CHAPTER VII
MINISTER TO FRANCE

Lewls Casz resigned his post as Minister to France in
November, 1842, FPresident Tyler appolinted Henry Alexander
Wise of Virgiﬁin to succeed Cass, but the Senate refused to
confirm him. For about eighteen months the post remained
vacant. Pinally on April ©, 1844, President Tyler pfesantod
the name of William R, King, and the Zenate unanimously con-
firmed him,l

The French mission to which King was appointed was one
of the most important posts im the foreign service, for
Englend was making a determined effort to prevent the annexe
ation of Texas and had convinced France that she would gain
in supporting England in her effort teo keep Texas indepen-
dent, Klng's task, therefore, became thet of counterseting
British influence and convincing the French govermnment that
intervention in the Texas question was not best for French
interests. During the two years Eing was Minister to
' Prance, the Texas question was finally settled, the Oregon °

negotiations were completed, and the Mexican War was
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Eing'e appointment was generally wnell received in the
United States., iHis unanimous oconfirmation by the Senate is
evidence of the ssteem in which Eing was held by that body.
The Vashington Globe declared that Xing sceepted the place
with reluctunce becsuse he realized thcllmparbance of having
e minlister of high standing at Paris, It added that "no men
ever better deserved such & high distinetion™ than Kins.a
The Huntsville Democrst predicted that King would prove hime
self abroad, as he had proved &t home, an able snd falthfal
servant and that his appointment by a Yhig Presideat should
not endenger his standing im the Pemoeratie Pnrty.‘ The
- Baltimore Clipper, bad only one regret,nsmely that the long
social snd politieal umlom which had existed between King
and James Buchanan, two bachelors, was about to be broken,®
The tppaintmcnf was not well received by Richard Fakenham,
English minister In Yashington. He recognized in King am

able proponent of the snnexation of Teéxes end a likely foe
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of British poliey. Fakenmham wrote his govermment that King
| vas & member of the Democratie Party snd a representative of
the faction in the Senate that had recently "distinguisghed
itself by marked hostility towards Englend." Besides, sald )
he, King was a Southermer and felt "strongly upon the sub-

Ject of slavery." Such feelings would lead him to side with
those who were critieal of the right of search and the none
surrender of fugitive Negroes. If an opportunity offered
iteelf for King to thwart British polley at Paris, there-
fore, he would "make the most of 1t."® 1In making this pre-
diction, Pskenham was not mistaken.

Accompanylng Eing on his trip abroad were Catharine
Ellis, his favorite niece, ancd Joshua L, Martin, who had
been chosen Secretary of the Legation.7 Among King's chief
regrets at leaving the United States was the necessity of
severing his assoclations with Buchanan. He wrote Buchanan x
that he would feel "lonely in the midst of Paris," for there
he would have no friemd with wvhom he could commune as with

his own thoughts.® Buchansn envied King's visit to Paris

€ Richaerd Pakenham to Earl of Aberdeen, February 27,
1844, Great Britain, Fublic Record Office, London, Foreign
Office 5, 404, pt. 2, Photostats in Library of Congress.
(Hereinafter clted as P, R, U., F. 0,)

7 Williem R, King to James Buchanan, bay 10, 1844, in
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and his life in the American colony in that oity.g The King
party salled from New York for Havre on the packet ship
Sylvia de Grasse on lay 16, and arrived at that port on June
7, 1844, King reached Faris on June 10, where he was wel-
comed by the Americans resident in that oity.lo

Eing's instructions, dated April 23, 1844, ordered hiul
“"to express to his majesty assurance of the earmest desire
by which the President continmues to be animated to maintain
unimpaired, and to strengthen if possible the very friendly
relations so happily subsisting between the United States
and France." He was to cultivate and improve "this good
understanding between the partios."11 No mention was made
in the instructions about the course King was to follow in
regard to Texas, but the‘uontent of his later correspondence
leaves little doubt that he had been instructed orally to
counteract British activities in that matter.

¢ James Buchanan to lirs. Cornelia Roosevelt, May 13,
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King's first audience with King Louis Phillipe occurred
on July 1. King presented his credentials along with a
brief address assuring Louls Phillipe and the French people
of the friendly sentiments felt for them by the United
States and recalling French efforts in the cause of American
independence. "Ancient recollections," sald King, "have not
lost thelr influence over the hearts of the American people,
who recall with lively emotions, the efforts which so effi-
ciently aided thelr infemt struggles for political exlstence
and public liberty." He pointed out that the interests of
France and the United States were still harmonious. Louis
Phillipe gave assurances of his personal and France's good
will towaréd the United 3tates and declared that recollection
ef the close relation:z between France and the United States
in the revolutionary struggle gave him great satisfaction,
He had ever considered America the natural ally of France.
"Nothing," King wrote, "could have been more cordial than
the reply and reception of the King." After his talk with
Louis Phillipe, King was presented to the Queen and the Duke
de Nemours and was invited to dine with the King on July 4.

After the céinmer on July 4, Louls Phillipe brought up
the subject of Texas snd asked why the treaty had been re-
jected by the Senate., King assured him that the defeat of
the treaty had been caused by mwlitical considerations of a
domestic nature, that the object of ammexatiom would be

pursued with unabated vigor, that a majority of the Americanmn
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people favored the treaty, snd that the measure would be
carried out at no distant date, Louls FPhillipe then framkly
answered that he wished to sev Texas remain an indopendant-qf
stete and spoke of commerecial advantages seocured to Frnnee_j:#é
by an exiasting treaty with Texas., He had advised the Nexi~
- can government that the best poliey was to acknowledge the
independence of Texus at onee. Seeking to drive a wedge
between Englend and France, King pointed out that the ine
tereats of France, which were purely commercial, were totale
ly distinet from those of Emglend, and that French inﬁarcati
would be promoted by the annexation of Texss to the United
States, Louils Fhillipe admitted that British colonlal pose
sessions in North America involved her in political comside
erations which did not affect Franee and finally assured
King, or at least gave him "distinetly to understsnd,” that
"no steps would be taken by his government, in the slightest
degree hostile, or whieh would give to the United States
just cause of compleint.” In sending this intelligence to
Secretary of State Johm ¢, Calhoun, King pointed out that it
was of great significance becanse Louis Fhillipe was to a
large degree his own prime minister and could speak with
anthority.}2 '

12 King to Calhoum, Jaly 13, 1844, Dispatches., Louis
Fhillipe also guestioned King about the Sandwich Iplands and
received assurances that the United 3tates was interested in
them for commerelsl ressons and to prevent European powers
from gaining domination over the islandas,




A few days later, Eing recuested sn interview with
Guigot, the Fremeh Hinister of Foreign Affairs, to discuss
questions affecting the United 3tates and France. Guilsgot,
however, requested delay on the grounds that he had numerocus
other engagements. "riting to Calhoun before the interview
occurred, King sald that he planned to question Guliszot about
Anglo-French relations. The best informed circles in Paris
believed that Fnglsnd was exerting & marked influence upon
the French government, and especially upon Guigot, the
raling spirit of the cabinet. King was persuaded by his own
observations, however, that Louis Fhillipe's policy was es-
sentially "peeific and conservative" snd that the French
vould not "proceed to the oitont of acts hostile or une
friendly to the United States in reference to the Texas
guestion,” regardless of the desire of some minlsters to co=-
operate with England., He belleved, in faot, that domestic
}rehluna would deter both England and France from involving
themselves in sctive difficulties in remote guarters., King
discounted = rumor h§ had heard that England and France had
planned a joint protest against the annexatiom of Texas.
Although the Texas ehars"ﬁ'urraircl had informed him that
such action had been contemplated, other information that he
had gathered led him to an opposite conelusion. Even 1if
such 2 plan had existed, it should be regarded as of "little
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weight after the assurances of the King" on the subjoct.13

