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Thesis Abstract 

 

 This study looks at [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ ŀǎ Coreign Secretary, in 

Robert PeelΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ 1841-46.  The tenure is first contextualised by an 

ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ΨƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƳŀǇΩΣ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜǎ 

and reasoning behind Conservative foreign policy.  The study then engages with 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘŜŀƭƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǘ provides an alternative interpretation of 

the Anglo-French entente.  It considers !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ 

to Russia and tƘŜ Ψ9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΩ ǿƘƛŎƘ, along with Chapter Two, treads 

historiographical terra incognita.  .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŜƴƎŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀ is then 

analysed; the discord of preceding years, various festering diplomatic sores, and 

!ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƘŀŘ combined to throw relations into sharp focus. 

 This study re-examines archives that have, for the most part, been long 

neglected or examined in the light of historiographical debates long superseded by 

new developments.  Where the present methodology varies from previous works is 

that different questions are being asked of the material in accordance with the new 

contexts in which Aberdeen and Conservative foreign policy are considered: these 

relate ǘƻ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴǎ ŘǊŀǿƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ΨƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƳŀǇΩ and to 

the wider objectives of the Conservative government. 

 This approach facilitates a stǳŘȅ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ is 

analysed on its own terms.  The historiography has hitherto largely used 

Palmerstonian and/or liberal contexts as the parameters of debate about the 

foreign policy of the Peel administration, which only served to distort conclusions.  

¢Ƙƛǎ ǎǘǳŘȅΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ leads it to consider a rational and competent Foreign 

Secretary whose policy dovetailed with the objectives of the Conservative 

government and was crucial in helping Peel to deliver them.  A consistent set of 

principles ran through foreign policy dealings ς albeit with a flexibility reserved for 

the means by which they were applied ς not least a focus on the maintenance and 

extension of mercantile intercourse as a means by which to consolidate and protect 

British power.  These observations help lead the study to consider a 

reinterpretation of Aberdeen and the Peel government, and to ask new questions 

about mid nineteenth-century Conservatism. 
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Chapter One: Introduction 

 

The period between 1841 and 1846 was an eventful one in British politics.  

Sir wƻōŜǊǘ tŜŜƭΩǎ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŎŀƳŜ ǘƻ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǎŜŜƪƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƘŜŀƭǘƘΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ǘǊŀŘŜ ǎƭǳƳǇ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘŜ муолǎ ŀƴŘ 

early 1840s was exacerbated by the profligacy of the preceding Whig government; 

Britain was left with a huge budget deficit and a discontented population.1  The 

Řǳŀƭ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƻŦ ƛƳǇǊƻǾƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ǊŜŘǳŎƛƴƎ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ 

debt placed pressure on the Conservatives who faced all the normal challenges of 

nineteenth-century government.  Simmering Irish discontent boiled over during the 

Ǉƻǘŀǘƻ ŦŀƳƛƴŜ ƛƴ мупрΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƛƴŎƛŘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ ōŜƭƛŜŦ ǘƘŀǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ 

tariff system was holding back economic development, leading the government to 

repeal the Corn Laws, which had hitherto placed prohibitive duties on the import of 

foreign corn and protected prices for British farmers.  Repeal was a divisive 

measure that alienated much of the Conservative party faithful and precipitated the 

demise of the Peel administration.  Many historians have been drawn to study 

ǘƘŜǎŜ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ 

pivotal phase in British politics, when an era dominated by Conservative 

governments gave way to the largely liberal age of the mid-nineteenth century.2  

The conduct of foreign policy has not always attracted the same level of 

historiographical attention, which is surprising given that 1841-1846 was also a 

significant period in BritaƛƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ 

oversaw the initiation of the first Anglo-French entente, at a time when a pro-

French policy was identified more with the Whig Party.  In the United States, the 

ŜƳŜǊƎŜƴǘ ŘƻŎǘǊƛƴŜ ƻŦ ΨaŀƴƛŦŜǎǘ 5ŜǎǘƛƴȅΩ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ŜȄŀŎŜǊōŀǘŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ŘƛǎǇǳǘŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ 

British North America.  British policy makers were also challenged by tensions with 

Russia relating to the fate of the Ottoman Empire. 

                                                           
1
 ! ŦŀƳƻǳǎ ǎǳƳƳŀǊȅ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƛƭƭǎΣ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭƭȅ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ мупоΣ ǿŀǎ ¢Φ /ŀǊƭȅƭŜΣ Past and 

Present (New York, Gotham Library edition, 1965).  
2
 See, for example, T. Crosby, {ƛǊ wƻōŜǊǘ tŜŜƭΩǎ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ (London, 1976); P. Adelman, Peel and 

the Conservative Party 1830-1850 (London, 1989); A. Howe, Free Trade and Liberal England 1846-
1946 (Oxford, 1997); C. Schonhardt-Bailey, From the Corn Laws to Free Trade: Interests, Ideas and 
Institutions in Historical Perspective (Massachusetts, 2006); J. Charmley, A History of Conservative 
Politics since 1830 (London, 2

nd
 edition, 2008). 
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The foremost sources of interest in the study of nineteenth-century foreign 

policy remain practitioners such as Lord Palmerston, William Gladstone, Benjamin 

Disraeli and Lord Salisbury, all of whom attract significant attention.3  Whilst the 

subjects of study have remained largely the same, however, there have been recent 

works that point towards a historiographical shift in the way that foreign policy is 

approached by historians.  5ŀǾƛŘ .ǊƻǿƴΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ on Palmerston has explored the 

relationship between foreign and domestic policy in the 1840s and 1850s, as well as 

thŜ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ΨƘƛƎƘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨƭƻǿΩ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ǊŜŎŜƴǘƭȅ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘ Ƙƛǎ 

analysis in a full biography.4  .ǊƻǿƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻach to Palmerstonian policy pieced 

together the multifarious influences upon it, thereby avoiding the bureaucratic 

portrayal of politicians that often results from a focus upon diplomatic minutiae.  

Widening the scope to contextualise Palmerstonism within the wider political 

ǿƻǊƭŘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎȅƳōƛƻǘƛŎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ, 

further represented a move away from the traditional accounts of diplomatic 

intercourse. 

                                                           
3
 Post-1980 publications relating to Palmerston include, in chronological order, K. Bourne, 

Palmerston: The Early Years, 1784-1841 (London, 1982); M. Chamberlain, Lord Palmerston (Cardiff, 
1987); E. Steele, Palmerston and Liberalism, 1855-1865 (Cambridge, 1991); G. Billy, tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 
Foreign Policy: 1848 (New York, 1993); D. Brown, Palmerston and the Politics of Foreign Policy 1846-
55 (Manchester, 2002); P. Ziegler, Palmerston (London, 2003); J. Chambers, tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΥ Ψ¢ƘŜ 
tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ 5ŀǊƭƛƴƎΩ (London, 2004); Brown, Palmerston: A Biography (London, 2010); L. Fenton, 
Palmerston and The Times: Foreign Policy, the Press and Public Opinion in Mid-Victorian Britain 
(London, 2013).  For Gladstone see, for example, P. Butler, Gladstone, Church, State and 
Tractarianism: A Study of his Religious Ideas and Attitudes, 1809-1859 (Oxford, 1982); R. Shannon, 
Gladstone, in 2 volumes (London, 1982-1999); H. Matthew, Gladstone, in 2 volumes (Oxford, 1986-
1997); E. Feuchtwanger, Gladstone (London, 1988); T. Jenkins, Gladstone, Whiggery, and the Liberal 
Party, 1874-1886 (Oxford, 1988); A. Ramm, William Ewart Gladstone (Cardiff, 1989); M. Winstanley, 
Gladstone and the Liberal Party (London, 1990); E. Biagini, Liberty, Retrenchment and Reform: 
Popular Liberalism in the Age of Gladstone, 1860-1880 (Cambridge, 1992); D. Bebbington, William 
Ewart Gladstone: Faith and Politics in Victorian Britain (Michigan, 1993); R. Jenkins, Gladstone 
(London, 1995); Biagini, Gladstone (London, 2000); M. Partridge, Gladstone (London, 2003); R. 
Shannon, Gladstone: God and Politics (London, 2007).  For Disraeli see, for example, T. Braun, 
Disraeli the Novelist (London, 1981); R. Blake, 5ƛǎǊŀŜƭƛΩǎ DǊŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊΥ .ŜƴƧŀƳƛƴ 5ƛǎǊŀŜƭƛ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Iƻƭȅ 
Land, 1830-31 (London, 1982); J. Vincent, Disraeli (Oxford, 1990); R. Shannon, The Age of Disraeli, 
1868-1881: The Rise of Tory Democracy (London, 1992); S. Weintraub, Disraeli: A Biography (London, 
1993); J. Ridley, The Young Disraeli (London, 1995); C. Eldridge, Disraeli and the Rise of a New 
Imperialism (Cardiff, 1996); T. Jenkins, Disraeli and Victorian Conservatism (London, 1996); E. 
Feuchtwanger, Disraeli (London, 2000); C. Hibbert, Disraeli: A Personal History (London, 2004); D. 
Hurd and E. Young, Disraeli: Or, The Two Lives (London, 2013).  For Salisbury see, for example, Lord 
Blake and H. Cecil, Salisbury: The Man and his Policies (London, 1987); A. Roberts, Salisbury: 
Victorian Titan (London, 1999); M. Bentley, [ƻǊŘ {ŀƭƛǎōǳǊȅΩǎ ²ƻǊƭŘΥ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ 
Late-Victorian Britain (Cambridge, 2001); D. Steele, Lord Salisbury: A Political Biography (London, 
2001); E. Midwinter, Salisbury (London, 2006).    
4
 Brown, Palmerston and the Politics of Foreign Policy 1846-55; Palmerston: A Biography.  
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Jonathan ParryΩǎ work epitomised the changing approach to foreign policy 

demonstrated by Brown.5  tŀǊǊȅΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ English Liberalism and Europe 

examined the practical and philosophical grounding of Victorian liberal policy and, 

ƛƴ ŘƻƛƴƎ ǎƻΣ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ Ƙƻǿ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭǎΩ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ƳƻǊŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǘǊƛƻǘƛǎƳ 

led them to try and impose British values upon the international system.  ParǊȅΩǎ 

ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǿŀǎ Ψǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎΣ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴΣ ƛƳǇŜǊƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ LǊƛǎƘ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ŀƭƭ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ 

similar underlying themes ς of the responsibility of political leaders and the political 

nation to form a strong and beneficent national community on healthy principƭŜǎΦΩ6  

This extract reflected a further historiographical shift, by which foreign and 

domestic policy ς ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ŀƴ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ς were 

treated as part of the overarching and interrelated approach of a government, 

rather than being considered as separate entities. 

There has also been a recent resurgence of interest in the foreign policy of 

later Conservative governments of the nineteenth century, led by both Angus 

Hawkins and what one might call the ΨNorwich SchoolΩ of historians.7  These authors 

have taken a similarly panoramic approach to that of Brown and Parry, turning the 

spotlight on the Conservative Party after its split over the Corn Laws.  Until recently, 

that era had lived out its historiographical afterlife in the shadow of Disraeli, but 

thorough studies of other key Conservative players, such as the fourteenth and 

fifteenth Earls of Derby, have helped to show the existence and execution of 

coherent Conservative policies based around a restraint that Disraeli never 

exhibited, nor wished to exhibit: foreign governments were not to be provoked in 

the name of prestige through interference in their internal affairs or by geopolitical 

brinksmanship.  In pursuing such a policy ς although never to the extent that British 

interests were consciously compromised ς money might be saved, and the 

                                                           
5
 J. Parry, The Politics of Patriotism: English Liberalism, National Identity and Europe, 1830-1886 

(Cambridge, 2006). 
6
 Ibid, p. 2. 

7
 J. Vincent (ed.), A Selection from the Diaries of Edward Henry Stanley, 15

th
 Earl of Derby (1826-

1893): between September 1869 and March 1878 (London, 1994); J. Charmley, Splendid Isolation?  
Britain and the Balance of Power 1874-1914 (London, 1999); A. Hawkins, The Forgotten Prime 
Minister: The Fourteenth Earl of Derby, in 2 volumes (Oxford, 2007-8); G. Hicks, Peace, War and 
Party Politics: The Conservatives and Europe 1846-1859 (Manchester, 2007); G. Hicks (ed.), 
Conservatism and British Foreign Policy, 1820-1920: The Derbys and their World (London, 2011); G. 
Hicks, J. Charmley and B. Grosvenor (eds.), Documents on Conservative Foreign Policy, 1852-1878 
(Cambridge, 2012). 



9 
 

international system that protected British security and pre-eminence might be 

preserved.8  WƻƘƴ /ƘŀǊƳƭŜȅΩǎ 1999 work looked at these themes in relation to the 

fifteenth Earl.9  In his two-volume biography of the fourteenth Earl, Angus Hawkins 

explored this restrained variety of Conservatism.10  Geoffrey Hicks developed this 

theme in his work, examining Conservative foreign policy in the years after the Peel 

government, in part by considering its close relationship to domestic affairs, as 

Brown and Parry had done regarding liberal subjects. 

There have been recent publications that explored the politics of the Peel 

government: Richard Gaunt has authored a biography of Peel, Edward McNeilly has 

written a PhD thesis on the Conservatives and France and, in a short analysis, 

Laurence Guymer has explored British foreign policy-making towards Spain.11  

Whilst these works demƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜ ŀ ǊŜƴŜǿŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

second tenure at the Foreign Office, that tenure receives limited coverage, and it 

remains to be re-examined in light of the historiographical shift exemplified by 

historians such as Brown, Parry and Hicks. 

¢ƘŜ ƻōƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƛǎ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ 

Office as a prism through which to examine the nature of Conservative foreign 

policy during the Peel administration.  This endeavour inevitably involves analysis of 

the role of the individual, but contextualised within the domestic and international 

objectives of the Conservative government.  The observations of recent historians 

about the coherence of an alternative Conservative approach to foreign policy ς 

neither the Conservatism of Disraeli, nor the liberalism of Palmerston ς can thus be 

considered in relation to the Peel government.  This study will, therefore, re-

ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ƻŦ ΨƘƛƎƘΩ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƛƴ ŀƴ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ǇƛŜŎŜ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ raison 

ŘΩşǘǊŜ of Conservative foreign pƻƭƛŎȅΦ  ΨIƛƎƘΩ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ǘƘŜ 

ubiquitous historiographical feature that it once was but, as a survey of the 

historiography demonstrates, such a study is needed. 
                                                           
8
 {ŜŜΣ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ IƛŎƪǎΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ {ǘǊǳƎƎƭŜ ŦƻǊ {ǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅΥ ¢ƘŜ CƻǳǊǘŜŜƴǘƘ 9ŀǊƭ ŀƴŘ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΣ мурн-мусуΩΣ ƛƴ 

Hicks (ed.), The Derbys and Their World, p. 82. 
9
 Charmley, Splendid Isolation? 

10
 IŀǿƪƛƴǎΩ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 5ƛǎǊŀŜƭƛŀƴ ƴŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊȅ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǎƳ ǿŀǎ ǇŀǊǘƭȅ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŜŘ 

by use of the hitherto neglected papers at the Liverpool Record Office.  
11

 R. Gaunt, Sir Robert Peel: The Life and Legacy (bŜǿ ¸ƻǊƪΣ нлмлύΤ 9Φ aŎbŜƛƭƭȅΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎ 
and France, 1827-мупсΩ ό/ŀƳōǊƛŘƎŜΣ tƘ5Σ нлммύΤ [Φ DǳȅƳŜǊΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ ²ŜŘŘƛƴƎ tƭŀƴƴŜǊǎΥ [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ 
Henry Bulwer, and the Spanish Marriages, 1841-мупсΩΣ Diplomacy and Statecraft, xxi, 2010. 
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Aberdeen and Conservatism: A Historiographical Overview 

 

 George Hamilton-Gordon, the fourth Earl of Aberdeen, was Foreign 

Secretary under the Duke of Wellington from May 1828 to November 1830 and 

under Robert Peel from September 1841 to July 1846.  He also undertook a 

diplomatic mission to Napoleonic Europe, 1813-1814, and sat in the Cabinet as 

tŜŜƭΩǎ /ƻƭƻƴƛŀƭ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊǘ-lived Conservative government of December 

1834-April 1835.  It is for his spell as Prime Minister of a divided coalition 

government (December 1852-January 1855) and ǘƘŀǘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ 

for the unpopular Crimean War, however, that Aberdeen is primarily remembered.  

He went to the grave fearful that his hitherto sound and respected political 

reputation had fallen alongside the ill-equipped and badly led troops in the Crimea 

and, perhaps inevitably by virtue of his ultimate accountability for Crimean 

shortcomings, his fears would come to be realised. 

The historiographical developments of the nineteenth and twentieth 

centuries helped to marginalise the study of Lord Aberdeen and to hinder 

understanding of wider Conservatism thereby.  Initial studies were penned by his 

political rivals, and this phenomenon gradually fused with the work of generations 

of historians whose interests and sympathies lay with liberal policy.  The Second 

World War marked something of a shift as it helped to precipitate the contraction 

of the Empire and of national self-confidence, which contributed to a climate in 

which those with more conciliatory methods, such as Aberdeen, were seen to offer 

lessons in a world increasingly focused upon international cooperation.  

Nevertheless, Aberdeen still received only a fraction of the attention afforded to his 

contemporaries. 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎŀŘŜǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ŘƛǎŀǎǘŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ǊƛƳŜŀ ŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ Řeath in 

1860, his reputation descended, in no small part due to the authors of such history 

as there was and where they focused their attentions.  Stratford Canning, who 

frequently clashed with Aberdeen over the Eastern Question and also criticised his 

policy in Western Europe, benefited from Stanley Lane-tƻƻƭŜΩǎ ŀŘƳƛǊƛƴƎ ǘǿƻ-
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volume Life of Stratford Canning.12  Orientalist Lane-Poole cast Aberdeen as the 

villain for his clashes with Stratford, perhaps unsurprisingly given the romanticism 

with which Lane-Poole viewed the subjects of his study.13  {ǘǊŀǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ 

biographers would continue Lane-tƻƻƭŜΩǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΥ 9ƭƛȊŀōŜǘƘ aŀƭŎƻƭƳ-

{ƳƛǘƘ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀǎ ΨǘƛƳƛŘ ŀƴŘ ƘŜǎƛǘŀǘƛƴƎΩΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǎƻ ƛƴ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴ 

with Stratford; Leo Byrne argued much the same.14 

Shortly after Lane-tƻƻƭŜΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 

diary of Lord Ellenborough.15  [ƻǊŘ tǊƛǾȅ {Ŝŀƭ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ōŜƎƛƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 

government in January 1828, Ellenborough coveted the Foreign Office in the 

government reshuffle that followed the resignation of many so-called Ψliberal 

ConservativesΩ that June.  !ƴƴƻȅŜŘ ŀǘ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ 

ƛƴǘƻƭŜǊŀƴǘ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŎƛƭƛŀǘƻǊȅ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ς Ellenborough was far more 

confrontational and nationalistic ς the diary portrayed Aberdeen as weak and 

incompetent.  These charges, reinforcing those made by Lane-Poole, have stuck: 

the diary was uncritically proclaimed as an accurate and reliable indicator of 

contemporary political life as recently as 1998.16 

Lane-Poole and 9ƭƭŜƴōƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ǿƻǊƪǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ [ƻǊŘ 

Palmerston and his biographers who cast the longest historiographical shadow over 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎŀǊŜŜǊΦ  tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΣ ǘƘǊŜŜ ǘƛƳŜǎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ όмуол-4, 1835-1841 

and 1846-1852) and twice Prime Minister (1855-8 and 1859-1865), attracted 

numerous studies by virtue of his extended centrality in British politics, the popular 

perception of his being John Bull incarnate and his overall association with mid-

Victorian success (some, including Henry Lytton Bulwer, were also attracted by 

personal association).17  The prevailing liberal values of the British intelligentsia 

                                                           
12

 S. Lane-Poole, Life of the Right Honourable Stratford Canning, Viscount Stratford de Redcliffe, in 2 
volumes (London, 1888). 
13

 See also Lane-tƻƻƭŜΣ Ψ{ƛǊ wƛŎƘŀǊŘ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩΣ The English Historical Review, v, 1890, pp. 7-30, 293-305 
and 497-522. 
14

 E. Malcolm-Smith, The Life of Stratford Canning (Lord Stratford de Redcliffe) (London, 1933), p. 
123; L. Byrne, The Great Ambassador (Ohio, 1964). 
15

 Lord Ellenborough, Political Diary 1828-1830, in 2 volumes (London, 1881). 
16

 P. Jupp, British Politics on the Eve of Reform: The Duke of ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ муну-30 
ό[ƻƴŘƻƴΣ мффуύΦ  9ƭƭŜƴōƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ŘƛŀǊȅ ǿŀǎ ŎƛǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘΦ 
17

 H. Lytton Bulwer, The Life of Henry John Temple, Viscount Palmerston, in 3 volumes (London, 
1869-1874); E. Ashley, The Life  and Correspondence of Henry John Temple, Viscount Palmerston 
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ŀǎǎƛǎǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǎȅƳǇŀǘƘŜǘƛŎ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΣ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ 

part with a proselytising liberal benevolence that ostensibly spread British values 

ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎŀǊŜŜǊ 

that, in accordance with the political proclivities of their authors, often bordered on 

hagiography.  Aberdeen was either by implication or outright criticism portrayed as 

the opposite of Palmerston: unpopular, unpatriotic, unsuccessful and illiberal.  It did 

ƴƻǘ ƘŜƭǇ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ ŀt the Foreign Office fell between two 

periods of Palmerstonian foreign policy, which reinforced the notion that Aberdeen 

was an aberration in a Palmerstonian and liberal age. 

A fixation with Palmerston and its concomitant effect of a reduced interest 

in contemporary Conservatism can, with some inevitable degree of theoretical 

generalisation, be incorporated into what has been described as the Whig 

interpretation of history.  Writing in the early twentieth century with a domestic 

focus, Herbert Butterfield argued that many historians conformed to this Whig 

interpretation of history, by which they sought to ΨŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎŜ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ 

progress in the past and to produce a story which is the ratification and glorification 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘΩΦ18  ¢Ƙƛǎ ƴŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǿŀǎ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ŀƴŘ ŎŜƭŜōǊŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǇƛǘǘƛƴƎ ΨǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜΩ 

ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨǘȅǊŀƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ¢ƻǊƛŜǎΩΦ19  Butterfield did not consider 

the historiography of foreign affairs, but his ideas can be applied to that area 

without any great modification.   

Among early chroniclers of the nineteenth century, concentration upon 

liberal foreign policy and favour fƻǊ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘǎ ǎŜŜƳŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǊƛǾŜ ŦǊƻƳ 

ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎΩ national pride in the history of British constitutionalism, belief in the 

benevolence of British influence abroad, commendation of the liberal Whig values 

of British history that its great men extolled and exported, and celebration of British 

supremacy and power.  Those seen to contradict this self-confident liberalism were 

pilloried.  Within this model, Palmerston became a great progressive liberal and 

Aberdeen an obstruction to the march of British and human progress.20 

                                                                                                                                                                    
(London, 1879); A. Trollope, Lord Palmerston (London, 1882); Marquis of Lorne, ¢ƘŜ vǳŜŜƴΩǎ tǊƛƳŜ 
Ministers: Lord Palmerston (London, 1892). 
18

 H. Butterfield, The Whig Interpretation of History (London, 1931), p. v. 
19

 Ibid., p. 41. 
20

 C. E. G. Webster, The Foreign Policy of Palmerston, ii (London, 1951), p. 785. 
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²ƘƛƎƎƛǎƘ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ǘƻ ƻǾŜǊǎƘŀŘƻǿ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

career well into the twentieth century.  Frederick Stanley Rodkey, for example, 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ƻƴ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ 

overlooked his geostrategic and practical concerns in a narrative of benevolent 

liberalism.21 ¢Ƙŀǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ΨliberalΩ cause changed from the rebellious vassal 

Mehmet Ali to the Ottoman Empire when it became politically expedient was 

overlooked.22  That neither Mehmet Ali nor the Ottoman Empire could be 

considered particularly liberal did not matter to Rodkey either.  The intricacies of 

ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǳǘƘƻǊǎΩ ǾƛŜǿǎ Ǝƻǘ ƭƻǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘŜ 

ǊŜŘǳŎǘƛǾŜ ƭŀōŜƭǎΥ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ΨǘȅǊŀƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǊƛŜǎΩΦ 

Whilst Rodkey was an American who subscribed to Whiggish historical ideas 

that were also prevalent in the United States, the English nationalist element in 

Whiggish history gathered momentum as the twentieth century brought war: 

historians looked back to and revered leaders perceived as active, confrontational 

and patriotic.  This excluded Aberdeen and fused with continuing liberal sympathies 

ǘƻ ŜƭŜǾŀǘŜ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΣ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜΦ  {ƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ƘŀŘ 

presided over the peace processes at the end of the first and second World Wars 

began turning to history to offer precedent and justification for the enlightened 

liberalism with which they believed they were concluding treaties, and for which 

they had an inherent taste.  This created a romantic narrative of nineteenth century 

foreign policy in which the dominance of liberalism was overstated and endorsed 

on nationalist terms, whilst the ascendancy of liberal ideas was treated as 

inevitable. 

The work of Harold Temperley ς student of Lord Acton, who was a friend of 

and sympathiser with Liberal politician Lord Granville ς is a good example of this 

phenomenon.  In his seminal study of the Near East, he ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 

                                                           
21

 CΦ {ǘŀƴƭŜȅ wƻŘƪŜȅΣ Ψ[ƻǊŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ wŜƧǳǾŜƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΣ муол-пмΩΣ The Journal of 
Modern History, i, 1929, pp. 570-рфоΤ Ψ[ƻǊŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ wŜƧǳǾŜƴŀǘƛƻƴ of Turkey: Part II, 
1839-пмΩΣ The Journal of Modern History, ii, 1930, pp. 193-ннрΤ Ψ¢ƘŜ !ǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ƻŦ .ǊƛƎƎǎ ŀƴŘ /ƻƳǇŀƴȅ 
to Guide British Policy in the Levant in the Interest of Mehmet Ali Pasha, 1821-пмΩΣ The Journal of 
Modern History, v, 1933, pp. 324-351.  
22

 For detail on the Mehmet Ali crises see, for example, A. Macfie, The Eastern Question 1774-1923 
(London, 2

nd
 edition, 1996), pp. 20-26; M. Anderson, The Eastern Question 1774-1923: A Study in 

International Relations (London, 1966), pp. 53-109.  
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ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŜȄƘƛōƛǘŜŘ ŀ ΨǎǘƛŦŦ ǳǇǇŜǊ ƭƛǇΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƘƛƳ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ Ψƭƛƻƴ ǊƻŀǊŜŘΩΦ23  

Aberdeen and his Conservative contemporaries, meanwhile, were described as 

ΨǎǘǊǳƎƎƭƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǎǿŀƭƭƻǿ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǎƳΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ муолǎ ŀƴŘ муплǎΦ24  At once, they 

were anachronistic and reactionary in their doubts about what Temperley 

described as an inevitable and universally desirable concept: the liberal spread of 

constitutionalism.  His student and former underling at the War Office during World 

War I, Charles Webster, continued with this theme in 1951, writing that 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ψ.ǊƛǘƛǎƘ [ƛōŜǊŀƭ aƻǾŜƳŜƴǘΩ ǿŀǎ ǎƻ ƎǊŜŀǘ ǘƘŀǘ Ψŀƴȅ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳ 

of him is one of the whole method by which Western civilisation spread over the 

ǿƻǊƭŘΩΦ25  ²ƛǘƘ !Wt ¢ŀȅƭƻǊΩǎ мфрп ƳŀǎǘŜǊǇƛŜŎŜ The Struggle for Mastery in Europe 

concentrating on the mechanics of confrontation between the great powers, the 

heavyweights of historical endeavour were building up a narrative of history into 

which the Conservatives did not fit.26  

The middle decades of the twentieth century saw a wave of liberally inclined 

authors whose studies perpetuated ideas of Conservative irrelevance and made 

ŘŜōŀǘŀōƭŜ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴǎ ŀōƻǳǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƛǘȅΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘƛǎǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ 

ƻŦ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  !ƴƻǘƘŜǊ ƻŦ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ ²ŜōǎǘŜǊΩǎ ƴƻǘŀōƭŜ ǿƻǊƪǎ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀǘ 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀƳōŀǎǎŀŘƻǊǎƘƛǇ ǘƻ !ǳǎǘria during the Napoleonic wars.27  Webster 

ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ Ψǘƻƻ ȅƻǳƴƎ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ƧƻōΩ ŀƴŘ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ 

ǿŀǎ Ψŀ ŘŜƭƛŎŀǘŜ ƻƴŜ ώΧϐ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƘŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƳŜƴ ƭƛƪŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ώΧϐ ƛǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǊŘƭȅ Ŧŀƛƭ ǘƻ 

ōǊƛƴƎ ŎƻƴŦǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǳƴŎŜǊǘŀƛƴǘȅΦΩ28  The idea thŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ Ψǘƻƻ ȅƻǳƴƎΩ ƛǎ 

belied by consideration that this was an era in which Lord Liverpool became Prime 
                                                           
23

 H. Temperley, England and the Near East: The Crimea (London, 1936), p. 109; p. 92. 
24

 ¢ŜƳǇŜǊƭŜȅΣ Ψ.ǊƛǘƛǎƘ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ tƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ wǳƭŜ ŀƴŘ /ƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǎƳ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ 
(1830-мфмпύΩΣ The Cambridge Historical Journal, iv, 1933, p. 157. 
25

 Webster, The Foreign Policy of Palmerston, ii, p. 785.  
26

 A. J. P. Taylor, The Struggle for Mastery in Europe 1848-1918 (London, 1954) (Taylor was not 
involved in either peace process). The concept of the Whig Interpretation of History is only a broad 
framework in which to consider the work of these historians and convenient shorthand for liberal 
favour in this period.  For exploration of its difficulties, other influences on liberal favour, and the 
idiosyncrasies of the historians mentioned, see A. Wilson ŀƴŘ ¢Φ !ǎƘǇƭŀƴǘΣ Ψ²ƘƛƎ IƛǎǘƻǊȅ ŀƴŘ 
Present-/ŜƴǘǊŜŘ IƛǎǘƻǊȅΩΣ The Historical Journal, xxxi, 1998, pp. 1-16; M. Bentley, Modernising 
9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΩǎ tŀǎǘΥ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ IƛǎǘƻǊƛƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ !ƎŜ ƻŦ aƻŘŜǊƴƛǎƳ мутл-1970 (Cambridge, 2005); J. 
Fair, Harold Temperley: A Scholar and Romantic in the Public Realm (London, 1922); P. Reynolds and 
E. Hughes, The Historian as Diplomat: Charles Kingsley Webster and the United Nations 1939-1946 
(London, 1976); K, Burk, Troublemaker: The Life and History of AJP Taylor (London, 2000).     
27

 C. Webster, The Foreign Policy of Castlereagh 1812-1815: Britain and the Reconstruction of Europe 
(London, 1931). 
28

 Ibid, ps. 47 and 152. 
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Minister in 1812 when only a few years older than Aberdeen was upon taking his 

ambassadorship.  Harold Nicolson nonetheless continued the themeǎ ƻŦ ²ŜōǎǘŜǊΩǎ 

ǿƻǊƪ ŀƴŘ ŀǎǎŜǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ΨƛƎƴƻǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǘƛƴŜƴǘŀƭ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΩ 

engendered further muddle.29  Nicolson was from a similarly Whiggish background, 

ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŀ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ hȄŦƻǊŘΩǎ .ŀƭƭƛƻƭ 

College and spells working at the Foreign Office during the governments of both 

Herbert Asquith and David Lloyd George.  

IŜƴǊȅ YƛǎǎƛƴƎŜǊ ƛƴ мфрт ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ Ƙƛǎ 

ŜƳōŀǎǎȅΣ ōǊŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƘƛƳ ŀ ΨƎǳƭƭƛōƭŜΩ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴ ǿƘƻǎŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƴŀƛǾŜǘȅ imperilled 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǘƛƴŜƴǘŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎΦ30  As Kissinger ignored the complex situation within 

which Aberdeen was working, the context in which he was writing seemed to 

explain his critique.  Kissinger published his work at a time when the Cold War was 

heŀǘƛƴƎ ǳǇΣ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 

continental powers as leaving hostages to fortune.  Elsewhere Kissinger wrote that 

Ψƴƻ ǇƻǿŜǊ Ŏŀƴ ǎǘŀƪŜ ƛǘǎ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŀƭ ŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƎƻƻŘ ŦŀƛǘƘ ƻŦ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊΤ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 

an abdication of thŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǎǘŀǘŜǎƳŀƴǎƘƛǇΦΩ31  This was how he looked 

ǳǇƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘƛŎ ƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΦ   

There were early historians with a direct interest in nineteenth-century 

Conservatism, but these authors mostly confined their attention to Benjamin 

Disraeli and the Prime Ministers under whom Aberdeen served: the Duke of 

²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ wƻōŜǊǘ tŜŜƭΦ  ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊǎ ǇŀƛŘ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ 

Aberdeen, perhaps necessarily in covering a momentous career in which Aberdeen 

played only a small part.  It remains that there was nothing said about the role or 

ideas of the Foreign Secretary.32  More recent biographers have also ignored 

Aberdeen, even those that discuss foreign policy in detail.33 
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Peel cast something of a shadow over Aberdeen in the early historiography, 

as biographers queued up to dissect the life of that controversial and divisive Prime 

Minister.34  Most concentrated on domestic issues but those who looked at foreign 

policy simply ignored !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ƛǘΦ  In 1928, Anna Ramsay was the only 

ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴ ǘƻ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴ ŀ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ŘƛǎǇŀǊŀƎƛƴƎ ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴΥ ΨIŜ ƘŀŘ 

a great ideal, that of international peace: but he was not a strong man.  Left alone, 

ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǎǘŜŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŘŀƴƎŜǊƻǳǎ ǿŀǘŜǊǎΦΩ35  The 

charge that Aberdeen was well-meaning, but lacking in enthusiasm, would be 

repeated by his own biographers later in the twentieth-century.  The idea that Peel 

was to Aberdeen a Victorian paterfamilias, keeping an eye on his less able colleague 

and intervening to toughen his policy and stiffen his resolve, persisted in future 

ǿƻǊƪǎ ǳǎƛƴƎ tŜŜƭΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƭƛŦŜ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǘƘǊŜŀŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜir analysis.36   

Lƴ мфусΣ bƻǊƳŀƴ DŀǎƘ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ tŜŜƭ ŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŜȄƘƛōƛǘŜŘ ΨŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ 

ƻŦ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜΩ ōǳǘ concluded that the Prime Minister exercised 

ΨŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŜȄŎŜǎǎƛǾŜ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΩ ƻǾŜǊ Ƙƛǎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΦ37  Donald Read wrote that 

ΨtŜŜƭ ǎŀǿ ǘƻ ƛǘ ǘƘŀǘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǿŀǎ ǉǳƛŜǘƭȅ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜŦǳƭΩ ŀƴŘ ¢ŜǊǊȅ Jenkins argued 

ǘƘŀǘ tŜŜƭ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƳƻǊŜ ΨǊƻōǳǎǘΩΦ38  In 2007, Douglas 

IǳǊŘΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ΨǘǊǳǎǘΩ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ two men, asserted that 

tŜŜƭ ƘŀŘ ǘƻ ΨƪŜŜǇ ŀ ŎƭƻǎŜ ǿŀǘŎƘΩ ƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΦ  Iurd also suggested that he lacked 

bƻǘƘ ΨǘƘŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ƘŀǊǎƘ ƎǊŀǎǇ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎΩ ŀƴŘ ΨōŀŎƪōƻƴŜΩ ŀƴŘ 

expressed an almost mock-ǎȅƳǇŀǘƘȅ ŦƻǊ ΨǇƻƻǊ [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩΦ39  By contrast, Eric 

Evans noted ǘƘŀǘ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ tŜŜƭ ǿŀǎ ΨƘŀǇǇƛŜǊ ǘƻ ŘŜƭŜƎŀǘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƘŀƴ ƛƴ 

any other aspecǘ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦΩ40  ¢ƘŜ ōǊŜǾƛǘȅ ƻŦ 9ǾŀƴǎΩ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŘƛŘ 

ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ǘƻ ƛƭƭǳƳƛƴŀǘŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦ 
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There were some early works that swam against this tide and took a direct 

look at AberdeenΩǎ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  ¢ƘƻƳŀǎ aŀŎYƴƛƎƘǘΩǎ 

Thirty Years of Foreign Policy in 1855 was the first such work and it provided an 

early defence of the policies of Aberdeen and Palmerston in the years leading up to 

the Crimean war.41  aŀŎYƴƛƎƘǘΩǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ Ǝƭƻǎǎȅ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻf Aberdeen that 

defended his policy without any substantial analysis of its origins, but it offered 

ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜŘΦ  Lǘ ǿŀǎ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǿƘƛƭŜ [ƻǊŘ 

Aberdeen was Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, the Government was not 

influenced by that preposterous love of peace at any price with which this minister 

Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜǇǊƻŀŎƘŜŘΦΩ42  Building on this point, the assumption that Aberdeen and 

Palmerston were polar opposites was questioned.43  The argument that Aberdeen 

ŀƴŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ objectives were in some ways the same is important to bear in 

ƳƛƴŘ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻƭŀǊƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊǎΩ 

politics.  The prevailing idea of Palmerston as the great liberal patriot and Aberdeen 

as the arch-reactionary Tory had at least one early dissentient. 

There followed a brief and previously unknown journal article in Leisure 

Hour three ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀŦǘŜǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ death, which argued that he was unjustly made 

scapegoat for the horror of the Crimean War.44  ¢ƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL Řƻ 

ƴƻǘ ƳŜŘŘƭŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǊŜŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΩ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƳƛǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

of an article that already suffered from its brevity and publication in an obscure 

journal with a low circulation.45  ¢ƘŜ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƘƛstory will do [Aberdeen] juǎǘƛŎŜΩ 

also proved to be rather overoptimistic.46  

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ significant biography was written thirty years (and four 

major Palmerston biographies) later by Arthur Gordon, his son and Private 

Secretary in the 1850s.47  Aware that his filial relationship to Aberdeen was a 
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double-edged sword (familial connections can offer closer insights, but these can be 

distorted by affection), Gordon nonetheless raised some important issues.  He 

argued that Aberdeen exercised a degree of influence over Wellington, albeit a 

ǎƳŀƭƭ ƻƴŜΥ ΨL Řƻǳōǘ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƛƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƳǳŎƘ ŀƭǘŜǊŜŘ ώ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎϐ 

ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎΣ ƛǘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ǊŜǎǘǊŀƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴΦΩ48  Further to this, it was 

ǎǇŜŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜŘ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻn to recognise the 

French Revolution of July 1830 that brought the Orleans Monarchy to power.49  

That Aberdeen had any influence on the Duke was a noteworthy observation, but 

one weakened by a lack of evidence.   

With regard to the Anglo-French entente of 1841-1846, Gordon noted that 

cross-/ƘŀƴƴŜƭ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƘƛƴŘŜǊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ƻŦ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘǎ ΨǿƘƻ ŜǾŀŘŜŘ 

ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǊŘŜǊǎΩ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǊŀƴƎŜƳŜƴǘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 

Aberdeen and his French counterpart François Guizot.50  A lack of critical analysis 

ƴƻƴŜǘƘŜƭŜǎǎ ǳƴŘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ DƻǊŘƻƴΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ς relations between Britain 

ŀƴŘ CǊŀƴŎŜ ǿŜǊŜ ŦŀǊ ŦǊƻƳ ΨǇŜǊŦŜŎǘΩ ς as did, by editorial admission, a lack of access 

to private correspondence.51  ¢Ƙƛǎ ƘŀŘ ƳǳŎƘ ǘƻ Řƻ ǿƛǘƘ DƻǊŘƻƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǘǊƻƴ 

Gladstone who, as a practising Liberal politician, wanted to keep embarrassing 

evidence of his early opposition to parliamentary reform out of the spotlight.   

When further private correspondence between Aberdeen and Princess 

Lieven appeared in the 1923 biography written by Lady Frances Balfour, it was in 

places simply inserted into re-issued sections of DƻǊŘƻƴΩs text.  .ŀƭŦƻǳǊΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ 

was disorganised and offered few narrative additions ǘƻ DƻǊŘƻƴΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘȅΣ in 

what amounted to a confused and perfunctory work.52  The hurried efforts of an 

author in urgent need of a financial boost following the death of her husband did 

little to increase understanding of Aberdeen and Conservative policy.  Indeed, to 

read the relationship that Lord Aberdeen built up between Britain and France as an 
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ΨŀƭƭƛŀƴŎŜΩ ǿŀǎ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ŀ ƳƛǎǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ the flaws in 

.ŀƭŦƻǳǊΩǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΦ53 

There were some notable early twentieth-century non-biographical works 

also to examine !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ aŀƧƻǊ WƻƘƴ IŀƭƭΩǎ on the Orleans 

aƻƴŀǊŎƘȅ ŀƴŘ WΦ wΦ .ŀƭŘǿƛƴΩǎ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ŀŦŦŀƛǊ (in which France annexed 

that island despite a tradition of British influence).54  .ŀƭŘǿƛƴ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƻ DƻǊŘƻƴΩǎ 

identification of intransigent diplomats by noting that George Pritchard, British 

Ŏƻƴǎǳƭ ƛƴ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛΣ ΨǊŜŀŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƴŜǎ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŘƛǎǇŀǘŎƘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƪŜǇǘ ǎŜŎǊŜǘ ǘƘƻǎŜ 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ǊŜǎǘǊŀƛƴŜŘ ƘƛƳΦΩ55  On the impact of the Tahitian crisis on Anglo-French 

relations, BaƭŘǿƛƴ ŜŎƘƻŜŘ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳΥ Ψpeace was obtained, but the entente, 

ƴŜǾŜǊ ǾŜǊȅ ǎǘǊƻƴƎΣ ǿŀǎ ōŀŘƭȅ ǎƘŀƪŜƴΩΦ56  Iŀƭƭ ǊŜǾƛǎƛǘŜŘ aŀŎYƴƛƎƘǘΩǎ ƛŘŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ 

Ψ!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩ ƻƴ Ƴŀƴȅ Ǉƻƛƴǘǎ ōǳǘΣ ŀǎ 

with Baldwin, Aberdeen was not the primary focus of his study and this resulted in 

little addition to existing material on Conservative foreign policy.  

In the 1930s, E. Jones Parry reviewed the relationship between Aberdeen 

and Guizot and, although not wholly dismissive of the former, came to some 

damning conclusions.57  The Anglo-French entente, contested Jones Parry, was a 

ΨŦŀƛƭǳǊŜΧǘƘŜǊŜ ƴŜǾŜǊ ŜȄƛǎǘŜŘ ŀƴ entente cordiale ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ǇŜƻǇƭŜǎΩΣ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ 

ǘƘŀǘ ΨǊƻǎŜ-ǘƛƴǘŜŘ ƻǇǘƛƳƛǎƳ ώƭŜŘϐ ǘƻ ǿƻŜŦǳƭ ƛƴŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴΦΩ58  This verdict, overlooking or 

dissenting from DƻǊŘƻƴΩǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ entente was only intended to be a 

personal arrangement, was maintained by others for some time.  Jones Parry also 

wrote the only major English work on the disputed succession to the throne of 

Spain during !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ59  No-one has yet challenged his conclusion that 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ ǘƻ ǊŜǎƻƭǾŜ ƻǊ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ǊŜǎƻƭǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ 

ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ Ψŀ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ ǘƻ ŦŀŎŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΩΦ60  WƻƴŜǎ tŀǊǊȅΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ƛǎ ŀ ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ 
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resource for the student of this area of history but, as will be considered in Chapter 

Four, its conclusions about Conservative policy in Spain were made on the basis of a 

number of questionable assumptions. 

By the middle of the twentieth-century, then, there had been no significant 

analysis of Conservative foreign policy in the 1840s, while Aberdeen was still yet to 

be the subject of a substantial biography.  Neither had he been examined in the 

context of a thorough study of his private and political papers, whilst his adversaries 

ŀƴŘ ŘŜǘǊŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ΨŦƛǊǎǘ ǿƻǊŘΩΦ  ¢ƘŜ ƳƛŘ-twentieth 

century ushered in a period of increased interest in Anglo-American relations and 

diplomatic history in general: these trends, the former developing because of 

events in the Second World War and the onset of the Cold War, combined to 

stimulate an increased interest from which the history of [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ 

policy between 1841 and 1846 received indirect benefit.  The earlier literature was 

largely American in origin, however, so a focus on American considerations 

prevented thorough examination of Aberdeen and British Conservative foreign 

policy. 

The two major works to emerge on Anglo-American relations were H. C. 

!ƭƭŜƴΩǎ Great Britain and the United States and volume ŦƻǳǊ ƻŦ ²ƛƴǎǘƻƴ /ƘǳǊŎƘƛƭƭΩǎ A 

History of the English-Speaking Peoples.61  Both portrayed the nineteenth-century 

as a period of inevitable and inexorable assimilation of English and American values 

ǘƘŀǘ ǳƭǘƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ƭŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƘŀǘ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇΩΦ  !ƭƭŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ 

ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘƛǎ ǊƛǇŜƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎƘƛǇ ώΧϐ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 

ideals and practices which accompanied the development of democracy in both 

ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΩΦ62  /ƘǳǊŎƘƛƭƭ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜ ƴƛƴŜǘŜŜƴǘƘ ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǇŜǊƛod of purposeful, 

progressive, enlightened, tolerant civilisation.  The stir in the world arising from the 

French Revolution, added to the Industrial Revolution unleashed by the steam-

ŜƴƎƛƴŜ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀƴȅ ƪŜȅ ƛƴǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎΣ ƭŜŘ ƛƴŜȄƻǊŀōƭȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ŀƎŜΦΩ63  Such 

teleological accounts have found some modern adherents, but the most recent 
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studies have argued that rapprochement was far from inevitable or smooth.64  The 

nuances of international relations and the understanding of the role of politicians 

such as Aberdeen in Anglo-American relations are obscured when history is painted 

with such broad brushstrokes.  

There were earlier works that concentrated on the specific issues affecting 

the Peel government, such as that on the Northeastern Boundary dispute, over 

which, in 1842, Aberdeen sent Lord Ashburton to negotiate with American 

representative Daniel Webster and thereby determine the dividing line between 

Maine and New Brunswick (and, in doing so, to protect local British interests).  This 

work had, however, been mostly confined to journals.  Ephraim Douglass Adams 

ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘƛƴƎ ǘǊŜŀǘȅΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ōǊŀƴŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ψ!ǎƘōǳǊǘƻƴ 

ŎŀǇƛǘǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΩΣ ŎŀƳŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ Ψ²ŜōǎǘŜǊ 

ŎŀǇƛǘǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΩΣ which suggested that it was a fair settlement for both parties.65  This 

observation proposed ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀǎ ŜȄŎŜǎǎƛǾŜƭȅ 

conciliatory as was traditionally thought. 

¢ƘƻƳŀǎ [Ŝ 5ǳŎ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ǊŜŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ǿŀǎ 

defence of the Canadas: the squabbles over land of negligible practical utility were 

superfluous.66  ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳ [ǳŎŜȅ ƘŜƭŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ōȅ мфпнΣ ΨƴŜŀǊƭȅ ŜǾŜǊȅ ŀƴƎƭŜ ƻŦ 

the dispute has been discussed by partisans and scholars, so that today little 

ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǎŀƛŘ ŀōƻǳǘ ƛǘΩΦ67  Those contributing to the New England Quarterly 

who continue to investigate the minutiae of the disputes into the twenty-first 

century do not seem to think so.68  By the end of the 1940s, there had still been no 
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substantial overview or analysis regarding the British side of negotiations and, more 

ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ policy. 

Early work on the Northwestern Boundary dispute, where the geographical 

limitations of the state of Oregon came under scrutiny, especially after President 

James Polk was elected, also made some progress.  In the twentieth-century, 

wƻōŜǊǘ {ŎƘǳȅƭŜǊ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀǘ tƻƭƪΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΦ69  Frederick Merk published a 

series of informative articles in the 1920s and 1930s.70  He raised important issues 

such as the way in which Aberdeen used The Times to leak information and 

influence negotiations; an idea contrary to the narrative of Aberdonian naivety and 

simplicity appearing elsewhere in the historiography.71  Merk did, however, hold 

the opinion that Aberdeen had a ΨŘǊŜŀŘ ƻŦ ǿŀǊΩ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜǎǳƭǘŜŘ ƛƴ ΨǎǳǊǊŜƴŘŜǊΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

part of the British.72  In arguing this point, Merk avoided the narrow self-

justification and romanticism that permeated many other earlier American works, 

which combined with religious interpretations of Manifest Destiny to produce a 

distorted view of the past.  If the ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ψŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ƴŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

ǊǳƴǎΧƻǳǊ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƻŦ ŜȄǇŀƴǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƻƴŜ ǎƛƴƎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ŦǊŜŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǾƛƻƭŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŀǳŘΩΣ ǘƘŜȅ 

are unlikely to produce accurate accounts of American or British policy in this 

period.73  

Beginning in the 1950s, Wilbur Devereux Jones published research that 

ǊŜŎŀƭƛōǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ74  The 

idea that lessons might be learned to strengthen the relationship with America in 

the age of Soviet rivalrȅ ŎƻƛƴŎƛŘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜƴŜǿŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 
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methods.  Devereux Jones re-examined the circumstances of the Webster-

Ashburton Treaty, suggesting ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 5ǳƪŜ ƻŦ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƘŀǊŘ ƭƛƴŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƻǾŜǊ 

the issue created many of his difficulties and resulted in contradictory instructions 

ǘƻ !ǎƘōǳǊǘƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǿƘƛŎƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǾŀŎƛƭƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƘŀŘ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ōŜŜƴ ōƭŀƳŜŘΦ75  It was 

ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ мупн ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ΨǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΩ ǘƻ ǊŜǎƻƭǾŜ ŜǾŜǊȅ ƛǎǎǳŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

table due to the scope and complexity of the problems that Palmerston had left 

unresolved.76  LƴŘŜŜŘΣ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŜŀǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƘŀŘ 

long masked his own lack of progress in American affairs.   

Devereux Jones also challenged the idea that the entente was a failure, 

suggesting that even if attempts to cooperate with France over various affairs 

proved abortive, the fact that efforts were made at all signalled the value of the 

Anglo-French arrangement.77  ! ΨƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎΩ ǿŀǎΣ ƴƻƴŜǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ ƻŦǘŜƴ ōƭŀƳŜŘ 

for British failure to seize the initiative in negotiations.78  Extensive coverage was 

ŀƭǎƻ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ [ŀ tƭŀǘŀ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ .ǳŜƴƻǎ !ƛǊŜǎ ŀƴŘ 

Montevideo, where it had not been before.79  5ŜǾŜǊŜǳȄ WƻƴŜǎΩǎ 1974 work built on 

that of 1958 and emphasised the underlying importance of American trade to the 

.ǊƛǘƛǎƘ όŀƴŘ ǾƛŎŜ ǾŜǊǎŀύΤ ŀ ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴƻƴ ŜƭǎŜǿƘŜǊŜ ƭŀōŜƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ψ!ǘƭŀƴǘƛŎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΩΦ80  

Devereux Jones made a career out of expanding the understanding of unpopular or 

unfamiliar British political figures.81  As regards Aberdeen, this task was performed 

well.  Nonetheless, limited consideration of the impact of American politics on 

British policy, and only infrequent references to France and British politics, left 

much room for further study. 

