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[nocm\lnxn ACCOMPANYING THE FRESIDENT’S MESSAGE AT THE COMMENCEMENT OF THE SECOND
SESSION OF THE TWERNTY-EIGHTH (:ONGRESS.]

REPORT
or

THE SECRETARY OF STATE.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, December 2, 1844.

Sir: In obedience fo your instructions, I have the honor, herewith, to
transmit copies of a correspondence with the governments of Mexico and
"Texas, growing out of the proposed annexation of the latter to the United
States ; and also of the correspondence with the Texan authorities in rela-
tion to the disarming of a body of l'exan forces under the command of
Major Snively, by a detachment of United States troops commanded by
Captain Cooke, and the forcible entry and taking away'from the custom-
house on Red river of sundry goods and merchandise by certain citizens
of the United States.

By a note recently received from the honorable C. H. Raymond, acting
chargé d’affaires of the republic of Texas, I am informed that the evidence
referred to in my note to Mr. Van Zandt, of the 14th of August last, has
not yet been received by him.

All which is respectfully submitted.

: J. C. CALHOUN.
To the PresipENT oF THE UNITED STATES.
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LIST OF PAPERS

ACCOMPANYING THE LETTER OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE TO THE
PRESIDENT, OF DECEMBER 2, 1844.

Mr. Calhoun to Mr. Shannon, 20th June, 1844,

Mr. Howard to Mr. Calhoun, (exiract,) 7th August, 1844, with the fo -
lowing accompaniments:

Mr. Jones to Mr. Howard, 6th August, 1844.

Mr. Hill to Mr. Jones, 6th August, 1844,

Colonel Hays to Mr. Hill, 21st July, 1844.
General Woll to General Houston, 19th June, 1844.
Mr. Howard to Mr. Jones, 6th August, 1844.

Mr. Calhoun to Mr. Shannon, 10th September, 1844 ; accompanied by
translations of the decree of the Mexican government of the 17th June,
1843, and the orders of General Woll of June 20, 1844,

Mr. Calhoun to Mr. Donelson, 17th September, 1844, with accompa-
niments, A and B. B

Instructions from Mr. Calhoun to Mr. King, 12th August, 1844.

Mr. Shannon to Mr. Calhoun, (extract,) 28th October, 1844.

Mr. Shannon to Mr. Rejon, 14th October, 1844.

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra, 23d May, 1844. .

Mr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green, (translation,) 30th May, 1844,

. Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun, (extract,) 7th June, 1844 ; accompanied by
a note of Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra, 31st May, 1844.

Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun, 15th June, 1844 ; accompanied by a note of
Mr. Bocanegra to. Mr. G-een, 6th June, 1844.

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra, 10th June, 1844.

Mr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green, (translation,) 12th June, 1844, ,

Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun, (extract,) 2Lst June, 1844 ; accompanied by
a note of Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra, 20th June, 1844.

Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun, (extract,) 25th June, 1844 ; accompanied by
a note of Mr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green, 23d June, (iranslation.)

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra, 24th June, 1844.

Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun, 28th June, 1844 ; accompanied by a note of
- Mr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green, 25th June, (translation.)

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra, 26th June, 1844.

Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun, (extract,) 14th July, 1844; accompanied by
a note of Mr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green, 2d July, (tanslation.)

The same to the same, same date, (translation.)

Mr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green, 8th July, (tianslation.)

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra, 12th July.

Mr. Van Zandt to Mr. Upshur, 8th August, 1843, with the accompani-
ments.

Mr. Upshur to Mr. Van Zandt, 11th August, 1843.

Mr. Van Zandt to Mr. Upshur, 10th November, 1843.

Mr. Upshur to Mr. Van Zandt, 29th December, 1843,

Same to same, 19th January, 1844.

Mr. Van Zandt to Mr. Upshur, 21st February, 1844,

Mr. Calhoun to Mr. Van Zandt, 14th August, 1844.

Mr. Van Zandt to Mr. Calhoun, 16th August, 1844,

Same to same, 9th September, 1844.

#r. Calhoun to Mr. Raymond, 18th September, 1844.
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CORRESPONDENCE WITH MEXICO AND TEXAS ON THE SUBJECT OF
ANNEXATION.

Mr. Calhoun to Mr. Shannon.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, June 20, 1844.

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the
17th of April last, announcing your acceptance of the appointment ten-
dered you by the President of the United States as envoy extraordinary
and minister plenipotentiary to the republic of Mexico, and notifying this
department of your readiness to enter on the discharge of the duties of
your office.

You have already received your commission; and I herewith enclose to
you a full power, a special passport, printed persona! instructions, a sealed
letter accrediting you to the President of the Mexican republic, and an
open copy-of the same for your own use. In presenting this letter of
credence to the President, you will avail yourself of the occasion to ex-
press to the President of Mexico the sincere desire of the President of the
United States to maintain the most amicable relations with the government
of the Mexican republic, and his purpose to promote this end by every
proper means in his power. '

By a convention between the United States and the Mexican republie,
signed on the 11th day of April, 1839, a joint commission was agreed upon,
for the purpuse of adjusting the claims of the citizens of the former on the
government of the latter, This commission, agreeably to the provisions
of the convention, met in the city of Washington in August, 1840 ; but
much of the time allowed fur the transaction and close of its business was
consumed by the commissioners of the two governments in discussing the
organization of the board, and proper forms of procedure to be adopted before
it. The consequence was, that, at the expiration of the period when, by the
terms of the convention, the commission should expire, many of the claims
submitted for its decision remained undecided by the board ; while others
referred to the umpire were left in the same state, as he considered his
functions terminating with those of the comumission.

The convention also provided that the claims which should be allowed
might be discharged by the payment of Mexican treasury-notes; but as
these were much depreciated in value at the time when the commission
expired, it became a matter of importance to effect some arrangement by
which specie should be substituted in their stead. 'To this end, your pre-
decessor was empowered and instructed to enter into a negotiation with the
government of Mexico; and a convention was concluded on the 30th day
of January, 1843, providing for the payment of the awards, and the inter-
est accruing thereon, in specie, in five years from the 30th day of April,
1843, in equal instalments every three months. 'These instalments have
been paid punctually, with the exception of that which fell due in the
month of February last—a part only of which was paid on the day; and
though the balance has since been discharged, it is important to the inter-
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ests involved that the strictest punctuality should be observed, The last
instalment, due on the 30th day of April, 1844, had not been paid at the
date of our last advices from Mr. Green, the chargé d'affuires ad interim of
the United States, though repeated applications had been made by him to
the Minister of Foreign Relations, This neglect of solemn and express
stipulations cannot be otherwise regarded than as violations of national
faith, injurious alike to the honor of Mexico and the interests of the United
States. It will, therefore, be your duty to remenstrate, in the strongest
terms, against this apparent indifference to the obligations of contracts, and
to urge upon the government of Mexico the necessity of complying with
the stipulations of the convention, agreeably to its terms.

You will find on the files of the legation a correspondence between yonr
predecessor (Mr. Thompson} and the Mexican Minister for Foreign Rela-
tions, in refard to an order addressed by the Mexican Secretary of War,
dated the 14th of July, 1843, to the governors of the States of California,
Sefiora, Sinaloa, and Chihuahue, directing the expulsion of the citizens of
the United States from their territories respectively. The result of this
correspondence seems to have been none other than an enlargement of the
terms of the order, so as to embrace foreigners generally, or such of them
as might be deemed vagrants, or dangerous to the public peace.

It is not designed to enter into u grave argument to expose the character
of such an order, or to show its opposition to the treaty of the 5th of April,
1831. 'The correspondence referred to will pat you in possession of the
points in issue, and of the views.of the government in regard to them.

As a large number of our citizens, for the purpose of trade, have settled
themselves in the States referred to, whose property and liberty may be en-
dangered in its enforcernent, it will be necessary that yon give to the sub-
ject your earliest attention. You will perceive, by reference to the corres-
pondence on the files of the legation, that the governors of the States to
whom the order is addressed are empowered arbitrarily to fix the time
when those deemed obnoxious shall leave the country, while no oppertu-
nity seems to be vouchsafed to the suspected to vindicate their characters.
In the execution of such an order, it is more than probable that much in-
dividual wrong and suffering may be inflicted ; and while you will protest
in strong terms against the order itself, as a flagrant violation of the treaty
of 1831, you will, at the same time, exert your utmost vigilanee to protect
the persons and property of those who may be made unjustly the subjects
of its operations. Enjoining on our citizens, on the one hand, a proper
obedience to the laws of Mexico, as a condition of your interference in
their behalf; and, on the other, giving the Mexican government to under-
stand that the United States cannot allow their citizens, induced to take up
their residence in its territories under the solemn sanction of a treaty, to be
driven from their abodes, or otherwise injured in their persons or property,
on frivolous pretexts. ,

Another question of very grave importance, and which is still pending
between the two governments, grows out of the Mexican decree of the 23d
cf September, 1843, prohibiting foreigners resident in Mexico from engaging
in the retail trade. Your predecessor (Mr. Thompson) was instructed to
protest against the application of this decree to the citizens of the United
States, as a direct and palpable infringement of the 3d article of the treaty
of 1831, and incompatible with other stipulations contained in it. The
Mexican Minister for Foreign Affairs attempts to sustain the decree on the-
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general ground, that by the treaty the citizens of each country resident in
the other are subject to their respectivé laws and usages. 'This, as a gen-
eral truth, may be admitted ; but surely it cannot be pretended that rights
guarantied by treaty between two independent powers may be abridged or
modified by the municipal regulations of one of the parties, without and
against the consent of the other. Such a position is so utterly untenable, that
it would be needless to dwell on it. ' . :

This subject will demand your prompt attention ; for it is of the highest
importance to prevent the injustice, injury, and distress which must neces-
sarily attend the execution of the decree, rather than to resort to protracted
negotiations in order to repair them.

You will, therefore, inform the government of Mexico, in firm but con-
ciliatory language, that, while the United States concede to Mexico the
right to enact laws not inconsistent with her treaty stipulations, they can-
not tamely submit to the execution of this decree ; and that it is confidently
expected it will be countermanded, so far as their citizens are concerncd.

Another decree, dated in August last, was also issued by the Mexican
government, which appears to conflict, very clearly, with the stipulations
of the treaty of 1831. By the 4th article of this decree, merchandise
lawfully imported: into the territories of Mexico is subjected to forfeiture,
after a limited time, unless it be sold or reshipped in one year. This is so
obviously in contravention of the 26th article of the treaty existing between
the two countries, and so hostile in its spirit to those relations of friendship
which it was intended to secure, that, in the last interview between your
predecessor (Mr. Thompson) and the President of Mexico, a promise was
made by that functicnary so to modify the said decree as to divest it of
its obnoxious provisions in respect to the citizens of the United States.

You will avail yourself of the first occasion, afier your arrival, to bring
the subject to the notice of the Mexican government, and to urge the im-
mediate fulfilment of the promise made to your predecessor. -

Yon will embrace some convenient opportunity, after you have complied
with the foregoing instructions, to address a note to the Mexican govern-
ment, in which you will say that you are instructed to inform it that the
President perceives with regret it has entirely misconceived the object of the
communication which the secretary of the legation of the United States, in
conformity with his instructions, made to it, in reference to the treaty re-
cently entered into with Texas, Its obj-ct, as it plainly imports to be, was
to announce to the government of Mexico that the treaty had been signed,
and submitted to the Senate for its approval ; that the measure had been
adopted with no unfriendly or hostile feelings to Mexico ; and that the gov-
ernment of the United States was ready to adjust, on liberal terms, the
question of boundary, and any other that might grow out of the treaty. It
constituted no part of its object to invite a discussion as to its right to make
the treaty. T'o suppose so, would be to assume that it had made it with-
out duly examining and establishing, to its entire satisfaction, its right to do
s0; a supposition which would neither comport with the fact, nor with what
is due to its honor and dignity. Such being the case, it cannot, consistently
with either, permit itself to be drawn into a controversy with the govern-
ment of Mexico as to its right to make the treaty ; and you will inform it,
accordingly, that you have been instructed to pass unnoticed the incon-
clusive arguments by which it has attempted to controvert our right to enter
into it. We hold Texa$ to be independent de jure as well as de facto; and
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as competent, in every respect, toenter into a treaty of cession, or any other,
as Mexico herself, or any other independent power; and that, in entering
into the treaty of annexation with her, we violated no prior engagement or
stipulation with Mexico. We would, indeed, have been glad, in doing so,
to have acted with the concurrence of Mexico, if circumstances had  per-
mitted—not because we believed that she had any rightful claim of sove-
reignty over Texas, or that the latter was not competent, of itself, to trans-
fer the full and complete right and title to its territory ; but because, in our
desire to preserve the most friendly relations with Mexico, we were dis-
posed to treat her with respect, however unfounded we believed her claim
to Texas to be. It was in conformity with that desire that the instructions
were given to make the communication to the government of Mexico, an-
nouncing the signature of the treaty, and our readiness te adjust all ques-
tions which might grow out of it, between the two countries. on the most
liberal terms. _

You will also state that you are instructed to pass over unnoticed the men-
aces and offensive language which the government of Mexico has thought
proper to use. It makes a great mistake in supposing that the United
States can be deterred, by menaces, from adopting a measnre which, after
mature deliberation, they have determined they buve a right to do, and
which they believe to be essential to their safety and prosperity. They are
desirous of peace with Mexico and all other nations ; but they always stand
prepared to defend themselves, if need be, against any attack to which they
may be subjected in pursuing a line of policy deemed by themselves just
and expedient. Nor can they be provoked 1o retort the offensive langnage
used. 'The government of the United States is too mindful of what is die
to its own self-respect and dignity, to be driven, by any provoeation, how-
ever unwarranted or great, from that decorum of language which ought
ever to be observed in the official correspondence of independent states. In
their estimation, a good cause needs no such support, aud a bad one can.
not be strengthened by it. '

From the failure of the Senate to approve the treaty of annexation with
"Texas, it is not deemed advisable to instruct you to make any overture or
propositions to the government of Mexico in relation to that subject; but
should any disposition be manifested on ils part to open negotiations, or
any propositions be made in reference to it, you will receive and immedi-
ately transmit them to this department,

I am, sir, your obedient servant,_
J. C. CALHOUN.

To Wirson Suaannox, Esq., §c.

Mr. Howard to Mr. Calhoun.

[Extract.}

[cONFIDENTIAL!] Lecarion oF TuE UN1TED StaTES,
Washington, ( Texas,) August 7, 1844,

Sir: I have the honer to transmit, herewith, the copy of a letter re-.
ceived by me, on yesterday, fromn the Hon. Anson Jones, Secretary of State,
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&ec., dated the 6th instant; also copies of several documents referred to in
his communication by the letters A and B ; besides a copy of a letter to him
from the Secretary of War of this republic; accompanying which, will

also be found a copy of my reply to the letter of Mr. Jones. .
* * " * * L * * *

—

Mr. Jones Zo Mr. Howard.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, (Texas,) August 6, 1844,

The undersigned, Secretary of State of the republic of Texas, has the
houor to transmit, herewith, to General Howard, chargé d’affaires of the
United States near this government, the copy of a communication from the
Hon, G. W. Hill, of this date, with accompanying documents A and B,
containing the information that Mexico is about to recommence active hos-
tilities against this country. '

The uundersigned is aware that General Howard has already been in-
formed of the efforts making by General Santa Anna to raise -funds in
Mexico, and an army of thirty thousand men, for the subjngation of Texas;
and that troops in considerable numbers have already been moved towards
our southwestern frontier, under the command of General Canalizo, of the
Mexican army, an officer appointed to carry this object into effect.

The information now in possession of this government leads the under-
signed to the conclusion that Mexico intends either to renew a system of
predatory warfare against Texas, or else to make a formidable attempt for
its couquest; and that, whichever alternative she may have concluded to
adopt, she has been induced to her course by the negotiations pending be-
tween I'exas and the United States on the subject of annexation.

In view of these fucts, and adverting to the assurances given to this
government by General Murphy, chargé d’affuires of the United States, on
the 14th of February, and by Mr. Calhoun, Secretary of State, on the 11th
of April last, the undersigned, by direction of his excellency the President,
has the honor to request that General Howard will, as early as convenient,
take the necessary steps to cause to be carried into effect these assurances,
and to extend to Texas the aid which the present emergency requires.

The undersigned embraces with great pleasure this occasion to present
to General Howard the assurances of his distinguished consideration and

regard..
: ANSON JONES.
The Hon. Tireaman A. Howarbp,
Chargé d’ Affaires of the United States, §c.

DerARTMENT OF WAR AND MARINE.
Waushington, (Tezas,) August 6, 1844,
Sir: I am directed by his excellency the President to ask the attention
of -your department to the facts recently made known to this government,
and contained in commuunications recently received from General Adrian
Woll, of the army of Mexico, and Colonel John C. Hays, commanding on
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the southwestern frontier of Texus; a copy of the former, and an extract
of the latter of which, are herewith transmitted, '

"The facts contained in these communications, taken in connexion with
other intelligence which has been received, leave no doubt of the objects
and intentions of the Mexican government; and that a considerable military
force is now being concentrated on the Rio Grande, with the avowed ob-
ject of immediately following the attack of the cavalry alluded to by Colonel
Hays, by that of a more formidable force. No doubt can, therefore, longer
exist of the propriety .ad necessity of placing immediately on our south-
western frontier, for the defence of the nation, all the troops at the disposal
“of the government, whether of our own citizens, or by existing arrangements
beiween this government and that of the United States.

I have the honor to be your very obedient servant, .

' G. W. HILL,

Secretary of War and Murine.

Hon. Anson Jongs,
Secretary of State, §-c.

A.
[Extract.]

HEADQUARTERS, SOUTHWESTERN COMMAND, - .
' Bezar, July 21, 1844,

Sir:
* * * * #» ., . * *

The following is the information alluded to:—About ten days ago, a
secret spy in my employ arrived in town, and informed me that prepara.
tions were in progress to mount on good horses a force of six huudred
men, to be divided into three divisions—one of which was to proceed with
rapid marches to this place, and enter the town, if practicable; if repulsed,
to retreat. Immediately on their return, another division would advaunce
with the same instructions; and so on, giving time to each division to re-
fresh, and .keep up a constant annoyance on’ this portion of the frontier.
Two days ago he returned, confirming his previous statement; and, in
addition, a communication from a gentleman whose statement cafinot be
doubted, confirming the report of the spy, and stating that they had alrendy
400 fine horses purchased to mount the troops, and that their operations
(\ivould commence during the month of August. This statement cannot be

oubted.

» » * ) * . » » *

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, &c.
JOHN C. HAYS,
Commanding southwestern frontier.
To the Hon. G. W, Hivr,
Secretary of War and Marine.
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DePARTMENT oF WaAR anD MARINE,
Washington, ( Tezas,) August-6, 1844,

T certify the within [foregoing] to be a true extract from the origial én

file in this office.
M. C. HAMILTON,
C. C. Dept. War.

ena—

B.

[Translation:]

HeapeuarTERs, Mier, June 19, 1844,

st Brigade of the North.—Commander in Chief.

The time prefixed by the supreme government of the republic for the
duration of the armistice celebrated with the commissioners of Texas, on
the 15th of February of the present year, having expired, his excellency
the President has been pleased to determine that hostilities are renewed, and
declared to exist from the 11th day of the present month, against the in-
habitai:ts of that department, While 1 apprize you of this resolution- of his
excellency, I will also represent to vou the fact that my government is
highly indignant at the perfidious conduet of these said inhabitants towards
the republic, which, ever generous to them, believed they were acting in
good faith, until the contrary became manifest by their disregard of the
promises made in the same treaty of armistice, as relates to the commis-
sioners, according to article 4, who were to have proceeded to the capital
of Mexico, in order to arrange the terms whereby their propositions might
be admitted, ’

His excellency the President, convinced that the honor of. the nation de-
mauds that such dishonorable condunct should be punished, and that it
should be uuderstood that his motives .for the delay in declining the
renewal of hostilities has not proceeded from the want of the ability or of
resourses, but purely from motives of humanity, desires me to make this in-
timation, S )

lu the performance of this duty, although the reflection that human
blood must be shed is painful, yet I have the satisfaction to know that our
cuuse is just, and that it is sustained by sacred and imprescriptible rights,
in which we have no less confidence than in the valor of our troops; and
the struggle once renewed, the civilized world will become the judge of our
rights, while victory will crown the efforts of those who fearlessly wage
the battle for their country, opposed to usurpation.

I have the honor to reiterate to you the assurance of my high consider-
ation and esteem.

God and liberty.
\ ADRIAN WOLL.
To Gen. Sam. HousTon. '
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Mr. Howard to Mr. Jones.

Lecarion oF THE UNITED STATES,
Washingion, ( Texas,) August 6, 1844, .

The undersigned, chargé d'affaires of the United States near the gov-
ernment of the repnbiic of Texas, has the honor to acknowledge the
receipt of the communication of the Hon. Anson Jones, Secretary of State
of this republic, of this date, together with its accompanying documents.

The undersigned is aware of the incipient steps which have been taken
by the chief of the Mexican government, with the alleged purpose of iuva-
ding and subjugating Texas; but how far the preparations have gone, he
is not informed. He has no reason, however, to doubt the information
communicated by the honorable Secretary ; on the contrary, he has received
similar information from other quarters. How far the relations of Texas
and the United States may have excited the Mexican government to ad-
ditional efforts to reconquer Texas, and hastened the renewal of hostilities,
the undersigned has no mecans of judging. Whatever may be the canse,
.it cannot but be the subject of universal vegret thronghout Christendom
that a war, of the character which has marked the relations of Texas and
Mexico since the revolution of 1836, should not be brought to a close.

If, however, the recommencement of this conflict has been owing to ne-
gotiations between the governments-of the United States and Texas, and if
the United Slates have given “assurances” to “extend to Texas the aid
which the present emergency requires,”—by which the undersigned sup-
poses is meant military aid, in repelling the anticipated invasion by Mex-
lco—the obligations thus incurred ought to be, and he doubts not will be,
observed by his government. .

The undersigned has taken occasion to re-examine the letters of the late
General Murphy, of the 14th of F'ebruary last, and of Mr. Calhoun, Secre-
tary of State of the United States, of the 11lth of April ensuing; he has
also turned his attention to the letter of the Hon. Johu Nelson, Secretary of
State ad interim, to General Murphy, of the 11th of March, 1844, and of
the Hon. Israc Van Zandt, of the 17th of January of the same year.  The
letter of the Idon. Mr. Nelson, it will be seen, limits very much the assu-
rances given by the Hon. Mr, Murphy, and discloses in explicit langunge
the constitutional limitattons under which the Executive of the United
States must act in regard to the military power of the country.

The question, then, is mainly left to rest upon the letter of the Hon. Mr.
Van Zaudt of the 17th of January, and the answer of Mr. Calhoun of the
11th of April,.1844. Mr. Van Zandt submits the following inquiry to the
Secretary of State, (Mr. Upshur:) ¢ Should the President of Texas accede
to the proposition of annexation, would the President of the United States,
after the signing of the treaty, and before it shall be ratified and receive the
sanction of the other branches of both governments, in case Texas should
desire it, or with her consent, order such number of military and naval
forces of the United States to such necessary points or places upon the ter-
ritory or borders of Texas, or the gulf of Mexico, as ‘shall be sufficient to
protect her against foreigr aggression?” Mr. Calhoun, afler referring to
the orders given to the naval and military forces, gives the assurance that,
should the exigency arise during the pendency of the treaty of anneration,
the President would deem it his duty to use all the means placed within
his power by the constitution, to protect Texas from invasion,.
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The undersigned nssures the honorable Secretary of State of the dispo-
sition of his government to fulfil all her obligalious to Texas, and of the"
deep interest felt both by the government and people of the Unired States in
whatever concerns her welfare; to which he will add his own anxious wish
to preserve the most perfect fuith towards both the government and people
of Texas. But he is not able to perceive that an assurance given that the
military power should be used, so far as it constitutionally might, to.repel
invasion during the pendency of the treaty, (to which alone both Mr. Cal-
houn and Mr. Van Zandt seem to have had reference,) would raise an ob-
ligation on the President of the United States to iuterpose, by affording
military aid to Texas in the present emergency.

In communicating this opinion to the houorable Sccretary of State, the
undersigued is happy to know that he addresses one who is familiar with
the fundamental laws and government of the United States, which prescribe
certain rules of action for any. public functionary.

Nevertheless, as the subject is one of great moment, and is entitled to the
consideration of the government of the United States, and as the facis
communicated are important, he will transmit as speedily as practicable
this correspondence, with the accompanying documents, to his government,
and await her instructions.

The undersigned, with the most unfeigned pleasure, takes this occasion
to present to the Hon. Mr. Jones the assurance of his distinguished con-

sideration and esteem. ‘
, T. A. HOWARD.
Hon. Anson Jones, . -
Secretary of State of the republic of Tezas.

Mr. Calkoun to Mr. Shannon.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, September 10, 1844.

Sir: There can be no longer any doubt that Mexico intends to renew
the war against T'exas on a large scale, and to carry it on with more than
savage ferocity. . The loan she has authorized, and the expensive prepara.
tions she is making by land.and sea, are sufficient proofs of the former;
and the orders of the commander of the army of the north, (General Woll,)
issued the 20th day of June last, and the decree of Santa Anna, general of
divisior and provisional President of Mexico, on the 17th day of Juns,
1843, of the latter.. The decree makes the general-in-¢hief of divisions of
the army, and the commandant general of the coast and frontier, respon-
sible for its exact fulfilment. It was under that responsibility, it would seem,
that General Woll, to whom the Texan frontier was assigned, issued his
order of the 20th .Junme. After premising that the war was renewed
against Texas; that all communications with it must cease ; and that every

.individual, of whatever condition, who may have communication with it,
shall be regarded as a traitor, and as such be punished according. to the
articles of war, the order announces, in its 3d article, that “every indi-
vidual who may be found at the distance of one league from the left bank
of the Rio Bravo will boc regarded as a favorer and accomplice of the
usurpers of that part of the national territory, and as a traitor to his coun-
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try,” and, after a summary military trial, # shall be punished accordingly.”
And in its 4th article it also states * that every individual who may be em-
braced within the provisions of the preceding article, and may be rash
enough to fly at the sight of any force belonging to the supreme govern-
ment, shall be pursued until taken or put to death.”

In what spirit the decree of the 17th of June, which the order is intended
exactly to fulfil, is to he executed, the fate of the party under General Sent-
manat, at 'Tabasco; affords an illustration. They were arrested under i,
and executed, without hearing or trial, against the indignant remonstrances
of the French and Spanish ministers near the government of Mexico, who
in vain invoked the voice of humanity, the sacred obligations of the con-
stitution, and the sanctity of treaties, in behalf of their countrymen who
were executed under this illegal and bloody decree. '

1f the decree itself was thus enforced, in time of peace, on the subjects of
friendly powers, and against the remonstrances of their ministers, some faint
conception may be formed of the ferocions and devastating spirit in which
the order of General Woll is intended to be executed against the inhabit-
ants of Texas, and all who may in any way aid their cause, or even have
communication with them, It was under a decree similar to that of the
17th of June, 1843, and issued by the same authority on the 30th of Oc-
tober, 1835, bnt which was not so comprehensive in its provisions, or so
bloody and ferocious in its character, that the cold-blooded butchery of
Fannin and his party, and other Texan prisoners, was ordered by Santa
Anna in his invasion of 1836. '

That decree was limited to foreigners who should land at any port of
Mezxico, or arrive by land, being armed and having hostile intentions, or
who should introduce arms and munitions of war, to be used at any place
in rebellion, or placed in the hands of us enemies. As stvage and out-
rageous as its provisions were, the order of General Woll, intended to
carry out that of June, 1843, goes far beyond. It embraces every indi.
vidual who may be found east of a line drawn three miles east of the Rio
del Norte, without distinction of age or sex, foreigner or citizen, condition
or vocation ; all of every description, whether they resist or surrender, are
to be treated as traitors, and all who flee are to be shot down, ' 'The war is
intended, in short, to be one of utter extirpation. All that breathe are to be
destroyed or driven out, and Texas left a desolate waste ; and so proclaimed
to the world by Mexico, in advance of her projected invasion. -

The first question which presents itself for consideration on this state-
ment of facts, is, Shall we stand by, and ‘witness in silence the renew: 1 of
the war by Mexico, and'its prosecution in this blood-thirsty and desolat.ng
spitit? in order to answer it fully and satisfactorily, it will be necessary to
inquire first into her object for renewing the war at this time.

There can be but one—and that is, 10 defeat the annexation of Texas to
our Union. She knows full well that the rejection of the treaty has but
postponed the question of annexation. She knows that Congress adjourned
without*ﬂnallydisposin% of it; that it is now pending before both houses,
and ‘actively canvassed before the people throughout'tEé wide extent of our
Union ; and that it will in:all probability be decided in its favor, unless it
shiould be defeated by some movement exterior to the country. We would
be blind not to see that she proposes to effect it by the projected invasion,
either by conguering and subjgctmg Texas to her power, or by forcing her
to withdrww the proposition for annegation, and to forrn commercial and
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political connexions with some other power less congenial to her feelings
and favorable to her independence, and more threatening to her and our
permanent welfare and safety. Of the two, the latter is much the more
probable. She once attempted conquest, bnt signally failed, although the
attempt was made under the lead of hermost skillful and renowned general,
at the head of & weli-appointed army, consisting of her best disciplined and
bravest troops, and while ‘I'exas was yet in her infancy, without a govern-
ment, almost without means, and with an inconsiderable population.” With
this example before her, she can scarcely hops to succeed now, under a
leader of less skill and renown, and when Texas has settled down under a
well-established government, and has so greatly increased in means and
populatidn. It is possible she may be overrun ; but to expect to hold her in
subjection, with her present population and means, at the distance of more
than twelve hundred miles from the city of Mexico, with a difficult inter-
mediate country, destitute in a great degree of resources, would be extreme
folly. ‘T'he very attempt wonld exhaust her means, and leave her prostrated.
No! the alternative is to drive out the inhabitants and desolate the country,
or force her into some foreign and unnatural alliance; and this, the fero-
cious and savage order of General Woll shows is well understood by Mex-
ico, and is, in reality, the object of her policy.

