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Introduction.

Benjamin Franklin’s Diplomacy and the 1783 Traty of Paris

Benjamin Franklin’s diplomacy during the negotiascsurrounding the 1783 Treaty of
Paris has endured over two centuries of scholamymeentary and critique. Initially dispatched
as one of a three-member delegation from the néwlgled United States to France, Franklin
soon emerged as America’s sole commissioner béfer€rench Court. The main assignments
of the American delegation were to create a Frahimerican alliance, to secure munitions for
the ensuing Revolutionary War, and to wrest frontaBr the diplomatic recognition of
American independence. To accomplish these lofafgyd-ranklin needed to devise a shrewd
and farseeing diplomatic strategy. Drawing frompns-revolutionary experiences in London, he
clearly understood that Europe was a continenvydilrempires and ancient rivalries. Franklin
also recognized that international diplomacy oadiin settings surrounded by deceptive
behaviors, questionable loyalties, security breacaed sharp conflicts. Realizing that his
advantageous experience afforded him a speciakstaaeling of imperial diplomacy, Franklin
developed a three-part scheme to extract the gtedteerican entity from a behemoth British
Empire and create a new Atlantic world order. hiistfendeavor involved wrestling control of
the American delegation from the other commissis@ad embellishing his existing celebrity in
Versailles. Once in command, Franklin conscioushy@&America’s interests into the French
political tapestry in a bid to make their aims mdigpendent. This enabled Franklin to stand with
the strength of a French backbone, avert Britaiefgeated amity initiatives to weaken the
crown’s tenacity, and eventually elicit the great@scessions for peace and an independent

United States.



In recent decades, the relevance of revisiting lirais diplomatic activities in France
has benefitted greatly from the enhanced avaitgtwfi original source materials. In 1988, the
Packard Humanities Institute initiated a projectieate a digital database of all available
Franklin documents. To celebrate Franklin's 3@@rthday on January 17, 2006, the Institute
opened a new web site as a practical access pdiné$e materials, many of which were
previously unpublished. To date, this website dostéhirty-seven volumes of published papers
dating from the record of his birth until August, 1482. The collection also contains nine
volumes of unpublished documents dating to hid fetéer addressed to Thomas Jefferson on
April 8, 1790. This has created an unprecedentedsscto Franklin’s intimate thoughts and has

enabled a reevaluation of his life and accompligtise

Franklin’s historiography has diverged signifidgraver the past two centuries. This has
not transpired in a clear and tranquil mannerhindecades following his death, despite much
controversy about his role in the American Revolutihistorians presented his story in a matter-
of-fact fashion. This approach consisted mostlygegbunting events, dates, and results. By the
end of the nineteenth century, historians realzeohklin was a much deeper personality who
deserved a more complete analysis. Neverthelghsr@ughgoing reevaluation of Franklin’s life
and career did not emerge until the second hdtie@fwentieth century as a cadre of intrepid
editors working through the vast Franklin archigallections at the American Philosophical
Society and Yale University began publishing a gssfonally crafted edition of his papers.
Prompted by the availability of many of these pager the first time, a new generation of
historians embarked on a dramatic and unprecedese¢edluation of one of America’s greatest

personalities. This resulted in a complete rebragnadf Franklin’s image. As the twentieth



century ended, Franklin emerged as a complicatesbpality who experienced both triumphs
and failures. These efforts to humanize Franklvehaoincided with the application of new
perspectives on his pivotal diplomatic career. Sofiteese have included recognition of
Franklin as America’s first foreign minister wholjpped shape what became the vast State
Department of the U.S. government. Other bodiededs including the Cold War and the
concept of an “Atlantic World” have provoked nevsessments of how Franklin’s multinational
environment influenced him and how his contribusiom literature, culture, science as well as

diplomacy have influenced the world on a broadatesc

The American delegation to France evolved thrahgke distinct phases. The earliest
consisted of a three-person commission with inftsas from Congress to engage a foreign
court whose willingness to receive them was ungerténowing the magnitude of their mission,
Franklin assessed the abilities of his Americartemporaries and concluded that he alone
possessed the talent and experience to achievestatd goals. To implement his homespun
covert scheme, Franklin took advantage of a vagdefyed mission. This allowed Franklin to
establish his personal residence in Paris as theéduarters of the America delegation and
control the flow of information among his fellowramissioners. As Franklin consolidated his
personal power, the delegation experienced muléplsodes of internal conflict. Franklin was
directly and knowingly responsible for a large pmrtof this infighting that hurt their reputation
and impeded the delegation’s progress. He alsaéghar failed to confront multiple threats to
the commission’s stability and success. The mastlisig was Franklin’s blatant and
lackadaisical approach to protecting sensitiveatiatic information from questionable
associates and suspected spies. Using a chaotiomment to his advantage, Franklin provoked

divisions within the delegation to sideline theeetiveness of his colleagues. A central



component of this strategy rested on the persislipfdmatic failures and professional
embarrassments of fellow commissioner Arthur Ldeesk blunders enabled Franklin to align
himself unofficially with Commissioner Silas Deaagainst the hapless Lee. With Lee removed
and Deane likewise reduced to a limited spherafafence, Franklin could embellish his
already existing celebrity in Versailles. As Corggreontinually amended its instructions to the
increasingly dysfunctional delegation, it becaneackhat the nomination of a sole delegate in
Paris would quell the infighting and create a ggeateasure of accountability. At the urging of
the French ministry, Congress designated Franklitisaminister plenipotentiary in France thus

freeing him to implement the second stage of Ipsodnatic agenda.

