Handout - John O’Sullivan, “Annexation” (1845)
John O’Sullivan was a newspaper editor and editorialist in the 19th century. He was a strong
proponent of the idea that the United States had the responsibility to lead the world in establishing
democracy - an idea that motivated the Mexican-American War and Westward Expansion. O’Sullivan
wrote the following article (excerpted) in 1845, for The United States Magazine and Democratic
Review.
Texas is now ours. Already, before
these words are written, her
Convention has undoubtedly ratiﬁed
the acceptance, by her Congress, of
our proﬁered invitation into the Union;
and made the requisite changes in her
already republican form of constitution
to adopt it to its future federal
relations. Her star and her stripe may
already be said to have taken their
place in the glorious blazon of our
common nationality; and the sweep
of our eagle‘s wing already in this
includes within its circuit the wide
extent of her fair and fertile land. She
is no longerto us a mere geographical
space—a certain combination of coast, John Gast, American Progress, 1872, Oil on Canvas
plain, mountain, valley, forest and stream. She is no longer to us a mere country on the map. She
comes within the dear and sacred designation of Our Country;...It is time then that all should cease
to treat her as alien, and even adverse—cease to denounce and vilify all and everything connected
with her accession…
Why, were other reasoning wanting, in favor of now elevating this question of the reception of
Texas into the Union, out of the lower region of our past party dissensions, up to its proper level of
a high and broad nationality, it surely is to be found, found abundantly, in the manner in which other
nations have undertaken to intrude themselves into it, between us and the proper parties to the
case, in a spirit of hostile interference against us, for the avowed object of thwarting our policy and
hampering our power, limiting our greatness and checking the fulﬁlment of our manifest destiny to
overspread the continent allotted by Providence for the free development of our yearly multiplying
millions. This we have seen done by England, our old rival and enemy; and by France, strangely
coupled with her against us, under the inﬂuence of the Anglicism strongly tinging the policy of her
present prime minister, Guizot. The zealous activity with which this effort to defeat us was pushed
by the representatives of those governments, together with the character of intrigue accompanying
it, fully constituted that case of foreign interference, which Mr. Clay himself declared should, and
would unite us all in maintaining the common cause of our country against the for- eigner and the
foe.

The independence of Texas was complete and absolute. It was an independence, not only in
fact but of right. No obligation of duty towards Mexico tended in the least degree to restrain our
right to effect the desired recovery of the fair province once our own—whatever motives of policy
might have prompted a more deferential consideration of her feelings and her pride, as involved
in the question. If Texas became peopled with an American population, it was by no contrivance
of our government, but on the express invitation of that of Mexico herself; accompanied with such
guaranties of State independence, and the maintenance of a federal system analogous to our own,
as constituted a compact fully justifying the strongest measures of redress on the part of those
afterwards deceived in this guaranty, and sought to be enslaved under the yoke imposed by its
violation. She was released, rightfully and absolutely released, from all Mexican allegiance, or duty
of cohesion to the Mexican political body, by the acts and fault of Mexico herself, and Mexico alone.
There never was a clearer case.
...How much better it might have been managed—how much more smoothly, satisfactorily and
successfully ! All this might have been, we little doubt, already secured, had counsels less
violent, less rude, less one-sided, less eager in precipitation from motives widel foreign to the
national question, resided over the earlier stages of its history. We cannot too deeply regret the
mismanagement which has disﬁgured the history of this question; an especially the neglect of
the means which would have been so easy, of satisfying even the unreasonable pretensions,
and the excited pride and passion of Mexico… our neighbor has, in truth, no real right to blame or
complain—when all the wrong is on her side. . .
… Imbecile and distracted, Mexico never can exert any real governmental authority over such a
country. The impotence of the one and the distance of the other, must make the relation one of
virtual independence; unless, by stunting the province of all natural growth, and forbidding that
immigration which can alone developed its capabilities and fulﬁll the purposes of its creation,
tyranny may retain a military dominion which is no government in the legitimate sense of the term. In
the case of California this is now impossible. The Anglo-Saxon foot is already on its borders. Already
the advance guard of the irresistible army of Anglo-Saxon emigration has begun to pour down upon
it, armed with the plough and the riﬂe, and marking its trail with schools and colleges, courts and
representative halls, mills and meeting-houses. A population will soon be in actual occupation of
California, over which it will be idle for Mexico to dream of dominion. They will necessarily become
independent. All this without agency of our government, without responsibility of our people—
in the natural ﬂow of events, the spontaneous working of principles, and the adaptation of the
tendencies and wants of the human race to the elemental circumstances in the midst of which
they ﬁnd themselves placed. And they will have a right to independence—to self-government—to
the possession of the homes conquered from the wilderness by their own labors and dangers,
sufferings and sacriﬁces—a better and a truer right than the artiﬁcial title of sovereignty in Mexico a
thousand miles distant...