The American minister's interview with Guizot eventuale-
ly took place om July 20. King begen by remarking that he
had heard rumors that the French government had united with
that of England in a formal protest against the annexation
of Texas. Although he had at first attached little impor-
tance to the rumor, he had received subsecuent information
about the plan which induced him to seek the truth from a
source on vhich he could "altogether rely." Guigzot, "with
considerable snimation 1if not some impatience," assured him
that no such step had been takem, that on this subject
"France had acted for herself with no other power," that
France did, indeed, desire the independence of Texas, but
that 1ts action "would be entirely independent of that of
England vhose interests in relation to this cuestion were
different from those of France." King pointed out to Guizot
that good relations between the United States and France
might have been impalred if the charge had been true.
Guizot then asked if the defeat of the treaty did not mean
an end of the annexation question. King answered that a
large part of the American people favored annexation, not so
mich for the sake of acouiring territory, but from a feeling
that annexation was necessary for the security of the coun-

try. Such being the case, publie opinion would exert a

13 Ibid.
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atrong influence upon anyone called to administer the gove
ernment. Annexatlon sentiment, he ssid, was not confined to
one party although the feeling was stronger in the Demo-
cratic Party. Guizot asked King if the United States would
be satisfied with a guarantee of Texas independence, but
King, in the absence of instructions, reruaedlte commit hime
self. He noted, however, that it was vitally important to
the United States that no forelgn nation should obtain a
preponderance of pover in Texes and that the United States
would view with great distrust any movement designed to put
that republiec under foreign rule, especially that of Enge
land, Mexlco was already known to be very much under Enge-
lish control, and English subjects had been migrating to
Texas in such numbers as to cause fears that they would be-
come the predominating influence there, The Unlted 3tates,
said King, must guard against suech & possiblility not only to
protect the western part of the country against a hostlle
neighbor but also to protect the "peculliar property of the
South, "4

After the interview, King wrote Calhoun that however
great the French deslre to see Texas independent might be
her opposition would not assume an unfriendly attitude nor
would that of England be so extreme as some had predicted.
England, he felt, would not "hazard the employment of any

14 King to Calhoun, July 31, 1844, Dispatches.
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arms, besides those of diplomaey, a cheap instrument if it
prove successful." The Americsn government should not be
influenced by dangers that were rumored to exist and that,
if real, should be faced with a "ealm dbut firm aapeet."15

Other diplomatie sources show that King was told a good
deal less than the truth when Louls Phillipe and Gulzot ase
sured him that no steps would be taken in the slightest de-
gree hostile to the United States and that France had acted
"for herself with no other power" in regard to the Texas
question, or else King read a2 great deal more into their
statements than they really meant to say. In January, 1844,
British Foreign Minister Aberdeen wrote Lord Cowley in Paris
to call to the attention of the French government American
plans for the annexationm of Texas and to ascertain whether
French interests corresponded with those of England. If so,
' he was to propose that the ministers of the two countries in
Vashington be lnstructed to use similar language in a pro-
test "deprecating all interference on the part of the United
States in the affairs of Texas, or the adoption of any meas-
ure leading to the destructlion of the separate existence of
that State."t® Cowley wrote back on Jenuary 15 that he had
found the French government in sympathy with Aberdeen's
ideas., Guizot had promised to have the French ambassador in
London confer with Abherdeen and to instruect Pageot in

15 Ibid.
16 Adsms, British Interests, pp. 158-169.
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Washington "to aet in strict accordance" with British Min-
ister Pakenham in matters relating to Texas. Guigot agreed
that it was important for American designs in Texss to be
prevented, and the Fpench King desired that the independence
of Texas should be msintained as a barrier to prevent fur-
ther American expansiom into Hexico.lv

On February 27, 1844, the British Minister in ¥ashing-
ton wrote his government that he had consulted the French
Hinister Pageot about acting together on the Texas guestion,
but that the latter had not yet received instructions, 18
On April 14, however, he reported that Fageot had reecelved
instructions directing him "to act in strict concert" with
the British mission "in resisting the project of annexation"
and empowerinz him "to enter = formsl protest against the
measuro.“lg In succeeding weeks, Fageot and Pakenham worked
in close concert, but agreed that no protest was to be made
by elther during the debates on the treaty because they
feared that forelgn interventiom would insure passage, ln-
stead of defeat, of the treaty in the Senate., FPakenham
later wrote his government advising further delay of any
protest until after the presidential election in the United

17 Ibid., pp. 159-160.

18 Richard Pakenham to Lord Aberdeen, February 27,
1844’ Pe Re 00’ Fo Q. 5, &04, Pto 1,

19 Pakenham to Aberdeen, April 14, 1844, lbid., 404,
pb. 2e
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States, and suggested that both England and Fprance seek to
secure the eleefian of Henry Clay to the presideney.es
Pageot apparently gave his government similar advice, for
when Aberdeem sent the Pakenham message to Cowley in Paris,
the latter replied on July 22 that Guizot was willing to
adopt such a pelioy.zl At the very time when King was re-
ceiving assurances that France was friendly to the United
States and was soting alone, the French minister in Vashinge
ton was working in close co-cperation with the Britlish min-
ister, and both countries were anxlously awalting a Vhig
victory to promote their interests, True enough, their
policy had been altered and now invelved a perlod of watche
ful walting; but later events proved that French policy was
snbservient to that of England and unfriendly to the United
States. Although nelther France nor England openly threat-
ened war with the United Statea, they co-operated in Texas
and Mexlieo to circumvent American plans.

On August 12 Calhoun snswered King's first dispatch exe
pressing the pleasure of the American government that no
steps were to be takem by the French government "in the
slightest degree hostile, or which would give the United
States just cause to complain.”™ Such a report was especiale

ly gratifying, said Celhoun, since other reports had left

20 Pakenham to Aberdeen, June 27, 1844, ibid., 406.
21 Adams, British Interests, pp. 181-182,
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the impression that France and England were prepared to make
a joint protest against annexation and a joint effort to in-
~duce Texas not to accept annexation om condition that Hexico
would recognize her independence. Calhoun agreed with King
that the snnexation policy would be pursued snd that the
majority of the Americen people favored 1t. He commended
King for making & distinction between the interests of
France and those of England in Texas, 8ald Calhoun, "France
cannot poseibly have any other than commercial interest in
desiring to see her /Texsas/ preserve her separate indepen-
dence; while it i1s certaln that England looks beyond, to po=-
litliecal interests, to vhich she apparently attaches much
importance." England, deelared Calhoun, wished the sboli-
tion of slavery in Texas so that the institution would be
weakened in the South. #ith southern producers handicapped
by lack of a lsbor force, England hoped to regain markets
wvhich she had lost vhen she freed her own slaves. France,
Calhoun felt, could have no interest in such a program as
this, Calhoun closed by reminding King that his mlssion was
"one of the first megnitude” and urged him to leave nothing
undone "to do justice to the country and the Government in
reference to this great measure."22

Two weeks later, Calhoun replied to King's dispatch

22 John C. Calhoun to ¥illiam R. King, August 12, 1844,
guoted in United States 28 Cong., 2 sess., Senate Document,
No. 1, pp. 40-45.
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reporting his conference with Guizot., He expressed pleasure
that France was not sze¢ting in concert with fngland. Such a
step, he declared, wonuld be considered unfrlendly by the
United States. Sald het

The Government of the United States will

confidently rely on the assurances of lir.

