@nd the imprisonment of the .
- captain, crew, and passengers. Ellis believes outrages
against U,§, citizens are committed because these acts are not .
punished.

“. Docs., No. 425, 24th Cong., lst sess., 2 July, 1836,
s.s; 284 "In the Senate of the United states Mr. Clay Made
the3ﬁpllwwipg_Repaxt;.CQmmitteern Foreign Belations...Trang~ .
.mitti#g a Beport of the Secretary of State,,ﬁn Begard'to
Depredations Committed Upon the Persons and Property of Messrs,
Chouteau an&.Demun...ng‘Leaveth‘Repoxt.u:.The'Senate.
_committeegc@nsidexs'the.seiZureigﬁ this SantanFewcaravan-unjusws
- tifiable and demands that xedress be obtained. The committee |
instructs the U.$. Minister in México to demand redress and
press the jssue withﬁthe_Mexican‘gqvernment.

Dequtchfwg. 8, Ellis to Forsyth, 12 July, 1836; received
26 Apg,,,lass,,Recqxd Group 59. Ellis reports the arrival of
a U.8. squadron off Santa Anna de Tamaulipas which demands
satisfaction for an insult to théfﬂmeriCﬂn ansui and the U,S,
scho@nar'aeﬁfexgpn by the cgpture of a Lieutenant Qsborne and
his crewy  He encloses all‘chxegggndence‘gn-theKincident.

Ellis to FPorsyth and Jackson,. 26 Aug., 1836, ﬁecgrd
Group 59. Ellis reporting on the unsettled conditiens in
Mexicq and their.depxegﬁe& ecqngpy;;atﬁtea-thﬁt the gettlement
of U;S-‘Cl@imﬁ is hopelegs and he recounts theﬁwxqus.dgne,tg

- U.8, citizens.
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Despatch. No. 22, Ellis to Forsyth, 4 QOct., 1836; received
17 Noy., 1836, Becord Group 59, Ellis sends his coyresponderice
with the acting Minister of Foreign Affalys Qn the putrages
. comnitted on the U,.8. anahl gt,M§t§nggg; He does ngt éxgect‘
action and xe%ueSté,that,thiguinﬁidant be added to the ligt of
- complaints against Mexico,
Despatch No. 23, Ellia'ta.fmxsythwa Qct., 18363 received
- 17 Nov., 1836, RBecord Group 59, Ellis sends word on the claims
of the Schg@ner.§§§£5.2.3gnd that of the wrecked brig AUroa,.
Pertinent corxeSpondence'iﬁ‘encigsed. He dees not regaxd the .
Mexican courts as hgnest‘@nd.juéfg :

Despatch No., 25, Ellis to Forsyth, 11 'Q‘ct.:,\ 1836; received
.17 Wov., 18361;Rechd Gxgug 59. Ellis yegards the policy of
Mexico as one of deliberate harassment and kllegal injuries
inflicted on all foreigners in Mexico. Ellis will follow his -
instructionsg and impxe$$rupqn the Mexican government the
advahtggeigﬁ better treatwent of U.S. merchants. Ellis dees

not expect favorable results., He encloses correspondence .on

the case of the ship Northampton out of New York and which ig
stranded near T@bascg.

bespatch No. 29, Ellis tg‘ﬁgxsythfrlS‘Qct.;,laaﬁ; -
received 24 Nov., 1836, Record Group 52, Ellis sends égrxeamv
pondence w;th;the,MeXchnjmgniatex.Qi ﬁgﬁeﬁgn.ﬁﬁfair$‘M9nas“s
terio on the outrages against the U.§, £lag at Vera Cruz,
- He hopes the Bresident will ngtica.thELégntﬂnugtiQn fowaxican

J
atrocities.
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Dg&g@tﬁhﬁwg,.sz; Ellggutg.ﬁgxgythg,ZE gct,},1836¢ gedeiyed
:28;Dec.;‘1836 f3echd-GrgnQJSQ. Ellls xeﬁaxﬁ to the famlurel
. of the Mexican Min;stex Qf ﬁ@re;gn Afﬁaﬁx@ t@ anawer hig -
~letter on the‘necesg;tyagﬁ‘MeX;cg changing her policy toward
the United stgtesl just clﬁims. He encloses his second lettex
to,Monastex;m and the,M;nmater s reply. Ellis vows to demand
his passports if no further ansver is received.
Despatch No. 34, Ellis t@ FQrsytn, 29 Qct., 1836; received
28 Dec,, 1836, Record Gxoup 59. Ellis foxrwards all dccumenta
and correspondence on the outrage committed to the U.8. flag
at Vera Cruz involving the seizure of the U.S. brig Fourth of
S Juldy. This‘incident is referred to in Despatch No. 29,
Despatch No. 1353,jﬁ11;g tngstyth, 3 NQV., 1836, Record
Group 53. Ellis reports geceipt of an answer to his note to
the Minister of Foreign Affairs on the adjustment of U,S,
claims and inju;ies_té the.U;S. flag. He considers the answer
highly unsatisfactgiy aﬁd_unless something else occurs he will
- demand his passports in three or four days.
Despatch No. 397, Ellis to Forsyth, 10 Nov., 1836; recei-
. ved 25 Dec., 1836, Record Group 59, Ellis sends a copy of his
note dated 4 November, 1836, to Minister of Foreign Affairs
MOnasteriq.demgndipg Satisﬁgctign and gdjnstmeht Qf injuries
as QﬁeviQuslg xe@ueatgﬂ inrhiﬁ ngtga pﬁ 26 Qctgbex,,1836,
and 20 September, 1826, Ellis in his ngtejgi?eﬁ'a'twmmwegk.
time limit for a meeting, aftex which he will yeguest his passm
pqrts. Ellis predicts he will be in Wgshingtgn by the end_gﬁ

January.
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Despgtcth0Q940¢ Elliﬁﬁtg&ﬁpgﬁythql6_D@¢.f,1836fﬂxe¢§iYEd
- [16 Eebg,'lsajiﬁ Recoxd Group 52, "Ellis forwards all corresw
pendence on the seizure of elght seamen in Vera Cruz from the

- U.S. sloop of war Ndtchez,

_Deagatch'Nq; 42, Elliﬁ‘tgnqusythwlzl Dec,, 1836; recéived
/22 Jan., 1837, Record Group 59. ELlis has received no reply to
his request for passports., He will legve without them if they
are not sent within his specified time limit. In cipher Ellis
states that he is confident that only strong action by the .
- U.8. Congress will hring,Mexicg to adjust the controversy over
- claiws., |
Despatch No. 43, Ellis to Foxsyth, 22 Dec., 1836; received
1 Feb,, 1837, Record Group 59. Ellis forwards the majority of
his correspondence Witthinistem,Mgnﬁstaxia that led to his

- demand for passpoxts, The~chxesygndenceicpyexs'the.cases of

theiNoxthamptqn, John Bgldwin, theﬁschpgnex‘BraZGria,Athe
Leggett claim, the Hannah Elizgbeth, and the Paragon incident,
Ex, Doecs., No. 105, H.Doc, 105), 24th Cong., 24, aess,,,‘Q

25 Jan., 1837, s.s. 303; "Mexlico and Texas; Message from the |
President Qﬁ‘the.ﬂnited $t%tes.Txanamittipg the Information
Required by a Besolution of the Hpuse gﬁjﬂeprasentatives.UPon
the subject_Qﬁ,thE.anditipna Qﬁ the'ﬁglit@cgl.gelatigns
Between the.Dnitgd States gndﬂﬁeXiCQ;.Alsg the,CQnditiqn of

- Texas,"  Secretary 9£ ﬁﬁﬁtebﬁgxﬁythwﬁggw@;ds chxequndencei

on the incidents of the Jefferson, the Hanngh Elizabeth, and

@utrggea compitted on U.S,. citizens and consuls in HMexico,
Ellis! actions leading up to his demand for passports are also