Shall we stand by, and permit it to be consummated, and thereby defeat
a measure long cherished, and indispensable alike to the safety and welfare
of the United States and Texas? No measure of policy has been more
steadily or longer pursued, and that by both of the great parties into which
the Union is divided. Many believed that Texas was embraced in the ces.
sior. of Louisiana, and was improperly, if not uncoustitutionally, surren.
deizc by the treaty of Florida in 1819, Under that impression, and the
general conviction of its importance to the safety and welfare of the Union,
its annexation has been an gbject of constant pursuit ever since. It was
twice attempted to acquire it during the administration of Mr. Adams—
once in 1825, shortly after he came into power, and again in 1827. It was
thrice attempted under the administration. of his successor, (General Jack-
son)—first in 1829, immediately after he came into power; again in 1833;
and finally in- 1835, just before Texas declared her independence. Texas
herself made a proposition for annexation in 1837, at the commencement
of Mr. Van Buren’s administration, which he declined—not, however, on
the ground of opposition to the policy of the measure. The United States
had previously acknowledged her independence, and the example has since
been followed by France and Great Britain. 'The latter, soon after her re.
cognition, began to adopt a line of policy in reference to Texas, which
has given greaily increased importance to the measure of .annexation, by
making it still more essential to the safety and welfare both of her and.the
United States. _ A

“In pursuance of this long-cherished and established policy, and under the
conviction of the necessity of acting promptly in order to prevent the defeat
of the measure, the present administration invited Texas to renew the prop-
osition for annexation, which had been declined by its predecessor. It
was accepted ; and, as has been stated, is now pending. "I'he question re-
curs, Shall we stand by quietly, and permit Mexico to defeat it, without
making an effort to oppose her? Shall we, after this long and continued
effort to annex Texas, now, when the measure is about to be consunima-
ted, allow Mexico to put it aside, perhaps forever? Shall the #golden op-
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portunity” be lost, never again to return? Shall we permit T'exas, for hav-
ing accepted an invitation, tendered her at a critical moment to join us,
and consummate a measire essential to their nad our permanent peace,
welfare, and safety, to be desolated, her inhabitants tn be butchered, or
driven out; or, in order to avert so great a calamity, to be forced, against
her will, into a strange alliance, which would terminate in producing last-
ing hostilities between her and us, to the permunent injury, and perhaps
the ruin, of both? A

The President has fully and deliberately examined the subject, and has
come to the conclusion that honor and humanity, as well as the welfare
and safety of both countries, forbid it; and that it is his duty, during the
recess of Congress, to use all his constitutional means in opposition to it;
leaving that body, when it assembles, to decide on the course which, in its
opinion, it would be proper for the government to adopt.

In accordance with this conclusion, the President would be compelled to
regard the invasion of T'exas by Mexico, while the qnestion of annexation
is pending, as highly offensive to the .United States. He entertains no
doubt that we had the right to invite her to renew the proposition for an-
nexation ; and she, as an independent state, had a right to accept it, with-
out consulting Mexico or asking her leave. He regards Texas, in every
respect, as independent as Mexico, and as competent to transfer the whole
or part of Texas, as she would be the whole or part of Mexico. To go no
further back : under the constitution of 1824, Texas and Coahnila were
members of the federation formed by the United States of Mexico; Texas,
with Coahuila, forming one State, with the right guarantied to Texas, by
the constitntion, to form a separate Staie as soon as her population would
permit. The several States remained equal in rights, and equally inde-
pendent of each other, until 1835, when the constitution was. subverted by
the military, and all the States which dared to resist were subjugated by force,
except "'exas.. She stood up manfully and*bravely in defence of her rights
and independence, which she gloriously and successfully asserted on the
battle-ground of San Jacinto in 1836, and has ever since maintained. The
constitution of 1824 made her independent, and her valor and her sword
have maintained her so. She has been acknowledged to be.so by three of
the leading powers of Christendom, and regarded by all as such, except
Mezxico Lierself, Nor has she ever stood, in relation to Mexico, as a rebel.
lious department or province, struggling to obtain independence after
throwing off her yoke; much less as that of a band of lawless intruders
and usurpers, without government or political existence, as Mexico would
have the world to believe. The true relation between them is that of in.
dependént members of a federal government, but now subverted by force ;
the weaker of which has successfully resisted, under fearful odds, the at-
tempts of the stronger to conquer and subject -her to its power. It isin
that light we regard her; and in that we had the right to invite her to re-
new the proposition for annexation, and to treat with her for admission
into the Union, without giving any just offence to Mexico, or violating any
obligation by treaty, or otherwise, between us and her. Nor will our honor,
any more than our welfare and safety, permit her to attack Texas while
the question of annexation is pending. If Mexico has thought proper to
take offence, it is we, who invited a renewal of the proposition, and not she,
who accepted it, that ought to be held responsible; and we, as the respon-
sible party, cannot, without implicating our honor, permit another to suffer
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in our place. Entertaining these views, Mexico would make a great mis-
take if she should stppose that the President would regard with indiffer.
ence the renewal ef the war which she has proclaimed against Téxas. Our
honor and our interests are both involved, '

But another, and a still more elevated consideration, would forbid him to
look on with indifference. As strong as are the objections to the renewal
of the war, those to the manner in which it is to be conducted are still more
so. Ifhonor and interest forbid a tame acquiescence in the renewal of the
war, the voice of humanity cries alond against the manner of conducting
it. All the world have an interest that the rules and usages of war, as
established between civilized nations in modern times, should be respected,
and are in duty bound to resist their violation, and to see them preserved.
In this'case, that duty is pre eminently ours. We are neighbors ; the nearest
to the scenes of the proposed atrocities; most competent to judge, from our
proximity ; and, for the same reason, enabled more readily to interpose.
Flor the same reason, also, our sympathy would be more deeply wounded by
viewing the mingled scenes of misery which would present themselves on
all sides, and hearing the groans of the suffering; not to mention the dan-
gers to which we would be exposed, in consequence, on a weak and distant
fronticr, with numerous and powerful bands of Indians in its vicinity.

If anything can add to the atrocity with which it is proclaimed the war
will be waged, it is the bold fiction, regardless of the semblance of truth, to
which the government of Mexico has resorted, in order to give color to the
decree of June, 1843, and the orders of General Woll. Finding nothing in
the conduct of the government or people of Texas to justify their bloody
and ferocious character, it has assumed, in wording them, that there is no
such government or community as Texas ; that the individuals to be found
there are lawless intruders and usurpers, without political existence, who
may rightfully be treated as a gang of pirates, outcasts from society, and,
as such, not eatitled to the protection of the laws of nations or humanity.
In this assumption it obstinately persists, in spite of the well-known and-
(excepting the government of Mexico) the universally admitted fact, that
the colonists of T'exas, instead of being intruders and usurpers, were invi-
ted to settle there—first, under a grant by the Spanish authority to Moses
Austin, which was’afterwards confirmed by the Mexican authority; and,
‘subsequently, by similar grants from the State of Texas:Coahuila, which
it was authorized to issue by the constitution of 1824. They came there
-as invited guests ;—not invited for their own interests, but for those of Spain
and Mexico ; to protect a weak and helpless province from the ravages of
wandering tribes of Indians; to improve, cultivate, and render produc-
tive, wild and almost uninhabited wastes; and to make that valuable, which.
was before worthless. All this they effected at great costs, and with much
-danger and difficulty, which nothing but American energy and perseverance
could overcome ; not only unaided by Mexico, but in despite of the imped-
iments caused by her interference. o

" Instead of a lavrless gang of adventurers, as they are assumed to be by
‘the government of Mexico, these invited colonists became, in & few years, a.
constituent portion ol the members of the Mexican union, and proved them-
selves to he the descendants of a free and hardy race, by the bravery and
-energy with which they met the subverters of the constitution of 1824, and’
successfully preserved their independence. This done, they gave a still:
higher proof of their gescent, by establishing wise and free institutions, and:
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yielding rerdy -obedience to laws of their own enacting. Under the influ.
ence of these causes, they have enjoyed peace and security; while their-
industry and energy, protected by equal laws, have widely extended the
limits of cultivation and improvements over their beautiful country. It is
such a people, living under a free and well-established government, and on
whose soil “ no hostile foot has found rest” for the last eight years—swho
have been recognised and introduced as one of its members into the family
of nations—that Mexico has undertaken to treat as a lawless banditti, and
against whom, as such, she has proclaimed a war of extermination, forget-
ful of their exalted and generous humanity, when, during the former inva-
sion, they spared the forfeited lives of him who ordered, and those who
butchered, in cold blood, the heroic Fannin and his brave associates, re-
gardless of plighted faith, 'T'he government of Mexico may delude itself
by its bold fictions ; but it cannot delude the rest of the world. It will be
judged and held responsible, not by what it may choose to regard as facts,
and to act upon as such, but what are in reality facts, known and ac-
knowledged by all, save herself.

Such are the views which the President entertains in reference to the
renewal of the war, afier so long a suspension, and under existing circum-
stances, and the barbarous and bloody manner in which it is proclaimed
it will be conducted. He instructs you, accordingly, to address, without
delay, to the proper department of the Mexican government, a communi-
cation, in which you will state the views entertained by him in reference
to the renewal of the war while the question of annexation is pending, and
the manner in which it is intended to be conducted; and to protest against
both, in strong language, accompanied by declarations that the President
cannot regard them with indifference, but as highly offensive to the United
States. You are also instructed to renew the declaration made to the
Mexican Secretary by our chargé d’affaires, in announcing the conclusion
-of the treaty,—that the measure was adopted in no spirit of hostility to-
Mexico; and that, if annexation should be consummated, the United States
will be prepared to adjust all questions growing out of it, including that of
boundary, on the most liberal terms, :

. I am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, .
: J. C. CALHOUN.

WiLson SHANNON, Esq., &c.

Orders of General Woll.
1Referred 10 in the instructions of Mr. Calhoun to Mr, Shannon of the 10th of September, 1844.1:

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY OF THE NORTH,
. . Mier, June 20, 1844.
I, Adrian Woll, general of brigade, &c., make known :—

- 1. The armistice agreed on with the department of Texas having ex-
pired, and the war being, in consequence, recommenced against the inhabit-
ants of that department, all communication with it ceases.

. 2. Every individual, of whatever condition, who may contravene pro-
visions of the preceding article, shall be regarded as a traitor, and shall re-
ceive the -punishment prescribed in article 45, title 10, treatise 8, of the

axticles of war,
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3. Every individual who may be found at the distance of one league
from the left bank of the Rio Bravo, will be regarded as a favorer and
accomplice of the usurpers of that part of the national territory, and .as.a
traitor to his country ; and, after a summary military trial, shall receive
the said punishment. '

4. Every individual who may be comprehended within the provisions of
the preceding article, and may be rash enough to fly at the sight of any
force belonging to the supreme government, shall be pursued until taken
or put to death, '

6. In consideration of the situation of the towns of Lareda and Santa
Rita de Ampudia, as well as of all the farm-houses beyond the Rio Bravo, in
which remain all the interests of the inhabitants of the line committed to
my charge, I have this day received from the supreme government orders
to determine the manner by which those interests are to be protected ; but,
uniil the determination of the supreme government be received, I warn all
those who are beyond the limits here prescribed, to bring them within the
line, or to abandon them ; as those who disobey this order will infallibly
suffer the punishment here established.

' ADRIAN WOLL.

Translation of a decree of the Mezican Government.
[Referred to in the instructions of Mr. Calhoun to Mr. Shannen, of 10th September 1844.]

DEPARTMENT OF WAR AND MARINE,
National Pealace, Mexico, June 17, 1843,

I, Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna, benemerilo of the country, general of
division, and provisional President of the Mexican republic, hereby make
known to the people, that—

Considering the criminal and detestable abuse which has been, and is
now, committed by many foreigners, belonging, for the most part, to nations
in peace and friendship with Mexico, in usurping its territory, invading it
with arms, in fighting the troops of the republic, in robbing property, and
committing other acts of violence worthy of hordes of banditti and pirates
out.of the pale of the laws of nations ; and that the time has at length come

“to put an end to these evils and villanies, by exercising the rights and em-
ploying the forces used by nations in such cases, inasmuch as the same per-
sons, whom the government has pardoried through its generosity and clem-
ency, have returned to try their fortune by committing new aggressions for
the advancement of their nefarious ends :—I have resolved, for the good of
the nation, in order to preserve it from the attacks of such adventurers, and
to prove the firmness with which I uphold the rights of the republic, to
cause the following articles to be observed, which I have decreed in virtue
of the 7th article of the Bases of Tacubaya, sanctipned by th. nation:

ArTicLe 1. In future, no quarter shall be granted to any foreigner who
invades the territory of the repnblic on hisown account, whether he be ac-
companied in his enterprise oy a few or by many adventurers; and even if
he do so ostensibly with the pretext of protecting civil discords, in which a
political object is set forth; and all such persons, taken with arms in their
hands, shall be immediately put to death, This punishment shall -be in-
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flicted on all foreigners, from whatsoever country ; because, as Mexico is at
peace with all nations, every one who makes war on her does it purely on
his own individual responsibility, and places himself out of the protection
of existing. treaties. :

Art, 2. The generals-in-chief of the divisions of the army, the com-
mandants-general of the coast and frontier departments, and any other mil-
itary authority whatsoever, who may take a foreigner in the act of invadin
our territory, or promoting civil war with arms in hand, shall be responsi-
ble for the most exact fulfilment of this decree; and the penalty for non.
compliance with it shall be loss of employment on the part of the person

responsible.
ANTONIO LOPEZ DE SANTA ANNA.
Jose MaRr1a TornEL,
Secretary of War and Marine.

Mr. Calhoun to Mr. Donelson.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, September 17, 1844,

Sir: Annexed hereto is a copy of a despatch recently forwarded to the
late chargé d’affaires of the United States to Texas, which, should you ac-
cept the appointment couferred on you by the President, will be regarded
as if directed to yourself. - The package containing the original, and other
papers, was delivered to Lieut. George Stevens, who, as a special messen-
ger, was instructed to deliver it into the hands of the chargé, Gen. Howard.
It is not improbable that, owing to the untimely death of Gen. Howard, and
the absence of any representative of the United States at the seat of the gov-
ernment of Texas, Lieut. Stevens may return it to- this department. To
obviate the inconvenience which might arise from such a state of things, I
forward herewith a copy of the despatch and accompanying papers.

Since the date of the despatch to Mr. Howard, information has been re-
ceived at this department, through Major Butler, agent for the Cherokee In-
dians, that Mexican emissaries, or agents of the Mexican government, are
empleyed in instigating the Indian tribes on our southwestern frontier to
acts of hostility against our citizens, and those of Texas, residing in their
_Tespective neighborhoods. This, if true, is in direct violation of the treaty
-of amity between the two countries, of the 5th of April, 1831; a printed copy
~of which I herewith forward to you, calling your attention, at the same
time, to its 33d article. ' .

- There seems to' be but little doubt as to the correctness of the informa-
tion communicated by Major Butler; and the President instructs and au-
thorizes you, in case the government of Texas should apply to you to ful-
fil the treaty obligations of the United States, to maintain peace and har-
mony among the several Indian nations who inhabit the lands adjacent to
the lines and rivers which form the boundaries of the two counuies,_and to
restrain, by force, all hostilities -and incursions on the part of the Indian na-
tions living within our boundaries; and if yon shouid, upon examination,
consider the grounds sufficient to warrant such application, to make requi-
sition’on either or all of the commandants of the forzes at Forts Jesup, Tow-
son; and Washita, for such portions of their respective commands as may
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be deemed necessary for the purpose, to be marched and stationed at such
points as you may, on consritation with the Texan authorities, deem best
adapted to secure the object—either within the limits of the United States,
or, if requested by the government of Texas, within its limits; it being un-
derstood that the objects are limited to the fulfilment of our treaty stipula-
tions, ' o

I herewith enclose copies of the otders which have been issued by the
proper department o the several officers in command at the respective
posts, to comply with your requisition. You will take care, in making the
requisitions, to leave a sufficient force at the respective stations to protect
them and the public property against the dangers to which, in your judg-
ment, they may be exposed. :

1 am, sir, with high respeet, your obedient servant,
J. C. CALHOUN.
To A.J. Donerson, Esq., §c.

A

[CONFIDENTIAL.] Apjurant GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Washington, September 17, 1844,

-Sir: The general-in-chief has received instructions, through the De-
partment of State, from the Executive, to hold the troops now between the
Red and Sabine rivers ready to march in case of a requisition being made
by the United States chargé d’affaires residing near the government of
Texas, to such puint within our limits, or those of Texas, as the said chargé
may designate, in order to restrain any hostile incursion on the part of the
border Indians, as required by the provisions of existing treaties. ,

You will please take such preliminary measures as may be deemed ne-
cessary to put the greater part of the forces under your command, desig-
nated above, in march for the above purpose, at short notice.

Should the apprehended hostilities with the Indians alluded to break out,
an officer of rank (probably yonrself) will be sent to command the United
States forces placed in the field, and who will receive hence further instruc-
tions for his government, :

: I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, .

. L. THOMAS, Assist. Adjt. Gen.
Brig. Gen. Z. TavLor,
Commanding 1st dept., Fort Jesup, La.

Semetm———

B. -

[CONFIDENTIAL.] ApjuranT GENERAL’'S OFFICE,
Washington, September 17, 1844.

Sir: The general-in-chief has received instructions, through the De-
partment of State, from the Executive, to hold the troops within your depart-
ment, at Forts Towson and Washita, ready to march, in case of a requisi-
tion being made by the United States chargé- d’affaires residing near the:
government of Texas, to such point within our limits, or those of Texas, as
the chargé may designate, in order to restrain any hostile incursion on the
part of the border Indians, as required by the provisions of existing treaties..
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You will please take such preliminary measures as may be deeined neces-
sary to put those troops in march for the above purpose at short notice.

1t is understood that any requisition that may be made upon'Forts Tow-
son and Washita will leave at least one company at each of those posts to
guard the same. .

Should the apprehended hostilities with the Indians alluded to break out,
an officer of rank will be sent to corhmand the United States forces placed
in. the field, and who will receive hence further instructions for his gov-
ernment. - ,
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, .

L. THOMAS, Assist. Adjt. Gen.
Brig. Gen. M. ARBUCKLE, : ’
Commanding 2d dept., Fort Smith, Arkansas.

Mr. Calhoun to Mr. King.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, August 12, 1844,

‘Sir: 1 have laid your despatch No. 1 before the President, who in-
structs me to make known to you that he has read it with much pleasure,
‘especially the portion which relates to your cordial reception by the King,
and his assurance of friendly feelings towards the United States. The
President in particular highly appreciates the declaration of the King, that
in no event would any steps be taken by his government in the slightest
degree hostile, or which would give to the United States just cause of com-
‘plaint. It was the more gratifying from the fact that our previous infor-
miation was calculated to make the impression that the government of
France was prepared to unite with Great Britain in a joint protest against
the annexation of Texas, and a joint effort to induce her zovernment to
withdraw the proposition. to annex, on condition that Mexico should be
made to acknowledge her independence. He is happy to infer from your
despateh that the information, as far as it relates to l'rance, is, in all proba-
bility, without foundation. You did not go further than you ought in as-
suring the King that the object of annexation would be pursued with una-
bated vigor, and in giving your .opinion that a decided mojority of the
American people were in its favor, and that it would certainly be annexed
at no distant day. 1 feel confident that your anticipation will be fully re-
alized at no distant period. Every day will tend to weaken that combina-
tion of political canses which led to the opposition of the measure, and to
strengthen the conviction that it was not only expedient, but just and ne-
cessary. ‘ :

You were right in making the distinction between the interest of France
and England in reference to Texas—or rather, I would say, the apparent
interests of the two countries. France cannot possibly have any other
than commercial interest in desiring to see her preserve her separate inde-
péendence ; while it is certain that England looks beyond, to political inter-
ests, to- which she dapparently attaches much importance. But, in our
opinion, the interest of both against the measure is more apparent than
real ; and that neither France, England, nor even Mexico herself, has any
in 'opposition to it, when the subject is fairly viewed and considered in- its
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‘whole extent and in all its beerings. Thus viewed and considered; and
-assuming that peace, the extension of commerce, and security, are objects
-of primary policy with them, it may, as it seems (o me, be readily shown
that the policy on' the part of those powers which would- acquiesce in a
measure so strongly desired by both the United States and I'exas, for their
mutual welfare and safety, as the annexation of the latter to the former,
would be-far more promnotive of these great objects than that which would
attempt to resist it. '

It is impossible to cast a look at the map of the United States and Texas,
and to note the long, artificial, and inconvenient line which divides them,
and then to take into consideration the exiraordinary increase of popula-
tion and growth of the former, and the source from which the latter must
derive its inhabitauts, institutions, and laws, without coming to the conclu-
sion that it is their destiny to be united, and, of course, that annexation is
merely a qguestion of time and mode. Thus. regarded, the. guestion to be
decided would seem to be, whether it would not be better to permit it to be
done now, with the mutual consent of both parties, and the acquiescence
of these powers, than to alternpt to resist and defeatit. If the former course
be adopted, the certain fruits would be the preservation of peace, great ex-
tension of commerce by the rapid settlement and improvement of Texas,
and increased security, especially to Mexico. The last, in reference to
Mexico, may be doubted ; but I hold it not less clear than the other two,

It would be a great mistake to suppose that this government has any
hostile feelings towards Mexico, or auy disposition to aggrandize itself at.
her expense. 'The fact is the very reverse. :

- It wishes her well, and desires to see her settled down in peace and secu-
rity ; and is prepared,in the event of the annexation of Texas, if not forced
into conflict with her, to propose to settle with her the question of bounda-
1y, and all others growing out of the annexation, on the most liberal terms,
Nature herself hag clearly marked the boundary between her and Texas
‘by natural limits too strong to be mistaken. There are few countries whose
limits are so distinctly marked ; and it wonld be our desire, if Texas should
be united to us, to see them firmly established, as the most certain means of
establishing permanent peace between the two conntries, and strengthening
and cementing their friendship. Such would "be the certain consequence
of permitting the annexation to take place now, with the acquiescence of
Mexico; but very different would be the case if it should be attempted to
resist and defeat it, whsther the attempt should be successful for the pres-
ent or not. Any attempt of the kind would, not improbably, lead to a con-
flict between us and Mexico, and involve consequences, in reference to her
and the general peace, long to be deplored on all sides, and difficult to be
repaired.  But should that not be the case, and the interference of another
power defeat the annexation for the present, without the interruption of
peace, it would but postpone the conflict, and render it more fierce and
bloody whenever it might occur. Its defeat would be attributed to enmity
-and ambition on the part of that power by whose interference it was occa-
sioned, and excite deep jealousy and resentment on the part of our people,
who wonld be ready to seize the first favorable opportunity to effect by
force, what was prevented from being done peaceably by mutual consent.
It is not difficult to see how greatly such a conflict, come when it might,
;vouh% endanger the general peace, and how much Mexico might be the
Hoser by it.
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In the mean time, the condition of Texas would be rendered - uncertan,
her settlemen:t and prosperity in consequence retarded, and her commerce-
crippled, while the general peace would be rendered much more insecure,
1t could not but greatly affect us.” If the annexation of Texas should be
permitted to take place peaceably now, (as it would, without the interference:
of other powers,) the energics of our people would, for a long time to come,
be direcied to the peaceable pursuits of redeeming, and bringing within the-
pale of cultivation, improvements, and civilization, that large portion of the-
continent lying between Mexico on one side, and the British possessions on
the other, which is now, with little exception, a wilderness with a sparse
population, consisting, for the most part, of wandering Indian tribes.

It is our destiny to occupy that vast region; to intersect it with roads
and canals; to fill it with cities, towns, villages, and farms ; to extend over it
our religion, customs, constitution, and laws; and to present it as a peace-
ful and splendid addition to the domains of commerce and civilization, It
is our policy to increase, by growing and spreading out into unoccupied re-
gions, assimilating all we incorporate : in a word, to increase by accretion,
and not, through conquest, by the addition of masses held together by the
cohesion of force. [No system can be more ubsuited to the latter process, or
better adapted to the former, than our admirable federal system. .1f it should
not be resisted in its course, it will probably fulfil its destiny without dis-
turbing our neighbors, or putting in. jeopardy the general peace; butif it
be opposed by foreign interference, a new direction would be given to our
cnergy, much less favorable to harmony with our neighbors, and to the
general peace of the world. :

The change would be undesirable to us, and much less in accordance
with what 1 have assumed to be primary objects of policy on the part of
France, Englaud, and Mexico.

But, to descend to particulars: it is certain that while England, like
Frauce, desires the independence of Texas, with the view to commercial
connexions ; it-is not less so, that one of the leading motives of England for
desiring it, is the hope that, throngh her diplomacy and influence, ne;~~
slavery may be abolished there, and ultimately, by consequence, in
United States, aud throughout the whole of this continent, That its v .-
mate abolition throughont the entire continent is an object ardently de-
sired by her, we have decisive proof in the declaration of the Earl of Ab-
erdeen delivered to this department, and of which you will find a copy
among the documents trausmitted to Congress with the Texan treaty,
That she desires its abolition in Texas, and has used her influence and di-
plomacy to effect it there, the same document, with the correspondence of
this department with Mr. Pakenham, also to be found among the docu-
men.s, furnishes proof not less conclusive. That one of the objects of
abolishing it there, is_to facilitate its abolition ia the United States, and
throughout the continent, is imanifest from the declaration of the abolition
part; and societies, both in this country and in England. In fact, there is
.good reason to believe that the scheme of abolishing it in Texas, with the
view to its abolition in the United States and over the continent, originated
with the prominent rmembers of the party in the United States: and was
first broached by them in the (so called) World’s Convention, b.iu iz Lon-
don in the year 1840, and through its agency brought to the uotice of the
British government. ’

Now, I hold, not only that France can have no interest in the consum-
mation of this grand scheme, which England hopes to accomplish through
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Texas, if she can defeat the annexation ; but that her interest, and those of
all the continental powers of Europe, are directly and deeply opposed to it.

It is too late in the day to contend that humanity or philanthropy is the
great object of the policy of England in attempting to abolish African
slavery on this continent. I do not question but humanity may have been
one of her leading motives for the abolition of the African slave-trade, and
that it may have had a considerable iufluence in abolishing slavery in her
West India possessions—aided, indeed, by the fallacious calculation that
the labor of the negroes would be at least as profitable, if not more so, in
consequence of the measure. She acted on the principle that tropical
products can be produced cheaper by free African labor and Fast India
labor, than by slave labor. She knew full well the value of such products
to her commeree, navigation, navy, manufactures, revenue, and power.
She was not ignorant that the support and the maintenance of her political
preponderance depended on her tropical posscssions, and had no intention
of diminishing their productiveness, nor any anticipation that such would
be the effect, when the scheme of abolishing slavery in her colonial posses-
sions was adopted. On the contrary, she calculated to combine philan-
thropy with profit and power, as is not unusual with fanaticism. Expe-
rience has eonvinced her of the fallacy of her calculaiions. She has failed
in all her objects. The labor of her negroes has proved far less productive,
without affording the consolation of having improved their condition,

The experiment has turned out to be a costly one. She expended nearly
one hundred millions of dollars in indemnifying the owners of the eman-
cipated slaves. It is estimated that the increased price paid since, by the
people of Great Britain, for sugar and other tropical productions, in conse-
quence of the measure, is equal to half that sum; and that twice-that
amount has been expended in the suppression of the slave-trade; making,
together, two hundred and fifty millions of dollars as the cost of the ex-
perimept. Instead of realizing her hope, the result has been a sad disap-
pointment. Her tropical products have fallen off to a vast amouut. In-
stead of supplying her own wants and those of nearly all Europe with
thems, as formerly, she has now, in some of the most important- articles,
scarcely enough to supply her own. What is worse, her own colonies are
actually consuming sugar produced by slave labor, brought direct to Eng-
land, or refined in bond, and exported and sold in her colonies as cheap or
cheaper than they can be produced there: while the slave-trade, instead of
diminishing, has been in fact carried on to a greater extent thar ever. So
disastrous has been the result, that her fixed capital vested in tropical pos-
sessions, estimated at the value of nearly five hundred millions of dollars,
is said to stand on the brink of ruin.