Guigot; and it 1s hoped that, nelther

seperately, nor jJjointly with any other

Power, will France adopt a course which

would seem so little in accordance with

her true interests, or the friendly re-

lations which have so0 long subslsted be-

tween the two countriles.
Calhoun added that King's reply to Guigot's inguiry about a
joint guarantee of Texas independence was "well-timed and
judieious.™ The policy of the United States had been to
avold such agreements except 1n caces of strong necessitys
the present case offered no reason to warrant a change in
poliey., In faet, to enter such a gusrantee would work dise
advantageously against the United States and Texas by pre-
venting the annexation which both countries were "anxious to
advance,"

On August 31, King wrote the State Department that the
Texas question had "almost disappeared from the herigzon."
People in Europe were absorbed in toples of more urgent
local importance. "To ammoy or to thwert the United
States," he wrote, "the French government will no longer be

dlsposed to follow in the wake of England." Guizot could

23 Calhoun to EKing, August 26, 1844, Instructions.
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no longer be seen as subservient to British policy and re-
main popular at home. In faet, good feelings betveen the
two countries had been seriously impaired by trouble in
Moroceo and Tuhiti.a“

In a private letter to Preslident Tyler King amplified
views he had earlier expressed about Guizot and the French
Eing. Gulzot and Louls Fhillipe, he sald, had a strong
leaning toward England, But so hostile were the feelings
of the French people that the government dared not yield to
 Englend more than was absolutely necessary. Louls Phillipe
understood France and knew that any act wounding French
pride would shake his very throne; hence he would oppose
steps opposed by the French people. In this state of afe
fairs the United States had nothing to fear. France recog-
ﬁized the importance of American friendship and knew that it
would become even more important in the future, nor would
England "lightly hazard"™ a rupture with the United States.
He regretted that some had found it necessary to use the
fear of England as a reason for opposing the Texas treaty;
in fact he had hoped that the mere thought of English inter-
vention would have caused the Senate to ratify the treaty

of annexation. American standing in Europe had been lowered

24 King to Calhoun, August 31, 1844, Dispatches,
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by the cowardly course which had been taken, 28

In October King still held the opinion that Louils
Phillipe, in his own and France's interest, would not cone
nect himself éctivoiy, if at ail, wlth any hostile moves of
the British to prevent ennexation.®® King's relations with
_Louls Phillipe continued to be most friendly. In a privste
letter to Calhoun he wrote, "I converse with him often and
freely; and my intercourse with him has been all that I ecan
desire." He had found Cuigzot to be "able and adroilt," but
some c¢alled him "deceptive end falsge.," According to his
enemlies, Culzot would not hesitste to lie when he could gain
by so dolng, yet he was secure in his position because he
had the confidence and support of the Eing, Had he known
this about Guizot from the beginning, King said he would
have reduced all his conversatlion relative to Texas to writ-
ing and submitted it to CGuigzot for correction so as to bind
him to his declarstions beyond the possibility of ecavil or
denlal,

King elso called Calhoun's asttention to the fact that
the subject of emencipetion in the French colonles was about

to come before the French Chambers and that a great deal of

26 King to John Tyler, September 13, 1844, quoted in
Lyon Gardiner Tyler, The Letters and Times of the Iylers, 2
volumes (Richmonds Whittet & chepperson, 1885), 11, ©
(Hereinafter cited as Tyler, Letters and Times.)

26 King to Calhoun, Ogtober 6, 18644, Dispatches.
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monéy was belng spent by abolitlonlst societies in an effort
to secure passage of such a bill. If France declded to a=-
bolish slavery in her colonies ané Spain and Brazil were
 influenced to do likewise, the United States would be left
standing alone with the whole civilized world against her;
it was to her interest, therefore, to meet the threat in
France. The French should be warned that the British favor-
ed abolition not so much becsuse of thelr interest in the
welfare of the slave as thelr desire to engfoss to them-
selves the entire production of sugar and much of the cotton
and rice. To carry ocut thls purpese, the French press mast
be used. He suggested that Calhoun furnish money from iha
contingent fund to be used to procure insertion of articles
in the French press “unleﬁlnted to dissbuse the public mind
here, ah to the aetusl condition of the Slaves in our coun-
try.“gv Calhoun responded to the request by sending §500 to
King to be used in his program of education, 2>

By November King had apparently discovered why European
governments were keeping cuiet about annexation. He wrote
Calhoun on November 153 “The fate is considered to be very

much involved in the Presidentlial contest, the result of

27 King to Calhoun, /October or Hovember, 18447, in
James Franklin Jameson, ed., Gorregngggﬁaco of John C.
Calhoun, Annual Report of the Americen Historical Associa-
tion (1899), II,_ﬁgﬁzﬁgﬁf"Tﬁbrelnafﬁer cited as Jameson,

Talhoun Correspondence.)

28 Calhoun to King, December 13, 1844, ibid., p. 633,




which may revive that solicitude which 1s now permitted to
slumber.” In his own conversations he had tried to treat
the snnexation of Texas as a national rather than a politi-
eal issue snd hoped that the attitude of the American people
would prove him correct., He could detect no change of opine
ion in regard te the Texas cuestion and still felt that
Louis Phillipe favored a poliey of peace and non-interven-
tion and would not become entangled im a knotty cuestion
that would slienate the "matural sllies" of France in the
United States. So long as France did not become hostile in
her actions and did not lend herself to the unfriendly dee
signs of England, he saw no reason to complain of French
sentiments ebout Texas independance.zg

In a letter to Buchanan, King summarized with consid-
erable pride what he thought he had accomplished in his
first months abroad. He had "succeeded in putting an end to
an arrangement" which the Minister of Foreign Affairs was
inclined to make with the British government in opposition
to the aﬁnaxatien of Texas. There was now no danger of
"united mction on the part of France and Pngland.” Even 1f
the Texas tresty had been ratified, the French government
would have acqulesced wilthout a murmur and fngland would
probably have confined herself to empty threats, >0

29 King to Calhoun, November 15, 1844, Dispatches.

30 King to Buchanan, November 14, 1844, Buchanan Col=-
lection.
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On November 28, 1844, King dined with Guizot and de-
duced from his conversation that James Knox Polk's election
as President would not preduce any change in the views of
the French govermment toward Texas. Guizot seemed pleased
at Polk's election, for he saw a prospeet that the tariff
would be modified so as to ald French commerce. King press-
ed the point on him end received assurances from Guizot that
France would follow sult if the United States made the first
step in tariff reduction, o1

By Deecember 31, however, King had reached the conclu-
slon that the election had caused iInterest in Texas to be
renewed, French officlals had looked forward to Clay's
election to bring an end to annexationj Polk's victory as-
sured Texas annexntion."King felt the French government
would take no active steps against the United States but
noted that its wishes coincided with those of England and
that its influence might be lent, to a certain extent, to
British policy in Texas. The French King was anxious to
conciliate England because he needed her friendship to
counteract hostility toward him in other European countries.
This did not mean that he had an unfriendly disposition to-
ward the United States. Rather he was trying to preserve