- discussed,
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Ellisrtnggrsyth,l5 ¥eb,, 1837; redeiyed 5 Feb., 1837,
ﬁgcgrd @xpn@‘sg. NEllis; ngw.in W@shipgtqn,‘ﬁeﬂds.ﬂocegents'
 lately 'arx.im_aﬂ- ﬁrm :Me‘x’i_cg on the ;ﬁi-sgﬂ‘c?si'ti:gn of the ‘crew of
-the’Qﬂﬁggggfin*?eanCxuz:gs witnessed by the U.S. Consul
M. Burrough,

S. Docs., No.. lGQ,_24tthqng.,gZd. sess;,_G‘Teb;,.133gﬁ’
s-s.*298;-,“ﬂeas§geffrqm the Pregident of the United States on -
~the Bubject of the Present State ‘of our Belations with Mexico," .
@aCkSon stgteé'that theU.S.-CIaimé'agginst,Mexicq and theQMaxi«:
- can inamltsmtg'thEJB.s.'enygys and citizens Jjustify war, but
. generous nations shounld avoid this outcome.. Jackson asks for
~the use of the nayy for xepxiSQIS“ﬁgainst;Mexicq. He encloses
- documents t93$W§Y-thE?C9ngxeSSitgtfaygx hisqdeCisiqn. The eightym ¢
- one docupents included are on the U.S5. claims against Mexicg |
_giving names, dates, prq?erty;geized,‘the'@mgunt@‘and.remaxksfgn

the nature of each claim covering the period 1816 through 1836,

Hw*ﬁ?t-lNQ-‘231}&24th'0939.,‘2d. Se885., .8.5. 306;: "Mexico." .
.The'Honse'Egmmitteeign Foreign Affairs reports that the United
States' relations with Mexico have always been based on good
- feelings, but Mexico cqntinuallywallqws;injn;ygtgiU.S. property
and insnits:tgrher‘ﬁl@grtg;ggwunxgdressed. The Committee
helieVea'thatiMeXicg.iSNtaking‘ﬁglihexgte'gdy@ntgge.qf the |
¢ limited power gﬁ'tha'ﬁ.s.'gxecutﬁyeﬁtg declare war. Thgj.
Hcgmmitteefcgncura with the President that ample cause exists
- for taking action gfga.ins..ﬁ Mexico, but it ;erq;x;é_sfts.z one more.

notice be pade to Mexico in the most solemn form in order to
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imyress?ugon;ﬂEXiaauthé‘grayxtysgﬁ.thQUSitu@tiqn and the necegw
sity for a show of good faith.

Robext, ﬁreenh@w to Fgrgyth A2 Ang., 1833' xecelved
21 Aug., 1827, Becpxd Group 52.. Greenhaw reports on his mission
- to Mexico and his intexrview with Ministex Qf-Foieign Affairs -
- Luis Gonzaga Cuevas. Greenhow informs the Mexican government
of the necessity of liguidating U.S. claims. He brings with .
hinm upon his return to the U.S., two copies of the Mexican
. government's: reply to United States' inquiries on claims,
R Greenhow wxites'a;mmreﬁcgﬁpletefxeppxt.Qn his mission to
Mexico thén his edrlier letter of 12@Aggust,11833; He_forwade'
all correspondence with President ﬂngstacig Bustamante and
:Miniater‘ﬁgnzgga Cuevas on U.S. claims.. | _'

S._Doﬂa;} No. 1, 25th Cong., lst sess., 5 Dec., 1837,
s.8. 314z “Me$sage from the President of the.Un;ted States -
- to the Two ngses of angxess at the Cqmmencement of the
TwentyvflfthmﬁqureSS.“ SPresxdent Van Buren-ln hlsrstate;gﬁ
~ the unign address relates the Mexican neglect of U.S. claims
and his predecessor's request that a final notice be given to
Mexico and reprisals be taken if claims are not settled
(Qp.ﬁﬁﬁi. ‘Vﬁn Buren pﬁgyides:all:dqcumentszayailable.Qn U.5.
- claims and the demand for xadxeSs pr,zamLasx_

S.;Dqss;, Ng. 14;'25thJCng.,W2d..sess;,‘lz;DBC.,,lBSj;,
s.8. 3143 "Message from the President of the United States -
in‘ﬁpmpliance‘withla.ﬁegqlutipn of the Senate 13 October, 1837,

Relative to Claims of American Citizens Upon the Government of
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Mexicglf'.QQngtgxy Qﬁfﬁtﬁtélﬁgxﬁythﬁsgnd$'@wcggy 9£ the
- conmunications with the Mexjcan Minister dated 11 Deé‘. , 1837,
.giving all information available on the U.S. claims not conm
tained in §. Docs., No., 1, 25th Cong., 2d, sess,

Bx. Does., No. 351 (. Doc. 3511, 25th Cong., 2d, sess,, |
26 April, 1838, s.s. 330; "United States and.Mexicq; Més$§gel
from the President of the United States Transmiﬁti#g...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 April, 1838, The gsubject
of the correspondence is U.S5. claims and among the decuments
is a copy of Mexico's. ia.ccepi:ance of arbitration of U,S. claims
if the U.§, will remain neutral regarding Texas.

Neﬁw%qu.ﬁociety.ﬁgg Peace to Van Buren, 6 June, 1838,
- Van Buren Papers, Library qﬁ Cgpgxesa,_Washington,lb.c. The
Society commends Van Buren for the U.8. and lMexico agreeing to
subnit their claim&‘tQ'axbLtr@tign. This is a more honorable |
policy than a congquest of Mexice by arms.

Ex, Docs., (H,“Docs..lajl, No.-l9j,~25th.£qng., 3d. sesg.,
- 16 Feb., 1839, s.s. 347; "Clﬁimé on Mexicg; Petition Qf
Certain‘xnhabitﬁntgng New‘@xleans-gn,Maxicgn @pqilati@nS'Uggn
American Comperce. ‘Thege‘citizeng-pxgtgat againgt Qutrggea'
by the Mexican ggylérnment on New Orleans peychants. They
belieVeﬁtha'Exenchjmathqa,qﬁ ﬁgxcaﬁis-hettgr than thg'n¢g9ﬁ=
tiatiqnﬁraf theuﬂtﬁ;-Erivate¥1eﬁtexﬁ.ﬁx@mAMexﬁcg.indicateL

- that Mexico will not ratify the arbitration treaty. cpérciqn-
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isutheﬂgnlg'ﬁnsmer,

£, Docs., No.' 252 .(H. Doc.: 252), 25th Cong., 3d. sess.,
27 Feb., 1839, s.s.;  "Mexico; Message from the President of
theLUnited states Transmitting xnﬁgxmgti?n‘gn the Subject of
Existing Relations Between the United States and Mexico."
The.Secret&xyagﬁ StateirePQMtﬁ'Qn events since the annual
‘message to Congress. The time limit has expired without ratim -
- fication of theI@rbitratignucgnyentipn by MeXico and the
'QXChaﬂge]gi-mﬁtiiicatign.‘ Hedendsgcgpieg~9g7cgrrespgndence:
~on this subject dated July, 1838 through February, 1839.
Following the;cmrrequndénc¢iisya.cppy_gﬁ‘thalcqnvention.

Despatch No. 2, Ellis to Forsyth, 27 July, 1839; received
12 Sept., 1839, Becord Group 59. Ellis reports that Manuel de -
Gorostiza, formerly Minister te Washington replaces Juan de :
Dios Canedo gs Minister of Foreign Affairs, and Gorostiza will
Qresent.the?treﬁty.qf-arbitratignztg the Mexican CQnQIESS“fQI
approval 28 July, E18391.-.