In the 1960s, the work of Kenneth Bourne and Frederick Merk added to the 

weight of material on Aberdeen and Anglo-American relations, but without adding 
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to the diversity of opinion.82  .ƻǳǊƴŜ ǿŀǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ΨƘŀƳ-fisted 

ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀŎȅΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƛǎǎŜŘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅΩ ǘƻ ǘake California when it was offered by 

Mexico in return for support against impending American encroachment upon 

Texas and the looming threat of war.83  Perhaps his focus upon imperial defence 

and research in predominantly military archives predisposed Bourne to endorse 

ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ŜƴǘƘǳǎƛŀǎǘƛŎ ƳƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ǇƛǘǘƛƴƎ ƘƛƳ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

desire for consensus.  That his book ends in 1908, the date when British strategic 

planning for war with America was terminated, appears to add weight to this 

suggestion.  That Bourne lived through the Second World War and wrote during the 

Cold War might also explain his being more sympathetic to such proactive strategic 

considerations.  Either way, Aberdeen was given little agency in policy making and 

Conservative policy was dismissed as a series of unthinking and incoherent 

measures.  aŜǊƪΩǎ ƭŀǘŜǎǘ ǿƻǊƪ ǿŀǎ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ŀ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎΣ 

although a new conclusion stressed that both governments desired an equitable 

solution to the Oregon boundary dispute but that this was made difficult by excited 

opposition on both sides of the Atlantic.  If accepted, this idea that !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

pursuit of a diplomatic solution was reciprocated by the American government 

would seem to justify his policy, although one relies on inference to draw this 

conclusion.84   

The study of Conservative policy regarding France and Europe also made 

some headway in post-war decades: with the work of Andrew Cunningham, 

Douglas Johnson, Roger Bullen and Lawrence Jennings, tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩs 

historiographical hegemony was challenged and the Conservatives began to attract 

more balanced analysis.85  Cunningham and Bullen argued ǘƘŀǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ 

between 1830 and 1841, and from 1846 onwards, was in some ways 
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counterproductive to British interests, the former ŎƛǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ΨǇȅǊƻǘŜŎƘƴƛŎǎ ƻŦ 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩ ŀǎ ŎŀǎǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǎƘŀŘƻǿ ƻǾŜǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘƛƴƎ Ƙƛǎ 

options.86  .ǳƭƭŜƴ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ŜȄƘƛōƛǘŜŘ ŀ Ψǘƻǘŀƭ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎΩ 

of the intricacies of the Spanish Marriage Question.87  Both, however, portrayed an 

entente ǿƛǘƘ CǊŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŎǊǳƳōƭŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŦŜƭƭ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǘƘŜ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ 

ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴΣ ǿƛǘƘ /ǳƴƴƛƴƎƘŀƳ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōƛƴƎ ƛǘ ŀǎ ΨǘƘŀǘ 

ulcer of the ententeΩΦ88   

Johnsoƴ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ōŜƛƴƎ Ψǳƴ-9ƴƎƭƛǎƘΩ ǘƻ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ 

DǳƛȊƻǘΣ ǿƘƻ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ DŜƴŜǾŀƴ ǘǊŀƛƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǎ tǊƻǘŜǎǘŀƴǘΣ ōŜƛƴƎ Ψǳƴ-CǊŜƴŎƘΩΦ  Both 

were internationalists, he argued, trying to pursue a peaceful policy against a 

hostile political backdrƻǇΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ ƴƻ ǎƳŀƭƭ ǿŀȅ ŜȄŀŎŜǊōŀǘŜŘ ōȅ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 

ǇŜƴŎƘŀƴǘ ŦƻǊ ΨƴŜŜŘƭŜǎǎƭȅ ƻŦŦŜƴŘƛƴƎ CǊŀƴŎŜΩΦ89  WƻƘƴǎƻƴΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ǇǊƛƳŀǊƛƭȅ 

concerned with France, as did that of Jennings, whose work on the slave trade was 

rich in detail but, necessarily, limited iƴ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ 

General foreign policy surveys of this period, however, perpetuated 

orthodox views of Aberdonian policy that had been in place since the nineteenth-

century.  Donald Southgate, later a biographer of Palmerston, wrote oŦ ΨŀǊǊƻƎŀƴǘ 

ƛƴǎǳƭŀǊƛǘȅΩ ǘƘŀǘ ¢ƻǊƛŜǎ ΨŎƻǳƭŘ ŀǇǇǊŜŎƛŀǘŜΩ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ мфтл YŜƴƴŜǘƘ .ƻǳǊƴŜ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ 

criticisms developed in earlier works, although proposing that Aberdeen showed a 

ΨƳƻǊŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǎǘƛŎΩ ŀǘǘƛǘǳŘŜ ǘƘŀƴ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŀƴƎŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ CǊŀƴŎŜ 

posed.90  Paul Hayes delivered the greatest criticism in his influential work of 

1975.91  Aberdeen was labelled ŀƴ ΨǳƴŘƛǎŎǊƛƳƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ ŀǇǇŜŀǎŜǊΩ ǿƘƻ ƛƴ муну ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ 

ΨƛƎƴƻǊŀƴŎŜΣ ǎǘǳǇƛŘƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƳǳŘŘƭŜΩ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ hŦŦƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǊǊŀƴǘŜŘ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

intellectual credit than his much ridiculed predecessor, Lord Dudley.92  Hayes also 

ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ψƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ŧŀǘŀƭ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ōƭƛƴŘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ 
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the Turks was given official approval.  It was a legacy which was to encumber 

diplomats and politƛŎƛŀƴǎ ŦƻǊ ƘŀƭŦ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΦΩ93 

 

The Major Biographies: Iremonger and Chamberlain 

 

The first substantial biography of Lord Aberdeen was authored by Lucille 

Iremonger in 1978 ς a full one hundred and eighteen years after his death ς and the 

second and more comprehensive followed in 1983, written by Muriel 

Chamberlain.94  It was with these works that the historiographical direction began 

to shift.  The length and detail of the studies, and the fact that they were 

undertaken at all, was due in part to the emergence in the 1970s and 1980s of the 

mature reflections of those who had first studied amid the renewal of interest in 

diplomatic history in the 1960s.  The British Empire and all that it stood for had 

faded and, in doing so, its gradual dissolution complicated perceptions of British 

identity.  The financial fallout and physical devastation of the Second World War 

had ushered in a period of decreased nationalism and increased attempts at 

international cooperation, the number of which rose as the economic decay of the 

late 1960s led ǘƻ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǊŜŎŀƭƛōǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀ on the international 

stage.  The lineage of Whig historians had also been diluted and liberal politics were 

ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ƛƴ ǾƻƎǳŜΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǎǘǊŀƛƴŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǎǘ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀtism generated 

greater interest in this political climate.   

LǊŜƳƻƴƎŜǊΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ǿŀǎ ǘƘe first to consult papers at Haddo House and this 

research helped to yield some revised conclusions.  Rather than accepting the Tahiti 

affair as one in which Aberdeen sacrificed honour for peace, Iremonger argued that 

the nationalistic fervour on both sides of the Channel ŜǎŎŀƭŀǘŜŘ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ΨǘƘŜ 

melodrama and posturings of self-important indiviŘǳŀƭǎΩ ǿƘƻ created a quarrel of 

ΨǊƛŘƛŎǳƭƻǳǎΩ ŘƛǎǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅΦ95  Of Tahiti and other crises, it was added that 

Aberdeen approached the entente ΨǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ǎŜƴǘƛƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǘȅΧǿƛǘƘ ƴƻ ƛƭƭǳǎƛƻƴǎ ŀōƻǳǘ 
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ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘΦΩ96  ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛŘŜŀ ǿŜƴǘ ǎƻƳŜ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ŘƛǎǇŜƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜŀ ƻŦ ΨǊƻǎŜ-tinted 

ƻǇǘƛƳƛǎƳΩ Ǉǳǘ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ ōȅ historians such as Jones Parry but Iremonger concluded 

that AberŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŎƛƭƛŀǘƻǊȅ ƳŜǘƘƻŘǎ ǿŜǊŜ transparent and that the Conservatives 

conceded too much as a result.97  These methods were seen to originate partly in a 

lack of political enthusiasm, the genesis of which was traced to the death of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ōŜƭƻǾŜŘ ǿƛŦŜ /ŀǘƘŜǊƛƴŜ ƛƴ мумнΥ LǊŜƳƻƴƎŜǊ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ 

ΨƘŀǳƴǘŜŘΩ ŦƻǊŜǾŜǊ ǘƘŜǊŜŀŦǘŜǊΦ98  His supposed fear of war ς he was described as 

ΨǘŜƴŘŜǊ ŀǎ ŀ ƎƛǊƭ ǘƻ ƘǳƳŀƴ ǎǳŦŦŜǊƛƴƎΩ ς was also seen as a weakness on which others 

preyed.99  These considerations led Iremonger to the conclusion of the earlier 

ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛƻƎǊŀǇƘȅΥ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŀƴǘƛǘƘŜǎƛǎΩ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΦ 100 

ChamōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘȅΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ tangible sympathy for her subject, was in 

places more critical than that of Iremonger.  Chamberlain also portrayed Aberdeen 

as having a lack of political enthusiasm that impacted on his policy.101  In a much 

more detailed section on America, it was contested that the attention Aberdeen 

paid to strategic concerns was negligible, particularly during the Ashburton-

Webster negotiations.102  In the dispute over the Oregon border it was claimed that 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ΨǎŀŎǊƛŦƛŎŜŘ ǎƻ ƳǳŎƘΩΦ103  Regarding Anglo-French relations, Chamberlain 

suggested AberdeenΩǎ DǊŜŜƪ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǿŀǎ ŦƭŀǿŜŘ (although not to the extent that the 

entente collapsed there, as David McLean has argued).104   

More favourable analysis was delivered in coverage of the Tahiti affair, 

where Chamberlain suggested that Aberdeen and Guizot suppressed and edited 

inflammatory material so as not to aggravate popular and parliamentary disquiet, 

thus indicating the value of their relationship.105  Regarding the Anglo-French 

entente more generally, Chamberlain echoed the conclusion of Iremonger that 

ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻƻƪ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ŀ Ψmodus vivendiΩ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀn an ententeΣ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ Ψŀǎ 
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ǎǳŎƘ ώǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇϐ ƘŀŘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀōƭŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎΦΩ106  As in her other works on 

British foreign policy, this was a case of damning Aberdeen with faint praise: 

/ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩs interpretation of relations with France 

originated in wishful thinking and represented aspiration rather than reality.107  

/ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴ ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŀ ΨǊŜŀƭ ǘǊŀƎŜŘȅΩ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ΨōŜŎŀƳŜ 

ŎƻƴǾƛƴŎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ ŘŜǎǘƛƴȅ ƭŀȅ ƛƴ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΩΣ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ Ψǿŀǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŀǘ Ƙƛǎ 

weakest ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦǊƻƴǘŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǘƳƻǎǇƘŜǊŜ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΩΥ ƘŜ ǿŀǎΣ ŀǎ suggested 

earlier in the historiography, portrayed as well-meaning but out of his depth.108   

In recent years, Aberdeen has received less attention.  The publications of 

Bridge and Bullen and that edited by T. G. Otte touched on his policy but, by 

editorial admission, it received little coverage.109  David Brown has looked at Anglo-

French relations and considered foreign policy in a domestic political context, but 

his work was necessarily concerned with Palmerston and the period after 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΦ110  His recent biography of Palmerston mentions 

Aberdeen at various points but, naturally, the Conservative party is not his central 

concern.111    

{ƻ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴ and that of Conservative foreign policy in 

the 1840s currently stands upon the work of Iremonger and Chamberlain: the 

discussion of his foreign policy has essentially fallen silent for the past three 

decades.  Whilst historians continue to be attracted to the study of Peel and a 

hectic domestic agenda that culminated with the repeal of the Corn Laws, the 

foreign policy of his government remains an unfashionable topic of study.  

Restrained and prudent Conservatives have generally been unfashionable topics of 

study.  In previous pages we considered the emergent historiographical interest in 

traditionally neglected Conservatives, but this renewed interest in Conservatism 

has not yet yielded any published research on Aberdeen.  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻƴ 
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European constitutionalism were examined in 9ŘǿŀǊŘ aŎbŜƛƭƭȅΩǎ tƘ5 ǘƘŜǎƛǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

Conservatives and France, 1827-1846, but the majority of the thesis is concerned 

with Peel.112  Whilst there is evidence of continuing interest in and re-examination 

of nineteenth-century Conservatism, !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

periphery.113 

 

A New Study 

 

This thesis seeks to address the lack of research by focusing on the specific 

ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ second tenure as Foreign Secretary.  His foreign policy in the 

Wellington administration will not be examined in detail (although not ignored), 

because the domineering style of a Prime Minister at the height of his political 

power ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƳŀƪƛƴƎΦ  ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ 

ŘƛǎǎŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ tƘƛƭƛǇ DǳŜŘŀƭƭŀΩǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ΨǿƻǊƪŜŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ his 

ώ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎϐ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴΦΩ114  9ǾŜƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ǎȅƳǇŀǘƘŜǘƛŎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊ 

concluded that Aberdeen exercised little influence on foreign policy under 

Wellington.115  Without his having a free hand in policy construction, it is difficult to 

ŀǎǎŜǎǎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƭŜƎŀŎȅ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΦ  Lƴ ŀƴȅ ŎŀǎŜΣ ƳǳŎƘ ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ 

research has been undertaken on the foreign policy of the Wellington government; 

the conflict between the Ottoman Empire and Greece, for example, has attracted 

significant scholarly attention.116   

The government of 1852-1855 might be thought to provide the historian 

with a greater opportunity to study Aberdeen, and this holds true in some respects.  

As Prime Minister Aberdeen revealed a reforming streak that far surpassed his 

earlier career, and his being leader of the government provides obvious 

opportunities for study.117  Such circumstances provide for an interesting case study 
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of coalition government, but there existed a maelstrom of competing approaches 

and individual agendas out of which it is difficult to extract a clear view of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  Foreign affairs engendered particular divisions in the 

government ŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ own opinions were often obscured as a result of his 

quest to reconcile the competing viewpoints of his colleagues with placatory 

sentiment.  Alienating any of the political ΨheavyweightsΩ in the coalition might 

instigate a disastrous chain reaction.  A re-ŜȄŀƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ 

affairs in this period would require its own separate study, beyond the scope of this 

one. 

The present study will ŦƻŎǳǎ ǳǇƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tŜŜƭ 

government because this enables, first, a reassessment of the internal dynamics of 

Conservative leadership, in light of the challenge Gaunt has posed to the 

ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ŀǎǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ tŜŜƭΩǎ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ŀǳǘƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǎǘȅƭŜ ōȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

his colleagues were directed and controlled.118  The historiographical consensus still 

rests on the assumption that Peel exercised an almost paternal influence over his 

Foreign Secretary.  It is the contention of this study that Peel was in fact content to 

leave Aberdeen to proceed with the running of foreign affairs, therefore enabling 

tŜŜƭΩǎ ŜƴŜǊƎƛŜǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘŜŘ ƻƴ ŘŜŀƭƛƴƎ with the domestic agenda.  The 

conduct of foreign policy was thus ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǘƻ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ though Paul 

Adelman has ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŦƻǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ƘŀŘ ΨƭƛǘǘƭŜ 

ƛƳǇŀŎǘΧƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ tŀǊǘȅΩΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ Ƴǳǎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΦ119  

This thesis proposes something different.  The distraction and expense of 

international conflict would have placed huge pressure on an administration trying 

to recover from recession whilst addressing the need for social change and 

improvement: keeping foreign policy quiet in a volatile age was a difficult yet 

essential objective to achieve.  Foreign and domestic policy were inextricably 

connected in the objectives of the Peel government. 

This study of Conservative foreign policy will thus be conducted in the 

ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tŜŜƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎΦ  Lƴ ǎƻ ŘƻƛƴƎΣ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ŀ 
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theme explored by both Brown and Hicks in their work on the mid-nineteenth 

century, in which domestic and foreign policy are treated as a unified whole.  

/ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴ ŀƴŘ LǊŜƳƻƴƎŜǊΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŜǎ ōȅ ƴƻ ƳŜŀƴǎ ƛƎƴƻǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

Aberdeen was operating, but foreign policy and domestic policy tended to be 

ǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜƭȅΦ  5ŀǾƛŘ .ǊƻǿƴΩǎ work has reconsidered Palmerstonism in the 

context of domestic politics and in that of his popular support.120  Despite works 

that have assimilated domestic concerns into analysis of foreign policy, such 

accounts have not considered the foreign policy of the Peel government.121  The 

cradle-to-the-grave approach of Chamberlain and Iremonger certainly has its place, 

ōǳǘ ƛǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ǇǊŜŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘƭȅ ƴŀǊǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ 

modus operandi was often lost.  An appreciation of how Aberdeen balanced 

Conservative domestic considerations with his own approach to foreign policy, and 

with the international political climate, is crucial to understanding his policy and its 

place in nineteenth-century Conservatism. 

The overall nature of Conservative foreign policy in this era also needs 

reinvestigating.  Recent studies of the mechanics and nature of Conservative 

foreign policy later in the nineteenth-century have suggested the existence of a 

consistent set of objectives and principles, albeit delivered with the inevitable 

variations of different individuals.  Whereas pre-Disraelian Conservative foreign 

policy used to be presented as a series of ad hoc measures with their ideological 

roots in isolationism, the work of those such as Angus Hawkins and the Norwich 

School has shown that the mid-nineteenth century Conservatism of the Derbys was 

in fact founded upon a rational set of principles and objectives (which will be 

considered in further detail in Chapter Two).  This study will examine whether their 

observations might also apply to the foreign policy of the Peel government and, in 

doing so, will explore the possibility of a broader Conservative consensus on the 

making of foreign policy, which connected with domestic goals in a coherent and 

consistent manner.     

Such an approach will help to avoid considering Conservative policy on 

Palmerstonian terms, a phenomenon that has affected previous accounts of 
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!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ-making.  A tendency to overlook the financial and international 

consequences of PalmŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ confrontation ς not least the deterioration 

of Anglo-French and Anglo-American relations, the commencement of wars with 

China and Afghanistan, and the contribution to a massive excess of expenditure 

over revenue ς ƘƛƴŘŜǊǎ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜǎ ƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƴŘ 

tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦ122   

A portrayal of Aberdeen and Palmerston as absolute opposites would be 

misleading, however, for despite their different methods and world views, an 

underlying level of consensus on certain issues between 1841 and 1846 is clearly 

identifiable.  In the 1840s both Aberdeen and Palmerston advocated the 

maintenance of the integrity of the Ottoman Empire, partly because both pursued a 

balance of power, to which the stability of south-eastern Europe contributed.123  

They agreed on other matters too.  For example, when French agents seized Tahiti 

in defiance of existing British influence, Aberdeen and Palmerston both thought 

that French annexation could not be opposed on legal grounds and because the 

region was strategically indefensible.124   

There were wider themes in British foreign policy upon which the two men 

concurred.  These included the necessity of maintaining British pre-eminence; the 

balance of power served this and other British interests.  This is perhaps 

unremarkable; most British politicians believed the same. 

One might nevertheless ŘǊŀǿ ǇŀǊŀƭƭŜƭǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŦŀƳƻǳǎ 

speech regarding the ΨŜǘŜǊƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǇŜǊǇŜǘǳŀƭΩ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ of British foreign policy to an 

ƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎΣ ƳŀŘŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ōŜƎƛƴƴƛƴƎ ƻf his spell as Prime Minister in the 

1850s coalition government: 

 

The truth is, that for the last thirty years the principles of the foreign policy of 

the country have never varied.  There may have been differences in the 

execution, according to the different hands entrusted with the direction of 
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that policy: but the foundation of the foreign policy of this country has been, I 

repeat, for the last thirty years the same.125 

 

Whilst there were undoubtedly elements of continuity in British policy, a 

degree of disingenuousness may nonetheless be perceived in ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ƳŜƴΩǎ 

pronouncements.  In both 1848 and 1852, they were speaking during politically 

tumultuous times, in which it served their interests to highlight (and, indeed, 

exaggerate) areas of concord with their peers, and to gloss over the differences.  In 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎŀǎŜΣ ōŜǎƛŘŜǎ ƴŜŜŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǳƴƛǘŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ƘƻƭŘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ ƻŦŦƛŎŜǎ in 

the land in what appeared to be a fragile coalition, and to accommodate their 

personal and political differences, he also sought to undermine the suspicion that 

surrounded his ability to work with Palmerston.  It is hardly surprising that he made 

such a statement in December 1852, and one needs to be cautious about accepting 

it at face value.  A healthy dose of scepticism about the professed level of 

consensus seems wise. 

 The evidence points to variations between Aberdeen and Palmerston that 

underline their political differences, which were frequently on display.  On a basic 

level, there were regular divergences of opinion such as that concerning the issue 

of the Spanish succession in the 1840s.126  Often, policies on which Aberdeen and 

Palmerston ostensibly agreed were also often reached by different intellectual 

pathways and pursued with different ends in mind.  Their support of the integrity of 

the Ottoman Empire, for example, demonstrated the differing political colours and 

objectives of their foreign policies.  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀƴŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ proposals for the 

terms on which Ottoman integrity should be maintained were vastly different ς 

Aberdeen did not share the idea that Turkey might be reconstructed on British 

liberal foundations ς but they both agreed on the immediate necessity of Turkish 

dominion.  The methods of the two men were also utterly different, with Aberdeen 

preferring candid and personal diplomatic intercourse with his European 
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colleagues, and Palmerston preferring to browbeat and bluff his way to the 

attainment of political objectives.  

One final aspect that drew the different strands of government together in 

the Peel government ς and in others ς was trade.  The importance of trade to the 

Peel government has been touched upon by others, but beyond the function of 

supplying the British economy with money that was desperately needed in 1840s, 

trade also performed a wider geopolitical function for Aberdeen.127  He saw trading 

preponderance as the principal ƳŜŀƴǎ ōȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀl 

pre-eminence and power, valuing it above territorial aggrandisement and the idea 

that interventionism was the best way to pursue British interests. 

This thesis will follow the way in which commercial concerns influenced 

foreign policy during the Peel government, often driving responses to particular 

events, as happened over the collapse of the Mavrocordato ministry in Greece and 

in relation to French encroachment on Tahiti.128  Aberdeen saw that where British 

trade flourished, so too did British influence, whilst trading agreements with other 

countries encouraged international stability and helped to preserve the balance of 

power.  This was a view that was supported by the Board of Trade, with Gladstone 

exhibiting particular enthusiasm.129 

Over the course of the Peel government the debate over free trade in the 

domestic and international arenas gathered momentum, and its relation to 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

trade helps to define the world view that drove his policy.  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ 

view of Radicals such as Richard Cobden who, in the 1840s at least, envisaged a tide 

of free trade and democratisation sweeping away international rivalries and leaving 

a lasting legacy of peace and cooperation.  Anthony Howe has commented on the 

ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƘŜƻǊȅΥ ΨtǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ Ƙƛǎ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ ǳǘƻǇƛŀƴ ƻǊ ǉǳŀǎƛ-anarchist limits, 

Cobden foresaw a Europe without states, not so much a federation, as a Europe of 

municipalities within an international division of labour.  In this vision, the 
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democracy that would liberate the peoples of Europe was integrally linked to free 

ǘǊŀŘŜΦΩ130 

bŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǿŀǎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΣ 

whose views lay well to the political ǊƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ /ƻōŘŜƴΩǎ, but were still located to the 

ƭŜŦǘ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎΦ  The explanation for this lies in the motives with which 

Palmerston approached the extension of .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ.  The 

principal motive was, of course, to make Britain more prosperous and powerful.  

.ŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ōŀǎƛŎ ǎǘƛƳǳƭǳǎ ƭŀȅ ǘƘŜ ōŜƭƛŜŦ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

role to liberalise and ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŎƛǾƛƭƛǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘǊŀŘŜ ŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ 

mission alongside the promotion and encouragement of liberal constitutional 

valuesΦ  tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳƛǘƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎǇǊŜŀŘ ƻŦ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ 

questioned on the grounds that it was an artifice constructed for domestic 

consumption, but whilst he would have relished domestic approval, his approach to 

Turkey (and other diplomatic affairs) suggested his commitment was genuine.131 

Aberdeen saw fruitful trading relationships as a means by which to establish 

and maintain pacific international relations, but did not share the desire to 

liberalise more generally.  The examination of Anglo-Ottoman affairs provides an 

opportunity to contrast Aberdonian and Palmerstonian policy in this context, 

although the difference is made clear in additional theatres such as Spain.132 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ Ǉosition on the free trade issue, meanwhile, demonstrated that 

whilst his conceptualisation of the international role of commerce was neither 

Cobdenite nor Palmerstonian, neither could it be associated with those elements of 

the Conservative Party that lay farthest to the right.  Protectionists believed that 

trade could be safely and beneficially conducted within the British Empire, free 

from the dangers of international economic interdependence, which a war could all 

too easily expose.  Aberdeen thought that free trade and the Empire were 

compatible in a way that, for different reasons, Radicals and Protectionists did not.  

He also regarded any measure that reduced the chance of a war happening in the 

first place as a cause worth pursuing, and in the 1840s he came to see international 
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free trade as such a measure.  It was a diplomatic tool to be used alongside others 

in the maintenance of a European status quo that benefited Britain.  A cautious 

approach to affairs in Spain, for example, was in part justified on the grounds that 

an increasing degree of commercial reciprocity might help Spain to see itself in an 

international context, rather than maintaining the inward focus that inevitably 

results from civil conflict.  In such calmer circumstances were lasting solutions to 

Anglo-Spanish problems thought to be found, rather than in the midst of Spanish 

upheaval. 

Before turning to specific foreign policy cases, it remains to attempt to 

recreate the intellectual and contextual matrices of Aberdonian Conservatism.  This 

will both address a gap in the historiography and assess the idiosyncratic 

intellectual ōŀŎƪŘǊƻǇ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ǾƛŜǿŜŘΦ  Iƛǎ 

individual outlook and the influences upon it are crucial to understanding a policy 

that has hitherto been dismissed.  In this manner we can dispense with the 

Palmerstonian and liberal contexts of previous studies and build upon the efforts of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊǎ.  In order to achieve this objective, an assessment of 

Ψ!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ Iƛǎ ²ƻǊƭŘΩ ǿƛƭƭ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ 

ΨƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƳŀǇΩΣ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƛǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ /ƻƴǎŜǊvative objectives between 

1841 and 1846.  

Having considered that broader background, there follows a re-examination 

ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŜƴƎŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΦ  !ƴƎƭƻ-French relations formed the 

cornerstone of Conservative foreign policy as they did for any government of that 

era, with Napoleonic expansionism still fresh in the collective memory.  The 

historiography currently portrays Anglo-French relations in this period as either an 

alliance, an all-encompassing entente or as thinly veiled hostility, but the evidence 

points to an alternative conclusion.  The civil strife in Spain, given FraƴŎŜΩǎ ǇŜƴŎƘŀƴǘ 

for intervening there, was of central importance in the geopolitics of Western 

Europe.  Spanish affairs will, therefore, be considered in a separate chapter.  Here 

too, traditional historiographical preoccupations are ripe for challenge.  Rather than 

directing all attention to AberdeenΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜŘ ƘȅǇƻŎǊƛǎȅ ƛƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ-making, 

Conservative policy will be considered in light of its objectives. 
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Anglo-Austrian relations were largely uncontroversial, and require comment 

only in relation to certain areas of policy, but Anglo-Russian engagement warrants 

closer investigation.  It is an aspect of the 1840s that has been neglected by 

historians, yet episodes such as the civil discontent in Serbia shed light on the 

Conservative approach to the East and to foreign policy in general.  In a broader 

sense, an understanding of Conservative policy towards Russia in the 1840s affords 

ŀ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘƻǎŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ /ǊƛƳŜŀƴ ǿŀǊΦ 

Although America was not yet a great power it was very much in the 

ŀǎŎŜƴŘŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŀ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ƛƴƘŜǊƛǘŜŘ ŘƛǎǇǳǘŜǎ ǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŜŀŎŜŀōƭŜ 

objectives; failure to keep Anglo-American relations quiescent could impact on 

European affairs, particularly if America and France found reason to resurrect the 

coalition of 1812.  Relations with America will therefore be considered in the final 

chapters.  AbŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŜŀǊƭȅ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŜǊŜ 

ǳƴŎƻƳǇǊƻƳƛǎƛƴƎΥ ƘŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ψώ!ƳŜǊƛŎŀϐ ƛǎ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ƛƴ ƘŜǊ ŎƘƛƭŘƘƻƻŘΣ ōǳǘ ǎƘŜ Ƙŀǎ 

nothing of infancy but its forwardness, and instead of strength and vigour of youth 

she has nothing but its insoƭŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƎƴƻǊŀƴŎŜΩΣ ƭŀǘŜǊ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

ΨǇŜŜǾƛǎƘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΦΩ133  By the 1840s condescension had given way to considered 

policy, and the manner in which Aberdeen dealt with boundary disputes between 

America and British Canada captured the essence of Aberdonian policy-making and 

of the Conservative government. 

From this study emerges an account of Aberdonian Conservatism which 

suggests alternative conclusions on the foreign policy of the Peel government.  

Rooting foreign policy firmly in the context of its international objectives, and how 

these related to the domestic priorities of the government, paints a different 

picture from that offered in previous studies.  Aberdeen appears as a much more 

rational politician with a clear set of objectives (albeit whilst maintaining flexibility 

in the methods used to achieve them) than the well-meaning but naïve minister of 

historiographical tradition.  A solid relationship with Peel points to a consensus in 

the Conservative leadership, and we find that the PeŜƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ 
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 Aberdeen to Augustus Foster, 4 March and 24 September 1805, V. Foster (ed.), The Two 
Duchesses: Georgiana Duchess of Devonshire and Elizabeth Duchess of Devonshire (London, 1898), 
ps. 209 and 241. 
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has much in common with the pre-Disraelian tradition identified by authors such as 

Hicks and Hawkins.  This era of nineteenth-century Conservatism thus becomes one 

in which a competent Foreign Secretary worked within the governmental and wider 

political parameters of his party to achieve his objectives.  The ubiquity and 

influence of Palmerston are plainly discernible in mid-nineteenth century history, 

but Aberdeen exemplified an alternative, Conservative approach to foreign policy. 
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Chapter Two: Aberdeen and his World 

 

[ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭƛŦŜ ǇǊƛƻǊ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tŜŜƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ 

area of complete historiographical darkness.  Biographies and diplomatic histories 

ƘŀǾŜ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ambassadorship during the Napoleonic wars and his 

tenure as Foreign Secretary in the Wellington government of 1828-30.134  Narrative 

ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŜƴƎŀƎŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛǾŜ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ 

documented in such studies, but there has as yet been no developed attempt to try 

ŀƴŘ ǇƛŜŎŜ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜƭƭŜŎǘǳŀƭ ƛƳǇǳƭǎŜǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΦ  tŀǊǘ ƻŦ 

this endeavour must inevitably look at the man, but we must also consider the 

world in which Aberdeen was operating.  In doing so, we can better understand the 

man charged with delivering Conservative foreign policy and, therefore, the foreign 

policy itself.  

¢ǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴΩǎ ǘƘƛƴƪƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƴŜȄŀŎǘ ǎŎƛŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ 

presents no small amount of methodological difficulty but, with care, one can glean 

an overall sense of the workings of political minds.  As T. G. Otte remarked in his 

ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨCƻǊŜƛƎƴ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƳƛƴŘΩΣ Ψōȅ ƛǘǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƴŀǘǳǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴŘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜƭǳǎƛǾŜ 

phenomenon.  For the historian there is no corpse upon which a scholarly post-

mortem can be performed.  But there are traces and footprints, sometimes even 

ƻƴƭȅ ǘƘŜ ƳŜǊŜǎǘ ǿƘƛŦŦ ƻŦ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴΦΩ135  Jeremy Black, in his study of British foreign 

policy in the late eighteenth century, considered the additional difficulties of 

ǊŜƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎΥ ΨLǘ ƛǎ 

not easy to offer a coherent account of foreign policy that relates domestic 

circumstances to diplomatic developments, in part because of lacunae and 

ambiguities in the sources, and also because there was no neat pattern of 

ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΦΩ136 

                                                           
134

 See, for example, A. Gordon, The Earl of Aberdeen (London, 1893), pp. 20-65 and 76-102; L. 
Iremonger, Lord Aberdeen: A Biography of the Fourth Earl of Aberdeen, K. G., K. T., Prime Minister 
1852-1855 (London, 1978), pp. 46-94 and 111-123; M. Chamberlain, Lord Aberdeen: A Political 
Biography (London, 1983), pp. 105-171 and 193-250.  
135

 T. G. Otte, The Foreign Office Mind: The Making of British Foreign Policy, 1865-1914 (Cambridge, 
2011), p. 5. 
136

 J. Black, British Foreign Policy in an Age of Revolutions, 1783-1793 (Cambridge, 1994), p. 9. 
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¢ƘŜ ŜƴŘŜŀǾƻǳǊ ǘƻ ǊŜŎǊŜŀǘŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƻǳǘƭƻƻƪ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ŀ 

number of individual circumstances that make him a difficult politician to analyse.  

In the public sphere, Aberdeen was an infrequent and reserved speaker in the 

House of Lords for whom detailed statements of policy intention were rare, 

perhaps inevitably for a pragmatic politician without a doctrinaire philosophy.  A 

general disinclination to engage with the political world beyond Westminster 

removes a further potential source of information that studies of figures such as 

Disraeli and Gladstone have been able to utilise: their need to engage with an 

expanding electorate also encouraged greater engagement with the public later in 

the nineteenth-ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΦ  5ƛǎǊŀŜƭƛΩǎ ǎǇŜŜŎƘŜǎ ŀǘ /Ǌȅǎǘŀƭ tŀƭŀŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜŜ ¢ǊŀŘŜ 

Iŀƭƭ ƛƴ aŀƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊ ƛƴ мутн ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǾŜȅ Ƙƛǎ ƳŜǎǎŀƎŜ ƻŦ ΨhƴŜ bŀǘƛƻƴΩ 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǎƳ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǇƻǎǘŜǊƛǘȅΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ DƭŀŘǎǘƻƴŜΩǎ aƛdlothian 

campaign later that decade articulated his ideas on foreign policy to a wider 

audience.  Aberdeen eschewed such populist measures in favour of sober political 

engagement with his peers. 

 In the private sphere, Aberdeen presents similar challenges.  He did not 

keep a diary with the exception of a short period during his travels: there is no 

treasure trove comparable to the Derby diaries, which illuminated the Conservative 

politics of the 1850s onwards.137  Aberdeen also declined to write the grand 

historical works penned by those such as Churchill, which have provided historians 

with a mine of material from which to draw their conclusions.138 

 !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊƛŜǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎΦ  

His moods could be dark to the extent of apparent neurasthenia and this 

temperament often resulted in brief and unrevealing exchanges.139  This was not 

ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎŜǎǎŀƴǘ ǘǊŀƎŜŘƛŜǎ ƛƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭƛŦŜΥ Ƙƛǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǿƛŦŜΣ ǿƘƻƳ ƘŜ 

ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ ΨǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘ ŎǊŜŀǘǳǊŜ ŜǾŜǊ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǿŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǿisdom of 

                                                           
137

 J. Vincent (ed.), Disraeli, Derby and the Conservative Party: Journals and Memoirs of Edward 
Henry, Lord Stanley, 1849-1869 (London, 1978); A Selection from the Diaries of Edward Henry 
Stanley, Fifteenth Earl of Derby: between September 1869 and March 1878 (London, 1994); The 
Diaries of Edward Henry Stanley, Fifteenth Earl of Derby, between 1878 and 1893: A Selection 
(Oxford, 2003). 
138

 See, for example, W. Churchill, The Second World War, in 6 volumes (London, 1948-54); A History 
of the English Speaking Peoples, in 4 volumes (London, 1956-58). 
139

 See Aberdeen to Harriet Douglas, 25 August 1822 (copy), Aberdeen Papers, Haddo House (Letters 
to His Second Wife 1819-1826). 
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DƻŘΩΣ ŘƛŜŘ ƛƴ мумн ŀƴŘ ŘŜŀǘƘ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ŀǘ ŀ ǇǊŜƳŀǘǳǊŜ 

age.140 

 !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘ ŘŜǘŀŎƘƳŜƴǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ǇŀǊǘƭȅ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘ ōȅ Ƙƛǎ 

scholarly pursuits.  These began with the study of Classics and the Renaissance at 

Cambridge and continued on his tour of Europe in the early 1800s.  In 1805 

Aberdeen was elected to the Society of Dilettanti, an important group of cultural 

patrons, and he also became a member of the Society of Antiquaries, for which he 

was president between 1811 and 1846.  Early academic studies that cemented this 

respected position in the scholarly world included An Inquiry into the Principles and 

Beauty in Grecian Architecture ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘ Dǳȅ ²ƘƛǘǘƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 

An Historical Survey of the Ecclesiastical Antiquities of France.141  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

scholarly ability to appreciate all sides of an argument could result in circuitous and 

meandering dispatches and correspondence, which can quite easily confuse by 

virtue of their labyrinthine logic.  One diplomaǘ ǎǳƳƳŀǊƛǎŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛƴŎƭƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ 

to lengthy iterations, adding some further interpretations of their origin: 

 

The note is written in a florid style, full of tiresome repetitions and punctilious 

verbosity; the work of a diplomatist who, between the necessity of telling the 

truth and the fear of displeasing, is driven hither and thither, neither able to 

defend his own cause (a bad enough one) nor venturing to attack the 

weakness of his adversaries with vigour; who trembles before the slightest 

criticism and covers over his well-founded fears with trivial compliments.142 

  

Despite the varying challenges of trying to construct a picture of Aberdeen 

ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǊƭŘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ΨǘǊŀŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŦƻƻǘǇǊƛƴǘǎΩ ŀƴŘ ΨǿƘƛŦŦǎ ƻŦ 

ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴΩ ǿƛǘƘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴΦ  ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ Ƴŀƛƴƭȅ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛƴ 
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 Aberdeen to Abercorn, 29 December 1813, Aberdeen Papers, British Library (hereafter BL), 
Additional Manuscripts (hereafter Add. MSS) 43225/56. 
141

 Lord Aberdeen, An Inquiry into the Principles and Beauty in Grecian Architecture; with an 
Historical View of the Rise and Progress of the Art in Greece (London, 1822); G. Whittington, An 
Historical Survey of the Ecclesiastical Antiquities of France; with a View to Illustrate the Rise and 
Progress of Gothic Architecture in Europe (London, 2

nd
 edition, 1811).  For a complete yet succinct 

ǎǳƳƳŀǊȅ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ ƻǳǘǇǳǘΣ ǎŜŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΣ ΨDŜƻǊƎŜ IŀƳƛƭǘƻƴ-Gordon, Fourth 
Earl of Aberdeen (1784-муслύΩΣ The Oxford Dictionary of National Biography Online (hereafter 
ODNB).  A more comprehensive account can be found in Chamberlain, Aberdeen, pp. 61-78. 
142

 Friedrich von Gentz to Prince Metternich, 18 July 1828, R. Metternich (ed.) and A. Napier (trans.), 
Memoirs of Prince Metternich 1773-1835, iv (London, 1881), p. 458. 
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!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜΣ ŀ ŘƻƳŀƛƴ ƛƴ ǿƘƛch the restraint and caution he 

exercised in public were often diluted, and sometimes wholly abandoned.  The 

ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜǎ ƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀƭǎƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǳǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƭǳŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǳƴǎǇƻƪŜƴ 

assumptions with which he approached politics. 

  

The Early Years 

 

WƛƭƭƛŀƳ tƛǘǘ ǘƘŜ ¸ƻǳƴƎŜǊ ǿŀǎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƳŜƴǘƻr in early life and a crucial 

influence.143  The relationship between Pitt and Aberdeen was undoubtedly a 

ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ƻƴŜΦ  5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ tƛǘǘΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŘƛǎŀǇǇŜŀǊƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ муслǎΣ 

ǘƘŜ ǎƛȊŜŀōƭŜ ŎƻǊǇǳǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ǘƻ tƛǘǘ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ Ƴŀƴȅ ǘŜƭƭƛƴƎ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎΦ144  

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŘƛŀǊȅ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ Ψƻƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǳǘƳƻǎǘ 

ƛƴǘƛƳŀŎȅ ŦǊƻƳ Ƴȅ ŎƘƛƭŘƘƻƻŘΩ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎ Ƙƛǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ΨƴŜǾŜǊ ǘƻ ǊŜƴƻǳƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ 

tǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ aǊΦ tƛǘǘΩΦ145  It is interesting to note that, as R. W. Liscombe has 

demonstrated, Aberdeen was the prime mover behind a monument to 

ŎƻƳƳŜƳƻǊŀǘŜ tƛǘǘΩǎ ƭƛŦŜΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ƴƻǘ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ tƛǘǘ 

Monument Committee.146 

 Historians have differed in their conclusions regarding the legacy of Pittite 

politics.147  9ŀǊƭȅ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳ ƻŦ tƛǘǘΩǎ ƘŀƴŘƭƛƴƎ of the war against Napoleon faded after 

his death ŀǎ ǘƘŜ мулт ǇƻŜƳ Ψ9ƭƛƧŀƘΩǎ aŀƴǘƭŜΩ ǳǎƘŜǊŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ǿŀǾŜ ƻŦ ŀŘƳƛǊƛƴƎ ǎǘǳŘƛŜǎΣ 
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 Lord Melville also took the role of mentor when Aberdeen, aged fourteen, selected him and Pitt 
ŀǎ ƎǳŀǊŘƛŀƴǎΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ aŜƭǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǿŀǎ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ Ŏƻnfined to family matters.  Details of his 
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 Gordon (ed.), Selections from the Correspondence of the Earl of Aberdeen, i (proof copy held at 
IŀŘŘƻ IƻǳǎŜύΣ ǇΦ оƴΦ  DƻǊŘƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǘǊǳǎǘŜŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǇŀǇŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 
letters were lost during his absence from Britain between 1861 and 1864. 
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 !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 5ƛŀǊȅΣ нр ŀƴŘ ну WŀƴǳŀǊȅ мулсΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ tŀǇŜǊǎΣ .[Σ !ŘŘΦ a{ пооотκн ŀƴŘ пΦ 
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 wΦ [ƛǎŎƻƳōŜΣ Ψ/ŀƴƻǾŀΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ tƛǘǘ aƻƴǳƳŜƴǘΩΣ The Burlington Magazine, cxix, 1977, p. 
700.  hǘƘŜǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ƻƴ tƛǘǘΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǿƛŘŜǊ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ tŀǊǘȅΥ ǎŜŜΣ for 
ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ WΦ WΦ {ŀŎƪΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ aŜƳƻǊȅ ƻŦ .ǳǊƪŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ aŜƳƻǊȅ ƻŦ tƛǘǘΥ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǎƳ ŎƻƴŦǊƻƴǘǎ 
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which continued into the twentieth century.148  The popular chronicler Arthur 

.Ǌȅŀƴǘ ǳǎŜŘ tƛǘǘΩǎ ǎǘƻǊȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƭŜǎǎƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ƭŜadership when Britain was 

ŦƛƎƘǘƛƴƎ ²ƻǊƭŘ ²ŀǊ ¢ǿƻΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ 9ƘǊƳŀƴ ŀƴŘ wŜƛƭƭȅΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ ǎƘŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

generally encomiastic nature of contemporary Pitt studies.149  More recent studies 

ƘŀǾŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴŜŘ tƛǘǘΩǎ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛǎƛƴƎ ǘŜƴŘŜƴŎƛŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ that he was 

a pragmatic politician focusing on his own times rather than a figure looking to 

make any grand ideological impact on his party or posterity.150 

 CǊƻƳ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǇǊŜŀŘ ƻŦ ǾŀǊȅƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ tƛǘǘΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƴƻƴŜǘƘŜƭŜǎǎ 

emerges a broad consensus on Pittite traits.  These include a pragmatic approach to 

policy-making, a business-like and administrative approach to government, a Tory 

sense of duty and loyalty to the Crown, and a willingness to work with Europe in 

ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ objectives.151  Aberdeen was a pragmatic 

politician who formulated policy according to a given situation rather than on the 

ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ŀ ǊƛƎƛŘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΣ ŀƴŘ tƛǘǘΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ ƳŀƧƻǊ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ 

on the way he looked at the world: it was something that Aberdeen himself 

stressed throughout his life. 

 !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎŀǊŜŜǊ ŜŎƘƻŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ tƛǘǘ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ƻǾŜǊǊƛŘƛƴƎ ǇǊŀƎƳŀǘƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ 

political expediency: both men have frequently been charged with inconsistency.152  

Pitt was not a doctrinaire politician in the way that ¢ƻǊȅ ΨUltrasΩ and ς at the other 

end of the political spectrum, Radicals ς had a tendency to be.  He employed a 

business-like and administrative approach to his government and to his politics, as 

was perhaps necessitated by his leadership at a time when passions were inflamed 

by war and when the party structure that emerged in the 1830s and 1840s did not 
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yet exist.  Lord Liverpool would employ a similar strategy during his tenure as Prime 

Minister.  A student of political economy, Liverpool rejected grand ideology in 

favour of sound economic policy at a time when war with Napoleon demanded this 

approach: he has been labelled ŀ ΨŎƻƴǎŎƛŜƴǘƛƻǳǎ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƻǊΦΩ153  tŜŜƭΩǎ 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ƻƴŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ōƻƻƪǎ ŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

role within it would be to make foreign policy successful yet inexpensive: he too 

ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ǎƻǳƴŘ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƻǊ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ΨtƛǘǘƛǘŜΩ ǿŀȅΦ154 

 Aberdeen also admired in and acquired from Pitt a Tory sense of duty and 

loyalty to the Crown and to the nation, which carried quasi-religious overtones by 

which a sense of personal sacrifice underwrote tenure in public office.  As Robin 

IŀǊǊƛǎ Ƙŀǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ƻŦ tƛǘǘΣ ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ΨǎƘƻǿƴ ǿƘŀǘ ŀƴȅ ¢ƻǊȅΣ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ƻǊ ƭŀǘŜǊΣ ǿƻǳƭŘ 

recognise as a distinctively Tory sense of duty (as well as an entirely human 

ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǎƳύ ƛƴ ŀƴǎǿŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ ǎǳƳƳƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǎŜǊǾŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ ōŜƭƛŜŦ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎΩǎ 

business must be done, whatever personal or political interest demanded, provided 

one significant mark of continuity between early and later Tories and, indeed, 

ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ōƻǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΦΩ155  This spirit might be detected in 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƭŜŀŘ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ мурн ǿƘŜƴΣ ŀǘ ǎƛȄǘȅ-

eight years old, his attentions appeared to have been happily concentrated on 

affairs aǘ IŀŘŘƻ IƻǳǎŜΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƘŀŘ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ǘƻ ²ƘƛǘǘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŀƪŜ ƻŦ tƛǘǘΩǎ 

death: 

 

The country has lost its only support in this dreadful time of disaster; and I 

have lost the only friend to whom I looked up with unbounded Love and 

ŀŘƳƛǊŀǘƛƻƴ ώΧϐ ²Ƙŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ become of the country, torn by differing factions.  

²ƘƛƭŜ ƘŜ ƭƛǾŜŘ ώΧϐ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ƻƴŜ ƻōƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀƭƭ ŜȅŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

directed, and which might have united all hearts in the time of danger.  But 
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now, it is all void, a blank; on whom can we put our trust?  Where can the 

mind repose with confidence?156 

 

²ƛǘƘ ǎƻƳŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ ŎƻƴƧŜŎǘǳǊŜ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ōŜƭƛŜŦ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

dutiful and unifying spirit of Pitt in his decision to form a coalition government out 

of factions riven with personal ambition and internecine quarrelling. 

 On the international scene Pitt exhibited a willingness to work with Europe 

as a means by which to secure British interests.  In his State Paper of 1805 it was 

outlined that European cooperation represented a more natural and beneficial 

approach than an incessant state of Great Power intrigue and agitation.  This maxim 

fitǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ perspective on foreign policy, by which cooperation was 

more likely to protect the balance of power and thereby create the pacific 

conditions in which British interests could thrive.  Influence was measured not in 

the currency of temporary successes in local disagreements, or maintained by 

making statements of power through confrontational policies, but was seen in 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ dominance.  The best way to preserve British trading 

preponderance and its concomitant political influence was seen to be maintenance 

of the international stability by which Britain prospered.  Aberdeen wrote to this 

effect when trying to ease the strained relations caused by the power struggle in 

DǊŜŜŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ муплǎΥ ΨǘƘŜ ǎǳǇŜǊƛƻǊ ǇǊƻōƛǘȅΣ ŜƴǘŜǊǇǊƛǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŜŀƭǘƘ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ 

ƳŜǊŎƘŀƴǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΦΩ157 

 Protection of the balance of power was the preoccupation of almost all 

British politicians, with the exception of some Radicals, but what marked out 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀǎ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƭȅ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ōȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŜ ǎƻǳƎƘǘ 

to protect the balance.  Whilst Aberdeen was not averse to limited changes to the 

Vienna Settlement of 1814-1815 ς for example, in 1830 he was content to 

recognise the Orleanist ascendancy in France in the name of European stability ς he 

was averse to the proselytising liberal mission to model other European states on 

British constiǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ό±ƛǎŎƻǳƴǘ /ŀǎǘƭŜǊŜŀƎƘΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ŦŜƭǘ 
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here, as will be discussed below).  This was something that was particularly 

apparent in his policy regarding the civil difficulty in Spain in the 1840s.  

CƻǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀǇǇŀǊent courting of revolutionaries in the late 

1840s and early 1850s seemed to epitomise the dangers of this liberal approach, 

ōƻǘƘ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ǘƘǊŜŀǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜ ǇŜŀŎŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ /ƻǳǊǘǎΩ 

inevitable suspicion.  Whilst Palmerston never lost any sleep over causing 

ŘƛǎŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ŀƳƻƴƎǎǘ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΩǎ ŎǊƻǿƴŜŘ ŀǳǘƻŎǊŀǘǎΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ŀƴȅ 

interaction with revolutionaries in Europe as an unnecessary danger to a peace that 

ǎŜǊǾŜŘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜōŀǘe over the 

9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƛƴ мунуΥ ΨǘƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ƴƻǿ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƘŀŘ 

been for many years past ς namely, an earnest desire to preserve peace, not only to 

9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΣ ōǳǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿƘƻƭŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΦΩ158 

 !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ willingness to engage openly with the great powers in the name 

ƻŦ ǎǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ tƛǘǘΩǎ ƛƴǘŜƭƭŜŎǘǳŀƭ ƛƴƘŜǊƛǘŀƴŎŜΣ 

was also rooted in the experiences of his youth.  The distaste for revolution, which 

became clear later in his search for European stability, was apparent ς and perhaps 

acquired ς during his travels across Europe at the time of the Napoleonic wars.  

Experiences of the French revolution and its aftermath elicited different responses 

from travelling young aristocrats, but the impact on Aberdeen is clear.159  Arriving in 

!ǾƛƎƴƻƴ ƻƴ мф 5ŜŎŜƳōŜǊ мулсΣ ƘŜ ǊŜŎƻǊŘŜŘ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ǿŀǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ 

the first in France which became the prey of revolutionary principles.  The horrors 

ǇŜǊǇŜǘǊŀǘŜŘ ƘŜǊŜ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŀǊŜ ƛƴŎƻƴŎŜƛǾŀōƭŜΦΩ160  Experience of revolution so close to 

home caused palpable alarm.     

  Besides the human cost of the revolution in France, Aberdeen deplored the 

wanton physical destruction of the landscape, especially the religious buildings.  

The ruined palace at Chantilly was desŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ ΨƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŘƛǎǘǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǎŎŜƴŜǎ L 

ƘŀǾŜ ŜǾŜǊ ǿƛǘƴŜǎǎŜŘΩ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ŜƭǎŜǿƘŜǊŜ ƘŜ ƭŀƳŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ŎƘǳǊŎƘŜǎ 

ŀǊŜ ƳǳǘƛƭŀǘŜŘΦΩ161  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎŎƘƻƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ 
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private faith to fuel his contempt for the material cost of revolutionary zeal: 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŜƳƻǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ǿŀǎ ǇǊƻŦƻǳƴŘΣ ŀǎ 

many have noted.162  Casual destruction of the wider material landscape also struck 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀǎ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƘȅǇƻŎǊƛǎȅ ƻŦ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƘŜ ōǊŀƴŘŜŘ Ψwegicidal 

CǊŜŜōƻƻǘŜǊǎΩΥ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ŎŀǊŜŘ ƴƻǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ŀǘ ǎǘŀƪŜ ōǳǘ 

ŦƻŎǳǎŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƘŜŦǘ ŀƴŘ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ŦƛǊŜ ǎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ŀ ƴŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ 

treasures.163 

In his horror, Aberdeen echoed Edmund Burke, whose Reflections on the 

Revolution in France was published in 1790.  Burke was repulsed by the revolution 

ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘǎ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ƳƛƎƘǘ ǊŜŀŎƘ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ ǎƘƻǊŜǎΥ Ψ¢ƘŜ ǎǇƛǊƛǘ ƻŦ ǘƻǘŀƭΣ ǊŀŘƛŎŀƭ 

innovation; the overthrow of all prescriptive rights; the confiscation of property; 

destruction of the Church, the nobility, the family, tradition, veneration, the 

ancestors, the nation ς this is the catalogue of all that Burke dreaded in his darkest 

ƳƻƳŜƴǘǎΦΩ164  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƻǿƴ ŦŜŀǊ ǿŀǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ƭŀǘŜǊΣ ǎǘŀǳƴŎƘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

Vienna Settlement. 

It has been argued that the fluid economic gradations between classes in 

Britain made the chances of revolution in Britain extremely low, which might 

suggest that the fear of revolution in the wake of 1789 and the Napoleonic wars 

was rather irrational.165  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜƭǳŎǘŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ŎƻǳƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜ ŀƴȅ ƳŀƧƻǊ changes 

to the status quo remains coherent.  Revolutionary ideology posed a transnational 

challenge through its ingrained universalist rhetoric and, whether Britain was 

resistant to it or not, other countrieǎΩ ǎǳǎŎŜǇǘƛōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ 

ǇƻǿŜǊΦ  .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǊŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŦƻǊ ƎǊŀƴǘŜŘ 

ōŜŎŀǳǎŜΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘǎ ƻŦ ƻƴŜ ǎǘǳŘȅΣ ΨƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴΣ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ 
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embedded in a larger political, social, ŀƴŘ ƳƻǊŀƭ ƻǊŘŜǊΩΦ166  Aberdeen regarded that 

order as held together by resistance to extensive and/or sudden change.  Richard 

/ƻōŘŜƴΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ Ψŀ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ǘƻƻ ǇŜŘŀƴǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ōŜƴǘ ǳǇƻƴ ƪŜŜǇƛƴƎ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ 

on the Continent as he fixed them at the Congresǎ ƻŦ ±ƛŜƴƴŀΩ ǎƘƻǳƭŘΣ ŀǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƻǘƘŜǊ 

references to Aberdonian reaction, be treated with caution.167  Many of them say 

more about their author than Aberdeen and, indeed, many would be considered 

ǊŜŀŎǘƛƻƴŀǊȅ ōȅ /ƻōŘŜƴΩǎ wŀŘƛŎŀƭ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎΦ    !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜr, unashamedly 

ΨŎƻƴǘƛƴŜƴǘŀƭΩ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ƻǳǘƭƻƻƪΤ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ Ŏƻ-operation provided a stable framework for 

geopolitics. 