31 King to John C. Calhoun, November 29, 1844, in
Chauncey Smmuel Boucher and Robert Preston Brooks, ed.,
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peace in Europe. Guigot, however, had a "systematic devo-
tion to England" which blinded him to the othsf Interests of
France. He had rendered the English slliance almost odious
to the French people by his ostentatious "deference to Eng-
l1ish poliey." Public opinion, King felt, restrained
Guizot's pro-English tendencies and even rendered his tenure
in office precarious. The Royal speech at the recent open-
ing of the French Parliament had been coldly received, maine
ly because of oppeosition to the English alliance. The
United 3tates had little to fear beyond "diplomatic remon-
strance, " because French rulers did not want to multiply the
difficulties in French forelign relations. The course of the
American governmment should be deotermined by "duty and pae-
triotism slone" and should not be influenced in the slight-
est by empty demonstration from Europe. King's chief fear
was that the ardor of Texas for annexation had cooled and
that European intrigue would be used to foster this adverse
foolins.ag

In & private letter to Johm C, Calhoun, King advised
that there should be no wavering on the Texas question. Any
signs of hesitanecy would disgrace the United States im Eu-
ropean eyes. The growling of the British lion should "only
stimlate to immediate 2c¢tion.” With ammexation accomplish-
ed, England would complain and threaten; her newapapers

32 King to Calhoun, December 31, 1844, Dispatches.
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would lavish abuse on the United States, but there would be
no war, Englend was exerting all her influence to induce
France to make common csuse with her. The plan would not
succeed, however, because Louls Phillipe was too wise and
pradent to act counter to the wishes of the French people.s3

That King was correct in his general estimate of the
situation is revealed by a letter of Cowley to Aberdeen
dated December 2, Guligot, sald Cowley, had promised to join
with England in any negotiations with Mexico for the purpose
of securing Mexican acknowledgement ol Texas independence
and to refuse to recognize annexation of Texaes to the Unlted
States. As to the ocuestion of war and peace, he refused to
concede that annexation would constitute sufficient cauase
for taking up arms to prevent it. France was willing to
join in diplomatic efforts to thwart Ameriean policy in
Texas, but not to mske war over the question.34

In the meantime, am event had oceurred in the United
S3tates which caused a furor in European capitals, In his
Annual Messege in 1844 President Tyler called for the annexe
ation of Texas and submitted to Congress some of the diplo-
matic correspondence dealing with the Texas guestion, in-
cluding Calhoun's letter to King of August 12. This letter,
and the Calhoun letter of August 29, were published in the

33 King to Calhoun, December 28, 1844, Jemeson, Calhoun
Correspondence, pp. 1014-1015.

34 Adams, British Interests, pv. 190-191.
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American press and came to the attentiom of the English mine-
ister in Vashington as well as the ministries im London and
Paris,3® King hed sought to avert such embarrassment by
warning Buchanan privately that the publication of his con-
versations with the French King and Guizot would produce a
"pather awkward” situation.®® Although the King dlspatches
were not published, the Calhoun letters included significant
cuotes vhich aroused the ire of the English, Pakenham wrote
to London that King had epparently understood Loulis Phillipe
and Guizot to say that Fraence would not interfere in the
annexation of Texes or otherwlise oppose the project. He
felt that King had strangely misunderstood them in the last
mentioned sense because the French minister at Vashington
had actually been instructed to protest agasinst the measure
end had only refrained from doing so becsuse he feared that
the protest would do the cause of French policy more harm
then good. Nor had Pekenham reason to think that Fageot's
instructions had been reseinded, 37

The London Times of Janmuary 2, 1845, sald that the
French promise made to King afforded the "most powerful en-
couragement” the annexatiom scheme could have received from

Europe since it left Great Britain to maintain the

35 King to Calhoun, Jamuary 29, 1844, Dispatches.
36 King to Buchanan, November 14, 1844, Buchanan Cole
lection,

37 Pakenham to Aberdeen, December 2¢, 1B44, P. R. 0.,
F, 0. 5, 409, pt. 2.
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independence of Texas single~handed. Since the good faith
of thh French government was piaced in & very eguivocal
light, the Times wished to kmow whether the French had been
giving assurances to King that they would not take unfriend-
ly action at the same time they were promising England aid
in maintaining the status guo in Texas., Vhen the official
French press remained silent on the aubjeét, the Times exe
pressed surprise that the French government had not accuseéd
"the American Ministers of the grossest inacecuracy, 1f not
of a more serious attempt to commit a fobeign Government by
deliberate misstatement,">C '

In a series of letters written in late January, King
deseribed the sensation produced in Europe by the publica-
tion of the Calhoun 1att9?a. In his offiecial dispateh of
January 29, Eing wrote that the feeling im Eaglend was ome
of dlsappointment snd asnger and that the English press had
charged the French government with treachery and dupliecity.
In France the feellng seemed to be one of satisfaction be-
cause the people generally disapproved of the English alli-
ance. King had deemed it the part both of “"policy and dig-
nity" to presume that the earlier declarations of the French
government were to be relied on, unless modified or retract-
ed from an official ouartery hence he had not guestioned the
Minlstry so long as it remained silent. He had seen both
the King and his ministers, but they had not spoken to him

38 The Times (London), Jamuary 10, 1845,
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about the subjeect. The official press had published the
Calhoun letters without a word of contradiction or comment.
The Ministry, he surmised, may eéven have welcomed the lete
ters because they relieved it from the charge made by the
" opposition that it had been subservient to Englsnd in its
foreign policy. ¥hatever the feeling of the Cabinet, popu-
lar opinion would "forbid offensive or active interference
against the armexation of Texas,"99

In private letters to Calhoun and Buchenan, King ex-
pressed hope that Congress would pass the annexation resow
lutions then before it without delay. Delay, he warned,
would enable Englend to perfect her plam of operations in
Texas. King reported that Ashbel Smith, the Texas reﬂre-
sentative in BEurope, had talked to Aberdeen and now seemed
hostile to ennexation. Smith had returned home, probably
with a plan worked out with Aberdeen and Guizot; te induce
the Texas government not to proceed with annexation plans,
In conversations with King, Smith had said he would be "a
wllling instrument in the hands of England.” On more than
one occasion Smith had said that the time and clircumstances
were propitious for Texas to obtain an acknowledgement of
her independence by Mexico and to procure thé payment of her

debt by granting certain commercial concessions to England;

29 King to Calhoun, January 290, 1845, Dispstches. King
also noted that right of search tresties, which the French
government had negotisted with England for the suppression
of the slave trade, had wounded the pride of the French

people.
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at the same time the arrangement could be made more benefi=
clal to Texas by a stipulation for the admission of Texas
cotton into British ports fres of duty. "Would to God,"
Eing wrote Calhoun, "our Congress could but understand the
‘1nportance of prompt action %o put an end to European in-
trigne, and the ultimete loss of that fine country, unless
we resort to force to obtaim it., The aet done, we should
hear no more of opposition on this side of the ktlantin.“*o .
The British lion might growl and show his teeth, King wrote
Buchanan, but it would not bite, OCulzot, he was convinced,
had once agreed to join the British in a protest against
annexation, but he dare net avow it because of French publie
opinion.41

