[527

would have asserted their’ fightful predominance over the elementg
#o whose baleful sway the calamities of this war are due.

: : : N. P. TRIST.
To their Excellencies Don Jose J. HERRERA, '

Dox Bernarpo Courto, Dox Ienacio, De Mora
Y Vitramis, and Dox MicueL Arristain, Com-
missioners Plenipotentiary of the Mezican republic,

Nore.—Meazico, October 28, 1847.—During the present month g
pamphlet-has issued from the press of ,this capital, under the title,
“A communication upon the diplomatic conferences conducted i
the house of Alfaro, between the plenipotentiary of the United
States and those of Mezico, addressed to his excellency the gov-

ernor of Jalisco: by Don Mariano Otero, LL. D., deputy from thaf

‘State.”

Sefior Otero has an established reputation as one of the ablest
and best informed statesmen of his country; and admissions pro:
ceeding from him in favor of thg United States, require no corrob-
oration to entitle them to be received as perfectly accurate. The
following passage of his pamphlet contains admissions of this na-
ture, constituting a striking confirmation of the correctness of the
view above taken as to the true cause of the war; and it bears
ample testimony, however unintentionally, to the extreme forbear-
ance displayed by the United States. -It is conclusive upon’ this
‘point; and also as to the fact that the war was begun by Mezico—
begun by her supreme government, designedly and premeditatedly,
As to whether the annexation of Texas afforded, or did not afford,
a just cause of war, this is a totally distinct question from  the
other. Justly or unjustly, the war was begun by the Mexican gov-'
- ernment. This is a matter of fact, about which there can be no
dispute, except on the part of such as are totally misinformed on
the subject, or of such as have no regard for truth. The object of
the author, at the outset, is to show that, previously to the war, 1o
elaim had ever been set up by the United States to any portion of
the territory of Mexico, save Texas. While intent upon impress-
ing the reader with this fact, (and a most unquestionable one it is,)

he says: z
“In fact, the United States have never set up a claim to any
other part'of our territory, and they have admitted this by more
than one act. Even after the independence and annexation of
Texas, the Mexican authorities existed and were recognized in the
border States of Coahuila, Tamaulipas, Chihuahua, and New Mex-
ico. *When the American government offered, in 1845, to adjust
the present question in an amicable manner, they drew off their
forces to Corpus! Christi, in order mot to demand anything beyon;i
the territory an dispute. Shortly before, they had returned to the
port of Monterey, in Upper California,and given satisfaction to the
Mexican government for its occupation, by Captain Jones: they
never disturbed New Mexico previously to the breaking out of hos-
tilities—not even that part of it on the left bankfof the river Bravo;
and in spite of the pretensions of the first Texan Congress to the

gears, had been inviolably adhered to among us. ; :
in times of civil discord, that parties,in order to obtain possession
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n;rthem bank of this river near its mouth, the American forces did
jot advance to it untél the war became inevitable, and then only as
o army of observation.”’ : :

Having thus conclusively established this first point, he proceeds
o take the position which it was intended to support, to wit: that
the United States, by proposing to acquire other Mexican territory
besides Texas, have entirely changed the question between the two .
countries, and haye given to the war the character of a war of con-
quest; thereby, as he says, (being blind to the flagrant contradic-
fion between this assertion and the whole conglomeration of facts
in which it stands imbedded,) disclosing what every one who ob-
serves the march of the American government has all along known
o be the truth of the matter: that this conquest was, from the be-
ginning, what the United States were intent upon. Blaming the

Mexican government for having permitted the issue to be changed,
| be enters into an examination of the course pursued by it in the

negotiation, beginning with a survey of the position occupied by
Mexico at the moment when the commissioners first met. This re-
yiew commences as follows: | 4
tIn fact, when once the question had been varied by the United
States in thegnanner we have just seen, it became a matter of the,
feepest interest and moment to watch what at‘gtude, what course, |
our policy assumed, to confront that of our neighbors; and this in-
ferest was the greater, because of the policy which, for so many
It is very natural,

of power, should invoke the dearest interests, and pretend to hold
the most generous resolves; and hence it arose that the war of
Texas, the object of hope and fear to all well intentioned persons,
was for a long time the cloak of the most inexeusable machina-
fions. In the name of Texas, the: nation was oppressed for many
jears by successive governments, destroyed by revolutions, and
impoverished by enormous contributions. Every one of the gov-
ernments that appeared upon the shifting scene promised to incor-
porate the usurped territory, but never attempted it; while, at the