But this is not the worst. While this costly scheme has had such ruin-
ous effects on the (ropical productions of Great Britain, it has give. a
powerful stimulus, followed by a corresponding increase of products, to
those countries which have had the good seuse to shun her example,
‘There has been vested, it is estimated by them, in the production of tropi-
.cal products, since 1808, in fixed capital, nearly $4,000,000,000, wholly
dependent on slave labor. In the same period, the value of their products
has been estimated to have risen from about $72,000,000 annually, to
nearly $220,000,000; while the whole of the fixed capital of Great Britain,
vested in cultivating tropical preducts, both in the East and West Indies,
1s estimated at only about $830,000,000, and the value of tne products an-
nually at about $50,000,000. To presenta still mere striking view of three
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-articles of tropical products, (sugar, coffee, and cotton,) the British posses-
-piolis, including the West and Bast Indies, and Mauritius, produced, in
1842, of sugar only 3,993,771 pounds; while Cuba, Brazil, and the United
States; excluding’ other countries having tropical possessions, produced
9,600,000 pounds; of coffee, the British possessions produced only
‘27,393,003, while Cuba and Brazil produced 201,690,125 pounds; and
-of colton; the British possessions, including shipments to China, only
137,4(;13,446 pounds, while the United States alone produced 790,479,275
Joundas,

P The above facts and estimates-have all been drawn from a British peri-
-odiggl of high standing and authority,” and are believed to be entitled to
-credit; . '

This vast increase of the capital and production on'the part of those na-
tionis who have continued their former policy towards the negro race, com-
pared with that of Great Britain, indicates a corresponding relative increase
-of the ‘means of commerce, navigation, manufactures, wealth, and power.
It is no longer a’ question of doubt, that the great source of the wealth,
prosperity, and power of the more civilized nations of the temperate zone,
(especially Europe, where the arts have made the greatest advance,) depends,
in a great degree, on the exchange of their products with those of the
tropical regions: So great has been the advance made in-the arts, both
chemical and mechanical, within the few last generations; that all the old
-civilized nations can, with but a small part of their labor and capital, sup-
ply their respective wanfs : which tends to limit within narrow bounds the
amount of the commerce between them, and forces them all to seek for
markets in the tropical regious, and the more new!y settled portions of the
globe. 'Those who can best succeed in commanding those markets, have
the best prospect of outstripping the others in the career of commerce, navi-
gation, manufactures, wealth, and power. : o T

This is seen and felt by British- statesmen, and has opened their eyes to
the errors which they have committed. The question now with them is,
how shall it be counteracted? What has been done cannot be undone.
‘The question is, by what. means can Great Britain regoin and keep a supe-
riority in tropical cultivation, commerce, and influence? Or, shall that be
-abandoned, and other nations be suffered to acquire the supremacy, even to
the extent of supplying British markets, to the destruction of the capital
already vested in their production? These are the questions which now
profoundly occupy the attention of her statesmen, and Lave the greatest in-
‘fluence over her councils.

In order to regain her superiority, she not only seeks to revive and in-
crease her own capacity to produce tropical prodactions, but to diminish
-and destroy the capacity of those who have so far outstripped her in conse-
-quence of her error. In pursuit of the fdrmer, she has cast her eyes to her
‘East India possessions—to central and eastern Africa—with the view of
.establishing colonies there, and even to restore, substantially, the slave-
‘trade itself; under the specious name of transporting free laborers from
Africa to her West India possessions, in order, if possible, to compete suc-
cessfully with those who have refused to follow her snicidal policy. But
these all afford but uncertain and distant hopes of recovering her lost supe-
riority. Her main reliance is on the other alternative—to cripple or destroy

» Blackwood’s Magazine for Juae, 1844,
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the productions of her successful rivals. There is 'but one way by which
it can be done, and that is by abolishing African slavery throughout this
continent; and that she open?;r avows to be the constant object ot‘%\er policy
and exertions. 1t matters not how, or from what motive, it may be done-—
whether it be by diplomacy, influence, or force; by secret or open means;
and whethier the motive be-humane or seifish, without regard to manner,
means, or motive, The thing itself, should it be accomplished, would put
down all rivalry, and give her the undisputed supremacy in supplying her
own wants and those of the rest of the world; and thereby more than fully
retrieve what she has lost by her errors, It would give her the monopoly
of tropical productions, which I shall next proceed to show.

What would be the consequence if this object of her unceasing solici-
tude and exertions should be effected by the abolition of negro slavery
throughout this continent, some idea may be formed from the immense
diminution of productions, as has been shown, which has followed abolition
in her West India possessions. But, as great as that has been, it is nothing
compared to what would be the effect if she should succeed in abolishing
slavery in the United States, Cub., Brazil, aud throughout this countinent,
The experiment in her own colonies was made under the most favorable
circumstances, It was brought about gradually and peaceably, by the
steady and firm operation of the parent country, armed with complete power
to preventor crush at.once all insurrectionary movements on the part of the
negroes, and able and disposed to maintain to the {ull the political and social
ascendency of the former masters over their former slaves. It is not at all
wonderful that the change of the relations of master and slave took place,
under such circumstances, without violencerand bloodshed, and that order
and peace should have been since preserved. Very differentwould be the re-
sult of abolition, should it be effected by her influence and exertions in the
possessions of othier countries on this continent—and especially in the United
States, Cuba, and Brazil, the great cultivators of the principal tropical prod-
ucts of Ainerica. T'o form a correct conception of what would be the
result with them, we must look, not to Jamaica, but to St. Domingo, for
example. 'The change would be followed by unforgiving hate between the
two races, and end in a bloody and deadly struggle between them for the
superiority. One ‘or the other would have to be subjugated, extirpated, or
expelled ; and desolation would overspread their territories, as in St. Do-
mingo, from which it would take centuries to recover. The end would:be,
that "the superiority in cultivating the great tropical staples would be trans-
ferred from them to the British tropical possessions, _

They are of vast extent, and those beyond the Cape of Good Hope pos
sessed of an unlimited amount of labor, standing ready, by the aid of Brit
tish capital, to supply the deficit which would be occasioned by destroying
the tropical productions of the United States, Cuba, Brazil, and other
countries cultivated by slave labor on this continent, so soon as the in-
creased price, in cousequence, would yield a profit. It is the successful
competition of that labor which keeps the prices of the great tropical sta-
ples so low;, as to prevent their cultivation with profit in the possessions of
Great Britain, by what she is pleased to call free labor. If she can destroy
its competition, shewould have a monopoly in those productions. She has
all the means of furnishing an unlimited supply: vast and fertile posses-
-sions in both Indies, boundless command of capital and labor, and ample
Eoweg to suppress disturbances, and preserve order throughout her wide

omains.
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Tt is unquestionable, that she regards the abolition of slavery in Texas
as-a-most important step towards this great object of policy, so much the
aim of her solicitude and exertions; and the defeat of the annexation of
Texas to our Union as indispensable to the aboliti- .2 of slavery there. She
is too sagacious not to see what a fatal blow it woald give to slavery in the.
United States, and how certainly its abolition with us would abolish it over
the whole continent, and thereby give her a monopoly in the productions
of the great tropical staples, and the command of the commerce, naviga-
tion, and manufactures of the world, with an established naval ascendency
and political preponderance. To this continent the blow would be calami-
tous: beyond description. It would desiroy, in a great measure, the culti-
vation and production of the great tropical staples, amounting annually in
value to nearly $300,000,000—the fund which stimulates and upholds al-
most every other branch of its industry, commerce, navigation, and manu-
factures. - The whole, by their joint influence, are rapidly spreading popula-
tion, wealth, improvement, and civilization over the whole continent, and
vivifying, by their overflow, the industry of Europe ; thereby increasing its
population, wealth, and advancement in the arts, in power, and in civilization.

- - -Such must be the result, should Great Britain succeed in accomplishing

the constant object of her desire and exertions—the abolition of negro sla-
very over this continent ; and towards the eftecting of which, she regards
the defeat of ‘he annexation of Texas to our Union so important. Can it
be possible .that governments. so enlightened and sagacious as those of
France and the other great coutinental powers, can be so blinded by the
plea of philanthropy as not to sece what must inevitably follow, be her mo-
tive what it may, should she succeed in her object? It is little short of
mockery to talk of philanthropy, with the examples before us of the effects
-of abolishing negro slavery in her own colonies, in St. Domingo, and the
northern States of our Union, where statistical facts, not to be shaken, prove
that the freed negro, after the experience of sixty years, is in a far worse
condition than in the other States, where he has been left in his former con-
dition. No: the effect of what is called abolition, where the number is few,
is not to raise the infarior race to the condition of freemen, but to deprive
the negro of the guardian care of his.owner, subject to all the depression
and oppression belonging to his inferior condition. But, on the other hand,
where the number is great, and bears a large proportion to the whele popu-
lation, it would be still worse. It would be to substitute for the existing
relation a deadly strife between the two races, to end in the subjection, ex-
pulsion, or extirpation of one or the other: and such would be the case
over the greater part of this continent where negro slavery exists. It would
not end there ; but would in all probability extend, by its example, the war
of races over all South America, including Mexico, and extending to the
Indian as well as to the African race, and make the whole one scene of
blood and devastation. : .

Dismissing, then, the stale and unfounded plea of philanthropy, can it
be that France and the other great continental powers—seeing what must
be the result of the policy, for the accomplishment 6f which England is
constantly exerting herself, and that the defeat of the annexation of Texas
is ‘so important towards its consummation—are prepared to back or coun:
tenance her in her efforts to effect either? What possible motives can they
have to favor her cherished policy? Is it not better for them that they
should be supplied with tropical products in exchange for- their labor, from
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the United States, Brazil, Cuba, and this continent generally, than to be de-
pendent on one great monopolizing power for their supply ? lsit not better
that they should receive them at the low prices which competition, cheaper
means of production, and nearness of market, would furnish them by the
former, than to give the high prices which monopoly, dear labor, and great
distance from market would impose? Is it not better that their labor should
be exchanged with a new continent, rapidly increasing in population and
the capacity for consuming, and which would furnish, in the course of a few
generations, a market nearer to them, and of almost unlimited extent, for
the products of their industry and arts, than with old and distant regions,
whose population has leng since reached its growth ? _

The above contains those enlarged views of policy which, it seems to me,
an enlightened European statesman ought to tuke, in making up his opin-
ion on the subject of the annexation of Texas, and the grounds, as it may
be inferred, on which England vainly opposes it. They certainly involve
considerations.of the deepest importance, and demanding the greatest at-
tention. Viewed in connexion with them, the question of annexation be-
comes one of the first magnitnde, not only to Texas and the United States,
but to this continent and Kurope., They are presented, that you may use
them on all suitable occasions, where you think they may be with effect ; in’
your correspondence, where it can be done with propriety or otherwise.
The President relies with confidence on your sagacity, prudence, and zeal.
Your mission is one of the first magnitude at all times, but espectally now';
and he feels assured nothing will be left undone on your part to do justice
to the country and the government in reference to this great measure.

I have said nothing as to our right of treating with Texas, without con-
sulting Mexico. You so fully understand the grounds on which we rest
our right, and are so familiar with ail the facts necessary to maintain them,
that it was not thought necessary to add anything in reference to it.

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, - o
. J. C. CALHOUN.
WirLiam R, King, Esq., d-c.

Mr. Shannon to Mr, Callzouii.
[Extract.]

Mexico, October 28, 1844,

Sir: Your despatch o the 10th September last reached me on the 12th
instant ; and, in compliaace with your instructions, 1 lost no time in ad-
-dressing to the Minister of Foreign Relations of this government a commu-
mication expressive of the views of the President of the United States in
* relation to a renewal of the war on the part of Mexico. against Texas, and
to the manner in which it is proposed to be conducted. Accompanying
this despatch, you will find a copy of' this communication, marked No. 1.
1 have received no reply, as yet, to this note, and cannot say when one
may be expected. President Santa Anna is at his hacienda, near Jalapa ;
-and until he can be heard from, no reply will be given. The uncertainty
of the time when a reply will be received, has determined me to delay this
despaich no longir. ‘ , ’

-~ -~

* # * ¢ ® *

- . - - - -
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Bir. Shannon to Mr. Rejon.

[No. 1.] ‘ LEcATION OF THE UNITED STaTES,
Mezico, October 14, 1844,

‘The undersigned, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiarv of
the United States of America, has the honor to inform his excellency M.
C.-Rejon, minister of foreign relations and government of the republic
of Maxico, that the President of the United States has learned with deep
regret that the Mexican governiment has announced its determination to.
renew the war against the republic of Texas, and is now engaged in ex-
tensive preparations with a view to an early invasion of its territory ; and
instructs the undersigned to protest, in the most solemn form, both against
the inérasion at this time, and the manner in which it is proposed to be con-
ducted. - ‘ : :

The orders of the commander of the army of the north, (General Woll,).
issned on the 20th of June last, and the decree of the provisional President
of Mexico, of the 17th of June, 1843, leave no doubt as to the manner in
which the war is to be conducted. The decree makes the general in-chief
of division of the army, and the commandants-general. of the coast and
frontier, respounsible for its exact fulfiiment. It was under this responsi-
bility, it would seem, that General Woll, to whom the Texan frontier was.
assigned, issned his order of the 20th of June. g ’

- After announcing that the war was renewed against Texas; that. all
commnnication with it must cease; and that every. individual, of whatso-
ever condition, who may have communication with it, shall be regarded as
a traitor, and, as such, punished according to the articles of ‘war; it states
that:every individual who may be found at the distance of one league from.
tha left bank of the Rio Bravo will be regarded as a favorer and an accom-
plice of the usurpers of that part of the national territory, and:as a traitor-
to Mexico, and, after a summary military trial, shall be punished accord-
ingly. It also states that every individual who may be embraced in the
foregoing, and who may be rash enough to fly at the sight of any force be-
5ongti,ng to the supreme government, shall be pursued until taken or put to

eath.

In what spirit the decree of the 17th June, which the order is intended
to fulfil, is to be executed, the fate of the party under General Sentmanat,
at Tabasco, affords an illustration. Under it, they were arrested and exe-
cuted, without hearing or trial, against the express provision of the consti-
tution and the sanctity of treaties, which were in vain invoked for their
protection.

'If :the decree itself was thus enforced, in time of peace, against the sub-
jects of foreign powers, some faint conception may be formed of the bar-
“barous and- inhuman spirit in which the order of General Woll may be
expected to be executed against the inhabitants of Texas, and.all who may
in any way aid their.cause, or even have communication with them.

~Jt'was under a decree of-a similar character, issued on the 30th October,
1835, but not so comprehensive or barbarous in its provisions, that the exe-
cution of Fannin and his party was ordered, in a former invasion. This.
decree was limited to foreigners who should land at any port of Mexieo, or-
arrive by land, and having hostile intentions, or who should introduce arms-
or. munitions of war to be used at-any place in rebellion, or placed in the
hands of its enemies. Highly objectionable as were its provisions, the or-.
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der of General Woll, intended to carry out that of June, 1843, goes far be-
yond it. It embraces every individual who may be found east of a line-
drawn three miles east of the Rio Bravo, without distinction of age or sex,.
foreigners or citizens, condition or vocation. All of every description are
to be treated as traitors. It proclaims, in short, a war of extermination ; alk
are to be destroyed or driven out, and Texas left a desolate wnste. ,

Such is the barbarous mode in which the government of Mexico has.
proclaimed to the world it is her intention to conduct the war. And here the
inquiry naturally arisés,—what is her object in renewing at this time a war,
to be thus conducted, which has been virtually suspended for eight years,
and when her resourcesare known to be so exhausted as to leave her with-
out the means of fulfilling -her engagements? But one object can be as-
signed, and that is to defeat the annexalion of Texas to the United States..
She knows full well that the measure is still pending, and that the rejection:
of the treaty has but postponed it. She knows that when Congress ad-
journed, it was pending in both houses, ready to be taken up and acted:
upon at its next meeting, and that it is at present actively canvassed by the
people throughout the Union. She is not ignorant that the decision will
in all probability be in its favor, unless it should be defeated by some move-
ment exterior to the Uuited States. The projected invasion of Texas by
Mexico, at this time, is that movement ; and it is intended to effect it, either
by conquering and subjugating Texas to her power, or by forcing her to
withdraw her proposition for annexation,and to form other connexions less.
acceptable to her. : ' ' :

The United States cannot, while the measure of annexation is pending,
stand quietly by, and permit either of these results. It has been a measure
of policy long cherished, and deemed indispensable to their safety and wei.
fare ; and has accordingly been an object steadily pursued by all parties,
and the acquisition of the territory made the subject of negotiation by al-
most every administration for the last twenty years. This policy may be
traced to the belief, generally entertained, that T'exas was embraced in the
cession of Louisiana by France to the United States in 1803, and was im-
properly surrendered by the treaty of Florida in 1819 ; connected with the
fact that a large portion of the territory lies in the valley of the Mississippi,
and is indispensable to the defence of a distant and important frontier.
The hazard of a conflict of policy upon important points between the Uni-
ted States and one of the leading European powers, since the recognition
of Texas, has rendered the acquisition still more essential to their safety
and welfare, and accordingly has increased in proportion the necessity of
acquiring it. Acting under the conviction of this necessity, and the im-
pression that the measure would be permanently defeated by a longer post-
ponement, the President of the United States invited Texas to renew the
proposition for annexation. It was accepted by her, and, as has been
stated, is still pending. And here the question again recurs, Shall the
United States quietly stand by, on the eve of its consummation, and permit
the measure to be defeated by an invasion by Mexico? And shall they suf-
fer Texas, for having accepted an invitation to join them, and consummate
a measure alike essential to her and their permanent peace, welfare, and
safety, to be desolated, her inhabitants to be butchered or driven out; or,
in order to avert so great & calamity, lo be forced, against her will, into
other alliances, which wouid- terminate in producing lasting-hostilities be-
tween her and them, to the permanent danger of both?
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The President has-fully and- deliberately examined the subject, and has
come to the conclusion that honor and Humanity, as well as the safety and
welfare of the United States, forbid it; and he would accordingly be com-
pelled to~regard the invasion of Texas by Mexico, while the question of
annexation is pending; as highly offensive to the United States. " He enter-
tains no doubt that they had a right to -invite her to renew the ‘proposition
for annexation ; and that she, as an independent state, had a right to accept
the invitation, without consulting Mexico or asking her leave, = He regards
'Texas, in ever:’ respect, as independent as Mexico, and as competent to
transfer the whole or part of her territory, as she is to transfer the whole
or part of hers, Not to insist on the unquestionable right of Texas to be
regarded and .treated in all respects as an independent power, on the
ground that she has successfully resisted Mexico and preserved her inde-
pendence for nine years, and has been recognised by other powers ag inde-
pendent, it ‘is only necessary to recur to the constitution of 1824, to show
that she is perfectly entitied to be so*regarded and treated. Under that
constitution, she, with Coahuila, formed a separate State, constituting one
meraber of the federation of the Mexican States, with a right secured to
Texas, ber the constitution, to form a separate State as soon as her popula-
tion- would warrant it. The several States of the federation were equal in
ri%hts, and equally independent of each other ; and remained so until 1835,
when the constitution was subverted by the army, and all the States which
.dared to resist were subjugated and consolidated into one, by force, except
Texas. She stood up bravely in defence ef her rights and independence,
and successfully asserted them on the battle-ground of San Jacinto in 1836,
and ‘has ever since maintained them. 'The constitution, then, of 1824,
made her independent, and her valor and her sword have since maintained
her so. She has been acknowledged to be so by three of the leading pow-
ers of Christendom, and is regarded by all as such, except by Mexico her-
self. She neither now stands, nor ever has stood, in relation to Mexico, as a
rebellions province or department struggling to.obtain independence after
throwing off Licr yoke; much less as a band of lawless intruders and usurp-
ers, without government or political existence, as Mexico would have the
world to believe, On the contrary, the true relation between them is that
of having been independent members of what was once a federal govern-
ment, but now subverted by force; the weaker of which has successfilly
resisted, against fearful sdds, the attempts of the stronger to conquer and
subject her to its power, 1Itis in this hght that the United States regard
her; and in that they had the right to invite her to renew the proposition
for annexation, and to treat with Eiler for admission into the Union, without
giving any just offence to Mexico, or violating any obligation, by treaty or
otherwise, between us and her, =~ _ o
- Nor will our honor, any more than our welfare and safety, permit annex-
ation to be defeated by an invasion of Texas while the question is pending.
If Mexico has thought proper to take offence, it is the United States, who
invited ‘a renewal of the proposition, and not Texas, who accepted the invi-
tation, which should be held responsible ; and we, as the responsible party,
-cannot, withont implicating our honor, permit another to suffer in our
place. Entertaining these views, our honor and interests being both in-
volved, Mexico will make a great mistake if she supposes that the President
can regurd with indifference the renewal of the war which she has pro-
claimed against Texas.
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Bat another, and still more elevated consideration, would forbid him to:
regard the invasion with indifference. Strong as the objections to it, of
itself, are, in connexion with existing circnmstances, those to the manner
in which it is proclaimed it will be conducted are still more so, If honor
and interest forbid a tame acquiescence in the renewal of the war, the voice
of humanity cries alond against the proposed mode of conducting it. All
the world have an interest that the rules and usages of war, as established
between civilized nations in modern times, should be respected, and are in-
duty bound to resist their violation, in order to preserve themn. In this case,
thatduty is pre-eminently ours. We are neighbors ; the nearest to the scene
of the proposed atrocities ; the most compstent €0 judge, from our proximity,
and, for the same reason, enabled the more readily 1w imerpose. For the
same reason, also, our sympathies would be more deeply roused by the
scenes of misery which would present themselves on all sides ; not to men-
tion the dangers to which we must be exposed, in consequence of an in-
vasion so -conducted, near a distant and weak frontier, with numerous
and powerful bands of Indians in its vicinity. :

If anything ‘can add to these strong objections to the manner in which
it is proclaimed the war will be waged, it is the fiction, regardless of the
semblance of reality, to which the government of Mexico has resorted as.
a pretext for the decree of the 17th of June, 1843, and the orders of Gen-
eral Woll of the 20th of June last. Finding nothing in the conduct or
people of T'exas to justify their barbarous character, and palpable violation:
of the laws of nations and humanity, it has assumed, in wording them, that
there is no sich government or community as T'exas; that the individuals
to be found there are lawless intruders and usurpers, without political exist-
ence, who may be rightfally treuted as a gang of pirates and outcasts from
society, and, as such, are not entitled to the protection of the laws of nations
or humanity. In this assumption the government of Mexico obstinately
persists, in spite of the well known fact, universally admitted by all except
itself, that the colonists who settled Texas, instead of being intruders and
usnrpers, were invited to settle there, first under a grant by the Spanish
authority to Moses Austin, which was afterwards confirmed by the Mexican
authority; and afterwards by similar grants from the State of Coahuila and
Texas, which it was authorized to make by the constitution of 1824,
They came there, then, as invited gnests;—not invited for their own interests,
but for those of Spain and Mexico, in order to protect a weak and helpless
province from wandering tribes of Indians; to improve, cultivate, and
reuder productive, wild and almost uninhabited wastes; and to make that
valuable which was before worthless.

All this they effected at great cost and much danger and difficulty, which
nothing but American energy, industry, and perseverance could have over-
come—not only unaided by Mexico, but in despite of the impediments caused
by her interference. lustead, then, of a lawless band of adventurers, as they
are assumed to be by the government of Mexico, these invited colonists be-
came, in a few years, constitnent portions of one of the members of the
Mexican federation ; and, siuce their separation, have established wise and
frec institutions, undar the influence of which they have enjoyed peace and
security ; while their energy and industry, protected by equal laws, have
widely extended the limits of cultivation wnd improvement. It is such a
people, living under such institutions, successfully resisting all attacks from.
the period of their separation nine years ago, and who have been recognised:

4
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and admitted into the family of nations, that Mexico has undertaken to re-
gard as a lawless banditti, and against whom, as such, she has proclaimed
a war of extermination ; forgetful of their exalted and generous humanity
in refusing to exercise the just right of retaliation when, in a former inva
sion, victory placed in their hands the most ample mzans of doing so. The
overnment of Mexico may delude itself by its fictions, but it cannot de-
ude the rest of the world.. It will be held responsible, not by what it may
choose to regard as facts, but what are in reality such, and acknowledged
so o be by all, save itself. : :

Sueh are the views entertained by the President of the United States in
regurd to the proposed invasién while the question of annexation is pend-
iug, and of the barbarous and bloody maruer in whiek it is proclaimed it
will be conducted ; and, in conformity to his instructions, the undersigned
solemnly protests against both, as highly injurious aud offensive to the
United States, .

The undersigned, while making this protest and declaration, has been
instructed at the same time to repeat to his excellency the Minister of For-
eign Relations and Government of Mexico, what was heretofore communi-
cated to him by the chargé d’affaires of the United States, in announcing
the conclusion of the treaty,—that the measure was adopted in no spirit of
hostility to Mexico; and that if annexation should be consummated, the
United States will be prepared to adjust all questions growing out of it, in-
clud’ng that of boundary, on the most liberal terms.

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to renew to his excel-
lency M. C. Rejon, minister of foreign relations and government of the
republic of Mexico, the assurance of his distinguished consideration.

i WILSON SHANNON.

T'o his Excellency M. C. Reson,

Minister of Foreign Relations, §«c.

[Copy of a despatch from Mr. Cslhoun to Mr. Howard, referred to-in his lelter to Mr. Donels
son of the 17.h of September, 1844 ; casually omitted in page 37.]

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, September 10, 1844,

Sir: Your despatch (No. 1) transmitted through General Taylor, enclo-
sing a copy of your correspondence with the Secretary of State of the re-
public of 'I'exas, has been laid i=fore the President, who has given to it
that deliberate consideration which its impertance claims,

He approves of the construction which you placed on the letter of Mr.
Nelson, acting Secretary of State ad inferim, to Mr. Murphy ; and on mive
to.Mr. Van Zandt, in relation to the assurances to which the Texan Sec-
retary of State refers in his letter to which yours is a reply. But he in-
structs you to assure the government of T'exas that he feels the full force
of the obligation of this government to protect Texas, pending the guestion
of anunexation, against the attacks which Mexico may make on her, in con-
-sequence of her acceptance of the proposition of this government to open
negotiations on the subject of annexing Texas to the United States. As
far as it relates to the executive department, he is prepared to use all its
.powers for that purpose. But the government of T'exas is fully aware that
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they are circumnscribed by the constitution within narrow limits, which it
weuld not be possible for the President to transcend. All that he can do
is, to make suitable representations to the Mexican government against the
renewul of the war pending the question of annexation, and the savage
manner in which it is proposed to conduet it, accompanied by appropriate
protests and indications of the feelings with which he regards both ; and
to recommend to Congress to adopt measures to repel any attack which
may be made. '

In executiop of the first, a communication (a copy of which is enclosed)
_has been addressed to our minister in Mexico, and forwarded to him by a
special messenger, which, it is to be froped, will not be without effect in
arresting her hostile movements. You will give a copy of it to the Texan
‘government, and yon will assure it that, when Congress meets, the Presi-
dent will recommend the adoption of measures to protect Texas effectually
against the attacks of Mexico pending the question of annexation. He
hopes these measures will prove satisfactory to the government of Texas,
and that no serious invasion will be attempted, at least, before the meeting
of Congress. :

T enclose a copy of a despatch to our minister at Paris, which you may
show to President Houston and the Secretary of State. It will doubtless
be satisfactory to them to learn that France is not disposed, in any event, to
take a hostile attitude in reference to annexation. A despatch, of a subse-
guent date to the one to which the enclosed is an answer, gives a conversa-
tion between Mr. Guizot and our minister, equally satisfactory as that with
the King. He stated, in reply to a question on the part of our winister, that
France hed not agreed to unite’ with England in a protest against annex-
ation, :

1 am happy to add, in conclusion, that the indications of public sentiment
are highly favorable to the cause of annexation, and that we may now look
forward, with much confidence, to the consummation of that great measure
at no distant period. '

I am, sir, respectfully, vour obedient servant,

J. C. CALHOUN.
To Tiueaman A, Howarbp, Esq,, d-c., §-c., §c.
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.CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN MR. GREEN AND MR. BOCANEGRA-

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra.

Lecarion or THE U. 8. or AmMERICA,
- Mexico, Hiuy 23, 1844,

The undersigned, chargé d’affaires ad interim of the United States of
America, has the honor to inform his excellency J. M. de Bocanegra, min-
ister, &c., &c., that he has just received, by special messenger, despatches
from his government, by which he is instructed to inform the Mexican

overnment that a treaty for the annexation of Texas to the United States

as been sigred by the plenipotentiaries of the two governments, and that
the said treaty would be immediately submitted to the Senate of the United
States for its approval.

The President of the United States has enjoined the undersigned to ac-
company this communication to the Mexican government with the sirong-
est assurance that, in adopting this measure, the government of the United
States is actuated by no feelings of disrespect or indifferenee to the honor
and dignity of Mexico, and that it would be a subjeet of great regret if it
should be otherwise regarded by the Mexican government.

The undersigned is also instructed to state to the Mexican government
that this step was forced upon the government of the United States in self-
defence, in consequence of the policy adopted by Great Britain in reference
to the abolition of slavery in Texas. It was impossible for the United States
to witness with indifference the efforts of Great Britain to abolish slavery
in that territory. 'They could not but see that she had the means in her
power, in the actual conditicn of Texas, to accomplish the objeets of her
policy, unless prevented by the most efficient measures ; and that, if accom-
plished, it would lead to a state of things dangerous in the extreme to the
adjacent States, and to the Union itself. Seeing this, the government of
the United States has been compelled, by the necessity of ﬁ]e case, and a
regard to its constitutional obligations, to take the step it has taken, as the
only certain and effectual means of preventing it. It has taken it in full
view of all possible consequences, but not without a desire and hope that
a full and fair disclosure of the canses which induced it to do so would pre-
vent the disturbance of the harmony subsisting between the two countries,
and which the government of the United States is anxious to preserve.

The undersigned is also directed by the President of the United States
to assure the Mexican government that it is his desire to settle all questions
between the two countries, which may grow out of this treaty, or any other
cause, on the most liberal and satisfactory terms, including that of bound-
ary; and that the government of the United States would have been happy
if circumstances had permitted it to act in coucurrence with that of Mexico
in taking this step. But with all its respect for Mexico, and anxious desire
that the two countries shouid continue on friendiy terms, it could not make
what it believed might involve the safety of the Union itself depend on the
contingency of obtaining the previous consent of Mexico. But while it
could not, with a due regard to the safety of the Union, do that, it has
taken every precauticn to make the terms of thé troaty as little objectionable
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o Mexico as possible, and, amongst others, has left the boundary of Texas
without specification ; so that what the line of boundary should be, might
be an open question, to be fairly and fully discussed, and settled according
to the rights of each,and the mutual interests and security of the two
countries. ,

"The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to renew to his excel.
lency Mr. Bocanegra the assurance of his high consideration.

. BEN. E. GREEN.
His Excellency J. M. pe Bocaneara,
Minister of Foreign Relations, §c., §-c.