This continental outlook received affirmation during his ambassadorship to 

Austria later in the Napoleonic wars.  The overriding objective of his mission had 

been to re-ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŀǊƳƛŜǎ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŀƭƭƛŜǎ ŀǘ ŀ ǘƛƳŜ 

ǿƘŜƴΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ Ǿŀǎǘ ƴŀǾŀƭ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜΣ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ǿŀǊ ǿŀǎ 

peripheral.  A number of historiographical assumptions have distracted from 

analysƛǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊƻƭŜΣ ŎƘƛŜŦ ŀƳƻƴƎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴ ƻǎǘŜƴǎƛōƭŜ ƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ 

speak French ς the lingua franca of nineteenth-century diplomatic intercourse ς 

undermined his ambassadorship and demonstrated an enduring lack of 

commitment to his political assignments.  Depending upon whom one listens to, 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ Ψƴƻǘ ǎǇŜŀƪ CǊŜƴŎƘΩΣ ǿŀǎ ΨōŀǊŜƭȅ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǎǇŜŀƪ CǊŜƴŎƘΩΣ 

ŜȄƘƛōƛǘŜŘ ŀƴ ΨƛƎƴƻǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ CǊŜƴŎƘΩ ƻǊ ǿŀǎ Ψƴƻǘ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ƳŀǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ 

ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜΩΦ168  These conclusions appear to have become part of the 

historiographical consensus as a result of the contemporary remarks of a German in 

the Austrian service, whose comments were almost immediately rescinded.169  

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛǾŜ ŜƴŘŜŀǾƻǳǊǎ ƛƴ ŦŀŎǘ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ǘƻ ōǊƛƴƎ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ōŀŎƪ 

to the negotiating table in European affairs and in doing so he learned that 
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cooperation with rival powers could be just as productive as confrontation.  This 

ƻǳǘƭƻƻƪ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭŀǘŜǊ ǎŜŜ ƘƛƳ ƭŀƳǇƻƻƴŜŘ ōȅ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨŦǊƛŜƴŘ ƻŦ 9ƳǇŜǊƻǊǎΩ ƻǊ 

ǘƘŜ ΨŦǊƛŜƴŘ ƻŦ ŀǳǘƻŎǊŀŎȅΩ ǿƛǘƘ ǘhe implication that abstract ideology drove 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ŜƴƎŀƎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǊƛǾŀƭǎ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƭƻǳǊ 

seemed rather to have stemmed from the belief that this method engendered the 

best chance of a peaceful solution, with peace reprŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ōŜǎǘ 

interests.170  LƴŘŜŜŘΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƻƴŎŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻǎǘ 

ƎƭƻǊƛƻǳǎ ŎƻƴǉǳŜǎǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘΦΩ171  More confrontational politicians might argue 

exactly the same, but with the addendum that threats were a better way to secure 

peace.  

The ambassadorship to Austria also saw Aberdeen become one of only two 

nineteenth-century Prime Ministers to witness the aftermath of battle (Wellington 

being the other) when he arrived at Leipzig to the sight of the dead and dying.  This 

ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜŘ ŀƴ ƛƴƘŜǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǇŀŎƛŦƛŎ ǎǘǊŜŀƪ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

commitment to continental peace, although Webster seems to have been short of 

evidence for his rather bold ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜ ǊƛŘŜ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ [ŜƛǇȊƛƎ ōŀǘǘƭŜŦƛŜƭŘΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ 

the screams of the wounded lying amidst the masses of dead fell unheeded on the 

cavalcade, made an indelible impression on the sensitive nature of the young envoy 

ŀƴŘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ŀƭƭ Ƙƛǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƭƛŦŜΦΩ172   

Aberdeen certainly sought peace wherever possible but if British interests 

dictated that wars must be fought or should be threatened, pacific inclinations 

were placed to one side.  During the Napoleonic wars Aberdeen wanted vigorous 

prosecution of the war in order to support his moves for an equitable peace.173  

This could be seen in the personal authorisation to provide Dutch resistance to 

French encroachment with twenty-five thousand pounds worth of arms in 

November 1813.174  Aberdeen also showed himself prepared to threaten war 

during the Peel government when he felt that diplomacy needed a boost of 

momentum: war was to be avoided wherever possible, but remained a strategic 
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option as the last resort in a breakdown of diplomacy, and it needed to be 

prosecuted with commitment when undertaken. 

The continental outlook with which Aberdeen emerged from his early life 

ǿŀǎ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜŘ ōȅ ±ƛǎŎƻǳƴǘ /ŀǎǘƭŜǊŜŀƎƘΣ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ŦǊƻƳ мумн ǘƻ 

1822, ŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘ and superior at the Foreign Office in the Napoleonic 

YearsΦ  WƻƘƴ 5ŜǊǊȅ ǿǊƻǘŜ ƻŦ /ŀǎǘƭŜǊŜŀƎƘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ Ψǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǾƛƴŎŜŘ ώΧϐ ǘƘŀǘ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ǿŀǎ 

inevitably involved in European questions and that it was better for her to play her 

part in preventing war than in desperately searching for an ally once war had 

ōǊƻƪŜƴ ƻǳǘΦΩ175  !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǎǇŜŎt for 

Castlereagh ς IŜƴǊȅ YƛǎǎƛƴƎŜǊ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀǎ ŜȄƘƛōƛǘƛƴƎ ΨŎƻƴŘŜǎŎŜƴǎƛƻƴΩ 

towards the Foreign Secretary and Wendy Hinde has concurred with this viewpoint 

ς /ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎ ƳƻǊŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǊŜǎŜŀrch ǊŜǎǳƭǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴΥ ΨǎƻƳŜ 

historians have been scandalised by his tendency to discuss matters on equal terms 

with Castlereagh and even at times to lecture his chief, but these were in fact the 

ǘŜǊƳǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ƻƴΦΩ176  The esteem in which Aberdeen held Castlereagh was 

made clear in his cƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊΩǎ ŘŜŀǘƘ ǘƘŀǘ 

Ψώ/ŀǎǘƭŜǊŜŀƎƘΩǎϐ ŎƻƻƭƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜƭŦ-ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ǿŜǊŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǊŜƳŀǊƪŀōƭŜΦΩ177 

Aberdeen and Castlereagh did not, however, emerge from the Napoleonic 

wars as conservatives in the mould of those of continental Europe.  The Congress 

system that developed after the Vienna Settlement prompted the Northern Courts 

to view the resolution of all European problems, even domestic issues, as subject to 

the discussions of the Great Powers.  Aberdeen and British conservatives in general 

ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ŀ ƴŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ǳƴƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

problems threatened to assume international significance and so threaten the 

balance of power as determined at Vienna.  Limited change was acceptable but the 

unpredictability of upheaval was not, a view which could lead to sympathy with the 

ŀǳǘƻŎǊŀǘǎΩ ǎŜƴǘƛƳŜƴǘǎΣ ƛŦ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƳŜǘƘƻŘǎΦ  In a rare explicit statement of his 

political outlook, after the meeting of the Emperors of Russia and Austria and the 
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Crown Prince of Prussia in 1833, Aberdeen wrote to his continental confidante 

Princess Lieven regarding British and French involvement in Spain: 

 

The meeting of the Emperors gave me more satisfaction than any publick [sic] 

event which has recently taken place, because it held out the prospect of 

arresting the progress of revolution in Europe; and by establishing a perfectly 

good understanding between the two Princes, gave each of them additional 

means of preserving the general peace and safety.  It is on the cordial and 

intimate union of the Northern Powers that the chance is afforded of 

preserving the tranquillity and happiness of Europe against the disorganizing 

and revolutionary policy of the present Governments of England and France.178   

  

Aberdeen did not want British interests to suffer at the expense of France 

(intriguing in Spain at that time) or, for that matter, Spain, but saw a different way 

of pursuing British ends than diving into Spanish affairs.  Conservatives thought that 

the balance of power would be best kept in place by internalising Spanish unrest 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘƘǊŜŀǘ ƻŦ ǊŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴΦ  .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ²ƘƛƎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘ 

as an opportunity to back the Spanish liberals and spread British values in so doing, 

while the Northern Courts saw an opportunity to crush the forces of Spanish 

liberalism.  Aberdeen regarded either course as dangerous to European stability ς 

the umbrella under which wider British interests were assumed to shelter ς and 

inherently counterproductive in the sense that the Spanish people would be 

unlikely to accept any governmental changes that were the result of foreign 

interference. 

 !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǎŀǘƛǎŦŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ /ƻǳǊǘǎΩ Ƙƻǎǘƛƭƛǘȅ 

to revolution, he did not tƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ ŦƻǊŎŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŜǊŜ ƛƴ {ǇŀƛƴΩǎ 

domestic concerns in order to remove the cause of discontent at its source: great 

powers could do more harm than good by interference, and had no right to 

ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴŜΦ  IŜ ǿŀƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ΨŀǊǊŜǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǊŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

scene because it was a dangerous and ill-conceived method of bringing about 

ŎƘŀƴƎŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ Ƴŀƴȅ ŎƻƴǘƛƴŜƴǘŀƭ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ŘŜǎƛǊŜǎ ǘƻ Ǉǳǘ ŀ 
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halt to progress itself.  This viewpoint seemed further to demonstrate the 

intellectual legacy of Castlereagh, who articulated the concept in his State Paper of 

5 May 1820, in relation to an earlier incident in Spain.  Russia, Austria and Prussia 

ƘŀŘ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ŀ ΨIƻƭȅ !ƭƭƛŀƴŎŜΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŀƪŜ ƻŦ bŀǇƻƭŜƻƴΩǎ ŘŜŦŜŀǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘŜǾeloped 

into a force for the suppression of not just revolution, but also democracy and 

secularism.  Castlereagh outlined the reluctance to join the Holy Alliance in its 

conception of the Great Powers as a European quasi-police force: 

 

Would it be wise to give advice, wholly unasked, which, is very little likely to 

contain any suggestion for the salutary modification of the Constitution of 

1812 other than such as will readily occur to those publick Men within the 

Country who have good intentions, and whose influence and means of 

effectuating an amelioration of the Constitution are likely to be weakened 

ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴŜŘ ōȅ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŀōǊƻŀŘΚ ώΧϐ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƳŜŀƴǘ 

that in particular and definite Cases, the Alliance may not (and especially when 

invited to do so by the Parties interested) advantageously interpose, with due 

Caution, in matters lying beyond the Boundaries of their immediate and 

particular Connection; but what is intended to be combated as forming any 

part of their Duty as Allies, is the Notion, but too perceptibly prevalent, that 

whenever any great Political Event shall occur, as in Spain, pregnant perhaps 

with future Danger, it is to be regarded almost as a matter of course, that it 

belongs to the Allies to charge themselves collectively with the Responsibility 

of exercising some Jurisdiction concerning such possible eventual Danger.179 

    

If conservatives like Castlereagh and Aberdeen were suspicious of the 

Ψ!ƭƭƛŀƴŎŜΩ ŀǎǇŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΩ ǳƴƛƻƴΣ Ŝǉǳŀƭ ǎǳǎǇƛŎƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǊŜǎŜǊǾŜŘ for its 

ΨIƻƭȅΩ ŎƻƳƳƛǘƳŜƴǘǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ Iƻƭȅ !ƭƭƛŀƴŎŜ ǎǘƛƭƭ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜŘ ƛǘǎ ƳƻƴŀǊŎƘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŘƛǾƛƴŜƭȅ 

ordained, and it pursued antidemocratic policies in accordance with this tenet.  

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜƭƛƎƛƻǎƛǘȅ ς private, introspective and tending to Low Church doctrine ς 

did not lend itself to the proselytising mentality of European conservatives. 
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 In the public sphere Aberdeen was a rational and pragmatic man who 

ǊŜƎǊŜǘǘŜŘ Ƙƛǎ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ŀ ΨƭƛǾŜƭȅ ŦŀƛǘƘΩΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ǎƻƳŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎΩ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜƭƛƎƛƻƴ 

was significant in AōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƻǳǘƭƻƻƪΦ180  Whilst religious inclinations 

would never lead to the kind of pious politics associated with those such as 

DƭŀŘǎǘƻƴŜΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƻƴŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ ƳŀƪŜ ŀ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

Presbyterianism and his international outlook: intellectual investment in the rigid 

institutional organisation of the Presbyterian Church may have reinforced the 

ƴƻǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƭŀǊƎŜΣ ǳƴƛŦȅƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀ ƳŜŀƴǎ ōȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƻ ǇǳǊǎǳŜ ƻƴŜΩǎ 

objectives.  The balance of power as set out at Vienna was one such structure to 

which this observation seems to apply. 

¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜƭƛƎƛƻǳǎ ǇŜǊǎǳŀǎƛƻƴǎ ƳŀŘŜ ŀƴȅ 

definite and significant impact on his policy was in dealings with the Islamic 

Ottomans and in the formation of policy towards the East.  He once reflected on 

ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ȅƻǳƴƎ ŀŎǘƻǊ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳ .Ŝŀǘǘȅ ōȅ ŘŜŎƭŀǊƛƴƎ ƘƛƳ ΨǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǎǘ 

ƛƳǇƻǎǘƻǊ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ Řŀȅǎ ƻŦ aƻƘŀƳƳŜŘΩΦ181  Aberdeen saw confirmation of his 

religious contempt for Islam in his practical experience and, while Foreign Secretary 

ǳƴŘŜǊ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜΥ ΨL ƘŀǾŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ 

know the effect of the barbarous rule existing there and nobody can be more alive 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǊǊƻǊǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǘ ŀōƻǳƴŘǎΦΩ182 

 In such views Aberdeen was very much a man of his times.  Early 

nineteenth-century opinions of the East fused religious and social prejudices and 

ŎǊƻǎǎŜŘ ǇŀǊǘȅ ƭƛƴŜǎΣ ŀǎ ǿŀǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ōȅ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ мунфΥ 

 

I should not be sorry some day or other to see the Turk kicked out of Europe, 

& compelled to go and sit cross-legged, smoke his pipe, chew his opium, & cut 

off heads on the Asiatic side of the Bosphorus; we want civilisation, activity, 

trade, & business in Europe, & your Mustaphas have no idea of any traffic 

beyond rhubarb, figs & red slippers; what energy can be expected from a 
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nation who have no heels to their shoes and pass their whole lives slip 

shod?183 

 

What differentiated Aberdeen and Palmerston in relation to the Islamic Ottomans 

was the way in which they chose to act on their views, as was made clear in the 

1840s.184 

DespiǘŜ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ affinity with the ideology and religious zeal of 

continental conservatism, Aberdeen was nonetheless prepared to work with the 

Northern powers if it suited British interests.  His approaches to Austria during the 

Napoleonic ambassadorship provided a clear example of this, although historians 

ƘŀǾŜ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ŘŜŀƭ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀƴ 

leader, Prince Klemens Wenzel von Metternich.  The main historiographical case is 

ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŜŀƎŜǊƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǎǘǊƛƪŜ ǳǇ ŀ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ƭŜŦǘ ƘƛƳ ǎǳǎŎŜǇǘƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

flatǘŜǊȅ ƻŦ ŀ ǿƛƭƛŜǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŜŎƘƻŜŘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎΩ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴǎ ŀōƻǳǘ his 

relationship with DǳƛȊƻǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ муплǎΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ΨƎǳƭƭƛōƭŜΩ ŀƴŘ 

ΨǾǳƭƴŜǊŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ŦƭŀǘǘŜǊȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀƴ /ƘŀƴŎŜƭƭƻǊ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǳǎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǳŎƘ 

ƭŜǘƘŀƭ ŜŦŦŜŎǘΦΩ185  

AōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎ ǘƻ aŜǘǘŜǊƴƛŎƘΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘe logical 

recognition that Austria was the most realistic power through which Britain could 

regain an influence in the mainland diplomacy of the Napoleonic wars: Britain had 

hitherto been on the periphery of negotiations between the powers fighting 

Bonaparte.  Whilst Metternich needed to be treated with caution, Russia and 

Prussia seemed far less reliable.  They both had disincentives to conclude peace 

swiftly: protracting the conflict could offer Prussia territorial gains at French 

expense; Russia could pursue influence in Europe as it marched westward towards 

France.  Tsar Alexander also dreamed of a triumphal scenario in Paris where he 

would be fêted as the deliverer of Europe.  Metternich was suspicious of Russian 
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intentions and potential aggrandisement, whilst Prussian advances would provide 

immediate danger on his doorstep.  Austria, furthermore, always felt an overriding 

wariness about encouraging nationalism, given that the Habsburg Empire was built 

on enforced multinationalism and cosmopolitanism.  Metternich often found British 

demands irritating and he was no Anglophile, but with more reason to work with 

Britain than Prussia or Russia, during the Napoleonic era Britain was the least of 

three evils for Austria, and vice versa. 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻƴ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀ ǿŜǊŜ ǎƘŀǇŜŘ ōȅ ŀ Ǌŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

interpretation of national interests and he was developing a conceptualisation of 

European politics based on cooperation and transparency that would carry through 

into later years.  Historians have suggested that this philosophy bred a weakness at 

the negotiating table, where British interests were deemed to suffer in the name of 

blinkered Europhilia, although John Bew has ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƘŀŘ ΨǎƻƳŜ 

success in laying the groundwork for a more constructive relationship between 

/ŀǎǘƭŜǊŜŀƎƘ ŀƴŘ aŜǘǘŜǊƴƛŎƘΦΩ186  There remain, however, those with such a low 

ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀŎȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ 

luck.187 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪ ǿƛǘƘ wǳǎǎƛŀ Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀǊƻǳǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǎǇƛŎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

historians, not least with regard to his later career when perceived Russophilia was 

ǎŜŜƴ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƳǳŘŘƭŜŘ /ǊƛƳŜŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ 

to be extremelȅ Ŏŀǳǘƛƻǳǎ ǿƛǘƘ !ƭŜȄŀƴŘŜǊΩǎ wǳǎǎƛŀ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ bŀǇƻƭŜƻƴƛŎ ǿŀǊǎ ς few tsars 

have demonstrated a more potent mix of ambition and unpredictability ς there 

were intelligible reasons for working with the Russia of !ƭŜȄŀƴŘŜǊΩǎ ȅƻǳƴƎŜǊ 

brother, Nicholas I.188  Nicholas was a staunch supporter of established regimes and 

whilst this could result in the brutal suppression of revolutions such as that in 

Poland in 1830, it provided a change from Alexander, who could switch from 

reactionary militarism to ardent liberalism in aƴ ƛƴǎǘŀƴǘΦ  aƛǊƻǎƭŀǾ ~ŜŘƛǾȇ Ƙŀǎ ǎƘƻǿƴ 

Ƙƻǿ bƛŎƘƻƭŀǎ ǿŀǎ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳǊǎǳŜ ŀ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ΨƎƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǘŀƪŜΩ ǿƛǘƘ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ 
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end (although naturally preferring to take).  He also took such a line with Britain, 

which will be explored in Chapter Five.189 

Aberdeen summarised his views of Nicholas and Russia, in the wake of his 

Crimean leadership, with reference to the Ottoman Empire, which Britain sought to 

protect, but many perceived Russia to have tried to conquer and dismantle with its 

Crimean policy.  Some in Britain were calling for total victory over Russia and a 

reorganisation of the balance of power in the East, but Aberdeen thought this 

would undermine the principle of stability that Britain was fighting the Crimean war 

to protect: 

 

I have never been an admirer of the Russian government, or its policy; and 

although the Emperor Nicholas was personally very gracious to me of late 

years, I believe that he thought me an enemy at heart; as indeed from former 

experience he had some right to do.  At the same time, should our press prove 

ǘǊƛǳƳǇƘŀƴǘΣ ŀƴŘ wǳǎǎƛŀΣ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ǇƘǊŀǎŜΣ ōŜ άŦƛƴŀƭƭȅ ŎǊǳǎƘŜŘέΣ L 

think it would be the greatest possible misfortune for Europe; for I believe that 

England and France, closely united, would then commit more injustice in one 

year than might be expected from Russia in twenty.190 

 

Aberdeen was prepared to work with Russia, as Austria, because doing so 

was a vehicle by which to pursue British interests, not because of an abstract and 

unthinking belief in the ideology of reaction (many liberals also advocated 

cooperation with Russia).  Such an analysis lay at the root of Anglo-Russian 

intercourse over the Ottoman Empire in 1844.  The Ottoman Empire stabilised a 

region in which its dissolution would create a competing mass of nationalist 

sentiments and Great Power ambition, and Russia wanted Ottoman power 

maintained, albeit it weak and subservient, to avoid such a vacuum of power.  

Britain also sought the protection of Ottoman territorial integrity: important trade 

routes to India passed through Turkey.  Aberdeen suggested that following the 

popular calls to bring down the Russian regime would destroy the balance of power 
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as set out at Vienna, engendering an ugly scramble for European ascendancy, 

particularly given the presence of what was perceived as irrational nationalism in 

contemporary British and French politics.    

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦŜŀǊ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ΨŎǊǳǎƘƛƴƎΩ ƻŦ wǳǎǎƛŀ underlines his view of that 

country as an essential player in the maintenance of the European balance of 

power.  As with his approach to Metternich, a willingness to work with Nicholas did 

not presuppose anything other than a pragmatic assessment of the best way to 

pursue British interests.  He maintained a vigilance and wariness of the Russian 

leadership throughout and after his time in office that belied accusations of 

wǳǎǎƻǇƘƛƭƛŀΣ ƴƻǘƛƴƎ ŀŦǘŜǊ !ƭŜȄŀƴŘŜǊ LLΩǎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ Ψ¢ƘŜ 9ƳǇŜǊƻǊ Ƙŀǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛǾŜŘ ǘƻ 

make it generally believed that he is pacifically disposed.  This may be the case, and 

I do not wish to express any positive distrust, but I only say that this man is 

unfathomable, and that no one knows his real views and intentions.  He confides in 

ƴƻƴŜΦΩ191  

Aberdeen also showed a willingness to work with France throughout his 

career that, both intrinsically and as a policy traditionally associated with liberalism, 

belies the connection of Aberdonian policy with unthinking reaction.  He was 

nonetheless as far from an unquestioning Francophile as he was a blinkered 

Russophile.  Aberdeen viewed the French Revolution as symptomatic of Gallic flaws, 

ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎ ƛǘ ΨƛƴŎǊŜŘƛōƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ Ǿŀƴƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘƳŀƴ ǎhould have been so 

far overcomeΩ as to countenance such idealistically motivated violence.192  He had 

ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ Ψŀ ƪƛƴŘ ƻŦ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ Ǿŀƴƛǘȅ ǎƻ ǇŜŎǳƭƛŀǊ ǘƻ ŀ 

CǊŜƴŎƘƳŀƴΩ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƳŀǊƪŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǿŜ Ƴǳǎǘ ǘŀƪŜ ŎŀǊŜ ǘƻ ŘƛǎǘƛƴƎǳƛǎƘ ǇǊƻǇŜǊƭȅΣ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 

national vanity, and national pride; the one springs from a kind of selfishness in the 

individual, and is consequently despicable, the other has nothing of self in it, but is 

ŀ ǇǳǊŜ ǇŀǘǊƛƻǘƛŎ ŦŜŜƭƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ŎƻƴǎŜǉǳŜƴŎŜ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ŎǊŜŘƛǘŀōƭŜΦΩ193 

These views of the French ensured that whilst Aberdeen was working with 

France during his career, an underlying watchfulness insured the policy of openness 

ǿƛǘƘ ǿƘƛŎƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǇǳǊǎǳŜŘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴ ƛƴ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 
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government when French occupation of Algiers elicited a casual public response 

from Aberdeen, but encouraged the Foreign Secretary to initiate close surveillance, 

given that ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ΨŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ Ŧŀƛƭ ǘƻ ŜȄŜǊŎƛǎŜ ƎǊŜŀǘ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎŜ 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊƛǘƛƳŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aŜŘƛǘŜǊǊŀƴŜŀƴ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΩ ƛŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ Ǿŀƴƛǘȅ 

engendered expansion in the Barbary states.194  The 1850s saw Aberdeen lock 

horns with Louis Napoleon, and ongoing suspicion of France seemed to manifest 

itself in a hesitancy to cooperate over the Eastern crisis. Matters were not helped 

ōȅ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴal dislike of the new Bonaparte emperor, whom he regarded 

as a dangerous militaristic usurper. 

Aberdeen was prepared to work with all the Great Powers on essentially the 

same terms regardless of their ideological underpinnings.  His foreign politics were 

nevertheless unmistakably conservative in that only minor changes to the balance 

of power were considered.  Geoffrey Hicks described the politics of the Derby 

family in a way that also captures the broad nature of Aberdonian Conservatism: 

 

¢ƘŜ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ώΧϐ ǿŀǎ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴƛŀƴΣ 5ƛǎǊŀŜƭƛŀƴΣ ƴƻǊ ǘhat of the 

ǊŀŘƛŎŀƭ Ψ¢ǊƻǳōƭŜƳŀƪŜǊǎΩ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜŘ ōȅ !Φ WΦ tΦ ¢ŀȅƭƻǊ ώΧϐ tǳǘ ǾŜǊȅ ǎƛƳǇƭȅΣ ƛǘ 

regarded interventionism with distaste, favoured working with the other 

powers whatever their systems of government, opted for negotiation over 

confrontation on almost all occasions and presumed only minimal alteration of 

the status quo was necessary.  It constituted an important phase in a longer 

tradition of Conservative foreign policy.195   

 

 !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ Ŏŀƴ 

be identified partly in terms of what his conservatism was not.  Liberal governments 

of the era came to be associated with swashbuckling foreign politics and the 

tendency to accumulate debt with expensive domestic initiatives.  Anthony Seldon 

has suggested that Conservative governments are often elected on the basis of 

                                                           
194

 {ŜŜ WΦ {ǿŀƛƴΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ hŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ƭƎƛŜǊǎ ƛƴ муолΥ ! {ǘǳŘȅ ƛƴ !ƴƎƭƻ-CǊŜƴŎƘ 5ƛǇƭƻƳŀŎȅΩΣ Political 
Science Quarterly, xlviii, 1933, pp. 359-366. 
195

 G. Hicks (ed.), Conservatism and British Foreign Policy, 1820-1920: The Derbys and their World 
(London, 2011), pp. 13-14. 



59 
 

ōŜƛƴƎ ΨǎŀŦŜǊΩ ǘƘŀƴ ǿƘŀǘŜver else might be on offer.196  This certainly seemed to 

ŀǇǇƭȅ ǘƻ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 1840s and, thus, to Aberdeen.  He was indeed to 

ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ΨǎŀŦŜΩ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ς in the sense of being non-interventionist and 

prudent ς but one with a pragmatic approach to the political world, adaptable to 

the circumstances in which he found himself.  In 1841-6 Whig profligacy 

necessitated a more conservative approach to life at the Foreign Office ς the Whigs 

had built up the national debt to almost a billion pounds ς whilst in the 1850s, like 

Peel, he called himself a Liberal Conservative, on the grounds of being the Prime 

Minister of a government that was installed with a mandate for extensive domestic 

reform.  William Brock in his seminal work on Lord Liverpool wrote that the subject 

ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ǎǘǳŘȅ ΨŀǘǘŜƳǇǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ŜŀŎƘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ƛǘǎ ƳŜǊƛǘǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ǿŀǎ 

ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ άƭƛōŜǊŀƭέ ƴƻǊ άǳƭǘǊŀέΣ ōǳǘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊƳediary 

ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΦΩ197  ¢Ƙƛǎ ŦƭŜȄƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƳŜ ǘƻ ŘŜŦƛƴŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎΥ ƘŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ 

be liberal almost to the point of Radicalism in domestic politics whilst his core 

conservatism usually prevailed abroad. 

 The middle ground that Brock identified between being liberal or Ultra can 

ōŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƛŘŘƭŜ ǿŀȅΩ ƻŦ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǎƳΦ  .ƭŀƪŜ ǇƻǊǘǊŀȅŜd Liverpool as 

representing a ΨƳƛŘŘƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊƻŀŘΩ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǎƳ, whilst John Charmley has traced 

its existence through Peel and beyond.198  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎs in the Peel 

government and later can be identified with the precepts of this moderate variety 

ƻŦ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǎƳΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻt the Toryism of the eighteenth-century and 

before in which the Crown, the established Church and the constitution were 

unalterably sacrosanct and mild modifications to law were considered tantamount 

to treason.199  This older brand of Toryism persisted in some circles and was 

personified, argue his biographers, in the form of John Wilson Croker, a friend of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎΣ ǿƘƻǎŜ ŀǊǘƛcles in the Quarterly Review and elsewhere captured the 
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¦ƭǘǊŀǎΩ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎ.200  hƴŜ ƻŦ /ǊƻƪŜǊΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘed that his interpretation 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜΩ ǿŀǎ Ψŀƴ ŀƭƭ-or-nothing solidarity characterized by a 

ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǎƛŜƎŜΩΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ƴƻted that he thought any change to the 

electoral system would bring a collapse of the propertied social order on which 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǇǊƻǎǇŜǊƛǘȅ ǿŀǎ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜǎǘΦ201 

 Aberdeen generally steered clear of this type of Conservatism in favour of 

ǘƘŜ ΨƳƛŘŘƭŜ ǿŀȅΩΦ  ¢his outlook maintained the support of tradition and English 

exceptionalism inherent in Toryism but without the inflexibility of old Tory loyalties.  

WƻƘƴ wŀƳǎŘŜƴ Ƙŀǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƛŘŘƭŜ ǿŀȅΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎŀŘŜǎ 

ōŜŦƻǊŜ .ǳǊƪŜΩǎ Reflections was ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘΣ ōǳǘ .ǳǊƪŜΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƳƛƴŀƭ 

articulation of this school of thought.202  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǳƴƳƛǎǘŀƪŀōƭȅ 

conservative but should not be placed too far to the political right.  Burke wrote in 

his Reflections ǘƘŀǘ Ψŀ {ǘŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ƳŜans of some change is without the 

ƳŜŀƴǎ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ ŀ ǎŜƴǘƛƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƻƴŜ Ŏŀƴ ŀǇǇƭȅ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘƻƴƛŀƴ 

policy.203  Aberdeen would at various points in his career support Catholic 

Emancipation and voting reform at home: the state was regarded as an organic 

entity that must evolve in order to survive and thrive.204  As head of a Conservative 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ tŜŜƭΩǎ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ŜƳōŀǊƪ ƻƴ ŀ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜ ƻŦ ǿƛŘŜ-reaching 

reforms suggested that he shared this conceptualisation of the state, which made 

for a productive working relationship between Aberdeen and the Prime Minister in 

the 1840s. 

The same views applied to AberdeŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ.  The 

Vienna settlement was regarded as a safeguard of the balance of power; a glue to 

hold Europe together in a period when nationalism and liberal movements 
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threatened unpredictable consequences, but minor changes were not excluded if 

they were seen to suit Britain and Europe.  Aberdeen was one of the first politicians 

to advocate recognition of the July Revolution of 1830 in France, in which Charles X 

and the Bourbons were overthrown in favour of Louis Philippe and the Orleans line.  

It was not change that worried Aberdeen, but its extent.  The first French 

Revolution evoked fear because its goal was the total overhaul of global politics, 

insofar as there was a shared and consistent objective.  The 1830 revolution, on the 

other hand, sought to replace one monarchical House with the second in the state 

ŀƴŘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ōŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ΨǎŀŦŜΩ ǊŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ǿƘƛŎƘΣ ōȅ 

pacifying the French populace, arguably stood a greater chance of maintaining 

continental stability. 

Whilst recognition of the 1830 Revolution did represent a departure from 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƴǎƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƻƴ ŀŘƘŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ the Vienna settlement, 

consciousness of his conservative, Pittite inheritance stayed with Aberdeen 

throughout his career and helped to inform overall policy construction.  Writing to 

WŀƳŜǎ DǊŀƘŀƳ ƛƴ мурнΣ ǿƘŜƴ ƘŜ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ tŜŜƭƛǘŜ ŎƻƭƭŜŀƎǳŜǎ 

had shifted their political allegiance closer to liberalism, Aberdeen wrote to protest 

at the possibility of a Radical-leaning government led by John Russell: 

 

L ŀƳ ƴƻǘ ŘŜǎƛǊƻǳǎ ώΧϐ ƻŦ ǎŜŜƛƴƎ ƘƛƳ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ŀ ²ƘƛƎ-Radical Government.  

I hope I am not deficient in liberal views whether at home or abroad, but I 

Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ŀƭǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǊŜƴƻǳƴŎŜ Ƴȅ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ώΧϐ L ŀƳ ǘƘƻǊƻǳƎƘƭȅ 

convinced of the necessity of a Government of progress, and am prepared to 

advance more rapidly than probably was ever contemplated by Peel himself.  

.ǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜ ώΧϐ L ǿŀǎ ōǊŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦŜŜǘ ƻŦ 

Gamaliel, and must always regard Mr. Pitt as the first of statesmen.205 

 

Despite looking to lead a reforming ministry containing several liberal politicians, 

Aberdeen still could not break away from the conservatism to which he was 

attached, and which his hero Pitt exuded. 
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 Aberdeen came into the 1840s with, and in that decade retained, a 

pragmatic political approach.  It helped to deliver a pacific foreign policy, designed 

in part to contribute to the inexpensive government that Conservative objectives 

required, and conservative taxpayers in Britain preferred.  This produced a largely 

reactive policy, although not one entirely lacking in independent initiatives.  

Although maintaining a flexible outlook and steering clear of decisions made on the 

grounds of abstract ideology, Aberdeen nonetheless saw the world through the 

prism of his own experiences and assumptions.  His mentalité included an open and 

cooperative approach to Europe that led him to utilise his contacts such as Guizot, 

Metternich and the Lievens.  In this we might detect the influence of Pitt and 

/ŀǎǘƭŜǊŜŀƎƘΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƴŜǾŜǊ ƛƴƘŜǊƛǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘǘŜǊΩǎ ǘŀǎǘŜ ŦƻǊ congresses, 

preferring bilateral diplomacy as a means of circumventing national suspicions and 

rivalry.   

These elements in his mentalité, together with a suspicion of 

interventionism, a tight (but not rigid) adherence to the balance of power, and a 

willingness to work with powers of all political colours, suited Aberdeen to his role 

ƛƴ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 5ŜǊōȅƛǘŜ 

Conservatism to follow.  This approach to foreign policy remained a point of 

connection between most Conservatives in the mid-nineteenth century, despite the 

divisive domestic issue of protectionism.  Indeed, relative harmony on the topic of 

foreign policy was often utilised as a cause around which to rally and attempt to 

reunite the party after the abolition of the Corn Laws caused it to split.206  

The problem this brand of Conservatism created for Aberdeen was the same 

as most other Conservatives before Benjamin DisraeliΩǎ campaigns of the 1870s: a 

lack of populism.  This difficulty derived for the most part from the majority of 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŀǘ ŜƴƎŀƎƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΣ ƻǊ ǘǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǿƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦŀǾƻǳǊ ƻŦ 

the world beyond Westminster, was somewhat debasing and improper.  There 

were notable pre-Disraelian exceptions, not least George Canning, but most 

ConserǾŀǘƛǾŜǎ ΨŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǎǇƛǎŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΩΣ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴȅΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ 
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genuinely did.207  It was seen to represent the crude and ill-informed voice of 

people who felt primal patriotic impulses but could not appreciate the intricacies 

or, often, the basics of policy.  Thomas MacKnight echoed such views when he 

explored ǘƘŜ ǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƭŜ ōŜƘƛƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΥ Ψ¢ƻ ōŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 

politicians of taverns and vestries has never been the ambition of this statesman.  

He has disdained to flatter the national pride; he has never ministered to the vanity 

ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘƳŜƴ ώΧϐ IŜ Ƙŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ŎƻƴǎŎƛƻǳǎƴŜǎǎ 

ƻŦ ώΧϐ ƴŜǾŜǊ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǎǘƻƻǇŜŘ ǘƻ ōǳȅ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊƛǘȅ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛŎŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ǎŜƭŦ-ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘΦΩ208   

9ǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǎǘŀǎǘŜ ŦƻǊ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻpinion is not hard to find: 

writing in 1853 with the Crimean War looming, Aberdeen remarked of the danger 

that support from the Russophobe public might heap on British policy by pushing it 

ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǿŀǊΥ ΨLƴ ŀ ŎŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƪƛƴŘ L ŘǊŜŀŘ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘΦ  hƴ ǎome occasion, 

when the Athenian assembly vehemently applauded Alcibiades, he asked if he had 

ǎŀƛŘ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ŦƻƻƭƛǎƘΗΩ209  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƘŀǎƛƴƎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

favour could be a dangerous game.  Failure to engage with it at all, however, 

created its own problems, especially in the eyes of posterity.   

Palmerston once told !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎƻƳŜǘƛƳŜǎ ƻŎŎŀǎƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ 

public affairs when the opinions and wishes of the great bulk of the nation are 

strongly directed to some particular object, and on such occasions it may be wise 

and even necessary for men in public life to surrender their own opinions as 

contrary to the public wish, and to yield in some degree at least to a current which 

ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǳƴŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǎǘŜƳΦΩ210  It is unlikely Aberdeen would ever have heeded this 

advice, and it was an approach that would cause Palmerston problems in his career, 

but !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ failure at least to make the public familiar with his position or to 

explain his actions allowed others to garner support for their policies at his 

expense.  A. P. Donajgrodzki has pointed out that failure to engage with 

conservative support beyond Westminster was a common problem for members of 
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tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦ211  9ƴƎŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǿŀǎ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

hero Pitt was able to use to establish a mandate for his policies, but it was one 

Pittite trait that Aberdeen would not emulate. 

Liberal means might also be used in foreign policy, but to conservative ends: 

Aberdeen was prepared to recognise revolution in France in 1830 in the name of 

stability, and he based his foreign policy in the 1840s around France ς which was 

traditionally a Whig focus ς in order to control its ambition and to protect the 

Vienna settlement.  In the 1850s, however, he resisted the clamour for a war by 

which British liberals wished to teach Russia a lesson as much as to preserve the 

hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎƴŜǎs to work with different powers, depending 

on how British interests were deemed to be best served, demonstrated an enduring 

ǇǊŀƎƳŀǘƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ΨŎƻƴǘƛƴŜƴǘŀƭΩ ƻǳǘƭƻƻƪΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŘƛǊŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǇŜŀŎŜ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ 

concomitant benefit, the preservation and expansion of British mercantile 

dominance.  In this approach we can detect the influences of Castlereagh and Pitt 

and an inbuilt humanitarian desire for peace ς but not an unqualified pacifism ς 

that derived partly from his early experiences of war in Napoleonic Europe.  It was 

with this mindset that, in 1841, Aberdeen returned for his second tenure at the 

Foreign Office.   

 

Aberdeen in the Peel Administration 

 

The conciliatory policy of openness and transparency Aberdeen adopted in 

this period, and his readiness to make concessions in the name of peace, are seen 

by many as weak methods when compared to the perceived strength and 

masculinity of Palmerstonian conduct.  Given that Britain led the world in naval 

capability, and financed its power with trade across its vast Empire and beyond, 

Conservative policy might indeed appear to have been anachronistic and 

retrogressive.  But Conservative policy should not be considered on these 

Palmerstonian terms, for they create an artificial framework for debate.  The 

objectives oŦ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƛn achieving them 
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predetermined an approach to policy that was deliberately different from that of 

Palmerston. 

Foreign affairs were conducted with the security of domestic objectives 

ŦƛǊƳƭȅ ƛƴ ƳƛƴŘΥ tŜŜƭΩǎ primary concern was to deal with widespread social 

deprivation.  In 1841, wages were at their lowest level since 1815 and one in 

sixteen people received poor relief, whilst levels of unemployment and poor 

working conditions needed addressing.212  This would cost money, of course, which 

was in short supply.  Peel inherited a massive excess of expenditure over revenue 

owing both to a recession and the spending habits of the previous government, the 

profligacy of which was indicated by the ailing coƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎΩ 

personal estates.  Britain would still be 787 million pounds in debt in 1845, whilst 

expensive wars in China and Afghanistan added to the blend of fiscal and social 

pressure.213  In the early stages of the Peel government, Aberdeen wrote of these 

considerations, noting that frugality was unlikely to win the Conservatives many 

friends: 

 

The difficulties of the Government will arise from domestick [sic] causes.  The 

enormous deficiency, equal to the whole revenue of many states, must be 

filled up.  This is the only pledge that Peel has given ς he is bound, by some 

means or other, to equalize the revenue and the expenditure.  Any attempt to 

do this, and to abandon the disgraceful practice of the last four or five years, 

will be attached with the utmost difficulty, and will at once unite all the Whigs 

against us.214  

 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƭŜƎŀŎȅ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ŦƻǊ tŜŜƭΩǎ 

ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘ Ψŀ ŎƘŜŀǇ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ŦƻǊ ƭƛǾƛƴƎΩΦ215  Although Palmerston 

prevented France from seizing the initiative and dictating affairs in the Eastern 

Crisis of 1839-41, the tactless language used towards a nation that had until 
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recently been an ally caused Anglo-French relations to disintegrate.216  Several 

points of difference with the United States were also left unresolved and, although 

his remark had been taken out of context, the Americans thought Palmerston had 

ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŦƭŀƎ ŀ ΨǇƛŜŎŜ ƻŦ ōǳƴǘƛƴƎΩ ƛƴ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǎƭŀǾŜ ǘǊŀŘŜΦ217  French 

and American antipathy raised the prospect of another coalition against Britain at a 

time when it could ill-afford a major war, let alone one against two enemies. 

All of this meant that for strategic, but especially for economic reasons, 

foreign policy was, and had to be, the typical Conservative policy discussed above.  

In short, this was a policy that focused upon consolidation and the protection of 

power.  Any risk of war with France and/or the United States could not be afforded 

with operational capacity reduced by wars in the East, and given the necessity for 

capital to be freed for social regeneration and to reduce the national debt.  Peel 

ƘŀŘ ƭƻƴƎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ŘŜŀƭ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ΨƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ƧŜŀƭƻǳǎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ 

ŀƴǘƛǇŀǘƘƛŜǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ CǊŀƴŎŜΩ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘŜ a ΨŎƻǊŘƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƎƻƻŘ 

uƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎΩ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ /ƘŀƴƴŜƭ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƘŀƴ 

ever upon assuming office.218  It was a tactic deployed in diplomatic intercourse 

with other countries, because international entanglements might derail the whole 

purpose of Conservative government.  Foreign affairs were to be kept peaceful to 

prevent this from happening. 

The avoidance of conflict would allow the Conservatives to pursue another 

ƳŜŀƴǎ ƻŦ ǊŜǎǘƻǊƛƴƎ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ƘŜŀƭǘƘΥ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǿŜŀƭǘƘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 

creation of new markets and the development of existing ones.  The importance of 

trade and commerce can be seen in the conduct of foreign policy throughout the 

tŜŜƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŀŎƛŦƛŎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ŀƴƴŜȄŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ǿŀǎ 

dependent on French assurances of uninterrupted mercantile intercourse, whilst 

the economic benefits that came with acquisition of the Sandwich Islands were 

seen to offset any temporary disruptions in Tahiti.  The settlement of disputes with 
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America also enabled trade to flourish in the newly stabilised border regions, 

particularly in the Maine-New Brunswick area, where improvements in the timber 

trade showed the benefits of peace.  The balance-book approach to foreign policy 

came naturally to Aberdeen who had already shown aptitude in restoring the 

Haddo Estate to financial health after it had been bequeathed to him by his 

grandfather, the third Earl, in a state of disrepair. 

The pursuit of financial restraint resulted in an open and pacific policy that 

has been condemned by history for a perceived lack of backbone and a vulnerability 

to international manipulation, but this is a verdict conspicuous by its rarity in the 

political world of the 1840s.  The diarist Charles Greville, a shrewd if not always 

disinterested observer, noted ǘƘŀǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎŜŘ ŘŜǊƛǎƛƻƴ Ψŀƭƭ Ŧŀƭƭǎ ŘŜŀŘ 

ŀƴŘ ŦƭŀǘΣ ŀƴŘ ƴƻōƻŘȅ ǘŀƪŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƭƛƎƘǘŜǎǘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ƻǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΩ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ŀ 

ΨǊŜǾƛǾŀƭ ƻŦ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΩ ǘƘŀǘ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŜƴƎŜƴŘŜǊŜŘΦ219  There 

was vocal support for Conservative foreign policy: it abounded from The Times 

newspaper (although even The Times abandoned the government over the Tahiti 

crisis in 1844).  ¢ƘŜ ǇŀǇŜǊΩǎ editor John Delane was a close friend of Aberdeen, but 

this did not subvert editorial neutrality, for Delane was also a close friend of 

Palmerston.220  Conservative policy seemed to access a certain Victorian sensibility, 

a restraint that existed alongside Palmerstonism and Cobdenite Radicalism.  To 

exploit such a sensibility was inherently difficult, however, because it was by its 

nature unexcitable.  Failure to capture the public imagination, and failure to 

ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ Řƻ ǎƻΣ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƛƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƭƛŦŜ ŀƴŘ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ 

his historiographical reputation. 

It is important to reconsider perceptions ƻŦ [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƛǘȅΣ 

because they have also had an impact on the historiography: perceived personal 

traits of weakness, subservience and invertebracy are transposed on to 
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Conservative policy.  This is perhaps inevitable when a policy becomes personally 

identified with an individual.  There are, however, cases when particular incidents 

ƛƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴǎΩ ƭƛǾŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǊŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴ ǘǳǊƴ ŎƻƭƻǳǊǎ 

ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǿƘƻƭŜ ŎŀǊŜŜǊΦ  ²ƛƴǎǘƻƴ /ƘǳǊŎƘƛƭƭΩǎ ŀƳōƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ Ǉƻƭƛtical 

record was for a long time lost in the shadow of his success at war, for example, 

until studies such as that of John Charmley in the second half of the twentieth 

century.221  Conversely, being made scapegoat for military failures in the Crimea has 

coloured a character portrait of Aberdeen by which judgments of failure and 

weakness have been applied further back in his career.  Nowhere is this more 

ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘ ǘƘŀƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƪ ƻŦ YƛƴƎǎƭŜȅ aŀǊǘƛƴΣ ǿƘƻ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜŘ 

Crimean shortcomings as proof ƻŦ ŀ ΨǇŀǘƘŜǘƛŎΩ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŎƻǊŘΦ222   

! ŦŜǿ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ Ƴǳǎǘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ōŜ ƳŀŘŜ ōŜŦƻǊŜ 

re-examining his foreign policy towards France 1841-6: orthodox views have 

affected and, perhaps, predetermined judgments on policy.  A common charge 

levelled at Aberdeen is that of lacking political enthusiasm, which results in the view 

that British interests were not pursued as vigorously as they might have been, or 

that they were abandoned altogether.  bƻǊƳŀƴ DŀǎƘ ōƭŀƳŜŘ Ψŀƴ ŀōǎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ȊŜŀƭ 

and aƳōƛǘƛƻƴΩ ŦƻǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƳǇƻǘŜƴŎŜΦ223  The idea that Aberdeen saw out his tenure 

by sufferance and with a lack of political interest is not entirely without foundation.  

Numerous references can be made that appear to support the theory, such as this 

from AberŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǘƻ [ƻǊŘ .ŜŀǳǾŀƭŜ ǳǇƻƴ ǘŀƪƛƴƎ hŦŦƛŎŜΥ Ψ²ƘŜƴ ȅƻǳ ǎŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ L 

am at last in the Foreign Office it would appear that I had long struggled to arrive 

ƘŜǊŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ L ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ȅƻǳ Ƴŀȅ ȅƻǳǊǎŜƭŦ ƪƴƻǿ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ŦŀǊ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜΩΦ224  When 

he offered his resignation at the height of the defence debate later in his tenure, 

ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ōŜƳƻŀƴŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƛǎ ƛǊƪǎƻƳŜ ǘƻ ƳŜΩΦ225 

Properly contextualising these and other similar comments produces a 

different conclusion: Aberdeen was one of many who expressed a gentlemanly 
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reluctance at the rigours of government, and these were the typical refrains of 

gentlemen in public office.  His Permanent Under-Secretary at the Foreign Office, 

Henry Unwin Addington, requested that Aberdeen shouƭŘ ΨǘŀƪŜ ƳŜ ƻƴ ǘǊƛŀƭΩ ŦƻǊ 

ǿƻǊǊȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ΨƭŀōƻǳǊǎ ƻŦ hŦŦƛŎŜΩ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƻƻ ƎǊŜŀǘΦ226  Peel, in letters to his wife Julia, 

ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƳȅ ŎƻƴŦƛƴŜƳŜƴǘ ώƛƴ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊϐΩ ƛǎ Ψǎǘƛƭƭ ƳƻǊŜ irksomeΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƭƛŦŜ ƛƴ 

ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎ ǿŀǎ ΨŦŀǊ ǘƻƻ ƳǳŎƘ ώΧϐ ŦƻǊ ŀƴȅ ƘǳƳŀƴ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘΩΦ227  Only three 

ƳƻƴǘƘǎ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ tŜŜƭ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ǘŜƭƭ ȅƻǳ Ƙƻǿ 

lonely this is.  I have sat down after dinner of late and written my letters till twelve, 

but I do not much like writing, and still less reading the detestable scrawls that are 

ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŜΦΩ228   

Neither were such expressions mere requirements of polite discourse, 

because the pressures of foreign affairs also sent men to their graves.  In an era 

when the workload of the Foreign Secretary was practically the entire workload 

generated for London by foreign affairs, the suicide of Viscount Castlereagh and 

early death of Canning were unlikely to have been coincidental.  Expressions of 

reluctance upon taking office were not so much a sign of weakness as of legitimate 

awareness of its difficulties.  Such iterations must also be considered as part of the 

nineteenth-ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΩǎ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘŜƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ƘǳƳƛƭƛǘȅΣ ǿƘŜǊŜōȅ ƎǊŀŎƛƻǳǎ 

acceptance of honours and the employment of a respectfully submissive form of 

language in correspondence determined a reluctant and humble tone.  Appearing 

overeager was considered to be unseemly. 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŀƛƴǘǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǿƻǊƪƭƻŀŘ ǿŜǊŜ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ŎƭŀǊƛŦƛŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ 

statement of his enthusiasm about the actual conduct of foreign policy: the 

workload was oppressive but he invested all his effort in it.  When Aberdeen wrote 

to his continental confidante Princess Lieven upon taking office, he wrote of his 

ΨǳǘƳƻǎǘ ǊŜƭǳŎǘŀƴŎŜΩ ŀǘ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΣ ōǳǘ ƛƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ƳƻǊŜ 

to fear from a bad harvest than from all the thunders of most formidable 
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ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΩΦ229  ¦Ǉƻƴ ƭŜŀǾƛƴƎ ƻŦŦƛŎŜΣ ǊŜƭƛŜŦ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ƛǘǎ ΨǘƻǊƳŜƴǘǎΩ ǿŀǎ 

ǘǊŀƴǎŎŜƴŘŜŘ ōȅ ǊŜƎǊŜǘ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǾƛƴƎ ΨǘƘŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƎǊŜŀǘ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

transaction of business with those whƻƳ L ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅ ƭƛƪŜ ŀƴŘ ŜǎǘŜŜƳΩΦ  !ōƻǾŜ ŀƭƭΣ 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǊŜƎǊŜǘǘŜŘ ΨǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǊǳǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΩΦ230  These were not the 

thoughts of an uninterested pacifist and his colleagues agreed with this analysis: 

one wrote that, ǿƘŜƴ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ƻŦŦƛŎŜΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ΨŀǘǘŀŎƘes primary importance to our 

CƻǊŜƛƎƴ wŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΩΦ231 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ŎŀǊŜ ŦƻǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ Ƙŀǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 

his life that see him as either arrogant and aloof, timid and cowering, or as a hybrid 

of these characteristics, which might be described as awkward pretension.  These 

traits have also coloured perceptions of Aberdonian policy.  Edward Jones Parry saw 

ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴ ΨŜȄŎŜǎǎƛǾŜ ŎƻƴŦƛŘŜƴŎŜΩ ƭŜŘ ǘƻ Ψŀ ǘŜƴŘŜƴŎȅ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴΩΦ232  Douglas Hurd argueŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ ΨƎŜƴǳƛƴŜ ǊŜƭǳŎǘŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ 

ƻŦŦƛŎŜΩ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ΨƭŀŎƪŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ƘŀǊǎƘ ƎǊŀǎǇ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎΩΦ233  Muriel Chamberlain argued that challenges to his high-held views could 

ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ ΨǳƴǇƭŜŀǎŀƴǘƭȅ ǎŀǊŎŀǎǘƛŎΩ ǊŜǘƻǊǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ of Lords, concluding that 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ Ψǿŀǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŀǘ Ƙƛǎ ǿŜŀƪŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦǊƻƴǘŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǘƳƻǎǇƘŜǊŜ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ 

ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦΩ234  Depending on whose version of events one listens to, these traits were 

influenced by perceived Scottish dourness, by a life beset by personal tragedy, by a 

naïve and anachronistic religious-moral pacifism, or any combination of the three.  

The effects of these personality traits are much overstated. 