‘wme time, Texas went on increasing in population, obtained her

recognition from foreign governments,.acquired, every day new
guarantees for her existence, and now showed the real reason for
her rebellion; which was, and always had been, her annexation to
the neighboring republic, the instigator and promoter of her sepa-
mtion. Re-conquest was then the only policy of our administra--
tion; and when, on the eve of annexation, an indisputably patriotic
and upright Executive saw the Texas question in a new light; and,
at the risk of its existence, with the rarest and most praiseworthy
disinterestedness, endeavored to solve it in a wise manner, and se-
cure the nationality of the republic by erecting Texas into a small
independent nation, which, under the guarantee of other powers,
should never be annexed to the United States, but should thus serve
to maintain the balance of power on our continent, in the same

| manner as the nationality of Belgium put an end to the disputes

which had so often deluged the fields of Europe with blood—even

\




this intention bécame a party weapon, and a motive for revolt: men

of the most exalted worth were called traitors, and the government
was overthrown. RE-conquest again became our policy.” (This,
be it noted, refers to a period after the admission of Texas had
taken place.)

“(although in its diplomatic conduct it pursued the same policy as
the government it had overthrown, on account of that very policy)
COMMENCED HOSTILITIES; and, under its fatal auspices, began'this
inconceivable and deplorable series of defeats. il
+ “The government installed by the national movement of 1846
.could not do otherwise than' continue that war;”’ (the war, fhat'is
to say, commenced by Paredes,) “ and without its having been dis-
cussed, either then or before, on what ferms an honorable peace
maght be brought about, it has been assumed as a'basis, that Mezico
should listen to no proposals until our arms should drive back the
Americans BEYOND THE SABINE.” i $ i

. Here, then, besides the testimony which the facts adduced by the

writer (for a totally different purpose) bear to the anxiety evinced

by the United States 'to avoid a rupture, we hdve an explicit ac-
khowledgment, First, that after the admission of Texas as one of
the States of our Union, the ‘re-conquest”’ of that State *‘ cgain
became the policy” openly avowed by the Mexican government.
Secondly, that the government of Paredes, which, by a successful

military rebellion, supplanted the Herrera administration, came in

“ pledged fo resist ALL accommodation.”

Thirdly, that this gov-
ernment ‘‘ commenced hostilities.”’

Fourthly, that the * wai’’ so

commenced had for its object to ‘“'drive back the Americans beyond

the Sabine.” Fufthly, that after the Paredes usurpation had been
overthrown, this continued still to be the object of the war, and

the Mexican government assumed as its basis of action, thatno pro-

posals for peace should be listened to wnfil this object should be
effected. 3
The writer says, at the commencement of the foregoing extract,
that the United States *“ drew off their forces to Corpus Christi, in
order nol to demand anything beyond the territory in dispute.” Al
though these words involve an acknowledgment of the extreme
moderation and caution with which the American government pro-
ceeded, they convey exceedingly vague and incorrect ideas, and
place in an altogether confused and false light the question between
the two countries which has ‘given rise to this war. They imply
that there was a certain ¢“ territory in dispute,” and that this terri-
tory was the country between the Sabine and the Nueces, (to the
exclusion of that lying between the latter river and the Bravo.