M. Bocanegra to Mr. Green.
' ['Translation. ]

NaTionaL Pavace, Mezico, May 30, 1844,

The undersigned, Minister of Foreign Affairs and Government, has hed
the honor to receive the note which the chargé d’affuires ad interim of 'ne
United States of America has been pleased to address to him uuder d~ie of
the 23d instant,in which ke communicates the arrival of a special messenger
sent with despatches from his government for the legation of the United
States of America, with the object of informing the gavernment of this re.”
public that the Executive of those States had signed and transmitted to the
Senate a treaty for the annexation of the department of Texas to the Union
of the United States.

The simple reading of the note to which the undersigned is replying is
safficient to recognise the magnitude and gravity of the subject which it
contains; and it is certainly wonderful that a government ennobled and
governed by institutions so liberal and so well founded in the known ad-
mitted principles of committing no aggression, aud especially to guard and
tespect in every sentiment and in every manner the imprescriptible rights
of man in society, has proceeded to the negotiation, approval, and even
transmission to the Senate, of a treaty which indubitably and notoriously
despoils Mexico of a department which, by ownership and by possession,
belongs to her, and has always belonged to her, according to the coutents of
the clear, conclusive, repeated, and very early protests which the govern-
ment of this republic has made, laid not only before the government and
republic of the United States, but before nations and the world. .

An event such as the note of Mr. Green announces, leads, without doubt,
to conseguences the most serious and of the highest importance ; since no
one is ignorant that, in treating with nations, the principles and law should
be observed and considered, which are observed and considered even with
respect to individuals. Thus it is that the obligations of centracts are the
same, and the respect to individual and social guarantees are the same, and
they are arranged among themselves. -And has the step taken by the gov-
ernment of the United States of America heen ndjusted to these rules and
principles of reason, of political truth, and of justice? which, as Mr. Benja-
min Green knows, are laid down among nations in the respect and consid-
eration which are due to themselves, and reciprocally among each other.
The act speaks for itself; and makes it manifest that in its exercise were for-
gotten the principles which alway: protect governments and men in iheir
zelations, in their compacts, and generally in their actions.
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Mr. Green, with reference to advice from his government, gives to:the
government of Mexico the most conclusive assurances that, in adopting the
measure of adjusting a treaty for the annexation of 'V'exas, no other princi-
ple has actuated it, and it fulfils no other end, than that of its own security
and defence from the policy which Great Britain has adopted for the aboli-
tion of slavery. ‘ . -

'I'he undersigned does net, nor ought he to, enter upon the question of
what may be, or what should be, the course which. the United States should
pursue in their relations with Great Britain ; nor what the policy whieh it
becomes it to adopt with respect fo said nation. Neither should he, for a
moment, consider what may be the benefits or disadvantages which may be
produced in the United States by the variety or division which is observed,
and which the press exhibits to us in a public and undeniable manner, rela-
tive to the abolition of slavery;-—it being sustained in some that this should
be protected, and in others that it should be extinguished; seeing, with
horror, this relic of barbarous ages, proscribed by philosophy, and by the
mtelligence of the epoch. These questions should noet in truth occupy the
undersigned ; nevertheless, in alluding to them, the ehargé d’affaires of the
United States * * * * * * * The
resolution of these depends on emergent circumstances, and on the progress
which no one can arrest. : o :

But when, in order to sustain that slavery, and aveid its disappearing
from Texas and from other points, reconrse is had to the arbitrary act of
depriving Mexico of an iategrant part of her possessions, as the ouly cer-
tain and efficacious remedy fo prevent what Mr. Green calls a dangerous
event ; if Mexico shonld be silent, and lend her deference to the present pol-
icy of the Executive of the United States, the reproach aud the censure of
uations ought to be her reward. ] '

If a succession of events, which are known to the American legation,
the publicity whereof it is sufficient-to insinuate, have gene ou to put the-
colonists of Texas, aind the adventurers who have come in more lately,
without more character or mission than their own will, and the inspira-
tions and impulses which have been given them—putting them in an atti=
tude to usurp a territory over whieh those had not a full and absolute do-
minion, and ‘which, in the. part not colonized, cannot, and ought not, to be
considered primi occupantes ;—if that same series of events has retarded
the reconquering of that territory, although it has uot been abandoned,
this does not give a legal title to the rebellious colonists, and still less to
the new comers, to consider themselves masters of it, whatever-may be the
reasons which might be brought forward ; since the repeated acts and pro-
tests of Mexico to preserve the plenitude of her rights would be sufficient
against it.. . . , - _—

The best titles of dominion are those which are based on geod faith ;
and this is not found in the conduct of those who directly, or indirectly,
have coustituted themselves true usurpers. Mexico, being persuaded of this
truth, generally recognised ard considered in the law which has never de-
nied to nations what it grants to individuals, has sustained the territery of
Texas as its own, even thongh & series of causes foreign to its will may-
“have impeded its constant action to resubdue it. ’

With this motive, Mexico has been always seen to operate to repossess
herself of Texas by the means proper to nations, without being able to
point out a single act which may indicate that she may have had even the
intention of separating herself, and renouncing her imprescriptible rights—
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tights so much the more sacred, inasmuch as they.are fonnded in the same
nature with which she acquired them, and in her legal possession. .
Mexico, the undersigned repeats, consistent always in the conduct which
she has preserved to sustain the justice of her cause, protested before the
whole world, and in the most solemn manner, against the acknowledgment
by the United States of the independence of Texas, as an act aggressive to,
her sovereignty; since that acknowledgment, being well considered, effected
so hurriedly, abandoning ot disdaining diplomatic fucilities, and without
regard to right, it will be unable to qualify the national morality. as sound,
or in good feeling, but as the political apotheosis of usurpation. Mr. Green
knows what has been the conduct of the supreme government of Mexico
with respect to the United States, notwithstauding that circumstances were
leading to'a rupture. » : :
The government of the undersigned is instructed (and it appears by
unanswerable documents) that, in the proclnmation and act of independ-
ence of Texas, there assisted but few Mexicans—so smalt in number that
they ‘scarcely- amounted to ten ; and that those who figured as princi-
pals are almost in totality natives of the United States, who would never
have taken so disloyal .a step if they had not counted upon assistance
which should be rendered them in order to sustain & struggle in which
they were goiug to enter, and with a nation with whown they had not
the slightest cause of quarrel, and without any other precedent than the
kindness and frankuess with which she admitted the first colonists.
_Experience has just maunifested that what at that period might have been
reputed as conjectural or suspicious, is a lamentable reality. ' Co
The meetings publicly drawn together in New Orleans and other parts
of the Uniled States, for the purpose of exciting sympathy in favor of the .
(so called) republic ;. the emigration of armed adventurers, warlike stores,
armament, munitions, and other acts of hostility;—it is proved that these
liave proceeded from the same. republic whose Executive has signed the
treaty of aunexation. : . :
- The aets of aggression towards Mexico, and the chiefs who have com.
manded them, have also proceeded from the same republic of Washington ;
and many times has it been manifested with regret and formality by the
supreme government of Mexico, throngh the undersigued, and through
their minister in those States, by meuns of conferenices and notes, without:
being able to succeed in having a stop put to similar acts, or in acting accord-
lingw the treaties which bind both republics as a strong conventional
aw. : - . .
- At this very day, the note of the 23d instant, (May,) to which the under-.
signed is now replying, gives the most couclusive, full,and clear proof that
the Méxican republic, under every aspect, is wounded "in her- rights, and.
outraged in her honor and dignity. It is said by Mr. Green, by order of
his government, that the treaty of annexation of T'exas to the United States:
has been adjusted and signed ; and that, in order not to be wanting in the con-
sideration due to Mexico from that republic, it communicates to her that it
has been ‘rendered necessary for its safety and interest to take such a step.
Let Mr, Green permit me to call his attention, as also that of his govern-
ment and the nation whom he represents, to [this:] that this act, which is said:
to be out of respect to Mexico, is in reality but the manifestaticn of an event
consummated—if not witly the constitutional perfection, through want of the
approval of the Senate, yet certainly on the part of the Executive, who has
doue as much as he had to do in.the exercise of his functions, without
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Mexico and her rights, her honor and dignity, having the smallest part in
a gonsideration which he now manifests towards her, in making her traly
a notification ; and by this opportunity (ocaso) the chargé d’affaires assures
that his government has taken that resolution, and has taken that step, in
full view of all possible consequences._.And it is nevertheless affirmed that
Mexico is respected, and that her rights are considered! The undersigned
and liis government cannot reconcile the facts with the words; although it
is perceived -that the rights of the Mexican nation -are as clear, as conclu-
sive; and obligatory, as the same government of the United States has ex-
pressly confessed 1n -the note which is being replied to; it being very re-
markablé that a document, which carries on its face (consige) so-express a
confession, is the same which tramples upon_them; assuring that what
belongs to Mexico, has been indefectibly usurped by the United States,

. With regard, finally, to the assurance ot the chargé d’affaires to Mexico,
that the settlement of all the questions which may result (including those
of limits, considering the treaty as conclnded) is desired j the undersigned
has express orders from the President of the republic to say and affirin, in
the -most conclusive and express manner, that Mexico has not renounced,
and” should uot renounce, nor in any manner cede, the totality or part of
her rights; that the firm aud constant resolution has been, and is, to preserve
the integrity and dignity of the nation ; that at this time, as very opportuue
for the reproduction of his protests, he gives them here, as express as if
they were in full, (como si lo fuesen una @ wna,) signally.recalling to mind
as special that of the 23d of Angust, 1843, in-these words: “ That Mexico
will consider as a declaration of war against the Mexican' republic the rati-,
fication of that agreement for the incorporation of "L'exas into the territory
of the United States.” . .

The undersigned also states, by order of his government, that a formal
treaty existing, ag it does, between Mexico and the United States, which
fixes the line of limits between hoth republics, the Mexican is disposed. to
its fulfilment, and to.give it the perfection of scientific operation, as the only

ending requisite ;. that all that may not be conducted by these principles of
International law in the case, would be to remove a legitimate obligation in
order to open a negotiation, which, wanting legality in its origin, would not
have any base upon which to raise any new operation which- might Le
attempted, - : , »

" And,in concluding, the undersigned cannot do less than call the atten-
tion of Mr. Green and his government to the satisfaction.which not only
the fact of the adjusted annexation demands, but the outrage aud atro-
cious injury which is done to Mexico, in her dignity and rights, in signing
the cited treaty; and Mexico flatters herself with the hope.that the Senate
of a nation enlightened, free, and founded by the immortal Washington,
will not constitutionally consummate an act which reason, right, and justice
condemn ; but if, unfortunately, and contrary to this hope, the said treaty
should be approved, Mexico, in so painful an event, will consider herseif
placed-in such a position as that she ought to act conformably to the law of
nations, and to her-protests. » . :

The undersigned avails himself of this opportunity to repeat to the chargé
d’affaires of the United States of America the assurances of his distinguished

consideration. - ‘
. J. M. DE BOCANEGRA,
Mr. Benyamin E. Green, : -
Chargé d’Affaires, ad interim, of the U. 8. of America.
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Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun.
.[Extmc!.]

LecaTion oF THE U. 8. oF AMERICA,
C : Mezico, June 7, 1844,

‘Sir: Colonel Thompson will inform you that Mr. Bocanegia’s note of the
30th instant, [ultimo,] in reply to mine of the 23d, (copies of which I sent you
by him,) was received so late on the night before his departure, that I had
barely time'to make out a copy, and to refer you, in my despatch, to-him
for particulars. 1t was my iutention to leave it entirely to-youto answer
that note; but, on further consideration, 1 have thought it proper to rebut
at once the admissions which Mr. Bocenegra has so adroitly endeavored to
deduce from the conciliatory toné cf my note of the 23d. ~This I have
thought the more necessary, as the. Mexican government has sent- copies of
the correspondence to each of the foreign ministers here, and intends to
publish it immediately. 1 prestime that it is not intended to recede from
the ground taken by Mr. Upshur, in his despatch.(No. 51) of the 20th of
October, 1843. Accompauying this, is a copy of my reply, in which I
have taken that despatch for my guide. 1 shall not follow the example
of this government, by sending copies to the diplomatic corps; for I can-
not suppose that the United States recognise that, or any other tribunal
than their own sense of right-and justice. ~ :

Judging from the newspapers received from the United States, this gov-
ernment is confident that the treaty will be rejecied by the Senate; other:
wise, it would immediately agree to any.reasonable proposition omrthe sub=—
ject of boundary. As it is, confident in the supposed hostility of the Sen-
ate to the President, it assumes a lofty and warlike tone,.expecting to
strengthen its popularity by making the Mexican people believe that the

failure of the treaty was owing to its firmness and threats.
» ¥ * * B * L3 *

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra.

Lecarion oF THE U. 8. oF AMER.ICA;
Mezico, May 31, 1844,

The undersigned, chargé d'affuires ad inferim of the United States of
America, has the honor to acknowledge the reccipt of the note of his ex-
cellency J. M. de Bocanegra, of yesterday’s date ; a copy of which has been
forwarded by the undersigned to his government, - . - - .

The undersigned might, .then, with propriety, content himself with
simply acknowledging its rcceipt, leaving it to his government to make
what reply it may deem proper to so extraordinary a paper. He considers
it alike unbecoming the importance of the subject, and his official character
as the representative of a powerful people, whosé generosity Mexico has
more than once experienced, to retort injurious epithets with his excellency
the Minister of Foreign Relations. But there is one passage in the note
of his excellency Mr. Bocanegra, which he feels called upon to notice. 1t
is that in which his excellency says, It is said by Mr. Green, by order of
his governwent, that a treaty for the anncxation of Texas to the United
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States has been agreed upon. and signed ; and that, not to be wanting in
the respect dne to Mexico, he commnnicates to her government that the
United States have been forced, by their own safety and interests, to take
this step, &e. It being very remarkable, that a document which coutains
.80 express: an acknowledgment, (of the rights of Mexico,) should be the
same that tramples upon those rights,” &e. o

If his excellency will refer to the note of the undersigned, he will see
that, he has entirely mistaken its import. The undersigned would be sorry
to believe that his excellency Mr. Bocanegra has wilfully perverted his
nmeaning. o T . :

The government. of the United States, in making that communication to
the Mexican government, neither directly nor indirectly admits that Mexico
is'the legal proprietor of Texas, or that any apology or explanation is dne
to her as.such, The independence of. Texas having been recognised, not
only hy the United States, but by all the other principal powers of the
world, (most of whom have estabished diplomatic relations with her,) she
is to be regarded as_ an independent and sovereign power, competent to

_treat for herself; and, as she has shaken off the authority of Mexico, and
successfully resisted her power for eight years, the United States are under
no obligation to respect her former relations with this country.

The government of the United States, however, has thought proper, in
a friendly and candid manner, to explain to Mexico the motives of ‘its con-
duct ; and this it has thought due to Mexico—not as the proprietor of Texas,
either de jure or -de jacto, but as a mutual neighbor of Texas and the
United States, and one of the family of the American republics.

The undersigned must be allowed here to express his surprise thut
Mexico should renew -her unfounded protests against the course which the
government of the United States has thought proper to adopt in relation to
the republic of Texas; and more especially that she shonld address those
protests to that community of nations which, by recognising the indepen-
dence of Texas, have long since denied to Mexice any right to complain,
The gronnd assumed by his excellency, that Mexico, by futile protests upon
paper, could retain her rights over the territory of Texas, notwithstanding
the facts (which are notorious) that Texas has declared and maintained her
independence for a long space of years; that, during that length of time,
Mexico has been unable to reconquer her, and has of late ceased all efforts
to do so, is truly novel and extraordinary. As well might Mexico, by simi-
lar protests, declare that the world is her empire, and the various nations
who people it her subjects, and expect her claim to be recognised.

T'he undersigned also begs leave to express his regret that Mexico should
have rejected, in a manner so little to have been expected, the friendly pro-
posal of the government of the United States to settle the questions which
may grow out of their present relations, by amicable negotiations ; and he
takes this occusion to say, that, if war does ensue; as threatened by Mexico,
Mezxico herself will be the aggressor, and will alone be responsible for all
the-evils which may attend it. In the mean time, the United States will
pursue the policy which their honor and their interests require—taking
counsel only of their own sense of what is due to themselves and to other
nations, e ) :

- The undersigned has reason to congratulate his country upon this cor-
respondence ; for the world will now see that the United States, throughout
the whole course of this matter, have conducted themselves with honor,
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justice; and forbearance towards Mexico; and that, in so long deferring to
do that which the society of nations, by recognising the mdependence of
Texas, has declared it to be their right to do, and iu forbednng to exercise
that rlght until it became necessary “for their own security, they bave done
all and more than Mexico could reasonably ask of.them. The world will
also kuow the manuer in which the friendly overtures of the United States
have been met by Mexico; and if war, with_its long train of evxls, does
result, will lay its censure where it will be justly due.

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to assure his excellency
Mr. Bocuneora of his distinguished consideration. :

BEN. E, GREEN

dis Excellency J. M. ne- BOCAm.GRA,
Minister of Forcign Relations, §e.

- Mr., Green {o Mr. C thoun.
[Extract.]

LecaTion oF TaE U. S, OF AMERICSA,
Mezico, June 15, 1844,

'St I had the honor, a few days since, to send a copy of my uote of the
31st ultimo, in answer to Mr, Bocaneura’s very harsh note of the 30th, (No.
1) Inow send you a copy of his reply of the 6th instant, to which I decmed
it proper to reply in the terms of mine of the 10th instant, a copy of which
I send you, (No. 2.). I have just received an answer, dated Jnne 12, of
which No. 3 is a copy. To this I shall not reply before hearing further
from you; notwithstanding the singular position it assumes, “that the
United Sta!es, by their treaty of limits with Mexico, were bound to guar-
anty the integrity of the territory of Mexico, and the possession of Texas.

I hope that the ground taken in my second note, and the tone of the
last, which I now send will be approved by the President.

In the “ Diario” of the 13th, you will find a sanguninary order, addressed to
General Woll, of the army of the north} which directs that any individual
who may be found beyond a league’s distance from the left bank of the
river Bravo shall be punished as & traitor, after a summary military trial,
I called to see Mr. Bocanegra upon the subject [of this order,] and told
him that 1 hoped it wonld not be put in force agaiust any citizen of the
United States ;-that an example had: been set in the revolutions of Mexico
herself; that Commodore Porter, and many other citizens of the United
States, "had taken part with Mexico, but none had, even when taken
prisoners, been treated by Spain as traitors. He rephed that the order
applied ounly to Mexican citizens. I answered, that I was glad to hear
him say so ; but regretted that the order had been so vaguely and generally
worded, and hoped that no mistakes would be made, as far as cmzens of
the United States were concerned.

I send you also the *Diario” of the 11th June, in which you will find a
message from the Minister at War to the Congress; and recommend par-
ticularly to your attention the third paracrraph which 1 have marked.
In the ¢ Diario” of the 13th, you will also find some remarks addressed to
the chambers by the Minister of Justice. Both the message of the Minis-
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ter of War and the speech of the Minister of Justice support the opinion
.advanced in my last despatch—namely, that the vital importance of Texas
to the security of the United States is well understood here; that they
know that, sooner or later, the annexation must take -place, unless Mexico
avails herself of the-delay to reconquer that country ; and that their hopes
of its défeat for the present are based upon the supposed opposition of the
Senate of the United States to Mr. T'yler personally. g

. As yet, the Con%ress has not been able to settle down on any plan for
raising the four millions of dollars; called for by Santa Anna, to begin the
campaign against Texas. - Various plans are proposed, but all liable to
great opposition, - T ,

When the Congress first met, Santa Anna intrigued for “extraordinary
powers,” which the Congress were found unwilling to grant. Then he
called on them to raise $4,000,000 .nd 30,000 men. "They were - afraid.
to- tuke the responsibility of raising the taxes, ulready insufferable, and
proffered the extraordinary powers, It was now his time to refuse, as he
wished to throw on them the responsibility of raising money. It is be-
lieved by many that he wants this sum of money, not to make war upon
“Texas, but for his own ambitious- purposes at howe; and that the present
question of 'T'exas is merely an excuse for carrying into effect his favorite
measure—the increase of the anmy. Meanwhile, however, troops have
been secretly despatched for the northern frontier; a troop of cavalry is to
follow in a day or two; and, this morning, proposals for supplies of pro-
visions, clothing, &ec., to be deposited at Mier and Matamoras, are posted
at the corners of the streets. This looks something like reality ; and-it is
- probablle that General Canalizo, with a considerable force, will be sent to
make(nnother attempt to reconquer Texas. .

* * * \ * * S

“Hon. Jorn C. CaruouN, §c.

Mpr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green.
[Translaion.]

[No. 1] NATIONAL Pavace, Mexico, June 6, 1844,

- The undersigned, Minister of Foreign Relations and Government, had
the honor to receive the note, addressed to him under date of the 3l1st of
May, by the chargé d’affuires ad interim of the United States of America,
in reply to that from the undersigned, written in answer to one of the 23d
of the same month, respecting the grave and important matter of the treaty,
signed by the Executive of the United States, for the annexation of the de-
partment of T'exas to that Union. »

The undersigned would certainly have fulfilled all that is required by
diplomatic propricty and etiquette, should he confine himself to simply ac-
knowledging the receipt of the abovementioned noté; as it, however, con-
tains various points of the highest interest to all concerned .in the question
at issue, he finds himself unaer the necessity of answering Mr. Green in
the order observed in the said note from-the American legatinn.

- The term extraordinary, ~pplied by Mr. Green to the undersigned’s an-
swer of the 30th of May, might certainly be more naturally and properly
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assigned to the note to which the present is a reply;.since it may be assert-
ed, with the utmost confidence, that all that is eziraordinary consists in the
fact that the American legation having, by order of its governnient, opened
the discussion of a matter brought forward by the same legation in its note
of the 23d of May, the Mexican. government had no other course left, and
could follow none other, than to reply in the terms and npon the bases nsed
in its note of the 3utly, to which Mr. Green feplies. '

The communication” frorn the chargé d'affaires .ad interim is, however,
extraordinary—-considaring that, as he had given to the Mexican communi-
cation a’certain direction, by transmitting it to his government, with the
expression of a desire that it should give the answer, nothing was more
natural, nothing more obvious, than to await that auswer, requested by the-
legation itself, in the manner and terws stated by the charge d’affaires ad
interim in his said note. It was, in truth, most natural, most just, and un-
doubtedly most consonant with the ordinary mode, to reply to what is
placed in discussion and asked. ‘ -

The chargé d'affaires ad inverim declared, in his note of the 23d of May,
the principal motive which induced his government to sign the treaty for
the annexation of Texas; stating that, for the convenience and security of
the United States of America, and in order to free themselves from the pol-
icy of Great Britain, they had determined to occupy Texas, without leav-
ing to Mexico any further liberty or right than that of settling the bound-
aries. And was no ansiwer to be made to this? Was Mexico to leave in.
silence, aud condemn to. oblivion, the justice with-which she claims and
demands what is due to her, and what is required by the right which all
nations possess, when they can appeal, as in the present case, to the inter-
national right' established by treaties? Is the Mexican nation to remain
silent, whilst-it is deeply wounded in its dignity, and seriously compromised
by the difficult position in which it is placed. by the failure of compliance
with international stipnlations and compacts ? o

How can it be considered extraordinary that Mexico should have replied
to, and protested against, the usurpation of what belongsto her, and has be-
longed legally to her, by a thousand titles, ever since the period of her in-

“dependence and emancipation? What can Mr. Green find extraordinary
in this conduct? What can he see new in a nation’s claiming back that
which is usurped from it, on the ground of convenience and security, as
declared (by another nation,) solely on its own authority? Is it extraordi-
nary that Mexico should repeat what she has advanced so frequently, with
proofs.and reasons—relying not only upon her own words, but on just, pre-
cise, and indefeasible titles? Should she have Jimited herself to a simple
acknowledgment of receipt? Would that have been - consistent with the
principles adopted and given to the world with publicity? Was it not Mr.
Green who opened and provoked the discussion ? and. is it not he. who has
continued it?  Who, therefore, acts extraordinarily? The.answer is sim.
ple, and very easy! and the undersigned doubts not that it will be given by
all who yield te the voice of impartial justice. There cannot certainly be
found a single man who, after reading and comparing the notes, will not
see and confess that Mexico, while acting with energy and firmness, re-
strains herself within the limits of moderation in- her expressions and views,
as the importance and nature of the subject under consideration require.

. The chargé d'affaires ad interim, in_his note which the undersigned is
answering, employs exactly these words : 4 He considers the note of the 3d



62 Doc. No. 2.

[30tl;% of May indecorous; and the importance of the affair little worthy of
his official character as the representative of a powerful nation, whose gene-
rosity: Mexico has often experienced.” '

‘I'nus Mr. Green considers it indecorons that another nation, as worthy
of consideration as the rest—sespecially when it is claiming its own lawful,
real, and existing property—should address him in the language of interna-
tional law, which gives power, rigor, and justice, protesting against the in-
fraction of treaties. 'Though this be in"his opinion indecorous, Mexico re-
gards it as legal, and compatible with the principles of national law, and
-even of common law, as the undersigned has alieady had the honor, upon
another occasion, to say to the American legation, by order of his govern-
ment, while addressing to it those protests which the chargé d’affuires, on
his own authority, pronounces unfounded—declaring them so without any
other proof than his own assertion. 'T'o no one can it appear indecorous
that Mexico should express and maintain her rights in resistance to the
vsurpation, with all the force derived from the justice of her cause; and, on
the other hand, the Mexican republic would be unworthy to be reckoued
among nations who know how to value their sovereignty and independ-
ence, if it were to remain silent and passive, with degradation and contempt,
in a matter of vital importance affecting so deeply the rights which all the
nations of .the earth maintain, and have maintained, from duty, from use,
and even from custom, Mexico is then to be silent, and to receive as orders
the infraction of treaties, committed without precedent and without reason.
Mr. Green should remember that he who uses his right offends no one ; and
if Mexico has asserted the rights which she has over the department of
Texas, she has done so wilh resolution—without transgressing the limits
of what is due to reason and courtesy. This is not indecorous, nor has it
ever been so considered. The chargé d’affaires alludes to the generosity
with which Mexico has been more than once treated.- T'he undersigned
wishes that those acts of generosity had béen specified, in order that they
may thus be made known, and acknowledged as such.

Mr. Green says he regrets to be obliged to mention some points in the
note of the 30th of May, from the undersigned, as offensive.

The chargé d'affaires will, however, allow the undersigned to tell him
that this reproach deserves to be considered in no other light than as gratu-
itous; and to assure him that it wili be completely done away by a simple
comparison of the notes exchanged between the legation and the Mexican
ministry ; ard it would be sufficient to transcribe literally the proposition
as made by the chargé d’affaires, and that stated by Mexico, to answer an
assertion in which it Is forgotten that, while refuting it, the proof in favor of
Mexico was established in these words: “and not wanting in the respect
due. to Mexico, his government states that the United States have been
obliged, for their own security, to adopt this measure.” "T'his is not altering,
but showing truly how far the respect due to Mexico can be reconciled
with the adoption of the treaty founded on the security and interests of the
United States. - : R

The government of the United States, says Mr, Green, in addressing
this communication to Mexico, neither directly nor indirectly admits that she
is the legitimate possessor of Texas-—the independence of which has been
acknowledged not only by the United States, but also by the other principal
powers. 'T'he chargé d’affaires, however, took care to be silent as to the
essential and notable circumstance that Mexico has protested against ‘this
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acknowledgment of the independence of Texas, from the moment when it
was first made ; that she has repeatedly claimed her rights, and maintained
and defended them on the just titles which have been and are in her favor;
declaring constantly that certain extraordinary-acts could not lessen the
rights of Mexico, nor can nor could accrue to her injury—nuless an act can
be considered as compatible with the principles of national law, which is
directly at variance with, and repugnant to, natural right—the highest of
all rights—guarautying alike the property of nations and individuals, Wil
it, on the contrary, be said that a violent occupation and detention is supe-
rior to the legal power which a proprietor holds over what is his own ?

The question turns not on possession, but on the right of property; which
is certainly not lost, because force interposes to usurpit. The common law
(repeats the undersigned) as well as the law of nations considers-and applies
to individuals, without excepting nations and their governments, compre-
hending and embracing them under ths immutable rules of reason and
justice.’ T

'T'he government of the United States (continues Mr. Green) has thought
proper to communicate with Mexico in a-friendly manner, while exposing
the motives of its conduct,—not as having a right to Texas, but as being
situated contiguous to that department and to the United States, aud more-
over as being a member of the family of American repuplics. The under-
sighed, however, does not know how it happens that the chargé d’affaires
did not notice the contradiction which results from communicating with
Mexico in-a friendly mauner, in exposing the motives of their conduct, and
at the same time excluding her from the right which constitutes her title to
that consideration ; for it is as much as to say that the belief that Mexico
is worthy of consideration, and of having communicated to her the causes
which actuate the cabinet of Washington, was an erroneous belief; or at
least that Mr. Green, who set it forth, has withdrawn from the opinion pre-
sented by him in explanation., 1f it were so, it is positively an offence given,
and an injury committed, .without.any other motive than the resistance le-
gally offered to a declared usurpation and a direct infraction of treaties,

No less offensive to Mexico is the pretext, (which the undersigned will
take the liberty of repelling, as he does,) that the vicinity of Texas and of
the United States is the motive of the latrer in giving to Mexico the intima-
tion of the present affair. That pretext is strange, and absolutely new in
guestious of this nature and importance. Mr. Green will allow the under-
signed not only to term it extraordinary, but to refuse to admit it in any
way, as he has express orders to do.