Aberdeen did not demonstrate these traits in his relationship with Peel, with 

whom he shared a strong and focused political partnership.  They had worked well 

ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǿƘŜƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ /ƻƭƻƴƛŀƭ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ tŜŜƭΩǎ ΨƘǳƴŘǊŜŘ 

ŘŀȅǎΩΣ ȅŜǘ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘΣ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ мупм ŀƴŘ мупсΣ Ƙƛǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƴŀƛǾŜǘȅ 

and incapability created extra work for Peel and that his supposedly staunch 

¢ƻǊȅƛǎƳ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ƛƴŎƭƛƴŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǇǊƻǾƛƴƎ ƻōǎǘǊǳŎǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ 
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tŜŜƭΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǾŜǊȅ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƻōƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ 

was not the case for Aberdeen.  From a combination of preoccupation with 

domestic affairs and trust in his Foreign Secretary, Peel left the final foreign policy 

decisions to Aberdeen, offering his opinions only in the context of debate.  There 

ŀǊŜ ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ Ǉƻƛƴǘǎ ŀǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ tŜŜƭΩǎ ŘŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ ƧǳŘƎƳŜƴǘ 

is clear, none more so than in the Tahiti crisis where Aberdeen carried his policy 

despite standing almost alone in his approach.  Towards the end of the Peel 

government, Charles Greville summarised this symbiotic and mutually respectful 

ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ ΨώtŜŜƭϐΩǎ ŦƻǊǘŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴ ŘŜŀƭƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ 

which it seems that it is dangerous for anybody to meddle who is not in the trade.  

The division of labour seems as essential in politics as in matters of commerce and 

ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅΦΩ235  That Peel rarely mentioned foreign affairs in his Cabinet reports to the 

Crown indicated the success of this arrangement ς his attentions were focused 

elsewhere ς ŀƴŘ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ƛǘΦ236 

The staff at the Foreign Office provided the necessary support for the 

Foreign Secretary.  Aberdeen selected both the Parliamentary Under-Secretary, 

Charles Canning, Viscount Kilbrahan (1841-1845) and the Permanent Under-

Secretary Henry Unwin Addington (1842-1854).237  Addington was a committed 

Party loyalist, whilst Canning had been elected as Conservative MP for Warwick in 

1836 (he later became the governor-general of India in 1856).  The role of the wider 

CƻǊŜƛƎƴ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ муплǎ ǿŀǎ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜΣ ŀƴŘ !ŘŘƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ /ŀƴƴƛƴƎΩǎ 

Conservative loyalties ensured that there would be no subversive mutterings from 

below.238  Donald Cameron Watt and Zara Steiner have shown how an expanded 

Foreign Office had, by the twentieth-century, resulted in the increasing influence of 

a greater network of individuals and institutions.239  During !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ 

tenure as Foreign Secretary, however, foreign policy direction was very much his 

own, especially given the relationship with Peel. 
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Aberdeen had not exercised the same freedom or influence in the Duke of 

²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ōȅ ǾƛǊǘǳŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŘŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 5ǳƪŜΩǎ ŘƻƳƛƴŜŜǊƛƴƎ 

ǎǘȅƭŜΣ ōƻǘƘ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŜƴƻǊƳƻǳǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƛƳŜΦ  

Wellington was part of the Peel government but Aberdeen no longer felt compelled 

to defer to his opinion.  This was, of course, partly due to the fact that the Duke was 

no longer his Prime Minister; Wellington was from autumn 1842 Commander-in-

Chief of the army after Lord Hill retired.  That he had also initially been appointed to 

the Cabinet in September 1841 as a minister without portfolio demonstrated the 

regard in which he was still held.  It has been argued that this regard was such that 

Aberdeen allowed the Duke to dictate policy, particularly in the argument over 

levels of defensive fortification 1844-5.240  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǾƛŜǿ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜŘΦ  Lƴ tŜŜƭΩǎ 

ƻǿƴ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘ ŦƻǊ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƘŜ 5ǳƪŜ ΨǊŜŦǊŀƛƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ 

meddling with matters with which he has no concern, and over which he has no 

ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭΦΩ241  When the Duke did intervene, as in the defence debate, it was the 

!ōŜǊŘƻƴƛŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ƳƻŘŜǊŀǘŜ ŦƻǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǇǊŜǾŀƛƭŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ 

for extended measures. 

Freed from the dominance of Wellington, and considered separately from 

the stain of the Crimean War and the distoǊǘƛƴƎ ƭŜƴǎ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ WƻƘƴ 

.ǳƭƭƛǎƳΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŜŘ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΦ  !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ 

an age of austerity and initial international discord rendered concessions a 

necessary requirement for peace and improved relations, economic influence could 

be nurtured and honour could still be upheld.  Friendly diplomacy, if used carefully 

and with a readiness to recourse to the latter option if the former failed, could be 

just as powerful as gunboat diplomacy.  This would be clear in the principal areas of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎǘŜǿŀǊŘǎƘƛǇΥ ƛƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ CǊŀƴŎŜΣ wǳǎǎƛŀΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ¦ƴƛǘŜŘ {ǘŀǘŜǎΦ 
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Chapter Three: Anglo-French Relations 

 

The /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǎǘ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ policy challenge was to keep relations 

with France quiescent, to which end the Anglo-French entente was created.  The 

nature of this arrangement needs to be re-examined in the context of Conservative 

governmental objectives.  Kenneth Bourne regarded the entente ŀǎ ŀ ΨƘƻǇŜƭŜǎǎ 

ŘǊŜŀƳΩ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƘŀŘ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ōƛƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜŘ ōȅ 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ vǳŀŘǊǳǇƭŜ !ƭƭƛŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ муопΦ242  This had been directed against the 

Holy Alliance, however, with whom relations were now on a better footing and, 

besides, the fallout from the Eastern Crisis made any sort of official alliance with 

France all but impossible had Aberdeen wanted it, which he did not.  Aberdeen 

ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜƭȅ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL ƘŀǾŜ ƴŜǾŜǊ ōŜŜƴ ŀ ƭƻǾŜǊ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŀǎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ 

Alliance, which always appeared to me to be an offensive display of exclusive 

ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴΩ όƘƛǎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎƘƛǇǎ ǿƛǘƘ aŜǘǘŜǊƴƛŎh and the Tsar of Russia were likely to 

have reinforced this view).243  The result was a much looser yet equally binding 

arrangement that historians hŀǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŜŘ ŀǎ ΨŦǊŀƎƛƭŜΩ ŀƴŘ ŀ ΨŦŀƛƭǳǊŜΩ ŦƻǊ ƛǘǎ 

perceived weakness.244  Some accounts of the period go further and suggest 

outright hostility between the two nations.245 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ entente was not constructed with a common enemy in mind, as 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŘƛǊŜŎǘŜŘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ Iƻƭȅ !ƭƭƛŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ ǘƘe first 

decade of the twentieth-century would be formed to counter German 

expansionismΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ entente was supposed to contain an escalating state of 

tension with an erstwhile ally, without being directed at a third party.  This 

necessitated a more pragmatic approach with limited expectations because the 

threat of a third party could not be used to keep Britain and France together.  The 

cordial understanding between Aberdeen and Guizot, therefore, involved mutual 

acceptance that, despite inevitable disagreements between their respective 
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governments, or, indeed, between themselves, war must not result.  The entente 

was designed to be ǇǊŀƎƳŀǘƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŀƭƛǎǘƛŎ ƛƴ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎǘȅƭŜΣ ŀƴŘ 

was never intended as a rosy all-encompassing amalgamation of policy or outlook.  

It was a business-like arrangement and nothing more.  

Aberdeen spoke of the entente in the House of Lords, FebǊǳŀǊȅ муппΥ Ψ¢Ƙƛǎ 

good understanding was not founded upon any specific agreement or alliance, but 

upon a belief that the essential interests of the two countries are involved, and it 

depends upon a mutual trust in the honour and integrity of the two governments of 

9ƴƎƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ CǊŀƴŎŜΦΩ246  The point of foundation to which he referred was a grand 

ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ŀƴŘ CǊŜƴŎƘ /ƻǳǊǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀǘŜŀǳ ŘΩ9ǳ 

near Normandy in September 1843.  It was the first time a British monarch had set 

foot on French soil since Henry VIII at the Field of the Cloth of Gold in 1520.  The 

return visit by Louis Philippe in 1844 would be the first time a French monarch set 

foot on British soil since Jean II was taken prisoner after the Battle of Poitiers in 

1356.   

{ƘƻǊǘƭȅ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ Ψentente cordialeΩ ŜƴǘŜǊŜŘ ǳǎŀƎŜΦ  vǳŜŜƴ 

Victoria spoke of the results of the meeting at the opening of Parliament the 

ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ȅŜŀǊΣ ǊŜŦŜǊǊƛƴƎ ǘƻ ΨƳȅ ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘΣ ŀƴŘ 

the good understanding happily established between my government and that of 

Iƛǎ aŀƧŜǎǘȅΦΩ247  This comment, being made in the public domain, omitted the 

underlying suspicion and wariness with which the British Court still viewed France 

after the meeting at Eu.  When the Duc de Bordeaux visited England the following 

month, for example, Prince AlbeǊǘ ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƳƻƴŀǊŎƘȅΩǎ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǿƘŜƴΣ ƛƴ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜΣ 

he declared the entente Ψŀ Ǝƻǘ-ǳǇ ǘƘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘǊƛƎǳŜǎΦΩ248  

These suspicions were shared by Aberdeen, who only ever proclaimed the 

entente to be a beacon of cross-Channel brotherhood in the public domain, where 

the sentiment was intended for Gallic consumption.  In private his desire for 

consensus with the French was expressed alongside wariness and backed up by 
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contingency planning.  Over Morocco, for example, Aberdeen sent warships to 

Gibraltar in case the faith he had publicly invested in France proved to be 

misguided.  In Morocco, during the Oregon crisis with the United States, and 

elsewhere, he showed himself prepared to use force if British interests, especially 

trade and/or honour, appeared threatened.249     

In fact, Aberdeen knew that an entente between the mutually suspicious 

and sometimes hostile governments of England and France was impracticable, so 

ǘƘŜ ΨƳǳǘǳŀƭ ǘǊǳǎǘΩ ƻŦ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŜ ǎǇƻƪŜ ƛƴ ǇŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŀǘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ 

and François Pierre Guillaume Guizot, the French foreign minister between 1840 

and 1848.  The two scholars shared a long history of friendly political and social 

intercourse and each showered the other with praise at Eu.  Aberdeen wrote of the 

visit being Ƴƻǎǘ ΨŦŀǾƻǳǊŀōƭȅ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘΩ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ DǳƛȊƻǘ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ ΨVous et 

ƳƻƛΣ ƴƻǳǎ ǎƻƳƳŜǎ ōƛŜƴ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀƛǊŜǎ ƭΩǳƴ à autre; sans vous je puis empêcher du mal; 

ŎŜ ƴΩŜǎǘ ǉǳΩŀǾŜŎ Ǿƻǳǎ ǉǳŜǎ ƧŜ Ǉǳƛǎ ŦŀƛǊŜ Řǳ ōƛŜƴΦΩ250   

There were other similarities that helped to engender a close and 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǘǊŀƎŜŘƛŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƳƛǊǊƻǊŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƛŦŜ ƻŦ 

Guizot, who by age thirty-three had lost two wives, Pauline de Meulan and Élise 

Dillon.  Guizot was regarded in France as oversensitive for his public mourning of 

Meulan, as Aberdeen had been when his first wife died.  Whilst there was a popular 

ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ōŜƛƴƎ Ψǳƴ-9ƴƎƭƛǎƘΩΣ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǇƻǇǳƭŀŎŜ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƻŦ 

DǳƛȊƻǘ ŀǎ Ψǳƴ-CǊŜƴŎƘΩ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΦ251  Indeed, in 

earlƛŜǊ ƭƛŦŜ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ ǿŀǎ ƭŀƳōŀǎǘŜŘ ōȅ Ƙƛǎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎ ŦƻǊ ōŜƛƴƎ Ψǘƻƻ DŜǊƳŀƴΩ 
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as a result of his fascination with German literature.252  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƘƛƭƻǎƻǇƘȅ ƛƴ 

foreign policy was shared by Guizot.  .ƻǘƘ ƳŜƴΩǎ ǇǊŜŘŜŎŜǎǎƻǊǎ ƘŀŘ ǿƘƛǇǇŜŘ ǳǇ 

popular feeling to garner support for their nationalist Eastern policies and this 

confrontational atmosphere lingered on alongside traditional rivalry.  That 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀƴŘ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ methods of dealing with this atmosphere were regarded 

by their respective publics as being too desirous of pleasing the other suggests that 

the entente was relatively balanced. 

Aberdeen could afford to place his entente and the success of his policy 

towards France partially in the trust of Guizot because circumstances in France gave 

him some leŜǿŀȅ ǘƻ Řƻ ǎƻΦ  ¢ƘŜ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜΩǎ ǊŜƛƎƴ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜŘ 

upon keeping the domestic forces of revived expansionist nationalism and 

restrained conservative consolidation in equilibrium, which on the international 

scene meant that the entente had to remain in operation.  Expansionist nationalism 

required the destabilisation of established regimes but it did not make sense to 

encourage this phenomenon too keenly, as to do so would undermine Louis 

tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜΩǎ ŜƴŘƻǊǎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀŎȅΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŜǎǎŜƴǘial to the credibility and 

survival of the still young Orleanist monarchy in that most unstable of countries.253  

This dynamic was one of the reasons why the King replaced Adolphe Thiers at the 

height of the second Mehmet Ali crisis, but reduced the popular outcry against 

¢ƘƛŜǊǎΩ ǊŜƳƻǾŀƭ ōȅ ŎŀǊǊȅƛƴƎ ƛǘ ƻǳǘ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǿŜǊŜ ŘƛǎǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 

Ǌƻȅŀƭ ŀǎǎŀǎǎƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ƻŦ aŀǊƛǳǎ 5ŀǊƳ͕ǎΦ  CǊŀƴŎŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŀŦŦƻǊŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǎŜŜn 

as too confrontational in an international context without risking isolation but, 

domestically, accusations of subservience to foreign powers would also be 

damaging.   

Conversely, if nationalist impulses were ignored, the Orleanists would be 

vulnerable: French ambition would occasionally require some concession to ease 

the build-ǳǇ ƻŦ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǎǘ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǎǳƳƳŀǊƛǎŜŘ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜΩǎ 

Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ Ψ¢ƘŜ ǾƛƎƻǊƻǳǎ ƘŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƎŀŎƛƻǳǎ ƳƛƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ǎƻǾŜǊŜƛƎƴ 

of France have undoubtedly hitherto controlled and kept under the competing 
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passions of his own subjects.Ω254  This was an opinion shared by Henry Wellesley, 

first Baron Cowley (British ambassador to France from 1841 to 1846) and Peel.  

Competing French domestic interests provided something of a safety net for 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦŀƛǘƘ ƛƴ DǳƛȊƻǘΣ ǿƘƻ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ Ǝƻ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǿŀȅ ŀǎ ¢ƘƛŜǊǎ ƛŦ ƘŜ ǘǊƛŜŘ ǘƻ 

upset the balance.  Aware of this possibility and of electoral danger for Guizot, 

Aberdeen held talks with likely successors Molé and Thiers to insure against his 

fall.255    

One cannot always place trust in the logical transaction of international 

ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŜŎƪ ǘƘŀǘ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜ ǇƭŀŎŜŘ ƻƴ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ 

turn supported by a privately expressed watchfulness that Aberdeen 

communicated to his French counterpart.  Writing to the indiscreet Princess Lieven, 

whom Aberdeen knew was sharing her bed and her secrets with Guizot, he wrote of 

ǘƘŀǘ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ΨŜǾŜƴ ƻŦ ƘƛƳΣ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ŦŜŜƭ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘƭȅ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴΦΩ256  Additional 

warning was ƎƛǾŜƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŀƴƎŜǊ ƻŦ CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ΨƳƻǎǘ ƻŦŦŜƴǎƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǎƻƭŜƴǘ 

ǇǊŜǘŜƴǎƛƻƴǎΦΩ257  He knew these remarks would reach their target via the Princess, 

and they were honest expressions of his private sentiments.  To Peel, Aberdeen 

ŘƻǳōǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ DǳƛȊƻǘ ǿŀǎ ΨŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀŎƛŦƛŎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎŜǎΩΦ258  

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ public professions of goodwill and trust should not be taken as 

evidence of a blinkered policy of conciliation.  Wary remarks were sometimes made 

on the international stage, which reminded Guizot that the well of personal faith 

could quickly be emptied. 

It remains that Aberdeen might be seen to have relied too heavily on his 

personal contact with Guizot and that this would create difficulty for their 

successors, who would not be included in this personal arrangement.  Lucille 

Iremonger certainly held this view.259  The argument gains particular momentum 

ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜǎ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǎƻƻƴ ŀŦǘŜǊ 

Aberdeen had left office, in ostensible breach of the personal guarantee made 
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between the two men.260  In the climate of heightened and almost universal 

hostility that developed after tension in the East, however, it is hard to see what 

arrangement could have made between England and France after 1841, other than 

a personal entente.  Even Lady PalmerstonΣ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƘƛŜŦ ŎǊƛǘƛŎǎΣ 

suggested that Guizot was essential to the hopes of cross-Channel and European 

peace, as wider cooperation was impossible.261  Henry Bulwer, with whom 

Aberdeen would later clash over the Spanish Marriages issue, wrote from Paris that 

the relationship betweeƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ DǳƛȊƻǘ ΨǿƻǳƭŘ ǊŜ-establish the moral 

influence of France on the continent, an influence compromised by perpetual 

ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ƻŦ ƭŀǘŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΩΥ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ entente was to be a source of consistency and 

stability in a turbulent political climate.262   

Aside from the intricacies of the Spanish marriages issue, to which this study 

will return, even Palmerston took a similar view of Anglo-French relations: 

 

I think it of the utmost importance for the interests of England and France that 

the men who govern each country should be well disposed towards the other.  

Each of the two countries has of course its own interests, and its own line of 

policy, and it must sometimes happen that the views of the two governments 

will diverge; but it is very desirable that when this happens the conflict of 

national interests should have its severity mitigated by the personal good will 

of the two governments.263 

 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǿƛǘƘ ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ǘƻ Ψ¢ƘƛŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ LΩΣ 

which indicated that his vision of intergovernmental cooperation was also one in 

which Anglo-French accord was garnered by a personal duopoly.  Writing in 1844 at 

the height of the Tahiti crisis, Palmerston hypothesised about replacing Aberdeen, 

but the leadership style that he advocated was exactly the same as that of his rival.  

Both he and Aberdeen recognised that a personal entente was the most 
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appropriate form for a relationship between Britain and France, although 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŘŜŀƭƛƴƎǎ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊǇŀǊǘ ǿŜǊŜ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ 

based upon the candid and balanced terms Aberdeen and Guizot practised. 

The main tests of Anglo-French relations came in Spain, Greece, Tahiti and 

Morocco, and over ŀ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ōȅ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜΩǎ ǎƻƴΣ the Prince de 

Joinville, which catalysed the debate on the state of British defensive fortifications.  

The possibility of a customs union between France and Belgium caused some 

additional consternation early in the government as concern spread that Franco-

Belgian economic ties might be followed by political assimilation.264  Little effort 

was required to pour cold water on this possibility.265  Diplomacy relating to the 

slave trade also generated a degree of friction although this has been dealt with 

thoroughly in the extant historiography.266   

The issue of the Spanish marriages ran throughout the Peel government and 

has attracted the greatest volume of claims that the entente ǿŀǎΣ ƛƴ 5ŀǾƛŘ .ǊƻǿƴΩǎ 

ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘΣ Ψŀ ƴƻǘƛƻƴΣ ŀ ƳȅǘƘΩΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜŘ ǿŜŀƪ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ 

policy under Aberdeen.267  Muriel Chamberlain dealt with the issue in a chapter 

ŜƴǘƛǘƭŜŘ Ψ¢ƘŜ /ƻƭƭŀǇǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ EntenteΩΦ268  Given that the issue has not been dealt 

with in depth since the study of Jones Parry in 1936 and that it was the most 

complicated and important area of Anglo-French contention, it will be addressed in 

a separate chapter.  Bȅ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ entente in the contexts 

outlined above, this chapter will ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƻǊǘƘƻŘƻȄ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ΨŎƻƭƭŀǇǎŜŘΩ ƛƴ 
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DǊŜŜŎŜΣ ǿŀǎ ΨƴŜǾŜǊ ǎǘǊƻƴƎΩ ƛƴ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ŀƴŘ ƻōǘŀƛƴŜŘ ǘŜǊƳƛƴŀƭ ŘŀƳŀge in the fallout 

from the Moroccan episode.269 

Greek affairs had long been a source of tension between the great powers 

and they continued to be so during tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦ  YƛƴƎ hǘƘƻΩǎ ǊŜƛƎƴ ƻǾŜǊ 

Greece had by 1841 led to widespread discontent among his people, who were 

demanding a constitution to rein in the excesses of his absolute rule.  Domestic 

interest in the nature of government in Greece was matched by that of Britain, 

France and Russia, who ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ƎǳŀǊŀƴǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ hǘƘƻΩǎ monarchy.  Each power 

wanted to ensure that their fiscal investment was rewarded with the security of 

their interests in the region.270 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ DǊŜŜƪ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ǎŜcond tenure showed little sign 

of being in favour of either the Greek cause or their Ottoman overlords.271  Greek 

expansionism threatened the stability of the Ottoman Empire, which Aberdeen 

disliked for its Islamism, perceived barbarity towards its constituent peoples, and 

political lethargy, but regarded as essential for holding together an unstable region 

in which there were no other stable alternatives.  The dissolution of the Ottoman 

Empire would create a morass of competing local and great power interests that 

would threaten British India and almost certainly bring war.  The best option for 

Britain and European stability, although not beneficial to romantic liberal 

aspirations for the emerging Greek constitutional project (and leading to the 

disfavour of Whiggish history), was to maintain the status quo.  Aberdeen 

accordingly instructed Rear-Admiral Sir EdmǳƴŘ [ȅƻƴǎΣ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ ŀǘ !ǘƘŜƴǎ 

(1835-мупфύΥ Ψ!ƴȅ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ώΧϐ ƻŦ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŜǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ 9ƳǇƛǊŜ ώΧϐ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀǘ ƻƴŎŜ ōŜ ŦƛǊƳƭȅ ŀƴŘ ǇŜǊŜƳǇǘƻǊƛƭȅ ǊŜǇǊŜǎǎŜŘΦΩ272 
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At the outset of the Peel government, there existed relative Anglo-French 

ƘŀǊƳƻƴȅ ƻǾŜǊ DǊŜŜŎŜΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƻ [ȅƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǿŜ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ǘƻ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ƴƻ 

.ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΩ ŀǘ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ DǳƛȊƻǘ ǊŜŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǎŀǿ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀǎ 

Ψŀ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘ ƛƴǘŜƭƭƛƎŜƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǿƘƻƳ ƛǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŜΣ ŦǊƻƳ Řŀȅ ǘƻ ŘŀȅΣ ƳƻǊŜ 

necŜǎǎŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ƳƻǊŜ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀōƭŜΩ ǘƻ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜΣ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ ΨǎƘƻǳƭŘ Ǉǳǘ ŀƴ ŜƴŘ ǘƻ 

those blind jealousies, those puerile rivalries, those contests on the most trifling 

points, and all that tumult below which falsifies and paralyses sound policy 

ŀōƻǾŜΦΩ273   

The ǘƘǊŜŀǘ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŀŎŎƻǊŘ ŜǎŎŀƭŀǘŜŘ ǿƘŜƴ YƛƴƎ hǘƘƻΩǎ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘƛǎƳ ŎƻƭƭŀǇǎŜŘ ƛƴ 

September 1843 and negotiations over the organisation of constitutional monarchy 

began.  Britain and France had, with Russia, been the sponsors of the new Greek 

state in 1830 and were therefore central to negotiations.  When there emerged 

Ψ9ƴƎƭƛǎƘΩΣ ΨCǊŜƴŎƘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨwǳǎǎƛŀƴΩ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ DǊŜŜƪ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎΣ ƭŜŘ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ōȅ 

Alexander Mavrocordato, Jean Coletti and General Metaxa, old Anglo-French 

antipathies rose to the surface in pursuit of influence, and seemingly undermined 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƻǇǘƛƳƛǎǘƛŎ ǇǊƻŎƭŀƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL ƘƻǇŜ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŜƪ ŀŦŦŀƛǊ ǿƛƭƭ ǘǳǊƴ ƻǳǘ ǿŜƭƭΣ 

ƻŦ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŜǾŜǊȅ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŀƴŎŜ ŀǘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘΦΩ274  David McLean, who published a 

detailed article on Greek affairs, suggested that cooperation ended and the entente 

collapsed.275  Close analysis suggests otherwise. 

The main problem for Anglo-French relations was the dynamic of the 

relationship between Lyons and the French minister in Athens, Théobald Piscatory.  

The tensions between them led to volatile Anglo-French relations in Greece itself, 

ōǳǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘ ƻŦ ŘŜŀƭƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ [ȅƻƴǎ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ǘƘŜ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ entente to 

ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴΦ  tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ƘŀŘ ǎŜǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻƴŜ ŦƻǊ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ [ȅƻƴǎΩ ŎƭŀǎƘŜǎ 

with Piscatory in his letter to John Easthope late in 1841, which was a line the 

Morning Chronicle ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŀŦǘŜǊΥ ΨǿƘƛƭŜ L ǿŀǎ ƛƴ ƻŦŦƛŎŜΣ L ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ŦƻǳƴŘ {ƛǊ 

Edmund Lyons borne out in his opinions and suspicions by facts; and however fair 

the language of the French Gov[ernmen]t always was, about Greek affairs, their 
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ŀƎŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ DǊŜŜŎŜΣ ǿƘƻŜǾŜǊ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜΧǿŜƴǘ ƻƴ ƛƴǘǊƛƎǳƛƴƎ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜΦΩ276  Of 

Piscatory this was true, but it was also true of Lyons.  ¦Ǉƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŀƪƛƴƎ 

office, Prussƛŀ ŀƴŘ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀ ƘŀŘ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘŜŘ [ȅƻƴǎΩ removal, which France and Russia 

ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǎŜŜ ΨǿƛǘƘ ǇƭŜŀǎǳǊŜΩΦ277  Aberdeen would not countenance such a 

ƳƻǾŜΣ ǇǊŜǎǳƳŀōƭȅ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ǇƭƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅΦ  .ŜǎƛŘŜǎΣ ŀ 

strong local advocate of British influence could be an asset. 

There was nonetheless substance to international grievances.  Lyons was a 

man of Palmerstonian composition and allegiance, who had commanded a frigate 

in support of the Greeks in the war of independence and captained the 

Madagascar when it carried King Otho to his throne in 1833.  His experience 

combined with a fiery and proud personality to make him highly sensitive to 

challenges to his perceived influence and to the perceived popular will of the 

Greeks as to who should lead them.  A strong local advocate of British influence of 

this kind could inspire, rather than deter, foreign ambition.   

Of this the Conservatives were well aware and Aberdeen repeatedly warned 

ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ DǊŜŜƪ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎΦ  Lƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ƻǾŜǊǘǳǊŜǎ ŦƻǊ [ȅƻƴǎΩ 

dismissal he stressed that this would not happen but wrote to Lyons ǘƘŀǘ ΨL ŀƳ ǎǳǊŜ 

ȅƻǳ ǿƛƭƭ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƎǊŜŀǘ Ŏŀǳǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǇŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘΩ ŀƴŘ 

ƭŀǘŜǊ ǊŜƛǘŜǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǿƘŀǘŜǾŜǊ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǘƘŜ Ŧŀǳƭǘǎ ƻŦ hǘƘƻ ƻǊ Ƙƛǎ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ ȅƻǳ 

are at Athens as the Minister of a friendly statŜ ώΧϐ ȅƻǳ ƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ Řƻ ȅƻǳǊ ōŜǎǘ ǘƻ 

ǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘƛǎΦΩ278  Repeated warnings were received from Aberdeen and from Stratford 

Canning in Constantinople that cautioned against fomenting trouble in Greece, 

when Hellenic discontent was already being directed against Turkey, where stability 

was essential to British interests.279  

Aberdeen dealt with Lyons by maintaining these private warnings alongside 

confidential expressions of his attitude to France.  As early as January 1842, 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƻ [ȅƻƴǎΥ ΨǎǳŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǾŜterate trickery, that we must always 

keep a sharp eye upon them; but it is just possible that they may be sincere in their 
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professions; and I should be unwilling to believe that M. Guizot is decidedly the 

ǊŜǾŜǊǎŜΦΩ280  Aberdeen was aware of French intrigue and that Lyons had a watchful 

role to play, but the crux of British policy was that relative influence in Greece did 

not really matter ƛŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƎŜƻǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǎǘŀōƭŜ DǊŜŎƻ-Ottoman borders 

and relations was maintained, and if British trade continued uninterrupted, as 

Aberdeen explained: 

 

I care very little for what is called French influence in Greece.  It may be 

personally annoying to you to see a French Minister leave you in the 

background, but these are trifles and depend upon it, England is certain always 

to have influence enough in that country, without mixing ourselves up with 

the wretched squabbles which occupy the Court and People of Athens.281    

 

Aware that serious intrigue could well destabilise Greece to such an extent 

that British interests would come under threat, Aberdeen made careful use of 

[ȅƻƴǎΩ Ǌŀǿ ǇŀǘǊƛƻǘƛǎƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǊŜƴŀΦ  ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ŜȄǘƻƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǾƛǊǘǳŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

entente with genuine intent, Aberdeen ensured that France thought Lyons had full 

British support, writing to /ƻǿƭŜȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭ ƻŦ IŜǊ aŀƧŜǎǘȅΩǎ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ 

ǘƘŜ ǿƘƻƭŜ ƻŦ {ƛǊ 9ŘƳǳƴŘ [ȅƻƴǎΩ ǇǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ wŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴΦΩ282  Lyons also 

received praise in official diplomatic intercourse (as opposed to the private letters 

that would not be published in the ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘƛŎ ΨōƭǳŜ ōƻƻƪǎΩύΥ ΨIŜǊ aŀƧŜǎǘȅΩǎ 

Government have highly approved of your own conduct throughout the whole of 

the trying circumstances in which you have been placed since the outbreak of the 

ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊ ŦŜŜƭƛƴƎ ώΧϐ L ƘŀǾŜ ƎǊŜŀǘ ǇƭŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƛƴ ƘŜǊŜ ŎƻƴǾŜȅƛƴg to you the expression of 

ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎŀǘƛǎŦŀŎǘƛƻƴΦΩ283  This approach ensured that Guizot was aware that British 

belief in the entente did not give him a free hand, while allowing Aberdeen to try 

ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎǘǊŀƛƴ ōƻǘƘ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ [ȅƻƴǎΩ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŜǊŜƴŎŜΦ 

AberdeeƴΩǎ Ƨƻō ōŜŎŀƳŜ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ƳƻǊŜ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ǿƘŜƴ aŀǾǊƻŎƻǊŘŀǘƻ ŎŀƳŜ ǘƻ 

power in April 1844, although this was not initially a problem.  To begin with, 
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matters seemed to improve.  Lyons reported that Mavrocordato, despite leading 

ǘƘŜ Ψ9ƴƎƭƛǎƘΩ ǇŀǊǘȅΣ ƘŀŘ ŀŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ Ŏoncert with Piscatory to try and persuade Coletti 

into a power sharing arrangement.284  hǇǘƛƳƛǎǘƛŎŀƭƭȅΣ ƘŜ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ tƛǎŎŀǘƻǊȅ ΨƘŀǎ 

proved that his Government desires not exclusive influence, or the advancement of 

this or that Partisan, but that it seeks only the welfare of the community at large 

and the consolidation of the Constitutional aƻƴŀǊŎƘȅΦΩ285  This corresponded with 

DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ƛƴǎƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ tƛǎŎŀǘƻǊȅ Ψpersistez à subordonner les intérêts de 

rivalité à ƭΩƛƴǘérêǘ ŘΩŜƴǘŜƴǘŜΩ ŀƴŘ ǎŜŜƳŜŘ ǘƻ ǾŜǊƛŦȅ Ƙƛǎ ƭŀǘŜǊ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ 

object in Greece was stability.286   

Problems began when Coletti began conspiring with Metaxa to bring about 

aŀǾǊƻŎƻǊŘŀǘƻΩǎ ƻǾŜǊǘƘǊƻǿΣ ŀ Ǉƭŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ [ȅƻƴǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƭŀǘŜ ƛƴ aŀȅΦ  IŜ ǎǇƻƪŜ ƻŦ 

/ƻƭŜǘǘƛ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘƛƴƎ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ƛƴ ΨǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǾƛƻƭŜƴǘ ƳŀƴƴŜǊΩ ōǳǘ ŎƭŀǊƛŦƛŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ 

ΨƳŀȅ ǊŜǎǘ ŀǎǎǳǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǎƘall be no bounds to my endeavours to preserve a 

ŎƻǊŘƛŀƭ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ώtƛǎŎŀǘƻǊȅϐΩΦ287  The situation began to change late in 

Wǳƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ tƛǎŎŀǘƻǊȅ ƴƻǿ ǎŜŜƳƛƴƎƭȅ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŎƛǘ ƛƴ /ƻƭŜǘǘƛΩǎ ǇƭŀƴΦ  [ȅƻƴǎ ŦǳƳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

ΨCǊŜƴŎƘƳŜƴ ƘŀǾŜ ƳƻǊŜ Ǿŀƴƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƭŜǎǎ ƳƻǊŀƭ ŎƻǳǊŀƎŜΩΣ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ 

ŎƻƴŎŜŀƭ Ƴȅ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΩΣ ŀƴŘ ǿǊƻǘŜ ƻŦ ōŜƛƴƎ ΨshockedΩ ǿƘŜƴ tƛǎŎŀǘƻǊȅ ǎŜƴǘ /ƻƭŜǘǘƛ ǘƻ 

King Otho in his official carriage upon his assumption of power in August.288  

Evidence of the entente seemed thin and even the sympathetic Muriel Chamberlain 

suggests that it had long since broken down in Greece.289 

Despite passions running high on the ground, however, the entente 

remained in operation and secured British objectives without sacrificing honour: 

ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ŘŀƳŀƎŜ ŘƻƴŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƻ [ȅƻƴǎΩ Ǉride.  He took umbrage at Aberdeen 

ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǾƛǎƛǘŜŘ tƛǎŎŀǘƻǊȅΩǎ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ƘƻǳǎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀȅ ǿŜƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ƳŀŘŜ ŀ 

ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘƛǎ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ 

ώtƛǎŎŀǘƻǊȅϐ ƎǳƛƭǘȅΩΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ƎƛǾŜƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǎƳƛǎǎƛǾŜ ŀŘƳƻƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ [ȅƻƴǎΩ 
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ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΥ Ψȅƻǳ ǿƛƭƭ ƎƛǾŜ ȅƻǳǊ ŀŘǾƛŎŜ ǿƘŜƴŜǾŜǊ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀǎƪŜŘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƴ ƻƴƭȅΦΩ290  As far 

ŀǎ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜ DǊŜŜƪ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ tƛǎŎŀǘƻǊȅΩǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ 

involvement in events (the veracity of which is difficult to determine from the 

available sources) was not important, as Aberdeen had often outlined.  The Foreign 

Secretary recognised that Mavrocordato had been an unwilling leader and he 

communicated this to Lyons.291  Indeed, Mavrocordato said as much himself, and 

had looked to Coletti then Metaxa to reduce his responsibilities.292   

aŀǾǊƻŎƻǊŘŀǘƻΩǎ ǊŜƭǳŎǘŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ƭŜŀŘ DǊŜŜŎŜ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ-willed 

Coletti represented the most stable option at that time, especially given the 

influence that the ƭŜŀŘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨwǳǎǎƛŀƴΩ ǇŀǊǘȅ DŜneral Metaxa held in that 

government.  Despite Russian championship of Orthodox Christendom, coreligionist 

sympathies did not supersede geopolitical practicalities, which for now meant the 

maintenance of the weak and pliable yet relatively stable Ottoman sǘŀǘŜ ƻƴ wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ 

southwestern border.  The Russian response to the French-ǎǇƻƴǎƻǊŜŘ aŜƘƳŜǘ !ƭƛΩǎ 

encroachments on Ottoman territory had given a clear indication of its likely 

response to a French-sponsored Greece: Ottoman territorial integrity, if not full 

political autonomy, was to be protected.  Metaxa, therefore, provided something of 

a guarantee against potential Greek nationalist expansionism. 

The subsequent power struggle in Greek politics and the oppressive 

measures employed by Coletti to hold on to his position by summer 1845 caused 

[ȅƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨŀƴŀǊŎƘȅ ƛǎ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ŦŜŀǊŦǳƭ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀŦŜǘȅ 

of British citizens in Greece.293  tŜŜƭ ƭŀƳŜƴǘŜŘ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ΨǎŜƭŦ-laudation for the 

ŀǎŎŜƴŘŀƴŎȅ ƻŦ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜΩ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǎ ŀƴƎŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘΣ ƛƴ diplomatic intercourse 
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with Austria, Louis Philippe had apparently disclaimed Anglo-French cooperation.294  

Nevertheless, the Conservative leadership remained united.  Aberdeen ΨōŜƎŀƴ ǘƻ 

ŦŜŜƭ ǇƻǿŜǊƭŜǎǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŘŜŦƛƴƛǘŜƭȅΩ ōǳǘ ōƻǘƘ ƘŜ ŀnd Peel 

recognised that reports from Lyons were increasingly unreliable, whilst Guizot and 

Louis Philippe could say what they wished as long as they acted in accordance with 

the entente.295  Guizot had stretched the spirit of the entente with a tactless 

speech, which was made to court the viciously Anglophobe French Chambers, but 

this was a rare break from moderation at a time of electoral necessity. 

Coletti was in fact revealing himself to be an uncompromising and tyrannical 

patriot who needed no encouragement from Piscatory or Guizot.  While Guizot 

might claim involvement for electoral benefit, he remained genuinely fearful of 

expansionist nationalism.  In a speech outlining this fear and his belief in the 

protection of the balance of power ς Ψcette question se pose dans le monde entierΩ ς 

the historian should find meaning and significance, for his belief in international 

cooperation and stability was propounded before, during and after his political life 

in a plethora of historical works.296  Aberdeen shared this philosophy and 

ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ [ȅƻƴǎΩ ǇŀƴƛŎƪŜŘ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƛƴ DǊŜŜŎŜ ŀǎ 

follows: 

 

I will take good care that justice shall be done to British subjects wherever 

their rights or interests are concerned.  I defy [the French] to destroy, or to 

weaken the only influence which is worth possessing.  Whether you possess 

the ear of the Minister, or not, is a matter of very little importance, but the 

superior probity, enterprise and wealth of British merchants will always ensure 

the preservation of British influence.297    
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Aberdeen did not believe that Guizot was involved in Greek affairs ς conduct 

elsewhere seemed to validate this view ς and retained the opinion that other 

ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΩ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ ǎƻ ƭƻƴƎ ŀs British objectives were secure.  

Influence would be a costly commodity and troublesome to manage or measure the 

support for in the cauldron of Greek politics, something with which Palmerston 

ǎŜŜƳŜŘ ǘƻ ŀƎǊŜŜΥ Ψƛƴ ǘƛƳŜ ƻŦ ǇŜŀŎŜΣ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴ ƭƻƻƪ ŦƻǊ ƴƻ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀl influence except 

ǘƘŀǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǿƘƻƳ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŜȄŜǊǘŜŘΦΩ298    

The above extended extract nonetheless revealed a marked difference 

ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  Because of 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǳǇŜǊƛƻǊƛǘy, Aberdeen did not think that it needed to throw its 

weight around and was thus content to remain detached from local squabbles.  

Palmerston was more inclined to see foreign policy as a means by which to extend 

British influence by diminishing that of another power, or by which to boost 

perceptions of British power by the vociferous defence of national values and 

national pride.  Earlier generations of historians might have been content to suggest 

that Palmerston and Aberdeen were different because the former employed what 

ǿŀǎ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ŀ ƳŀǎŎǳƭƛƴŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŀǎǎƛǾƛǘȅ ǿŀǎ ǇƻǊǘǊŀȅŜŘ ŀǎ 

effete.299  This conclusion was, of course, simplistic, and does little to illuminate the 

ǊŜŀǎƻƴƛƴƎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƳŀƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƳŀƪƛƴƎΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ !ōŜrdeen 

and Palmerston was much more subtle.  It was based around their rational, yet 

ŘƛǾŜǊƎŜƴǘ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ Ƙƻǿ ōŜǎǘ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǎǳǇǊŜƳŀŎȅΦ 

5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ ƎŜƻǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜΣ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ŜȄŎƛǘŜŘ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ 

and French popular patriotism far more, because it was annexed by French Admiral 

Dupetit Thouars on 1 November 1843.  Many historians have used the annexation 

of an island with a history of British missionary influence to prove the weakness or 

non-existence of the ententeΣ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ǎƭŜƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ ƘŀƴŘΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎǳōǎŜǊǾƛŜƴŎŜ 

and, therefore, the weakness of Conservative foreign policy.300  Seemingly at odds 

with Palmerston, public opinion, and the British press, Aberdeen cuts an isolated 

figure in the historiography by virtue of his apparent inertia during the Tahitian 
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crisis, especially given his concurrent tolerance of Gallic encroachment upon 

Morocco.  The Press was especially scathing of this policy.  The Morning Chronicle 

ǎǳƳƳŀǊƛǎŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ ΨAs for us Englishmen, if its 

infantine simplicity and absurdity did not force us to laugh, it would certainly make 

ǳǎ ǿŜŜǇ ǿƛǘƘ ƘǳƳƛƭƛŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎƘŀƳŜΦΩ301  Palmerston wrote to the Morning 

ChronicleΩǎ ŜŘƛǘƻǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀŦǘŜǊƳŀǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ ŎƭŀƛƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨDǳƛȊot knew what 

ǎƻǊǘ ƻŦ ƳŜƴ ǘƘŜ /ŀōƛƴŜǘ ǿŜǊŜ ōǳǘ ƘŜ ƳƛǎƧǳŘƎŜŘ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ƴŀǘƛƻƴΦΩ302 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǘƻƭŜǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ 

annexation centred around the accusations of a lack of interest in foreign affairs, 

fear of interveƴǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ǘǊǳŎƪƭƛƴƎ ǘƻ CǊŀƴŎŜΥ Ψ[Ŝǘ ǘƘŜƳ Řƻ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƛƭƭΣ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘ ŀǎ 

they please, indifferent to things going on abroad ς let them condemn as they 

ǿƻǳƭŘ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ŀ άƳŜŘŘƭƛƴƎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅέ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭƻǿ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ƴŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ Řƻ ǿƘŀǘ 

ǘƘŜȅ ǇƭŜŀǎŜŘΦΩ303  This line of argument was politically and electorally useful, 

creating an artificial difference with Aberdeen that could be used to court popular 

ǇŀǘǊƛƻǘƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ōǊƛƴƎ Řƻǿƴ tŜŜƭΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦ  Lƴ ƻŦŦƛŎŜΣ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 

own policy had been rather less robust than his rhetoric might have suggested.  

CǊŜƴŎƘ ŀƎŜƴǘǎ ƘŀŘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŀƴƴŜȄ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ 

CƻǊŜƛƎƴ hŦŦƛŎŜΣ ōǳǘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ /ƻƴǎǳƭ DŜƻǊƎŜ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ǇƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ƘŜƭǇ ƘŀŘ 

ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ ǎƘƻǊǘ ǎƘǊƛŦǘ ŦǊƻƳ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΥ ΨǘƘŜ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ of this country would not 

have any right to give or to withhold their sanction to the residence of the subjects 

ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘŜǊǊƛǘƻǊƛŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ŀǇǇŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǘƻ DǊŜŀǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΦΩ304   

Beyond this basic legal assessment, Palmerston outlined strategic 

ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛΥ ΨŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ 

ŘƻƳƛƴƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ /Ǌƻǿƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ hŎŜŀƴ ώΧϐ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƛƳǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ 

ŦƻǊ ƘŜǊ ǘƻ ŦǳƭŦƛƭ ώΧϐ ŀƴȅ ŘŜŦŜƴǎƛǾŜ ƻōƭƛƎŀǘƛƻƴǎΦΩ305  That Palmerston left Pritchard to 
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pay off French menaces out of his own pocket suggests a pragmatism not dissimilar 

ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎΦ  

  Historians have also pointed to the Tahitian crisis as either proof of a 

ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ ǇŀǘŜǊƴŀƭƛǎƳ ƛƴ tŜŜƭΩǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƻǊ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƻǇŜƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ 

divide between the two, which further undermined ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ 

position.306  tŜŜƭΩǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƴƴŜȄŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ŀǎ ŀ ΨƎǊƻǎǎ ƻǳǘǊŀƎŜΩ ƛǎ 

often used as evidence of the distance between Peel and an excessively tolerant 

Aberdeen.307  Greville reproduced the phrase in his own analysis of affairs, as have 

many historians.308  In the same speecƘ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ tŜŜƭ ǎǇƻƪŜ ƻŦ ŀ ΨƎǊƻǎǎ ƻǳǘǊŀƎŜΩΣ 

ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƘŜ ŜŎƘƻŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŜƳǇŜǊŀǘŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƻǊŀǘŜ ƻǾŜǊ 

Tahiti had been declared without French governmental backing.309  He had also 

previously stated that Pritchard had aggravated and exaggerated Tahitian disquiet 

by acting above beyond his authorityΥ tŜŜƭΩǎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƪƴŜŜ-jerk 

indignation at French proceedings.310  Peel might use a more forthright language 

and tone in the public domain ς he needed to satisfy the more hostile House of 

Commons, just as Palmerston did ς but this did not represent a breach of his 

relationship with Aberdeen. 

Peel was nevertheless concerned.  In August 1844, in the context of 

tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ǘǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŜǾŀǎƛǾŜƴŜǎǎΣ tŜŜƭ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ƴŀǘƛƻƴǎΩ 

ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎΥ ΨǿƘŀǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ tǊŜǎǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ 

ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǇǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎ ƻƴ ƻǳǊ ǇŀǊǘΚΩ311  DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ƛƴǘƛƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ 

he was having difficulty persuading the French Chambers to accept the idea of 

reparations prƻƳǇǘŜŘ tŜŜƭ ǘƻ ǿǊƛǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL Řƻ ƴƻǘ ŀǘǘŀŎƘ ǘƘŜ ǎƭƛƎƘǘŜǎǘ ǿŜƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ 

ǿƻǊŘΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǊŜǎƻƴŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨώDǳƛȊƻǘϐ Ƙŀǎ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ 

ŀƭƻƴŜ ǘƻ ōƭŀƳŜ ŦƻǊ ǿƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ƻŎŎǳǊǊŜŘΦΩ312  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ǿŀǎ ƳƻǊŜ 
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measured: upon receiving a note from Guizot about French intentions in Tahiti, 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƻ tŜŜƭ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǿŜ Ƴǳǎǘ ǿŀƛǘ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǿƘŀǘ DǳƛȊƻǘ ǿƛƭƭ really venture to 

ŘƻΦΩ313  Both retained suspicions of French action but Aberdeen kept expressions of 

this out of the public domain in order to encourage enthusiasm for the entente.  

Peel, of course, as his August letter had suggested, had to take greater account of 

public opinion. 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǎŎǊŜǘƛƻƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŎƻƴŦǳǎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇŀǎǎƛǾƛǘȅ ƻǊ ŀ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ 

interest, as it is clear from analysis of his policy and of the entente, when this 

analysis is conducted without reference to a mythical tension between Peel and 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ ƻǊ ǘƻ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŦǊŀƳƛƴƎ of the debate.  A basic consideration has 

been lost in layers of historiographical criticism: Conservative policy in Tahiti helped 

to avoid a war for which sections of the public clamoured, but circumstances 

rendered ridiculous.  Aberdeen had no legal basis on which to oppose a peaceful 

missionary presence on the island.  In office, Palmerston had been no more 

supportive of Pritchard or Tahitian Queen Pomare than was Aberdeen.  He had 

ǘǿƛŎŜ ǊŜŦǳǎŜŘ tƻƳŀǊŜΩǎ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘǎ ŦƻǊ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƻǊǎƘƛǇ ŦǊƻƳ /ŀǘƘƻƭƛŎ Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ 

ƭŜƎŀƭ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳŜŘ Ƙƛǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ōȅ ƛƎƴƻǊƛƴƎ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ 

that complained of new missions.314  When Pritchard complained of Catholic 

CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŀƴƴŜȄŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛǎƭŀƴŘΣ ƛƴ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ŀōƻǾŜΣ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǘƻƭŘ 

him that Britain could make no objection.  Aberdeen took the same line when 

Dupetit Thouars turned the hypothetical problem into reality, and Peel ultimately 

ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΥ ǘƘŜ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ǿƻǊǘƘ ǿŀǊΦ 

It is thought by those historians who determine the French annexation of 

¢ŀƘƛǘƛ όŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘƻƭŜǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ƛǘύ ŀ ΨƎǊƻǎǎ ƻǳǘǊŀƎŜΩ ǘƘŀǘ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƻǊ 

objection to it involves the mistreatment of Pritchard.  The imprisonment of a 

British Consul for resistance to the French annexation was indeed a significant 

breach of international protocol and it was accompanied by an impetuous 

ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ 5ǳǇŜǘƛǘ ¢ƘƻǳŀǊǎ ƻƴ о aŀǊŎƘ муппΣ ǊŜǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ƛƴ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ 

memoirs: 
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A French sentinel was attacked on the night of 2nd March.  In reprisal I have 

caused to be seized one Pritchard, the only daily mover and instigator of the 

disturbance of the natives.  His property shall be answerable for all damages 

occasioned to our Establishments by the insurgents, and if French blood is 

spilt, every drop shall fall back on his head.315  

 

¢ƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǊŜŦǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǇƻƭƻƎƛǎŜ ŦƻǊ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ƛƳǇǊƛǎƻƴƳŜƴǘΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜȅ 

later did so for his ill-treatment whilst in prison, and Guizot argued that the French 

would have been justified in arresting Pritchard as soon as Dupetit Thouars had 

declared the protectorate in August 1843, because he refused to give up his 

consulship.316  This was clearly disingenuous, as Guizot knew that Pritchard could 

not give up his post without ministerial sanction, which would take months to 

arrive.317 

Aberdeen shared the publiŎΩǎ ŘƛǎǘŀǎǘŜ ŦƻǊ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ǘǊŜŀǘƳŜƴǘΥ Ψƛǘ ƛǎ 

impossible that H. M. Gov[ernmen]t should concur in the justice of the French 

!ŘƳƛǊŀƭΩǎ ǇǊƻŎŜŜŘƛƴƎǎΦΩ318  It was true that the French annexation had taken place 

by means of transparent intriguing.  The foundations for the annexation had been 

ƭŀƛŘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘ ŀƴŘ tƻƳŀǊŜΩǎ ŀōǎŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƛǎƭŀƴŘ ƛƴ {ŜǇǘŜƳōŜǊ мупнΣ 

presumably to circumvent protest, when a declaration of desire for French 

ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǎƛƎƴŜŘ ōȅ tƻƳŀǊŜΩǎ ŎƘƛŜŦǎΦ  CǊŜƴŎƘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōed the 

declaration as evidence of a deep Tahitian desire to be rid of Pritchard, but this is 

doubtful: Charlotte Haldane has shown how it was clear that the French wrote the 

document and made the Tahitians sign it.319    

bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ƻǿƴ ǊƻƭŜ and behaviour were ambiguous, as 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘΦ  IŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ƻŦ ΨŀŎŎǳǎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƳŀŘŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ ƻŦ aǊΦ 

Pritchard, which in all probability, are for the most part, true enough; but which are 

certainly very insufficiently supported by anything like ǇǊƻƻŦΦΩ320  Aberdeen did not 

ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ŎƻƴǎǇƛǊƛƴƎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ 
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protectorate, but there were several reasons to suspect it.  Pritchard was 

undoubtedly a committed missionary and his religious commitment should not be 

underestimated at a time when many were disappearing on a cannibalistic island 

but he had, nonetheless, been in Tahiti for over a decade and gained power that he 

was unwilling to give up without a fight.  He rejected initial Catholic missions in part 

because of reluctance to share his power and because his commercial interests on 

the island had allowed him to set up a palatial residence on a hill overlooking the 

capital Papeete.  His refusal to give up these missionary and commercial interests 

when he assumed the British Consulship caused tensions among Tahitians and 

missionaries of all religious colours.321  Paul de Deckker suggested it was a resulting 

ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ŜƎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ŎŀǳǎŜŘ ƘƛƳ ǘƻ Ŧŀƭƭ ƻǳǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ CǊŜƴŎƘ 

agent Moerenhout, who had once considered Pritchard such a close friend that he 

left much of his estate to him in his will.322   

Guizot and Dupetit Thouars meanwhile suggested that Pritchard was acting 

against the will of Protestant missionaries whom he claimed to be defending, who 

were committed only to religious endeavour, in order to protect his own 

interests.323  Many British residents certainly expressed satisfaction at French 

conduct and tolerance, as did British agents in letters to the Foreign Secretary.324  

tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ crisis was solipsistic and made little mention of the will of 

the people.325  In his literary works, long personal association with Queen Pomare 

seemed to fuse with a forceful religiosity and local passion to transform Pomare 

into an almost Christ-like figure, betrayed by those close to her and losing power 

for the sins of British indifference.  In these publications, Pritchard also freely 

admitted to intriguing against the FrenchΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎǳǎǇƛŎƛƻƴǎ 
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during the crisis that his instructions ǘƻ ΨƻōǎŜǊǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΩ ƘŀŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜŜƴ 

heeded.326   

tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ƧǳǎǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊŎƘ ƻŦ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ ƎǊŜŀǘƭȅ 

outpaced the speed of communication with Britain, does little to extricate him from 

the charge of making life difficult for his government.  The first reason for this is 

that the authority by which he claimed to be acting was the content of previous 

dispatches.  Aberdeen identified the problem with this argument early in the crisis: 

Ψȅƻǳ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƭǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ƳƛǎƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŜŘ ǘƘƻǎŜ passages in the letters of Mr. 

/ŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ [ƻǊŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩΥ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŀŘǾƻŎŀǘŜ ƘƻǎǘƛƭƛǘȅΦ327  Besides, Pritchard 

knew that at the height of the crisis, he had been instructed to move to the Friendly 

Islands.328  These instructions were ignored, as others had been.  Aberdeen had not 

sacrificed national honour in the name of peace in the case of Pritchard, for he 

could not have been imprisoned on Tahiti if he had been in the Friendly Islands as 

instructed by Aberdeen.  His imprisonment seemed justified even if the treatment 

he received at the hands of local agents did not.  It remains that annexation of an 

island with a history of British influence could be seen as contrary to the spirit of 

the entente, but Guizot denied central French involvement in Dupetit TƘƻǳŀǊǎΩ 

Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎǇƻƪŜ ƻŦ ΨǳƴŘŜƴƛŀōƭŜ ǇǊƻƻŦǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǇƛǊƛǘ ƻŦ ƳƻŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎǘǊƛŎǘ 

ƧǳǎǘƛŎŜΩΦ329  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƭƛƴŜ ƻŦ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ǎŜŜƳŜŘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ 

ƧƻƪŜ ǘƻ ƳŀƴȅΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ Řƻǳōǘ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜǾŜƴǘǎΦ   

In the early stages of government Guizot did little in response to news of 

French manoeuvres in Tahiti, probably in the hope that the affair would blow over.  

!ǇǇǊƻǾƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀƎŜƴǘǎΩ ƛƴǘǊƛƎǳŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀǊƻǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǿǊŀǘƘ ƻŦ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ǿƘŜǊŜŀǎ 

disavowing it would arouse the wrath of domestic opposition: doing nothing was a 

sensible policy for Guizot.  When news reached England and France of the 

annexation of Tahiti, even Aberdeen had his doubts about the entente, but Guizot 

soon dispelled them.  On receipt of the news, Aberdeen ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ψǎhould the 

French Government confirm this last act of the Admiral, it may be a question of 
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how far it will be possible to continue our relations of confidence.  For although I 

am convinced that Guizot is perfectly innocent of the act itself, his subsequent 

acquiescence will make it very difficult to trust him on anything.Ω330  Aberdeen need 

ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǿƻǊǊƛŜŘΣ ŦƻǊ ŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŘƛǎŀǾƻǿŀƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ !ŘƳƛǊŀƭΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ƻƴ 

м aŀǊŎƘ муппΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǘŜƭƭ ǘƘŜ [ƻǊŘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ΨŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ǎǇƻƴǘŀƴŜƻǳs and 

ǾƻƭǳƴǘŀǊȅ ŀŎǘΩΥ ƴƻǘ ŀ ΨǎƛƴƎƭŜ ƭƛƴŜΩ ƻŦ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ŀ ŘƛǎŀǾƻǿŀƭ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ 

penned.331 

Lǘ ǿƻǳƭŘΣ ƻŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜΣ ōŜ Ŝŀǎȅ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ŀ ǇǊƻŎƭŀƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŘƛǎŀǾƻǿŀƭ ǿƛǘƘ ƻƴŜΩǎ 

fingers crossed, to depressurise the situation without losing any of its benefits, but 

DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ŀŎǘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǇƛǊƛǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

entente and that Dupetit Thouars had placed him in an uncomfortable situation.  In 

the first instance, by August 1844 Guizot had persuaded the French Cabinet to 

acquiesce ƛƴ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ŦƻǊƳŀƭ ŀǇƻƭƻƎȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘ 

had been treated, and to provide reparations as a demonstration of good will.332  

This was a genuine show of commitment to the entente ŀǘ ŀ ǘƛƳŜ ǿƘŜƴ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ 

majority in government was decreasing in inverse proportion to nationalist 

sentiment, with French newspapers branding those seen to be truckling to Britain 

as Pritchardistes.333 

The greatest display of Conservative unity and Anglo-French accord came at 

the end of December 1844 when the correspondence relating to annexation 

ōŜŎŀƳŜ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜΦ  CŀǊ ŦǊƻƳ ōŜƛƴƎ ƻǳǘǊŀƎŜŘ ŀǘ Ƙƛǎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΣ tŜŜƭ 

ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ǇŀǇŜǊǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŜŘƛǘŜŘ ōŜŦƻǊŜ 

being shown to Parliament, to avoid those showing local French transgressions 

ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƘŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΥ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜŘ ǘƻ ƻŦŦŜǊ ΨǘƘŜ 

Parliamentary Tahiti Case ς ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎƛōƭŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƻǾŜǊǎȅΦΩ334  This process was 

ǊŜŎƛǇǊƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ CǊŀƴŎŜΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊǎǘ ƻŦ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘΩǎ ŜȄŎŜǎǎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƪŜǇǘ ƻut of 

ǘƘŜ ǎǇƻǘƭƛƎƘǘΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǊŜŦǳǎŀƭǎ ƻŦ 5ǳǇŜǘƛǘ ¢ƘƻǳŀǊǎΩ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ ƻŦŦŜǊǎ ƻŦ 
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indemnity.335  The entente had been designed such that inevitable disagreements 

and rivalry should, with the exercise of friendly caution and cooperation between 

Aberdeen and Guizot, not result in war.  This was achieved in the South Pacific. 

Britain had beaten France to Australia and New Zealand in 1840 and French 

protectorship of Tahiti seemed a small price to pay in the name of the entente.  

Throughout the crisis Aberdeen had stressed to France via his dispatches to Cowley 

that Tahiti would not be the beginning of further territorial gains in the South 

Pacific: he made it clear that French advances on the Wallis Islands, the Navigator 

Islands and the Sandwich Islands would be met with force and he threatened to 

send warships to Tahiti if events there did not end satisfactorily for Britain.336  In 

return for his stance on Tahiti, Aberdeen expected and obtained French public 

recognition of the mistreatment of Pritchard despite private frustrations with that 

Consul.  Aberdeen similarly never publicly disavowed Lyons in Greece; France 

should not think itself in a position strong enough to intrigue without reprisal.  It 

was also expected that British mercantile and military endeavour on Tahiti should 

continue unchecked, albeit if a different flag waved over the port.  There were no 

reports of any interruptions. 

¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŦƻŎǳǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

Sandwich Islands, which he deemed of greater strategic importance.337  They were 

positioned almost equidistant between the British New World and British Canada, 

which made them a convenient trading post and broke up a lengthy sea crossing.  

Even the usually critical Ellenborough recognised this strategic utilƛǘȅΥ ΨǘƘŜ ŦƛƴŜǎǘ 

Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tŀŎƛŦƛŎ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŀƴŘǿƛŎƘ LǎƭŀƴŘǎΦΩ338  Aberdeen secured a 

guarantee from America and France that the Sandwich Islands would be left to 

British administrative control ς they were developed for British mercantile interest 

throughout his tenure ς and so they insured against escalation of the Tahiti crisis 

and provided greater advantage for the future.339   
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If France had fully colonised Tahiti and allowed Britain to gain the Sandwich 

Islands then Britain would still have made a net gain, but as the Tahiti affair turned 

out peaceably and without compromising local British interests, British 

international trade and influence in the South Pacific made significant advances 

under the Conservatives.  France also kept its word and returned general Tahitian 

government to Pomare as Britain would eventually return general government of 

the Sandwich Islands to its tribal chief.  As Aberdeen had predicted early during the 

ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ ǿŀǎ Ψƛƴ ŀŎŎƻǊŘŀƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŀǘ ǇǳǊǎǳed by the 

.ǊƛǘƛǎƘ DƻǾώŜǊƴƳŜƴϐǘΦΩ340  While the French were allowed gains in the name of the 

entente, Britain got the better deal without losing men or money on the machinery 

and consequences of conflict.  As the Conservative Cabinet eventually agreed, it 

wouƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ΨǇǊŜǇƻǎǘŜǊƻǳǎ ŀƴŘ ŀōǎǳǊŘΩ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǿŀǊΦ341 

The popular furore created by the Tahiti crisis was nonetheless exacerbated 

ōȅ ǎƛƳǳƭǘŀƴŜƻǳǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ aƻǊƻŎŎƻΦ  ¢ƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ tŜŜƭΩǎ ǊŜŦƻǊƳ 

programme was unfolding saw the greatest public oǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ 

policy.  With perceived intrigue in Spain, French influence already established in 

neighbouring Algeria, assumed French conspiring in Greece, and apparent French 

involvement in the competition between the Druzes and the Maronites in Lebanon, 

French encroachment on Morocco gave ready ammunition to those who claimed 

ǘƘŀǘ CǊŀƴŎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ aŜŘƛǘŜǊǊŀƴŜŀƴ {Ŝŀ ŀ ΨCǊŜƴŎƘ ƭŀƪŜΩΦ  {ǳŎƘ 

ŀƴ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǇǊŜǎǳƳŜŘ ƻƴ ōƻǘƘ ǎƛŘŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƴƴŜƭΦ  IƛǇǇƻƭȅǘŜ [ŀƳŀǊŎƘŜΩǎ 

pamphleǘ ƻŦ мупс ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƻƴ ŀ ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ΨǘƘŜ ŘƛǎƎǊŀŎŜŦǳƭ ǘǊŜŀǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ мумрΩ 

ƛƴ ŀƴ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ŀǎŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ΨǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǾŀƭ Ǌŀƴƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

aŜŘƛǘŜǊǊŀƴŜŀƴΦΩ342  The Liverpool Mercury confirmed the sense of popular patriotic 

fear: France, it argued, aimŜŘ Ψǘƻ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǿƘƻƭŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ Ŏƻŀǎǘ ƻŦ !ŦǊƛŎŀ 

.ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƛǇǇƛƴƎΦΩ343 

Problems came to a head in the summer of 1844 because the French 

colonial leader in Algeria, General Bugeaud, prompted Guizot to issue an ultimatum 
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to the Alaouite Moroccan Emperor Mawlay Abd al-Rahman to withdraw from the 

border with Algeria, where it was thought that Morocco was assisting Algerian rebel 

leader Abd-El-Kader to resist French rule.344  To British irritation, the French thought 

Britain was encouraging Moroccan intransigence.  Aberdeen remained detached 

ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƘŜ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 9ƳǇŜǊƻǊ ǿŀǎ ΨƘŀȊŀǊŘƻǳǎΩΦ  {ǿƛŦǘ 

withdrawal would create rebellion among his subjects, but leaving troops on the 

border, quite possibly a defensive policy designed to guard against Algerian 

ambition, caused understandable consternation in French Algeria.345  When France 

ōƻƳōŀǊŘŜŘ ¢ŀƴƎƛŜǊǎ ƻƴ с !ǳƎǳǎǘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ 9ŘǿŀǊŘ 5ǊǳƳƳƻƴŘ IŀȅΩǎ ǘŀƭƪǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 

Moroccans, in ostensible breach of assurances Guizot gave to Aberdeen, many, 

including the Home Secretary James Graham, lost faith in the entente.346  Even 

/ƻǿƭŜȅ ǿǊƻǘŜ ŦǊƻƳ CǊŀƴŎŜΥ Ψ²Ƙŀǘ ǿƛǘƘ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ŀƴŘ aƻǊƻŎŎƻΣ ƛǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ŎƻƴŦŜǎǎŜŘ 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άŜƴǘŜƴǘŜ ŎƻǊŘƛŀƭŜέ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ ƛǎ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ŘŀƴƎŜǊΦΩ347  

Historians such as Norman Gash have since concluded that, especially considered 

alongside the crisis in Tahiti, Morocco laid bare the failures of the Anglo-French 

arrangement.348 

Aberdeen regarded contemporary media criticism as largely responsible for 

popular patriotic indignation at French actions, expressing frustration at its 

ΨǾƛƻƭŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŀǊǊƻƎŀƴŎŜΦΩ349  ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǎƛƳǇƭƛǎǘƛŎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŘŜǘǊŀŎǘƻǊǎΩ 

concerns, the Press did whip up the opposition with a number of misleading 

articles.  Chief among them ǿŀǎ ŀ ŦƻŎǳǎ ǳǇƻƴ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ǘƻ ŀ ǎǇŜŜŎƘ 

Aberdeen made in 1830 during his first tenure as Foreign Secretary, in which 

Aberdeen was alleged to have said that he had no objections to French colonial rule 

in Algeria.  As Aberdeen wrote to Cowley, ΨL ƴŜǾŜǊ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŀǘ L ƘŀŘ ƴƻ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ 

ǘƘŜ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƛƴ !ƭƎƛŜǊǎΣ Ƨǳǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ L ƘŀŘ ƴƻ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜΩΦ  

                                                           
344

 For more information on the local aspects of the conflict, see V. Clayton, The Phantom Caravan or 
Abd El Kader, Emir of Algeria (1808-1883) (New York, 1975), pp. 208-216; J. Kiser, Commander of the 
Faithful: The Life and Times of Emir Abd El Kader (Cambridge, 2008). 
345

 Aberdeen to Cowley, 14 and 19 June 1844 (copies), Aberdeen Papers, BL. Add. MS 43163/168 and 
179.  See also Aberdeen to Drummond Hay, 15 June 1844, TNA, FO 99/13/8. 
346

 {ŜŜ /Φ IŀƳƛƭǘƻƴΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ 5ƛǇƭƻƳŀǘƛŎ ŀƴŘ bŀǾŀƭ 9ŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƴŎŜ ŘŜ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ bƻǘŜ ǎǳǊ ƭΩŜǘŀǘ ŘŜǎ 
forces navales de la France ƻŦ муппΩΣ The Historical Journal, xxxii, 1989, p. 681. 
347

 Cowley to Aberdeen, 26 August 1844, Aberdeen Papers, BL, Add. MS 43130/134. 
348

 Gash, Peel (1986), p. 507. 
349

 Aberdeen to John Croker, 28 August 1844, Aberdeen Papers, BL, Add. MS 43196/121. 



98 
 

This was something Peel also stressed in Parliament: French expansion was to be 

regretted, but could not always be prevented.350  Palmerston did not challenge 

Gallic development in Algeria between 1830 and 1841 for the same reason, and 

ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ ǇǊŀƎƳŀǘƛǎƳ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ΨƘŀŘ ƴƻ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

ŘƛǎǘǳǊōƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƛƴ !ƭƎƛŜǊǎ ǘƘŀƴ ƻǳǊ ǇǊŜŘŜŎŜǎǎƻǊǎ ƛƴ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƘŀŘΦΩ351   This did not 

mean that, as Palmerston suggested, Aberdeen had any plans of allowing France to 

usurp British influence in Morocco.352 

Despite public professions of warmth and other efforts to help Guizot 

present his policy in a favourable light to his critics, Aberdeen made clear the 

permissible limits of French engagement in Morocco.353  He wrote that occupation 

ƻŦ ¢ŀƴƎƛŜǊǎ ΨŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘƻƭŜǊŀǘŜŘΩ ǳƴŘŜǊ ŀƴȅ ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǘŀƴŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ 

ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ aƻǊƻŎŎƻ ΨǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƛƴ a very 

serious light by Great Britain, and could scarcely fail to lead to evils of great 

ƳŀƎƴƛǘǳŘŜΦΩ354  ²ƘŜƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ ŘŜƭƛŎŀǘŜ ǎǘȅƭŜ ƻŦ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ 

clear that this meant war: this was confirmed by the subsequent arrival of warships 

to the Gibraltar garrison, to intervene if France breached its commitments.355 

With regard to French ships bombarding Tangiers on 6 August, historians 

have been quick to dismiss the entente via the argument that Guizot had broken 

assurances made to Britain.356  There are a number of problems with this argument.  

France had not broken any assurances made to Britain: the bombardment of 

Tangiers was a final act and not a prelude to military takeover.  It worked within the 

limits set down by Aberdeen and squared with the assurances that Guizot made: 

France never ruled out action against Morocco but always disclaimed interest in 
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Moroccan territory.357  The bombardment, furthermore, made little impact.  A 

moderate peace treaty was concluded just a month later and British interest in 

Morocco and access to the Mediterranean remained unaffected, as it had been 

throughout the affair.  Similar disagreements between the two North African states 

continued after this treaty and, as they escaped the interest of the British and 

French Press, they made no popular impact as well as no actual impact on the 

ground.358 

It remains that the bombardment appeared against the spirit of the entente, 

ŜǾŜƴ ƛŦ ƛǘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŘƛŎǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ŜƴƎŀƎŜƳŜƴǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǇƛǊƛǘ ƻŦ ŀƴ 

unrecorded verbal arrangement is necessary to demonstrate its very existence.  

That the bombardment took place when the Sultan was away at Marrakesh, with 

ŜŎƘƻŜǎ ƻŦ ŜƴŎǊƻŀŎƘƳŜƴǘ ƻƴ ¢ŀƘƛǘƛ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ vǳŜŜƴ tƻƳŀǊŜΩǎ ŀōǎŜƴŎŜΣ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǎŜŜƳ ǘƻ 

suggest the transparency that the entente demanded, especially given that the 

French ships continued on to bombard Mogador, which was a crucial artery for 

British trade in the region.   

The important background to the crisis, which is overlooked by the 

historiography, is that Morocco was actively intriguing against French Algeria.  John 

Drummond Hay (succeeding his father after the bombardment of Tangiers) noted 

that the Sultan caught a member of his Makhzan, the Chief Uzir Sir Mohammed Ben 

Dris, contacting the rebel Abd-El-Kader: to ensure that this did not happen again, 

ǘƘŜ {ǳƭǘŀƴ ǊŜƳƻǾŜŘ Ƙƛǎ ŜǊǊŀƴǘ ƳƛƴƛƻƴΩǎ ǘƻƴƎǳŜΦ359  The problem, however, ran 

deeper than this.  When Moroccan sources are consulted, such as the work of 

Khalid Ben-Srhir (whose PhD involved extensive research in the archives of the 

aŀƪƘȊŀƴύΣ ƛǘ ōŜŎƻƳŜǎ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ {ǳƭǘŀƴΩǎ ōŜƘŀƭŦ ǿŜǊŜ 

misleading: he too was involved in assisting the Algerian rebels.360  French action 

was clearly not as unprovoked and unreasonable as might first be thought.  As John 

DrummoƴŘ Iŀȅ ǊŜŎƻǊŘŜŘΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ ŦƻƻƭƛǎƘ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ƻŦ ŀ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ƻŦŦƛŎŜǊ ƘƛƎƘ ƛƴ ǊŀƴƪΣ ƻƴ 

the other side of the water, declaring that England would never allow a gun to be 
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fired at a Moorish port, roused the worst feelings towards us throughout the 

CǊŜƴŎƘ ǎǉǳŀŘǊƻƴΩΦ361  That France responded within agreed Anglo-French 

parameters of action further suggested that the spirit of the entente lived on: 

disagreements would break out but war must not. 

What seemed to contradict the spirit of the entente, however, was the 

timing of the bombardment, which came during the talks between Edward 

Drummond Hay and the Makhzan.362  John Drummond Hay reflected on this the 

ƴŜȄǘ ƳƻƴǘƘΥ ΨAlthough [the French] say the Sultan is faithless, they never gave time 

to test whether he would be so or not, after having pledged himself to a British 

ŀƎŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŀŎǘ ǿƛǘƘ ƎƻƻŘ ŦŀƛǘƘ ώΧϐ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǎǳǇǊŜƳŀŎȅ ƛǎ ŀƛƳŜŘ ŀǘΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ 

Eastern and Western Barbary, and an arrangement with a British agent militates 

against that supremacy.Ω363 

Aberdeen recognised that talks had actually been going on for some months 

and that French patience was wearing thin with a Sultan who appeared to be 

stalling negotiations in order to continue intriguing.  Edward Drummond Hay, with 

the benefit of years of dealing with the Makhzan that his son did not have, reflected 

ƻƴ Ƙƛǎ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ Ǌŀƭƭȅ ǘƘŜ {ǳƭǘŀƴΥ ΨIt would take a volume ς not small ς to relate the 

bother and the tricks and bad faith with which I have had to contend ς and as to 

going fast, as Mr. Bulwer has everlastingly urged, who among mortal men can make 

Moors go fast, nay, nor hardly move at all ς in the straight path of honour and 

sound policy?Ω364  Beyond the Orientalist overtones of Drummond Hay seniorΩǎ 

ŦǊǳǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƭŀȅ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǎponse.  

The Sultan was playing for time and, simultaneously, domestic pressure on Guizot 

was escalating.  France hoped that a few shells would remind the Makhzan of the 

need to draw back from Algeria, which they did (at least temporarily), whilst 

Aberdeen concurred because the Sultan had been causing international 

embarrassment by virtue of connections with Abd-El-Kader, from whom the 

Conservative government was trying to distance itself. 
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The question of whether or not France conducted its Moroccan expedition 

in the spirit of the entente raises one more issue: that concerning the Prince de 

WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΦ  WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΣ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜΩǎ ǘƘƛǊŘ ǎƻƴΣ ǿƘƻ ƘŀŘ 

with some ceremony repatriated the body of Napoleon in 1840, had in 1844 written 

a pamphlet entitled bƻǘŜ ǎǳǊ ƭΩŜǘŀǘ ŘŜǎ ŦƻǊŎŜǎ ƴŀǾŀƭŜǎ ŘŜ ƭŀ CǊŀƴŎŜ.  This had 

compared the states of the British and French navies and hypothesised about the 

possibility of an invasion of England.  Historians who consider the entente fragile or 

non-existent at the time of the Tahiti crisis point to the French selection of Joinville 

ƛƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǾƛŜǿǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ 5ǳƪŜ ƻŦ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ Ψƴƻǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ 

ǘƻ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ǿƻǊǎŜΦΩ365 

¢ƘŜ ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǘŀƴŎŜǎ ƻŦ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ for the Moroccan expedition do 

not suggest the significance attributed to it by Wellington and the historiography.  

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘƻƭŜǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǾŜ ǿŀǎ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘŀōƭŜΦ  CǊŜƴŎƘ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ƛƴ aƻǊƻŎŎƻ 

were, as discussed above, extremely limited.  Whilst French papers beat the 

nationalist drum and Guizot might have done more to dampen the noise, he sought 

to defuse domestic nationalist opposition without damaging the entente.  Placing 

Joinville at the head of a showy expedition to Morocco presented the Orleanist 

regime in a positive domestic light, particularly as it built upon the public approval 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƴŎŜΩǎ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 5ǳŎƘŜǎǎ CǊŀƴŎƛǎŎŀ ƻŦ .ǊŀƎŀƴȊŀ ƛƴ мупоΦ  ¢ƘŜ Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴ 

ŀƭǎƻ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ǘƻ ŘƛǎǘǊŀŎǘ !ƴƎƭƻǇƘƻōŜǎ ǿƘƻ ǿŜǊŜ ŀǘǘŀŎƪƛƴƎ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜ ŀƴŘ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ 

policy towards Britain, without redirecting overall French policy against Britain.   

Meanwhile, Guizot and Louis Philippe took great pains to distance 

ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘΦ  DǳƛȊƻǘ ǘƻƭŘ /ƻǿƭŜȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ƛǘ 

ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘƭȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ψƴƻ ƻƴŜ ƘŀŘ ŀƴȅ ƛŘŜŀ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘ ƛǘΩΣ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ 

ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ȅƻǳƴƎ ƻŦŦƛŎŜǊ ŀƴȄƛƻǳǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŜ ōŜƭƻƴƎŜŘΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜ ƘŀŘ Ψƴƻ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ǘƻ ƛƴǘŜǊǊǳǇǘ ǘƘŜ ƎƻƻŘ 

ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƴƻǿ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΦΩ366  These sentiments 

were echoed by Louis Philippe in correspondence and at a meeting with Cowley at 

the Chateau de Nemilly.367  It is interesting that those historians who have focused 
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upon the French government, and investigated its politics to a greater extent, 

ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ƛǘǎ ǎǳǊǇǊƛǎŜ ŀƴŘ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘ ŀǎ ƎŜƴǳƛƴŜΦ368 

hƴ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎŜ ƻŦ ƛǘΣ ƻƴŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ 

WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǳƴǿƛǎŜΣ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƭŜǎǎ ƻŦ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘΦ  

Privately, he considered thŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ΨŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ 

ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǎƻ ƳǳŎƘ ƳƛǎŎƘƛŜŦΩΦ369  The pamphlet had mentioned Malta and Gibraltar 

as hypothetical strategic targets, adding to concern that France aimed to make the 

aŜŘƛǘŜǊǊŀƴŜŀƴ ŀ ΨCǊŜƴŎƘ ƭŀƪŜΩΣ ŀƴŘ ƻther portions of it were phrased with an utter 

ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ǘŀŎǘΦ  CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΥ ΨWho can for one moment doubt, but that with a fleet of 

well-organized steamers, we should not be able to inflict upon our enemies on the 

sea coast, losses and sufferings unknown to a nation that has never felt what 

miseries war brings with it; and these sufferings will entail a misfortune upon her, 

that of having lost her confidence.Ω370  This section seemed rather to undermine 

WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ƻǇŜƴƛƴƎ ŀǎǎǳǊŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƛŦ L ǎǇŜŀƪ ƻŦ ǿŀǊ ǿƛǘh England, as of any other 

ǇƻǿŜǊΣ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ ǎǇƛǊƛǘ ƻŦ ŀƴƛƳƻǎƛǘȅΩΦ 

To read the pamphlet as a whole, however, is to be struck by its overall 

Anglophile tone.  Repeated references are made to what were seen as the 

admirable qualities of the English national character, and the pamphlet sought only 

to use Britain as an example to which France could aspire, rather than as a target to 

ōŜ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜŘΦ  WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL ŀƳ ƴƻǘ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƭƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

national self-love, think us able to contend equally with the power of Great 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΦΩ371 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳŜŘ ΨǘƘŜ ǿǊŜǘŎƘŜŘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

CǊŜƴŎƘ {ǘŜŀƳ bŀǾȅΩΣ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜ ƛƴŦŜǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǎǘŜŀƳŜǊǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘƻǊƛƻǳǎΩ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ 

seemed sensible to view it as unthreatening.372  Joinville summed up his work by 

ǎǘŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƻōƭƛƎŜŘ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎǊŜǘ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ ǿŜŀƪƴŜǎǎ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ 

ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǇƻǿŜǊΦΩ373  CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ǿŜŀƪƴŜǎǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǇƻƛƴǘΣ 

                                                           
368

 See, for example, Hall, The Orleans Monarchy, pp. 356-360. 
369

 Aberdeen to Cowley, 14 June 1844, Aberdeen Papers, BL, Add. MS 43130/61. 
370

 Prince de Joinville, The Condition of the French and English Navy (translated from the French) 
(London, 1844), p. 8; p. 7. 
371

 Ibid. 
372

 Aberdeen to Peel, 18 September 1845, Peel Papers, BL, Add. MS 40455/159. 
373

 Joinville, The Condition of the French and English Navy, p. 24. 



103 
 

together with the need for unostentatious and non-confrontational improvements.  

vǳŜŜƴ ±ƛŎǘƻǊƛŀΣ ǘƻ ǿƘƻƳ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜ ǿŀǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅ ƪƴƻǿƴΣ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘΥ Ψƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ǘƻ ƻŦŦŜƴŘ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΣ ŀƴŘ ƻƴ 

the contrary frankly proves us to be immensely superior to the French Navy in every 

ǿŀȅΦΩ374   The Moroccan episode was not an intrinsic threat to the entente and 

ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ŘƛŘ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƴŎŜ ŘŜ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘ ƳŀƪŜ ƛǘ ƻƴŜΥ ƛƴŘŜŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ 

Chambers attacked Joinville for the subservient content of the pamphlet.  It would 

have been illogical for Britain to derail Conservative objectives by risking war for a 

ƳŀǘǘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘΣ ƛŦ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎΣ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴ ōȅ 

reiteration of its naval superiority. 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻƴŜǘƘŜƭŜǎǎ ƛƴ ƴŜŜŘ ƻŦ ǳǇŘŀǘƛƴƎ and the pamphlet 

produced panic in Wellington, that bona fide but blinkered believer in the ubiquity 

and inevitability of conflict.  In response to his concerns, Peel warned Wellington 

ŀōƻǳǘ ΨǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƻƻ ǎǳŘŘŜƴ ŀƴŘ ƳŀǊƪŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ preparations might 

have upon the dispositions towards us of Powers whose hostility is most to be 

ŀǇǇǊŜƘŜƴŘŜŘΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŜƭƛŎƛǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇǊƻōŀōƭŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

ΨōŀǊŜƭȅ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǇŜŀŎŜ ŘǳǘƛŜǎΩΥ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǇƻƪe of our 

ΨǳƴŘŜŦŜƴŘŜŘ ǎǘŀǘŜΩΦ375  These sentiments were echoed by other old military 

campaigners such as Sir Charles Napier and, of course, Palmerston, with an eye to 

party politics.376   

Like Peel, Aberdeen was not opposed to moderate defensive expansion ς 

Britain needed comprehensive protection ς but he argued for a sense of 

proportion.  He spoke out against some plainly ridiculous figures being bandied 

around by those whom he deemed to overestimate the threat, in the parliament of 

a country almost a billion pounds in debt and trying to fund a programme of 

domestic reform.  This was different from opposing any increase in defence 
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expenditure, which is a charge that historians such as Roger Bullen have levelled at 

Aberdeen.377 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǎŜƛȊŜŘ ƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ sentiments as proof of pandering to 

France at the expense of national security and argued that readiness for war did not 

presuppose desire for war.  Nor, he maintained, would being prepared for war 

suggest to the international community that Britain was warmongering.  These 

arguments were perfectly logical, but Aberdeen had never suggested otherwise: he 

wanted improvements to be made, but not radical measures taken on what he 

regarded as a wave of misguided panic.  Another artificial difference was created 

regarding levels of commitment to British interests by misrepresentation of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΦ378  Lƴ ŀ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǘƻ tŜŜƭ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ŦƭǳǎǘŜǊŜŘ 

ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ψŀƴ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ ƳƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜΩ 

ǿƻǳƭŘ ΨǾƛǊǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎǘǳƭǘƛŦȅ ƻǳǊ ǿƘƻƭŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΩ ǿƘŜƴ ΨǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǇŜŀŎŜ ǿƛƭƭ 

ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŜƴŘŀƴƎŜǊŜŘΦΩ379  Sweeping change was unnecessary given British naval 

superiority and would probably induce the phenomenon that they were designed 

to prevent: significant French naval expansion and the potential for conflict.  It 

would become a self-fulfilling prophecy.  Of accompanying peaceful relations with 

Ǿŀǎǘ ŘŜŦŜƴǎƛǾŜ ŦƻǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀ 

direct tendency to produce the very evil which it is intŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǾŜǊǘΦΩ380  Britain, 

Aberdeen argued, was ready for potential war without an overhaul of defences on 

the scale that Wellington thought necessary.  He insisted that this might undermine 

ǘƘŜ ǇŀŎƛŦƛŎ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƻŦ ΨǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƳŜƴ ƛƴ CǊŀƴŎŜΩ ŀƴŘ Ǉrovoke greater levels 

of Gallic naval development.381   

By the autumn of 1845, Aberdeen was still struggling to convince colleagues 

of the wisdom of his viewpoint ς this might have been why he was not informed of 

a meeting about defence on 5 September ς and he offered his resignation in a 
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letter to Peel on 18 September 1845.382  It could be argued in continuation of the 

argument that Aberdeen had never wanted the Foreign Office, that he offered his 

resignation because he was tired of office and uncommitted to his post.  At face 

ǾŀƭǳŜΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƳǳŎƘ ǘƻ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘ ǘƘƛǎΥ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ƛƴ мупн ǘƘŀǘ ΨƳȅ ǎŜƴǎŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

ŀǊŜ ǎǘƛƭƭ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ƎŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴ ǿŀƭƪƛƴƎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ ƘŜŀŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǿŀǘŜǊΧōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ 

Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ōŜ ǎŀǘƛǎŦŀŎǘƻǊƛƭȅ ŘƻƴŜΣ ƛŦ ŘƻƴŜ ŀǘ ŀƭƭ ƛƴ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴΩΣ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ Ƙƛs 

ǊŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦŦŜǊ ƘŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƛǎ ƛǊƪǎƻƳŜ ǘƻ ƳŜΦΩ383  This study has noted, 

ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻƛƭǎ ƻŦ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ 

contextualisation. Palmerston had used a similar analogy when promoted to high 

office in 1830 and he certainly did not lack enthusiasm.   

Closer inspection of this resignation offer shows that the motivation for 

writing it stemmed from a party consideration: Conservative unity.  Referring to 

Wellington, about whose views Aberdeen had written a fiery letter to Peel on New 

¸ŜŀǊΩǎ 9ǾŜ муппΣ384 ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ƭŀƳŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ōǳǘ ŦƻǊŜǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ 

ǇǊƻōŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ŀ ƎǊŜŀǘ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΩΣ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨŜǾŜǊȅǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀǘ ƛƴ 

ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ ǾƛŜǿΦΩ385  He regarded the opposition led by Wellington as 

ΨǇŀƛƴŦǳƭΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƛǘ ōŜǎǘ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǾŜ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŀǾƻƛŘ ŀ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŘƛǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǎƳ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜ Ƙƛǎ ΨƘƻƴƻǳǊΩ ŀƴŘ ΨŎƻƴǎŎƛŜƴŎŜΩΦ386  Further 

division in the Conservative ranks would have been particularly damaging at the 

time when the party was already tearing itself apart over the Corn Laws.  It was 

ƻƴƭȅ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǾŜǊȅ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǘŀƭƪŜŘ ƻŦ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ōŜƛƴƎ ΨƛǊƪǎƻƳŜΩΦ  

Aberdeen was not using disagreement with Wellington as an excuse to jump ship: 

the difference of opinion with Wellington was tangible.  Besides, Aberdeen went on 

to tackle subsequent crises in Oregon and Spain with enthusiasm, something he had 

indicated to American colleagues just days before his resignation offer that he 

intended to do.387 
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Peel refused AberŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 

ΨƛǊǊŜǇŀǊŀōƭŜΩΦ388  This was doubtless in part necessary in order to appear united 

ōŜŦƻǊŜ CǊŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƻ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜ ǘƘŜ ΨǘǊǳŜΩ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ŦƻǊ ŀ 

resignation dressed up to disguise Conservative division.389  tŜŜƭΩǎ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘ ŦƻǊ 

Aberdeen was also evident in his refusal, however, which highlighted the personal 

as well as the necessary political bond between the two men.  Aberdeen would 

have been well aware of this, of course.  It is quite probable that the resignation 

was in large part a tactical device and that, when writing the letter and concluding it 

ōȅ ǎŀȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀŎǘ Ψƛƴ ǿƘŀǘŜǾŜǊ ƳŀƴƴŜǊ ȅƻǳǊ ŘŜƭƛōŜǊŀǘŜ ƧǳŘƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǎƘŀƭƭ 

ŘŜŎƛŘŜΩΣ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ǘǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǊŜƛƴŦƻǊŎŜ Ƙƛǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜ debate.390  He 

knew that his resignation could not be accepted without imperilling the 

Conservative government at an hour of heightening domestic challenge.  

9ƛǘƘŜǊ ǿŀȅΣ ŀ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ bƻǊƳŀƴ DŀǎƘ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ΨǎŜƭŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ 

ǳƴƻǎǘŜƴǘŀǘƛƻǳǎΩ ŀǊƳŀƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ ǳƴŘŜrtaken, despite the hotly contested argument 

ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜŦŜƴŎŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎ ƘŀŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀŦǘŜǊƳŀǘƘ ƻŦ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘΦ391  

²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǎƻƭŜƭȅ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜōŀǘŜ 

ς decision making on defence budgets was and remains a complex process ς that a 

ƳƻǊŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŜƴŀŎǘŜŘ ŘƛŘ ǾƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ 

ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΦ  ²ƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǘǊƛƻǘƛŎ ǎǘƻǊƳ ǊŜǎǳƭǘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ǇŀƳǇƘƭŜǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

fallout from Anglo-CǊŜƴŎƘ ŎƭŀǎƘŜǎ ƛƴ мупп ƘŀŘ ǎǳōǎƛŘŜŘΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩs stance of 

careful consolidation was adopted.  It was also telling that when the domestic crisis 

ensued later in 1845, the defence debate disappeared from the political agenda 

without trace: it was clearly not as urgent or as large a problem as was suggested 

by some, when it no longer served a political purpose for both sides. 

By the end of 1845, then, Aberdeen had navigated Britain through a number 

of Anglo-French crises without recourse to war.  The status quo continued in 

Greece (albeit on unavoidably shaky foundations), the Tahitian crisis ended in 

strategic gain and mercantile expansion in the South Pacific despite the popular 

patriotic clamour for war, and clashes between Morocco and Algeria were localised 
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where they might have mutated into international conflict.  The entente with 

France, when considered within its aspirational limits, remained intact and further 

cross-Channel visits had taken place in 1844 and 1845, with the French Court 

visiting Britain and the British Court returning to France.  Aberdeen maintained 

British international standing by making concessions, but setting the limits of action 

that France would not be permitted to breach.  Intransigent diplomats, who tended 

not to share in the vision of Anglo-French accord, were dealt with by a combination 

of cautionary private letters and praise in public correspondence with France.  This 

ensured that the excesses of local British enthusiasm could be curbed, whilst France 

ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ƳŀŘŜ ŀǿŀǊŜ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛǊǊƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘǎΥ CǊŀƴŎŜ should not 

think it had too much room for manoeuvre. 

Beyond orthodox views of Aberdeen as, at best, well-meaning but naïve 

and, at worst, witless, aloof and incompetent, stands a capable politician who was 

not afraid to consider war as a strategic option, but nonetheless took pride in his 

peaceful international consolidation, as he explained to the Lords in April 1845: 

 

I am accustomed almost daily to see myself characterised as pusillanimous, 

ŎƻǿŀǊŘƭȅΣ ƳŜŀƴΣ ŘŀǎǘŀǊŘƭȅΣ ǘǊǳŎƪƭƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ ōŀǎŜ ώΧϐ L ŦŜŜƭ perfectly certain that 

these vituperative terms are to be translated as applicable to conduct 

ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ƧǳǎǘƛŎŜΣ ǊŜŀǎƻƴΣ ƳƻŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ǎŜƴǎŜ ώΧϐ L ŀƳ 

positively satisfied when I see such observations.392 

 

There are historians who considered that such expressions of ostensible loftiness 

ŀƴŘ ƛŘŜŀƭƛǎƳ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜ ǾƛǊǘǳŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ώ!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴϐ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎŜŘ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƭƭ-

ǎǳƛǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƎŜΩΤ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘ 

ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎΣ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ virtues were seen as better suited.393  Whilst 

Aberdeen was more reserved than Palmerston, it is misleading to paint a 

comparative portrait of the two ministers in chiaroscuro, as has traditionally been 

the case.  Political posturing concealed a degree of consensus, whether this 

concerned specific policies or overall ideas on how to approach Anglo-French 
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relations.  !ǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳǎ ƳŀŘŜ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ 

IŀƴǎŀǊŘ ǊŜŎƻǊŘǎ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎǇŜŜŎƘ ƛƴ !ǇǊƛƭ мупр όǉǳƻǘŜŘ ŀōƻǾŜύ earned him a 

standing ovation.394 
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Chapter Four: Anglo-French Relations in Spain 

 

The busiest theatre of Anglo-French engagement was Spain, where 

governmental strife and complications over the royal succession threatened to drag 

Britain and France into conflict.  Spain had long been in decline as an international 

power by the 1840s.  Its military and naval might had fallen alongside that of its 

empire and, whilst civil strife continued to drag Spain further towards global 

insignificance, there was little chance of a resurgence of fortunes.  There was 

nonetheless a concern among contemporaries that ΨƛŦ {Ǉŀƛƴ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŎƻǾŜǊ ƘŜǊ ƴŀǾŀƭ 

and colonial power she, with the cooperation of France, could begin to challenge 

ǘƘŜ !ǘƭŀƴǘƛŎ ǎǳǇǊŜƳŀŎȅ ƻŦ DǊŜŀǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΦΩ395  A potential alliance between France 

and Spain had long been a source of anxiety for Britain.  The War of the Spanish 

Succession in the early eighteenth century culminated in the Treaty of Utrecht 

(1713), which outlawed the union of the Spanish and French Crowns.  By its terms, 

tƘƛƭƛǇ ± ƻŦ {ǇŀƛƴΣ [ƻǳƛȄ ·L±Ωǎ ƎǊŀƴŘǎƻƴΣ ǊŜƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ the throne of France 

whilst the French Princes, the Dukes of Berry and Orleans, renounced their right to 

the Spanish throne for themselves and their successors.   

The fear of French influence in Spain persisted and, in 1834, Palmerston 

concluded the Quadruple Alliance with France and the constitutional elements in 

Spain and Portugal.  Battles for power between the constitutional parties and their 

rivals, the absolutists Don Carlos in Spain and Dom Miguel in Portugal, prompted 

Palmerston to conclude an alliance of liberal forces and, in doing so, to prevent 

unilateral French intervention in the Iberian Peninsula.396  He embellished his 

achievement in the language of benevolent liberalism, in which the alliance could 

be branded as a counterweight to the autocratic bloc of the Northern Courts, but 

restriction of the French army was paramount: its march into Spain in 1823 could 

not be repeated.397  Any French intervention on the continent was viewed with 
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increased suspicion given French desires to escape (or at least circumvent) the 

constraints imposed by the Congress of Vienna.  

IƛǎǘƻǊȅ Ƙŀǎ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘΣ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΣ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

ǎȅƳǇǘƻƳŀǘƛŎ ƻŦ Ƙƻǿ CǊŀƴŎŜ ǿŀǎ ΨŎƻƴǎǘŀƴǘƭȅ ƳŀƪƛƴƎΩ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ Ψǘƻ ƻōǘŀƛƴ ŀ 

ǇǊŜǇƻƴŘŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΦΩ398  Such conclusions were 

ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ aŀǊƛŀ /Ǌƛǎǘƛƴŀ ό{ǇŀƛƴΩǎ wŜƎŜƴǘ vǳŜŜƴ муоо-1840) in 

France.  Cristina had been exiled but was looking for an opportunity to return to 

Spain and to a position of influence: her daughter Isabella was queen, but would 

not be declared of age to reign independently until 1844.  If France could gain 

/ǊƛǎǘƛƴŀΩǎ ŦŀǾƻǳǊΣ ǘƘŜƴ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ Ǝŀƛƴ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ 

she return.  The most controversial issue for Anglo-French relations, however, was 

ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ψ{ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜǎΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻǳŎƘŜŘ ǳǇƻƴΣ 

although none have covered proceedings with the ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ƻŦ WƻƴŜǎ tŀǊǊȅΩǎ study in 

1936.399  The marriage issue concerned the unresolved betrothal of Queen Isabella 

and that of her sister, the Infanta Louisa Fernanda, but other events took centre-

stage before the Spanish marriages affair gathered pace in the later years of the 

Conservative government. 

When the Conservatives took office, France was by some observers thought 

to be ƘŜƭǇƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǾŜǊǘƘǊƻǿ DŜƴŜǊŀƭ .ŀƭŘƻƳŜǊƻ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ 

Progressista ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ Ψ9ƴƎƭƛǎƘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨƭƛōŜǊŀƭΩ ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ 

Spanish affairs.  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜƭǳŎtance to interfere in the affairs of Spanish 

government was reported as demonstrating his incapability to engage ǿƛǘƘ ΨǘƘŀǘ 

great struggle between the partisans of freedom and those of absolute 

government, which has convulsed all countries as well as SpainΦΩ400  The 

Conservatives, however, did not construe foreign affairs in bipolar terms, and 

Aberdeen remained consistentƭȅ ŘŜǘŀŎƘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ 

difficulties and those of his successors.  The narrative of a liberal struggle did little 

to elicit sympathy from Aberdeen, who wrote that Ψ{Ǉŀƛƴ ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘΣ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ 

and friendly has always been with me the grand desideratum in Europe for the 
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ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΦΩ401  tŜŜƭ ŎƻƴŎǳǊǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘƛǎ ƻǊ ǘƘŀǘΩ ǇŀǊǘȅ ǿŀǎ ǳƴƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ 

ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ΨƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΩ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ōȅ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΦ402 

One of the features of this general policy, by which the Conservatives were 

ƴƻǘ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴŜ ƻƴ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ ōŜƘŀƭŦΣ ǿŀǎ ŀ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ ǇǊŜƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴ 

with trade.  It mattered little to them who was governing Spain, so long as there 

was no interruption to the incoming revenue from Anglo-Spanish mercantile 

intercourse.  If Spanish domestic circumstances produced an adverse effect on 

trade, then the Conservatives would take action.  Aberdeen had done just this in 

one of his first dispatches to Arthur Aston, the British ambassador to Spain (1840-

1843), when it appeared that civil strife had caused mercantile disruption.  

Aberdeen pressed for the immediate payment of money owed to British 

bondholders in Spain, despite claiming that Ψƛǘ ƛǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƳǳŎƘ ǊŜƭǳŎǘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ IώŜǊϐ 

aώŀƧŜǎǘȅϐΩǎ DƻǾώŜǊƴƳŜƴϐǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƳǇŜƭƭŜŘ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǊŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

first communication with the Gov[ernmen]t oŦ {ǇŀƛƴΩΦ403 

Aberdeen also had a longer term vision of Anglo-Spanish trade in which 

Spain would, with time, come to see the benefits of recent commercial activity and 

would thereby become amenable to future extensions of mercantile 

cooperation.404  In later years he also became convinced that the free trade 

movement would encourage greater cooperation between nations: this was 

especially true of Spain, which was for much of the 1840s focused on internal 

issues.  Aberdeen wrote to Henry Lytton Bulwer ό.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ-plenipotentiary 

to Spain, 1843-8) on the topic, hoping that the expansion of free trade would unite 

Spain in an appreciation of the commercial benefits brought by this emerging 

international economic system, thus transcending the inward focus precipitated by 

civil divisions.405  It was thought that increasing levels of international economic 

integration would provide an upturn in fortunes for Spain and, therefore, 

encourage internal stability.  Aberdeen in 1844 stressed that it was a British priority 
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ǘƻ ΨŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ŜȄǘŜƴŘ ƘŜǊ 

ǇǊƻǎǇŜǊƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǎŜŎǳǊŜ ƘŜǊ ƘŀǇǇƛƴŜǎǎΦΩ406 

¢ƘŜǎŜ ǘǊŀŘŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŘƻǾŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ƛƴƘŜǊŜƴǘ 

rejection of the idea that the promotion of liberal governments was, in itself, a 

national interest.  Whereas those such as Palmerston were prepared to champion 

liberal and constitutional regimes on the basis that they mirrored British values and, 

therefore, were better partners with whom to do business, the Conservatives took 

a more detached view of the international scene.407  Aberdeen was happy to deal 

with governments of any political colour on equal terms.408  His position on the 

9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŀǎ ǉǳƛǘŜ ŎƭŜŀǊΥ ƘŜ ΨŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŎŀǊŜ ŀ 

ǎƛȄǇŜƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛǎƳΦ  ¢ƘŜȅ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ŀǎ ǊŀŘƛŎŀƭ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ǇƭŜŀǎŜΦΩ409 

There were other reasons for pursuing a watchful and distant policy.  

Spanish government in the 1840s was changing hands with great frequency and 

heated internecine rivalry suggested that any immediate answer to the Spanish 

question would be both violent and temporary.  These two adjectives did not 

appeal to Aberdeen and did not suit Conservative government objectives.  

Intervention in the name of liberalism would in any case be less than 

ǎǘǊŀƛƎƘǘŦƻǊǿŀǊŘΥ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŀ ΨƭƛōŜǊŀƭΩ ƻǊ ŀƴ ΨƛƭƭƛōŜǊŀƭΩ 

cause, because government was divided between the Court, the politicians and the 

army, all of which contained a multitude of factions and personal agendas.410  The 

PalmeǊǎǘƻƴƛŀƴ ƛŘŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ ŀ ΨƭƛōŜǊŀƭΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŀ 

Ψ.ǊƛǘƛǎƘΩ ŎŀǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ŀǎ ƛƴǘǊƛƴǎƛŎŀƭƭȅ 

questionable, which only served to increase their reluctance to intervene in 

Spain.411 
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The Spanish regime was unstable.  Its vulnerability was indicated by ς 

among other things ς ƛǘǎ ƘŜŀǾȅ ǊŜǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊŜǎǎΣ ŀƴŘ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ ōǊǳǘŀƭ 

response to reports of insurrection in Barcelona in the summer of 1843.  The 

Spanish leader launched a vast shelling campaign in a region that local newspapers 

of all political allegiances had reported as being peaceful.412  Many of the 

government forces defected thereafter; Lord Cowley later wrote that the conduct 

ƻŦ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ ƳŜƴ ƛƴ .ŀǊŎŜƭƻƴŀ ǿŀǎ ǎȅƳǇǘƻƳŀǘƛŎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨƛƴǘǊƛƎǳŜǎ ŀnd conspiracies 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀǘ ƭŜƴƎǘƘ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ŀōƻǳǘ Ƙƛǎ ŘƻǿƴŦŀƭƭΦΩ413  Wading into a multipolar 

conflict did not seem sensible and Aberdeen sought to use diplomatic manoeuvring 

to keep affairs calm, believing that problems could be resolved in the longer term.  

Despite these considerations, Palmerston expressed suspicion that the 

Conservative policy of detachment might derive more from indecision, weakness, 

and fear of the French, rather than a rational assessment of the best way to pursue 

British interests, noting that Ψ!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƭƭŜŀƎǳŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƎǊŜŀǘƭȅ ŀŦǊŀƛŘ 

ƻŦ CǊŀƴŎŜΣ ŀƴŘ L ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƛƴŎƭƛƴŜŘ ǘƻ Řƻǳōǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŦƛǊƳƴŜǎǎ ƻƴ ǘǊȅƛƴƎ ƻŎŎŀǎƛƻƴǎΦΩ414  

Palmerston was certain of French involvement in rebellions against the Espartero 

government: ΨǘƘŜǊŜ Ŏŀƴ be no reasonable doubt of the fact, and our friend Guizot 

Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ŀǎ ŘŜŜǇ ƛƴ ƛǘ ŀǎ Ƙƛǎ wƻȅŀƭ aŀǎǘŜǊΦΩ415  Diarist Charles Greville shared this 

ƧǳŘƎƳŜƴǘΣ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ΨŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜΩ ǎǳǎǇŜŎǘŜŘ CǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ƛƴǘǊƛƎǳƛƴƎ ƛƴ {ǇŀƛƴΣ ŀǎ ŘƛŘ 

contemporary newspapers such as the Morning PostΥ Ψbƻǘ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ώCǊŀƴŎŜΩǎϐ 

ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛǎ ǇƭŀŎŜŘ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƴŦƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ ώǎƛŎϐΦΩ416 

If France could secure influence in Spain by helping to install a pro-French 

government in place of the relatively pro-English Espartero, this would send out a 

message about British pliability to other European powers, who might be 

encouraged to pursue their own designs at British expense.  The Morning Chronicle 
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suggested that the French demonstrated a national vendetta against the Espartero 

government and considered it hypocritical: 

 

An attempt to restore [the previous] Government by arms in Spain, is precisely 

as if one of the family of Charles X hoisted his standard in France, declared the 

acts of the Chambers null, and threatened every Frenchman with death who 

did not submit.  This is precisely what MARIA CHRISTINA has done; this is 

precisely what the French Court and its organs approve.417  

 

Peel was certainly wary of French intentions and made his thoughts on 

CǊŀƴŎŜ ŎƭŜŀǊΦ  IŜ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ώCǊŜƴŎƘ !ǎǎŜƳōƭȅΩǎ 

Journal des] Debats is decidedly in favour of adopting the policy of Louis XIV with 

ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ǘƻ {ǇŀƛƴΩ ς domination and/or absorption ς and thought that the dispatches 

of the Comte de Jarnac (French chargé ŘΩŀŦŦŀƛǊŜǎ in London) indicaǘŜŘ Ψthe 

ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘΩ ǘƻ ōŜ ΨƎǊŀŘǳŀƭ ŜƴŎǊƻŀŎƘƳŜƴǘΦΩ418  He warned against 

CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ΨǳƴŘŜǊƘŀƴŘ ς ōǳǘ ǎŎŀǊŎŜƭȅ ŎƻǾŜǊǘΩ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƻ ΨŦƻƳŜƴǘ ǘǊƻǳōƭŜ ƛƴ 

{ǇŀƛƴΦΩ419  

aŀƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎΣ ƴƻǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƳŜ aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊǎΣ ƘŀǾŜ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ 

that tŜŜƭΩǎ ǎǳǎǇƛŎƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀƭŜǊǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǘƻ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƛƴ {Ǉŀƛƴ 

(and elsewhere), but the evidence suggests otherwise.420  From the beginning of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜΣ ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ŦŜǿ ƛƭƭǳǎƛƻƴǎ ŀōƻǳǘ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻƴǎΣ ƻǳǘƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƻ vǳŜŜƴ 

±ƛŎǘƻǊƛŀ Ƙƻǿ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŘŜǎƛǊŜǎ ǘƻ Ǝŀƛƴ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ {Ǉŀƛƴ ΨǿƻǳƭŘ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ōŜ 

ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ ŀǎǎƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǎƻƳŜ ƪƛƴŘΩΦ421  His policy of cooperation with 

France neither stemmed from ς nor required ς blindness to French designs. 