Ellis to Forsyth, 1 Sept., 1839, Yan Buyen Papers. Ellis
reports that the Mexican Congress has not yet ratified the :
arbitration tweaty signed 1l April, 1839 in Washington. He
has not yet pﬂSHEdﬂﬁQI a ﬁgttl&mentiof thQsejclaims not covered
by thiS‘grbitxatiQn agreement. '

Ellis to Van Buren, 20 'Sept., 1839, ¥an Buren Papers, Ellig
- ¥eports 'thf#t the treaty of arbitration signed 11 April, 1839, in .
Washington is nQW'EUﬁmitt?d by the Mexican President to the

- Congress for ratification. He cannot predict the outcome..
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Deapgtchﬂﬂg. 4,‘E11L%‘tg.yg;§¥th¢;2l.ﬁgpthl83f;,
'receiﬁed 2 NQV.Q_ISBQ;,ﬁechd GxQuE.SQ.A Ellis ﬁandaidgcumenta
in the case of &ghn Young against Welsh and Company of Jalapa
and tha.decisian oﬁ the Judicial Tribunals in Vera Cruz. Also
- enclosed are the documents on the case of Captain Driscell of
the brig Ann Elxz@ out of Baltimore, Ellis has not pressed
the Mexican government for a guick settlement of ﬁ.S. clainms,
He awaits the final payment by Mexico of the French indemnity
to aveid the wrong impression of U.S. intehtiqna.' The last
payment is to be.20.Septembei. The grbitration convention
signed 11 April, 1839, is presented to the Chamber of Deputiesg
by the President whq‘will exert pressureﬁtq pass it as quickly
as possible,.ﬁespite‘ineyitgblefpppqsitign.

Despatch No. 9, Ellis to Forsyth, 14 Nov., 1839; received
© 20 Jan., 1840, Record Gxgu@.sa. 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 ﬁanvention is not ratified, but remains in the Chamber,

H. Docs., No, 2, 26th Cong., lst. sess,., 2 Dec,, 1839,
8.5. 363: '"Message from the President of the United States
to the Two ﬁguses‘oﬁ Congress at the Commencement of the Pirst
Sesgion of the'TwenﬁymaxxthQCngreSQ.H . President Vaﬁ Buren
_repgxtS'that theigrbitrgtipn donVentién is n@t ratified, 'The .
Mexican Presgident belieyes thﬂt the pxgpgaad arb;txatox, the
King of ?xuaSLa, would not gccept the office. _he.U.S. agrees
to a new conyention and sends Lll;s;tq,wexxcg=tq.re5umeﬁdiplqﬁs

matic relations and facilitate payments to U.S. citizens,
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Desp@tch No. 10 Ellis to,F@xayth, ?.Dec,, 1839 Rechd
Group 59 Ellls.xegoxtslthgt.tha.t;agtyqqg gxb;tratxon hag
passed the Chamber oﬁﬂnepntles gnd will pm¢bably pass the °
Senate.

Desyatﬂh No. 11, ﬁllas tQ Forsyth, 11 Jan,, 1840, Record
Group 59, Ellis reports that the Mexican Senate has passed
the treaty qf'arbitxatign, He encloses Minister of Foreign
Affairs Cafiedo's. note telling of its passage.

| Despatch No., 12, Ellis tg‘ﬁoxsyth,.l4wﬁan., 1840; received
Feb.},184a, Becbxd gxqup 52,.. Ellis reports Mexico has announced
ratification of the grbitration treaty, He encloses Caledo's
note., ﬁ |

Despatch No, 15, Ellis to Forsyth, 10 Mar., 1840; receéived
.April"1840‘ Record Group 59, Ellis encleses. correspondence
with Canedo on the,method of exchanging Iﬁtlflcathn of the .
arbjtration treaty. Ellis relates events up to this exchange
- of notes. He is fearful that the time limit for ratification
will expire. | |

Despatch No. 16, Ellis to Forsyth, 10 Mar., 1840; received
Apxii; 1840, RBecord Gxgupgsa. Ellis announces that John Black,
. Vice~Congul at Mexico City, will bring the xatified treaty
back.tQ‘WQshinthn. He.enclpses the lettexr oﬁ cammlsslon.

Deﬁpatch NQ. 17 kllxa tm Eorsyth, 28 Mar., 1840; received
- 22 Aprii, 1840 Becord Gxoup 59 - Bllis 4s optimistic that
- Black will arriye in Washington before the time limit for the
'ratiﬁicatign axyixes.'fHeﬁsenda‘chxeapgndence'on the.prqblem

of distressed ships taking refuge in Mexican ports without
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. giving gxgpgxAngt;chgnd'wathgut‘xeceiyipg authorization to
do so. |
H. Bpt., No. 505, 26th Cong., lst sess., 30 Bpril, 1840,
s.s. 371; "Bep. No. 505; Conyention with Mexico, to Accempany
'.H;ﬁ;‘403;“'mThis xepgxt autherizes the funds for two U.S,
i cqmmissipnexs to meet with two Mexican é@mmissigners and an -
arbiter appointed by the King of Prussig, or the Queen of
England;,qx the King of the Netherlands to settle the U,S,
- claims against Mexico. ' J |
Despatch No, 24, Ellis to Foxrsyth, 9 June, 1840; received
July, 1840, Becoxd Group 59, Ellis reports on éyents,in Upper
California where 80 to lﬂaﬁigxe;gners wexe,grdered arrested
and imprisoned for a jgurnej.tgwﬁaxicg City. Ellis encloses
all dgcnwents'gnd xepgrts.xelgting.tg,this incident. He also
sends a list of the U.S. citizens arrested in Upper California
. giying their names, occupations, place of gesidency, and
:yalue of their property left in California. |
Despatch No. 25, Ellis to Forsyth, 1l June, 1840; received
10- July, 1840, Record Group 59. Ellis reports receipt of
the ratification of the arbitration treaty. Pernando Castillg
and Sebgstifdn Camacho are to be the Mexican cgmmissiqners, |
They will not leave for Washington until 1 July, 1840,
DesPatchJNg. 26,-Elli§‘tg.foxsythf,2;§ul¥,'1840; received
Ang., 1840, Record Growp 59. Ellis reports that Camacho has
refused tha'ggpgintment aa‘cgmmiasignax-@nd will be replaced
by Jgaquihg?éléz@uezlde Léon. The U.8. citizens arrested in

Upper California are now imprisoned in Tepic. The British
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.V;ce~00naul Eustace B@rxgn togk,statamenta gxom each”man and
- Ellis enclqses th;s document along withvaye witness accounts,

Desgatch No¢ 28, Ellka to ﬁoxsyth, 9 ﬁuly, 18403 received

- Aug., 1840, Becoxd Group 59 Ellis forwards new test;mony

- from the captain and crew of the Mexican brig Joven Gulpuzcoa

that transported the.Cal;ﬁanxa pxisgnesttQ.Teplc.
Despatch No. 32, Ellis to Forsyth, 20 Aug., 1840; received

26 Sept., 1840, Record Group 59, Ellis reports further testimony

on the arrest of foreigners in Upper California that resulted
in his demand for their relegse. He forwards all pertinent .