T'he chargé diffaires announces his surprise that Mexico should repeat
the protests, which he has been pleased to term as unfonnded ; and assumes
as established, that this republic, in sustaining its authority over Texas, sus-
tains new and extraordinary principles,—making, at the same time, allu-
sions really strange, which Mr, Green will allow the undersigned to term
inadmissible in matters of social convention. If Mexico has protested and
does protest, she has done so and does so in virtue of just titles, well recog-
nised, and establishing her dominion over Texas from the period of her
emancipation—titles which have been acknowledged and approved in the
most serious public acts, by nations with which she fortunately maintains
the best relations of friendship, and most particularly by the United States,
where treaties of amity and limits present the miost irrefragable evidence of
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the right of Mexico to complain, and to protest against the infraction of the
compacts whieh bind nations together. '

Circumstances inevitable, and more or less complicated, occurring, (some
in-the bosom of this republic, and others out of 1t,) have retarded the ac-
complishment of the recovery of Texas; but is it not true and well known
to the United States, that Mexico has maintained, and does maintain, an
army, which has en several occasions, and in several victorious expedi-
tions, marched over that territory, until the very recent act of the suspen-
sion of its military movements, in consequence of an armistice, for the pur-
pose of dislodging the usurpers from the Mexican territory ?

What is the act which can he considered as the renunciation of rights,
with respect 1o that integrant part of the republic? _

‘Is not that really a seizure and usurpation, which it has been thonght
proper to call a possession ?. A possession cannot exist where good faith is
not to be found.

"The government of the undersigned has been surprised to sce the chargé
d’affaires of the United States assert that Mexico has despised amicable prop-
ositions to settle the question which gave rise to the present events; and
his excellency the President of the republic orders the undersigned to say
to you expressly, as he now has the honor to do, that no other proposition
has been made ta him, except the indirect and confused one relative to
limits, and which 1s contained in vague language in the first communica-
tion from Mr, Green; and even should such have been mad?, the under-
signed has been expressly authorized to inform the American ‘egation that
Mexico, being most jealous of her rights, her dignity, and he: independ-
ence, and most attentive to what is due to her sovereignty and 11tegrity, is
resolved to maintain by every means, and in every respect, those ‘avorable
titles ; preferring glory and honor always to degradation and ignomiay.

The appeal made by Mr. Green to the world has been made by Mexico
long since, and recently j the government and nation on whose part the
undersigned has the honor to speak, indulging the expectation that, in
order to obtain a just decision, it will be necessary merely to compare-the
notes exchanged, and their contents, so as to show that neither the dispute
nor the war is provoked by Mexico, but by the party which takes posses-
sion of another’s property, under the pretext of snch a course being required
for its security and interest, in eontempt of international law as well as of
the rights of nations. .

- The whole world will know how to place this controversy in its true
point of view; and civilized and just nations will examine the precedents,
and will analyze and determine the conduct of both republics.

If, uufortunately, the evils of war should hereafter be felt, they will fall
on the head of the party which has made itself responsible, and liable to
the impartial and severe judgment which condemns those worthy of repro-
bation and censure.

The undersigned repeats, &c.

» J. M. DE BOCANEGRA.
To Bensamin E. Green, Esq,,
Chargé d’ Affaires of the United States.
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Mr. Grreen to Mr. Bocanegra.

{No. 2.] Lieaation oF THE UNITED STATES,
: ’ ' Mezico, June 10, 1844,

The undersigned, chargé d’affaires of the United States of America, ad
interim, has the hopor to acknowledge the receipt of the note of his ex-
cellency J. M. de Bocunegra, of the 6th instant, in relation to the % grave and
dmportant” subject of the treaty lately concluded at Washington, for the an-
mnexation of the republic of Texas to the United States of America.

T'he undersigned is gratified to see that, although his last note upon this
subject has been incorrectly trunslated in many respects, his excellency Mr.'
‘Bocauegra has felt the full force of the inference therein made to the harsh
language and unjust insinuations, directed in his excellency’s note of the
30th ultimo, against the government and people whom the undersigned is
proud to represent. He is still more gratified to see that his excellency, by
.50 labored and lengthy an effort to defend himself from the iraputation of a
want of courtesy, fully admits the impropriety of using discourteous or
heated language in treating of so delicate a subject. His excellency should,
-and doubtless does, know full well that harsh words prove nothing in favor
of the justice of the cause they espouse; that, on the contrary, they are an.
-argument of weakness, being generally the last resort of those to whom ar-
.guments are wanting. Such invectives are inadmissible even in the quar-
rels of individuals; much less are they allowable in national differences.
The consequences of the Litter are of such magnitude, and the evils to which
they sometimes lead so great and so extended, as to call for great moder-
-ation-and calmness in those to whose hands are.intrusted the destinies of a
.great people. Reproaches and denunciations are the language of passion ;
they neither convince the mind, nor remove difficulties; but, on the contra-
Ty, add fuel to excited spirits, and end in bloodshed and evil. Well con-
vinced of this, the undersigned will continue to avoid everything calculated
to irritate or estrange. .He knows that if by invective and rejoinder (as
it only can be) this question is pushed to the extreme of an appeal to arms,
the blood of many victims will ery curses from the earth upon those who,
by inconsiderate warmth, shall have brought about so painful a consum-
1mnation. o ‘

T'he undersigned must be permitted to add, that he considers the note of
his excellency Mr. Bocanegra of thé 30th ultimo, as also that of the 6th
instant, discourteous and highly objectionable. The charges of usurpa-
tion, atrocity, bad faith, and violation of treaties, so often repeated, and the
rash and ungracious insinuation contained in that passage of his excel-
lency’s note of the 30th March, beginning in these words: “La esperi-
encia ha venido & declarar,” &ec., &c., are as objectionable as they are gra-
tuitous and unfounded ; and the undersigned hopes that they will not be re-
-peated. He has also the express orders of his government (given in a for-
1mer, but applicable to the present occasion) to say to that of Mexico, that.

hie can hold no intercourse with it, except on such terms of courtesy and
‘yespect as are die to the honor and dignity of the United States.

His excellency Mr. Bocanegrn promises to answer the note of the under-
:signed in the same order observed therein. . But, singularly enough, his ex-
~cellency inmediately grapples with an argument, certainly never advanced

by the undersigned. After narrating that notice had been given to the
Mexican govermment of the conclusion of a treaty for the annexation of
5
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the republic of Texas to the United States, his excellency exclaims: « And:
was not this to be answered ?. Was the justice with which Mexico sus-
tains and ‘demands that which is her due, and which she exacts by. the-
right which all nations have when they interpose, a¢ in the present case, in-
ternational right by the medium of treaties, to be left in silence and con-
demned. to forgelfufness?- Is it wished that the Mexican nation should re-
main silent, seeing itself highly offended in its dignity, and seriously com-
promised by the difficult position in which the failure to comply with inter-
national stipulations and compacts places it?” - o

The undersigned must be excused for noticing in the above extract two-
material departures from the rules of sound. logic. It contains hoth the-
petitio principis and the assumptio falsi of the logicians. It assumes
that the United States have violaled their treaties ; which the undersigned:
by no means admits. It also asstimes that an indignity has been offered to-
Mexico; that the undersigned wished her to bear it in silence, and did not
wish his excellency to unswer the note of the 23d ultimo. 1In all this his
excellency is mistaken. Neither the acts nor the notes of the undersigned:
bear such a construction. He has never expressed nor entertained such .a
sentiment ; on the contrary, he wished and expected an answer ; but he ex-
pected that. that answer would be couched in those. terms of courtesy and:
respect which every government owes to itself and to others, He expected:
that it would contain nothing to embitter and inflame passion; and he re-
grets that, in this respect, he was mistaken. = 'The undersigned cannot
admit that either he or his government has offered any indignity to Mexico—
certainly none has been intentionally offered ; neither would he desire that.
Mexico should bear a supposed indignity in silence. If Mexico thinks that.
she has rights over Texas, or that those riglits have been violated, the Uni--
ted States are ready to lend a patient hearing to her claims, and to do her
justice. They are equally ready to defend their own rights against any
opponent, or at any cost. . The language of remonstrance witl never pass.
unheeded by the American people, nor by their government ; but threats.
and abuse are alike inadequate to turn them from their course, where their
right is clear—as in the present case, to treat with Texas as an independent.

ower.
P ‘His excellency goes on to say that the undersigned, on his own responsi--
bility, and without other authority thau his own word, calls the protests of
Mexico unfounded. The undersigned must be permitted again to correct: -
his excellency, and to remind him that, in thus characterizing these protests,.
he has spoken not on his own authority alone, but on that of his own gov-
ernment, of France, Great Britain, and many other powerful nations.

The undersigned must also be permitted to express his surprise that his-
excellency Mr. Bocanegra should in one place charge him with having un-
warrantably spoken of those protests, and that, immediately afterwards, he-
should say that the undersigned was very careful nct to mention them. In
this there is a strange inconsistency, for which the undersigned is at a loss:
to account, He cannot charge it to the inaccuracy of his excellency’s trans-
lator, nor, indeed, to’ anything else than an inadvertence of his excellency
himself, 'The undersigned by no means sought silence on this point; on
the contrary, his note expressly alluded to it; and it was his chief object, by
calm and courteous argument, to prove.that the United States, in treating:
with, the republic of Texas as an independent nation, had never infringed

.any of the rights of Mexico, and that those protests were therefore un-
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founded. Upon these arguments it appears that his excellency has sought
to keep silence, passing them over with the simple remark that they were
“inadinissible in a matter of social agreement.” 'T'he undersigned. begs.
leave to say that his excellency would have come nearer the mark, if, instead
of declaring'them to be inadmissible, he had acknowledged them to be facts,
and facts unanswerable. )

His excellency also says that he does not know how the undersigned
overlooked the contradiction which results from communicating to Mexico,
in a friendly manner, the motives of the conduct of the United States, and
at the same time denying to her the right which constitutes her title to that
consideration. His excellency is either again mistaken, or misrepresents,
The undersigned has not denied to Mexico the right which constitutes her
title to that consideration, ~ On the contrary, he expressly admitted that the
communication was due to Mexico, and as expressly stated the grounds on
which she was entitled to that consideration. ) : T

The undersigned is also free to admit that the claims urged by Mexico
(although, in the opinion of the undersigned and of his government, unten.
able,) may have had some influence in determining the government of ‘the
United States to-make its views known to Mexico in the language of con-
ciliation and kindness. And in this the government of the United- States
has shown a commendable and generous regard for whatever rights Mexi-
co could allege ; whilst it has not forgotten its own rights, and is determined
to sustain them. '

The undersigned deems it out of place, in answering a communication like
the present, to enumerate the instances of generosity and kind fecling which
Mexico has experienced at the hands of the people and government of the
Uunited States ; but he must be permitted to express his surprise that a gen.
tleman so intelligent and well-informed in the history of Mexican inde-
pendence as' his excellency Mr. Bocanegra should plead ignorance, or
need to be informed: of them. .

The undersigned regrets extremely the warmth and character of this
giscussion, for which he considers himself in no way responsible, His
first note on this subject was in the language of peace and kindness; and
he deeply regretted to see himself forced to notice the disparaging language
of his excellency’s reply. If the undersigned had suffered that language to
pass without rebuke, he would have merited the reprobation of his coun-
trymen, and the reproof of his government. Neither could he suffer to pass
unnoticed the pretended admission of the rights of Mexico, which his ex-
cellency, with more ability than candor, sought to deduce from the concili-
atory tone of the note of the undersigned. He hopes that, in the future
discussion of this subject, the language of recrimination will be dropped,
as unworthy of the greatness of either nation. And. whenever the discus.
sion is confined to the real question at issne—to wit, whether the United
States are anthorized to treat with Texas as an independent government;
and whether, by so doing, they infringe upon any of the rights of Mexico=—
the undersigned, or his government, will be always ready to answer Mexi-
¢o in courteous and convincing argument; or, otherwise, to act as their
honor and interests require. ‘

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion, &c.

' R - BEN. E, GREEN.
To his Fxcellency J. M. bE BocANEGRA, Minister, §c.
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tured has now been realized, that could in no wise have been regarded as
offensive; and, least of all, when it was not a capricious or intrusive asser-
tion, nor one of those which generally involve and confound matters, but
was. based on public and notorious circiimstances, on certain and completed
acts, which present that assertion with all the evidence and force of con-
viction. Had this been otherwise, it would have been necessary to have
had recourse to the subterfuge of denying the existence of what is seen and
felt.  For this reason it was that the undersigned, in the note in question,
made an allusion (though'very slight) to the circumstances which led Mexico
to conjecture that the States contiguous to Texas, which supplied arms,
troops, aud munitions of war, did not act solely with the view of assisting
the insurgents in supporting and preserving their independence ; but prin-
cipally with the clear inteution of <xtending and maintaining the degrada-
tion of the human race, or (what is the same thing) slavery; thwarting, ac-
cording to their principles, the efforts of those who desire to abolish it,
whether their fellow-citizens or foreigners. And for this course the territory
-of Texas has been sustained and succored, as well as its annexation, as
the most certain means of carrying the project into effect. - :

And is this not exactly what Mr. Green has revealed to us, and said
-clearly and unequivocally in the third paragraph of his note of tlie 23d of
May last? 'The undersigned would have desired to huve been able to do
what catnot be done—namely, to say things in the language of truth, in
which he should speak without presenting them as they are, but as he
-could wish them to be. Mexico thus has, without violence, and gradually,
succeeded in establishing the proposition that she could not lose the domin-
ion of a territory which she acquired in the most glorious, legitimate, and
-determined manner, '

The chargé d’affaires of the United States has thought proper to enu-
merate, among the observations which he terms harsh and offensive, the
-assertion that the treaties between the two republics have been violated.
And, in truth, as the only answer to, and proof of this—the undersigned will
-not transcribe literally, but he will mention the first article of the. treaty of
amity, commerce, and navigation, between Mexico and ihe United States
of December 1, 1832, and thie part relative to boundaries, also concluded be-
tween the two republics. These portions, compared with the notes, give
the victory to the Mexican ministry, which has done no more than rely
-upon conventions and agreements.

By the tenor of these articles, it will he immediately seen that the frank,
sincere,and durable friendship promised in these stipulations, was not merely
‘abstract plirases or general terms. Nor is it to be supposed that they were
intended to bind only the governments of the two republics, and without
reference to their respective subjects ; but, on the contrary, it was meant that
‘there should be reciprocal friendship between the governments and their
citizens. It.is therefore clear, that, comparing the obligation contracted and
produced by the treaties, with the conduct hitherto observed and practised
by the United States in the unfortunate affair of Texas, it results that the
stipulations have not beén fulfilled on their part,—a conclusion at which
the undersigned doubts not that every one wiil arrive, who judges actions
and occurrences with impartiality and.rectitude, " .

As to the treaty of amity, the United States of America have acknowl-
edged, in the most formal and solemn manner, that the boundaries between
: themselve= and the Mexican republic are the same.which were designated
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-as the dividing-line on settling that matter between the United States and
‘Spain in'the treaty concluded to that effect between the two Iast mentioned
nations, The undersigned considers this to be sufficient-for his purpose of
-answering Mr. Green’s note, in which he has been engaged, inasmuch as
“the force and the notoriety of the right on which he relies, and the desire
of avoiding disagreeable repetitions, lead him to the examination of another
-point. '

The chargé d’affaires, in his last mote, of the 10th of June, has-touched
on the point of the recognition of the independence of Texas; but as he
‘dwells on that essential and serious matter—not as he formerly did, in an
indirect and transitory way, but presenting it as an argnment and proof of
the right acquired in favor of the republic of Washington, and as w loss of
right on the part of the Mexican republic—he will have the kindness to
listen to the reflections which the undersigned addresses to him on this
isubject.  Mr., Green says that the recoguition of the independence of
Texas by the United States, and by other powers, destroys the right of
Mexico, and nullifies the protests which this republic has made opportunely
and repeatedly for the preservation of a territory which belongs to it; the
-chargé d’aftuires declaring, at the same time, that he advances this-argu-
ment, not as {rom himself, but as speaking from authority of his own gov-
ernment, of that of Great Britain, and of that of France, which have all
given their acknowledgment. '

If it be remembered that the United States acknowledged the independ-
-ence of Texas, it should also he remembered that Mexico protested against
that act, as she also did with regard to the other powers mentioned.  But
it is to be observed that the annexation to the Union of the United States, in
‘virtue of the treaty signed by that nation, does not rest on this acknowledg-
ment, but on the circumstance as stated by Mr. Green in his sbove-men.
tioned note of the 23d of May—*thai this step had been forced upon the
government of the United States in selfdefence, in consequence of the
policy adopted by Great Britain in reference to the abolition of slavery in
Texas. It was impossible for the United States to witness with indifference
‘the efforts of Grreat Britain to abolish slavery in that territory. They could
not but see that she had the means in her power, in the actual condition of
Texas, to accomplish the objects of her policy, unless prevented by the
most efficient measures; and that, if accomplished, it would lead to a state
of things dangerous in the extreme to the adjacent States, and to the Union
itself.”  The undersigned must here refer, as he does, to what he has
already suid upon the subject of this recognition by the United States, and
upon the manner in which the act of annexation is viewed, in virtue of a
treaty concluded by the Execulive, without having paid any respect to a
republic with which it is bound by the most sacred bonds acknowledged
-among ‘civilized nations. Respect to Mexico was abandoned when the act
of annexation was consummated by the Executive, and it was restored only
by the law and the wisdom of the Senate. Mr. Green will also admit what
‘the undersigned had the honor to state to him on this point, in his previous
notes ; and as the chargé d’affaires has founded arguments and reasoning
on the acknowledgment of the independence of Texas by Great Britain
and France, the undersigned may be ullowed to say to him, that if these
‘two_great nations did lend themselves to this acknowledgment of inde-
pendence, they did so, as in those acts, by acknowledging a fact, and
:nothing more, Neither of those two nations denied to Mexico her rights
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-at that time, nor has either of them since treated the protests of the Mexi-

can republic as unfounded, and existing only on paper, as Mr. Green has-
been pleased to do. -On the contrary, France and England have on various:
occasions interposed their high respect and worthy influence to procure a
cessation of the war; never, however, have they termed it unjust, but only
injurious and pernicious from its very nature.

- Nor could such great powers have acted in any other way in acknow-
-ledging that, in a country independent in fact, but depending in right npon
a mother country, the fact alone,and not the right, can be acknowledged.
Much less could they give to the country the right to be acknowledged as
a sovereign nation ; for that act is peculiar to the mother country, and to-
her, and to-her alone, belongs the acknowledgment which produces eman-
cipation. All this is legal: these are not new ideas; they are principles
universally admitted ; they have been uttered by those same great powers
above named, in treating of the independence of countries which had been
their colonies; and what is here said, has just been heard in the United
States, from the mouth of one of their most distinguished citizens. And
certainly the question of annexation by the treaty made in the United
-States is entirely different, and cannot possibly be terminated by reference
to the recognition made by other natiens, and regarding merely a fact, with-
out also taking into consideration rights which, from their very essential
nature, have been reserved in those cases by the powers who performed-
those acts. The importance and seriousness of the present matter, the pro-
priety of not involving in it ideas und circumstances which, unless useful
Jor conviction, often degenerate into-offensiveness, and other considerations
most essential in this question, induce the undersigned to proceed to collect
and reply to the last observations addressed to him by Mr. Green in the
note which he is now answering; and, for this reason, he will allow the
undersigned to say, that when he stated that the chargé d’affaires of the
United States of America spoke on his own authority, he formed that
opinion from reading the fourth paragraph of the note of the 31st of May
last, where these words occur: “the undersigned takes the liberty,” where
he emits the opinion above mentioned. And if, in truth, Mr. Green in no
way desires the poiut to which the present notes relate to remain under
silence, the undersigned has succeeded in treating it, without deviating from
or.parrying the question, '

And though, in Mr. Gieen’s opinion, the government of the United:
States has not been wanting in respect for the rights of Mexico, including a
treaty with the (so.called) republic of Texas, the undersigned has answered,
and has presented what he had to say in reply, entering directly into the
matter of the difficulty; freeing it, as far as he could, from all that could.
complicate and confuse it, as appeared to be required by the seriousness
and. importance of the case. For this reason, the undersigned, in his note
of the 6th instant, whilst noticing the allusions made by Mr. Green at the
conclusion of his fourth paragraph above mentioned, merely indicated that
they were strange and inadmissible in matters of convention. This is
clear, and it will be sufficient to read it. -

The chargé d'affaires of the United States asserts that it would be out of
~place to.enumerate the instances of generosity and kind feelings on the
part of the United States towards Mexico, and he refers the undersigned for
a knowledge of them to the history of the independence of Mexico. The
chargé d’affaires will not, however, take it ill, if the undersigned should.
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assure him that he is unacquainted with the facts to which Mr. Green
refers, and he knows only those alleged on the other side.” It"does not
seem in place now to speak of the history of Mexico; and the undersigned
repeats, by order of his government, that whensoever those acts of kind
feeling and generosity (supposing them to.exist) be set forth and particu-
larized, it will acknowledge and esteem them according to their real value
and consideration; and will then proceed to set forth and particularize the
acts of good feeling and generosity which will doubtless be found also in
her history. '

As the chargé d'affuires has chosen to raise a question of courtesy, the
undersigned should in duty assure him, as he has the honor to do, that the
notes of the Mexican ministry cannot, consistently with impartiality, be
styled uncourteous ; inasmuch as the expressions therein used are such as
are suggested by the rights of Mexico, and are demanded by the very
nature of the affair in question. The ideas and propositions advanced are
these of invariable and eternal justice; they are the same which are
invoked in the United States, and are published by the press; against the
annexation of Texas, resting on the respectable names of Adams, Clay,
Van Buren, and other notable persons, who know what is advantageous-
to their own country, yet wish to do o ill to Mexico ; being convinced that
it is material for a republic which has professed the political faith of walk-
ing always in the path traced by reason, not to change the principles.they
adopted, by offending & friendly republic which has offered abundant and
irrefragable proofs of its honor, good faith, and benevolent feelings.” The
undersigned may be allowed to attribute the observation of Mr. Green to-
the circumstance that probably her moderation may have given ground for-
such imputations ; things may have come to that extremity, that courtesy
is to be regarded as meaning humiliation, and quietly receiving orders in
place of diplomatic notes. : .

The chargé d’affaires states that he has orders- from his government
(though given in reference to another matter) to say to the government of
Mexico that he can hold no intercourse with it, except upon such terms of
courtesy and respect as are due to the United States. And it is precisely
the notes of Mr. Green which have caused an order, to the same effect, to
be given to the undersigned, by his excellency the constitutional President
of the republic; declaring, in the same manner, that, so long as the discus-
sion relates substantially to the serious matter under -consideration;-and it
is conducted with proper courtesy and respect, it should be also properly
prosecuted and maintained by Mexico. And as the conclusion and termi-
nation of this serious affair depends upon the wisdom, prudence, and cir-
cumspection of the Senate of the United States of America, (upon whose
decision will rest exclusively and entirely either the responsibility or the
glory of the result of a question in which Mexico is so clearly and palpably
in the right,) the undersigned repeats, in the name of his government, what
he has already advanced in behalf of the rights of tlie republic; hoping that
the voice of his country may be heard by nations and the world, to which
it has already appealed; and flattering himself with the belief that, as Mex-
ico has relied on virtue and truth, the world will approve the manuer in
which she has acted in the present affair, (which has been fortunately ex-
posed and submitted to the light in every way,) so as to establish its justice
most evidently. ’
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' The undersigned has the honor to repeat to the chargé d'affaires of the
‘United States of America the assurances of his distinguisfxed consideration.

JOSE MARIA DE BOCANEGRA.
To B. E. Greev, Bsq., C
‘Chargé d’Affcires, ad interim, of the United States of America.

Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun. .
[Extract.]

LEecaTion oF THE UNITED STATES,
Mezico, June 21, 1844,
* * *

L 4 * * L * *

I have thought it advisable to depart from my first determination, of not
answering Mr, Bocanegra's note of the 12th instant, which I sent you a few
‘days since; and to send him a note, of which No. 1 is a copy. In this note
I have endeavored coolly and dispassionately to answer his invectives, by
the- example of Mexico herself; und to show that the United States have but
acted on the principles which Mexico herself has always sustained. 1 have
hopes that this may strengthen the party favorable to us, and force Santa
Anna either to acknowledge the independence of Texas, or to suffer that
country to fall into our hands, instead of those of Great Britain, One of
these three must happen.- It is impossible for Mexico to reconquer and hold
Texas; and Santa-Anna knows it.

I have taken this step with great hesitation ; but I feel that 1 'should be
-calpable were I to shrink from any responsibility, when, by incurring that
responsibility, there is so favorable a prospect for -doing good.

T have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
' BEN. E. GREEN,

L 4

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra.

[No. 1.] LEecaTioN oF THE UNITED STATES,
: Mezico, June 20, 1844.

The undersigned, chargé d’affaires of the United States of America, ad
“nterim, has had the honor to receive the note of his excellency J. M. de
-Bn(ti:anegra, of the 12th instant, in which his excellency comes to the point,
and says:

“ Nor could those great powers act otherwise in acknowledging that, in
& country independent de facto, but dependent de_jure, upon a metropolis,
it is only permitted to recognise a'fact, and not a right—much less to ac-
knowledge it as o sovereign nation; for this act is peculiar to the mother
country, and to her, and to her alone, pertains the recognition which pro-
‘duces independence.” ' ’

This is the true issue; and the undersigned is gratified to have arrived
at Jast'at “the true point of difficulty, disembarrassed of all that could com-
plicate and confound it.” He hopes that he will now be able to satisfy his
-excellency Mr. Bocanegra that the United States are fully authorized to
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treat with Texas as an independent government; and that, in so doing,
they offer no just.cause of offence to Mexico. This guestion depends on
the solution of the issue raised in the extract above quoied from the note of
the 12th instant. In this short extract is contained the whole gist of the
matter ; and, fortunately, the undersigned has it now in his power to put
an end to the discussion, by citing an authority which his excellency will
not call in question—to wit, that of Mexico herself. If the doctrine ad-
vanced by his excellency—that acknowledgment by the mother country
alone gives independence and nationul sovereignty to a people who have
thrown off their allegiance—be correct, then Mexico herselfdid not acquire
the character of sovereignty until the 28th December, 1836, when Spain,
the mother country, first acknowledged her independence. Mexico, how-
ever, does not so regard it; and her constant practice for twenty-four years
confronts and refutes the doctrine now advanced. If his excellency Mr.
Bocanegra will refer to the official records of his country, he will see that
the present year is there laid down as the twenty-fourth of Mexican inde-
pendence. But, if the doctrine of his excellency is to prevail, then this
date is wrong by at least fifteen years. Mexico, the undersigned feels as-
sured, will never consent to this., She dates back her sovereignty, not to
the tite of- her acknowledgment by Spain, but to that when she boldly de-
clared her independence, and achieved it in the battle-field with a gallantry
which since has often excited the admiration of the undersigned, and, at
the time, enlisted the sympathies of the wheje body of his countrymen,
Mexico is right on this guestion; and his exceliency Mr. Bocanegra, in
taking the opposite ground, calls in question the principles which his gov-
ernment has Invariably maintained from the first dawn of its existence. It
was not the recognition of Mexico by Spain, nor, indeed, the recognition of
her by other nations, which made her sovereign and independent. It was
her own act, and the valor of her citizens, which achieved her independ-
ence; and the recognition of her by other nations was but the evidence of
a fact previously existing. The undersigned does not doubt that his excel.
lency Mr. Bocanegra would be the first to oppose the doctrine he now ad-
vances, were it proposed to apply it to Mexico instead of Texas. He ex-
plains the grounds of his charges of bad faith, and refers the undersigned
to a treaty between the United States and Mexico, dated December 1, 1832,
The same question has been raised before, and has been fully and satisfac-
torily answered by the late minister of the United States, Mr. Thompson,
and the ex-Secretary of State, Mr. Webster. 'The undersigned deems it,
therelore, nnnecessary to enter upon it again at this time. But he cannot
forbear to remark, in this connexion, that if the doctrines of his excel-
lericy be admitted, then Mexico was not sovereign and independent until
the year 1836. Her treaties prior to that date were therefore nuil and
void ;- for to make treaties is an attribute of sovereigniy, which character
(according to his excellency) Mexico did not then possess. ''hose treaties,
being null and void, could not be violated ; for they did not exist, and, not
-existing, no charge of:bad faith could be based upon them. His excellency
doubtless overlooked the inconsistency in which the establishment of his
-own doctrines would necessarily involve him. :
His excellency also says that the great nations which have acknowledged
Texas have merely recognised a fact, and not a right; and much less have
they given her the character of a sovereign nation. His excellency will sure-
ly see and admit that be is in error on this point, when he calls to mind that
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most of those nations have made treaties with Texas, and sent diplomatic
agents to reside at her court; and this is oniy done with sovereign nations,
'The undersigned deems it unnecessary to touch again upon the other
points which have grown up in the course of this correspondence ; for his
excellency says, with great truth and propriety, that they only serve to con-
found and complicate the real question. He hopes that this fast is now de-
cided by the very respectable and unquestionable authority of Mexico her-
self ; and he avails himself of this occasion to renew to his excellency Mr.
Bocanegra the assurance of his distinguished consideration.

. BEN. E. GREEN.
To his Excellency J. M. pe BocanEGRra, -
Minister of Foreign Relations, &c., &c.

Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun.
[Extract.]
Lecation oF THE UNITED STATES,
Mezico, June 25, 1844.
Sir: I have the honor to send you (Nos. 1 and 2) copies of a note from
Mr. Bocanegra, and my reply.
- * X

" * *

I have the honor, &c.,

To the Hon. J. C. CarLroun, drc.

BEN. E. GREEN.

Mr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green,

{Translation.}
[No. 1]
NarionaL Pavacge, Mezico, June 23, 1814.