Lord Cowley, the British minister at Farlis, lost no
time in seeking to find the meaning of the Cslhoun letters.
On January 3 he went to Guizot and read the passsge in wvhich
Calhoun spoke of France's planning mot to take joint actiom
with Britein, OGulzot amswered that he was positively ceé«
tain that no such assurance had been given by the King and
that both his and the King's views corresponded wiith those
of the British government. Louls Phillipe, sald Cowley, had

40 King to Calhoun, January 29, 1845, imn Jameson,
Calhoun Correspondence, pp. 1022-1023.

41 King to Buchanan, January 28, 1845, Buchanan Col-
lection.
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more than once spoken of the lmportaence of preventing Texas
from becoming part of the United 3tataa.42

Loré Aberdeen snswered Cowley on January 7 expressing
regret that an apparent rift between England and France had
been exposed to the world under such circumstances that pub-
lie rafuéatlan would be difficult to carry out. He pro=
. posed, therefore, some joint action by the two countries to
show their unanimity of feeling. Such an opportunity had
presented itselfl in the form of a proposal from Santa Anna
in regard to the recognition of Texas independence. Cowley
was to suggest to Guizot that the representatives of both
| countries in Texas be instructed to join in pressing on the
.govarnmcnt of Texas the abandonment of a;l schemes of annexe
ation with the Unifed States. In return Britain and France
would enter into an agreement with Texas and Mexico to pre-
serve their independence and territory.45

“hen Cowley acquainted Guizot with the British propes-
al, the latter "concurred without hesitation" in the sug-
gestion that the two powers take immedlate steps to show the
similarity of their views. Cowley asked Aberdeen to send
to Faris a copy of the ;natructiena to the English agent in

42 Cowley to Lord Aberdeen, January 3, 18456, P. R. O,
F. O, 115’ 88, pt. 2. :

43 Aberdeen to Cowley, Jamuary 7, 1845, ibid.
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Texas for traensmission to Guizot.%% The latter sent similar
instructions to the French agent in Texas and made 2 copy to
be given to Aberdeen. The note to the French represcentative
in Texas instructed him to aect in conecert with the English
agent in persuading Texas to give up the idea of annexation
and to accept the Mexican offer of independence along with
a guarantee of her borders by the English and French gove
ernments.%® But novhere in the correspondence dld either
country propose te use snything other than diplomatic means
in carrylng out thelr joint policy.

King noted that nothing was to be fezred from the open
hostility of European governments, but that much was to be
feared from thelr influence upon the government of Texas.
"Phere ean be no doubt. /he wrote/. that French influence
both st ¥ashington and in Texas, is cooperating with that of
England, actively, perseveringly, and it is to be feared,
effielently. S8ecret opposition is more to be feared than

open hostility." These circumstances pointed to the neces-

' sity of "prompt, able and vigilent counteraction of the com-

bined poliey of Ingland end France in Texas." The rejection
of the Treaty in 1844 had cooled the ardor of the Texans for
annexatién, and every moment of delay strengthened the foes

of annexation. "The cuestion," King coneluded, "is now to

44 Cowley to Aberdeen, January 10, 1845, ibid.

45 Guizot to Comte de Ste Aulaire, January 17, 1845,
ibid.3 Guizot to Dubois de Saligny, Janmary 17, 1845, 1ibid.
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be decided not in London or Paris, or even Washington, but
in Texas,"46 Shortly thereafter Congress passed the joint
resolution of annexation.

President FPolk in 1845 appointed as his Secretary of
State King's old friend James Buchanan. ¥Vriting Xing,
Buchanan expressed surprise that France continued to act in
concert with England in trying to dlssuade Texas from joine
ing the union. Fresldent Folk left to King's discretion,
however, whéther to commanicate to the ?rench government,
formally or informally, "the painful disappointment which he
had experienced from a review of these ciroumatancea.“‘v

King wrote thst news of the passage of the annexation
resolution had been generally well-received by the people
of France, but that the pro-English government was dissatis-
fled. In =a conference with EKing, Louis Phillipe had ex~
pressed fear that by extending 1its territorles the United
States was endangering the permanency of the Ameriecan union,
King replied that experlience had proved that the erection of
new states strengthened the union and that it was for the
American people to decide the cuestion. King urged that
sction on annexation be completed speedily. "If you do not
take immediate steps to reconcile Texas to annexation by
modifying the objectionable provisions of the resolutions
which you passed and thus put an end to British intrigue,”

48 King to Calhoun, February 27, 1845, Dispatches.
47 Buchanan to King, March 25, 1845, Instructions.
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he warned Buchanan, "that country will be lost to us. If
not alresdy done, send commissioners without delay,"48

?ritish diplomatie correspondence verifies King's dece
laration thet Britlish intrigues would be stimulated by the
distaste of Texans for the snnexation resolutions. On April
15 Aberdeen wrote Cowley to contact Guizot and determine
whether Franba was willing to join in a move to try to in-
duce Wexico and Texas to come to terms, The British would
not pledge themselves to mal'e war for Texas independence,
but the two nations could use moral influence to bring about
peace and promote stability in the area.4® on April 28
Cowley reported that Guizpt had presented the British pro-
position to the Cabinet and thst it had approved the plan,90
On May 3 Aberdeen sent the British representative in Texas
a declarstion agreed to by both Britain and France pfoposins
that the two countries "employ theilr best efforts to restore
Peace between Mexlco and Texzas" and secure the recognition
of Texas independence by Mexico provided Texas would promise
to remaln 1ndapenﬁent.51 The plan was to be presented only

48 King to Buchanan, April 16, 1845, in Thomas Sidney
Jesup Fapers, Manuseripts Division, Library of Congress.

49 Aberdeen to Cowlay, April 15, 1845, F. R. 0., F. 0.
116, 88, pt. 4.

50 Cowley to Aberdeen, April 28, 1845, ibid.

51 Aberdeen to Captain Elliot, May 5, 1845, 1bid.j see
also Aberdeen to Charles Bankhesd, Masy 1, 1845, ibid,
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if the status quo still existed in Americas 1t probsbly came
too late, therefore, to have any influence on the s=nnexation
guestlion.,

King recognlzed that thg action of France was incone
sistent with her proclaimed sympathy for the United States,
but he felt that her desire to coneiliate England was a more
important factor in shaping her pollicy than was her desire .
to injure the United States. Under the circumstances, he
deemed it inadvisable to present any protest to the French
government. He believed French influence would have little
effect upon the councils of Texas, and critical relations
with England over the Oregon cuestion pointed to the wisdom
of avolding an irritating controversy with a people who were
generally friendly toward the United States.52 "No good
purpose,” he wrote Buchanan privately, "could be effected by
convicting ¥¥ Guizot of the gross duplielty of which he has
been gulltys and espeecially, as it 1s to be hoped, that the
question of snnexation has before this time been diffini-

tively settled, "o

After annexation was accomplished, Martin, the Americsn
chargé} wrote from Paris that the French generally approved
the action. In tribute to King's diplomacy he declared:

"He /King/ thought it was hardly worth a guarrel, and wisely

652 King to Buchanan, April 29, 1845, Dispsatches.

53 King to Buchanen, April 30, 1845, Buchanan Collec=-
tion.
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deemed that the best rebuke of this ridieulous intermeddling
was the proof of its 1mpotency."§4 King himself wrote that
since Mexico had abandoned hostile designs against the
United States all hope for successful resistance to the ane

nexation of Texas had been abandoned. The feeling against

‘annexation was dylng down even in Englend, The prompt and

easy success of the sction convinced King that he was cor-
rect in not making & formel protest to France. fhe best
triumph was suceess, snd i1t had been obtained.®®

Almost from the time of his arrival King complained
that the French climate was unfevorable for his health and
that he suffered severely from rheumatism.®® 1In January,
1845, he complained of rheumatism snd spoke hopefully of re-
turniﬁg home in the autumn.®” President Polk gave him per-
mission to return hone,'But King decided that he would re=
main at his Faris post until the difficulties with Fngland
over the Oregon question were settled. ’He felt that hics
experience in France would enable him to serve the country
better than any newly appoeinted minister in case of & war

with England,®®

54 Martin to Buchgnen, August 15, 1845, Dispatches.
55 King to Buchanan, October 31, 1845, Uispatches.

56 King to John Tyler, September 13, 1844, cuoted in
Tyler, Life and Times, 1I, 328.

57 King to Buchanan, January 28, 1845, Buchanan Col=-
lection. '

68 King to Buchanan, April 30, September 26, 1845,
Buchanan Collection.




248

On April 16, 1845, King noted the flare-u1p in England
over Fresident Folk's Inaugural Message in which he declared
that the title of the United States to all of Oregon was une
questioned. King told Buchanan that he would yleld nothing
because of English threats, but he pointed out that the
Americen claim to all of Oregon was not so entirely free
.fram doubt as to Justify the.government in refusing an ad-
justment upon "aquitaple principles."™ King ﬁoped that the
fogE!:B;nth parallel of latitude might be extended to the
Faeific. If negotiations could not secure an agreement on
this line, he suggested that the guestion be submitted to
arbitration with an independent asnd impartial umpire, such
as the Emperor of Russia. To submit the question to arbi-
tration, King declared, would be the best way for the ad-
ministration to esScape censure from the American people for
the loss of any part of Oregon. The United States must keep
out of war if it could do so without sacrificing its rights,
but 1t mast not submit to greater evils than war‘sg King
reported that British bluster had produced s sensation in
France, but that the Oregon question wes remote and little
understood in France.80

On April 30 King again wrote Buchanan asbout the Oregon
problem, If the British sent an ultimatum, he declared,

50 King to Buchanan, April 16, 1848, Buchanan Collec-
tlion.

60 Zing to Buchanan, April 29, 1845, Dlspatches.
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"Negotiations must cease; for to such terms we can never sac-
cede,"™ But if the British were in a conecilistory mood, as
King believed they were, the United States should dlvide the
territory along the forty-ninth parallel of lstitude or
yield even more. Eing himsell would accept the "southern
shore of the straits of Fuces snd thus give to England the
vhole of Van Couver's Island." King admitted that the plan
would run into opposition from Americen public opinion,
which held thet the title of the United States to the whole
territory was unguestioned. For himself, however, King cone-
cluded that the title was not perfectly c¢lear and might well
be questioned. If such were the case, therroblam ghould be
aetfled by mubtual concessions and, if this plan failed, by
arbitration,®d

A few weeks later, King expressed the opinion that the
inglish were prepared to accept a compromise on the forty-
ninth parallel regardless of all the talk in Parliamant.
England did not desire war with the United States. She une
derstood well the conseguences which war would have on her
commerce and msnufactures. Her statesmen did not underrete
American resolution and knew full well the indomitable
gpirit and energy of the American people. England would,
therefore, resort to war only under compulsion. If Englend

proved coneillatory and the United States did not, the world

61 King to Buchanan, April 30, 1845, Buchenan Col-
lection.
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would conelude that the latter was grasping for territory
for which its c¢laims were unsound. If arbitration were re-
sorted to, either the Emperor of Russla or the King of
Prussia would give the United States a réir hearing. The
publie might condemn compromise for a time, but right action
would, in the end, win the support of the intelligence of
the oauntry.e2 A compromise settlement would "neither der-
ogate from our honor, nor effect [3157 injuriously our in-
terests, "%

On November 14, King reported that the French vere much
concerned over the Oregon problem, Louis Phillipe feared a
war between the United S5tates and England becaunse any war
between great powers might result in a general war., Xing
himself declared that private accounts, the attitude of the
British press, and public preparations all indicated that
the British were in earnest about thelr threats. bBut a cone
flict could probably be avoided by "honorable compromise.®
If the United 3tates was unwilling to compromise, she should
orepare for a "trial of arms," for neither side could hone-
orably give up all the disputed territory. In case of war,
King felt the French government would remain neutral ale
though the government would favor England while the general

62 King to Buchanen, /Hay or June, 1845/ Buchanan Col-
lection.

63 King to Buchanan, June 30, 1845, Buchanan Collec-
tion.
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public would sympathize with the United States.®4

King predicted that 1if Polk's Annual Message should be
in the same vein of his Inaugural, war would culte likely
occur., Already the British press was pouring full vials of
"wrath and indignation" on the government of the United
States. King regretted that the United States was not bet-
ter prepared to meet the first shock of war. If the United
States had improved fortifications and thirty or forty stesm
frigates, Eing would not fear a contest with “our Jealous
and arrogant Mother." The United S3tates, however, should
not make the mistake of thinking thet Englend would not
fight. True enough, England had troubles at home, but these
would vanish in the face of a popular war -~ and a war with
the United States would be "exceedingly popular.” He warned
Buchansn that Congress must make "extensive preparations to
meet the consequences” if the government did not plan to
take concilietory action. KXing expressed surprise that
Pakenhem had refused the compromise offered by the United
Stetes to extend the boundary along the Yorty-ninth parale
lel, Nor did he understand why the United 5tates refused to
accept arbitration. "The point of honor served,” he wrote,
"I do not see¢ the great importance of a strip more or less
on the ?acirie; as in the nature of things the vhole must

come under our controul, long before it could be

64 King to Buchanan, Ngvember 14, 1845, Dispatches.
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advantageously occupied by us,"®®

The President's Annusl Message created a sensation, and
King wrote that the United 3tates could "under no circum-
stances" depend on the friendship of Louis Phillipe. King
had concluded that the United States was obnoxious to Louis
' because 1t was a republic and because it was a rival of
England. The most that eould be hoped for was that publiec
sentiment in France would prevent the government from join-
ing England in hostlile measures. King still felt, however,
that the English government wanted war only 2s a "reluctant
alternative," It would keep the peace if it could do so
without giving the appearance of "tame submission." King
believed that the proposal to compromise on the forty-ninth
parallel was a good starting point and might be made "sub-
stentially the basis of an arrsogement.” In the meantime,
the United States should continue to prepare for war. King
urged especially the strengthening of a steam navy.se

Late in January King wrote Bucﬁannn urging that Cone
gress put an end to joint occupation in Oregon ss suggested
by President Folk. It should set up territorial government
in the area, however, only after a year's notice had ex-
pired. King belleved the British would propose a compromise
esasentially the same as that suggested by Polk. He thought