. documents,

Despatch No. .33, Ellis to Forsyth, 20 Aug., 1840; received

26 Sept., 1840, Recgrd Grgup.SQ Ellis reca;yes a most
.unsatlsﬁactory response from Canedq on his inguiry of those v

- ciaims not covered by the @xbltxatmgn treaty. He encloses

Canedq 5. answer.
bDespatch No. 35, Ellis to Foxsyth, 1 Oct., 1840; received

+ 21 Noy., 1840, Record Group 59. Ellis is advised that the .

prisoners at Tepic will be relegsed without com@ensatlon and,

in a destitute. cond;tlpn. José Castro is given blame for outm

- rages committed on the prisoners and is requested to face

- charges, But gll the witnesgeg, the prisoners, are ordered

out of theucguntxy.‘ Ellis encloses a letter from the Tepic

prisoners who plead with Ellis to relegyve their suffering and

- lettexs on theﬁdetainment of JQ$§'CQ$th for trial,

Deagatch.mo. 36, Ellis to EQrsyth 17 @ct., 1840; receliyed

- 25 NOV. , 1840 Becord Group 53.. Ellis repoxts his strong

protest of the manner in which the Tepic prisoners were released
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and of theix~w;¢tch¢d,cgnd;tign..‘Hgiﬁends:thafxeply,gi the .
;Mini$tex qf thelgntaxipr-@llgwgpg the Tapag-priscnexs:to
return tq<cqliﬂgrnia‘9r settle elseyhere in Mexico. The dige :
.cussiona'gn their cqmyenaatipn are not yet finished. Ellis
awalts & cgmpletejinventhy,qf their lost property before
settling the claim, |

.De@p@tchﬂNo;.BS, Ellis to Forayth, 30 Nev., 1840, Record
Group 53. Ellis sends all yvouchers relgting to claims that
are befpre the.a;b@txatiqn aqnyentign. He suggests that the
- Attorney Genexral pxeparé.@ statement on egch case. His
nunbered list of cases is all that remainswith this despatch,

S. Docs,., No. 1, 26th Cong., 2d. sess;; 3 Dec¢., 1840,
S.8. 374; "Mesaggelﬁrqm the.?feaiaent of the United States
to the Two ﬁ@u%a&*gf Congress, at the Commencement of the .
Second Session of the TwentyasixthlchgreSa;“ - Pregident Van
- Buren reports that the claims commission meﬁ”in August and any
claim not covered by the commission is nowlundex negotiation
- through the U.§. Minister tQ.MeXicQ (pe5).

Despatch Ne. 39, Ellis to Forsyth, 1l Dec., 1840, Recqrd
Group 59. Ellis forwardsiall correspondence relating to his
instructions to inform the Mexican minister of the sum due,
and the pethod of payment for her portion of the arbitration
- convention. Ellisg enle§e§.thg,Mexxp@n.Minagtgr's,reyly@ He .
sends the final understanding regarding the Tepic prisoners
and their cgmyanaation;,,MaXicg-jully*reSexyag-thefxight Qﬁ

‘reclamation of property lest by the prisoners.
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Despatch.NQ. 41 Ell;a tQ ﬁg;sxthx 25 Eeb,, 1841» xece;yed

10 April, 1841, Record Group 59. Ell;glxapgxta.th@t the
.Maxacanuggygxnmant has not ﬁully'cgmplied with the arrangements
- for the Tepic pri§qnex3{ The U.S. an@nl‘gt San Blas states
that thECmen-arelstill hald'fgr trial and are to be transferred
to.ﬁuadalajaxa; |

Despatch NQ. 41, Ellis to Forsyth, 1 April, 1841; received
’-12‘May;_184l, Becord Group 59. .Ellis xeports the acquittal of |
the Tepic prisoners at their trial in Guadalajara and the
application of the compensation agreement with them,

H. Docs., No. 51, 27th Cong., lst sess., lZVApg.,,184l,,
S.8. 392; ‘MClaim& on Mexices: Memorial of Claimants on México,“,
The claim@nﬁﬁidiacuss the method and time of payment by Mexico
on claims authorized by the commission. They request the
_government‘g.aaaistgnce.and'clariﬁicgti@ngﬁgr immediate remunere
ation. The'&ecret@ry of the.Txeasury repliea that he can igsue
- certificates for authorization of payment after the commission
- ends., The arbitration convention's wording implies immediate
payment.. Extxactsmqﬁ thé cgnveﬁtign agreement pertinent to
the claimants' argument are included.

H. Docs., No. 57, 27th Cong., lst sess., 19 Aug,, 1841,
5.8. 392; "¥Francis A. Dicking=Awards Undeyr the Treaty with .
Mexicqs Memoxial of Francis. A. Dickins Belating to Awards -
. Undeyx the.igagtg w&tthax;cg,ﬂ ”Digkina'Cngigﬁ,ﬁgrwaXd thel
- argument for &m@edigte,ygyment.xntxgducad iﬁ.ﬂﬁwDQC.; No. 51,
;zzthSCQQgreas;,lst seSaiQn.. He asks angreas.tq authQriza‘

the Secretary of the Treasury to award payment before the end
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- of sessions of the claims commissjion. He giyes an gccount of
. the bureaucratic paper,woxk eanuntered,hy-theiclgimants¢
Despatch No. 50, Ellis to Forsyth, 14 Dec., 1841; received

- 15 Jan., 1842, Record Group 59, Ellis sends correspondence .

. on thelcqnfigcatign Qﬁ the‘hx;g*Gegrge waSHington at Vers Cruz,
Waddy Thompson to pJohn Tylerjy, 9 May, 1842, Record Group
- 59. Thompson repoxrts that procrastination is the policy of
Mexico on the U.S. claims and that only strong action will
. change théix response,
5. Docs., No. 320, élthWCng.,'ZQ, sess,, 13 June, 1842,

s.8. 398; ‘“Message from the President of the United States
Communicating in Compliance with a Resolution of the Senate,
Infqnmatiqn anching the Proceedings Under the Convention of
the 1lth of April, 1839, Between the United States and the .
Mexican Bepublic," Secretary of State Daniel Webster notes in
his preface to thé,dgcumentg,th@t the.U.S..Cqmmissiqnérs waere
_given no diplomatic instruciions,ﬁax thier,ofﬁice is considerxed
judicial. If the Mexican Commissioners view their duties
otherwise the State Department is unaware of theixr official
orders. The documents forwarded for inspeciiqn by the Senate
include all diplomatic correspondence between the State Depaxte
ment and citizens making claims against Mexico, and all records
. of the commisions' activities with tables of the clains.

H.,Dpcs;; NoQ.zsa,,zzthgchg.,gzd..seas.,;ZI July, 1842,
S.S. 405; ‘"ﬁgan Leggattﬁny&quial,qﬁ Aﬁxgn Leggett, g£ the .

State of New York in Belation to Claims on the Republic of
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Mexico."' Leggett ?xeSentsﬂhiaqyiew;ﬁﬁ the commission gnd

- the legality of the commission to detexmine whern, how much,

~and the mode of payment to be made by the Mexican government,

He gives a camplete history of his efforts to receive full
restitution from the Mexican government,

Despatch No, 4, Thompsén to Webster, 30 July, 18405

- received 20 gept,, 1842, Record Group 59. Thompson believes

that nqw.is'the tine to press for claims as.ﬂexico would like .

to neutralize the U.S. when the invasion of Texas is begun,
S.:Doca., No. 4l1,‘27th309pg., 2d. sess., 10 Aug., 1842,

$.8. 399; "In the Senate of the United States, 10 Aug., 1842,

Mr. Rives Submitted the Following Report.,."William Rives,

~ . Virginia senator, reports on the complaints of claimants

J. Baldwing, W.S. Farrott, G.L. Thompson, A. Leggett, and
0th§£5 withﬁnumexgus'suonrFiye.dgcuments.ﬁxqm the State .
Department.

H., Docs., No. 2, 23tthgpg., 3d. sess., 11 Aug., 1842,
s.8. 418; '"Message from the.gxesident'pﬁ the United States
to the Two ﬁgusea of Congress at the Commencement of the
Third Session of the.Twantywseyenth,Copgxess;“ President
Tylex notes in his stgte,gﬁ the union address the progress Qf
clains aninat;ﬂexicg,ngiying theltgtal amount of inﬂemhities

awarded, the apount outgtanding, and the amount undecided by

- the arbiter, He has instructed the U.S. Minister in Mexico

to demand payment of the outstanding claims and thoge guthore

ized by the arbitration compission. (pp.l44~155),
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.Des?atch.ﬂo. 5, Ehgmpagn.tgiwebgte;,‘lﬁ.ggg,, 1842}

received 22 gct., 1842, Becord Group 59,. Thompson zeports

the details of his conversation with José Marfa Bocanegrs

- on U.S.'claims‘and giVea‘Bocgnegxg‘a.eXcuse"ﬁgr the delsy,

Thowpson reports telling the Minister that the U.8. does not

 fear a war against Mexico because Mexico cannot effective wage

a war against the U.S. He suggests to Webster that all claims

- discussions be held in MeXico to avoid excuses by the Mexican

Commissioners that they lack gll pertinent correspondence,
H. Bpt., No. 1096, 27th Cong., 2d. se&s., 27 Aug,, 1842,

S.8. 4113 “33?.'NQ{_1096; Claims on Mexico." . This is a report

- to the President on the subject of the U.S. citizens! claims

against Mexico.