Now, this wasnot at all the character of the question. ‘So far as |

Mexico was concerned, she made no such acknowledgment: her
position was that of a refusal to acknowledge that Texas had be-
come incorporated into the American Union; she peremptorily
claimed the whole country, from the Bravo to.the Sabine, as Mexi-
can territory. On the other hand, the United States made no such

acknowledgment either. What they acknowledged was, that Texas

“The military rebellion of San Luis gave rise to'a
government pledged fo resist all accommodation ; which government
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having once constituted one of the States of the Mexican republic,
from which she had separated herself, and. against which she had
established her independence by war, claiming a certain boundary,
and having now become one of the United States of America, still
i claiming that same boundary—which claim constituted, therefore,
‘an open question—it was indispensable that this question, should be
settled between the United Statesand Mexico. Thisis the position
which ‘was occupied by the United States; and they asked that this
question might be settled. j : _

It is true, that previously to the war between Texas and Mexico,
whick had given to Texas (as it had given to Mexico likewise) the
right to insist upon a change of boundary, as the condition to peace,
the boundary between Texas and the adjoining states of the Mexi-
can republic had been (as was generally understood) different from
the one now claimed by her. And it is true, likewise, that the
Tight to.insist upon or to waive this alleged change of her boundary
having been transferred to the United States, the American gov-
ernment did afford to Mexico and to:the world the proof of moder-
ation referred to by Seiior Otero; bnt his statement of which ought
to, have been differently framed. To be accurate and consistent
with the true nature of the case, it should have been, in substance,:
as follows: The duty of settling the boundary betwéen the Texan and
Mezican republics having, in consequence of the admission of the
Jormer. as one of the United States of America, devolved upon the
American government; and it being generally understood that the'
boundary csserted by Texas embraced a portion of territory (that
bordering on the east bank of the Bravo)which had not been inéluded
ithan her limits when she constituted part of the Mezican republic,

ind before the war waged against her, in_consequence of her separ-
ating herself, upon the subversion of its constitution and the sub-
mission of the rest of the country to military usurpation and despot-
sm—under these circumstances, the American government, actuated
by the most earnest wish to avoid a collision with Mezico, abstained
Jrom occupying that disputable portion of territory ““until the war
became inevitable:” in  other words, until, by repelling advances
towards an_amicable arrangement, which the United States perse-
veredsin to an extent that would have been altogether incompatible
with self-respect, had the opposite party been o nation from which'
'r_mything could be feared, and by many other conclusive proofs of its
inflexibility in_adhering to the determination which it Jad ‘pro-
tlaimed fo “‘ reincorporate Texas,” and never to sheath the sword
unitl ““ the Americans should have been driven back beyond the
Sabine,” the Mezican government left to the United States no 0SS~
ble course save that of retiring behind the Sabine, or of repelling
the “ hostilities” which Mexico, true to her threat, soon after “com-
‘menced.” ' - ;

Stated in some such way as this, the incident referred to by Sefior
- Otero would have stood in its true light, and would not have been

attended with the effect of conveying confused and false notions in
Tegakd to the nature of the momentous question to which it apper-

tains; a question which, on the part of Mexico, according to Sefior
15 X
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' wn % el b ysed by the men who have
) o’s own irrefragable showing, was use en who hay
gfairtbri]j SpOl‘te{‘Wﬁh the destinies of their country, like any Otheé
commonplace and hackneyed topic of party slang, for thehmerelen
. of obtaining possession of the government and getting themselves

into office. What the end is, which lies behind this one, (save in

the case of a few most honorable exceptions,) is unfortunately but

_ t00 notorious.. Unless public opinion in Mexico be qltogetltller.‘at
fault; unless the settled conviction upon this pom:cl, um:ersa;i yhterg%
tertained by all classes of men—by the purest and mos 'HIP d%—and
her citizens, as well is by the most impure and u?p{;r;;\‘p es v
habitually referred to by all, as the explanation o ?h' bm&, rel
upon no other foundation than airy dreams;—unless 11s be e]lﬁ é
this end of all other ends could not fail to be striking y”e:?emphl_ eh
by the final history 6f those ¢ enormous contributions, 0:‘ which,
as Sedor Otero (whilst ardent with his invective agamit tcl‘e cup;:
dity and rapacity of the American people) informs us, fc q;eh recffl)on
quest of Texas” was made the pretext; anc'g by which | e na
(Mexican) was impoverished.” If that history were nown,.oﬁ
rather if it were published, (for such things are here cT{vere_d Wlt-
but a thin veil, when covered at 2ll,) it would, when ta f;ﬁ nrlrconﬁ
nexion with Sefior Otero’s account of the progress of the e}f‘a{h
question, disclose to the amazed worlfl the fact that this Wiltr, 1\."11).1
its countless train of evils to the parties, and with the incalculable
detriment which it brings upon neutrals, is at bottom d}}ti:l tohqng
‘thing, and to this one thing alone: the reckless ardor wit whu_:
the factions that unhappy Mexico hasso long been a prey to,h ave
habituated themselves to pursue that which, to their p%ulgs?p d}]; 18
the supreme good—to wit, the felicity of engendering and fon ing
§ enormous. contributions.” :