There was no doubt that some elements of French society wanted to 

ƻǾŜǊǘƘǊƻǿ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜ ƘƛƳ ǿƛǘƘ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ƳƻǘƘŜǊ /Ǌƛǎǘƛƴŀ ŀƴŘ ŀ 
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Francophile Court, and that some Frenchmen worked towards that goal.  Their 

ƘƻǇŜǎ ƻŦ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜΩǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǿŜǊŜ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ /Ǌƛǎǘƛƴŀ ƘŀŘ 

struck up an intimate friendship with the King whilst living in a house on the Rue de 

/ƻǳǊŎŜƭƭŜǎ ƛƴ tŀǊƛǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǘƻƴŜ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ Eastern policy, and of the humiliation 

that went with it, had inflamed French feeling in very recent memory; for some, 

Spain represented an opportunity for revenge.  As Cowley noted, however, 

interventionism was by no means a national creed: France was far from united in its 

ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘǎ ƻƴ {ǇŀƛƴΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŀƳōŀǎǎŀŘƻǊ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭǎ ǿŜǊŜ ΨŀƭƳƻǎǘ 

ŀǘ ƻǇŜƴ ²ŀǊ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ wŜƎŜƴŎȅΦΩ422 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ CǊŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ {Ǉŀƛƴ ƘƛƴƎŜŘΣ ŀǎ ŜƭǎŜǿƘŜǊŜΣ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

ability of his relationship with Guizot to help defuse Anglo-French incidents.  With 

regard to French conspiracies against Espartero, and despite the views of some 

ƴŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪΣ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ 

similar outlook.423  DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ƳŜƳƻƛǊǎ ǊŜŎŀƭƭŜŘ a period of promise for relations in 

Spain.  He lamented that England had in the 1840s been fixated by the past and the 

tradition of rivalry in the region and he advocated non-intervention, pointing to 

numerous examples when French attempts to gain influence in Spain had only 

resulted in difficulties.424  Intervention, in his view, was only likely to increase local 

rivalry by reinforcing the beliefs and belligerence of those with international 

backing.425  The publication of such sentiments might be deemed by some as an 

attempt by Guizot to whitewash his historical reputation, but they nonetheless 

squared with his earlier works and the majority of his actions in government.   

Aberdeen again used correspondence with Princess Lieven to communicate 

to her lover Guizot that Britain was monitoring French activity, in order to ensure 

the French minister remained loyal to the entente and avoided overt interference in 

Spanish affairs.426  CǊŀƴŎŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƳǇǊƻƳƛǎŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ΨƘƻƴƻǳǊ ŀƴŘ 

ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴ {Ǉŀin essentially meant no major upset to the balance of power 
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or to the development of Anglo-Spanish trade, which Aberdeen had sought to 

protect and extend by arguing for reduced tariffs within his first months in office.427  

French citizens could not be prevented from lending themselves to the anti-

Progressista cause, but the French government was not to connive at a pro-French 

ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴŜŘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎΦ  ¢Ƙŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ 

denials of complicity as carrying ΨŜǾŜǊȅ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǎƛƴŎŜǊƛǘȅΩ, was a viewpoint 

ǘƘŀǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǾŀƭƛŘŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ ǊŜǇŜŀǘŜŘ ǊŜōǳǘǘŀƭǎ ƻŦ ƻǇŜƴ 

requests from the French ambassador to Spain, Narcisse-Achille de Salvandy, to 

send money and troops in the cause of Cristina.428   

Guizot performed the function for Anglo-French relations that suited 

Conservative objectives.  He was by no means a paragon of altruistic Anglophilia but 

in Spain, as elsewhere, he was prepared to blunt the excesses of French nationalist 

designs in the name of a peaceful cohabitation of Western Europe.  Specific early 

instances of this included when a plan emerged in the autumn of 1841 for Cristina 

to travel from Paris to the border with Spain where she could be ready to take 

ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ƛƴ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ Ǉƻǎition.  As Aston reported, it was Guizot 

that rejected this idea because of the impact it might have on Spain and would have 

on international perceptions of France.429  The French government could have 

employed more subtle means of supporting the anti-Progressista forces, but there 

were tangible attempts to exclude outright support, and the government that 

ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘŜŘ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ ǿŀǎ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ōǳǘ ǇǊƻ-French. 

When it came, the overthrow of Espartero in 1843 seemed the product of 

Spanish domestic discontent, rather than a triumph of French intervention.  

Aberdeen was convinced that outside influences had consistently been 

exaggerated: 

 

If the overthrow of the Regent was contrived in Paris, his elevation was said to 

ōŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛǾŜŘ ƛƴ [ƻƴŘƻƴ ώΧϐ L ŀƳ ǎŀǘƛǎŦƛŜŘ ǘhat the English Government had 

nothing to do with the elevation of Espartero any more than the French 
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DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƘŀŘ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ ƻǾŜǊǘƘǊƻǿ ώΧϐ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƻŦ ǎƛȄ ǿŜŜƪǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ 

ƴƻǘ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜ ƛƴ {Ǉŀƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǊƛǎŜ ƛƴ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ wŜƎŜƴǘ ώΧ] If 

this were produced by a few thousand francs and a few French intriguers, it 

ǿŀǎ ǊƛŘƛŎǳƭƻǳǎ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŘƻƴŜ ώΧϐ430 

 

Limited French involvement was not ruled out, but Aberdeen did not think it on a 

level inconsistent with thaǘ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ ŀǎŎŜƴŘŀƴŎȅ ƛƴ 

1840, if it had any impact at all.  A Conservative consensus backed this position and 

tŜŜƭ ƳŀŘŜ ŀ ƴƻǘŀōƭŜ ǎǇŜŜŎƘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǘǘŜǊΣ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ 

France had intrigued against a stable British ally: 

 

If [Espartero] had had that hold in Spain which the noble Lord seemed to think 

he had, how does the noble Lord account for it, that in the case of a person of 

his high military distinction, who had shown great valour and sincere desire to 

promote the interests of the country in which he exercised power ς how does 

the noble Lord account for it that no effort whatever was made in any part of 

Spain to rescue Espartero from the fate with which he was threatened, and 

which ultimately befell him?  And would the noble Lord have counselled active 

interference on the part of this country, for the purpose of maintaining in 

authority any personage in whose behalf so little public sympathy appeared to 

exist?431 

 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŎŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘƻǎe of his leader.  He often spoke of 

the importance of Spanish independence of action in its own affairs, because any 

changes made on the back of foreign interference were unlikely to be accepted by 

the Spanish population.432  In 1844, Aberdeen declared that ΨƛŦ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ 

more strongly marked than the determination of the Spanish people, it is their spirit 

of resistance to foreign influence; and, though they may for a time submit, there is 

no doubt that they will rise against it, and resist it, and that it will ultimately be 

ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ ŘŜǎǘǊƻȅŜŘΦΩ433  Yet at times, diplomatic counsel was offered to the 
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Cortes in dealing with rebellions or, later, the marriage question.  Aberdeen 

regarded this as divisible from unwelcome and/or imposed interference, and part 

of the natural intercourse between nations.  Responding to news of anti-

government disturbances in the north of Spain in the autumn of 1841, Aberdeen 

ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƻ !ǎǘƻƴΥ Ψ!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŀƴȅ ƛƴǘŜƭƭƛƎŜƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ȅƻǳΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŀŎŎǳǊŀǘŜ 

information from any ǉǳŀǊǘŜǊΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŜǊ aŀƧŜǎǘȅΩǎ DƻǾώŜǊƴƳŜƴϐǘ ǘƘŀǘ 

we ought not to hesitate a moment in offering that countenance and support which 

are due to the Gov[ernmen]t of a friendly State; and which may be most valuable in 

a season of danger and uncertaƛƴǘȅΦΩ434  

Aberdeen saw his offer of friendly counsel as compatible with Spanish 

independence of action and we have discussed how he would not have offered any 

physical assistance to Espartero.  By stressing the importance of Spain being left to 

make its decisions independently, Aberdeen did not mean that the Cortes should 

function in diplomatic isolation, just that decisions should not be forced upon them: 

diplomatic consultation on political matters was considered standard procedure.  

This was a line of logic that was employed elsewhere and even if one considers it 

inconsistent and/or hypocritical, as the historiography has suggested, this hardly 

mattered if Conservative objectives were being delivered.435 

Some Conservatives, such as the Colonial Secretary Lord Stanley, were more 

inclined to view Espartero as the best option for securing the future stability of 

{ǇŀƛƴΣ ōǳǘ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŦǳǘƛƭŜ ǘƻ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŜǊŜ 

and maintain a leader for whom there was so little domestic support in Spain.  

{ǘŀƴƭŜȅ ǎǇƻƪŜ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ŜƴŘ ƛƴ Wǳƭȅ мупоΣ ŜŎƘƻƛƴƎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘƛŎ 

counsel was compatible with Spanish independence: 

 

I speak of the affairs of Spain with great pain, because I believe, that in the 

maintenance of the administration of Espartero there was the best chance of a 

steady government, and of the returning tranquillity and improving prosperity 

ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ƳŀƎƴƛŦƛŎŜƴǘ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ώΧϐ .ǳǘ Ŏŀƴ ώtŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴϐ ŀǎǎŜǊǘΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƻ ŦŀǊ ŀǎ ǿŀǎ 

consistent with the interests of a friendly country, every support ς every moral 
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support which the Court of England could give to the Government of Spain, 

Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ōŜŜƴ ŦŀƛǊƭȅΣ ŦǊŀƴƪƭȅΣ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŜŜƭȅ ƎƛǾŜƴΚ ώΧϐ ! DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǳǇƘŜƭŘ ōȅ ŀ 

foreign force can hardly be said to be independent.436 

 

By the time of EspartŜǊƻΩǎ ƻǾŜǊǘƘǊƻǿΣ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǿƘƻ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƳŀǊǊȅ 

Queen Isabella and her younger sister the Infanta Louisa Fernanda had assumed 

greater significance.  Isabella was to enter her teenage years in October 1843 and 

this, combined with the change of government in Spain, placed the issue of her 

betrothal at the forefront of Spanish politics.  The marriage issue was controversial 

ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΩ ǾŜǎǘŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŎƻƴǎƻǊǘǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ 

sisters.  If a groom with connections to a great power could be married to the 

Infanta, then influence in Spain could be gained if Isabella failed to produce an heir.  

The hand of Isabella was, naturally, a still greater prize.  The genealogy of the 

Spanish House of Bourbon can be seen in the table below.437 
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Almost every eligible bachelor in Europe was at some stage touted as a 

potential consort for Isabella, but there was only ever a handful of likely candidates.  

On the periphery of this group were, firstly, the sons of Louis Philippe, and, 

secondly, Carlos [ǳƛǎΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳǘŜ ŘŜ aƻƴǘŜƳƻƭƛƴΣ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ŎƻǳǎƛƴΦ  LŦ ŀ ǎƻƴ ƻŦ [ƻǳƛǎ 

tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǎŜŎǳǊŜ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ƘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘΣ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎƭȅΣ ƎƛǾŜ CǊŀƴŎŜ 

influence in Spanish affairs.  This would have been an explosive combination, 

however, given that it might potentially have breached the Treaty of Utrecht by 

uniting the French and Spanish Crowns in a future generation.  Such a union was 

never seriously entertained in France because despite gaining Spain as an ally, it 

would, in Britain, lose a far more powerful friend, and thus place France in isolation 

ŀƳƻƴƎ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΩǎ ƎǊŜŀǘ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΦ 

Such a union might well have brought war with Britain; but it would almost 

certainly have brought war with one or more of the Northern Courts.  Not only 

would autocratic Europe have been affronted by the apparent French expansion 

that they had long been trying to prevent, but in Montemolin they had a candidate 

through which their own objectives might be pursued in Spain, whom they did not 

want to be excluded in the interest of a French prince.  Montemolin was the son of 

ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛƭŜŘ 5ƻƴ /ŀǊƭƻǎΣ CŜǊŘƛƴŀƴŘ ±LLΩǎ ȅƻǳƴƎŜǊ ōǊƻǘƘŜǊΣ ǿƘƻ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜŘ 

ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ǘƘǊƻƴŜ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŀōŀƴŘƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ {ŀƭƛŎ ƭŀǿ ŀƴŘ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴΦ  

5ƻƴ /ŀǊƭƻǎΩ ŀǳǘƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ǎȅƳǇŀǘƘƛŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ for both his own 

exclusion from Spanish rule and for the favour of the Northern Courts towards the 

ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ǎƻƴΦ  aƻƴǘŜƳƻƭƛƴΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜ ǿŀǎ ǳƴǇƻǇǳƭŀǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ǿŀǎǘ 

majority of Spain, however, as its success would require a reversion to the Carlist 

influence that the reign of Isabella was supposed to exclude. 

Spain was not likely to select either Montemolin or a French prince for 

Isabella, because both would involve subservience to a foreign power, and because 

of the inflammatory effects on domestic and international relations.  This left 

among the remaining candidates Prince Leopold of Saxe-Coburg, who was seen as 

ǘƘŜ Ψ9ƴƎƭƛǎƘΩ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘŜ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀƳƛƭƛŀƭ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΦ  [ŜƻǇƻƭŘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ Ŏƻǳǎƛƴ 

of both Queen Victoria and Prince Albert, whilst the King of Belgium, a close British 

ŀƭƭȅΣ ǿŀǎ tǊƛƴŎŜ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ ǇŀǘŜǊƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ vǳŜŜƴ ±ƛŎǘƻǊƛŀΩǎ ƳŀǘŜǊƴŀƭ ǳƴŎƭŜΦ  [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ 

candidature was not barred by any international treaty, nor likely to provoke the 
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extent of Spanish opposition that would be engendered by the success of 

Montemolin, but it was nonetheless unappealing to France and the Northern 

Courts. 

There remained three principal candidates of the Bourbon House, apart 

ŦǊƻƳ aƻƴǘŜƳƻƭƛƴΦ  CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ bŜŀǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ōǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΣ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ǳƴŎƭŜΣ 5ƻƴ 

FrŀƴŎƛǎΣ /ƻƳǘŜ ŘŜ ¢ǊŀǇŀƴƛΣ ǿŀǎ ƻƴŜΦ  ¢ǿƻ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜŜƴΩǎ Ŏƻǳǎƛƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ 

ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǎǳƛǘƻǊǎΥ 5ƻƴ CǊŀƴŎƛǎŎƻ ŘΩ!ǎƛǎ aŀǊƛŀΣ ǘƘŜ 5ǳƪŜ ƻŦ /ŀŘƛȊΣ ŀƴŘ 5ƻƴ 9ƴǊƛǉǳŜΣ 

the Duke of Seville.  The latter two candidatures were of central importance, and 

intimately bound up with the negotiations Aberdeen had to conduct.  

Conservative policy towards France over the marriage issue was informed 

by the same principles as broader Spanish policy.  Aberdeen hoped that the 

development of Anglo-Spanish trade and, in later years, the perceived benefits of 

free trade, would engender Spanish prosperity and stability.  It was in a future of 

calmer times that Spanish determination of an equitable solution to the marriage 

ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƭƛƪŜƭȅΥ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ƛƴ мупр ǘƘŀǘ Ψmany things 

may happen in Spain in the course of a few years to affect this question in a manner 

ƴƻǘ ƴƻǿ ŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘΦΩ438  In the meantime, Aberdeen thought that Britain should 

Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ŀ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ΨŀǇǇŀǊŜƴǘ ƛƴŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜΩ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ ƴŜŜŘƭŜǎǎƭȅ ŀǊƻǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ 

indignation of other great powers, and therefore to avoid the entrenchment of 

prevailing attitudes of national self-interest.439    

Aberdeen was well aware that other powers did not share his conception of 

the marriages question, and that they were likely to intrigue for the betrothal of 

Isabella to the candidate that best represented their interests.  This can be seen in 

earlier diplomatic exchanges with Austria, in which Metternich had been dragging 

Ƙƛǎ ŦŜŜǘ ƻǾŜǊ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀcy as queen.  Aberdeen saw 

ǘƘŀǘ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀ ǿŀǎ ŘŜƭŀȅƛƴƎ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŜȄǘǊŀŎǘ ŀ ǇǊƛŎŜΥ aƻƴǘŜƳƻƭƛƴΩǎ 

marriage to Isabella, which, if concluded, would lead to the reintroduction of Carlist 

influence in Spain.  Recognition would then be gladly given, as Austria would not 

ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƛǾŜ 5ƻƴ /ŀǊƭƻǎΩ ŎƻǊƻƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ŀǳǘƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ǊǳƭŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 
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LōŜǊƛŀƴ tŜƴƛƴǎǳƭŀΦ  ¢ƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ψƛǘ ƛǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ aŜǘǘŜǊƴƛŎƘ Ƙŀǎ 

ƘŜƭŘ ŀ ŘƻǳōƭŜ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŀŦŦŀƛǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǘƛƻƴ ώΧϐ IŜ will wait for 

ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴ ŦŀŎǘ ƘŜ ƛǎ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ƛƴǎǘǊǳƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƛƴ ǇǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎΦΩ440
  

Jones Parry thought that Metternich had gained a diplomatic victory by 

ǳǎƛƴƎ aƻƴǘŜƳƻƭƛƴΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜ ǘƻ ŘƛǾƛŘŜ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ŀƴŘ CǊŀƴŎŜ, in that Metternich 

had been making overtures to France on this and other diplomatic projects without 

consulting Britain.441  Given the historical tradition of portraying Aberdeen as in 

awe of his Austrian counterpart, which is based on their diplomatic intercourse 

during the Napoleonic wars, and considering the historiographical portrayal of 

Anglo-French relations deteriorating in Spain, one might indeed assume the success 

ƻŦ aŜǘǘŜǊƴƛŎƘΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ442  But, whilst there were understandable differences in the 

British and French opinions of Isabella ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ LƴŦŀƴǘŀΩǎ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŎƻƴǎƻǊǘǎΣ ǘƘŜ 

greatest rivalry concerning Spanish affairs was between the supporters of 

Montemolin and those in France who supported the candidatures of Louis 

tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜΩǎ ǎƻƴǎΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǎǇŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ƛǎǎǳŜ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦlict between 

autocratic and liberal ideology, in which the Conservatives were not interested.  It 

did, however, present an opportunity for Aberdeen, which he exploited in a more 

subtle manner than Jones Parry appreciated. 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀ was based upon the assumption that 

Austria would not countenance the candidature of a French prince, and this allowed 

him to play France against Austria.443  He used correspondence with Robert 

DƻǊŘƻƴΣ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀ όŀƴŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎƻƴύ to give inflated 

estimations of the Anglo-French relationship so that Metternich would promote 

Montemolin ever more enthusiastically.444  France could be relied upon to object to 

any candidate associated with Don Carlos, a candidature which would bring 
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Austrƛŀƴ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŎƭƻǎŜǊ ǘƻ CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ōƻǊŘŜǊΦ  CǊŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘǳǎΣ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ 

ǎǘŀƎŜΣ ƭŜŦǘ ǘƻ ŎŀƴŎŜƭ ƻǳǘ ŜŀŎƘ ƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ƳƻǊŜ ǎŜƭŦƛǎƘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴǎΦ445  Spanish opinion, 

directed away from Montemolin or a French prince by strong external opposition, 

could be gently steered towards a more neutral candidate with less threat to the 

balance of power. 

¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛŘŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊƛƴƎ ǳƴƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ 

escalation of diplomatic conflict, was seemingly undermined by the agreement that 

ƘŜ ƳŀŘŜ ǿƛǘƘ DǳƛȊƻǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀǘŜŀǳ ŘΩ9ǳ ƛƴ {ŜǇǘŜƳōŜǊ мупоΦ  ¢ƘŜǊŜΣ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ŀƴŘ 

CǊŀƴŎŜ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻƴƭȅ ǘƘŜ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ .ƻǳǊōƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ vǳŜŜƴΩǎ 

hand, thus excluding Louis PhiliǇǇŜΩǎ ǇǊƻƎŜƴȅΣ ōǳǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ aƻƴǘŜƳƻƭƛƴ όǿƘƻǎŜ 

failure could safely be presumed).  This also excluded Britain from actively 

supporting Prince Leopold of Saxe-/ƻōǳǊƎΦ  ²ƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ΨƭƛōŜǊŀƭΩ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻ ŎƻƴǎƛƎƴŜŘ 

to history and the path ostensibly cleared for France to influence the Spanish 

Bourbon candidates, without fear of a British campaign in support of a Saxe-Coburg 

candidature, Aberdeen might be seen to have acquiesced in a campaign of French 

ƛƴǘǊƛƎǳŜ ǘƻ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŀ ΨƭƛōŜǊŀƭΩ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ ǘƘŜƴ Ψ.ǊƛǘƛǎƘΩ marriage interests. 

Discussion of the issue of the marriages at Eu, however, was based on a 

genuine Anglo-French desire to implement the values of the entente, not on 

persistent French intrigue or ad hoc British measures to promote peace at the 

expense of national interests.446  The agreement at Eu sought to promote by 

friendly counsel the prospects of those candidatures which would be less 

inflammatory to international relations.  Given that there was no implication of 

physical interference, no binding effect on Spanish decision, and that the general 

ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ƛƴ {Ǉŀƛƴ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǊ ŀ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ .ƻǳǊōƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ 

seem controversial. 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜǎ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ǳǇƻƴ ŀ Ǌŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

appreciation of British interests, even though the agreement was expressed with 
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the expansive hyperbole that might be expected of a grand state occasion.  Guizot 

recalled his concord with Aberdeen: 

 

We parted with great satisfaction at having thus mutually opened our minds, 

and with a feeling of most amicable confidence.  We do not always consider 

the extent to which the greatest and most difficult affairs of nations would be 

simplified if the men who direct them would know and esteem each other 

enough to rely on the truth of their respective words, and on the conformity of 

their acts with their declarations.447 

 

Charles Greville thought French satisfaction showed that Aberdeen had been 

ΨŎŀƧƻƭŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎŜƛǾŜŘΩ ƛƴǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ŀ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ .ƻǳǊōƻƴ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ 

interest.448  Douglas Johnson saw the formation of the entente at Eu as the 

beginning of real trouble in Spain and Jones Parry considered it the point at which 

France gave itself a licence to intrigue in Spain without fear of reprisal.449  /ƻǿƭŜȅΩǎ 

report that the agreement at Eu elicited a nationalist pamphlet calling for action in 

Spain seems to confirm these assertions.450  

  Britain had in fact gained a cheap victory in Spanish affairs.  Interest in the 

marriage issue was only that neither a French prince nor Montemolin should secure 

ǘƘŜ ƘŀƴŘ ƻŦ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΣ ƴƻǊ ǘƘŜ LƴŦŀƴǘŀΩǎ ƘŀƴŘ ōŜŦƻǊŜ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀ ƘŀŘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ όǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ 

discussed below).451  There were benefits and drawbacks to the other candidates, 

but there were only serious international problems with French or Carlist influence.  

Aberdeen privately expressed his opinion that the main Spanish Bourbon 

candidates (the Duke of Seville, the Duke of Cadiz and the Comte de Trapani) 

represented the middle ground in Spanish affairs; a son of the exiled Don Carlos 
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would be as dangerous for Spain as a French prince would be for European 

stability.452   

The main Spanish Bourbon candidates were, therefore, the best option for 

maintaining the balance of power and Guizot, beneath the pomp and ceremony of 

Eu, was a pragmatist seeking stability for France.  Although he found the 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŀ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǇǊƛƴŎŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ŘŜǇŀǊǘǳǊŜ ŦǊƻƳ 

their professed interest in Spanish independence of action, he recognised British 

concerns and measured his policy accordingly.453  Guizot wrote to Count Bresson, 

CǊŜƴŎƘ !ƳōŀǎǎŀŘƻǊ ǘƻ aŀŘǊƛŘΥ Ψ! ŎƻǊŘƛŀƭ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘΣ L ƪƴƻǿΣ ŀ ƳŀǘǘŜǊ ǘƻ 

be easily carried out on all points at all times.  It is, however, the essential fact of 

the general situation, and I rely on you to maintain it above the local difficulties 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŜƛƎƘ ƘŜŀǾƛƭȅ ƻƴ ȅƻǳΦΩ454  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŜŘ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜΩǎ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ 

ǎŜƴǘƛƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƻŦ DǳƛȊƻǘ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL ǘƘƛƴƪ ƘŜ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘǎ ƻǳǊ views and 

ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎΩΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ǿŀǘŎƘŦǳƭΦ455  In the same letter in 

which Aberdeen welcomed French diplomatic moves, he stressed the need to 

remain cautious and suspicious: the entente was not a licence for French freedom 

of action.456   

¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ .ƻǳǊōƻƴ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘŜǎ ǎŜŜƳŜŘ 

sensible, despite the problems that they appeared to present for Spain.  The Duke 

ƻŦ {ŜǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘƛŜǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ Ƙƛǎ ƳƻǘƘŜǊ /ŀǊƭƻǘǘŀΣ ǿƘƻǎŜ ƭƻŀǘƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƘŜǊ ǎƛǎǘŜǊ 

Cristina blockeŘ {ŜǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ Ŏƻǳǎƛƴ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΦ  {ŜǾƛƭƭŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǇǊƻ-

Progressista whereas Cristina belonged to the rival Moderado party.  These 

obstacles were not insurmountable, however, particularly as death removed one: 

Carlotta expired on 29 January 1844.  The vain Seville might also be persuaded to 

switch allegiances in exchange for increased power. 

{ŜǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ōǊƻǘƘŜǊ /ŀŘƛȊ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ΨŎǊŜǘƛƴΩΣ ƛƳǇƻǘŜƴǘΣ 

homosexual, or any combination of the three, depending on whose version of 
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events one listens to.457  Either way, his credentials as a royal consort were open to 

Řƻǳōǘ ŀƴŘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŜŎƘƻŜŘ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊȅ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŜƴŘŜŀǾƻǳǊǎ 

ǘƻ ΨŘƻ ŀƭƭ ƛƴ Ƴȅ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅΩ ŦƻǊ /ŀŘƛȊ ǘƻ ƳŀǊǊȅ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΣ ōŜƭƛŜǾƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ 

ǘƻ ōŜ ΨƳƻǊŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŀƴȅ ƻǘƘŜǊΩ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ƛƴ {Ǉŀƛƴ ǎŜŜƳΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƻ 

demonstrate a lack of awareness of, and commitment to, Spanish interest, which 

was still seen as important in making a selection that would last.458  Matters were 

not, however, that straightforward. 

It was the British minister in Spain, Aston, who had branded Cadiz a cretin, 

but he changed his mind after further meetings with Cadiz, and his successor 

.ǳƭǿŜǊ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ /ŀŘƛȊ ŀǎ ΨŀƳƛŀōƭŜ ƛƴ ƳŀƴƴŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ŘŜŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ƛƴ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 

ƛƴǘŜƭƭƛƎŜƴŎŜΩΦ459  wǳƳƻǳǊǎ ƻŦ /ŀŘƛȊΩǎ ƛƳǇƻǘŜƴŎŜ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ Ƨǳǎǘ ǘƘŀǘΣ ƻƴƭȅ 

surfacing in the summer of 1846, when the source was the disgruntled French 

ŀƳōŀǎǎŀŘƻǊΣ /ƻǳƴǘ .ǊŜǎǎƻƴΣ ǿƘƻ ƘŀŘ ƘƻǇŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ΨCǊŜƴŎƘΩ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘŜ ŦƻǊ 

LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ƘŀƴŘΦ460  There also appears to be little evidence to substantiate the 

ǊǳƳƻǳǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 5ǳƪŜ ǿŀǎ ƘƻƳƻǎŜȄǳŀƭΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ aǳǊƛŜƭ /ƘŀƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΩǎ ǊŜŎȅŎƭƛƴƎ ƻŦ 

it.461  Had this been true, his sexuality would in any case have been no bar to 

fathering children.  Perhaps he was bisexual, but it hardly mattered: Cadiz later 

accumulated a brood of twelve.462   

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŜǊƳƛǎǎƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜ 

of the Neapolitan Count Trapani has also elicited charges of submission to 

France.463  Jones Parry suggested that Guizot ignored the entente in an attempt to 

create a league of Bourbon states as France could, by support of Trapani, use the 

/ƻǳƴǘΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ bŀǇƭŜǎ ōƻǘƘ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀƴ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Lǘŀƭƛŀƴ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ 

and to score a diplomatic victory over Austria by defeating her ambitions in 

Spain.464  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀƭƭ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ŦŀƴŎƛŦǳƭΥ ƘŀŘ ¢ǊŀǇŀƴƛ ƎŀƛƴŜŘ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ƘŀƴŘΣ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ 
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have been unlikely to engender any change in Italy: it was not Trapani who was the 

King of Naples.  The impact of the marriage would be very limited outside Spain. 

Muriel Chamberlain suggested that the agreement at Eu appeared 

ƘȅǇƻŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭΣ ƎƛǾŜƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎǘǊŜǎǎ ƻƴ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜΦ465  Jones Parry also 

pointed out that Aberdeen had once described French insistence on a Bourbon 

ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘŜ ŀǎ Ψŀ Ƴƻǎǘ ŀǊǊƻƎŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǳƴǿŀǊǊŀƴǘŀōƭŜ ŘƛŎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ώΧϐ ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ƛǘǎ 

ƛƴǎƻƭŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƻƪŜ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΦΩ466  The agreement made at 

9ǳ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƻƴ ōŜƘŀƭŦ ƻŦ {ǇŀƛƴΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΥ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǿŜ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ 

to support the pretensions of some descendant of Philip V to such an extent as may 

ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ {ǇŀƛƴΦΩ467  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ 

Eu had changed nothing except, morally, binding Guizot not to promote the 

candidature of a son of Louis Philippe, and binding Aberdeen not to promote the 

candidature of Prince Leopold. 

IƛǎǘƻǊƛƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ǇǊŜƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ƘȅǇƻŎǊƛǎȅΣ 

besides being questionable in substance, have obscured the key point in Spain.  Left 

unattended, Spanish affairs threatened to drag the Great Powers into a morass of 

ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛƴƎ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ŜƴŘŀƴƎŜǊ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ōǳǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ 

concern was that the problem of the marriages went away, if not for the longer 

term, then at least for a while.  The issue was not that important for Britain.  As the 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ at [ƻǊŘ WƻƘƴ aŀƴƴŜǊǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳƻƴǎΣ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ Ψŀ 

ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ aŜƳōŜǊǎ ǘƻƻƪ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΩΦ468  .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ 

interests would, of course, be damaged if a French Prince or Montemolin secured 

IsabŜƭƭŀΩǎ ƘŀƴŘΣ ōǳǘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ŀƴȅǿŀȅΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ 

thought the problem would be better resolved at a time when Spanish civil 

divisions were repaired or at least eased and, as long as France was not seen to be 

overtly intriguing in Spain, he was content to let the situation drift.  This raised 

problems that will be dealt with below, but it remained as the logic behind the 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƴŘ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜŦǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴΦ  ²ƛǘƘ ƳƻǊŜ ǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ 
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domestic and foreign objectives to pursue, the government could do without 

distraction in Spain. 

The agreement at Eu was the logical outcome of such a policy.  It is telling 

that Henry Bulwer, who had by now replaced Aston as British Minister in Madrid, 

ŀƴŘ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƘŀǊǎƘŜǎǘ Ŏritics in later life, supported the 

encouragement of Spanish Bourbon pretensions in the wake of the meeting.469  

Bulwer would contend in his memoirs that the agreement restricted Spanish 

ŎƘƻƛŎŜΥ ƘŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ƻŦ ΨǘƘŜ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǳǎ ǇǊŜǘŜƴǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƻƴŦƛƴƛƴƎ ώLǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎϐ choice to a 

ƳŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ƻǳǊōƻƴ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΦΩ470  This is a sentiment on which current 

ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ǊŜǎǘǎΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘƭȅ ƛƎƴƻǊŜŘ .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  .ǳƭǿŜǊ ǿǊƻǘŜ ƛƴ WŀƴǳŀǊȅ муппΥ ΨLŦ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ŜǾŜǊ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ 

tranquillity permanently established in [Spain], it will only be attained by a 

reference to permanent principles, founded on the National character ς which 

though apparently lost in party squabbles and petty intrigues, always ultimately 

dominates ς and not on the ƳŜǊŜ Ǉŀǎǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǊΦΩ471  Bulwer had 

ǎƘŀǊŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ-term perspective then, but he later argued that the 

.ƻǳǊōƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ΨǎƛƴƎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƭƭ-ŀŘŀǇǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǎŜŎǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƘŀǇǇƛƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ vǳŜŜƴ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩ 

ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎŀǇŀōƭŜ ƻŦ ΨŎƻƴǘŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ advancing the interests of the Spanish 

ƴŀǘƛƻƴΦΩ472  In the months after the meeting at Eu, however, his correspondence 

ǊŜǾŜŀƭǎ ŀ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ ƳŜƳƻƛǊǎ ƻƳƛǘǘŜŘΥ .ǳƭǿŜǊ ƘŀŘ Ψƴƻ 

ƻōƧŜŎǘƛƻƴΩ ǘƻ ŀ .ƻǳǊōƻƴ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜΦ473   

A focus on the long-term perspective at Eu, and the consequent delay in a 

resolution, was not only supported in Britain.  It was also useful to the Queen 

Dowager in Spain, whose role in Spanish stability was vital.  Cristina held grievances 

against all of the candidates.  Her apparently changeable position on the marriage 

question displayed shrewd judgment regarding her own political influence: the 
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prolonging of the marriage issue retained her position of power.474  This is another 

aspect misjudged by Jones Parry, who thought that Cristina would, ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ΨǘƘŜ 

ŦƻƛōƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴŎƛŜǎ ƻŦ ƘŜǊ ǎŜȄΩ, support whichever candidate had been 

suggested to her by an adviser.475  ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻǿŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƻ WƻƴŜǎ tŀǊǊȅΩǎ 

prejudices than serious historical analysis.   

Events gathered pace late in 1845 when Aberdeen and Guizot met once 

ƳƻǊŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀǘŜŀǳ ŘΩ9ǳ ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ {ǇŀƛƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǊŜǎǳƭǘŜŘ ƛƴ 

Aberdeen approving what has been deemed a controversial agreement.  Aberdeen 

ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƻ tŜŜƭΥ Ψ²ƛǘƘ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ LƴŦŀƴǘŀ ώDǳƛȊƻǘ and Louis Philippe] both 

declared in the most positive manner, that until [Isabella] was married and had 

children, they should consider the Infanta precisely as her sister, and that any 

ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ CǊŜƴŎƘ tǊƛƴŎŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΦΩ476  The 

marriage of the Infanta had developed into the more significant question as she got 

older, because inbreeding within the Spanish Royal family had afflicted Isabella with 

physical weakness.  Ichthyosis and obesity also combined to create doubt about the 

willingness of potential consorts to consummate a marriage with her.   

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŦƻǊ ŀ 

double marriage for the sisters.  The possibility of a childless marriage for Isabella 

raised the prospect of France securing longer term influence in the affairs of Spain 

by marrying a French Prince to the Infanta, which was not disallowed by any 

existing agreement.  Delaying the marriage of the Infanta allowed time for 

reconsideration of any difficulties that might arise from a childless marriage or 

LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ŜŀǊƭȅ ŘŜŀǘƘΦ  tŜŜƭ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘΥ ΨǎǳǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŜ vǳŜŜƴ 

ǘƻ ŘƛŜ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ōƛǊǘƘ ƻŦ ƻƴŜ ŎƘƛƭŘ ώΧϐ ώƻǊϐ ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛŘƛƻǘǎΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ 

unlikely in the context of Spanish monarchical history.477  IŜ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ψŀ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŎǘ 
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of marriage or a conditional promise of marriage is a transaction of a very peculiar 

ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƛƴŘŜŜŘΦΩ478  ¢Ƙƛǎ Řƻǳōǘ ŀōƻǳǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǎŜŜƳǎ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ 

made elsewhere that divisions were growing within Conservative ranks.479 

Aberdeen was aware of the implications of the agreement but was more 

concerned that the brakes had once more been applied on the topic after rumours 

of a proposed double marriage had emerged from Spain.  The Foreign Secretary 

wanted to suppress the issue once more; the rumours came at a time of continuing 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǎǘǊƛŦŜ ƛƴ {ǇŀƛƴΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŦǊŜŜ ǘǊŀŘŜ ǿŀǎ ŀǘ ŀƴ 

advanced stage, with all its attendant political difficulties.  Governmental changes 

in Spain would imperil and undermine any attempt at an agreement, and in the 

tŜŜƭƛǘŜ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΣ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŜǾŜƴǘǳŀƭ ŀŘƻǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŦǊŜŜ ǘǊŀŘŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŜƭǇ ǘƻ ǎǘŀōƛƭƛǎŜ 

9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΦ  tŜŜƭ ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊŜŘ ǉǳŜǊƛŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ 

Foreign Secretary had considered its implications: he saw no reason to try and alter 

it or block it.  The Prime Minister intervened only to ensure that the agreement 

ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ŎƻƴŦƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭΥ ƘŜ ŘŜƴƛŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǿƛǎƘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ƛǘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ 

insure against French countermovement. 

Despite claims to the contrary, the 1845 agreement remained consistent 

ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛƴǎƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƻƴ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ŦǊŜŜŘƻƳ ƻŦ ŎƘƻƛŎŜΦ480  Spain was still free to 

ŎƘƻƻǎŜ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ŎƻƴǎƻǊǘΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎ ŘƛŘ 

not force the Infanta into a union with a son of Louis Philippe, it only reintroduced 

members of French royalty as potential candidates in a later, contingent situation.  

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ tǊƛƴŎŜ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŀƪŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ 

agreement has given rise to accusations of continuing inconsistency and hypocrisy, 

but no agreement had outlawed a Saxe-Coburg marriage.481  Aberdeen avoided 

ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƴŎŜΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ DǳƛȊƻǘ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ [ƻƴŘƻƴ ƳƛƎƘǘ 

well favour a Saxe-Coburg.  Guizot knew, however, that the strength of the entente 

meant that Britain would not actively support one.482 
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tŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƴƻǿ ŀǊƻǎŜ ǿƛǘƘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƻǾŜǊ-active minister in Spain, 

{ƛǊ IŜƴǊȅ .ǳƭǿŜǊΦ  ¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ .ǳƭǿŜǊ ǘƻ ƪŜŜǇ ǿƛŘŜǊ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ 

objectives in mind amidst the signs of local intrigue.  The Conservatives still wanted 

to appear uninterested in the marriage question by offering only detached friendly 

counsel, in order that the issue could be better resolved in the future.  Although 

this approach offered others the freedom of manoeuvre, the policy was deemed to 

be safeguarded by both the entente and the general Spanish preference for Isabella 

to marry a Spanish Bourbon.  Those such as Jones Parry have disagreed: Bulwer, 

they argue, was placed in an impossible position whereby he was faced with 

evidence of French intrigue in the marriage question but requested not to act 

against it, with France trampling over his personal and British national prestige.483  

¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǇƭƻȅŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǿƛŘŜǊ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǘƘŀƴ 

Jones Parry allowed for, and it did not concern itself with the temporary prize of 

prestige.   

Bulwer was unconvinced by Conservative policy.  As 1846 progressed, he 

grew ever more frustrated with Aberdeen and with France: 

 

England would support Spain in an independent choice, but it did not clearly 

say so, and I knew Lord Aberdeen would not like me to say so.  On the other 

hand, to leave it to be understood that the Spanish Government had no 

resource but to submit to the hard fate that the pride and family interest of a 

neighbouring potentate prepared for her, would expose me equally to 

ŎŜƴǎǳǊŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŀŦŦŀƛǊ ǿŀǎ ƳƻǊŜ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŎŀǘŜŘ ōȅ vǳŜŜƴ /ƘǊƛǎǘƛƴŀΩǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ 

Coburg Prince.484 

 

.ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŀƴƴƻȅŀƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ Ƙƛǎ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ ǘǊǳƭȅ ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ 

decision for Spain would involve its selection of the Prince of Saxe-Coburg for 

LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΩǎ ƘŀƴŘΣ ŀƴŘ .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŎƻƴǾƛŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ /ǊƛǎǘƛƴŀΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭ ƎǊŜǿ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƛƳŜΦ  Iƛǎ 

frustration at being forced to watch France conspire against this gained the 

sympathy of Jones Parry and others who accepted that France was engaged in 
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ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊƛƴƎ {ǇŀƛƴΣ ŀƴŘ ǿƘƻ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀǎ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŘƛŎǘƻǊȅ ŀƴŘ 

exhibiting a dangerous inertia.485 

Saxe-/ƻōǳǊƎΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǿŀǎ ŦŀǊ ŦǊƻƳ ǎǘǊŀƛƎƘǘŦƻǊǿŀǊŘΣ ŀǎ 

Aberdeen recognised; international circumstances were more complex than Bulwer 

ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ŦƻǊΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ ōǊƻǘƘŜǊ CŜǊŘƛƴŀƴŘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎ ƻŦ tƻǊǘǳƎŀƭ 

gave the French understandable concern about the increasing influence of a rival 

wƻȅŀƭ IƻǳǎŜ ƻƴ ƛǘǎ ŘƻƻǊǎǘŜǇΥ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨώǘƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜϐ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǊ 

in SpŀƛƴΤ ōǳǘ L Řƻ ƴƻǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛǇǇŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜ ƻŦ ƛǘΩΣ ŀŘŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ 

ǿŀǎ ΨƻōƧŜŎǘƛƻƴŀōƭŜΩ ƻƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǎΦ486  Aberdeen did not rule out the Prince of 

Saxe-/ƻōǳǊƎΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘǊƛŜŘ ǘƻ ǎǘŜŜǊ .ǳƭǿŜǊ ŀǿŀȅ ŦǊƻƳ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ƛǘΦ  

Neither could ƛǘ ōŜ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘ ǿŀǎ {ǇŀƛƴΩǎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘŜΦ  ²ƛǘƘ 

Spanish governmental strife continuing apace, there was not an eligible bachelor in 

Europe without support from one quarter or another. 

Bulwer could not tolerate his instructions to monitor and report on affairs in 

Spain, preferring a more proactive policy in defence of British interests, and in 1846 

he delivered a letter from Queen Cristina to the Duke of Saxe-Coburg requesting 

[ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ ƘŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ LǎŀōŜƭƭŀΦ  ¢ƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ ŀ ǊŜŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳtion of the Spanish 

Ministry and working behind the scenes in order to bypass the rest of Europe.  Keen 

ǘƻ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ŀ ŘŜƎǊŜŜ ƻŦ ƻǇŜƴƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎŜŘ ōȅ Ƙƛǎ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ /ƻǳǊǘΣ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ Guizot 

and disavowed them, lest the desired consequences of the plot should come to 

pass.  Bulwer recalled this series of events: 

 

L ŀƳ ōƻǳƴŘ ǘƻ ǎŀȅΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƛǘ ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƻ [ƻǊŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 

ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘƛŜǎΣ ǘƘŀǘ [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŀƛǎŀƴŎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ juncture, though 

dictated, no doubt, by the most honourable motives, had a mischievous effect 

on future transactions; for it was pleaded subsequently by King Louis Philippe 

as a reason for declaring that we had bound ourselves to support the Bourbon 

alliance; whilst it persuaded the Spanish Government and Court that no solid 
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reliance could be placed upon any assertions we made as to our perfect 

independence on the subject.487 

 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŀǎ ŘƛŎǘŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ǿƛǎƘ ǘƻ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ 

the entente and, in doing so, to avoid catalysing conflict in Spain.  Leopold might 

well be the candidate Spain ended up choosing and it would be an acceptable 

ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ŦƻǊ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΣ ōǳǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƴŎŜΩǎ 

candidature as inflammatory and counterproductive, as he explained to the Queen: 

ΨLǘ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ǿƛǘƘ tǊƛƴŎŜ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘ Ƴŀȅ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ 

solution of the question, but Lord Aberdeen is convinced that this alliance could 

only be rendered at all acceptable to France by the apparent indifference of Great 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΦΩ488  

DǳƛȊƻǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǿƻǊǊȅ ƘƛƳΣ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ 

continue to profess that the conclusion of the marriage should be left to time, but it 

was no coincidence that his protestations against increased intervention in the 

{ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ŜǉǳƛǾƻŎŀƭ ŀŦǘŜǊ .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ƛƴǘǊƛƎǳŜΦ489  Indeed, the source 

ƻŦ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǇŀǘƛŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ {Ǉŀƛƴ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ ŘŜŘǳŎŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ Ƙƛǎ ƳŜƳƻƛǊǎΥ Ψ{ƛǊ 

Henry Bulwer had not simply given his approbation to a step of the Spanish 

government to propose at Lisbon the marriage of Queen Isabella with Prince 

Leopold of Coburg; he had known and directed this step in all its details and at 

ŜǾŜǊȅ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜΦΩ490 

   tŜǊƘŀǇǎ DǳƛȊƻǘ ŜȄŀƎƎŜǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ in order to 

justify a greater level of action in Spain.  Bulwer had long warned of increased 

CǊŜƴŎƘ ƛƴǘǊƛƎǳŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƛǎǎǳŜΥ ƛƴ hŎǘƻōŜǊ мупр ƘŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ Ψƛǘ ƛǎ 

difficult not to suppose that something clandestine is going on which at the 

ŦŀǾƻǳǊŀōƭŜ ƳƻƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘΦΩ491  By May 1846 Bulwer wrote to Aberdeen 

ƻŦ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎ ŦǊǳǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴƛƴƎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΥ Ψbƻǿ L ǾŜǊȅ 
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much fear, my dear Lord Aberdeen, that I have said so much already on this 

selection that I shall weary you by returning to the question.  But I persuade myself 

that I cannot yet have expressed myself clearly with respect to it, because I think 

ǘƘŀǘ ƛŦ L ƘŀŘ L ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ ŎƻƴǾƛŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ȅƻǳǊ ƳƛƴŘΦΩ492  It was more than 

likely that his French counterpart Bresson was intriguing and helping to draw 

Bulwer into a rivalry that was far more toxic that that between Lyons and Piscatory, 

ƻǊ tǊƛǘŎƘŀǊŘ ŀƴŘ 5Ω!ǳōƛƎƴȅΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘΦ493  He had 

ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ǿŀǊƴŜŘ .ǳƭǿŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ΨL Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƘŜƭǇ ōǳǘ ŦŜŀǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ȅƻǳ ƘŀǾŜ ǇŜǊƳƛǘǘŜŘ 

ȅƻǳǊǎŜƭŦ ƛƳǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛōƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜŘ ώΧϐ ōȅ ŀ ŦŜŜƭƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǊŜǎŜƴǘƳŜƴǘΦΩ494  

Aberdeen nevertheless thought that the French Minister had crossed the line in his 

encouragement of a marriage of either Cadiz or Trapani with Isabella and the Duc 

de Montpensier with the Infanta.   

But French intrigues and ambitions did not alter the fundamentals of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ ¢ƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴȅ ƭƻŎŀƭ CǊŜƴŎƘ ǎŎhemes 

would come to nothing as long as Guizot remained in power; their personal 

friendship and the spirit of the entente would provide insurance against excitable 

ministers.  Aberdeen also intimated that war would result from any serious French 

retraction from its agreements with Britain; as in Morocco, the Foreign Secretary 

did not place blind faith in the entente.495   

It could nonetheless be argued that Aberdeen was storing up problems for 

his successor by failing to suggest a positive solution to the question of the Spanish 

marriages.  The Foreign Secretary was relying upon a connection with Guizot that 

the Frenchman was thought by some to honour only while awaiting the opportunity 

to pursue French influence when the Conservative government fell.  But Aberdeen 

believed that a pragmatic policy in Spain provided the best option for Britain: it also 

accorded with the traditional Conservative reluctance to act in foreign affairs that 

ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴƛƴƎΦ  ¢ƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ ǊŜŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǘŀnce 

ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǇŀǘƛŜƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ CǊŀƴŎŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŀƭǘŜǊ 
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!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǾƛŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ǘƛƳŜ ƻŦ 

peace and prosperity than in one of conflict and discontent.  

As regards the personal nature of the entente with Guizot, the spirit of the 

entente could have continued into the tenure of his successor and cooperation 

ƴŜŜŘ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŜƴŘŜŘ ƛƴ {ǇŀƛƴΣ ōǳǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘ ƎŀǾŜ DǳƛȊƻǘ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ƘƻǇŜ ǘƻ 

expect the sort of relationship he had shared with Aberdeen.  Palmerston had spent 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ȅŜŀǊǎ ƛƴ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ŀǘǘŀŎƪƛƴƎ ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ 

French and despite his belated tour of France, intended to assuage French fears of 

his intentions, the damage had already been done.496  It must also be remembered 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ entente had in part been necessitated by 

the cross-/ƘŀƴƴŜƭ Ƙƻǎǘƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻƴŜ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƘŀŘ 

contributed.  Aberdeen was in an unenviable position: he would be condemned for 

failure to obtain a binding agreement (which he did not want anyway), although 

this was unobtainable because of the state of Anglo-French relations bequeathed 

him by the very people who condemned him. 

Historians have regarded the fall of the Conservative government as the 

point at which Guizot began to intrigue openly for a conclusion of marriages 

between Cadiz and Isabella, and the Duc de Montpensier and the Infanta, which 

was what ultimately transpired in 1846.  Lucille Iremonger argued that Guizot was 

unconcerned about his agreement with Aberdeen and continued to pursue his ends 

but, now, to do this publicly.497  wƻƎŜǊ .ǳƭƭŜƴ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ƳǳŎƘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜΥ ΨDǳƛȊƻǘ 

ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎƘƻǿ ƘƛƳ ŀ ŦǊŜŜ ƘŀƴŘ ŀǎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƘŀŘ ŘƻƴŜΦΩ498  

Guizot had begun to drop hints to Bresson about the possibility of increased action 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ мупсΣ ōǳǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǿŀǘŜǊǎƘŜŘ ƳƻƳŜƴǘΦ  DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ 

reaction to it, in a letter to Bresson, was telling: 

 

I will not be the person to hand Spain over to Lord Palmerston.  You will, 

undoubtedly, make use of his accession to office, to act on Queen Christina 

ŀƴŘ ƘŜǊ ƘǳǎōŀƴŘ ώΧϐ L ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ƻǾŜǊ [ƻǊŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΣ ǘƘŀǘ ƛŦ ŀƴȅ 
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coldness or difficulty occurred between us and London, it would be to him and 

not me that the fault would be universally imputed in France and England.  I 

have told this to myself within the last three months.499 

 

Guizot had clearly been contemplating the opportunity to act, but pressing ahead 

with the candidatures of Cadiz and Montpensier was prompted by the return of 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ŦŜŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ŜȄŎƛǘŜŘ ƛƴ CǊŀƴŎŜΦ  CŜŀǊ ƻŦ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 

approach might be exaggerated as a reason for French action, but the incoming 

Foreign Secretary had created an aura for himself that encouraged this.  

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻǳǊǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ōŜŀǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǘǊƛƻǘƛŎ ŘǊǳƳ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ 

wonders for his domestic popularity but, in an international context, the tendency 

to accompany astute diplomatic manoeuvring with an offensive tone could prove 

damaging: he was now reaping the harvest of the seeds sown in the Ottoman 

Empire and on the opposition benches. 

DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ǊŜŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ƛǎΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƻŦǘŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ 

ǿŜŀƪƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ entente, that Guizot was absolved from commitments to 

Britain once Aberdeen departed.  Recently, Laurence Guymer has supported this 

criticism with the suggestion that Aberdeen placed too much value in the 

cultivation of close personal relationships and allowed British interests to suffer as a 

result.500  Aberdeen was aware of the imperfections in the nature of his relationship 

with Guizot and discussed these in a letter to Peel, responding to the Prime 

aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ DǳƛȊƻǘ ƘŀŘ ŀōŀƴŘƻƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ entente as soon as he could ς 

namely, when Palmerston returned to the Foreign Office: 

 

You say that if suspicions existed, explanations ought to have been demanded, 

and this was precisely such a case as might prove the value of the entente.  