Thompson to Webster, 8 Noy., 1842, Becprd Group 59.

- Thompson gives a lengthy report of his discussions with the

Mexican goyernment on their lack of compliance with the claims
payments under thefarhitxatign'treaty of 1839, He encloses
all documents and correspondence on the subject with a tentag~ :
tive payment agreement subject to U.38. goyernment's approval,

Thompson provides his own assessment of the agreement and

‘urges Webster tp reply immedigtely.

Thompson to mébste:,,lZchy.,,1842, Record Group 59,

Thompson questions the U.S. government's preference in method

for settling outstanding claims not coyvered by the arbitration

. convention o£'1839,.ﬂTthQaanbelieVes'that.nothipg will come |

of negotiations, and since the Pregident does not favor another

tribunal, outright coercion is the only solution. - He requests
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.=,9’uide lingal for an '@J:bi;;tmtitgn agreement if that is the Presim
Hdent‘sxdecisign; and he.helieyeg‘it,must'belconcluded before
the Mexican Congress adjourns.

Thompson to WEbatex,.QQ”NQy.,I1842; 1l Jan., 1843, Rechd
Group 59. . Thompsen ggain'queatigna Webster on the course to
pursue on claims not séttled,bg the arbitration convention of (
1839. He questions the justification for coercion in cases |
that are exaggerated by the claimants and not worth the risk,
He states again that negotiations will not work with Mexico
without coercion, therefore another method is needed. He .

- divides the outstanding clgims'intg.fqur grQups and discusses
the merits of each. | |

H. Docs,, No. 2}‘27th.09pg., 3d. sess., 7 Dec,, 1842,
s.5. 4183 "'-»_f;es.sgge{ from the President of the United States
to the Two ﬁ@uses‘oi Congress at the Commencement of the Third
Session of the Twenty-seventh Congress." President John Tylex
- reports on the.texminatiqn of the.claims.cmmmissiqn and the '

- amount left outstanding. He instructs the U.S. Minister to
Mexico to demand payment and the contingencies to follow if
the demaﬂd is not met.

B. Mayer to Webster, 9 Dec., 1842;:Dec., 1842, Rec@rd
Group 59...mﬁyex,‘5e¢retaxy_g£ thg.ﬂ.g. Leg@tiqn,‘pxesenta his
- own views of Bocanegra's. payment plan for the U.S. claims
Mayer differs with,mhqmgagn'gn_thglﬁccaptab¢1ity.Qf this plan
and prgvideﬁ‘at@tisﬁgcs.gﬁ_MQXican indebtedness to support his
argument, Mayer urges immediate action tg‘seduré payment

. before another revolution occurs.
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Thgmpsgn to.Wehstex,.ZS Dec.,'1842~‘xa¢a$ved 24 Jan, , 1843;
Beégrd‘GrOEE\Sﬁ. Thqmpson faxwards Bocﬁnegra 8 note dealing 7
with the invasion of Califernia by U.§. squa,dmn. Thompson
is concerned that this unfortunate incident will be used by
Mexico to cancel all U.S, clains.

Thgmpsgn tQ,WEHgtex,lﬂgn.,‘1843; received 14 Feb., 1843,
Recoxd Group 59. Thompson complains of the delay in receiving
instructimns'tq settle the,CIﬂima'accqxdigg to Bocanegra's
sinclause'prostitiQn. - He believeg it is very important
that these claims be gettled heﬁmfe.thelqdjgurnmeht of this
Mexican Congresgional sessien. An adjournment would give .
Mexico another year to delay. Thompson believes that Mayer
has overstepped his position by writing the Secretary of State .
- on diplomatic issues.

Thompson to Webster,. 5 Jan., 1843- rece;ved 18 Feb,, 1843,
Record Group 59.. Thompson sends @ copy of his xeply to
Bocanegra on the unfortunate invasion of California by a U,S,
squadron. He states that he used his note as a bpportunity 
to cite the numerous abuses suffered by U.8. citizens., He
justifies the h@rsh.tone of hisg note by arguing that it will
prevent unending repaxatlgns;

Thompson to Webster, 15 Jan., 1843; received 18 Feb,, 1843,
BRecoxd Group 59. Thompson sends @ clipping £rom E&;Di&fi?
ide’GObleth on the recent eventa in Cglifornia. The editor
appears satisfied w;th_the4m@langtxgng Qﬁﬁered by the U,g,

Minister,
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Thgm§agn.tg,WehSt¢r;ﬂ£l ﬁan.?_l843;,;e¢e@yed Zarfeb;?,18435£
Record Grqu?.sg;l'Thgmyggn_xgggxtg,th@t he will reach a clgims
settlement for those left unfinighed by the axbitration con-

. vention of 1839, All will-beisettled-Within.ene'Weekiéf

- receipt of Wehater'amapyxgyal Qf.égcgnggxa*sylan. TﬁQmpsgn
- anticipates difficulty settling those claims not covered by
this arbitration agreement.

H..Dpcs.; No. 166, 27th Cong., .3d. sesS., i8 Feb,, 1843,
S.s. 422; “Taking Posgsession of Monterey; Message from the .
Fresident of the United States in reply to the Resolution of
. the H@use‘gf Bep:esentatiyes... Calling fgx Infqrmatign in
Relatiqn t@rthe Takipg Eggsesgign @fAMgntexey by Cpmmgdare‘
Thomas ﬁmnéS@“ - The inguiry includes all correspondence of
Commodore Jones since heﬂtgok.cqmmand of the Pacific squadroen,
Emphasis is placed on hia'cqmmungcaﬁigng Qf the invasion gf
California. _

Thompson to Webster, 16 May, 1843; received 20.June,‘1843i<
Record Group 59. Thompson reports that Mexicq made the first
- claims payment on time, but twe U.S. agents presented them¢»
selves to tagke charge. One agent was appqinted by Thompsen in
Mexico City and the other cgmelﬁxgm the U.§., Thompson enclgses
all documents and correspondence xelﬂting.tq-this\ccnfusiqn of
. ¢redentipls. |

Thompson to Webster, 18 May, 1843; received 16 June, 1843,
Record ér@np-sa."Tthp%gn raggxt§,g,Mexxc@nkdec;gg‘gn

readjusting the amount of revenue marked for the public debt,.
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- Thompson reviews the earlier allotment arrangement and the -
‘MeXican-9@Vethentlﬁ*inﬁhilitxwtg.p@y;@@xa;
Thompson to McLane, 5 Aug., 1843; receiyed 8 Sept,, 1843,

- Becord Group 59.. Thompson forwards Bocanegra's note on the |

- readiness of the second payment of Mexican indemnities,

Thompgson 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 coverxed by the Boca-

- hegra arrangement of January, 1843, He f?grets that he wasg

not allowed to include these claims at that time.
Thompson to Upshux, 2 Qct.,, 1843; receiyed 21 Nov., 1843,
Record Group 59. Thompson gives his personal objections to

negotiating a new claims conyention for those claims not

- coveyed under the earlier agreements,

Thmﬂpson tO U}?ﬁhur, 3 Oct.’ ,1843; 21 NQV. ' 1843; Rec@rd

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 Qct., 1843; received 21 Nov,, 1843,

- ) .
Record Group 59. Thompson forwards correspondence on a new .
- claims conyvention., He‘h@$ihgge of success because Mexico will

desire U.8. Interyention if hexr expected confrontation with .

