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waga concerned wlith the Anglo-Americen power conflict over Cen-
tral Amerilca.

The New York Sun of May 18, 1856, gave some indication of

American feeling on British encroachment in Central America. It

observed:

For years the great aim of British policy in Central America has
been to obtain a controlling influence in all the Central Ameri-
can. 3tates. Fngland's aggression in that quarter hes been
steedlly pursued, with the view of strengthening her political
power and bringling under her control the most avellable routes
to the Pacific. She hss robbed Hondurss, intrigued in Custemszla,
inflamed the envy and ambltion of Costa Rica, dictated to Nica-
ragua, setting up pretensions to the Mosquito Coest, and seiring
the only Nicaragua port on the Atlantic side, and now she ig en-
Geavering by covert neans to crush the democratic party in Nica-
ragua beceuse that party has always expressed its preference for
the United States.44

As has already been recounted, ViJil's reception was a result of
American deslire to get revenge on the British for furnlshing the
Cogsta Ricans with arms and ammunition, demonstrating that antag-
onlism definitely existed in Central America. The Crampton af-.
fair had also served to inflame the Uﬂited States, as John Cramp-
ton, knglish HMinlister to the United States, had been accused of
recruiting for the dritish armies in the United State8.45 At the
tlme Oaksmith was seeking recognition, negotiations had begun be-
tween the United States and Great Britaln to seitle differences,

principally over Central America. These negotiations were, of

44, Yew York Sun, May 16, 1858.

45. The best study of the Crambton affair 1s Richard YW, Van
Alstyne, "John F. Crampton, Conepirator or Dupe?" The American
Historical Review, XLI (1936), 493-502.
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course, the Dallas-Clarendon talks.

In order to clarify the 1ssues involved in these talks, it
1s necegsary to sketch briefly .how the antagonlstic situation
evolved in Central America. In 1848 Great Britain had seized the
Nicaraguan port of San Juan del Norte and had establlshed a pro-
tectorate over the Mosquito Indians along what had formerly been
the coastline of Nicaragua. Ostensibly, the protectorate was es-
tablished to protect the Mosqulito king from the Nlcaraguans, but
in reality the British hoped to gain control of the eastern ter-
minus of the proposed Nicaragusn canal. The question of the Bay
Islands and Belize {British Honduras) and the British right to
these possessions also was ralsed after the British had estab-
lished‘them ag a crown colony. The United States, in lieu of
the Monroe Doctrine, was opposed to British encroachment in the
Central American area, although its attitude toward the British
wag, from a broad point of view, conciliatory.46 To settle these
problems in Central America, the Claytbn.Bulwer treaty of 1850
was signed. )

The provisions of the treaty proved to be ambiguous and open
to different interpretations. The treaty read that neither coun-
try was to occupy, colonize, or exercise dominlion over any part
of Central America. Clayton, the American negotiator, interpreted
the provision as being retroactive. This would mean that the

British would have to give up all of their protectorates and

46. Perkins, op. cit., p. 197.
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colonies in tﬁe area. On the other hanid, Bulwer, the British ne-
gotiator, did not interpret the provislon as being retroactive,
making 1t unnecessary to giie ap the~proteotorate.47 Even after
the signing of the treaty, difficulties still existed in the Cen-
tral American cockpit.

Further events in the area after 1850 had gserved to sharpen
the differences of the United States and Great Britain. In 1854,
Greytown, the new name for the Nicaraguan port of San Juan del
Norte, was bombarded by an American ship, again heightening the
tension between the two countries. Yalker's entry into Nlicaragus
in 1855 was another event that served to strain relations between
the Unlted States and Great Britalin in the Central American area.
It became apparent that some sort of agreement was necessary con-
cerning the area.

To iron out these difficulties, negotlations were begun be-
tween George Dallas, Americ&n Minister in London, and Lord Clar-
endon of the British Foreign Office. The three principal 1ssues
were the right of Great Britain to Bellize, to the Bay Islands off
the coast of Honduras, and to the protectorate over the Mosquito

coast.48

The United States was willing to recognize the right of
Great Britain to Bellize. The United States was also willing to

let Honduras and Great Britain settle the Bay Islande issue. A

47. Richard Van Alstyne, "British Diplomacy and the Clayton-
Bulwer Treaty, 1850-1860," The Journal of Modern History, XI
(1939), 154-157. -

48. Williams, op. cit., pp. 226-227,
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Honduran diplomat, Herrdn, joined the discussions for this pur-
pose, and thus only one problem really remained. That was the
question of the Mosqulto prétectorate. and its solution did not
appear difficult.%®

Despite the relative ease with which a settlement over the
lMosqulito coast might be obtained, Walker's presence in Nicaragua
Placed a great deal of pressure on the Unlted States government.
If the United States rendered officlal recognition or gave of-
ficlal support to the Walker cause, 1t would be a demonstration
of bad faith on the part of the United States. It would also
show & deslre of the government to change the status quo in
Central America. This in turn would make the British more re-
luctant to glve up thelr claim on the Mosquito coast, which they
seemed very willlng to relinquish. It was in this sort of dip-
lomatlc climate that Oaksmith was attempting to secure recog-
nition.