The undersigned, Minister of Relations, has the honor to address the
chargé d’affaires of the United States, with the object of informing him that
it appears from the public papers of that republic that the Executive has
assigned and has ordered sea and land forces to proceed to prevent the su-
preme government of Mexico from using its imprescriptible and well-known
rights 1n occupying the territory of Texas with its own troops; which as-
sertion is proved by the frigate of war, belonging to those States, having
anchored off the Isla Verde, in sight of Vera Cruz, and her commander
having declared that other forces were to follow. |

Such circumstances could not but attract the attention of the most excel-
lent President ; and, in consequence, he desires to know, in a clear and de-
cisive manner, whether the troops which Mexico is now sending upon Texas
will be opposed by those of the United States, either on sea or on land, in
order that he may regulate, his conduet accordingly ; as his excellency is
about to operate, in compliance with his duty, for the occupation of the said
territory, as an integrant portion of the Mexican nation ; and he would re-
gret that any force of the United States should appear to oppose him, as
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such an act would be a declaration of war against Mexico, who would
find herself under the necessity of repelling force by force, on seeing herself
thus outraged, and the treaties which have bound together the two repub-
lics broken. :

The undersigned informs Mr. Green that he has received express orders
from his excellency the President to obtain from him the necessary expla-
nations as to what has been published by the newspapers of the United
States, and is confirmed by the commander of the frigate anchored off Isla
Verde, as stated in this note, considering the circumstances and the serious
and important nature of this affair,

'The undersigned repeats to Mr. Green the assurances of his most distin-

guished consideration.
J. M. DIY BOCANEGRA.
To B. E. Green, Esq.,
Chargé d’ Affaires of the United States.

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra.

[No. 2.] Licarion oF TaE U. S. o AMERICA,
Mezico, June 24, 1844,

The undersigned, chargé d’affaires of the United States of America, (ad
interim,) bas this moment had the houor to receive the note of his excel-
lency J. M. de Bocanegra of yesterday’s date, stating that it appears fromthe
public newspapers that the Executive of the United States has sent forces
by sea and land to prevent the supreme government of Mexico from occu-
pying with its troops the territory of Texas; that this rumor is confirmed
by a United States frigate of war, anchored at Isla Verde, the captain of
which has said that more forces are to follow ; and, finally, that his ex-
cellency the President wishes to know clearly and explicitly whether the
troops which Mexico may send against Texas will be opposed, by land or
sea, by the forces of the United States.

The undersigned regrets that he has received no commnunication from
his government on this subject, and is therefore unable to answer this in-
quiry as clearly and explicitly as he would wish. He will lose no time,
however, in submitting the note of his excellency Mr. Bocanegra to his
government, and in obtaining a reply. He is also in daily expectation of
hearing from his government. His next despatches may enable him to
give the desired information ; and if so, he wiil immediately communicate
it to his excellency. '

In the mean time, the undersigned, actuated by a sincere and frank de-
sire of giving to his excellency all the information he possesses, begs leave
to call to mind a note addressed to the late minister of the United States,
Mr. Thompson, on the 23d of August last, in which his excellency Mr.
Bocanegra himself first originated with this legation the question of the
-annexation of Texas to the United States, accompanying his communica-
tion" with a direct threat of war in case the United States should deter-
mine on the measure referred to. That measure is now the subject of con-
sideration in the Senate of the United States; and the undersigned has
‘reason Lo believe that it is true that forces have been prepared by his gov-
-ernment, both by land and sea, to meet any contingeucy which may arise;
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all: which, however, as the undersigneﬂ believes, has been done as a defen-
sive. precaution, made necessary by the oft-repeated threats with which
his excellency Mr. Bocanegrs, in the name of the Mexican government, has-
thought proper to menace the United States. ,

The undersigned avails himself of -this occasion to renew to his excel-
lency Mr. Bocanegra the assurance of his distinguished consideration.

BEN. E. GREEN.
To his Excellency J. M. pE BocANEGRa,
Minister of Foreign Relations and Government.

m——

Mr. Green to Mr, Calhoun.

LecaTion oF THE U. S. oF AMERICA,
Mezico, June 28, 1841.

Sir: I send you (Nos. 1 and 2) copies of a note received from Mr.
Bocanegra, and my reply, closing the correspondeuce. I hope that what I
have written will be approved by the President. I have thought it best,.
with a full knowledge of the position of things here, and on the advice of
those on whom 1 could depend, to write thus much. But I do not wish to
continue it further. 1 have, therefore, not even noticed the singular posi-
tion taken' by Mr. Bocanegra, that Texas, although independent de facto,
has no rigit to her ind:pendence, because she is @ rebel colony! A strange
argument this, to come from a republican minister on the American conti-
nent.

General Parrodi’s proposition for a forced loan has been rejected by the
Congress. They now propose to raise money by increasing the duties.
This, of course, will fail ; for their tariff is alteady so high that there are no
importations. :

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

BEN. E. GREEN.

Hon. Joun C. CaLuOUN.

Mr. Bocanegra te Mr. Green.
[ Trareslation.]

.[NO. 1] . NarionaL PALace, :
Mezico, June 25, 1844..

The undersigned, Minister of Foreign Relations and Government, has re-
ceived the note which the chargé d’affaires ad interim of the United States.
was pleased to address to him under date of the 20th instant, in reply to one
from this department of the.12th instant, in which that gentleman. contin-
ues: to support, as legal, the annexation of the territory of Texas to the:
United States, which the Executive of those States proposes to effect by
means of a treaty concluded and: settled between itself and the (so called)
government of Texas.

The undersigned, in and after the second note which he-addressed to the
American legation upon this important subject, considered, in proper order;
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4
the acknowledgment of the independence of Texas by the United States,
and then had the honor to combat the principles advanced by Mr. Benja-
min Green as being contrary to natural rights, to the rights of nations,
and to international law, by convincing reasons, leaving no room for a mo-
ment’s doubt as to the justice and reason with which Mexico .protests
against this act, resting entirely upon a fact, but incapable of destroying her
rights to that integrant portion of her territory, It weuld therefore appear
that this subject should not have been again touched ; but as it seems, from
the note to which this is an answer, that the chargé d’affaires of the Uni-
ted States invites the supreme government of Mexico to make an express
and decided declaration, apart, and confined specially to the recognition of
Texas by other powers, it becomes the duty of the nation, in whose name
and behalf the departinent of foreign relations now speaks, to declare, as
it now does declare, affirm, and maiutain—that, though the said powers have
acknowledged Texas as independent of the mother country, this act can
give no right whatever to the usurpers of that territory, as they were really
and truly neither more nor less than rebellious colonists; and that it can
in no way affect injuriously the incontestable rights of Mexico, as the nat--
ural right cannot be destroyed by the law of nations, the civil law, and the
international law. '

The undersigned, indeed, gnided by the feelings produced by cool and:
judicious criticism, finds the incontrovertible doctrines already advanced:
by him as flowing from the laws of nations, supported and confirmed in
the last note from Mr. Green, and in no wise opposed ; while, on the con-
trary, he admits the views advanced in proof that the recognition applies-
merely to the fact, and does not destroy, or even weaken, the right which a-
mother country has over her possessions; without adding any weight to his.
assertion as regards the existence of a contradiction, in adducing the time
of the recognition of the independence of Mexico by Spain.

This fact itself affords to the undersigned the strongest proof. Mr. Green
knows that the independence of Texas, and her annexation to-the United
States, are not .in the same line—are not the same thing—and consequently -
cannot be brought on a par with each other. In the first case, a fact—one
of the many eveuts which the physical and social course of things presents—
is offered for consideration, without attempting to classify it in any way—
especially as the interests of others-are involved, which must be taken into
view and respected ; and, in the second case, the question turns upon legal
capacity and dominion, which is possessed without any contradiction ; such
as Mexico holds over Texas—a territory which belongs to her, and has been
quietly and peaceably possessed by her.

Mr. Green, in his first note of the 23d of May, declares as the only.cause
“that his government, in concluding the treaty of annexation of Texas to-
the United  States, was actuated by no feelings of disrespect or indifference -
to the honor and dignity of Mexico; and that this measure had been forced
upon it in self-defence, in consequence of the policy adopted by Great
Britain in reference to the abolition of slavery in Uexas;"—and he subse-.
quently enters upon the question of the acknowledgment of independence:
as the principal point, as shown in his note which the undersigned is now:
answering, obliging him to make the present explanation, and to insist
again upon what has been so often established. ‘ -

“His excellency the constitutional President of the republic, faithful to-
his duties, and consistently with his sentinients of the most exalted patriot-
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ism, will never allow the republic to be despoiled of that which belongs
and has belonged to it. Those very nations which Mr. Green cites, in-
cluding the United States of America, have assented to the principles
advanced by Mexico; and whilst recognising the independence of Texas,
have declared that Mexico may recover what is her own; that she may
employ her arms for the attainment of her lawfu] ends; and that, support-
ed by her own forces, she may, without contradiction, vindicate her con-
stantly acknowledged and reserved rights. They acted thus, in the very
case offered as an example by the American legation, with regard to Spain ;
and the presentation of this case, instead of weakening the rights of the
Mexican nation, strengthens them to such an extent, that her most firm
reliance in this question is upon her recogunition tnade by other powers,
upon the grounds of the fact and the right—the principles on which nations
-have at the same time established her political existence.’

Mexico does not, therefore, change her protests, nor retire from her incon-
rovertible rights; on the contrary, she repeats, and again presents those
protests, reserving and vindicating those rights, so that nothing may be
alleged against her hereafier on the gronnds of toleration, remissness, or

cousent,
The undersigned repeats to Mr. Green the assurances of his most dis-

tinguished consideration.
' ’ : . J. M. DE BOCANEGRA.
Bew. B. Greex, Esq., §c.

————acas

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra.

[No. 2.] Lecariox oF THE U, S, oF AMERICA,
Mexico, June 26, 1844,

The undersigned, chargé, &c., has had the honor to receive the note of
his excellency J. M. de Bocanegra, dated June 25, in which his excellency,
.avoiding both horrs of the dilemma in which the example and precedent of
Mexico have placed him, half admits and half denies that Texas is a sove-
reign nation ; and finally concludes that, although she is sovereign and in-
dependent, her independence and her aunexation to the United States are
not one and the same thing. ‘ '

1t has been the object of the undersigned, in continuing the correspond-
-ence, to satisfy his excellency, by the authority and example of Mexico
‘herself, that Texas is a sovereign and independent nation; that, being
sovereign and independent, she has an undoubted right to annex herself by
tréaty to the United States, and that the latter have an-equal right to re-
-ceive her if they think proper. The undersigned had hoped that when it
was made manifest to his excellency that the grounds taken by him are
«contrary to the principles and practice which Mexico herself has always
_maintained, the question would then be put to rest. But when he sees that
even the authority of Mexico is unavailing to convince his excellency, he
deems it useless to continue the correspondence, :

‘Asto the question of right, which his excellency raises: all the govern-
.menis which have acknowledged the independence of Texas, have thought
it '‘beyond the sphere of their duty o discuss this question. They have
erecognised her on the'broad principle of fact, as is usuabin such cases; on
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the principle laid down by all writef% on international law, tiat-every coun-
try which governs itself by its own authority and laws is sovereign; the
Sact being presuined to carry with it the pre-existing right. The under-
signed, therefore, deems it improper and unnecessary for him to discuss
the right of T'exas to her independence. ] .

He now leaves this matter with his government; and, in taking leave of
it for the present, he avails himself of the occasion to renew to his excel-
lency Mr. Bocanegra the assurances of his consideration. .

: BEN. E. GREEN.

His Excellency J. M. pE BocANEGRA,

‘  Minister, §c.

My, Green to Mr. Cullioun.
[Extract,]

LiecaTion oF THE U, S. oF AMERICA,

Mezico, July 14, 1844,
SIR. * * * * * % * *
I send you Nos. 1,2, 3, 4, and 5, copies of several notes from the Minis-

ter of Foreign Relations, and my replies,
* LJ * w * * » *

My, Bocanegra to Mr. Green.
[Translation.] .
[No. 1.] Mexico, July 2, 1844.

The undersigned, Minister of Foreign Relations, has received the note
dated the 24th of June last from Mr. B. E. Green, chargé d’affuires of the
United States, in answer to one {rom this department relative to the military
and naval forces destined by the government of the United States to pre-
vent the rvecovery of Texas by Mexico, in which Mr. Green states that he
has received no instructions ou that suhject, and consequently cannot an-
swer the question as clearly and expressly as he would wish. Mr. Green,
nevertheless, enters at length into the subject, and at the end of his note
refers to the letter from the undersigned on the 23d of August. If that note
be cited by Mr. Green in order to apply it to the case of the explanations
demanded, it appears that those explanations are given in the affirmative
sense.

The undersigned must, therefore, repeat, in order to remove all misap-
prehension in a matter so delicate and serious, that Mexico, in her said note,
did not declare war, but did declare that she should justly regard.as equiv-
alent to a declaration of war, the annexation of Texas to the United States,
on grounds which were afterwards set forth, and which have been repro-
duced without variation. 'T'o regard an act as a declaration of war, is not
the positive act of declaration of war: it is, if the actual state of the negoti-
ation be considered, to prevent any injury which war might occasion.

Mexico has endeavored to avoid all cause of ill feeling on the part of the
government of the United States. Such has been her course; and with
this object she 2&3 frankly and honorably declared in what light she would
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. : ®

regard the annexation of Texas. Tt is not Mexico, therefore, which de-
clares the war; others wish to make war on her; and in this unfortunate
event, the consequences will not rest upon her responsibility. The under-
signed. repeats this view, by express order of the constitutional President, in
order to eorrect that formed by Mr. Green, to whom he renews the assu-
rances of his distingnished consideration. -

' ’ ' * J. M. DE BOCANEGRA.

To B. E. Grexw, Bsq., v ,
Chargé o Affaires of the United States. -

Mr. Bocanegra to Mr. Green.
[Translution.}

[No.u 2] B  NaTionaL Pavace, Mexico, July 2, 1844.

. 'The undersigned, Minister of Foreign Relations and Government, has
received the note from Mr. Green, chargé d’affaires ad interim of the Uni-
ted States, dated the 26th of June last, in answer to one from this depart-
ment—both relating to the projected - annexation of Texas to the United
States ; and he observes in it that the American legation insists that the
recognition of the (so called) republic, although it be of the fact, supposes a
right; an assertion with which the undersigned cannot conform,

Although a question which has been already discussed in former com-
munications should not be renewed ; yet, as Mr. Green declares, asalready
said, that the recognition of a fact presupposes a right, the undersigned, ad-
hering to the words of Mr. Green, conceives that the idea can only be de-
fined by adopting and admitting the view exposed by the undersigned on
that subject. Nations, in the case in question, acknowledge the fact, and
nothing more; to this they confine themselves. Aud is it not true that even
the United States have done what the other nations did on the subject of
the independence of Texas? Is it not clear that they have all left the
rights of Mexico untouched, as regards this integrant part of her territery;
and that respecting, as they have, those rights, they have acknowledged,
and do acknowledge, the perfect right of Mexico over that department?
1t follows, therefore, as an obvions and natural deduction, that the Execu-

_tive of the United States has violated all the conventions by signing the
treaty of annexation of Texas; thus acting upon proceedings entirely at
variance with the general principles of right, and the special pririciples of
its own government, o - '

The American legation will allow the undersigned, before concluding, to
make one observation, drawn from the very nature of things; he means to
say, that the independence proclaimed in Texas, with very few exceptions,
was_not proclaimed by Mexicans, (as he has already had the honor to re-

- mark to Mr. Green,) but was proclaimed by natives of the United States;
some of them adventurers, and the others speculators in lands—nueither of
which classes of persons could appropriate to themselves a territory belong-
ing to Mexico, in full and absolute dominion; that, consequently, no one
had the right to act in the manner in which they acted, being foreign ad-
venturers ; and that this act is a real usurpation, and their indaependence is
an occurrence accompanied by particular circumstances, which, as they are
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not common, may be styled exceptional and unexampled ; for which, and
for other reasons sufficiently manifest, it cannot be compared with what
has occurred in all ages, in each continent. Bands of persons assembled
for the purpose of rebbing others of their property, should not, and cannot,
enjoy the privileges peculiar to sovereignty: the law classifies them, and
places themn in their proper line.

Mr. Green concludes by declaring that he leaves this matter to his gov-
ernment. The government of the undersigned has declared in its previous
communications, that, although this discussion lad been brought properly
1o an end between this department and the American legation, yet it could
not do less than enter upon it after it had been brought forward again by
that legation, The policy of Mexico in this serious affair is fixed, and'is
frankly dec'~red. The undersigned has exgpress orders from the constitu-
tional President of the republic to repent the oft-repeated protests on its
part, which maintain its rights in safety; insisting especially upon what has
been already clearly set forth, at length, in fulfilment of the sacred duties
imposed by the nation on the Executive,

The undersigned avails himself of this opportunity to repeat, &e.

' J. M. DE BOCANEGRA.
" To B. E. Green, Esg,,

Chargé &’ Affaires of the Uniled States.

Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra.

[No. 3.] ' Lecarion oF THE U. 8. oF AMERICa,
Mezico, July 4, 1844.

The undersigned, chargé d’affaires ad interim of the United States of
America, has this moment had the honor to receive the note of his excel-
lency J. M. de Bocanegra, dated the 2d iustant. The undersigned was in
hopes that this unpleasant subject was at an end—at least so far as he was
concerned. But the remark of his excellency, that the independence of
Texas was declared (with few exceptions) by natives of the United States,
adventurers, and speculators in lands, seems to cast an indirect imputation
on the countrymen of the undersigned, and he feels called upon to notice
itl ' =

His excellency must remember that those ¢ natives of the United States”
went to Texas upon the invitation, and under the laws of Spain and of Mex-
ico herself’; that they left their native country ; that they carried with them
their families and their fortunes, and settled both in Texas—not, however,
with a view to usurpation, but upon the invitation of Mexico, and for her
benefit. They ceased to be citizens of the United States, and became
% colonists” of Mexico, with her consent, and at her solicitation ; they went
{0 Texas under the confederated form of government. When a consolidated
government {was] substituted in its stead, they declared their independence.
Many natives of the United States went to their assistance ; but this was
nothing new in American history. Many, doubtless, left the United Sta'es
for Texas, for purposes of gain; but most of those who went to her assist-
ance were led thither by the same spirit which rallied Commodore Porter
and other countrymen of the undersigned around the standard of Mexico
in her contest with Spain.
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Writers on iuternational law say that “ ¢o give a nation a right to
malke an immediale figure in the greal sociely of nations, it is sufficient
that it be really sovereign and independent; that is, that it govern itself
by its own authorities and laws;” and that “ihe rights of every nation
which d’ocs so govern itself, are naturally the same as those of any other
nation. ' '

The undersigned expected that, the fuct being admitted, the mere cita-
tion  of this well-known rule would be sufficient to establish the right of
the sovereignty of Texas.,, He therefore forbore, in his note of the 26th
ultimo, to notice the grounds on which his excellency sought to exclude
Texas from the benefit of this well-established prineiple, to wit: because she
was a revolted colony. (* Pues que no eran sino colonias sublevaradas.”)

The undersigned was' silent on this point, from a motive of delicacy,
which he trusts will be properly appreciated by Mr. de Bocanegra. He
knew that it could not but be unpleasant to his excellency to have the ex-
ample of Mexico again thrown as a stumbling block in his way.

His excellency says that 'I'exas has no 7éigit to her independence. Why?
Because she is a revolted colony. The argument is unfortunate; and it is
certainly the first time that the undersigned has ever heard it advanced on
the American continent, and by a republican minister. He deems it uu-
necessary to undertake to refute it; for, to do so, would be to imply a
doubt, not only of the 7ight of Mexico to throw off her dependence on
Spain, but also of the right of the United States to do the same in regard
to England. Both were “revolted colonies”—the one of Spain, and the
other of Great Britain ; and the undersigned deems their right to their in-
dependence too clear to need argument from him to suppoert it. He deems
it not only unnecessary, but improper, for a representative of one of the
American republics (all of which were originally revolted colonies) to un-
dertake to refute an argument which denies their right to independence,
and calls their actual independence a usurpation. Their right is as clear
as the noonday sun-—needs only to be stated to be admitted ; and the un-
dersigned expected that a Mexican minister would be the last 10 call it in
question. | For the undersigned, at least, it is a settled question—settled by
the authority of his own country and of Mexico. Whatever arguments, there-
fore, ingenious casuistry may advance to prove that revalted colonies have
no right to independence; that the United States, in declaring their inde-
pendence, usurped the dominions of the King of England; and that Hi-
dalgo, Morelos, and Iturbide, in achieving the independence of Mexico,
violated the divine rights of the King of Spain, and usurped his territory,
the undersigned begs leave to pass them by in respectful silence, and to
decline the discussion. .

Texas presents a parallel case with Mexico and the United States. The
very terms of his excellency’s argumeut affirm it.  The very terms of that
argument, tested by the whole history of the American continent, prove
that the ground taken is untenable. .For that which his excellency applies
as a stigma to Texas, was common to all American States, and to Mexico
hersélf. They were all revolted colonies. '

_ The undersigned renews to his excellency Mr. Bocanegra the assurance
of his distinguished consideration. . ‘ :
' . BEN. E, GREEN.,

His Excellency J. M. pe Bocankcra, '

Minister of Foreign Relations, §c.
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Mr. Bobanegra to Mr. Green.
[Translation.]

- NaTionan Parace,

[No: 4.] Mezico, July 8, 1844,

The nndersigned, Minister of Foreign Relations and Government, had the
honor to receive the communication dated the 4th instanf, from thé chargé
d'affaires of the. United States of America; and its contents oblige him not
to leave it unanswered,

If Mr. Green has flattered himself that the discussion would have been
terminated on his part, the undersigned has exposed clearly and decisively,
in his preceding notes, that, although he was desirous to conclude it, yet he
could do no less than continue it, in order to sustain the dignity and integ-
rity of the republic which the American legation has attacked—presenting
the affair at one time on the ground that the policy of its government, in
order to maintain slavery in the United States,obliged it to sign the treaty
of anuexation ; then denying the rights and dominion of Mexico over that
department ; then asserting that the United States are fully authorized to
treat with Texas., 'This variable course which has been given by Mr,
Green to the principal question, (namely, as regards the treaty above men-
tioried,) has’ forced the ministry to take into consideration each of these
points, and to answer on each, in order to place in a clear light the justice
of the cause of Mexico, through the replies given to the arguments adduced
by the legation. - :

*In the last note (of the 4th instant) to which the undersigned is now re-

plying, the chargé d’affaires appears in the character of a defender, and as
if he were a representutive of the independence proclaimed by the colonists
and adventurers who came into Texas. This remarkable circumstance,
against which the undersigned has express orders to protest, as he does pro-
test, (rechazar,) as also against the errofs in which the chargé d’affaires will
permit me to tell him he has fullen, again force the undersigned to rectify
the statements of facts which are cited, in order to overthrow the rights
attempted to be déduced from them, as they have been leading him from
position to position ever since the chargé d’affuires began this correspond-
enee. , : .
Mr. Green asserts that the natives of the United States were invited by
the laws of Spain and-Mexico ; that they left their conntry, and established
themselves in "T'exas, not with the object of usurpation, &c. This asser.
tion, indeed, wants exactness, as it assumes what does not exist, . It asstinfes
that Mexico invited colonists to those territories ; -whilst it is proved, by -au-
thentic and well-known documents, that the eolony solicited and founded
by Austin had a contrary origin, and Mexico, in the annals of her independ-
ence, has it set forth in an historical and invariable manner, An act so
generous, so hospitable, so worthy of gratitude, and from which the nation
has received no benefit, canuot be cited in the terms employed with regard
to it by Mr. Green ; and mnch ]ess, considering that but a small number of
families have been allowed to place themselves above the general mass of
the nation. Is ‘there any system of legislation which gives a fraction the
superiority over the whole? ' : - :

"Mr. Green says that the colonists went to Texas under the federal sys-
tem, and declared their independence when a consolidated system was sub-
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stituted for the other. This proposition is entirely destitute of foundation.
"The permission to colonize was obtained under an absolute system of gov-
ernment ;. they submitted to it freely and spontaneously ; and as Mexico did
not adopt federal institutions until October, 1824, it is manifestly erroneous
to assert that the colonists went to Texas under the federal form of govern-
ment ;- and the merit claimed for them on this ground, on account of their
insurrection, is conseqguently destroyed. _

Austin, in his character of a colonist, and the families which he brought
with him, were obliged to follow the lot  of the nation, of which they be-
came a very small part: they were necessarily to submit to its laws, and
to follow the changes which the majority makes. This is a principle con-
stantly observed, and is essential to a republic. . S :

. As regards those who left the United States for Texas, who (as the
American legation confesses) came to the aid of the colonisis, led by the
same feeling which induced Commodore Porter to take part with Mexico,
the undersigned does not discover the identity asserted by the American le-
gation. The officer here named was in the service of the nation, in the
Mexican navy; and he whs under the obligation to defend its rights.
Those who have gone to T'exas with views of sell-interest, and in order to
aid the usurpation, can never be regarded as other than adventurers, intro-
duced into the republic in the most illegal manner, and therefore deserve
to be treated with all the severity of the lnws, and as co-operators with the
usurpers. 'The intentions assigned by Mr, Green to the.colouists are con-
tradicted by subsequent acts, and their perfidious conduct places them in
evidence; nor can the convention avail them, as it cannot shield them from
the operation of the invariable (undamental law of every society, that the
minority cannot place themselves above the majority. v ’

It is thus  demonstrated by the history of the period, and the circum-
stances under which Agstin obtained the permission to colonize in Texas,
that it began under an absolute system of governnient; that, after the in-
dependence of Mexico had been secured, the imperial govérnment was then
recognised ; that the federal forms did not begin to be in. force until the
year 1824 ; and it being on the other hand, it is unquestionable that the
submission yielded to the Spanish government as well as to the Mexican,
involved no condition, and did not leave them at liberty to withdraw from
- the nation to whose sovereignty they had submitted, it follows naturally
that their insurrection could never be regarded otherwise than as a scan-
dalous act, and a usurpation against Mexico. Consequently, the doctrine
of the writers on international law, which Mr. Green cites; is not applicuble
to the case, from what has been shown and proved. ' . . .

The undersigned has previouasly said, and he now repeats, that the oc-
currence of the attempted indepeudence of Texas is connected with cir-
cumstances of such and of so exceptionable a nature, that there is-no parity
between it and those which have occurred at other times, in both conti-
nel:;t's; and arguments cannot be deduced from the one, applicable to the
other. ’ .

The undersigned, and the nation in whose name he has the honor to
speak, will always apply the term of insurgents to colonists who have,
with the most notable bad faith, usurped this integrant part of the territory
of Mexico, violating all rights, even those of hospitality ; he will, in like
manner, as such, recognise those adventuré# who have since introduced
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themselves, and also the land ‘speculators ; regarding them all merely as
authors and fomenters of the rebellion, » '

'The undersigned, after minutely examining the facts in question, finds
no analogy, no anything in common, between the insurrection of Texas
and the independence of Mexico; and Mr. Green will permit him to re.
peat, that there is a difference between proclaiming emancipation, and
obtaining it. By obtaining emancipation, the right of sovereignty is ob-
tained, and cannot be disturbed even by the. mother conntry—as occurred,
in fact, with respect to. Mexico ; other naticns leaving her to sustain herself
by her own forces, and declaring that Spain may regain her dominion by
her forces, o S : L ’

It is therefore clear that no.one has denied to the nation on which the
insurgent colony depends, the power to reduce it to its_former dependence.
‘This was the case with regard to the United Slates of America. Nor can
it be said that this is not a republican principle, as that condition does not
exclude justice, or the respect due to right ; on the contrary, he who is
most just is the most republican, =~ | .o .

' Can the Hidalgos, Morelos, Iturbides, and other illustrious champions of
Mexico, whe, with their own forces and resources, succeeded in giving lib-
erty to their native land, be placed on a par-with the Lamars, Houstons,
and Suivelys, who had no title to legitimate their entry and insurrection ?

Mexico, guided by the fundamental maxims of right, caunot conceive,
nor can it ever be proven to her in a certain and positive manner, that the
complete dominion which she acquired over the department of T=xas has
been lost by a.reunion of foreigners, who have attempted to withdraw it

- from obedience to her government, and to break the unity of the nation by
shaking all the rights and conventions of society. Mexico, like all other
‘nations in her situation, preserves her legitimate dominion, in. spite of the
Tebels who endeavor to separate themselves from the legitimate and recog-
nised government. . Force has been, and continues to be, the ultimate and
effective means which has always been employed, in the civilized world, to
reduce to order those who attempt to subvert order. There is nothing
strange in the conduct of the Mexican republic,

- On this has Mexico founded her protests; she again insists upon them ;
and as the American legation may be supposed to have urged this point
only in order to sustain the independence of Texas, which the Mexican
government does not and cannot. admit, Mexico remains in the legal posi-
tior: in which she has stood, and in the enjoyment of the perfect right which
has constantly remained to her untouched, without having suffered any
wound in her dignity and integrity.- .

"I'he undersigned repeats-to the chargé d’affaires of the United States the
assurances of his distinguished consideration. . : :

ST - J. M. DE BOCANEGRA.

B. E. Green, Esq, -

Chargé d Affasres of the United States of America.
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Mr. Green to Mr, Bocanegra.