Britain occurs,

~ Despatch No. 31, Thompson to Upshur, 29 Qct., 1843;

- receiyed 7 Dec., 1843, Record Group 59.. Thompson reports he

may conclude a new claims convention in one week. . The agreem :

ment will contain the important features desired by the State
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Department. In Thomgson!s view only the Qoas;bklxty of a war
with Britgin pnshes Mexico. tpwaxd thls agreement.,
Thqmpsan to: Upahux, 20 NQV., 1843~ rece;yed 22 Dec.? 1843,
ﬁecqrd Gxgup 59. ihgmgggn xeggxtg.s;gn;pg.tha.new claims
. conventipn, He pxoyideS‘a pgint by point assessment of its

- advantages to the U.S.

H. Dpcs,, No. 80, 28th Cong., lst sess. 22 Jan., 1844,

S.5. 442; "Mexican Indemnity; Letter from the Secretary of

Tregsury Transmitting & Report Showing the Amount of Money
i Received from the Mexican Government Under the Treaty of
} Indemnity; theﬁAmgnnt of Cost of Txgnspgxtﬁtignloﬁ the Same .
to the United States." J.C. Spencer, Secretary of the Treas~ -
- ury, proyides a table showing monies paid, monies subtracted
- for transportation, and the total amount placed in the Bank
of America as of 21 Qctober, 1842,
Despateh No. 40, Thompson ﬁQ.Upshnx,~2 Feb., 1844;
‘ received 12 Mar., 1844, Record Group 59. Thompson reports
. that one-hglf of the next c¢laims payment is ready.
Despatch No. 41, Thompson te Upshur, 10 Peb,, 1844,
received 25 Mar., 1844, Record G;gup 59.. Thompson sends his -
- correspondence With.Bgcangg;@ Qﬁ the prohibition of retail
trade to foreigners.  Thompseon regards this restriction as a

_greater outrage than all preyvious injuries to U.S. citizens,

@ - He spggesﬂéyerg‘stxopg?@Ctign_iﬁ necessary to prevent the
; implementatiqn_of this decyee, If the U.S. allows Mexico to

seize retail merchandise of U.§. citizens, Thompson believes

there is little hope for a claims agreement that would cover
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thege items gt their true yglue, -
.Bespgtch'NQ; 1; Benjﬂm$n.§x§¢n_tg.gghn C..Cﬁlhqun;.
8 ﬁ&ril;;1844; receiyed ll;ng,,lB44;‘ﬁegggﬁwﬁggup‘59; Chargé .
Green regoxtszqn hiﬁeﬁﬁgxtartg,persugdeZthaLMGXican‘governmeﬁt
to discuss a newgcl@imS'cqnyentign. He encloses his correg~ -
?onﬁence'withﬂBgcanggr@ on this subject. Green surmises that
the Mexican government canngt willingly negotiate on the .
~claims and arrange payments. to foreigners without loss of
popularity and pqsﬁibly their power. Mexice's financial con= -
- dition is ﬂesgerate and any move to send monies out of the . |
- countyy wmnlﬁ'bripgudgwn the government. Green rejects a
- conciliatopy attitude suggesting that only stern, positive
action will bring results. Payment of the next installment
“may 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, Recoxrd
Group 5%2. Green reports no action has taken place on a new .
- claims convention. He will take no decisiye action until the .
arriﬁal of the new U.S. Minister.
Despatch No. 4, Green to Calhoun, 16 May, 1844; received
' 26 June, 1844, Becord Group 59, @Green reports that no m@ﬁieﬁ
have been paid Qﬁ ﬁhelcléimﬁ inst@liment.“The.delay iS'fxqm
the anticipated U.&.'anhexat;@n of Texas. Mexicq regaxrds this
as an excuse for nonpayment..
Degpatch No. 10, Green teo Calhoun, 14 July, 1844;
received 25 Aug., 1844, Recoxrd Group 59. Green reports that

Santa Anng blgmes the unjust claims of the U.S. for the forced
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~ loan imposed on the Mexican people,

Despdtch No. 2, Wilson Shannen to Calhomn, 21 Sept., 1844j

,xeCeiVed‘4'NQV.;{1844,.ﬁe¢9xd'qun?ﬁ5gfl Shannon fépmxtaiﬁhat

the payment of the installment on the MexXican indemnity has

- finally been made.  He believesg that Pﬁymantsjin the future

will be on time.
Despatch No. 4, Shannon to Calhoun, 12 Nov., 1844, Record

Group 5%, Shannon receives the claims agreement signed

+ 20 Nov., 1843, and the delays Mexico uses to prevent its

inplementation. Shanneon belieyes that no action will be taken
as long as Mexico believes there is no threat of war., If
these claims are postponed a few years, all hope of recovery

will ba‘lgsﬁ.. The payment on the claims installment, due

under the convention of January, 1843, is denied by Mexico,

$. Docs., No. 81, 28th Cong., 2d. sess., 3 Feb., 1845,
$.8. 450: TMHessage from the President of the United States -
Communicating Informatiqn in Relation to the Indemnities
Stipulated to be Paid Purauant to the Convention of the 30th
January, 1843." President Tyler forwards a report of the
fecretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of State on the |
arrangements made for the Eﬁxment 9£.U.$.~cl%im$p‘the
Mexican delays, and the confusion over authorization of the
Q.S. agent tgxeceiye'the5mén¢ea"AllPe;tiﬂent:caxxesppndence
is included,: - : ‘

Despatch No. 12, Shannon to James Buchanan, 2 July, 1845;

received 2 July, 1845, Recoxd Group 59. Shannon apon his
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- return tq.wﬁﬁhingtgn, ylaceglbeﬁgxeﬁtha.@dminiatxatimn factg.
- the Mexican ﬁﬁlluxe to pay: the Fourth gnd f£ifth ingtallments -
- on tha'U.s, cla;ma. He‘y;nd;cgtga h$§=9wn conduct and that
- of other U,8, officials charged with the ingtallment

: transaat;on.

W@J. Parrott to Buchanan, 18 Qct., 1845, Record Group

- 39, PRarxott, U,S, agent in Mexico, reports that he will leave .

- for Washington, bringing a copy of the receipt given by

Emilic Voss as U.S. agent for the Bpril and July indemmity

installments, A copy of the receipt is enclosed, |
S,'Dggg;,_ﬂgr 1, 29thJQQng,r,15t sess,, 2 Dec,, 1845,

Sgﬁ;'égﬂi Mlessage from the President of the United States

to the TW@'H@uaas'oﬁ Congress, at the Commencement of the .

- Twenty=-ninth Congress.m"  President James K. Polk reports

- on the departure of the Mexican Minister from Washington,

He gives a history of Mexican indemnities and theixr failure
to pay themn. ?glk'aﬁées§ea the current relations between
the U.S5, and MeXlCQ.

Despatch No. 6, Jth £lidell to Buchanqn 10 Jam,, 1846,
Record Group 59, Slidell responds to inguiries for sore
inﬁormatiqn on the gllggéd payment of the April and July
ingtallment on thg;MeXicgn‘inﬁemnity,-.He:ﬁquaxds-all coxrres
pondence gvailgble on thé'gnhjeat.

§g‘Dggg;,'NQ,?85,@2?th¢£gpg.,'lﬁt ﬁesﬁy,,ZG Jan.,,184a,

S.8, 4735  MMemorial of James Causten, Asking Payment by the .

- U.8. of Geveral Installments Accured or Accuring to the

Respective Claimants Undexr the Conventions with Mexico,"
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Causten pxasents‘tha'claimahta!:det@iled ghjactigns'tquthe'
U.§. = Mexican grbitratiqn‘cgmmissign and the;mgdajof payment
igr the indemnity. ‘Accpmpanyiﬁg his st@tgment is a copy of

a certificate issued to each claimant by-thelcgmmiasien.