Oaksmith clearly understood why he had no success 1n obtain-
ing recognition. On September 11 he notified Fermin Ferrer, Nic-
araguan Secretary of State, that “delicate negotliations® delayed

50

recognition. On September 23 after he had been refused by

Marcy, Oaksmith wrote to Walker that negotlations between the

49, VWilllams asserts that the Britlsh wished to be rid of
the troublesome Mosquito Territory for they were on flimsy
Juridical ground in obtalnlng the protectorate in the first place.
Williams, op. cit., p. 219.

50. Appleton Oeksmith to Fermin Ferrer, New York, September
11, 1856. Oaksmith Papers, D. U, L.
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United States and Great Britain had delayed hls reception. 0Oak-
smith gave other reasons for his not being received. He main-
tain;d that the Presidential campalign and the adjournment of Con-
gress combined with the bad news coming out of Nlcaraéua caused
Marcy not to recelve him, Hé emphasized, however, that it was
the Dallas~Clarendon talks that really contributed to his non-
recOgnition.51

It is sufflclent to state that the Dallas-Clarendon talks,
ultimately resulting in the Dallaé-CIarendon Convention, never
were put into effect, as the Convention was defeated by the
United States Senate in 1857. The fact remains that these ne-
gotlatlions were golng on while Oaksmith was attempting to secure
recognition. Consequently, Oeksmith falled to be recognized and
to realize the aim of Nicaraguan diplomacy.

Qakamith wasg very irate over his failure {0 obtaln recog-
nitlion. - The state of his thinking 18 very well 1llustrated in
a letter he wrote to ¥Walker in Octobex. He advocated violent
action againat Honduree as the only way to obtain.a Just settle-
ment over boundary digputes with that country. He looked upon
the agreement that had been made between Honduras and Great Brit-
2in and that had been sanctioned by the United States as "more
detrimental to the interests of the United States than that abor-
tion which they phrlstened 'Clayton and Bulwer.'® Realizing that

American acquliescence in the British-Honduran agreement was, in

51. Appleton Oaksmith to Willlam Walker, New York, September
23, 1856. Oaksmith Papers, D. U. L.
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effect, a glap in the face to Walker and hls aims in Nlcaraguse,
Cakemith angrily wrote that 1f the Unlted States dld agree to a
final settlement of the Central American guestion,they would be.

turning their back on the Monroe Doctrine, putting sn inseparable
barrier between themselves and Americans in Nicaragua, and getting
fing} bcundaries to the natural expansion of her people. In e
last word, he wrote: *If necessary for self-preservation, Nica-
ragua should congquer the states which oppose 1t."52 This last
statement of Caksmith on foreign policy fell on deaf ears, for
Walker was hopelesgsly locked in a life and death struggle with

the Central American allles and the Hivae faction within Nlca-
ragua.

The ill-success of the Walker forces caused press reaction
to be antagonistic toward the Nicaraguan cause. Very few news-
papers gave Caksmith's refusal by Marcy any publicity at sall,
but the New York Daily Times obeserved:

APPLETON OAKSMITH has not been recelved though appointed
regularly to succeed V1Jil and relleve Helss. But why not? I
have been unable to obtain any satisfaction therefor. Certainly
no official step has been taken to withdraw PIERCE'S recognition
of the Nicaragua Government. Why then not receive OAKSMITH?53

In October Osksmith was replaced by Fermfn Ferrer, the for-

mer Secretary of State for Nicaragua, but Ferrer never presented

S52. Appleton Oaksmith to Willlam Walker, New York, October
12, 1856. OCaksmith Papers, D. U, L.

53. New York Daily Times, November 29, 1856.
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credentials, and he accomplished nothing for “Walker diplomatical-
1y. .

In any case, the activities of Appieton Caksmith as a fill-

buster diplomat give an indlication of the difficulties that
Walker's ministers faced. Hore signiflcant l1ls that through an
analysis of the efforts of Caksmith to obtain recognition, &
clearer picture of the Anglo-American power conflict in Central
America can be secured. Flnally, the rgilure of Nicaraguan di-
pPlomacy can be pointed to as one explanation of why the Velker

scheme for z Central American emplre falled.
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BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE

The principal written gources, printed and manuscript, have
been included in the bibliography, but one of the writer'!s most
important sources of information was conversations and interviews
with those who had some knowledge of Appleton Qaksmith. The most
valuable conversations were conducted on December 13, 1951, with
Ceraldine Oaksmith, and on April 12 and 13, 1952, in Brooklyn,
New York, with Dorothy Agrillo and Geraldine Oaksmith., Other
helpful interviews were carried on with Captain I. J. Barney of
Managfield Park, North Carolina, and Leelie Davis of Beaufort,
North Carolina. Wlthout the information offered by these people,
many intimate facts about Oaksmith's life could not have been as-
certained. Recognitlon should be given to them as an important

source of informstion.
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