This is unquestionably true; but I fear that the entente was always in some 

measure personal, and that little of this confidential communication was to be 

expected between men who mutually disliked and distrusted each other.501 
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The fact that Guizot felt obliged to Aberdeen because of their personal 

relationship showed the strength of an entente that was formed when 

circumstances had seemed to make anything officially binding impossible.  Besides, 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀƴ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƛƳǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ōȅ 

his words and actions ς DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ combination 

France desired was not set in stone ς but, instead, hŜ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳŜŘ CǊŀƴŎŜΩǎ ŦŜŀǊǎΦ  

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ naming of Leopold as a possible candidate for the hand of Isabella in a 

dispatch to Bulwer soon after taking office did not on its own represent a huge 

departure from previous practice, although Aberdeen had been more restrained in 

ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǇŀǘŎƘ ŘƛŘΦ502  Despite 

ŘŜŎƭŀǊƛƴƎ ƘƻǇŜ ΨǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ Ƴŀȅ Ŧŀƭƭ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻƴŜ ǿƘƻ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ 

secure the happiness of the Queen, and to promote the welfare of the Spanish 

ƴŀǘƛƻƴΩΣ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǎŜŜƳŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘǳǊŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ 

[ŜƻǇƻƭŘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŜƭǇ ŜƴƎŜƴŘŜǊ ΨƎǊƛƴŘƛƴƎ ǘȅǊŀƴƴȅΩΦ503  The inference of physical 

ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ƭŀǘǘŜǊ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎ ΨǿƛǘƘ ǇƭŜŀǎǳǊŜΩ 

ƳŜǊƎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ ŀǘǘŀŎƪǎ ƻƴ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ !ƴƎƭƻ-French policy to convey an 

impression of hostility to existing agreements.504 

One of these agreements was a memorandum Guizot sent to Aberdeen in 

February stating ǘƘŀǘ ƛŦ ƘŜ ŦŜƭǘ [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛƳƳƛƴŜƴǘΣ DǳƛȊƻǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ 

press on with his own marriage designs.505  Muriel Chamberlain captured the 

ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ǿƘŜƴ ǎƘŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ΨŀōǎǳǊŘΩ ŦƻǊ DǳƛȊƻǘ ǘƻ ŎƭŀƛƳ ς 

ŀŦǘŜǊ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŘƛǎǇŀǘŎƘ ς that [ŜƻǇƻƭŘΩǎ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ƛƳƳƛƴŜƴǘΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ 

with regard to his February memorandum that Aberdeen had never officially 

acknowledged.  The claim elsewhere that the naming of Leopold represented an 

ΨŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΩ ǿŀǎ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǊƛŘƛŎǳƭƻǳǎΦ506  It nonetheless remains that 

Palmerston ignored early warnings from Cowley about the perils of suggesting 

                                                           
502

 tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǘƻ .ǳƭǿŜǊΣ мф Wǳƭȅ мупсΣ I/ttΣ Ψ{ǇŀƴƛǎƘ /ƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜΩ όмуптύΣ ƭȄƛȄΣ труκмпΦ 
503

 Ibid. 
504

 Ibid. 
505

 Chamberlain, Aberdeen, p. 383; Guizot, The Last Days, pp. 228-231. 
506

 Jarnac to Aberdeen, 6 September 1846, Gordon (ed.), Selections from the Correspondence of the 
Earl of Aberdeen, vii(a), p. 323. 



138 
 

[ŜƻǇƻƭŘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŜŀƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŜŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǿƻǊŘǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 

the prism of confrontation that he had created.507   

Even without any memorandum it would have seemed sensible for 

Palmerston to establish diplomatic intercourse with Paris before showing a 

controversial dispatch to Jarnac, for this course of action hardly equated to the 

transparency of action that Aberdeen had employed in direct contact with Guizot, 

which Palmerston professed to want to continue.  All it did was fuel the fires of 

CǊŜƴŎƘ ŀƎƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀŘƳƛǊŜǊ .ǳƭǿŜǊ ǊŜŎƻǊŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ΨŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ 

ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǿƘȅΩ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ƘŀŘ ǎƘƻǿƴ WŀǊƴŀŎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǇŀǘŎƘΦ508 

Historians teƴŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǘƘŀǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƳŜǎǎ 

in which Aberdeen left Spanish affairs. Roger Bullen suggested that Aberdeen 

misinformed the incoming Foreign Secretary and, by failing to provide full 

information on the existing state of affairs, handed Palmerston an impossible 

task.509  Trying to press ahead with some sort of positive policy was deemed 

sensible in this context.510  But cooperation with France had not ended and it seems 

illogical to charge Aberdeen with the consequences of his sucŎŜǎǎƻǊΩǎ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎΦ  

²ƘŜƴ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǘƻƻƪ ƻŦŦƛŎŜΣ tǊƛƴŎŜ !ƭōŜǊǘ ǊŜŎƻǊŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 

ŀǘǘŀŎƪǎ Ψώ!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴϐ ƳŜŀƴǎ ƴƻǿ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘ ōȅ ŘŜŎƭŀǊƛƴƎ Ƙƛǎ 

ǊŜŀŘƛƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ŀǎǎƛǎǘ ƘƛƳ ƛƴ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǿŀȅ ƘŜ Ŏŀƴ ōȅ Ƙƛǎ ŀŘǾƛŎŜΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǘǘŜǊΤ !ōŜǊŘŜen 

ŀǎǎŜǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƘŜ ƘŀŘ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǳƭƭȅΦΩ511   

It is unlikely that Aberdeen would have said anything different, but there is a 

significant corpus of evidence to suggest that his protestations were genuine.  The 

Broadlands Papers contain a number of letters from Aberdeen that demonstrate 

the importance he invested in ensuring that Palmerston was fully informed about 

all aspects of British foreign policy.  One offered intelligence on a mission in Japan 

because Aberdeen feared that the British ageƴǘ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ ΨƳŀȅ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ŀǎ 
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Ŧǳƭƭȅ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ǇǳōƭƛŎƪ ώǎƛŎϐ ŘƛǎǇŀǘŎƘŜǎΩΦ512  Another offered Palmerston a number of 

private letters relating to Anglo-American affairs that Aberdeen felt crucial to 

continuing cooperation.513  The later transfer of power during the Crimean war also 

ǎŀǿ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŎǊŜŘƛǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ΨƎŜƴŜǊƻǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƎƴŀƴƛƳƛǘȅΩ ǿƛǘƘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǘƘŀƴƪƛƴƎ 

ƘƛƳ ŦƻǊ ΨȅƻǳǊ ƘŀƴŘǎƻƳŜ ŎƻƴŘǳŎǘΣ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ ȅƻǳǊ ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅ ŀƴŘ ŜƴŜǊƎŜǘƛŎ ŜȄŜǊǘƛƻƴǎΩ ŀƴŘ 

ǊŜŦŜǊǊƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŜƴŘǳǊƛƴƎ ΨŀǎǎƛǎǘŀƴŎŜΩΦ514   

Charles Greville offered more evidence of such assistance, recording part of 

a conversation between Aberdeen and Palmerston in 1846: 

 

[ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΥ ά²ƘŜƴ L ŎŀƳŜ ƛƴǘƻ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ŦƛǾŜ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻΣ ȅƻǳ ǿŀƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƳŜ 

back again and turn me out, and you accordingly attacked me in every way you 

ŎƻǳƭŘΣ ŀǎ ȅƻǳ ƘŀŘ ŀ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ ŘƻΦ  L Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǘǳǊƴ ȅƻǳ ƻǳǘ ώΧϐ ŀƴŘ L 

am therefore come to tell you that I am ready to give you every information 

that may be of use to you, and every assistance I can.  I have been so long in 

office that there are many matters of interest, on which it may be of great use 

to you to receive information from me; and if you will ask me any questions, I 

will tell you all I can that you may desire to know, and everything that occurs 

ǘƻ ƳŜΦέ515 

 

Bullen argued that the private and direct nature of communication between 

Aberdeen and Guizot complicated matters still further, by sending the records of 

policies into private collections.516  Yet, in addition to the above evidence, Vernon 

Puryear has shown that Aberdeen was as forthcoming with private correspondence 

relating to Russian affairs as he was with those relating to Anglo-French relations.517  

Aberdeen gave his successor everything that was felt necessary to serve British 

interests ς including private documents.  It is highly unlikely that Palmerston was 

unfamiliar with the state of the Spanish marriages issue.  But if it is nonetheless 

accepted that Aberdeen did not provide Palmerston with the necessary information 
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or that he had left Spanish affairs in a mess, then it seems strange that Palmerston 

acted against the clear advice he was given by Cowley, and did not try to establish 

the facts by correspondence with Guizot.  It seems far more probable that 

Palmerston was well-informed but proceeded with affairs in his own idiosyncratic 

way. 

The double marriage of Isabella to Cadiz and the Infanta to the Duke of 

aƻƴǘǇŜƴǎƛŜǊ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŜŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ {ŜǇǘŜƳōŜǊ мупсΦ  DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

move being solely a Spanish venture was disingenuous, but there was little to 

support some of the Francophobic responses, which suggested that Spain found the 

marriage abhorrent and that France was revealing its real intentions, having long 

left Britain in the dark.518  .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŘƛǎǇŀǘŎƘŜǎΣ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ŀ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ΨŎƻƴƧŜŎǘǳǊŜΩΣ ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŜǎǎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŘƛǎƎǊǳƴǘƭŜŘ ŎƻƴǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊƛŜǎΩ 

concerns.519  ¢ƘŜ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜΥ ΨǘƘŜ 

masses look upon the event that has taken place as a sort of betrayal of the 

vǳŜŜƴΩǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎΦΩ520  The press was thought to be against the 

ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜΥ .ǳƭǿŜǊ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜŘ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ǇŀǇŜǊǎΩ ƘƻǎǘƛƭƛǘȅΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ El Tiempo, El 

Expectador, El Eco del Comercio and El Español.521  The Spanish government was 

also thought to be united in feeling that they had been forced into the marriage 

combination by the French.  In summary: 

 

At midnight was consummated this important act, consigning a young Queen 

of sixteen for the rest of her life to a husband by whom, it was said but a 

month ago, that she was not likely to have children, and marrying the Royal 

Sister, in better health and with fairer prospects, to the son of the Monarch of 

[France], which has so long domineered over [Spain].522 

 

But all of this ignored political realities and exaggerated Spanish hostility.  

The Spanish people had lined the streets of Madrid to celebrate the royal wedding 

of their own free will.  No section of the Press had anything to gain by supporting 
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the marriage:  Progressista papers attacked the Moderado marriage solution to 

achieve editorial capital and Moderado papers were never going to support any 

marriage combination that diluted the power of Moderado ministers by stabilising 

ǘƘŜ Ǌƻȅŀƭ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΦ  .ǳƭǿŜǊΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǳƴƛǘȅ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ 

marriage seemed inconsistent with his earlier protestations about its divisions.523   

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ ǳƴƘŀǇǇȅ ǿƛǘƘ DǳƛȊƻǘΩǎ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƻǳōƭŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ 

after the agreement to marry only Isabella, but this was for the breach of faith 

rather than the nature of the marriage agreement.  He wrote to Peel late in 

September 1846 that there was nothing 

 

so very objectionable in Louis Philippe desiring to make such a match ς The 

Infanta is very rich, and I believe attractive in person; and I am convinced that 

the King does not at all desire her accession either to the throne of Spain or 

France, but merely looks to her as an eligible wife for his son.  I should not be 

disposed to resent the marriage, especially with the conditions to which the 

French Government will undoubtedly agree; but I confess that I cannot so 

easily get over the breach of engagement to me.524 

 

With Palmerston looming, French action might be argued to have been 

surprisingly moderate.  Cadiz had long been considered by Britain as an acceptable 

consort for Isabella and, despite Bulwer changing his opinion of that Duke when 

Palmerston returned to office ς Ψŀ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǊƛŘƛŎǳƭŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǘǘŀŎƘŜǎ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ǎǉǳŜŀƪƛƴƎ 

voice and insignificant manner is by no meŀƴǎ ŦŀǾƻǳǊŀōƭŜΩ ς Bulwer had supported 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀǎŎŜƴŘŀƴŎȅ ǊŀƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ 

Britain pursuing a more confrontational line in support of Leopold.525  The marriage 

of Montpensier to the Infanta was not in the spirit of agreements with Britain, but 

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ƘŀŘ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ǳƴŘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜǎŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ŀǘ ōŜǎǘ 

represented a limited coup for the French and it did not break the Treaty of 

Utrecht, as Aberdeen stressed: the crowns of France and Spain remained very much 
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separate.526  As France well knew, Britain would never allow anything like the union 

of the French and Spanish crowns, and nor would the Northern Courts.   

¢ǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƳǳǎǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ōŜ 

recalibrated.  A coherent strategy to prevent any major upset to the balance of 

power and thereby protect Anglo-Spanish trade was employed from the first days 

in office, when correspondence showed a focus on mercantile enterprise.  The 

Conservative government was a business-like institution seeking to reverse the tide 

of domestic social degeneration and escalating debt and whilst prosperous trade 

helped the balance sheet, conflict did not.   A watchful policy in Spain also squared 

ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ tŀǊǘȅΩǎ ŘƛǎǘŀǎǘŜ ŦƻǊ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ deemed reckless 

interventionism on the part of Palmerston and the preceding government.   

{ŎǳŦŦƭŜǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 9ǎǇŀǊǘŜǊƻΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ Ƴƛƭƛǘƛŀǎ ŜƭƛŎƛǘŜŘ ƴƻ 

impulse for intervention, especially given the multitude of factional divisions that, if 

Aberdeen had been interested in pursuing an ideological foreign policy, ruled out 

the chance to make any definite distinctions of who deserved his support.  France 

was suspected of involvement in the regional rebellions and it seems certain that 

some Frenchmeƴ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘΣ ōǳǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ entente with Guizot 

helped to ensure that central encouragement was minimal. 

Aberdeen employed a consistent approach to the marriage question 

whereby he maintained a considered distance from which flashpoints could be 

defused but also from which involvement did not jeopardise an Anglo-French 

accord that was yielding benefits abroad and at home.  British interests could thus 

be protected without expense and without the potential for a conflict that would 

draw attentions and energies away from domestic affairs.  In the Spanish Marriages 

question, Aberdeen made agreements with Guizot to promote certain candidates 

and to account for certain hypothetical eventualities but these were an extension 

of the desire for openness and Spanish independence rather than proof of 

inconsistency or hypocrisy (if we accept that either of these historiographical 

charges actually matter).  Aberdeen made these agreements to support solutions 

that he believed were best for British interests and couched them in language that 
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made clear that alternative marriage combinations remained open, so long as the 

Treaty of Utrecht was not contravened. 

The lack of French action, despite growing French restlessness over Spanish 

affairs, paid testament to the effectiveness of a personal entente between 

Aberdeen and Guizot.  This relationship might have transferred to Palmerston, had 

the incoming Foreign Secretary attempted to establish diplomatic intercourse with 

his French counterparts, rather than continuing in the vein that had made them so 

suspicious of his intentions in the first place.  Guizot might well have been looking 

for a chance to get revenge on Palmerston for his policy during the Eastern crisis, 

but that Guizot felt morally bound not to act against Aberdeen showed the success 

of the entente in keeping foreign relations stable.  Aberdeen was aware of the 

difficulties posed by his investment in a personal Anglo-French policy in Spain but, 

given his brief of pursuing a quiet yet efficient foreign policy in order to allow focus 

on domestic issues, it is difficult to see what other arrangement the Foreign 

Secretary could have orchestrated. 
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Chapter Five: !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ wǳǎǎƛŀΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ψ/ǊŀȊȅ aŀŎƘƛƴŜΩ: The Eastern Question 

 ²ƘŜǊŜŀǎ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƛƴ ²ŜǎǘŜǊƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜ ǊŜǾƻƭǾŜŘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ƛǘǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ 

with France, the primary concern in the East was relations with Russia, especially 

those aspects that concerned the Ottoman Empire.  It has been written that 

Ψwǳǎǎƛŀƴ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎy was at this time chiefly concerned with the fate of the 

¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ 9ƳǇƛǊŜΩΣ ŀ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǇǊŜƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

will primarily consider Anglo-wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ψ9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ 

vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΩΦ527  This question ς a phrase used as shorthand for the debate over the 

longevity of the ostensibly ailing Ottoman Empire and its fate upon collapsing ς was 

a problem of enduring importance for British statesmen.  The Ottoman Empire 

straddled land across which lucrative trading routes with British India passed and to 

have lost access to it would have created enormous strains on mercantile 

intercourse.  Britain would also have been left with a journey around the Cape of 

Good Hope if it was to avoid a vast land detour to respond to a crisis in its Indian 

colony (the Suez Canal was not opened until 1869).  Fear of a threat to India was in 

some minds increased by Russian activity in Persia and French sponsorship of the 

rebellious Egyptian leader Mehmet Ali.528  

The fate of the straits connecting the Black Sea to the Sea of Marmara and 

then to the Aegean Sea provided Aberdeen and other British leaders with a further 

geostrategic consideration during the nineteenth-century.  If an unfriendly foreign 

power were to conquer Constantinople it would gain jurisdiction of the straits and, 

therefore, control access to the Black Sea.  If that power turned out to be Russia, 

which was the most likely potential usurper, there existed the additional problem 

that Russia would obtain a route of easy access into the Mediterranean Sea via the 

Aegean.  This would raise a number of obvious concerns if it wished to pursue a 

confrontational and/or expansionist policy, in an area where Britain already had a 

potential French threat to consider. 
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British statesmen took differing approaches to the question of the straits 

and the Ottoman Empire throughout the nineteenth-ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΦ  tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ 

suspicion of Russia had initially led him to avoid cooperation over the fate of the 

Ottomans, but by the treaty of Unkiar Skelessi, which was signed between Russia 

and the Porte on 8 July 1833, it appeared that Russia had gained special privileges 

that impinged on Ottoman freedom and British interests in the region.529  Deeming 

Russia to desire the breakup of the Ottoman Empire in order to further its own 

territorial designs, Palmerston began to pursue the regeneration of the empire as a 

ƳŜŀƴǎ ōȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƻ ǊŜǇŜƭ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ŜȄǇŀƴǎƛƻƴƛǎƳΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ 

mercantile and imperial objectives in so doing.  This policy resulted in an Anglo-

Ottoman trade treaty in 1838 and there followed the Straits Convention of 13 July 

1841, which concluded the latest Russo-Turkish conflict and was thought to reverse 

Russian maritime advantages that the treaty of Unkiar Skelessi had provided for in 

the Dardanelles and the Bosphorus.530 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ wǳǎǎƛŀ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŀƭ 

endured throughout his career.  Aberdeen spoke in the House of Lords on 16 July 

1828 of the necessity of Ottoman existence and of belief in Russian subscription to 

ǘƘƛǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΥ ΨǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ŀǎ ŀƴ ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ǇƻǿŜǊ ς as a power of 

weight, and of considerable influence in the affairs of Europe ς was essential to the 

preservation of that balance, which it had always been the policy of this country to 

ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜΦΩ  IŜ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ΨǾŜǊȅ ŦƻǊǘǳƴŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳŎƘ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

ŜƴǘŜǊǘŀƛƴŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 9ƳǇŜǊƻǊ ƻŦ wǳǎǎƛŀΦΩ531  ¢ƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ 

views can be found in his conservative predilection for the balance of power as set 

out at Vienna, and the belief that British interests were to be found within its 

ƳŀƛƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜΥ ƘŜ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƘŀǘŜǾŜǊ ǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƻ ΨŘŜǊŀƴƎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜ-

adjustment of which, after years of blood and toil, the great Powers of Europe 

happily succeeded in effecting, will of necessity mar the perfection of their work, 
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and, by giving rise to jealousies and apprehensions, may too probably lead to fresh 

ŎƻƳǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎŀǎǘŜǊǎΦΩ532 

What Aberdeen was not prepared to do, in assisting with the preservation 

of the Ottoman empire, was to embark on sweeping commercial and social reforms 

of a power that he regarded as ultimately doomed by its own inadequacies.  This 

thesis has noted AberdeeƴΩǎ Ƙƻǎǘƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ LǎƭŀƳ, and this was undoubtedly a factor in 

his refusal to countenance anything other than limited reforms, a view that placed 

him in the company of most of the contemporary Conservative Party as well as a 

significant portion of wider British society.533 

Reluctance to engage in grandiose schemes in the Ottoman Empire also 

originated in practical observations, which were grafted on to religious and social 

prejudices.  Papers available to the Peel government on the Anglo-Ottoman treaty 

of 1838 revealed that liberal aspirations for regeneration had met with limited 

success.534  wŜǇƻǊǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǎǳƭŀǘŜǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ 

that despite economic success stories such as in the Dardanelles and around 

Adrianople, Ottoman corruption and poor or non-existent implementation of 

regulations left areas such as Alexandria, Erzeroum, Damascus and Smyrna still 

suffering.  Promises made to improve areas such as Serbia had also remained 

unfulfilled since the Treaty of Bucharest in 1812.  This inertia did little to persuade 

those such as Aberdeen that his views of inevitable Ottoman decay were 

misguided.535 

¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ !ƳōŀǎǎŀŘƻǊ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

tƻǊǘŜΣ {ǘǊŀǘŦƻǊŘ /ŀƴƴƛƴƎΣ ǿƘƻ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ǎŜƭŦ-defeating and 

contradictory, especially given that they thought limited reforms had yielded 

success.536  In a letter to Aberdeen in February 1845, Stratford defended his appeals 
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for regeneration of the Ottoman Empire and questioned the inevitability of its 

ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜΣ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƘŜ ǎƘŀǊŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇǊŜƧǳŘƛŎŜǎΥ 

 

Here as elsewhere, there is a tendency, on the whole, towards improvement 

ώΧϐ /ƻǳƭŘ ǿŜ Řƻ ƭŜǎǎ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŘŜǘǊƛƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƻǳǊ ŎǊŜŘƛǘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎΣ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ 

failing in the great duty inseparably attached to Great Powers?  If now we have 

seemed to do more, has not the exception been amply warranted in each case 

by the provocation, and generally, I may add, by the success?  Do not be 

apprehensive of my going too far.  I know pretty well with whom I have to 

deal.  The Turks are no more to be treated like other people, than other 

people are to be treated like Turks.  With rare exceptions every Turk is more or 

less a child.  It would be difficult to light a cigar with the spark of principle and 

hono[u]r possessed by the present Governors.537 

 

 Aberdeen instructed that reforms were to be made if absolutely necessary 

to the immediate health of the Ottoman Empire, but he did not accept that Islamic 

Turkish society could or should be remodelled on the West as Stratford hoped: it 

was to be accepted that the Ottoman Empire could not be insured in the longer 

term.  Stratford saw that this placed him in the difficult position of striving for the 

survival of the Ottoman Empire but not being licensed to take any significant 

measures towards this end.  He wrote to Aberdeen in June 1844 with his response 

to instances of the Turkish authorities torturing Christian subjects: 

 

L ŀƳ ŦƻǊōƛŘŘŜƴ ώΧϐ ǘƻ άǎǘŀƴŘ ŦƻǊǘƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǾƻǿŜŘ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘǊƛǎǘƛŀƴ 

ǎǳōƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǳƭǘŀƴέΣ ŀƴŘ L ŀƳ ǘƻ ŀǾƻƛŘ ōŜƛƴƎ άŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴ 

through which complaints of hardships or persecution should be conveyed to 

ǘƘŜ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ƻŦ tƻǊǘŜΦέ  !ǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǘƛƳŜ L ŀƳ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛȊŜŘ ōȅ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ƻŦ ȅƻǳǊ 

ƭƻǊŘǎƘƛǇΩǎ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ƻŦŦŜǊ ƛƴ ǎǳŎƘ ŎŀǎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ άǘƘŜ 

ŜŀǊƴŜǎǘ ŜȄƘƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŀŘǾƛŎŜ ƻŦ IŜǊ aŀƧŜǎǘȅΩǎ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǳƴŘŜd on the 

ŜǾƛŘŜƴǘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tƻǊǘŜέΤ ŀƴŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ L ǇǊŜǎǳƳŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƘŜǊŜǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ 
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ƻǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ IŜǊ aŀƧŜǎǘȅΩǎ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘΣ L ŀƳ ŀǘ 

liberty to assume a more decided tone, and, in pleading their cause, to afford 

any Christian subjects of the Sultan, whose case may be similar, the benefits of 

my arguments and official representations, as in the recent instance of torture.  

With these landmarks to guide my course I have endeavoured to befriend the 

persecuted without committing HeǊ aŀƧŜǎǘȅΩǎ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƻǊ ŎŀǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴȅ 

ƛƴŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴǘ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƻōƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ȅƻǳǊ ƭƻǊŘǎƘƛǇΩǎ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ 

avoid.538 

 

 {ǘǊŀǘŦƻǊŘΩǎ ŦǊǳǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ 

ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΦ  ¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǊŜŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ΨƳŀƪŜ Řƻ ŀƴŘ ƳŜƴŘΩ ǘƘŀǘ 

Aberdeen instructed him to pursue did not match with his subscription to the 

proselytising and ostensibly civilising liberal values preached by those such as 

Palmerston.  Aberdeen refused to sanction a mission based on those values 

because the Turks had a dismal record of implementing changes, and because of 

the concomitant socio-religious view that the Ottoman Empire would eventually die 

a natural death.  This eventuality would still present its dangers, but not as many as 

if a combination of great powers was to administer political or military euthanasia 

to Turkey: a palliative approach to the Ottoman Empire was seen to avoid a 

premature scramble for its spoils, and to allow time for the European powers to try 

and make diplomatic preparations for the end. 

 This approach bore the hallmarks of Conservative policy elsewhere, not 

least in Spain, where the calls of certain more liberal politicians for intervention on 

behalf of the ailing Espartero administration received short shrift.  Given the 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ ǇǊŜƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴǎ, it made little sense to them to intervene 

in the affairs of foreign states when they perceived no immediate threat to the 

ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻǊ ǘƻ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎΦ  The Ottomans were not 

ǘǊǳǎǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ wǳǎǎƛŀƴǎΩ ƳƻǾŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘ ǿŜǊŜ ƻǎǘŜƴǎƛōƭȅ ǳƴǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴƛƴƎΣ 

they were treated with due caution, but the Conservatives were reluctant to rock 

the boat whilst it continued to sail on waters of relative calm.        
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This was not the bold and decisive policy that the country had grown used 

to under Palmerston and, indeed, part of the problem for perceptions of 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƭŀȅ ƛƴ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘŜ муолǎ ǘƻ ǇƻǊǘǊŀȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 

Ottoman Empire as a state that could be revived by British liberal principles and 

reform.  This was the result of both a personal conversion in relation to the 

Ottomans and of strategic considerations, as Turkish regeneration was deemed to 

provide protection against external encroachment.  PalmerstonΩǎ ŎƻƴǾŜǊǎƛƻƴ ŀƭǎƻ 

allowed him to court a largely Russophobe British public.  The idea of protecting 

British interests by extending liberal benevolence to Turkey struck a chord with 

contemporaries such as Stratford.  The idea also influenced generations of a Whig 

historiography, which ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘƛŎ ƳŀƴƻŜǳǾǊƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ wǳǎǎƛŀ ŀǎ 

demonstrative of a willingness to leave British interests at the mercy of the Tsar.539  

¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǇŀƭƭƛŀǘƛǾŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ 

enduring conflict with Stratford, but it remained the guiding principle for 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ муплǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜΦ  Iƛǎ 

objections to perceived Ottoman barbarity would never reach the heights of 

DƭŀŘǎǘƻƴŜΩǎ ƳƻǊŀƭƛǎƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘŜ мутлǎΣ ǿƘŜƴ 5ƛǎǊŀŜƭƛΩǎ ǾƻŎƛŦŜǊƻǳǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Ottomans was decried as a heartless and uncompromising implementation of 

realpolitik, given the Turkish atrocities against their Bulgarian dissentients.  In 

DƭŀŘǎǘƻƴŜΩǎ ǊŜǾǳƭǎƛƻƴ ŀǘ ¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ όŀƴŘ 5ƛǎǊŀŜƭian) behaviour he seemed to lose sight 

of the geostrategic utility of the Ottoman Empire, something Aberdeen did not.  

5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ōŜƛƴƎ ōŀǎŜŘ ǳǇƻƴ ŀ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ 

engage in rehabilitating reforms, this did not translate into unthinking Turcophobia 

or a concomitant blindness to British interest. 

Similarly, a willingness to work with Russia in the East in the 1840s did not 

amount to Russophilia.  Articles such as that in the Liverpool Mercury in March 1842 

suggested that Aberdeen was in fact part of a Tory tradition that embraced the 

crowned autocrats of Europe on ideological grounds but, at least in the case of 

Aberdeen, this argument does not stand up to scrutiny.540  There were practical 

reasons for Aberdeen to work with Tsar Nicholas, and his willingness to do so was 
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encouraged by his time in the Wellington government of 1828-1830, which had 

contained others who regarded the Tsar as someone with whom productive 

diplomacy could take place.541  At that time, the British ambassador to Russia, 

Baron Heytesbury, had advised that Nicholas I was someone with whom Britain 

ŎƻǳƭŘ ǿƻǊƪΥ ΨL ƘŀǾŜ ǎŜŜƴ ώbƛŎƘƻƭŀǎϐ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ŎƭƻǎŜǘ ǿƘŜƴ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǎǇŜŀƪ ƻƴ 

business, but in those more unguarded moments when doing the honours of his 

table; and not a word has dropped from him but what was marked by a candour 

and good-feeling as far removed from the sentiments which some people would 

ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ƘƛƳΦΩ542  Heytesbury went so far as to say of Nicholas in the wake of the 

Treaty of Adrianople, which concluded the Russo-Turkish war of 1828-фΥ Ψŀǎ ƻƭŘ 

ǇǊŜƧǳŘƛŎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘȅ ŀƴŘ ōǳǘ ǎƭƻǿƭȅ Ǝƻǘ ǊƛŘ ƻŦ ώΧϐ ŀ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛǎ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ƛƴ 

progress, and we must be prepared, everlong, to see the Emperor of Russia assume 

the ƴƻǾŜƭ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ŦǊƛŜƴŘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨŀƭƭȅΩΦ543 

There is also cause to question the extreme views of Russia held in some 

liberal circles, views that might lead to reluctance to work with the Tsar.  Nicholas 

was undoubtedly a staunch conservative who could at times treat democratic 

measures as tantamount to sedition, but he was not an uncompromising and 

maniacal tyrant.544  .ǊǳŎŜ [ƛƴŎƻƭƴ ƘŀŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƻ ǎŀȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊΩǎ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƛƴ 

government:  

 

One often reads of the intellectual oppression, the tyranny, the arbitrariness 

which made such a deep impact on the lives of some.  This is, perhaps, partly 

the result of an overemphasis upon the Russian radical movement by both 

{ƻǾƛŜǘ ŀƴŘ ²ŜǎǘŜǊƴ ǎŎƘƻƭŀǊǎΣ ŦƻǊ ƳǳŎƘ ǎǘǳŘȅ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜǾƻǘŜŘ ǘƻ wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ 
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dissident intellectuals during these years, and many of the memoir and diary 

accounts published and translated into Western languages have been those of 

intellectuals who suffered intensely under the Nicholas system.545 

 

 Whilst Nicholas was not an autocrat on the scale of some Russian tsars, he 

ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ŀ ŦƛŜǊŎŜ ǇŀǘǊƛƻǘ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ǎǘŀǘŜǎƳŀƴ ǘƻ ŘŜŀƭ ǿƛǘƘΦ  ¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ 

willingness to work with Russia did not overlook this consideration and Aberdeen 

exercised due caution in his dealings with Nicholas.  As elsewhere in Europe and in 

dealings with America, public professions of reciprocal good intention were backed 

ǳǇ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǾƛƎƛƭŀƴŎŜΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ǎƛƴŎŜ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǿƘŜƴ IŜȅǘŜǎōǳǊȅΩǎ ŀŦƻǊŜƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŜƭƛŎƛǘŜŘ ŀ ŦƛǊƳ 

response: NiŎƘƻƭŀǎΩ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƳŜǎǎŀƎŜ ƻŦ Ƴǳǘǳŀƭ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛƴǎǳǊŜŘ ōȅ 

probing Russian diplomatists on the realities of Russian cabinet politics.  Of public 

ƛǘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ƎƻƻŘǿƛƭƭΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘǊŀƴǉǳƛƭƛȊƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǎŀǘƛǎŦŀŎǘƻǊȅ ŀǎ 

these assurances undoubtedly are, it cannot be denied that they are also vague and 

ǳƴŎŜǊǘŀƛƴΦΩ546  This type of thought process is an obvious necessity for a Foreign 

Secretary but, given the accusations of unthinking Russophilia that are directed at 

Aberdeen in later dealings with Russia, his considered and wary approach is worth 

highlighting. 

bƛŎƘƻƭŀǎΩ wǳǎǎƛŀ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ муплǎ ǇǊƻǾŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎ 

could work with, if treated with the caution necessary in Great Power politics.  

Despite natural competition between the powerful states and differences of 

ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎΣ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ŀƴŘ wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘ ǿŜǊŜ ŦǳƴŘŀƳŜƴǘŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊΦ  

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŜƴǾƛǎŀƎŜŘ ŀ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƻŦ ǳƴŎƻƳǇƭƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƛƴ 

which disturbances in the Ottoman Empire and elsewhere in Asia were to be 

defused by diplomatic cooperation rather than political posturing.547  Any external 

interference in Turkey was to be avoided as long as trade remained uninterrupted 

and the Ottomans fulfilled their commercial obligations.  When it looked like this 

might not be the case, such as in 1844 when stalled negotiations between Turkey 
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and Russia resulted in disruptions to British trade, Aberdeen stiffened the language 

of his private correspondence in an attempt to show other powers that open 

diplomatic cooperation was backed up by firm resolution in defence of British 

interests.548  It was a tactic used in other international engagements in order to 

circumvent the antagonism engendered by public criticisms. 

Russia also wanted the Ottoman Empire to survive because she regarded it 

as weak and pliable, a situation far more appealing than the alternative power 

vacuum.  Russia preferred to have the relatively stable, predictable and malleable 

Ottomans as neighbours rather than the host of aggrieved and competing 

nationalities that would be released by Turkish dissolution.  Russia fought the 

Ottoman Empire on numerous occasions but whilst the peace treaties that followed 

provided for Russian gains, these did not threaten the fabric of Turkish power: 

Russia generally showed a degree of restraint commensurate with its geopolitical 

endorsement of Turkish territorial (if not administrative) integrity.  Not all historians 

agree with this conclusion, but it is significant that the majority of those with access 

to the Russian archives have supported the idea of Russian restraint, at least in the 

first half of the nineteenth-century.549 

Central Asia was one area in which Aberdeen and the Conservative 

government were able to work with Russia to ensure the Ottoman EmpireΩǎ 

stability.  The Peel government inherited wars in Afghanistan and China from the 

Whigs and Aberdeen sought conclusions to them, believing that tranquillity ς of 

ǿƘƛŎƘ wǳǎǎƛŀ ǿŀǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ΨǊŜŀƭƭȅ ŘŜǎƛǊƻǳǎΩ ς best for British interests.550  In 

this approach Palmerston saw weakness and naivety: he thought that under 

Aberdeen, Britain would need  

 

some less timid power who may kindly be disposed to take us under its 

ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ώΧϐ bƻ Řƻǳōǘ ŦƻǊ ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǇǊŜǾŀƛƭ ǳǇƻƴ ƻǳǊ 

dear friend the Czar to take us under his wing, and his Conditions would 
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probably be acceptable to many, as he would most likely be satisfied with 

being allowed to relieve us from the sin of selling opium to the Chinese, and 

from the crime of attempting to defend our Indian Empire by civilizing 

Affghanistan [sic].551 

 

 5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǎŀǊŘƻƴƛŎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳΣ ǎŜŜƪƛƴƎ 

conclusions to the wars seemed sensible.  The opium trade in China had been 

secured by 1842 and in doing so Britain maintained and expanded a lucrative 

market, even if its moral stock lost value.  Similarly in Afghanistan, the war was 

drawing to a natural close with Britain having found, in a lesson that powers have 

often since ignored, that objectives were all but impossible to achieve in that most 

idiosyncratic of countries.  The only qualification Aberdeen made to British 

achievements was that he thought the occupation of Hong Kong should be 

temporary.  As elsewhere, Aberdeen supported the reinforcement and furtherance 

of trade, but saw new territorial acquisitions as contrary to the Conservative 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŎƻƴǎƻƭƛŘŀǘƛƻƴƛǎǘ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ƎƻŀƭǎΦ  Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƭƻƴŜ.  Notable 

support came from the Colonial Secretary Edward Stanley, who regarded Hong 

Kong as difficult to defend.552 

Aberdeen and the Conservative government were not blind to the 

commercial advantage that Russia sought in central Asia.  This much is indicated by 

dispatches in which the Foreign Secretary urged vigilance even at times of relative 

harmony, but he did not attach the menace to Russian mercantile interest that 

Palmerston and others did.553  Aberdeen was content to allow a system of mutual 

commercial extension so long as British interests were not directly threatened by 

Russian activity.  When Russia concluded a trade deal with the Khiva in 1844, for 

example, Aberdeen registered no discontent: it represented no direct threat to 

either Ottoman stability or British trade.  He may also have had in mind Russian 

efforts to prevent Persia from an outright attack on the Khiva in 1842, which he had 

                                                           
551

 Palmerston to Lansdowne, 4 November 1842, J. Norris, The First Afghan War 1838-1842 
(Cambridge, 1967), p. 432. 
552

 Stanley to Ellenborough, 13 February 1842, Lord Colchester (ed.), History of the Indian 
Administration of Lord Ellenborough, in his Correspondence with the Duke of Wellington (London, 
1874), pp. 214-9.  Hong Kong then became a British colony under the Treaty of Nanking, 1842. 
553

 See, for example, Aberdeen to Stuart de Rothesay, 26 December 1843, TNA, FO 65/289/65. 



154 
 

earlier commended as a demonstration of moderation and positive international 

intent.554  Lǘ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ΨƎƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǘŀƪŜΩ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ wǳǎǎƛŀ ƘŀŘ ƻǾŜǊƭƻƻƪŜŘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ 

ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ŀƎƎǊŀƴŘƛǎŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ 5ŀƴǳōƛŀƴ ōƻǊŘŜǊƭŀƴŘǎ ƛƴ мупнΦ555 

There remained those who retained a much more sceptical opinion of 

wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ !ǎƛŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƴŘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ŀŎǉǳƛŜǎŎŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ ƛǘΣ ƴƻƴŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǎƻ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ Morning 

ChronicleΦ  Lƴ ŀƴ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ƻŦ мупн ǘƘŀǘ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ŦŀƛǘƘ ƛƴ 

Russia and mocked AberdeŜƴΩǎ ǘƻƭŜǊŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŦƻǊ ŎƻƴŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ 

faith, the newspaper commented on Russian policy towards Persia in the 1830s.  

This policy was perceived to demonstrate one of the reasons for which Britain 

should have pursued a more confrontational policy towards Russia in the 1840s.  

The article refers to The TimesΩ ŎƻƳƳŜƴŘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ŀ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ 

episode when in 1838 Russia recalled its ambassador to Persia, Count Simonitch, 

ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƳōŀǎǎŀŘƻǊ ƘŀŘ ƻǎǘŜƴǎƛōƭȅ ǳƴŘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ wǳǎǎƛŀΩs peaceable intentions by 

trying to instigate a Russian attack on the city of Herat, which was strategically 

important to Britain: 

 

The object and the gist of the whole disquisition lies in the assertion that in the 

affairs of Persia, the Russian cabinet had always acted with invariable probity 

ŀƴŘ ŀƳƛǘȅ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ 9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΤ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ōƭŀƳŜΣ ƛŦ ŀƴȅ ώΧϐ ƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇƭŀŎŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ 

door of Count Simonitch, who with this respect acted in direct opposition to 

his instructions; and lastly, that this double-dealing ambassador has been 

ŘƛǎŀǾƻǿŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŎŀƭƭŜŘ ƭƻƴƎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ Ƙƛǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƘŀŘ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ώΧϐ bƻǿΣ L 

shall not stop to animadvert upon the easy and profitable task of disavowals 

and recallings, after real, but concealed purposes had been detected, and 

signally foiled.  Nor shall I inquire, how did it happen that the Russian cabinet, 

which uniformly visits with such alacrity and unbending severity any departure 

from its instructions on the part of its agents, had in this instance sent to 

Persia, and afterwards maintained there for several years a person known and 

convicted by his own statements, of harbouring ideas averse to the policy of 

his government.556 
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Suspicions seemed warranted in this case, but after Palmerston secured the 

Straits Convention in July 1841 there came a period of increased cooperation that 

rendered the ChronicleΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛǎƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ муолǎ ǊŜŘǳƴŘŀƴǘΦ  /ƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ 

ǿƻǳƭŘΣ ƻŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜΣ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ ǊŜƳŀƛƴΣ ōǳǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ōǊŀƴŘ ƻŦ ƻǇŜƴ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀŎȅ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ 

ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ƻƴ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜƳŜƴǘǎΦ  Lǘǎ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎ might be measured in such 

Anglo-Russian ventures as the Convention on Commerce and Navigation, signed on 

11 January 1843.557  Afghan peace and central Asian cooperation paved the way for 

ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴǾŜƴǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƻ ōǊƛƴƎ ŀōƻǳǘ ΨǘƘŜ ǊŜŎƛǇǊƻŎŀƭ ŀōƻƭƛǘƛƻƴ ƻf the 

ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊǾŀƛƭƛƴƎ ŘǳǘƛŜǎΩ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǘǿƻ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΦ  The 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ²ŜǎǘŜǊƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ƳŜǘƘƻŘ ƻŦ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ŎƻƴŎƛƭƛŀǘƻǊȅ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǿƛǘƘ 

improvements to commercial relations was being repeated in the East (this 

approach was also applied in relations with America).  During the negotiations for 

this trade agreement Baron von Brunnow, the Russian representative in London, 

wrote about the ensuing talks: 

 

This Anglo-Russian mediation, giving to all oriental people an evident proof of 

the good understanding between the two great powers, will produce, I trust, a 

very useful impression upon the mind of the Asiatic nations at large, who 

constantly were speculating upon the supposed jealousy of England and 

Russia.  It is particularly with the intention of counteracting and correcting 

these mistaken views that both our governments have joined in this 

ƳŜŘƛŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ L ƘŀŘ ǘƘŜ ƘƻƴƻǳǊ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƻ [ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

acceptance, and which he most kindly agreed upon.558   

 

Such hyperbolic statements did little to assuage the suspicions of those who 

considered Russian commercial expansion to be aimed at the gradual erosion of 

Ottoman power rather than demonstrating any level of altruism, particularly 

because Russian politicians ς like British ones ς were not united behind the 

prevailing policy of cooperation.   
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There nonetheless remained reasons for those who wished to pursue a 

mutually expansive policy to feel justified in their approach.  Foremost among these 

was the philosophy of Russians such as Nesselrode, who saw the future security of 

Anglo-Russian prosperity in the East in the existence of buffer states.559  The 

ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƭƻƴƎ ΨŦǊƻƴǘ ƭƛƴŜǎΩ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƳƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘ ǿŀǎ 

seen to be better replaced by a more fluid system of overlapping interests: 

bŜǎǎŜƭǊƻŘŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ǘƘŜ ōǳŦŦŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǇƘƛƭƻǎƻǇƘȅ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ 

Foreign Office and in that of Aberdeen.  Cases of this policy in action included 

wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ŀŎǉǳƛŜǎŎŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŜƴǘǊȅ ǘƻ !ŦƎƘŀƴƛǎǘŀƴ ƛƴ муоу ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ŘƛǎǘŀƴŎe from 

negotiations that concluded the war in 1842.560  Russia did not detach itself from 

interests in the country ς trade deals with different Afghan factions continued 

throughout the British military engagement ς but it did not seek to exclude Britain 

from strategic objectives in Afghanistan, a region of great geopolitical importance 

between the Russian and Ottoman Empires. 

Nesselrode was someone with whom Aberdeen could work.  He was fiercely 

patriotic like the Tsar, and Russian interests would naturally be prioritised, but, as 

ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ bŜǎǎŜƭǊƻŘŜ ŀ ǿƛƭƭƛƴƎƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǎŜŜƪ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ interest 

through cooperation.  He was the son of a Catholic and a Jew and descended from 

Hanoverians who had settled in Livonia, an area under Russian jurisdiction but with 

its own entrenched customs and national language.  Although this type of complex 

lineage was not uncommon in the Russian foreign service, it enabled Nesselrode to 

appreciate the viewpoints of other nationalities and contributed to an 

internationalist outlook, at least for the duration of the Peel government.561  In 

some respects these commonalities mirrored those between Aberdeen and Guizot 

who, as discussed in previous pages, was by no means the archetypal Frenchman. 

Aberdeen nonetheless needeŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎŀǊŜŦǳƭ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ ŀƭƭƻǿ bŜǎǎŜƭǊƻŘŜΩǎ 

professions of conciliation to distract him from the changeable nature of 
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international affairs and the unpredictable march of events: personnel and times 

change.  Alarm bells should therefore have been ringing when the Tsar visited 

England between 31 May and 9 June 1844, with the intention of discussing the 

future of the Ottoman Empire.  The visit itself went well.  The Tsar arrived at the 

terminus of the South Western Railway at 5.40 pm on Saturday 1 June to be 

greeted by Prince Albert, and the first of many grand dinners took place that night 

at Buckingham Palace, where Aberdeen and the other leading lights of the Peel 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŘƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ vǳŜŜƴ ±ƛŎǘƻǊƛŀΩǎ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊƛƻǳǎ ƎǳŜǎǘΦ562  Aberdeen wrote that 

ΨǘƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ƻŦ ǘƘe Emperor was most successful.  All ranks were equally charmed with 

ƘƛƳΩ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǎŜƴǘƛƳŜƴǘ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ƧƻƛƴŜŘ ōȅ ŀƭƭ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǎǘΣ ǿƘƻ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ψŀ 

great event and a great compliment his visit certainly is, and the people here are 

extremely flattered ŀǘ ƛǘΦΩ563 

The incident that later overshadowed memories of this otherwise convivial 

Ǿƛǎƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊΩǎ ǇǳǊǎǳƛǘ ƻŦ ŀƴ !ƴƎƭƻ-Russian contingency alliance in case of 

Ottoman collapse.  This involved the private pursuit of an arrangement whereby 

Britain and Russia agreed to act in concert if the future of the Ottoman Empire 

appeared to be threatened.  Many commentators ς including Baron Stockmar, 

confidant of Queen Victoria and Prince Albert and present during the Russian visit ς 

thought the alliance was designed to bring the Ottoman edifice down at the same 

time as erecting a diplomatic wall between Britain and France.564  Leopold I of 

Belgium ς vǳŜŜƴ ±ƛŎǘƻǊƛŀΩǎ ǳƴŎƭŜ ŀƴŘ Ŏƻǳǎƛƴ ōȅ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ς held the same view: 

Ψώ¢ƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊΩǎϐ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƛǎ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ ǘƻ separate as much as possible the two great 

Western Powers; he is too weak to resist single-handed their dictates in the 

Oriental question; but if they act not in concert, it is evident that he is the master; in 

all this he acts wisely and in conformity with the great ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ 9ƳǇƛǊŜΦΩ565  
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The Russian project for an alliance excluded France and, coming at a time of 

apparent Anglo-CǊŜƴŎƘ ŘƛǎŎƻǊŘ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ tǊƛƴŎŜ ŘŜ WƻƛƴǾƛƭƭŜΩǎ ŜȄǇŜŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ aƻǊƻŎŎƻ 

and the French annexation of Tahiti, it appeared to demonstrate Russian intentions 

once again to place France on the periphery of European affairs. 

The timing of the Russian visit need not be regarded as overly suspicious 

because Russia had for some time been making approaches to Britain about the 

Tsar visiting London.  The Tsar made his initial proposals when Aberdeen came into 

office and repeated them in 1843.566  Russian visits to Britain had also been planned 

in 1844 before the news of the Moroccan and Tahitian incidents had broken but, as 

had happened previously, Russian domestic difficulties were blamed for 

abandonment of the plans.567  This was an era in which the Court embraced royal 

visits from all nations: Prussian royalty visited England in 1842 and 1844, whilst 

French delegations came in 1843 and 1845.  Both the Court and the Conservatives 

showed them the appropriate degree of respect: Russia was not afforded special 

treatment.568  ¢ƻ tǊƛƴŎŜǎǎ [ƛŜǾŜƴΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǊŜŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ YƛƴƎ ƻŦ tǊǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ƛƴ 

1842: 

 

I passed a great deal of time with the King of Prussia when he was in this 

country, and perfectly subscribe to the truth of the description you gave me of 

him before his arrival.  Intelligent, high-minded, and sincere.  Like all Germans, 

he is sometimes a little in the clouds; but his projects are generous, and he 

wishes to do what is right.  Our people liked him much, wherever he went; but 

you know that we are the most king-loving people on the face of the earth, 

and even if he had deserved it less, he would not have been without the 

applause of our population.569        

 

 Each group of visitors was treated with the necessary pleasantries, but more 

care needed to be paid with the Russians, as any concomitant weakening of the 
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Anglo-French relationship would affect the overall balance of Great Power 

relations.  Although Russia wished to work with Britain in Europe and in the East, if 

Britain and France could be divided then Russia would become the dominant force 

in Europe.  .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǾƻƛŎŜ ŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ǿŜƛƎƘǘ ǿƛǘƘ CǊŀƴŎŜ ŀǘ ƛǘǎ ǎƛŘŜΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ 

given the traditional links beǘǿŜŜƴ wǳǎǎƛŀΣ !ǳǎǘǊƛŀ ŀƴŘ tǊǳǎǎƛŀΦ  bŜǎǎŜƭǊƻŘŜΩǎ 

expressions of official support for the existing state of Anglo-French relations, such 

ŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴ wǳǎǎƛŀΣ WƻƘƴ .ƭƻƻƳŦƛŜƭŘΣ ǿŜǊŜ 

equivocal: 

 

[Nesselrode] was supposed not to desire a close connection between Her 

aŀƧŜǎǘȅΩǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ YƛƴƎ [ƻǳƛǎ tƘƛƭƛppe [but] he placed too much 

value on the preservation of peace not to be well aware of the great 

advantage which Europe derives from the amicable relations of England and 

CǊŀƴŎŜ ώΧϐ Iƛǎ 9ȄŎŜƭƭŜƴŎȅ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ŎƻǊŘƛŀƭ ƎƻƻŘ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ 

between England and the Conservative Powers of Europe acted as a 

wholesome check upon France.570  

   

Whilst lip-service was paid to the prevailing Anglo-French accord, Nesselrode was 

putting out the diplomatic feelers for closer relations between Britain and Russia, at 

the expense of those between Britain and France. 

Aberdeen was alive to the dangers posed by Russian sleight of hand and his 

opinions squared with those of the wider Conservative government and Queen 

Victoria.  Whilst respectful views of the Tsar and his imperial station ensured a 

convivial visit, Britain was insured against Russian wiles by personal suspicions of 

the Tsar and an appreciation of the constant need to nurture the French 

ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊ ǘƘŀǘ Ψƛƴ ǎǇƛǘŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƳƳŀƴŘƛƴƎ 

appearance, and manner, and power, there is something about him which always 

inspired me with a sensation of melancholy.  I believe it is the expression of his eye, 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ǇŜŎǳƭƛŀǊ ώΧϐ hǳǊ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎ ŀǘ tŀǊƛǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƴƻ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ ǊŜƎǊŜǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǾƛǎƛǘΤ ŦƻǊ 
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I thinƪ ǿŜ ǎƘŀƭƭ ŀƭƭ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ŦƻǊ ƛǘΦΩ571  vǳŜŜƴ ±ƛŎǘƻǊƛŀΩǎ ǎŜƴǘƛƳŜƴǘǎ ŜŎƘƻŜŘ 

those of her Foreign Secretary: 

 

The expression of the eyes is formidable. And unlike anything I ever saw 

before.  He gives me and Albert the impression of a man who is not happy, and 

on whom the weight of his immense power and position weighs heavily and 

painfully; he seldom smiles, and when he does the expression is not a happy 

ƻƴŜ ώΧϐ LŦ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ŀǊŜ ŀƴƎǊȅ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǾƛǎƛǘΣ ƭŜǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŘŜŀǊ YƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ tǊƛƴŎŜǎ 

come; they will be sure of a truly affectionate reception on our part.  The one 

which Emperor Nicholas has received is cordial and civil, mais ne vient pas du 

coeur.572   

 

 Nesselrode gave Aberdeen a memorandum of the conversations that took 

ǇƭŀŎŜ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊΩǎ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ς notably those relating to future cooperation over the 

fate of the Ottoman Empire if the fall of Turkish power was deemed imminent ς 

and it appeared that AbŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳŜƳƻǊŀƴŘǳƳ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ 

dangerously close to Russia.  It seemed to historians such as Puryear and, more 

recently, Alex Troubetzkoy, that an alliance with the Russians had been agreed.  If 

this was the case then it raised the possibility that Russia might connive at the 

destruction of the Ottoman Empire and embroil Britain via the agreement, 

something commentators would later suggest Russia was trying to achieve with its 

pre-Crimean policy.  Puryear went as far as to say that thŜ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ Ψǿŀǎ 

comprehensive enough to amount to an alliance on a world basis, for England 

obligated herself in conjunction with Russia and Austria to exclude France in an 

eventual partition of Turkey, the corollary of which would be cooperation in every 

ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳΦΩ573 

It is worth turning to the memorandum in detail.  The opening lines posed 

few problems: 
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Russia and England are mutually penetrated with the conviction that it is for 

their common interest that the Ottoman Porte should maintain itself in the 

state of independence and of territorial possession which at present 

constitutes that Empire, as that political combination is the one which is most 

compatible with the general interest of the maintenance of peace.  Being 

agreed on this principle, Russia and England have an equal interest in uniting 

their efforts in order to keep up the existence of the Ottoman Empire, and to 

avert all the dangers which can place in jeopardy its safety.  With this object 

the essential point is to suffer the Porte to live in repose, without needlessly 

disturbing it by diplomatic bickerings, and without interfering without absolute 

necessity in its internal affairs.574 

 

There followed, however, sections of the document that have aroused 

suspicion of Russian intentions, including those that stipulated for interference in 

Ottoman affairs to enforce adherence to treaty obligations and to protect Christian 

ǎǳōƧŜŎǘǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ LǎƭŀƳƛŎ ŘƻƳƛƴƛƻƴΦ  !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ ǇǳǊǎǳƛǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŜƴŘǎ ǿŀǎ 

ostensibly innocent in the 1840s (discussion of this observation will follow, in 

ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ DǊŜŜŎŜ ŀƴŘ {ŜǊōƛŀύ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀŎǉǳƛŜǎŎŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǎǳŎƘ ǘŜǊƳǎ 

could encumber future British policy towards Russia. 