65 King to Buchanan, November 28, 1845, Buchanan Col-
lection.

66 King to Buchanan, January 1, 1846, Dispatches.
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Parliament would have approved the Folk plan if Fakenham had

transmitted it to that body. And if the United States showe
ed ifsalf "arrayed for confliect,” there was a mauch better

chance of sattlement.e7

King epproved the course of the United States in refus-

ing to accept a plan of arbitration suggested by Fakenham in

December, Aperdeen, he felt, had not expected the offer of

arbitration to be accepted. Hather he wanted to convince

Europe that Bngland was wllling to make a just settlement,
and he wanted more time for negobiation; King predicted
that Fakenham would scon make an offer which would be ace
ceptable in most respects. But he feared England might de-
mand perpetual freedom of navigation of the Columbia River.
This King would not grent without an eguivalent right for
the Unlted States to use the 8t. Lswrence. Fosslbly navie
gation for a period of ten years might be granted so that
the Northwest fur Company éould gradually withdraw its in-
terests which had grown up during joint occupation. "The
President,” he advised, "will certainly act with prudence,
by submitting the proposition whatever it may be, (unless
sltogether inadmissible) to the Senate, for the advice in
advance of that Body." Opponents of compromise would find
that they could make no politieal capital by arraying them-
selves against a measure that yielded little and extended

67 King to Buchanan, January 27, 1%3'%7, Buchenan Col~
lection; King to Buchanan, January 30, 1846, Dispatches.
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the boundary along the forty-ninth parallel. "The good
sense of the country," he concluded, "will apyrove of such a

settlement, 68

N

In June Pakenham presented a plan similsr to the one
King had predicted. 1t called for a boundary to be drawn
along the fortye-ninth parallel from the Rocky Mountains to
the Straits of Juan de Fuce and thence down the main channel
to the sea, with the stipulation that the Hudson's Bay Come
pany and other British owners were to keep their property
and that free use of the Columbia River would be granted for
their use. When King heard of the exect terms of the propo-
sal, he insisted thet the Unlted States should not meke a
"disgraceful surrender” of her rights., He preferred war to
granting perpetual navigation of the Columbla. He would go
along with the Senacte, however, if 1t should accept the
treaty without modification. 9 Despite hls earlier demands
for all of Oregon, Fresident Polk submitted the compromise
plan to the Senate without change, and 1t was accepted by a
vote of 38-12,70

King wrote Buchanan that the settlement had given gen-

eral satisfaction in Hurope, and that the French looked on

68 King to Buchanen, March 28, 1845, Buchanan Col-
lection. _

69 King to Buchanan, June 27, 1846, Buchanan Collec-
tion, . © g

70 Eugene Irving MeCormac, James K. Folk a Political
Biogra (Berkeley: the University of Callifornia Press,
s PP. 607=611,
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the United States ss "by no means losers in the settlement."
King felt that firmness of the American government had made
the treaty posaible.V1 The treaty, except for the navige-
tion clause, was about the same as the plan suggested by
King. King's advice probably influenced Buchanan's thinking
sbout the negotiations, for he at all times kept in close
touch with King on the subject.

- During the Oregon controversy King became involved in
a personsl aontfovaray with portions of the British and
French press and with French Foreign Minister Guigzot. Tﬁia
controveray grew out of a press attack on King and Calhoun
for stetements they had made in 1844 concerning King's cone
versations with Louls Phillipe and Guizot. When President
Polk, in his Annual Message of 1845, rebuked the Freneh and
English for their part in the Texas guestion, the government
press of both countries launched an attack on the United
Stetes and its representatives. King referred to some early
enti-American articles in the Journal des Débets, the French
ministerial organ, as outbreaks of "impotent spleen" that
reculred no official notioe.72 But when the Journal re-
printed a very critical article from the London Times on
January 4, he demanded an explanation. The article reads 1n

part as follows:

71 King to Buchanan, July 20, 1846, Dispatches.
72 King to Buchanan, January 1, 1846, Dispatches.
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My, Calhoun and Mr. King stated in their

officlal correspondence, with an assure

ance that has seldom been egqualled, that

they recelved from the King of the French

2 pledge that France would offer no oppo=

sltion to the work they had in hand. That

statement was utterly falsey for although

France, like England, did not conceive that

her interest in the province or state of

Texas was sufficlently strong to justify a

war against the aggressor, she did protest

as energetically as England, against the

violation of those prineiples which are the

basis and the safeguard of international

relations.73
King wrote Guigzot that, as the representative of the United
States, he could not stand by and allow his own and
Calhoun's veracity to be ouestioned in a newspaper which had
a degree of official eauthority. To remain silent, said he,
would be “"to manifest an unworthy indifference to private
reputation as well as to public consideration." He hoped
that Guizot would see fit to deny that the article had been
approved by the French government.v‘

Guigzot requested an interview with King in which the
French minister assured King that the Journal des Débats was
not the government organ and that the government should not
be held responsible for views expressed in it. King replied
that the Journal was considered the official orgsn and had
been described as such in the very article copied from the
Times. Unless Guizot was prepared to confirm the accuracy

of the statements found in his 1844 dispateh, King sald he

73 quoted in King to Guizot, Jenuary 4, 1846, Dis-
patches,

74 1bld.




267
would be compelled to suspend diplomatic relations with the
French government. Guigzot then promlsed to write a note
repeating the assurances he had given in 1844 that on the
Texas question France would do nothing hoatile to the United
States nor anything which would gilve just cause of com=-
plaint. He professed, however, not to remember saying that
France would not unite with England in protesting against
annexation and insisted that King had misunderstood him on
the subjects’®

The next day Gulzot sent King a letter marked "private"
‘in which he denied that the Journal des Débn;g was the gove
ernment orgen or that the government should be helﬁ respon-
slible for its statements, and assured King that the French
government had had no intention of doing anything which
might give the United 3tates just cause of oopplaintgvs
King replied that, despite the notation "private," he pre-
sumed he would be allowed to use the note in such a way as
to vindicate his character.’’ Recelving no answer, King
.ahowed the correspondence freely to Americans and other
friends in Paris and sent 1t to the State Department so that

the Washington government might take any action it chose, 18

76 King to Buchenan, Janusry 29, 1846, Dispatches.

76 Guizot to King, Jenuary ¢, 1846, Dlspatches.

™ King to Guizot, Jenuary 9, 1846, Idspatches.

78 King to Buchanen, January 29, 1846, Dispatches., The

correspondence was printed in Americen newspapers in Febru=-
ary. See Washington Lally Union, February 25, 1846.