[No. 5.] LecaTion oF THE U. 8. oF AMERICA,
- Mezico, July 12, 1844,

The undersigned, chargé d’affairves, ad interim, of the United States of
America, has had the honcr to receive the note of his excellency J. M. de
Bocanegra, dated 8th July, and must be permitted to express his surprise
that - Mr. de Bocanegra should charge him with the latitnde which this
correspondence has taken; for it is evident, from the correspondence itself,
that he has only followed his excellency from point to point, from position
to position, and, one by one, exposed the fallacy of his arguments by the
simple example of Mexico. The sole ohject of the undersigned has been
to show that Texas is a sovereign and independent nation ; for this position
being once established, the right of the United States to conclude the treaty
of annexation, which has given rise to this correspondence, follows as a
necessary consequence, Mr. de Bocanegra first advanced the singular
doctrine, that recognition by the mothér country could alone give sover-
eignty to a colony which had thrown off its allegiance. T'he fallacy of this
position was made apparent by the example of Mexico. His excellency
then shifted his ground—half admitted and half denied the sovereignty of
Texas ; ddmitted the fact, and denied the right; and did so on the ground
that revolted colonies had no right to independence. The example of Mex-
ico again surprised his excellency, who now again shifts his position, and
denies the sovereignty of Texas on the ground that the minority have ne
right to rule the majority. No one will admit the truth of this principle
more readily than the undersigned, but he is unable to see in what manuer
it is applicable to the present case; for the right which 'Texas claims is
not to govern Mexico, but simply to govern herself. And eveun if this prin-
ciple were applicable, the example of Mexico and the United States would
again prove fatal to his excellency’s argument; for they, a minority, de-
clared their independence of Great Britain and Spain, a large majority; and
their right has as yet never been questioned—at least on this side of the At-
lantic. : )

The undersigned must be permitted to inform his excellency Mr. Boca-
negra that he made no mistake in saying that the colonists of Texas went
thither at the invitation of Mexico, and under the federal form of govern-
ment; for the great majority of them went thither under the colonization laws
of the States of Coahuila and Texas, enacted March 24, 1823, after the
adoption of the federal system. 1t is his excellency who has fallen into an
-error in supposing that when the undersigned spoke of the colonists of
Texas, he referred only to Austin, who, it is true, went to that country
under the imperial government, but who was only the pioneer of coloniza-
tion in Texas. The undersigned referred to those who followed him, and
who went thither under the law above referred 1o—to the great body of
them, and not to one man. He did not, however, refer to this circnmstance
for the purpose of justifying the revolution of Texas. His sole object, in
referring to the history of that colony at all, was to vindicate his govern-
ment from the charge that it had fostered and was respousible for that
revolution.

The undersigned begs leave, in conclusion, to offer some remarks not:
inappropriate to this occasion. Since he has been in this country, he has
observed that his government and his countrymen are the daily objects of
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the most virulent abuse, the most false and detestable calumniation. Nor
is this evil spirit of recent growth. Since the first establishment of diplo-
matic relations between the United States and Mexico, it has been at work,
Aspiring intriguants, bad and dangerous men—dangerous alike to the inter-
nal peace and foreign interest of Mexico—have sought to create jenlousies
and ill feeling towards the United States, wishing to divert attention from
their own misdeeds, and to escape punishment by fixing the public eye on
another object. Unfortunately, their efforts have been but too successful.
Mr. de Bocanegra is well aware of the many rank calumnies and slanders
on the United States which daily teem from the Mexican press, and which
have even found their way into the official newspaper, which, as we have
been officially informed, is ucder the immediate direction and supervision
of the Mexican ministry. :

Knowing the feelings which, by such men and for such purposes, have
bean so industriously and so effectually sown in the public mind of Mexico,
the undersigned saw with surprise and regret that his excellency Mr. Bocane-
gra had gone out of his way to remark, in his note of the 2d July, that the
independence of Texas was declared (with few exceptions) by natives of
the United States. The undersigned could not but see this remark of the
Minister of Foreign Relations was calenlated indirectly to strengthen the
erroneous impressions and prejudices which have been propagated by the
men and for the purposes above referred to, and to give a quasi semi-official
authority to their falsehoods., He must suppose that Mr. de Bocanegra
overlooked, through inadvertence, the effect which this remark was likely
to have; for he cannot suppose that the Minister of Foreign Relations
would lend his official character to give weight to calumnies which he
knows to be false. The records of the ministry of foreign relations will
prove their falsity, The Minister of Foreign Relations ought to know the
truth, and the undersigned is bound to presume that he does.

Recurring to the history of the past, we find that Spain, before the
revolution, adopted the policy of peopling Texas with colonists. 'The
object, as the undersigned believes, was to bring thither a population which
would put a stop to the ravages of the hostile Indians, After the revolu-
tion, the Mexican United States, by a law of the State of Coahnila and
Texas, enacted March 24, 1325, adopted and continned the same policy.
The colonists who embraced the inwitation thus held out, were principally
natives of the Uniled States and the north of Europe. The disturbances
which soon afterwards took place in 'I'exas conld ‘not fail to attract the
attention of the government of the United States, which soon foresaw
what, in.the natural course of things, would be the result; and so early
as the 15th March, 1827, warned Mexico of the collisions which would
inevitably ensue. Ou the 25th August, 1829, it again called the attention
of the Mexican government to the fact, that most of the grants which had
been made in T'exas were already in the hands of Americans and Euro-
peans; to the want of confidence and reciprocal attachment between the
Mexican government and the inhabitants of Texas; to the fact, that this
want of confidence had, in.the short space of five years, displayed itself in
uo less than four revolts, one of them having for its avowed object the
independence of the conntry ; to the hazard of disinemberment, to which
the extensive confederacy of Mexico was exposed by the frequent revolu-
tions to which she was subject; and, finally, to the probability that the
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first successful blow would be struck in Texas., Thus the government
of the United States, so far from being respounsible for any of the circum-
stances which led to the revolution of Texas, so early as 1827 pointed out
to Mexico the results likely to ensue as the natural and necessary conse-
quences of her own policy, and forewarned her of her danger. '

T'he result has verified the prediction. Texas, having the example of
Mexico and the United States before her eyes, declared her right to govern
herself, as was to have been expected. She declared her independence,
and successfully repelled the army sent to subdue her. She effectually
sustained, by force of arms, the right which she claimed; and having
shown her ability to realize and establish as a fact the abstract right to
independence which she asserts, the world admits, and Mexico (who set
her an example) ought not to deny, she was received into the society of
sovereign and independent nations. '

As a sovercizm and independent nation, she applied for the benefit of
admission into the American Union. This was at first refused her—per-
haps owing to that regard with which the government of the United States
has always treated Mexico. 'The United States have now waited eight
years for Mexico to reconquer Texas. She has not done so, nor attempted
1t; and it is now proposed to grant to Texas the admission into the Ameri-
can Union which she desires.

But Mexico claims that she has a right to reconquer Texas, and that
the United States have thercfore no right to consider 'I'exas as a sovereign
State. The undersigned by no means admits the deduction. The United
States admitted the right of. Spain to reconquer Mexico; but long before
Spain relinquished this right, the United States not only treated with
Mexico as sovereign, both de jure and de facto, but proposed also to pur-
chase of her this very portion of territory, over which Spain then asserted
the same rights that Mexico now does. They did so in 1827 and in 1829,
on the very eve of a Spanish invasion. .

The undersigned avails himself, &ec. -

. BEN. E. GREEN,

His Excellency J. M. pe BocaNEGRa,

Minister of Fuoreign Relations, §c.
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TEXAS DOCUMENTS REFERRING TO THE RED RIVER CASE AND THE
DISARMING OF SNIVELY'S COMMAND.

Mr. Yan Zandt to Mr. Upshur.

Lrcarion oF TEexas,
Washington, August 8, 1843,

Str: T'he undersigned, chargé d’affuires of the republic of Texas, has
the hounor to make known to Mr, Upshur, Secretary of State of the United
States, and to respectfully invite his attention to an outrage recently com-
mitted upon the collector of the district of Red river, a revenue officer of
the goverument of Texas, while in the discharge of his official duties, by
certain citizens of the United States, who, it is believed, were subsequently
aided and protected by an officer of the United States army.

It appears from the oficial report of Mr. Bourland, the collector- alluded
to, (¢ copy of which is Lerewith enclosed,) as well as from other testimony
furnished to the government of "T'exas, that on or about the 19th of Karch
last, the steamboat Fort ‘T'owson, commanded by Captain Joseph Scott, and
navigating Red river, discharged her cargo of goods, wares, &c., ata place
known as Bryarly’s landing, on the south bauk of said river, and within the
limits of the Republic of Texis, without either paying the duties thereon,
or entering them with ‘the proper officer, as required by law ; whereupon
the coliector within whose district the goods were landed and stored, seized
and secured them in accordance with the law governing such cases. Afier-
wards, aud while the goods were in possession of the collector, a Mr. Mix,
a citizen of the United States, (in the absence of the chargé d’affaires of that
gavernment,) made a representation to his excellency the President of ‘I'exas
1 relation to the seizure above mentioned, alleging that a portion of the
gouds so taken was the property of the governnent of the United States,
aud the remainder belonged to their citizens, Upon this statement being
made by Mr. -Mix, the collector of Red river was immediately instructed to
release so much of the goods as belonged to the governmeut of the United
States, and also all such property of private citizens as was not intended to
be vended within the limits of Texas. But, before these instructions reached
the collector, the captain of said boat, with a large crew on board, relanded
at the place where the goods were stored, and forcibly seized the collector,
bouud him hand and foot, and stripped hin of his private arms, his keys,
&c. They then broke open the warehouse, took possession of the goods,
and, reshipping them on board of said boat, immediately conveyed them
off 1o a point some two or three miles up the river, where the collector was
informed a guard of United States soldiers, by order of Colouel Loomis,
commander at Fort Towson, was placed over the hoat, to protect her from
seizure on acconnt of this ontrage.

Herewith are enclosed copies of two letters from the acting Secretary of the
Treasury of Texas—one of which is directed to the collector of Red river,
and the other to Messrs. Doaks, Tims, and others; and also a schedule of
the goods seiz+d, as aforesaid ; which, together with the report of the col-
lector before alluded to, will furnish the further details of the case.
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In making this communication to Mr. Upshur, Secretary of State, the
undersigned is instructed by his governmeit to respectfully ask and request
that the government of the United States will as early as practicable take
the necessary steps to afford such redress as the circumstances of the case
require.

cll‘he undersigned avails himself of the present ocecasion to offer to Mr.
Upshur renewed assurances of his very distingnished consideration.

ISAAC VAN ZANDT.

To the Hon. A. P. Upsnug, §«., §c., §c.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, ( Texas,) April 17, 1843,

GentLEMEN: Mr. Mix, in the absence of the United States chargé d'af.
faires to this government, has represented to his excellency the President,
and this department, that the collector of customs of Red river has seized
certain goods (supposed to be contraband) as your property, and also of the
United States government,

The President, not wishing to interrupt the good understanding which
exists between the two goverumeunts, has directed me to order the custon.
house oflicer to release the government preverty ; and if satisfied that your
goods were not intended for the market of this country, to restore them to
the owners, respectively.

I have the hotior to be, gentlemen, your obedient servant,

JAMES B. SHAW,
: - Acting Secretary.
To Messts. Doax & Tims; BertreLeT, HEaLp, & Co.; Snrack & NaiL;
D. & 8. Forsom; Joun PeNN, and others,

TrREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, ( Texvas,) April 17, 1843,

Drar Sir: Mr. Mix, of the United States, has made representation to
his excellency the President, and this department, that certain goods, the
property of the United States government, and also goods belonging to cit-
1zens of the United States, had been seized by yon as contraband, and are
now in your cnstody. The President, desirous of preventing any litigation
in the matter, directs me to inform you that you will release those gnods the
property of the government of the United States; at the same time, if you
are fully satisfied that the goods of the traders were not intended to he
vended in this country, and merely stored in our territory for preservation
from the weather, that you will also release them ; but, in so doing, the de-
partment wishes you to be fully satisfied- of the facts, uud trusts to your
Jndgment and discretion in the matter. Your decision in this transaction
is an additional proof of your firmness and vigilance, and werits the entire
approbation of the President and this department.

1 am, dear sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
JAMES B. SHAW,
Acting Secretary.
To James Bourrann, Esq.,
' Collector, Red river.
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CorrLecToraL DistTrICT oF RED River,
Clurksvitle, May 4, 1843,

Sir: It becomes my duty to report to your department a most fagrant
outrage commmtted upon myself; as collestor of this district, by divers per-
sous, citizens of the United States.

On the 19th of March, the “ Fort Towson,” a large steamboat trading
on Red river, landed a large lot of goods, wares, and merchandise, at a point
in this district generally called Bryarly’s landing. "T'hese goods, &c., were
neither by their shippers nor owners reported 1o me within the time pre-
scribed by law, or within three days thereaflter., They were, therefore,
tuken into my possession, as collector, by M. J. Wright, esq., my deputy.

On the 7th of April, nine days after these goods, &c., were taken into
my possession, the steamboat aforesaid, with a large crew on board, landed
at the same place—i. e, Bryarly’s. The captain of the boat spoke ta me in
no wise to excite snspicion of his ultimate design, While he was convers-
ing with me in a friendly and social manner, some tWenty or thirty men,
who were concealed from my sight just at the moment, rushed upon me,
and, afier disarming me of my pistols, (which I in vain attempted to use,)
I was bound hand and foot, and a guard placed over me. 'They took wmy
pocket knife from my pocket, as well as my keys, &c. My pistols were
discharged in the air by the captain of the boat. He (the captain)observed
to me, while bound, that ¢ ke conceived I had done nothing but my duty;
but that he was determined to have the goods, or he would be ruined.”
T'hey then broke open the door of the warehouse in which the goods were
stored, and commenced reloading the boat. The goods, &c., being again
replaced in the beat, they proceeded up the river to a point on the other
bank, some two miles above Bryarly’s. I think it can be substantiated by
amnple testimony, that, some two days after, a gnard of some forty men,
United States soldiers, were placed over the boat by order of Colonel i.00-
mis, commander at Fort Towson, to protect her from seizure on account of
this outrage. : ‘

This, sir, is a fair and impartial outline of this transaction, which I have
thought proper to transmit to the department, in order that yourself and
his excellency may take such action thereon as to you shall seem conso-
pant with the honor and diguity of the Texan nation. _

This outrage was not committed upon me as an individual, but as an
officer of the government.

Scott, the captain, and A, J. Macfarlane, clerk of the « Fort Towson,” were
the prominent actors in this matter in its commencement, as well as Colo-
nel Loomis of the United States garrison, who offered them protection after
its commission. ; :

I send you a schedule of the goods, wares, and merchandise seized by
M. J. Wright, and retaken, as aforesaid, Smarked A)

I have received yours of the 17th April, but certain persons now known
to the department have relieved me of the necessity. of action thereon. .

With sentiments of regard, I am, very respectfully, yours,

JAMES BOURLAND, Collector.

Hon. SkcrRETARY OF THE TREASURY.
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Copy of the schedule (marked A) referred to in the report of Mr. Bourland,
collector..

D. & T. Doaksville.—5 bales, 9 boxes, 9 sacks of coffee, 2 barrels, 9
kegs, 1 small box of glass, and | lt\rcre cask,
D. & . Fort 'I'oswson.—14 sacks of coffee and 4 boxes.
D. & 'T'.—112 pieces of castings, 44 plough moulds, 101 bars of iron, 9
slabs of iron, and 4 bundles of iron.
[A.] F. T\—23 barrels, 5 bales, 37 sacks of coffee, 1 bale of blankets, 1
bale of bagging, 1 box, and 36 kegs.
A P U Fort Towson.—b5 bozxes, 1 barrel, and 1 sack of coffee,
Rev. Alfred Wright, Wheelock, care of Doaks & T'ims. —2 boxes, 1 bag
of feathers, 2 kegs, 1 bundle of mattresses. marked C, N. H, and 1 burrel,.
Rev. Cyrus Byington, care of Doaks & Tims.—1 box and 1 barrel.
Gerard Olmstead, Wheelock, near Fort Towson.—2 boxes, marked C. N,
B. H. C.—29 bnrrels, 2 bales of blankets, 23 sacks of coffee, and 20 kegs.
T\ F.—b5 boxes, 1 willow carriage, 43 plough moulds, 15 flat bars of | iron,
1.bundle of nail iron, 11 bars of rolled iron, 1 bale of twine, 14 bales of bag-
ging, 1 dozen teapots, 3 casks, 28 sacks of salt, and 14 coxls of rope.
B. H.—16 bales of bagging and 1-bale of twine.
B.—248 pieces of castings, 27 pairs and irons, and 1 barrel.
[S.] Doaksville,.—21 barrels, 21 boxes, 1 cask, L1 kegs, 13 bags of shot,
22 boxes, 142 brooms, 31 painted buckets, and 2 sacks of coffee.
Shrack & Nail, Doaksville.—3 boxes, 14 kegs, 4 bales of bagging, 2 tin
cannisters, 1 coil of rope, 4 small boxes, 1 lz\rtre oven, and 1 barrel.
[S] F.T. Fort Towson.—8 barrels, 35 sacks of coffee, 19 boxes, 19
kegs, and 20 painted buckets. -
[8.]—130 pieces of castings, and 29 sacks of salt. -
" Lieut. Wetmore, Fort Washita.—1 dozen Windsor chairs, 3 lanterns, 28
boxes, 48 kegs, 20 barrels, 1 bale, 4 dozen spades, 1 bellows and vice, 1 set
of measures and bunch of wire, 2 handbarrows, 1 dozen sneads, 1 dozen
pitchforks, 1 dozen spades, § dozen buckets, 1 dozen pltchforks, 1 dozen
spades, marked U. S.; 1 large cask, marked U. S.; 8 cast ploughs, 2 drays,
1 pair of wagon whee]e, 6 x -cut saws, and 6 spades.
P.J. A. Fort Towson.—7 barrels, 2 bundles of leather, 1 box, 10
- sacks of coffee, 1 coil of rope, 1 bundle of kip-skin leather, 2 large casks,
und 25 sacks of salt.
B. F. Cocke, Jonesborough, Texas.—3 barrels 3 boxes, 4 sacks of cof-
fee, and 5 kegs,
B.] Fort Washita.—5 barrels, 1 box, and 5 kerrs
ohn McDonel, Fort Towson, care of B. & H. —1 barrels, and 6 bows.
BW ]33 sacks of salt,
J. Hilton.—1 bale of bagging.
M. & G. Brown.—1 coil of rope,
L. A. Singleton.—3 coils of rope.
A. L.—2 coils of rope.
R, N.—2 coils of rope and 28 bunches of twine.
fR H., near Scott’s place.—6 bales of bagging, 9 coils of rope, and 5 sacks
of sait.
B. & J.—1 box.
B. & B.—2 bales of blanlkets.
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Joseph Glass.—1 bale of bagging.

George Brinleys.—1 sack of salt,

J. R. W.—1 sack of salt.

B. J. H.—1 sack of salt.

G. B.—1 sack of salt, .

W. B. H.-—1 sack of salt.

J. B. M.—1 sack of salt,

J. F. & N. F.—1 sack of salt.

Goods found not-marked or number erl-—lg painted buckets, 6 whip.
snws, 3 stone jugs, 1 stoue jar, 1 piece of bagging, 1 coil of rope, 30 brooms,
4 large willow crates, 7 sacks of salt, 1 barrel 6 frying pans, [S.] [A. ] and
64 pigs of lead.

—————

Mr. Upshur to Mr. Van Zand!.

DeEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, August 11, 1843,

The undersmned Secretary of State of the United States, has the honor
to aol\nowledve the m.celpt of the note of the 8th instant of Mr. Van Zandt,
chargé d’affaires of Texas, and of the documents which accompanied it,
relauve to an outrage said fo have been committed upon the collector of the
customs in the district of Red river, in Texas, by certain citizens of the Uni-
ted States, who are supposed to have been subsequently aided and protected
by an officer of the army of the United States.

In reply, the undersigned has the honor to express to Mr. Van Zandt his
regret that any occurrence of the kind referred to should have taken place ;
and to assure hin that this department will take immediate measures to in-
quire into all the circumstances of the case, and that the result of the in-
quiry shall be made known to Mr. Van Zandt, Meanwhile, the under-
signed has the honor to communicate a copy of a letter upon this subject,
and of its accompaniments, addressed to this department by the Department
of War on the Lith of May last; which confirm the fact of the assault upon
the Texan fiscal officer, but afford some explanauon of the mouves which
led toit.

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to offer Mr, Van Zandt

renewed assurances of his very distinguished consideration, -
A, P. UPSHUR.

To the Hon. Isaac VaN Zanor, §c:, §c.

Myr, Van Zandt to Mr. Upshur.

LeaaTioN of TExAS,
: Washington, (D. C.,) November 10, 1843,
The undersigned, chargé: d’affaires of the republic of Texas, has the
honor to acquamt Mr. Upshur, Secretary of State of the United States, that
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.the government of Texas, with feelings of. pain aud surprise, has received
official information of the commission of an enormous outrage in the hos-
tile invasion of its territory, and the forcible capture and disarming of a
party of T'exans u..der the command oi Major Jacob Snively, by a.detach-
ment of cavalry and artillery under the command of Captain Cooke, of the
United States army. 'T'hi; extraordinary aggression was perpetrated on or
near the Arkansas river, at a point where that stream forms the boundary
between the two countries, and was attended with circumstances on the
part of Captain Cooke more’ characteristic of the perfidy and. cruelty of a
savage, than of that honor, fidelity, and magnanimity, which wus to be ex-
pected from one holding the high rank of au American officer. In order to
a full understanding of this affair, the undersigned will submit a brief out-
‘line of some of the principal facts connected with it, to w hich the attention
of Mr. Upshur is most respectfully invited.

The government of Texas having been informed that for some time past
an illicit and contraband commerce had been carried on through its terri-
tory, from the States of Missouri and Arkansas, with the settlements upon
and beyond the Rio Grande, and that goods to an immense-amount had
been introdiiced in violation of its revenue laws, both by hostile Mexicans,
and by citizens of the United States, it became its duty to interrupt and pre-
vent its further illegal prosecution. .The people of T'exas also having suf-
fered imnumerable wrongs and injuries at the hands of Mexican soldiers
and citizens, whose predatory bands have made repeated inroads into the
country, and whose acts ljave been signalized by the grossest bloodshed and,
robbery, the government deemed it not only right, but, proper, to retaliate,
and malke reclamation for the losses and injuries thus sustained,

In order, therefore, to carry out these several objects, Major Jacob Snively
was authorized to organize a force, strictly partisan in its character, with
authority to operate ‘in any portion of the republic above the settlements,
and between the Rio Grande and the boundary of the United States, These
forces took up their line of march about the 25th of April last, from the set-
tlements high up on Red river, known as Georgetown ; they then proceeded.
nearly due west one hundred-and fifty miles, to a point supposed to be fifty
miles west of the boundary of the United States; from thence they travelled
north, twenty degrees west, until they reached the Arkansas river at the
point-before alluded to, and encamped on the south or Texas side, While
at this encampment, for the purpose of securing supplies of buffalo meat, to
which they had to resort for subsistence,Captain Cooke and bis forces arrived
in sight on the opposite side, and immediately despatched Lieut. Lovell to as-
certain who Major. Snively and his command were. The desired information
having been given, Lieut. Lovell invited Major Snively to accompany him
across the river to where Captain Cooke had halted his command, pledging
the assurance of Captain Coolke that he'should have a free passport. Major
Snively, not supposing that any hostile intention or undue advantage was
contemplated by Captain Cooke, who was represented to be an officer of the
United State:, ariny, (a nation with which Texas was on the most amica-
ble and friendly terms,) under these assurances proceeded to where Cap-
tain Cooke wasstationed ; when, instead of receiving the courtesy to be ex-
peeted, and which was due.him, he was told by Captain Cooke that he should
disarm . him, and, threatening him with his force of cavalry and artillery,
said that if one of* his-men:attempted to.escape, he would throw his shells
into the encampment, and send his dragoons across the river and cut the
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“Texan forces to pieces. Without soing into all the details of this disgrace-
ful procedure, (which will be found stated at length in an extract of Major
-Shnively’s report, which is hereto annexed,) it is sufficient to say that Major
Snively having been thus decoyed across the river, was not permitted to
return to his own camp until accompanied by Captain Cooke’s force, who
immediately formed the line of battle, and, with portfires burning, demand-
ed of Major Snively that his forces should march out and stack. their
arms. Thus deceived by the treachery of Captain Cooke, and overpowered.
by his superior numbers and arms, no alternative was left but to submit un-
conditionally to this violation of their rights, and the high indignity offered.
to their country, or be sacrificed. But Cuaptain_Cooke did not stop hete :
after disarming the Texan force, he offered them the choice, either to aban.
~don their own country, and receive an escort to Independence, Missouri, or
to be turned loose with but onc gun to every tenth man, to make their way
‘through a wilderness of several hundred miles, inhabited by the most hos-
tile savages, and by huniing to save themselves from starvation and death,
-Some accepted of the humiliating terms of an escort, while others attempt-
«ed the more hazardous return. {o -their homes. The latter joined a detach-
ment then out under Captain Chandler; but, from their destitute situation, a
-namber fell a prey to the murderous Indians. Thus was accomplished this
unprovoked and excessive outrage, which is alike a violation of every-prin-
ciple of internaticnal law, revolling to the feelings of humanity, and in con-
‘tempt of the rights, and derogatory to the honor and dignity, of the republic
of Texas. : : , o
Notwithstanding the many grievous circumstances attending this affair,
the government of the undersigned has likewise seen with. regret a pub-
lished letter of Major General Gaines+o Brigadier General Taylor, in.which
the acts of Captain Cooke are not only not conderined, but sanctioned and
applanded ; while, at the same time, the most odious epithets are expended
upon the forces df Texas. 'This officer likewise assumes the most extraor-
dinary doctrine, that, because the bouadary-line has not been run,: the
armies of the United States have the right to operate as far west as the Rio
‘Grande. The undersigned feels that it is quite useless to enter upon the
argument of a proposition so absurd, With equal propriety. could Texas
-claim the right to march her forces to the Mississippi river,or even beyond
it. Mr. Upshur cannot fuil to discover that such a doctrine as that assumed
by Major General Gaines, should it be attempted to be practically carried.
-out, must inevitably lead to a collision between the two countries.
The government of the undersigned, fully aware of the great sensibility
‘with which the government- of the United States always views an indig-
nity offered to itself, cannot for a moment but belteve it equally resolved to
give no offence to others; and that these several acts set forth, and now
-complained of, were neither done in pursuance of its orders, nor have they
received its sanction. Influenced also by this belief, the hope is confidently
:indulged that the government of the United States will at once disclaim
‘these acts of its officers, as well as the principles assumed by them,
T'he undersigned also informs the honorable Secretiry.of State that he
has been instructed to ask, and respectfully.demand, (which he now does,) -
“thut-such cotirse may:be adopted as will afford that properand speedy-sat-
isfaction and indemnification for these wrongs and injuries, which the gov-
-etiiment of Texas, firnly relying upon the justice, magnanimity, and friend-
dy disposi(ion70f the government of the United States, expects to obtain 3
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and aleo the exemplary punishment of Captain Cooke, who committed the-
outrage, a8 well as the major general by whose authority, and under whose
sanction; it appears he acted ; in order that others may be deterred, by their
example, from the perpetration of acts calculated, in their nature, to jevpard
the peace and concord of nations. .. . '

" The undersigned with pleasure avails himself of this occasion to offer
to Mr. Upshur renewed assurances of his distinguished consideration.

o : ISAAC VAN ZANDT.
Hon. A. P. Ursnug, §-c. §c. §-c. :
Mr. ifps/mr to Mr. Van Zandt.

DEPARTMENT oF STATE, .
Washington, December 29, 1843,

" T'he undersigned, Secretary of State of the United States, has the honor-
to acknowledge the receipt of the letter of Mr. Van Zandt, in which he.
complains of an outrage said to have beeu committed - by an officer of the-
army of the United States, in command of a military: force, in disarming a
small body of "T'exan troops, supposed to have been at the time within the-
territory of T'exas, The undersigned lost no time in laying. this commu- :
nication before the President of the United States. - He regrets that, in. con-
sequence of the heavy pressure of other public duties, and of the ill health :
of the President, an earlier reply could not be made. He has now the honor
to state, by direction of the-President, that it is a cause of great regret to-
the President that any such ground of complaint on the part of Texas
should exist, or be supposed to exist. Nothing can be further from the in-
tention of this government, than to do or to sanction any act ori the part.
of its anthorities injurious to the rights, or offensive to the dignity of Tex-
as. But this government is not at this time sufficiently informed in regard:
to the facts of the case, to justify any definitive measure on itc part, No
time will be lost in instituting the proper inquiry ; and the undersigned as-
sures %r. Van.Zandt that full reparation will be made for any wrong which: -
may appear to have been done to Texas. o -

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to offer Mr. Van Zandt
renewed assurances of his very distinguished consideration.
T - T ' -A. P. UPSHUR.
Hon. Isaac Van Zawnor, &c., §c., d-c. L

e —

- Mr. 'Upshur to Mr. Van Zandt.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
. Washkington, January. 19, 1844,

Sir: When I had the honor to address you on the 29th ult. relative to-
the outrage alleged by you to have been commitied by Captain Cooke, of’
the army of the United States, in disarming a Texan force under the com-
mand of Qolonel Snively, I could .do no more than give you a general as--
surance of the regret felt by the President that any cause of-complaint should
-exist on the part.of Texas against this government, and of the readiness of *
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this government to repair any wrong done by its forces to the dignity of
Texas or the rights of her people. ‘ N :

The pressure of other duties, particularly .since the commencement of
the session of Congress, has rendered it impossible to give your letter upon
this subject the attention which it would otherwise have received. I have
now the honor to communicate to you the views at present entertained by
this government, and to invite from you any further suggestions which you
may think necessary to «i:ucidate the subject, o :

From the staterents made to this government, the following appear to,
be the facts of the case:

Ou the 15th of March last, an application was made by several American
citizens to the Department of War for an escort from Missouri to Santa Fé,
in Mexico. On the 17th of the same month, (General Alinonte, the Mexi-
can minister, addressed a note to the Secretary of State, desiring a similar
escort for certain' Mexican merchants, then in Missouri, who desired to trans-
port a large amount of goods which they had purchased to Santa Fé. On
the 28th of that month, directions were issued by the War Department to
have the escort organized for the parpose of protecting such of the citizens
of the republic of Mexico and of the United States as should be desirous of
availing themselves of the same. This escort was to proceed as far as the
territory of the United States extended on the route to Santa F'é. Some
subsequent correspondence took place,but it did not alter the purposes of
the escort, or the extent to which it was to proceed. - S

Captain Cooke, of the dragoons, was detailed for .this duty, and a force
of about 190 men was placed tinder his command to carry out the orders of
the department. 'They rendezvoused at Council Grove, Neosho river, on
the 3d of June, and proceeded on their route with the caravan of traders.