8. Docs,, No. 112, 29th Cong,, 1lst sess,, 2 Feb., 1846,
Ss8.: 4735  "Meworial of Louisa Livingston and Qther Praying
Payment of the Award Made in their Pavor by the Commissioners -
- Undex the Conyention with Mexico."  Livingston presents a
succinet account of the mismanagement of the Mexican payment,.
and demandg that theﬁu;s._gqvernmeﬁt pay the clajnmants. The .
claimants will not accept Mexican paper or specie.

8. Docg., No. 116, 29th Cong., lst sess,, 4 Feb., 1846,
S.5.° 473, "Memorial pﬁ Claﬁin J.'Keith,.administr@tqr of
Samuel Elkins Deceased and Legal EepxeSeﬁtative.qﬁ Nathaniel
Cox, Deceased, Praying the Adjustment and m;yment of the Award
Made in Theirmfavqr by the,anventiQn withmMQXicg.? . Keith
relates‘the'mﬁaau#es‘taken,hy the claimants to receive payment .
fox l@ans,madelto.Maxicq during the struggle for independence.
He demands tha'U.S..gqvernment intervene in this matter.

H. E@ﬁwmgcs;, Ho, 133 (H. Doc, 133), 2athHCQng,,dlst
sess., 18 Feb., 1846, s.s. 483: "Mexican Indemnity; Message
fxgm the President of the_United states Transmitting a Report
gﬁ the Sec;etaxy Qf StatefEelatiye'tg‘the.MeXicanlindemnity.,,.ﬂ
secretary of State Buchanan seﬁds:cogiea'gffaqrxesandence,

on the pagment of the fourth and fifth installments for
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April and July.  Buchanan statea‘the.measure tagken by the}
treasury to clarify the misunderstanding, The correspondence '
- covers the‘pexigd qf Noyembex,,1845;(thropghjﬁanuary,‘1846,

H, Ex, Docs., No. 196. (H. Doc. 196), 29th Cong., 1st
sess., 11 May, 1846, s.s, 485; ‘"Hostilities by Mexico:
Message from the President Relative to an tnvasion and
Commencenment of Hostilities by MEXicq.“ - Polk discusses in
- detail the puxrpose and failure of $lidellﬂs:ﬁi§lgmatic,misaiqn
to Mexico, .Hefcalls:upgn the Congress to promptly recognize .
the'eXisteﬁca.Qf war with Mexico and provide him with the
authorizdtion to pursue the war to its conclusion. Accompanying
his address are copies of the correspondence between the U.5,
and Mexjco, ﬁeptembex,,184&-thrqggh,April,-184&,‘on those .
subjects. of disagreement between the two countries. A complete

index appears on page 7.




CHAPTER ¥ .
CONCLUSIONS

Haying reviewed theﬂhistqrical evidence jin these three major
- United States document series pertaining to esrly United Statesgw !
Mexican relations, certain trends become evident. Mexico and the
United States pursued natiqnal;ggals“that were in opposition from
their earliest negotiations involving commercial and boundary
problems. During thg first twentymﬁiye ye§;a“gf independence,.
Mexico attempted to form a national identity.while'pxqtecting
herself‘frgm.tarrithial and economic encroachment by foreign
powers. Thrqgghout this sane periqd, ;he.Dnited States experw
ilenced both“cgmmexcial and térritgxial expansion which ultinately
brpught her into direct conflict with Mexico. ‘The'TeXaS'terxifqry
became the rallying point and a tangible symbol of many disagrees
- ments between the two nations.
President James Monroe in 1825=appointed‘JQeI,R..Pginsett

- as United States Minister to Mexico. . His.instructions were to
- conclude as quickly as possible a favorable commercial and
boundary agreement. The four~year delay between official

' recognition of ﬂexicq'@nd the appointment of the American .

" minister allgwgdnmaxicgﬁguenthnsiasm.£Qx the United States to
.cgol."Thelcﬁmmencement gﬁ b@undaﬁy»negpti@tigns.did nothing

_ tq.rekindleftheTenthuaiaam.- Foingett qgeatigned.whether the .

. United StateSwahQuld.seekian_eXtensiQn qﬁ‘the'bgnn&ary to the .
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Rig Gxandgfgx ﬁllgw.the.lSLQ'bgundaxy treaty with Spain to.
stand. This earlier agreement mwarked the western boundary of
the Louisianag texritory at the Sabine River and discounted
\Emexican-claims‘ta»the\TeXas‘territoxy.-\Unﬁoxtunately for
1ntexnat1@nal relatlons, many Americans believed thelr
.government had unwisely agreed to a cession of texx1tory to
Spain and that the Rio Grande was the true boundary., This
belief later gained popularity as more Americans imgfgrated
intq.the.TeXQSrterrithy. ThesélsettlerS'failed to be
assinilated intc Mexican chiety, and many wxqteltqztheir
relatives of the attractiwveness of Texas and their own wish
that it be reunited with the United States. Too often the
national goals of the government in Mexico City did not
- coincide with those of the Texans, and the unstable Mexican
administrations steadily lost their powex to enforce law in
the*frgntieﬁ‘terxitories;lz'

For his own part, the Mexican Minister of Foreign
Affairs, lucas Alamén, suggested to Joel Poinsett at the
beginning of their negotiations that until a formal ggreemént

- could be arranged it might be best ‘to return to the boundary

in existence pxiér to the Louisiana Purchgse. Mexico was not .

lZDesyatch No. 12, Joel R, Foinsett to Henxy Clay,
- 5 ‘hugust, 1825, Record Group 59, "Despgtches from the United
States Mln;sters to Mex1co,‘18°3—l906 ¥ National Archives,
Washington, D.C. -
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Poinsett's suggestion pﬁ*the.319 épande'aa a;mgralacceptablél
boundary aroused Mexican suspicion of American motiyes and
prqfessiqnaﬁqf'fxiendship. Fqllowipg'thag@isaﬁventnres'of
Poingett in Mexican poliﬁiCS'aﬁd his wecall in 1839, President :
Andrew‘ﬂacksgn appqinted<Anthpny Butlar as United States
Chargé in Mexico with instructions to conclude the treaty
agreements made by Poinsett. Butler stimulated Jackson's
desire Ffor the reannexation of Texas by his tantalizing
rep;rt5'9£ the near completion of successful negqtiation.
Thxopgh.hiﬁrhegyy-handed intrigues he reinforced Mexico's
suspicions and contributed to theﬁclimataﬁgﬁ.distxust.13‘_
Econpmic and political chaos plagued Mexico during these
- first twenty~five years of independence and damaged her hopes.
 for a place among the leading world powers, The.oné,constant
symbol of her potential was Mexico's vast physical size.

Each successive government whether centralist or federalist

. vowed to maintain Mexico's. territorial integrity. The known
desires of the United States for Texas guickly became a
political tqnl‘used by Mexican generals and politicians to
axguse.theﬁMaxican people against each‘succeﬁaiVela&ministratian,
- The barest hint of territorial cession was ugually enough to
produce a change in leadexship. Later, much to Mexico's.

- detriment gny move toward the recognition of Texas independence .