N T

e

HEAD-QUARTEﬁs o THE U. 8. Army,
Mezxico, November 7, 1847.

' S1r: I'{eferring,to my No. 19, a duplicate of which is herein en-
closed, I have the honor now to transmit a copy and translatlon oi
“the reply of Sefior Rosa, under date the 31st ultimo, to my noteo
theA?gnt:ugh, as will be.perceived, Sefior Rosa states that my cgl?ll;'
munication leaves but little hope of the possibility of re-establish-
ing peace, but little, if any, importance is to be attached to expres:
sions of this kind, coming from those who labor under the misfortune
‘of having to conduct the affairs of this country. It is a mere
‘manner of style, which they are compelled to use in self-defenche,
and which they must employ all the same,'whatever may be the
‘dispositions or the Intentions really entertained by them. In the

)

present instance the prospect-of a treaty is, I know, very good, s0 |

this depends upon the party by which the present administra-
{?c];naias beeﬁpbuilt up. On this point (that of at once accepting
our termé) the tone of the “Razonador,” particularly, (and-other

‘papers also,) is as undisguised as possible, and no less urgent,; and
-1t speaks the real sentiments of the peace party; sentiments which
will take the shape of acts, if such a thing be within the bounds
‘of possibility.” Strong hopes are entertained at this moment that -
it is so. If it prove otherwise, this will not be owing to any lack
of inclination or of exertions on their part, but fo the success of
the efforts making by the puros to defeat them. These, although
absolutely irreconcilable foes to Santa Anna, are now acting in
‘concert with the Santanistas, (as they would act in concert with
any faction, a union with whom for the occasion might be neces-
sary to promote the object which they now have in View, as a
means to the great end that I explained in my No. 18,) forming
with them, what, in a letter from Queretaro, under date the 4th in-
stant, contained in to-day’s *“Monitor,” is called the * Puro-Sant-
anista league,” which opened its batteries against the gévernment
on the 4th instant, charging it with remissness in pushing the war.
This assault ended with a resolution calling upon the ministry
to appear and inform the House what measure it had adopted
with reference to the war; which resolution was rejected by a vote
of fifty odd against twenty-five. T received, three days since, pos-
itive information of there being (by the then latest accounts) forty-
four votes which could be counted upon for peace. The alacrity
now shown by the members of the*‘puro party in hurrying to the
scene of action, indicates that they have become impressed with
the necessity of bringing up all their forces. From the leading
editorial in the last “Razonador,” which accompanies this, it will
be perceived that the object which governs their movements is no
longer a secret. Whether the indignation with which the Razona-
dor speaks of it be genuine, is very questionable. At any rate it
would, I doubt not, quickly subside, if matters took a turn to ren-
der this expedient; that is, if our country gave the word. The
letter referred to says, also, that one of the members of Santa
Anna’s recent cabinet stated that General Mora, one of the com-
missioners that met me, and now minister of war, had agreed to
‘make peace; (meaning on the terms of our projét, and referring to
that time.) ' _ $EE 14 5 ‘
The express by which this is to go (a private one) I did not hear -
of until this evening, and I must now close.
| Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant

N. P. TRIST.

‘Hon. James Bucnaxav,
Secretary of State.

[Translation.] j

QuERETARO, October 31, 1847.

reign relations of the Mexican
has had the honor to recetve the note, under date the 20th
addressed to him by his excellency Nicholas Trist, commis-

The undersigned, minister of fo
| Zepublic,
altimo,
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