On the 22d of June, Captaiu Cooke states, that when at Walnut Grove,
he received intelligence that Colonel Snively, having about 180 Texans:
under his command, had avowed his intention to attack the caravan-when-
ever he could find it unprotected, and had also made many threats against
the American portion of it, and three of their spies had been reconnoitring
in the territory of the United States, and had returned on seeing his com.
mand. He, however, proceeded with the escort and caravan in the direc-
tion of a crossing, aud on the 30th of June he saw three horsemen about
a mile in advance, whom he supposed to be these spies; and, in pursuing -
them, came in sight of the Arkansas river, on the opposite side of which he
saw, in a large grove, a force of men and horses. They hung out a white
flag, and he sent a subaltern with a trumpet and flag to-ford the river to
their camp. He directed him to demand of their commander who they
were, and what they did there, and to give such commander, or another,
safe conduct over to him and back. n his return, Colonel Snively, and
another officer, his aide, accompanied him ; when Captain Cooke informed
him that his penple were in the United States, and desired to know whc
they were, and if he had a commission? To which Colonel Snively re-
plied, that he had a Texan volunteer force of 107 men, 75 having lately
returned to Texas; that he believed he was on the territory of that repub.
lic, and that he had a commission, which he exhibited, and a copy of which
accompanies Captain Cooke’s communication. - That document is not in
the form of a commission, but of an order, signed by the acting Secretary of
War and Marine, and authorized the raising of a partisan force without ex-
pense to the government, the object of which was to retaliate and make
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reclamation for injuries sustained by ‘I'exan citizens, and declaring that the
- merchandise and all other property of all Mexican citizens would %e lawful
prize ; such as might be captured to be brought into Red river-—one:half of
1t to be deposited in the custom house of that district, subject to the order of
the government ; the other half to belong to the captors, and to be equally
-divided between the officers and men. The force was to operate in any por-
tion of the territory of Texas above the line of settlements, and between the
Rio del Norte and the boundary line of the United States; but would be
-careful not to infringe upou the territory of that government.

Captain Cooke, about this time, observed some twelve or fifteen men
crossing from the north to the south side, and- proceeding to the Texan
camp. The land on the north side of the Arkansas river was confessedly -
within the territory of the United States. Captain Cooke states that he
believed the ground on which the T'exans were encamped was within the
territory of the United States also; that the line, it is true, had not been
run from Red river to the Arkansas; but that it was understood by all to
strike the latter river at least fifteen miles above the point where they then
were, while some believed the line to be as high up as Chouteau island,
sixty or seventy miles above the Caches, or seventy.five or eighty miles
above the Texan camp; that he then disarmed the force—offering such as
chose to go to' the State of Missouri an escort to Independence, in that
State ; of which offer about fifty availed themselves: the residue, preferring
to return to Texas, were furhished with ten rifles, and with provisions, of
-which they said they stood very much in need. -

Captain Cooke justifies his conduct on the ground that he found this
“force within the territory of the United States, engaged in the attempt to
interrupt the lawful trade between the United States and Mexico ; and that
he had the right to disarm, so as to tuke from them the power of molesting
our own citizens, and those of Mexico engaged in that trade; that he
used no harshness, nor more force than was necessary to accomplish the
object. s Co -

J(Jolonel Snively, on the other hand, alleges that he was on the Texan
“territory ; that he was not ffairly dealt with, and deceived under a flag of

“truce to place himself in Captain Cooke’s power ; that, being disarmed, he
was exposed to dangers, and to the actnal loss of some of his men in pass-
ing through the hostile bands of Tndians, on his return to Texas, in conse-
quence.of the want of those arms. ' ‘

It further appears, from the diary of Captain Cooke, that the transaction
-took place in the 94th degree of west longitude, as ascertained by actval
- observations, on which he relies, - , o

If the facts be as here stated, the. conduct of Captain-Cook, although it
may not have been proper or justifiable, was not such as to merit the severe
reprobation which it has received. There is every reason to believe that
~the force of Colonel Snively was actually within the territory of the United
*States. It was the duty of Captain Cooke to protect the traders, both Mex-
ican and ‘American, throughout the whole extent of our territory. The
least that can be said of it is, that there was no proof and no strong reason
to believe that the place was within the territory of Texas. So long us the
territorial jurisdiction was doubtful, buth parties had an- equal right to he
there'; and although the imcértainty of the jurisdiction might have justi-
fied the Texan force in attacking un eiemy’s force found there, the same
consideration ‘made it the duty of Cuptaiu Cooke to extend his protection
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to the caravan committed to his charge. Each party acted upon its own
responsibility, and was bound for all consequences. So far, therefore; as
the mere gnestion of territorial jurisdiction is concerned, neither party can
have any assured ground of complaint until the fact shall be ascertained.
In the mean time, it would seem to be enough that each government should
disclaim any intention to violate the territory of the other; and that dis.
claimer I now make, in the fullest manner, on the part of this govern-
ment,

The -only question, then, which can now be decided, respects the man-
ner in which Captain Cooke discharged the duty of protecting the caravan
of traders. In disarming the force of Colouel Snively, he acted without
specific instructions from this government; nor had he any instructions
which would authorize him to violate any right. of Texas, or of her peo-
ple. Neither will he be held justified in executing a lawful authority in a
harsh or unbecoming manner, | am directed to give this assurance to
you, and through you to the gevernment of Texas, in the most explicit
terms. It may turn out that Captain Cooke has exceeded his authority, in
offering any hindrance whatever to the forces of Colonel Snively; or that, in
the exercise of a legitimnate authority, he has gone beyond the necessity of
the case. So far as the disarming of Colonel Snively’s force is concerned,
the probability is that it will be so found. But, in the present uncertain
state of the facts, it seems to the President that the government of Texas
can require nothing more than the immediate institution of the requisite
inquiry, with a view to ascertain the exact state of the case.

Directions have accordingly been given to the Secretary of War to order
forthwith a court of inquiry upon Captain Cooke, and to give to the in..
quiry as ample a range as possible,

The arms taken from the Texan troops will be restored, or compensa.
tion made for them, And such farther steps will be takeu, upon the report
of the court of inquiry, as may seem to be necessary in order to render
full justice to Texas and her people. =~ - . '

In regard to the letter of Brevet Major General Gaines to Brevet Briga-
'dier Geuneral Taylor, of which you cemplain, I have to say that it is nat of
an official character, and has not been communicated to any department of -
this government by the writer of it. I desire to assure you, however, that
this government does not claim the right to operate beyond its own limits
in time of peace, nor to violate the territory of any other power by march.
ing-an armed force into it. "Hence it has no difliculty in disclaiming the-
doctrine on that subject attributed to General Gaines, - . . ‘

In conclusion, sir, I begleave to repeat to you the assurance heretofore-
given, that this government never meditated, and will never sanction, any
mdignity towards the government of Texas, nor-any wrong towards her
people ; and will readily, and with pleasure, repair any injury of either
kind, which may be made to appear. Whatever backwardness may seem
to have been shown in attending to the complaints of Texas, is to be at-
tributed to the extreme pressure of the indispensable calls of duty;and not
to any disinclination to render proper respect to the claims of that govern-
ment. - 4
I avail myself of this occasion, sir, to offer you renewed assurances of

my great consideration. :
A. P. UPSHUR. .

To the Hon. Isaac Van Zanpr, §c. §c. §ee.



102 Doe. No. 2.
- Mr. Van Zandt to Mr. Upshur.

LecaTion or TExas,

. Washington, (D. C.,) February 21, 1844,

Stwr: The undersigned, chargé d’affuires of the republic of Texas, has
the ‘honor to acknowledge the receipt “of the two communications of Mr.
Upshur, Secretary of State of the United States, of the 29th of December
last and of the 19th ultimo, submitting, in reply to a letter of his of the 10th
of November last, the views at present entertained by the government of the
United States in relation to certain outrages complained of by the govern-
‘ment of Texas, and inviting any further suggestions which the undersigned
might think necessary to elucidate the subject.

'The undersigned is gratified to be informed that the honorable Secretary
of State, by direction of the President of thé United States, readily disclaims
uny intention, on the part of his government, to violate the territory of
Texas ; that Captain Cooke had no instructions which would have author-
ized him to violate any right of T'exas, or her people; and that directions
have been given to the Secretary of War to order a court of inquiry upon
that officer; also, that the arms taken from the Texan troops will be restored,
or compensation made for them; and that ¢ such further steps will be taken,
upon the report of the court of inquiry, as may seem to be necessary, in
order to render full justice to Texas and her people.”’

Under these assurances, and until the result of the court of inquiry, and
the action of the government of the United States thereon, shall be made
‘known, the undersigned deems it only necessary to notice the principal
grounds which appear to be set up in justification or extenuation of the
extraordinary conduct of Captain Cooke.

The first is, that the Texan forces were found in the territory of the
United States. Captain Cooke attempts to prove this—first, by “ actnal ob-
servations;” which, as appears from his diary, show the transaction to have
occurred in- the 94th degree of west longitude, As to the correctness of
these * observations,” let us examine the facts. ‘T’he town of Independence,
Missouri, (from which the traders set out,) is within a short distance of the
~western boundary of that State, which, as delineated, is in longitude west,
94 degrees and 30 minutes. . The course of the road from Independence to
Santa Fé is a few degrees south of west. The distance from the former
place to the point on the Arkansas river where the occurrence took place
must be four hundred miles, or more; and, consequently, several degrees
west of the longitude named in the diary of Captain Cook. Again: by an
examination of the 1ost authentic maps to which the undersigned has been
able to refer, it appears that Walnut creek, (a tributary of the Arkansas,)
‘mentioned by Captain Cooke, is west of the 98th degree of west longitude.
‘From this he had continued his march with the traders eight days.” The
undersigued is not.informed of the usual distance of a day’s march under
such circnmstances, but believes ‘it reasonable o suppose that they must
have reached a point west of the 100th degree of west longitude. These
facts show, conclusively, that ilie cbservations made, as stated in the diary
of Captain Cooke, are wholly erroneous, aud unworthy of reliance. Sec-
ondly: Captain Cooke says that “the line was understood by all to strike at
least fifieen miles higher up than where they then were.” " This assertion,
thongh not directly contradictory of the observations mentioned in his diary,
at least exhibits a great discrepancy between them. But to whom does he
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“allude when he says it was “understood by all?” He of course did not mean
to include the forces of Texas, for their commander protested to the contrary ;
but must be understood as intending to convey the idea that it was a kind
of general understanding or impression with his own party. In some in-

-stances, general understandings and impressions are entitled to much weight’s
but in cases of unmarked boundaries, experience has shown that they merit
but little consideration, and more especially when the understanding (I
care not how general it may be) is confiued to one of the intcrésted parties.
Previous to running the boundary between the two countrics, from. the
Sabine to the Red river, the general impression existed in the United States
that the line would strike the latter river much higher up than where it

-actually did when run. This impression was so strong, that the State of
Arkansas attempted, and for some time exercised, jurisdiction as high up as
Jonesborough. By the authority of the United States, a portion of the same
territory was surveyed and sold as United States land, and the proceeds
applied to their use. © When Téxas proposed to open her land office in the
county of Red river, the seat of justice of which is forty-five miles west of
the ascertained boundaryline, Mr. Forsyth, then Secretary of State, by di-
rection of the President, threatened the Texan authorities with military
force if they did not desist. The undersigned does not state these facts
with a design to impute to the government of the United States an undue
desire for the extension of its jurisdiction, but only for the purpose of show-
ing how little importance is due to the argument or assertion of Captain
Cooke that it was so “understood by ail.” On the other hand, Major Suive-
ly states that he took up his line of march from Georgetown, and pro-
ceeded one hundred and fifty miles.west, to where he crossed Red river.

~Georgetown is reputed to be about two hundred miles west of the point
where the boundary line heretofore run from the Subine to the Red river

- strikes the latter ; which, by reference to the report of the commissioners, is
shown to be west of the 94th degree of west longitude. “I'he course of Ma-
“jor Snively’s march from where he crossed Red river was north, 20 degrees
west ; and the distance to the Arkansas about two hundred and seventy-five
miles. From these calculations, there is every reason to believe that the
point at which the Texan forces reached the Arkansas, and at which they
were encamped, was within the territory of Texas,

Captain Cooke next alleges that the Texan forces were engaged in the
-attempt to interrupt the lawful trade between the United States and Mexi-
~co, and that he had the right to disarm, so as to take from them the power
of molesting the citizens of the United States and of Mexico engaged in
‘that trade. Now, how are the facts of the case? 'The Texan force was
strictly of a partisan character, and directed against such Mexican traders
as might be found within the limits of Texas. Such were the objects set
forth in the order of the War Department of T'exas, directed to Major
-Snively, a copy of which was given to Captain Cooke at his request. The
same objects were avowed by Major Snively to Captain Coolke, and there is
“nothing shown which manifests a different purpose. Captain Cuoke, it is
true, does say that, when at Walnut creek, he received intelligence that
Major Snively had avowed that he would attack the caravan whenever he
Jound it unprotected ; that he had made threats against the American por-
“tion ; and that three of the Tegan spies had been reconnoitring in the
territory of the United States. From whom this intelligence was derived,
-is not stated. The presumption is, that the name of the suthor could give
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it no additional force, and that it was %’o_t up like the many false rumors-
that.are frequently circulated upon the borders. )
But admit that Captain Cooke did believe the-intelligence when he. re-
ceived. it, in his interview with Major Snively he must have discovered its
-falsity ; -for Major Snively states that he did not march to the river until
“the 29th of June, seven days after Captain Cooke had heard that his spies
had previously been in the territory of the United States. 'This, with the as-
surances of Major Snively personally given, and the exhibition of his orders
before alluded to, must have proven to him that there were no good grounds to
-apprehend an attack upon the caravan, while it was protected by his supe-
rior numbers and arms, or so long as it was confessedly within the territory
of the United States, (which it then was, being on the north side of the
river.
an to. return to the ohjects of the forces of Texas, Were they not
lawful and proper? As one of the attributes of sovereignty, Texas had
the undoubted right to regulate her internal commerce and trade, and to
tnke the necessary steps to guard and protect herself against the viola-
tion of those regulations. For her own security and preservation against
her enemies, she had the right, in all cases, to seize upon their persons and
property, wherever found, without the limits of a neutral’s territory, and es-
- pecially within her own. - The goods of the Mexican and American por-
tions of the caravan were designed to be smuggled through the territory of
Texas, in evasion and violation of her revenue laws, and intended for the
use of her enemies; and, consequently, would have been liable to seizure
had they entered her territory; and such act of seizure would have fur--
nished no ood ground of complaint on the part of the United States.
‘T'he undersigned knows of no rule, or principle of right, which would
. authorize the United States to attempt the protection of her own citizens
who might be found within the limits of Texas engaged in such illicit.
traffic ; much less the Mexican enemies of Texas, who, in their mammer of
warfare, have never hesitated to violate the several rights of humanity
and the usages of civilized nations.. :
From the foregoing, these conclusions imay be deduced : That the ob-
Jjects of Major Snively’s expedition were lawful and proper; that though
the boundary-line had not been run, he had every reason to beliéve he was
within the territory of T'exas. The worst that could be said of it was, that
the jurisdiction might be doubtful—in either case, he had the right to be
-there; that he was there, evidently not for the purpose of attacking the-
- caravan within the known limits of the United_ States, but to await its
progress to the south side of the river, within the limits of Texas; and
that Captain Cooke had no good reasons to apprehend danger to the car-
avan at the time, nor was his. course necessary to its protection, in any
peition of the United States, to the line of which he was to furnish the
escort ; and, consequently, that he was wholly unjustifiable in disarming -
the forces of Texas. , .
. Captain Cooke next asserts that “he used no harshness, nor more force
than was necessary to accamplish the object.” From this it is inferred that,
having falsely considered he had the right to disarm, he likewise holds the
_monstrous docirine that all means are lawful which he may have deemed
ecessary to effect his object. Having shown that he had no right to mo-
lest the Texan force, it appears equally plain, from his own admissions,
.that the manner of doing so was both waunton.and inexcusable. In proof
of this, the attention of the honorable Secretary of State is invited to the-
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following facts, drawn from the two statements of Major Snively and Cap-
tain Cooke. When Captain Cooke’s forces approached in sight of the Tex-
an camp, a flag of truce.was hung out at the latter, which was recog-
nised by him, sending at the same time a trumpeter and flag to the camp
of Major Snively, and offering him a safe conduct over and back, Under
this assurance he visited Captain Cooke, where (without going into all the
details) he was detained until the forces of Captain Cooke-had crossed the.
river, formed the line of battie, and, with portfires lighted, demanded of the
Texan force to lay down their arms ; thus vioiating the flag of trince, and
the assurances given by himself; both of which would have-been held dis-.
honorable in all ages and by all nations, even between enemies—-much more
between friends. 'T'he undersigned will not enlarge upon this subject, and’
the subsequent inhuman treatment extended to the Texan force. In his
former note, he took occasion to characterize the conduct of Captain Cooke
in terms of strong reprobation. On further examiuation, he can see no
cause to lessen or modify their character. He therefore confidently believes,
and his government expects, that, upon the report of the court of inquiry,
Captain Cooke will be dismissed from his command, with that censure
which his conduct so eminently merits,

In regard to the letter of Brevet Major General Gaines, the undersign-
ed has been ubable to discover the gronnds of the interpretation given it
by the houorable Secretary of State, when he says that ¢it is not of an
official character.” The leiter is dated at “ Headquarters, St. Louis, Mis-
souri,” signed “ Edmund P. Gaines, major general United States army
commanding,” and directed to ¢ Brigadier General Z. Taylor, commanding
the 2d department, Fort Smith, Arkansas.” It treats of the military ope-
rations of his department, and, in the opinion of the undersigned, has all
the necessary requisites to give it the force, and attach to it the responsi-
bilities, of an official act. The honorable Secretary of State [urther re-
marks, that it has not been communicated to any department of this [his].
government by the writer. The undersigned does not conceive it very
material whether it was communicated by the writer or some one else.
Previous to the receipt of the communication of the honorable Secretary of
State, the undersigned was informed, through the courtesy of the late Secre-
tary of War of the United States, that the letter alluded to had been com-
municated to his department, and certain orders or instructions had been
given to the major general of the United States army concerning it.

The undersigned believes it due to the government of Texas, that it
shouid be informed whether or not any order countermanding or disap-
proving this act of Brevet Major General Gaines has been issued from the-
proper department of the government of the United States; and also whether
any steps will be taken for the punishment of that officer.  In governments
constituted like that of the United States, the acts of their officers must, in
some degree, be considered as indicative of the disposition of those govern-
ments. If this be true, and an officer of the high rank of brevet major
general shall, acting in his official capacity, write and publish (as in the
instance complained of) his inflammatory orders, traducing the forces and
calumbiating the people of Texas, and such act be suffered to go uncen-
sured, and its author unpunished, it may exert a most deleterious influence
upon those amicable relations which have so happily existed between the two
countries, and which it is-the interest, and must be the sincere desire of both
to foster, preserve, and perpetuate,
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The government of the undersigned will receive with satisfaetion the
disclaimer made by the honorable Secretary of State, for his government,
of so much of the letter of Brevet Major General Gaines as claimed the
right to operate to the Rio Grande. :

' On the 8th of August last, the undersigned had the honor to communi-
cate to the honorable Secretary of State information which he had received
‘of an assault' upon a revenue officer of Texus, and the rescue of certain
‘goods from his lawful' possession by citizens of the United States, who, it
19 alleged, were aided or countenanced by officers of the United States
army. On the 10th of the same month, the undersigned received the note
of the honorable Secretary of State, in reply, acknowledging the fact of the
assault and rescue, and transmitting certain documents in relation thereto ;
giving, at the same time, an assurance that immediate measures would be
taken to inquire into all the circumstances of the case, and the result of
the inquiry made known to the undersigned. Since the date of the note.
last alluded to, no communication has been received from the honorable
Secretary of State touching this subject. The undersigned avails him-
‘self of this occasion to again invite his attention to ii, and to request
that it may receive the early consideration of the President of the United
States. At the date of the former note of the undersigned upon this sub-
Ject, he had not then received (and was, consequently, unable to transmit)
an estimate of the goods, wares, and merchandise rescued from the collec-
“tor. ' He has since been informed by his government that the supposed
amouut is $70,000; for which sum he has been instructed to make a de-
mand of the government of the United States, which he now does, and to
renew the request for proper satisfaction for the insult given to the govern-
ment of Texas in the person of its officer, and the grievous personal in-
Jury sustained by him. o
The undersigned seizes with pleasure this occasion’ to renew to the
* honorable Secretary of State assurances of his distinguished consideration.
‘ ISAAC VAN ZANDT.

Hon. A. P. Upsnur, dre.

Mr. Calhoun to Mr. Van Zandt.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, August 14, 1844.

“The undersigned, Secretary of State of the United States, has the honor
of transmitting herewith to Mr. Van Zandt, chargé d’affaires of the re-
public of Texas, a copy of a note from the Secretary of War, covering a
copy of an extract of the proceedings of the court of inquiry in the case
of Captain Cooke, relating to the discharge of the duty assigned him for
the proteciion of the caravan of Santa Fé traders, through the territories
of the United States, to the Texan froutier, in May and June, 1843, -

- The court was ordered at the request of my immediate predecessor, in
conformity to the intimation contained in his communication to Mr. Van
Zandt of the 19th of Jannary last, in order to ascertain more fully, and in
" the most authentic form, the circumstances and facts connected with the
%'oceedings of Captain Cooke and his command, in the disarming of the

exan force under the command of Colonel Snively, Mr. Van Zandt
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will find, on recurring to the extract, that the opinion of the court is, that
the place where the Texan force was disarmed was within the territory of
the United States; that there was nothing in the conduct of Captain Cooke
which was harsh or unbecoming ; and that he did not exceed the authority
derived from the orders under which he acted. It is proper to add, that the
court consisted of three officers of experience and high standing, that the
case was fully laid before it, and that its opinion appears to be fully sus-
tained by the evidence. ' .

There seems to be no doubt that Captain Cooke was sincerely of the
opinion that the Texan force was within the territory of the United States;
and that the fulfilment of his order to protect the trade made it his duty,
under such circumstances, to disarm them, It is readily conceded that the
commander of the Texan forces, with equal sincerity, believed the place
he occupied was within the territory of Texas. Which was right, or
which wrong, can be ascertained with certainty only by an actual survey
and demarcation of the line dividing the two countries, between the Red
and Arkansas rivers, '

With these impressions, the undersigned is of opinion that it is not
either necessary or advisable to renew between the two governments the
discussion on the question whether the Texan force was, or was not,
within the limits of the United States, or the others heretofore brought into
the discussion in connexion therewith. It could lead only to fruitless efforts
to establish what, in the present state of information, cannnt be fixed with
any certainty, to be followed by irritated feelings between two countries
whose ‘interest it is to be on the most friendly terms.

In the hope, therefore, of closing this discussion, and putting an end to
this exciting subject, the undersigned renews the offer of his predecessor,
contained in the communication above referred to, ‘ to restore the arms
taken from the Texan force, or to make compensation for them ;” and his
assurance, given at the same time, that * his government never meditated,
and will not sanction any indignity towards the government of Texas, nor
any wrong towards her people, ard will readily repair any injury of either
kind, which may be made to appear.”

The undersigned has also the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a
letter from the Secretary of War, covering communications from the Ad-
Jjutant General and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, giving additional
information in reference to the ontrage said to have been committed by
citizens of the United States on the collector of the district of Red river in
Texas, and which has heretofore been a subject of correspondence between
the two governments,

It would seem, on a review of all the evidence, that the outrage was the
act of the captain of the ¢ Fort Towson,” and the individuals who accom-
panied him; and that no officer of the United States, civil or military, was
implicated 1n _it, either before, as advisers or aiders, or aftet, as abettors.
The guard ordered down by the commandant of the garrison of Fort Tow-
son seems to have been for the protection of the public property on board.
Should, however, any fact hereafter come to light . calculated to implicate
any one-acting under the authority of the United States, it will be made a
subject of special investigation. o ' .

The undersigned admits that the outrage was one of an aggravated char-
acter; and also that, according to the law of nations, it is the duty of a gov-
“ernment to prevent its citizens or subjects from injuring another government
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“or its citizens or subjects, whenever it can ; and when it cannot, that it
should compel the offénder to make reparation for the damage or injury, if
‘possible; or to inflict on him exemplary punishment, or deliver him:up to
the offended state,to be punished according 1o its laws in such cases ; or
make reparation jtself for the injury. It.is to be regretted that there is no
law of the United States, or treaty stipulation. between them and Texas,
providing for punishing offenders of the kind, or delivering them up to the
offended party to be punished according to its laws.  In their absence, this
government has no power to deliver up the offenders in this case, or to

_ punish'them for the offence,—unless, indeed, the laws of the State of Arkan-
sas make it penal for its citizens to enter into a combination or conspiracy,
to commit an Unlawful act béyond its jurisdiction, and within that of an-

_other state or conntry. If they do, the perpetrators of the outrage may be
indicted andtried in the ¢riminal courts of the State ; and orders will ac-
cordingly be given, if such should be the case, to the district attorney of
-the Uunited States for the State of Arkansas, to institute criminal proceed-
ings against them, with a view to their conviction and punishment.

As to the reparation to be made for the damage sustained by the gov-
ernment of Texas, in consegnence of the forcible seizing and tuking away
from its possession the goods introdiiced in violation of the revenue law,
and for which Mr. Van Zandt has made, in' its name, a demand for com-

‘peusation equal to their estimated valne ;—the undersigued is instructed by
the President to state, that it will require the sanction of Congress tc make
the compensation, as the coustitation of the United States provides, express-
ly, that “no money shall be drawn from the treasury but in tonsequence
of appropriations .made by law;” but that he will recommend the subject
to that department of the government, for its favorable consideration and
action. at the next session. -’ o o
" In order to enable him to present the subject fairly, Mr: Van Zandt will,
of course, see that it will be necessary for his government to furnish this
with ail the evidence which may be requisite to establish, authentically, the
facts of the illegal introdnction of the goods, their forcible seizure and taking
away by the citizens of the United States, and the amount of damage suffer-
ed in consequence; to be transmitted by the President to Congress, with his
message. _ oo ‘ 4\

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to offer Mr, Van Zandt
reniewed assurances of his very distinguished consideration. .

' - J. C. CALHOUN,

To the Hon. Isaac Van Zanort, §c. ~

. Mr. Van Zandt to Mr. C'alkadn.

LEGAT‘ION oF TEexas,
Washington, (D. C.,) August 16, 1844,

The undersigned, chargé d’affaires of the republic of Texas, has the honor
to acknowledge the receipt of the note of Mr. Calhoun, Secretary of State
of the United States, of the 14th instant, furnishing the decision of the zourt-
martial appointed for the trial of Captain Cooke, and additional information
concerning the forcible rescue of certain goods from the collector of Red
river, with the opinions of the President of the United States in relation



Doc. No. 2. 109

thereto ; also, the documenits. enclosed ‘therewith, explanatory of the two
cases referred to. Copies of the same will immediately be transmitted to
the governmwent of Texas, for ifs information. It is not deemed necessary,
at this tie, to add anything further in relation to the trial and acqnittal of
‘Captain Cooke. R . ' L
The very just and proper views expressed by the honorable Secretary of
‘State concerning the outrage upon thie collector of Red river, and the. wil-
lingness manifested by the President of the United States to make compen-
sation for the injuries inflicted and damages done, will be very gratifying
to the President of Texas, furnishing, as 1t does, renewed evidence on the
part of the government of the United States of a disposition to preserve the
most friendly relations between the two countries—a disposition which the
undersigned is happy to assure the Secretary of State is fully reciprocated
- by the government. of Texas. ‘ ‘ s o
- The testimony referred to as necessary to be transmitted to Congress with
the message of the President of the United States, will be furnished at the
-earliest day possible, S S
The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to renew to Mr. Calhoun
.assurances of his very distingtiished consideration. '
' : ‘ ISAAC VAN ZANDT.
Hon. Joun C. CaLuovUN, §c., §°c., § .

Mr., Van Zandt to Mr. Calhoun.

Lecarion oFr Texas, .
Washington City, September 9, 1844.
Sir: I have the honor to inform you, that since the date of my last note,
in reply to yours in relation to-the arms tuken from Colonel Snively’s
-command, I have received further instructions from my government re-
specting the same ; and now announce to your excellency the acceptance
-of the offer made by you on the part of your government. As it is not
probable that the arms could be returned in the order in which they were
-taken, compensation will be received for them. Their value, &c., as I
-understand, having beenh communicated to the Deopartment of War of the
-United States, I hope you will inform me at what time your government
will be in readiness to discharge the demand. . .
I avail myself of this occasion to offer to you renewed assurances of my

-distingunished consideration.
' ISAAC VAN ZANDT,
: Chargé d’' Affaires of the Republic of Texas.
To the Hon. J. C. Caruovun, §c. ‘ ¢ 4

M. Calhoun to Mr. Raymond.

DeEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, September 18, 1844,
. Sir: The note addressed to this department by the honorable Mr. Van
-Zandt, late chargé d’affaires of the republic of Texas, dated on the 9th inst.,
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has been referred to the honorable Secretary of War for his decision ; and
I have the honot to inform you that it is not considered within the com-
petency of the government, without further legislation on the part of Con-
%‘rejss', to carry out the arrangement proposed in reference to the arms taken
rom Captain Snively’s command by the orders of Captain Cooke. The
proceeds of the sale of the condemned arms have gone, according to law,
with the general mass-of receipts, into the treasury; and, of course, are not
subject -to be drawn -out by warrant, without an appropriation for that pur-
pose. - Under these circumstances, it is deemed advisable to await the
meeting of Congress, when the subject will be brought specially to its con-
sideration, and the necessary appropriation asked to complete the arrange-
ment-proposed. - - . : S

1 have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant,

., | J.'C. CALHOUN.
To C. H, Ravymonp, Esq., §rc.