-

-




268

The correspondence was also sent to Louis ncLané, Hinister
in London, for publication in London newspapers. King pre-
dicted that the publication would put an end to the
“calumny" which had been conducted by the London Times for
about a year.vg Baeause King_had allowed himself to be
drawn into the correspondence, one English newspaper called
him "sadly too thineskinned" and ssild that "a high diplo-
matic functionary ought to be above this,"80

Privately, King wrote Buchanan that Guizot had lied in
1844 when he said France planned no joint action with Enge
land and had lled again to cover up his first one. But
since Guizot had used words in the note identical to those
expressed in his 1844 dispateh, King was willing to accept
the note as a final settlement.®l GOuizet took the affair
with good grace and showed King more cordlality after the
event than he had shown before. He even attended a ball
given by King to celebrate Vashington's Birthday. 82 Ina
speech before the Chamber of Deputies, Guizot explained that

79 King to Buchansn, February 28, 1846, Dispatches.

80 EBuropean Iimes, guoted in ¥sshirngton Dally Union,
February 25, 1846,

81 King to Buchanan, January 27, 184/8/, Buchanan
Collection.

82 King to Buchsnen, March 28, 1846, Buchanan Col-
lection.
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France had interfered in Texas because the United States was
growing stronger and needed to be watched with a vigilant
eye so that the equilibrium could be maintained in America,S8®

As the last rumblings of the Texas controversy were dye-
ing away in 1846, the Mexican Var erupted, As in the annexe
ation controversy, the United States feared that England and
France might talke 2 hostile stand, For the third time in
~his two-year tenure at Paris, King used his influence to
prevent France from interfering in the affairs of the United
States,

On June 1, 1846, King wrote Buchanan that it was too
early to predict exactly what reactions would be abroad. He
felt, however, that the "promptitude and energy displayed by
the American government” in the emergency would have a fa-
vorébla influence on European opinion. He proposed to ime
press on the French government that the United States had
entered the contest “with great reluctance after much for-
bearance” and that while it proposed to prosecute the war
with vigor both by land and sea, 1t had entered the conflict
solely for the purpose of "conquering an honorable and pere
manant peace.” In his opinion, the feelings of the French
government would be adverse to the United States in the war,
partly from antlipathy to the repﬁblican cause and partly
from devotion to the Engllish alliance, Nevertheless, there

83 King to Buchanan, January 30, 1846, Dispatches,
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was no ground to fear hostlle interference because the
PFrench people, already irritated by the government's stand
on the Texas cuestion, would not support such = move. He
noted that Gulizot, in 2 recent debate, had proelaimed the
high respect he felt for the United States and had reiter-
ated the determination of the French government to follow a
neutral course. loreover,Louls Fhillipe assured King of the
friendship he felt for the United States. Louis Phillipe
had expressed regret that hostilities had begun, but assured
King of his "firm determination to abstain from all partici-
pation, direct or indirect, in the contest."84

Eing reported in June that Ameriecan advances under
General Zachary Taylor had produced a striking change In the
tone of publie opinion in France, American institutions
were no longer deemed ill sdapted to military emergencles.
Europeans hadé ceased to sneer at the defenseless condition
of the Unlted States or to ridicule its pecple as vain
boasteras. He still felt, however, that the French govern=
ment was unfriendly to the United 3tates. Although the King
declared that he would take no part in the contest, he had
mede simliler protestations in 1844 when he was actually pure
suing another course. King believed, however, that no
"steps of open hostility" would be taken by France unless
England should interfere. In such & case, the diplomacy of
France would likely be directed in a similer channel. One

84 King to Buchanen, June 1, 1846, Dispatches.
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of the editors of the ministerial Journsl des Débnts had

- recently remarked that he doubted vhether the European
powers would "look patiently on the threatened conquest or
mitilation of Mexico." OSuch an attitude was probably a
reflection of offiecial opinion. Guigzot informed King that
the French squadron in the Gulf of Mexico had been strength-
ened for the purpose of protecting French commerce, but King
surmised that the move had polltleal significance. The
French still favored maintaining eguilibrium in America and
would likely oppose any Americon accession of territory.
American policy ahﬂuld'he aimed at kee¢ping the friendship of
the French people even though the Fpench government might
be hostile.85 ' '

| In a dispatch dated July 20, 1846, King took s hopeful
view of the conflict, Commending the government for fighte g%
ing a vigorous war, he pointed out that the blows 1nflietad
on Mexico had been felt in Europe slso. They had proved
that Americsns could fight when provoked. "Vhatever may be
the disposition of this government with respect to the masine
tainence of the 'balance of power' in the American hemi-
sphere,” he now declared, "it will not venture to take any
active part against the United States in the difficulties
with the Mexican republic." Louis Phillipe hed said in a
recent conversation that Mexico had been hoping for help

856 King to Buchanan, June 30, 1846, Dispatches; King to
Buchanan, June £7, 1846, Buchanan Collection.
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from Europe; but when King asked him about French sentiment,
Louls declared "in a most emphatic and explleit manner, thet
no such assistance would be rendered by France" and probably
not by England.'as

On July 15, 1846, Eing formally recquested the State
Department for a reocall from his ministerial post. He
pointed out that the settlement of the Oregon cuestion re-
moved the last remaining canse that threatened to involve
the United States in serious difficultlies in Furope and that
he no longer felt "econstrained by a sense of public duty" to
remain at the post. On August 12 Buchanen sent him a letter
of recall, and on September 15 King took his leave of the
French Fing,87

In Paris King had been commended for his generosity and
hospitelity. ZEnterteinments at his residence in Faris were
attended by many of the distinguished resldents of the city,
As a host Kiné was all affability, snd the entertainment
- was profuse.aB The ball he gave to celebrate Washington's
Birthday in 1846 was called "one of the most splendld af-

fairs of the season,” It was attended by upwards of four

86 King to Buchsnen, July 20, 1846, Dispatches.

87 Eing to Buchanan, July 15, 1846, Dispatches;
Buchanan to King, August 12, 1846, Instructlionsj HKartin to
Buchanan, October 1, 1846, Dispatches. King had politlecal
reasons for réturning to the United States in 18463 he exw
pected to seek re~election to the Unlted States Senate.

88 Washington Lollar Globe, COotober 23, 1844, quoting
New York Hepublic.
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hundred of the elite of ?nriq soclety together with the emi-
nent Americans resident in Paris, 8 King wrote Buchanan
that his expenses for his first year in Paris amounted to
$22,000., Such expenses, he pointed out, were necessary to
entertain the "numerous countrymen” who floecked to Paris, 90

. King's return home very nesrly ended in tragedy. Take
ing his leave of Louls Phillipe on September 15 and of Paris
on September 16, he proceeded to Liverpool where he embarked
on the stesmer Great Britain on September 22. The day was
fine end the wind feir, end the 180 passengers aboard were
in high spirits, hoping for a good voyage. But on the first
night out the ship struck a ledge of rock off the north -
coast of Ireland. Imbedded on the reef, the ship listed
heavily but remained afloat. The next dey the passengers
féund out that land was nearby. Eing and his party were
taken to Belfast and then to Liverpool. Here, they took
passage on the packet shlp Egﬁ,gngg.gl King reached the
United States in early November after an absence of more
then two years.??

During his tenure abroad, King had performed a valuable

89 Niles' Register, LXX (March 21, 1846), 48.

80 Eing to Buchanan, lNyvember 14, 1844, Buchanan Cole-
lecticn. :

91 King to Buchanan, October 1, 1846, Buchanan Collece
tion.

92 vashington Dally National Intelligencer, November
10, 1846.
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service for the United States. Beginning his mlsslion at the
time vhen France and England were seeking to prevent the an-
nexation of Texas, he convineced the French government that
intervention was en unwise policy and received assurance
that France would not act in & manner unfriendly to the
United States. This promise of Prench acoulescence in ane
nexation was a vital step in the acquisition of Texas, At
the time of the Oregon controversy, King again exerted nim-
self to prevent'France from joining the side of Great
Britain, and again he was'sucogaérul in preventing French
intervention in opposition to the United States. Flnally,
remaining in France untll the Mexiean Var had been in pro=-
gress several months, King exerted the influence of his of-
flce on France, and she declded not to oppose American pol-
icy. Few other ministers to France c¢an boast of having
successfully handled three such gquestlions as those of Texas,

Oregon, end the Mexlcan Var,
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