................ /

was used in this same fashion., Mexico could not accept the

L3pespatch No. 19, Poinsett to Clay, 20. September, 1825,
Recprd Group 59.. ' '
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inde?endanga}pf the;LQnelstaxzsgpublic and blamped the'Uniﬁed
Stateaffgr the.xerlutiqn which had created it, FQr a proud
and deatitute”cguntry, rich'onlj in land, the loss of terri-
tqry by the United States was the ultimate insult. A war to
retain natiqnal territory énd honor appeared to be the only
recourse that xemained.tq.the'MeXican"government..'quitical
survival gnd pepular pressure served to dictate this decision,
In the United States, political pressures made Texas an
- unayoidable issue. Beginning with ‘the Jackson administration,
popular memorials to Congress for the annexation of Texas
increased. The official policy of each administration was one |
- of neutrality toward the Texas g-meXican conflict, Unofficially,
many Amerlcans followed a policy of active interference. The .
administrations of Van Buren and Tyler sought to prevent a
‘cgmplete:bmeak.withTMeXicp over Texas. This policy of delay
served b@thuto avoid sectiqnal pressures at home and to
facilitate the settlement of Mexican indebtedness. The presie
- dential election of 1844 ended thig delaying policy. Texas
became an iaéueian which neutrality toward annexation meant .
pelitical deaﬁh, James K. Polk, an expansionist who favored
Jacks@n'sfvieWS*pn reanneXatign, was elected, Annexqtiqn
passed the United States‘angress'when,preSented as in issue
ef national security and compercial importance. Mexico severed
~relations with the United StatengarchHZS;,lB&Sf’lelqwipgi

the American extension of an annexation tregty to Texas.
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Texas Wﬁ$ th;-9£ Cquxﬁértthglgnly-igguelgﬁrcgntention
hetwegn.thg'twg cgantrieﬁ.“ :g arquse‘bgthQngtipna to war
" mere than te§$itgri@l'di$puta$ were necegsary, ZEconomic
.cqnaider@t&gng:alap'played theim part in thafdetaxigxatiqn
_ Qi xel@tiqnﬁ betwegn the.twg.cguntmiésf‘ﬁprMexico's.cycle'
of xeyplutiong depleted her treasury, thezeby forcing each. .
new government tohmakéﬁﬁpxeign loans at Qutm@gébMS‘xates of
interest, F@ieégn‘ﬁndehtness and financiapl wegkness
~destroyed Mexice's. prospects for econonic development,.
and hex ?xgtact&ye.taﬁriﬁ,,de&igned to protect Mexican
indugtry, had littleltg,pxqtect.. Chﬁgnié-instaﬁility_led
to thaLlQ§§'©£'foeign property. as sucecessive political
factions aqyght ney sources of revenue to finance revolutions,
Theisituatign led ta_masgivé foreign claims against the already
bankrupt txeasury. The Jéckson administration did not press
American claims against Mexico becauge treaty negotiastions were
not complete, Under Van Buren's administration, Ministers to
Mexiceo veceived instructions to press qu_séttlement of claims,
- After much delay and difficult negotiations gn arbitration
agreerient was concluded, The arbitration commission settled
many claims, bUt,manX‘morelxemained. Unﬁoxtungtely, economic
,conditiqns in Mexicg were ng bettex than beﬁqgef,and she
guickly fell behind in making installment payments. United
StateSwmaxchantﬁ,,gwaitipg p@ymentnﬁgx,yeaxs,'Qetitigned Cone -

_gress to use force if necessary to obtain redress. President
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dohn Tylex In g message to Congress stated that the delay in
payment on the Mexican indemnity justified war, hut that one
final effort would be made for a peaceful settlement. These .
- commercial clalms agalnst Mexico succeeded in arousing the
anger qﬁ Anmerican merchantile interests against Mexico as the
Texas question had not.1d

For the Mexican ﬁedple'thelforeﬁgnmclaims sexved to
' reinforce xenophobia. Fach administration esplained the desti-~
tute treasury by blaming the foreign claims on the limited
Mexican revenues, Mexicq's:edonqmic-ills-were‘attributed o
foreign econpmic encroachment, To correct this problen
- foreign mexchants werepribiddeh.to:engggelin retail trade,.
This new solution only increased Mexico's poverty and foreign
dissatisfaction, By 1846, the climate of animosity toward all
- foreignexrs particularly American,‘incre@saﬁ‘tq‘suchﬂan extent
that the more moderate Mariano Paredes administration could
hot withstand the pressures for war,

The dgcument series exanined by this paper were chosen
for their representation of both Congresgional and Exécutiye‘
Views. M@re'histgrical evidence remaing hidden in the Presi- :
- dential Papers than is possible tq.include'in.thiS-reView,

The combined eﬁfqrts.Qf.many are necessary to exhaust this
xvgluqble-xaspuxce, Other United States‘decumant series require .

.cqmplete exploratlon be;ale all aspects of early United States = .

14y, s, Congress, Senate, Document, No, 1, 28th Cong.,,
lst sesg,., 5 December, 1843, pp, 6 ~ 8.
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M@xicgn_gelatipna are'knqwn,.'The_mgxe impqmtant of ﬁhESelare.
the "Despatches from United States Ministers in Texas, 1836 = -
‘18451u€ﬁiglgmgtic Instructions of the*Degﬁxtmeﬂt‘Qﬁ State,
1801 - 1905," and uRecgrdﬁ of the Department gﬁlgtgteb’
Communications from Special Agents, 1794 '~ 1906." . ALl ave |
available to the historian through the United States National

Axrchives and Recorxds Sexvice,




DATE

- 1821

1825
Mar.

1829
Mar.

1829
Max .

1830 .

Jarn,

- 1831
May

- 1833

May

- 1834 -
June |

1836 -

Jarn.

- 1839
Feb.

1841

Mar. -

- 1841
Mar.

1841
Mar.

- 1842

Teb,

- 1843

May

- 1843

June .

- APPENDIX A

PREGIDENT

vames Monroe

Jgohn Q, Adams

Andrew Jackson
"
fn

"

Lid

William Harrison

John Tyler

SECERETARY OF STATE = DIPLOMAT

John @, Adanms

Henxy Clay
James Hami lton

Martin Van Buren

Edward Livingston
Louis McLane -

James Forsyth .

Je.L. Martin
Chief Clerk

Daniel Webster
n o
n o

Hugh Legaré -

Ad interim

Willigm Derrick
Chief Clerk

ig8l

woel R, Poingett
Minister

"

Anthon Butlery
Chargé

LE

"

Powhatan Ellisg
Chargé .

Powhatan Ellis -
Minister

Waddy Thompson
Minister

"

"




DATE

- 1843
June |

© 1844
Peb,.

1844
- April

- 1844
Mar.

. 1845 .
Mar.

1845
Nowv.

RRESIDENT .
John Fyler

L

"o

o
James. K. Polk

"

SECRETARY QF STATE

- Abel P, Upshuy

ad interinm

John Nelson
ad interim

"o

John Calhoun

- James Buchgnan

Lid
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DIPLOMAT
Waddy Thompson

Minister

"

Wilson Shannon
Minister

"

"o

John Slidell
Minister




DATE

1822
1824 .

1829

1830 -
1832, Dec..
1833, April
1833, April

- 1834

11835
. 1836 -

© 1837
1841
1842

- 1843
1845
1846

1846 -

. APPENDIX B
MEXTCAN HEAD QF STATE

Agustin de Iturbide .
Gugdalupe Victoria

Génez Pedraza =

Vicente Guerrero

Anastasio Bustamante .

Gémez Pedrazg

Antonio Lépez de Sants Anna

V. GSpez Farfas, Vice Pres,

Antonio'Lﬁpezi&elﬁanta Annag

Miguel Barragén

José Justo Corro

Anastasio Bustamante
Antonio Lépez de Sgnta Anna
Nicolds Bravo, Vice Pres.
Antonio Lfpez de Santa Anng

Mariano Paredes

V. Génez Farias -

 Antonip Ldpez de Santa Anng
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TiTLE

Emperor
Fregident

President

Dictator
President
President -

President
ad interim

Dictator

Pregident
ad intexrim

President
ad interim

President
Dictator

Pregident .
ad intexim

Pregident
President
RPresident .

President




. ABBREYIATION .

Cong.

EX. Docs.
- H. Docs,

- H. Bpts.
No.,. |

5. Docs.
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DERINITION

Congress
Executiyewﬁacﬁments
Hquse,dqcuments-
House reports
Humbex

Genate documents
Serial set

Session
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