What was more important was that further references were made to the 

longer-term status of ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜΥ Ψ¦ƴŦƻǊŜǎŜŜƴ ŎƛǊŎǳƳǎǘŀƴŎŜǎ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǎǘŜƴ 

ƛǘǎ ŦŀƭƭΣ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ƛǘ ōŜƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅ /ŀōƛƴŜǘǎ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘ ƛǘΦΩ  

Cooperation between Britain, Russia and Austria was then discussed with the 

addendum that France would be powerless but to assent to the decisions of this 

triumvirate, given that Russia had preponderance of action on land and Britain at 

sea.   

The agreement made between Aberdeen and the Russians was 

commensurate with his desire to work with the Russian court in order to control its 

more ambitious elements ς Canning and Palmerston had used this tactic before ς 

but as a believer in the Vienna Settlement he would not have agreed to a binding 

arrangement of any kind, particularly not one that excluded France, the focus of his 
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foreign policy in the Peel government.  Whilst it was thought that the Ottoman 

Empire must inevitably fall apart, Aberdeen did not want to do anything to hasten 

its demise. 

A lack of clarity in communication with Russia was a major contributory 

factor in bŜǎǎŜƭǊƻŘŜΩǎ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀƳōƛƎǳƛǘȅ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ƳŜŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ 

Britain had actually agreed to an alliance, but blame must lie ŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƻƻǊ ŦƻǊ 

the misunderstanding. He did not, however, abandon British interests in the East by 

deliberately chipping away at Ottoman power or, for that matter, abandon France.  

Nesselrode wrote to Aberdeen on 28 December 1844 in words that hinted at an 

ŀƭƭƛŀƴŎŜΥ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊ ǿŀǎ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƻ ŦŜŜƭ ΨǘƘŀǘ ώǘƘŜ ƳŜƳƻǊŀƴŘǳƳϐ ŜƳōƻŘƛŜǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ 

exact résumé of his conversations with you and your colleagues, and that the 

principles which it establishes will be the most certain guide as to the course we are 

ǘƻ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿ ƛƴ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ƛƴ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΦΩ575  Lǘ ǿŀǎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǇƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

confusion:576 

 

It gives me much pleasure to find that no differences exist respecting the 

accuracy of your statement, to which I already had borne my humble 

testimony.  The personal intercourse which I had the pleasure of renewing 

with yourself in the course of the last year led to the mutual expression of 

opinions in which I think that we are entirely agreed, and which I hope may be 

kept in view during all our negotiations with the Levant.577  

 

Although Aberdeen had not agreed to an alliance, his reply was sufficiently 

ǾŀƎǳŜ ǘƻ ƭŜǘ ǘƘŜ wǳǎǎƛŀƴǎ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ŀ ƎŜƴǘƭŜƳŀƴΩǎ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ 

ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ 

been made on logical grounds.  Rejection of a memorandum of warm but non-

committal conversations would have caused unnecessary offence to the Russians 

seeking cooperation with Britain, and given ammunition to those in the Greater 
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Russia Party seeking aggrandisement at British expense; it would have suggested 

British willingness to pursue an independent course and given Russia less incentive 

ǘƻ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ƛǘǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ŎƻƴŎƛƭƛŀǘƛƻƴΦ  Lǘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƭŜŦǘ ǊƻƻƳ 

for Russian misunderstanding, misrepresentation and manipulation.   

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƻǾŜǊǎƛƎƘǘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘ tƻǿŜǊǎΩ Ƴǳǘǳŀƭ ƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ 

ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴŘ ŜŀŎƘ ƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мурлǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ /ǊƛƳŜŀƴ ²ŀǊ ŘǊŜǿ ƴŜŀǊΦ  

Disagreement broke out in 1851 between France and Russia over the relative 

influence of their respective Catholic and Orthodox religions in the administration 

of the Holy Places of Jerusalem.  When Russia began looking for allies in the 

dispute, using article VII of the treaty of Kutchuk Kainardji as justification to protect 

the Orthodox religion and the Orthodox subjects of the Sultan, the Tsar looked to 

Austria on the basis of their agreement at Munchengratz in 1833, and to Britain in 

light of the Nesselrode Memorandum.578  Britain, however, did not think Orthodoxy 

in danger nor deem the Ottoman Empire under threat from the Holy Places dispute, 

yet the Tsar nonetheless professed surprise and dismay at the lack of British 

acquiescence in Russian overtures for support.  These differing interpretations of 

existing agreements set into motion a chain of misunderstandings and mutual 

suspicion that would end in war.  

Historians of the Eastern Question have been attracted to the study of 

bŜǎǎŜƭǊƻŘŜΩǎ ƳŜƳƻǊŀƴŘǳƳ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ƛƳǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ 

and Russian policy as the Crimean war broke out, but there were other more 

pressing eastern issues for Britain to grapple with in the 1840s.  The Russian and 

hǘǘƻƳŀƴ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ DǊŜŜŎŜ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ 

overlooked, for example, as historians have concentrated their attentions on the 

way in which affairs affected the Anglo-French entente.579  Russia was one of the 

ǘƘǊŜŜ ƎǳŀǊŀƴǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ YƛƴƎ hǘƘƻΩǎ ƳƻƴŀǊŎƘȅΣ ǎƻ !ƴƎƭƻ-Russian diplomatic intercourse 

on the future of Greece is worthy of attention as both sides campaigned for their 

interests to be upheld in a region where significant financial investments had been 
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ƳŀŘŜΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ in Greece, apart from demonstrating the characteristics 

we have discussed in relation to Anglo-French policy, also shows the continuities 

with earlier Conservative policy, perhaps more clearly than in the case of British 

policy towards France and America.  ¢ƘŜ ƛƴǘŜƭƭŜŎǘǳŀƭ ƎŜƴŜǎƛǎ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ 

towards Russia in Greece was located in the old Conservatism of Wellington. 

In order to explore Anglo-Russian relations over Greece in the 1840s, it is 

necessary briefly to turn back to the 1820s, where the roots of that policy lay.  As 

has been noted, in the Wellington government, despite Aberdeen being Foreign 

Secretary, British foreign policy was directed by the Prime Minister.580  The 

overriding international objective of the Wellington government was to protect the 

system of Great Power cooperation and stability at a time when this was deemed to 

be under threat in the East, both from competing international interests and the 

policies of the previous government.581  Greece had revolted against Turkish rule in 

1821 and ongoing disturbance led to Britain, Russia and France signing the Treaty of 

London on 6 July 1827.  This paved the way for the creation of an independent 

Greek state under Turkish suzerainty by its provisions for mutual cooperation and 

the potential imposition of an armistice.  Prime Minister George Canning deemed it 

better to work with Russia in order to try and exert a measure of control over its 

actions, and he sensed an opportunity to split the Holy Alliance of Russia, Austria 

and Prussia. 

Both Wellington and Aberdeen felt that the Treaty of London committed 

Britain to a situation in which it had little capacity to intervene or justification in 

interfering.  Aberdeen made various speeches in the House of Lords that might be 

described as exhibiting lukewarm enthusiasm for the treaty, or even to show 

hostility to it.582  He felt that the outbreak of discontent in Greece trapped Russia 

and the Ottomans in a morass of increasing mutual public antipathy and, 

eventually, war, that Great Powers could only exacerbate by intervention, whilst he 

and Wellington shared in a reactive conceptualisation of international affairs, as 
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ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜŘ ƛƴ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 5ǳƪŜΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΥ ΨL ǉǳƛǘŜ ŀƎǊŜŜ ǿƛǘƘ 

you.  [Britain] ought never to commit an act of violence or of injustice, excepting in 

its own defence, and after having exhausted all the other means of obtaining justice 

for itself.  This is not a very popular sentiment in England, but it is not the less the 

ǘǊǳŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅ ǘƻ ŦƻƭƭƻǿΦΩ583  This was a policy by which Britain was to 

react to the initiatives of others in order to protect its interests, rather than using 

proactive and/or confrontational means to bolster the British position. 

There are obvious practical limitations in restricting oneself to a detached 

supervisory role in international affairs, but these multiply if an existing agreement 

pulls in the opposite direction.  This conflict between a preference for reactive 

policy and existing treaty obligations led Aberdeen into declaring confused and 

sometimes contradictory policies towards the East, much to the irritation of 

Stratford Canning.584  A lack of coherent policy meant that Britain, to some extent, 

left itself as a hostage to fortune.  This was a charge that Aberdeen faced in his later 

dealings with Russia ς those regarding the Nesselrode memorandum and his policy 

in the 1850s ς and, as discussed earlier, in the crisis over the Spanish marriages in 

the 1840s.  The Treaty of Adrianople concluded the Russo-Turkish war in 1829 with 

territorial and commercial gains for Russia and this seemed to confirm the dangers 

of British vacillation.585 

We have discussed above how Aberdeen thought that Russia wanted to 

preserve the Ottoman Empire.  It was this logic that married with distaste for 

intervention (learned from those such as Wellington and Castlereagh) to drive 

Conservative policy towards Russia over Greece in the 1840s.  Stratford had long 

been warning of the danger of trouble in Greece spilling into the Ottoman Empire 

and other contemporaries and historians have expressed the same concern.586  
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Aberdeen was seen as risking Ottoman integrity by not taking a more decided stand 

in the developing crisis. 

There were a number of reasons why Aberdeen felt that the Greek situation 

could be resolved without the need to confront Russia.  Russia had always pursued 

something of a parental policy towards its international coreligionists and when the 

power struggle began betweeƴ DǊŜŜŎŜΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

King Otho renounce his Catholicism in order to placate his overwhelmingly 

hǊǘƘƻŘƻȄ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘǎΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜŀding of this request indicated that he had caught 

a whiff of the proverbial rodent: 

 

To require that a sincere and conscientious Prince should renounce the 

Catholic religion would be equivalent to the demand that he should abandon 

the succession altogether, for it must be presumed that compliance would be 

found impossible.  To say the truth I fear there is too much reason to suspect 

that this pretension is now put forward by those who are desirous of effecting 

the overthrow of the existing dynasty.587 

 

Russian interest in its coreligionists was not inextricably linked with Great Power 

politics, however, and there were reasons not to follow the trail of motivation from 

a Russian wish to see Otho overthrown, to deliberately fomenting trouble in a 

country bordering the Ottoman Empire, or to the desire to see a pro-Russian 

monarch installed on the Greek thǊƻƴŜΦ  .ŀǊōŀǊŀ WŜƭŀǾƛŎƘ Ƙŀǎ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ¢ǎŀǊΩǎ 

interest in the Greek Revolution was driven by genuine religious concern, rather 

ǘƘŀƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎΦ  {ƘŜ Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƛǘŜŘ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ŘƛǎǇŀǘŎƘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜ wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ 

irritation that revolution was ruining institutions that the Russian government had 

invested much effort and finance in creating.588  The Russians, like Britain, wanted a 

peaceable solution to the problem. 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ƴƻƴŜǘƘŜƭŜǎǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƭƛǾŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ 

that Russian interest in Greece might have arisen from a more geopolitical 

ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜΣ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ ǎŜƴŘƛƴƎ ƛǘ ǘƻ wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ !ƳōŀǎǎŀŘƻǊ ǘƻ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ƎŀǾŜ ŀ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ 
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ǊŜƳƛƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŀǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŎƛƭƛŀǘƻǊȅ ƻǾŜǊǘǳǊŜǎ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǇǊŜǎǳǇǇƻǎŜ ōƭƛƴŘ ŦŀƛǘƘ ƛƴ 

Russian activity.  Other communications demonstrated this point, such as 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ƻŦ hŎǘƻōŜǊ мупо ǘƻ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴ DǊŜŜŎŜΣ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ƳƻǾŜǎ ƻƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ΨǿƻǳƭŘ ŀǘ ƻƴŎŜ ōŜ ŦƻǊŎƛōƭȅ ŀƴŘ 

ǇŜǊŜƳǇǘƻǊƛƭȅ ǊŜǇǊŜǎǎŜŘΦΩ589  !ǎ ƛƴ ŘŜŀƭƛƴƎǎ ŜƭǎŜǿƘŜǊŜΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ public 

professions of good faith were coupled with correspondence that demonstrated 

British watchfulness and reminded the Russians of where the boundaries of good 

faith were to be found. 

As with affairs in Greece, events in Serbia provided another case where 

revolution seemed to carry wider significance regarding the fate of the Ottoman 

Empire, yet it is a theatre of the Eastern Question that has been largely overlooked 

by historians.590  5ƛǎŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎ ƛƴ {ŜǊōƛŀ ǎƛƴŎŜ aƛƘŀƛƭƻ hōǊŜƴƻǾƛŏ 

came tƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƘǊƻƴŜ ƛƴ муоф ǿƘŜƴ Ƙƛǎ ŦŀǘƘŜǊ aƛƭƻǑ ŀōŘƛŎŀǘŜŘΦ  aƛƘŀƛƭƻΩǎ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ 

inactivity and lack of care ultimately led to a revolution in which he was replaced by 

!ƭŜȄŀƴŘŜǊ YŀǊŀƎŜƻǊƎŜǾƛŏ ƛƴ мупнΦ  ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ǿƛŘŜǎǇǊŜŀŘ ŀƴƎŜǊ ŀǘ wǳǎǎƛŀΩǎ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ 

to keep the wǳǎǎƻǇƘƛƭŜ hōǊŜƴƻǾƛŏ ƛƴ ǇƻǿŜǊΣ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ǎŜŜƴ ǘƻ 

be aimed at the fulfilment of Ottoman commitments to reform Serbia and, 

therefore, to strengthen the bond between client state and imperial master, which 

decades of neglect had so damaged.   

wǳǎǎƛŀ ǿŀǎ ǿƛŘŜƭȅ ǎǳǎǇŜŎǘŜŘ ƻŦ ǎŜŜƪƛƴƎ ǘƻ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ hōǊŜƴƻǾƛŏΩǎ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ 

order to damage Serbo-Ottoman relations and precipitate a Serbian move for 

ƛƴŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ ǇƻǿŜǊΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ ǘƻ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴŜ 

was seen by many to have cost Britain prestige and stability of trade, whilst 

ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎƛƴƎ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ ǘƻ ƎǊŀǎǇ ǘƘŜ wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ŜƴŎǊƻŀŎƘƳŜƴǘ ŀƭƭ ƻǾŜǊ 

ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜΦ  IŀƴǎŀǊŘΩǎ ǊŜŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƛōŜǊŀƭ [ƻǊŘ .ŜŀǳƳƻƴǘΩǎ ƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ 

worth quoting at length, given his impassioned articulation of these arguments, and 

ǘƘŜƛǊ ǿƛŘŜǊ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΥ 
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He would not hesitate to declare that the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 

in this country had permitted a heavy blow to be struck at our political 

importance, as well as our commercial prosperity in the East, and by so doing 

had seriously endangered the very existence, as well as independence of the 

Ottoman Empire, for he must remind their Lordships that in the long series of 

attempts made by Russia against the Turkish empire, Serbia591 was but one 

chapter in the history, one thread in the web, one link in the chain with which 

that northern invader was seeking to encircle and bind down the Sublime 

tƻǊǘŜ ώΧϐ ƘŜ ƪƴŜǿ ƴƻǘ Ƙƻǿ ǘƻ ŜȄplain the conduct of Russia, unless he 

compared it to the habits of the spider, which, after having with consummate 

skill and systematic perseverance spun the foul web in which its victim is 

destined to entangle itself, retires to its nook, and there with sullen 

complacency and malignant patience, waits until the expiring victim has 

completely exhausted itself, and no longer able to attract attention by its 

struggles; then in silence approaches the entangled wretch, and at leisure 

devours it, when not a sound of complaint or an effort at resistance can be 

heard.592  

 

[ƻǊŘ .ŜŀǳƳƻƴǘΩǎ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǳƴŘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ 

by revolution in Serbia assumed that there were British interests there, but 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƛǘ Ψŀ ǇǊƻǾƛƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ which this country had no particular 

ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴΩΦ593  There seems no evidence to suggest any adverse effect on British trade 

in the region.  

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ǘƻ .ŜŀǳƳƻƴǘΩǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘǎ ƻƴ wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

region was to criticise the revolution as an opportunistic coup that had been 

ŘǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǳǇ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƎŀǊō ƻŦ ŀ ǇƻǇǳƭƛǎǘΣ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ƳƻǾŜƳŜƴǘΥ Ψ¢ƘŜ ƴƻōƭŜ 

Lord had distinctly referred to the revolt as an effect resulting from the attempt of a 

free people to exercise their right to elect their chief; but so far from this being 

correct, the revolt was the effect of a corrupt bargain with the Pacha of Belgrade, 
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ŀƴŘ ǘǿƻ ƻǊ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ {ŜǊōƛŀƴ ŎƘƛŜŦǎΦΩ594  However reasonable his points, 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǎƳƛǎǎŀƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴŀǊƛŜǎΩ ƎŜƴǳƛƴŜ ǿƛǎƘ ŦƻǊ ǊŜŦƻǊƳs that the 

tyrannical hōǊŜƴƻǾƛŏ ƘŀŘ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊΣ betrayed a lack of understanding of the 

situation in Serbia.  1842 had marked the thirtieth anniversary of the Treaty of 

Bucharest, which had made provisions for democratic and social reform in Serbia 

ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀŘ ƘƛǘƘŜǊǘƻ ǇǊƻǾŜƴ ŜƭǳǎƛǾŜΦ  YŀǊŀƎŜƻǊƎŜǾƛŏ ǎƻǳƎƘǘ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǎǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

reforms for which his people had long campaigned in vain. 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŘƛǎƳƛǎǎŀƭ ƻŦ ǿƛŘŜǎǇǊŜŀŘ {ŜǊōƛŀƴ ǊŜŦƻǊƳǎ ŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ Ƙƛǎ 

enduring view that the Ottoman Empire could be patched up but not regenerated.  

His hostility to the reform movement in Serbia is likely to have been increased by 

ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŎƭŀƳŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ /ƻƴǎǳƭ-General in Belgrade, who saw reform as a 

gateway to political reconstruction in the Balkans, and whose views were widely 

publicised in British newspapers: 

 

Never was there such an opportunity for the re-establishment and complete 

ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜƳǇƛǊŜ ώΧϐ ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘΣ ƛŦ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜΣ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ŀ 

ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘ ŦƻǊ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ώΧϐ {ŜǊōƛŀΣ ōƻǳƴŘ ōȅ ŦǊŜǎƘ ties to Turkey, would, 

by her ascendancy, command the respect of the neighbouring provinces, and 

would be prompted by her own interests to attach them to their common 

suzerain.  By her moral influence, which extends very far, she would control 

Bosnia and Bulgaria, setting at the same time as a counterpoise to Greece, by 

the diversity and conflict of national tendencies.595     

 

Despite his Consul-DŜƴŜǊŀƭΩǎ ŜƴŎƻƳƛǳƳΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ ǎŎŜǇǘƛŎŀƭΦ  ¢he prospect of 

political reorganisation on the back of a revolution ŎƭŀǎƘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ōƻǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

ingrained political beliefs and his intellectual and practical investment in the 

existing balance of power.  Such messages from Belgrade set the Foreign 

{ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΩǎ ŀƭŀǊƳ ōŜƭƭǎ ǊƛƴƎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ [ƻǊŘǎΣ ǿƛth the 

usual restraint of the gentleman-ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴΥ ΨIŜǊ aŀƧŜǎǘȅΩǎ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ 

entirely approve of the conduct of our Consul-General, it appearing to them that he 
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had gone beyond the province of his duty in pronouncing an opinion upon an 

internal reǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴΦΩ596 

There remains the accusation, as in other theatres of the Eastern Question, 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘƛŎ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ wǳǎǎƛŀ ōƭƛƴŘŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǘƻ 

Russian encroachment on the Ottoman Empire.  The Morning Chronicle, that 

reliable critic of Conservative policy, offered the following opinions on the source of 

wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ƳƻǘƛǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ƛǘǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ hōǊŜƴƻǾƛŏΥ 

 

¢ƘŜ /ȊŀǊ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎΣ ŦƛǊǎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎƳƛǎǎŀƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tŀǘǊƛƻǘ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƳƛƴƛǎǘŜǊǎ ώΧϐ 

authors of the revolution, and, secondly, the disgrace of Khiamil Pacha, who is 

ƪƴƻǿƴ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŎƻǳƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎŜŘ ǘƘŜ tŀǘǊƛƻǘǎ ώΧϐ ¢ƘŜ {ŜǊōƛŀƴ 

revolution was carried into effect in the teeth of the Russian Consul-General at 

Belgrade, who exerted every effort to prevent its success, by supporting the 

deposed prince.  The revolution in itself is contrary to the undeviating 

principles and projects of Russia.597 

 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ wǳǎǎƛŀ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜ ƘŀŘ ƴƻƴŜǘƘŜƭŜǎǎ 

been coherent and typically Conservative throughout the Peel government.  It 

ŎƻƳōƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǘŀŎƘŜŘ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǿƛǘƘ 

heightened socio-religious distaste for all things Islamic, although dim views of 

aǳǎƭƛƳ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛǾŜƭȅ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ 

simply informed bȅ Ƙƛǎ ǇŀǊǘȅΩǎ ƛƴǘŜƭƭŜŎǘǳŀƭ ƛƴƘŜǊƛǘŀƴŎŜΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ hǘǘƻƳŀƴǎ 

were troublesome enough to fuel the criticisms of their detractors.  Examples of 

incompetence or conscious obstructionism were not difficult to find: the corruption 

spawned by the 1838 Anglo-¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ ǘǊŜŀǘȅ ŀƴŘ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΩǎ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ ōŀǎƛŎ 

reforms in Serbia pointed towards a lack of control and/or care. 

Aberdonian policy in this period was also rooted in a geostrategic 

appreciation of the importance of the Ottoman Empire: Conservative foreign policy 

in this period was not based on abstract ideology.  The Ottoman Empire provided 

security for British trading routes as well as against potential Russian ς or, for that 
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matter, French or Austrian ς encroachment.  In short, its very existence was a 

practical reason to support it, for Ottoman endurance helped to maintain the 

ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǎƻ ŎƘŜǊƛǎƘŜŘ ōȅ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ǎǘŀǘŜǎƳŜƴΦ  !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛƴƘŜǊŜƴǘ 

Conservatism nonetheless prevented him from trying to remodel the Ottoman 

Empire on British constitutional and liberal values, preferring to plaster over cracks 

ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǊŜǇŀƛǊ ǘƘŜƳΦ  tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ {ǘǊŀǘŦƻǊŘ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 

refusal to countenance lasting reforms demonstrated a contradictory approach, but 

Aberdeen regarded the idea of trying to reform an inherently decaying power to be 

illogical.  The Conservative approach was to seek cooperation with other powers in 

order to try and build up a rapport that might be needed in due course to deal with 

Ottoman collapse. 

It remained of paramount importance to Aberdeen to keep the Ottoman 

Empire in existence for the duration of his tenure, and he saw it as important for 

Britain to protect Turkish integrity for many years after.  This much is clear from 

statements made about Russian policy in Greece and Serbia, where the potential 

ŦƻǊ wǳǎǎƛŀƴ ŜƴŎǊƻŀŎƘƳŜƴǘ ŜƭƛŎƛǘŜŘ ŀŦŦƛǊƳŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŜƴŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ 

Ottoman safety.  This was decades before Disraeli would seize the patriotic mantle 

for the Conservative Party with his vociferous and confrontational support of the 

hǘǘƻƳŀƴ 9ƳǇƛǊŜΣ ōǳǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǇŀǘǊƛƻǘƛŎ ŀƴŘ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǘƛƳŜΦ  

Private correspondence was used to remind the Russians that public proclamations 

of good faith were backed up with an underlying watchfulness to ensure that British 

interests were not compromised. 
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Chapter Six: Anglo-American Relations 

 9ǳǊƻǇŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tŜŜƭ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ 

construction of foreign policy.  Like other British Foreign Secretaries of the previous 

decades, Aberdeen needed to have one eye fixed on the former colony that, even 

in the 1840s, held huge potential as an ally and economic partner, if the natural 

suspicions and rivalries between the two countries could be successfully 

negotiated.  ¢ƘŜ tŜŜƭ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ƘŀƴŘƭƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎ ǿŀǎ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊƛǎŜŘ ōȅ 

tensions that had been allowed to escalate under the previous government.  An 

appreciation of this background is crucial to understanding the context in which 

Conservative policy was formed, especially as sections of the historiography have 

offered anachronistic interpretations of this background.     

The story of Anglo-American relations was for much of the twentieth-

century told as one of an inevitable and inexorable rapprochement between two 

ǇƻǿŜǊǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎΦ  IΦ /Φ !ƭƭŜƴΩǎ ǎŜƳƛƴŀƭ 

work of 1955 described the nineteenth century and the first half of the twentieth 

ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅ ŀǎ ǿƛǘƴŜǎǎƛƴƎ ŀ ΨǊƛǇŜƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎƘƛǇΩ ǘƘŀǘ ΨŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ 

similarity of political ideas and practices which accompanied the development of 

ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀŎȅ ƛƴ ōƻǘƘ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΣ ōǳǘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ DǊŜŀǘ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΦΩ598  .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ 

democratisation was seen to have dissipated national distaste for the American 

democratic project, whilst Americans regarded the emergence of democratic 

procedure as diluting the British arrogance they had found so irritating.  Conversely, 

American economic development challenged the haughty view with which many 

Britons regarded the inhabitants of their former colony: Americans had been 

portrayed in literature as common, base, and intellectually deficient.599  

²ƛƴǎǘƻƴ /ƘǳǊŎƘƛƭƭ ŜȄǇŀƴŘŜŘ ƻƴ !ƭƭŜƴΩǎ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ƻŦ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎƘƛǇ ƛƴ 

his History of the English-Speaking Peoples, in which the steady improvement of 

Anglo-!ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŀǎ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ŦƻǊŎŜǎΥ Ψ¢ƘŜ ƴƛƴŜǘŜŜƴǘƘ 

century was a period of purposeful, progressive, enlightened, tolerant civilisation.  
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The stir in the world arising from the French Revolution, added to the Industrial 

Revolution unleashed by the steam-engine and many key inventions, led inexorably 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀǘƛŎ ŀƎŜΦΩ600  Later adherents to this view included Reginald Stuart, 

ǿƘƻ ƛƴ мфуу ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨŜƳƻǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǎǳǊƎŜǎΣ ŀǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ aŀƛƴŜ ς New Brunswick 

boundary dispute, the provincial rebellions of 1837, or the Oregon controversy in 

1846, could not deflect a strengthening Anglo-!ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ŘƛǇƭƻƳŀǘƛŎ ŀŎŎƻǊŘΦΩ601 

The painting of the history of Anglo-American history with such broad 

brushstrokes is an approach that has recently been challenged by those such as 

Duncan Campbell, who argued that the rapprochement between the two countries 

ǿŀǎ ōȅ ƴƻ ƳŜŀƴǎ ƛƴŜǾƛǘŀōƭŜΥ ƛƴŘŜŜŘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ΨUnlikely AlliesΩ ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ 

title of his book pertained.602  /ŀƳǇōŜƭƭΩǎ ŀƴalysis is supported by the sheer weight 

of transatlantic quarrels.  War nearly broke out between the two countries when a 

dispute over Cuba developed in 1822, which would have been the third major 

armed conflict between Britain and a nation that had only existed for four decades.  

Boundary disputes between the American and British territory on the North 

American continent provided a constant source of disharmony, whilst the issue of 

slavery saw an enduring clash between British abolitionism and the AmericanǎΩ 

perception of this movement as thinly veiled commercial opportunism.603  British 

assistance to the Confederacy in the American Civil War caused a serious diplomatic 

fissure in the 1860s and whilst the Alabama settlement went some way to repairing 

relations, the alliances of the twentieth-century were still in the distant future. 

!ƭƭŜƴ ŀƴŘ /ƘǳǊŎƘƛƭƭΩǎ ǿƻǊƪǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ƛǎŜƴƘƻǿŜǊ-Krushchev 

years of the Cold War, when strong Anglo-American relations were promoted in 

order to strengthen the democratic powers against the Soviet threat and the 

ŜƳŜǊƎŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ /ƘƛƴŀΦ  !ƭƭŜƴΩǎ ǇƻǊǘǊŀȅŀƭ ƻŦ !ƴƎƭƻ-American 
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ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ǿŀǎΣ ōȅ ŀŘƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΣ ǘƻ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŀƎŜ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴΥ ΨL ƘŀǾŜ ƴƻǘ 

written this book purely as an academic study: I have written it because I believe in 

the necessity for cordial Anglo-!ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ώΧϐ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŘŜƳƻŎǊŀŎȅ Ŏŀƴ 

only be safe in the hands of an Anglo-!ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ŀƭƭƛŀƴŎŜΦΩ604  Such sentiments 

ensured that periods of transatlantic conflict were explained away as teething 

problems in a teleological historical narrative. 

/ŀƳǇōŜƭƭΩǎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ŀ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǘƘŀǘ ƭǳǊŎƘŜŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǇŜǊƛƻŘǎ ƻŦ 

hostility and times of relative calm is a more appropriate basis from which to 

understand the nineteenth-century context in which Conservative foreign policy 

was being made: the inevitability of Anglo-American accord would not have been 

apparent in the 1840s.  The Peel government came to power with Anglo-American 

relations in a state of disrepair.  A series of maritime incidents caused by conflicting 

views on slave issues raised the political temperature, whilst a succession of other 

crises had thrown unsettled boundary issues between British Canada and America 

into sharp focus.  Matters were not helped by the American perception, albeit 

ƳƛǎǘŀƪŜƴΣ ǘƘŀǘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ƘŀŘ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ŦƭŀƎ ŀ ΨǇƛŜŎŜ ƻŦ ōǳƴǘƛƴƎΩΦ605  

tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘŜƴǳǊŜ ŀǎ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŀǘƛǾŜ 

conciliation with America, dominated by assistance in the resolution of conflicts 

between America and France, but Aberdeen came to office amid heightened 

tensions.606   

The McLeod affair proved particularly inflammatory.  Alexander McLeod 

fought with Britain during the Canadian rebellion of the late 1830s and, in response 

to American support of the rebels, he helped a loyalist group to set the American 

Caroline ablaze and push it over Niagara Falls in December 1837.607  By 1841 

McLeod had been arrested and put on trial for the murder of an American, Amos 
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Durfee, during the attack on the Caroline, ŀƴŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴ ǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴŜŘ ΨƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜ 

ŀƴŘ ŦǊƛƎƘǘŦǳƭΩ ǿŀǊ ƛŦ aŎ[ŜƻŘ ǿŀǎ ŜȄŜŎǳǘŜŘΦ608  American and British indignation at 

ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊΩǎ ǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŜǾŜƴǘ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ Ƙƻǎǘ ƻŦ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŦŜǎǘŜǊƛƴƎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 

sores to create a combustible atmosphere.  The New York Herald of 19 January 

мупм ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƳōǳǎǘƛōƛƭƛǘȅΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƘŜŀǾȅ 

handed anti-ǎƭŀǾŜǊȅ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎΥ Ψ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ŀƎƎǊŀƴŘƛȊŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ŜǾŜǊȅ 

part of the world, savage and civilized, ought to alarm all independenǘ ƴŀǘƛƻƴǎ ώΧϐ 

our vessels are seized ς our territory held ς our waters invaded ς our citizens 

murdered ς ƻǳǊ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǳǘǊŀƎŜŘ ōȅ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ŀƎŜƴŎȅ ŀƴŘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘǎΦΩ609  

The increasing urgency with which Anglo-American disputes required 

resolution was fuelled by the rise of the nationalist, religious, and romantic 

American self-belief in its justification for expansion across the whole North 

!ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ŎƻƴǘƛƴŜƴǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ΨaŀƴƛŦŜǎǘ 5ŜǎǘƛƴȅΩΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴƻƴ 

helped to place the lack of agreed borders between Maine and New Brunswick and 

between Oregon and British Columbia on the political agenda, especially given that 

British frontier fortifications and manpower were limited.610  The issue of the 

borders had remained unresolved since vaguely worded references in the Treaty of 

Paris of 1783, but momentum was growing as fast as political action was going 

nowhere.   

American Secretary of State Daniel Webster, who would become the lead 

American negotiator on the Maine-New Brunswick boundary, reflected on the 

муолǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎŀǊŎŀǎƳΥ ΨDǊŜŀǘ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎ ǘƘƛǎΣ ǎǳǊŜƭȅΚΩ611  Whilst in part trying to defend 

Ƙƛǎ ƻǿƴ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘƛƴƎ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ муплǎΣ ²ŜōǎǘŜǊ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎŜŘ tŀƭƳŜǊǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇŀǊǘƛƴƎ 

suggestion of a further investigation to be led by scientists selected by the Kings of 

Prussia, Sardinia and Saxony.612  To halt the deterioration in Anglo-American 

ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀ ƴŜǿ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŜƴǾƛǎŀƎŜŘΥ ²ŜōǎǘŜǊ ΨƘƻǇŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ƭƻƴƎ ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ǘƻ 

see the north-eastern boundary settled; but that hope was faint, unless he could 
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rescue the question from the labyrinth of projects and counter-projects, 

ŜȄǇƭƻǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊōƛǘǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘΦΩ613 

The accession of the Conservative government with Lord Aberdeen as 

Foreign Secretary presented both Britain and America with the best chance of a 

ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘ ȅŜǘΦ  5ŀƴƛŜƭ ²ŜōǎǘŜǊ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǳǎŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 

conciliation to sell his own to America and despite all the usual nationalist noises in 

the newspapers, a more optimistic tone could be detected that indicated the 

changing mood.  The New York HeraldΣ ƛƴ ŀƴ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ ŜƴǘƛǘƭŜŘ ΨhǳǊ wŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ 

9ƴƎƭŀƴŘΩΣ ƴƻǿ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ ŀƴǘƛŎƛǇŀǘŜ ŀ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƳƻǊŜ ŀǳǎǇƛŎƛƻǳǎ 

ŦƻǊ ώǘƘŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ŘƛǎǇǳǘŜΩǎϐ ŜǉǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ŀƴŘ ǎŀǘƛǎŦŀŎǘƻǊȅ ŀŘƧǳǎǘƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ 

ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘΦΩ614  

Aberdeen had long regarded Britain and America as natural allies and 

regretted both the historical and immediate hostility between the nations.  In 1811 

ƘŜ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǎŜƴǘƛƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ [ƻǊŘǎΣ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ΨǊŜƎǊŜǘΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǘǿƻ 

nations, who ought, from so many interesting circumstances, to be united in 

friendship, should have spent so much time in discussions on topics which 

ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ Ƴǳǘǳŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎΦΩ615  Aberdeen combined this 

belief in transatlantic kinship with an appreciation of the American mindset.  Wilbur 

5ŜǾŜǊŜǳȄ WƻƴŜǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ΨǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘƭȅ ǘƘŜ 

importance of dispelling the impression of superciliousness which Americans so 

ƪŜŜƴƭȅ ǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŜƴ ƛƴ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǎǘŀǘŜǎƳŜƴΩΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ 

episodes.616  /ŀƴƴƛƴƎΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ CƻǊŜƛƎƴ hŦŦƛŎŜΣ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ 

characterised more by strained relations than cooperation: his more 

confrontational outlook coincided with the American declaration of the Monroe 

Doctrine and, in later years, with the barely concealed Anglophobia of John Quincy 

!ŘŀƳǎΩ ǇǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎȅΦ  /ƻƴŦƭƛŎǘ ǇŜŀƪŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƭƻǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ²Ŝǎǘ LƴŘƛŀƴ ǇƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ 

American shipping in July 1826.617 
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!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΣ ŀǎ ǘƻ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƴŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǿŀǎ ǊƻƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ 

the Peel governmenǘΩǎ ŘƻƳŜǎǘƛŎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ 

cooperative yet robust Conservative foreign policy.  The need for a foreign policy 

that avoided entanglement and expense in order to channel energies and finance 

into domestic regeneration dovetaiƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ŀ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ 

open conciliation and the maintenance of British influence through mercantile 

enterprise.  This was particularly desired because the breakup of the Spanish 

Empire in the Americas had been having a destabilising effect on the international 

ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊΦ  hƴŜ ƻŦ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ƛƴǘŜƭƭŜŎǘǳŀƭ ǇǊƻƎŜƴƛǘƻǊǎΣ ±ƛǎŎƻǳƴǘ 

Castlereagh, had soothed transatlantic relations in the wake of the Napoleonic wars 

via an economic strategy.618  A focus on the value of emerging American markets 

allowed Castlereagh to transcend British irritation at America entering the 

Napoleonic wars as cobelligerents of France: heightened economic intercourse was 

seen as the best method of securing British interests and peace.  As this chapter will 

ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜΣ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ǳǘƛƭƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜǎ ǿŀǎ 

central to his diplomacy, particularly in the dispute over the border between Maine 

and New Brunswick. 

The extension of an economic and political olive branch held out promise for 

the resolution of Anglo-!ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎΣ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴǎΩ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ 

tendency to respond to domineering British policies with indignant political 

recalcitrance.  The mandate for this policy of conciliation has been challenged by 

Muriel ChaƳōŜǊƭŀƛƴΣ ǿƘƻ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿŀǎ ΨǇƭŀƛƴƭȅ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ǘǳƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ Ƙƛǎ 

ŎƻƭƭŜŀƎǳŜǎΩ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ǘƻ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ŀŦŦŀƛǊǎΣ ōǳǘ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǊȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ 

examined.619  !ƴ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ōŀǊƻƳŜǘŜǊ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ²ŜǎǘƳƛƴǎǘŜǊΩǎ 

rejection of the Duke of ²ŜƭƭƛƴƎǘƻƴΩǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ǘƘŀǘ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘ ǘƻ 

transatlantic difficulties by making large increases in defence spending: the 

initiation of dialogue was preferred to spiralling preparations for conflict.    

Lƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛƳǇƭŜmentation of Conservative 

policy, this study will examine the boundary disputes between the two countries.  
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As Duncan Campbell has outlined, they were the most pressing issues.620  The 

boundary disputes were complex problems and as such will be treated in separate 

chapters, particularly as the latter dispute featured a number of different 

personnel, most significantly a new American President with a vastly different 

approach to the old mother county.  Whilst there were other territorial issues, 

these were peripheral considerations such as the fate of Texas (governance of the 

Lone Star state was contested between American federalists and separatists, as 

well as potential Mexican conquerors).  As elsewhere, the Conservatives were 

uninterested in areas in which they did not perceive themselves to have a direct 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴΥ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǿǊƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ ¢ŜȄŀǎΣ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ΨƻōƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǳǊŜƭȅ 

commercial, and she has no thought or intention of seeking to act, directly or 

indirectly, in a political sense, on the United SǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ¢ŜȄŀǎΦΩ621  Similarly, 

American designs on California and its harbours elicited little interest from 

Aberdeen: Britain already exercised naval supremacy and, given that America 

sought to obtain California at Mexican expense, this was an area where Britain 

would not risk unnecessary conflict with both America and Mexico.622   

The only marginal political considerations in Texas involved whether or not 

slavery was to be allowed, and ensuring that there was no disruption to the vast 

cotton exports received from the Texans.623  Britain had tried with France to 

prevent annexation to the United States but, given that annexation was unlikely to 

affect these exports, that this was another area where Mexican and American 

interests clashed and threatened to drag others into war, and that French interest 

in the issue was equivocal, the project was shelved.  One historian has concluded 

ǘƘŀǘ Ψ!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ƭƻǎǘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ƳŜŘƛŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ǊŜƭǳŎǘŀƴǘƭȅ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

¦ƴƛǘŜŘ {ǘŀǘŜǎΩ ŀƴƴŜȄŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢ŜȄŀǎΦΩ624  This was only half true: Aberdeen had 
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never, with good reason, been fully interested in the first place.  In the Foreign 

Office to consolidate, he was more concerned with areas in which American 

expansionism threatened existing British possessions.  

The slavery iǎǎǳŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀ ǎƻǳǊŎŜ ƻŦ Ŏƻƴǎǘŀƴǘ ŘƛǎŎƻǊŘΦ  .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ 

to put a stop to slavery by maintaining the right of search, which involved boarding 

suspected slaving ships in order to inspect their papers and cargo, caused 

consternation among Americans and other powers.  The clash of British 

abolitionism and the slaving interests of America (and other powers) was a vast and 

international concern that has already attracted numerous studies.625  It was also 

an area of government policy in which so many politicians were involved that it is 

hard to measure the nature and impact of Aberdonian endeavour.  For this reason, 

and because the existing historiography of the slavery issue is comprehensive, the 

issue requires only brief elucidation. 

Aberdeen was strongly ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƘŀǘ ƘŜ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ΨǘƘƛǎ ŘŜǘŜǎǘŀōƭŜ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎƪ ƛƴ 

ƘǳƳŀƴ ōŜƛƴƎǎΩ ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŜǾŜǊ ǾƻǘŜ ƛƴ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴ ŦŀǾƻǳǊ ƻŦ 

abolition.626  In the Peel government, Aberdeen was content to corral smaller 

nations into line with his views and British abolitionism, as was demonstrated when 

Brazil refused to renew its consent to the right of search in 1844, prompting the 

instigation ƻŦ Ψ[ƻǊŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ !ŎǘΩΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŜƴƎŜƴŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǳƴƛƭŀǘŜǊŀƭ British 

extension of the right of search to Brazilian ships.627  When it came to the United 

States or France, the two large powers with which significant slaving disagreements 

lingered throughout the 1840s, Aberdeen was reluctant to jeopardise wider 

objectives by pressing for abolition and the right of search that the two nations 

found so offensive.  Rival powers saw in British abolitionism an economic policy 

designed to undermine the lucrative markets of its competitors, dressed in the garb 

of humanitarian altruism.  Aberdeen recognised that overcoming this opposition 

was going not going to happen in the shorter term and concentrated on more 

immediate Conservative objectives.  It is hard to see, for example, that anything 

could have been achieved during the Webster-Ashburton negotiations if the mutual 
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antipathy caused by competing views on slavery had been allowed to permeate 

proceedings.  ¢ƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎΩ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǇǊŀƎƳŀǘƛŎ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ǊƻƻƳ ŦƻǊ the 

pursuit of grand causes, however strongly Aberdeen and others felt about slavery. 

!ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǇǳǘŜŘ boundaries with America was to get 

them negotiated as soon as possible, honourably and peaceably.  This would 

dampen the potential for conflict between America and Canada at a time when 

Britain was already having trouble with the internal stability of its North American 

dominion.628  Stability would regularise trade and the British willingness to 

compromise was thought to encourage a spirit where new markets could be 

opened with both America and Canada (which proved to be the case).  These 

objectives presented a challenge to which Peel responded in October 1841 by 

flirting with the idea of a separation from Canada, instead of becoming embroiled in 

its problems: 

 

Above all, if the people [of Canada] are not cordially with us, why should we 

contract the tremendous obligation of having to defend, as a point of honour, 

ǘƘŜƛǊ ǘŜǊǊƛǘƻǊȅ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ŀƎƎǊŜǎǎƛƻƴΚ ώΧϐ ƛŦ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǳǎΣ ƻǊ ƛŦ 

they will not cordially support and sustain those measures which we consider 

necessary for their good government and for the maintenance of a safe 

connection with them, let us have a friendly separation while there is yet time, 

rather than recommence a system of bickering and squabbling on petty points, 

the result of which will be increasing ill humour and alienation on their part, 

constant encouragement to American sympathisers, and ultimately the 

necessity of our vindicating British honour, with Canadians feeling adverse to 

us, the war at the door of the United States, and three or four thousand miles 

from our shores.629  

 

 tŜŜƭΩǎ ŦǊǳǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŎƻƻƭŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƎƴƛǘǳŘŜ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭ /ŀƴŀŘƛŀƴ ŘƛǎŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ 

ŘŜŎǊŜŀǎŜŘΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 

resolving matters by compromise with America rather than rashly cutting ties with 
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Canada.  Canada remained a valuable asset in an age when the development of 

South Africa, Australia and New Zealand was in its embryonic stages and, despite 

the growing recognition of the need for political reform, no serious breach was 

envisaged in calmer times.630  Peel confiǊƳŜŘ ǘƻ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǿŜ must reach a 

ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǳǊōŀƴŎŜǎ ƻƴ both sides of the boundary.631  Whilst using 

more forthright language in the public domain in comparison with Aberdeen, as he 

had done in European diplomacy, his epistle of October 1841 further challenges the 

traditional portrayal of the Peel-Aberdeen relationship.  Here was a case where the 

Prime Minister flirted with a rash course of action that would have undermined 

British colonial and mercantile interests.  This was not the unflinching and 

dictatorial paterfamilias of the historiographical mainstream, intervening to negate 

the uncertain vacillations of the Foreign Secretary.   

/ƻƭƻƴƛŀƭ {ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ [ƻǊŘ {ǘŀƴƭŜȅ ǎƘŀǊŜŘ tŜŜƭΩǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

necessity of compromise and the overall Conservative balance-book approach to 

ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΥ !ƴƎǳǎ Iŀǿƪƛƴǎ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘΣ ŦƻǊ {ǘŀƴƭŜȅΣ ΨǎŜŎǳǊŜ ǇǊƻŦƛǘǎΣ ƴƻǘ ƳƻǊŜ 

Ŏƻƭƻƴƛŀƭ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴǎΣ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ǘƻ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǊŜ-ŜƳƛƴŜƴŎŜΦΩ632  

Stanley supported the search for compromise in America.633  The Duke of 

Wellington would always argue for a more confrontational policy than Aberdeen 

and favoured the use of a show of strength as the initial bargaining tool, but it was 

this approach that was out of step with Conservative foreign policy in the 1840s, 

ƴƻǘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎΦ  !ǎ ƛƴ 9ǳǊƻǇŜΣ tŜŜƭ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ǊŜǎǘǊŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ ƳƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ 

campaigner who, as a man with infinite public duties, often admitted that he had 

not read the documents relevant to the opinions he was expressing.  Stanley shared 

his fruǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 5ǳƪŜΩǎ ŜȄŎƛǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻǇŜƴǎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŎƻƳǇƭƛŎŀǘŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ-

making.634 

                                                           
630

 See F. HayneǎΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ wŜŎƛǇǊƻŎƛǘȅ ¢ǊŜŀǘȅ ǿƛǘƘ /ŀƴŀŘŀ ƻŦ мурпΩΣ Publications of the American 
Economic Association, vii, 1892, pp. 7-тлΤ 9Φ tƻǊǊƛǘǘΣ Ψ¢ƘŜ wŜŎƛǇǊƻŎƛǘȅ !ƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ /ƻƭƻƴƛŀƭ 
tƻƭƛŎȅΩΣ The North American Review, cxciii, 1911, pp. 515-522. 
631

 Peel to Aberdeen, 16 May 1842, Aberdeen Papers, BL, Add. MS 43062/48.  
632

 A. Hawkins, The Forgotten Prime Minister: The Fourteenth Earl of Derby, i: Ascent, 1799-1851 
(Oxford, 2007), p. 229. 
633

 Ibid, p. 253. 
634

 See Peel to Stanley, 26 October 1842, Peel Papers, BL, Add. MS 40467/269 and Stanley to Peel, 30 
October 1842, Peel Papers, BL, Add. MS 40467/273. 



182 
 

Whilst keeping one eye fixed on wider strategic concerns, Aberdeen and the 

Conservatives needed to defend local British interests.  Within weeks of coming to 

power, leading Conservatives met to discuss potential plans for war if American 

demands proved too much.635  !ǎ ǿƛǘƘ !ōŜǊŘŜŜƴΩǎ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅΣ .Ǌƛǘŀƛƴ ǿƻǳƭŘ 

be transparent with its negotiating position in the hope that this might elicit a 

reasonable response, but as with French activity in Tahiti and Morocco, this 

openness did not give the other power the freedom to take advantage and act how 

it pleased.  America was instructed that British conciliation would only stretch so 

far: peace was desirable, but not at any price. 

War was nonetheless thought unlikely.  This contrasted with the views of 

certain historians who believed that war with France and/or America was almost 

inevitable throughout the period of the Conservative government.  These include 

John Galbraith, who paid particular attention to the Oregon boundary.636  

Meanwhile, Jones believed that the letters of certain American senators, claiming 

that France would stand with the United States in the event of war over the Maine-

New Brunswick boundary, provided proof of the likelihood of this possibility.637  

Kenneth Bourne also suggested that a third Franco-American coalition could have 

been initiated against Britain in the 1840s: 

 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǳǘǊŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ώΧϐ ŦŜǿ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘƳŜƴ ƘŀŘ ŀƴȅ ƎǊŜŀǘ ώΧϐ ŦŀƛǘƘΦ  

With the possible exception of the quarter interlude of 1871-95 they lived for 

a century in almost constant fear of a repetition of 1778 or 1812, the occasions 

on which they belieǾŜŘ ǘƘŜ CǊŜƴŎƘ ƘŀŘ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǘǊƻǳōƭŜǎ ƛƴ 

!ƳŜǊƛŎŀΦ ώΧϐ ¢ƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ŀŎǉǳƛŜǎŎŜŘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǊŜŀŘƛƭȅ ŦƻǊ ŦŜŀǊ ƻŦ 

complications in Europe.  The settlements of 1842, 1846 and 1871 were but 

further episodes in the same story.638 

 

                                                           
635

 See Chamberlain, Aberdeen, p. 312.  Peel, Aberdeen, Stanley, Graham and Haddington all 
attended the meeting on 8 October 1841. 
636

 J. Galbraith, ¢ƘŜ IǳŘǎƻƴΩǎ .ŀȅ /ƻƳǇŀƴȅ ŀǎ ŀƴ LƳǇŜǊƛŀƭ CŀŎǘƻǊ мунм-1869 (California, 1957), pp. 
233-234. 
637

 ²Φ 5ŜǾŜǊŜǳȄ WƻƴŜǎΣ Ψ[ƻǊŘ !ǎƘōǳǊǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ aŀƛƴŜ .ƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ bŜƎƻǘƛŀǘƛƻƴǎΩΣ The Mississippi 
Valley Historical Review, xl, 1953. 
638

 Bourne, The Balance of Power in North America, pp. 409-410. 



183 
 

This is a tempting theory, but the chance of Britain facing a war with either 

France or America was small; the chance of France and America entering a war 

against Britain as cobelligerents was smaller still.  France was an ambitious power 

but Guizot was genuinely supportive of Aberdeen and would have been reluctant to 

act against his colleague.  The entente added further moral pressure and, besides, 

Anglo-French cooperation saved France from the isolation in which it would almost 

certainly otherwise find itself; there was little likelihood of support from the 

conservative powers.  All France and America had in common during the 

Ashburton-²ŜōǎǘŜǊ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŀǎ ŘƛǎǘŀǎǘŜ ŦƻǊ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǎƭŀǾŜǊȅΣ ŀƴŘ 

those who wanted to create a storm from this issue found themselves in the 

minority: the French were a divided people in the early 1840s.  Henry Blumenthal 

ǎǳƳƳŜŘ ǳǇ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘΥ ΨǿƘŀǘŜǾŜǊ ŀǎǇƛǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ CǊŀƴŎŜ ƘŀŘ ŦƻǊ ǿƻǊƭŘ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎƘƛǇΣ 

ƛǘǎ ŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ ŎƻǳƴŎƛƭǎ ŎŀǳǎŜŘ ŀƴ ƛƴŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǇƭŀȅŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƘŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǊƛǾŀƭǎΦΩ639  

France found no common cause at all with America during the Oregon boundary 

dispute and Guizot expressed many concerns about the problems that war over 

Oregon would engender. 

Unilaterally, America was unlikely to consider war with Britain; it wanted 

instead to settle its boundaries with Canada and facilitate expansion to the west 

and south, which it knew it could achieve with relatively little opposition.  The 

presidents with whom Aberdeen dealt also posed little threat of war.  John Tyler 

was preoccupied with domestic politics and consequently sought conciliation on 

the international stage.640  James Polk would play a game of noisy patriotic 

brinksmanship over the Oregon boundary but this was a bluff that was eventually 

exposed, as will be considered below.  Polk might have joined a war with France 

against England over the Oregon affair if the French had been interested in starting 

one, but they were philosophically and practically against this. 

French pressure was for a settlement.  Guizot reflected on the possibility of 

war in a letter to the French chargé ŘΩŀŦŦŀƛǊŜǎ in Washington, Alphonse Joseph Yves 

tŀƎŜƻǘΥ ΨǿŜ ǿŀǊƳƭȅ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ ǇŀŎƛŦƛŎ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ǘŀƪŜǎ ǇƭŀŎŜΣ ŦƻǊ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ Řƻǳōƭȅ 

                                                           
639

 H. Blumenthal, A Reappraisal of Franco-American Relations, 1830-1871 (North Carolina, 1959), p. 
42. 
640

 See J. Ashworth, Ψ!ƎǊŀǊƛŀƴǎ ŀƴŘ !ǊƛǎǘƻŎǊŀǘǎΩΥ tŀǊǘȅ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ LŘŜƻƭƻƎȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ¦ƴƛǘŜŘ {ǘŀǘŜǎΣ 1837-
1846 (Cambridge, 1983). 