Despite Congressional efforts, the problems plagthe delegation continued even after
Franklin became America’s sole delegate beford-tkeach court. This new phase exhibited a
further breakdown of communications that resultedifwhat his associates described as
Franklin’s reckless diplomacy. Despite these aslits, Franklin increasingly imbedded himself
within the fabric of Versailles and managed to nemFrench support. Eventually, suspicions
arose among the other commissioners and memb@&angjress about Franklin’s true loyalties.
To keep an eye on Franklin’s activities Congrespaliched Col. John Laurens as a special agent
both to assist Franklin and to evaluate the elt#esman’s pandering to the French. Franklin
perceived the appointment and potential meddlinganfrens as a none-too-veiled condemnation
of his performance as minister. He thus used theemb as an opportunity to request Congress
for permission to retire because of his advancgey &ongress denied this proposition and
requested that Franklin continue as its sole nanist Paris. By reaffirming his assignment,
Congress in essence preserved the status quo abkéerrranklin to continue his personal style

of diplomacy unchecked and unchanged.



As time passed, it appeared that Franklin waslyng@erforming his perfunctory
ministerial duties without actively advancing Anga’s aims. While this was partially true,
Franklin also was anticipating the diplomatic stgat of the British during the eventual process
of concluding the war. Franklin knew from persoegberience and an understanding of
Europe’s ancient rivalries that Britain would séelsubvert the budding Franco-American
alliance. Realizing the depths of Anglo-French asity from the moment he arrived in France,
Franklin consciously cajoled the Versailles eldée on their guard against the vindictive

British.

On January 2, 1782, the British diplomat Davidtlégrwrote Franklin proposing peace
negotiations between Britain and America withowdrfeh involvement. Franklin sternly rejected
separate negotiations, imbedded himself withinFtech ministry and commenced what
marked the third phase of Franklin’s French inniat This stage included both the ending
hostilities and achieving peace through the netjotiaof the first treaty of the American nation.
During a period of eleven months, Franklin briligmrmanipulated the traditional enmities
between Britain and France, currying the favorasfrewhen needed, and deflecting one against
the other when required. Eventually tired of theg@and costly war, the British unexpectedly
agreed to a set of terms proposed by Franklinlitbaton had previously rejected as
unacceptable. Deftly guiding the process towaravatrable conclusion while remaining behind
the scenes, Franklin manipulated the Spanish, Rrema British ministers to negotiate an end
to hostilities on January 20, 1783. Once Britiskohee was broken without his direct
involvement, Franklin was able to secure the mdsaatageous peace for America. On
September 3, 1783, the definitive peace craftitadiled by Franklin materialized with the

signing of the Treaty of Paris.



Following the conclusion of the treaty, Franklemrained in France for almost two years
engaging in a multitude of interests, includingpatmued banter with the British over various
incarnations of American independence. Franklirresged an interest in a reconciliation
between Britain and America and offered a varid¢tyleas on how to achieve it. He also boldly
offered suggestions about constructing an Atldiatnaily alliance among the former belligerent
powers to form a new union of mutual interests.{dteshis efforts to define the role of a strong
American entity within the evolving Atlantic commtyy Franklin remained removed from the
New World and immersed in the pursuit of his rialr@ean lifestyle. While he fulfilled his
obligation to his country, he was also entertairttigbest options for his impending retirement
and last years of life. Franklin continued bargagnith his British contemporaries with or
without the blessings of the French to define thiiimes of a renewed Anglo-American
rapprochement that would perpetrate an Englishkepgalominion across the North Atlantic
world. It was only after he returned in 1785 to thated States he helped bring into existence
that he realized that Americans valued their inddpace and freedom so much that there was

no realistic hope that he could participate in tngga new confederation of Atlantic nations.



Chapter One:
An Evolving historiography

The historical analysis of Benjamin Franklin haslengone dramatic changes over the
previous two centuries. In the decades followirgydeath, scholars constructed their critiques to
present Franklin as an infallible American heroe Harliest historians presented their
assessments of Franklin in a one-dimensional fashiat championed facts and
accomplishments with no in-depth interpretationhaf events. Leonard Woods’ expansive 1826
biography of Franklin successfully established esmhented this methodology among Franklin
scholars. As the nineteenth century progressethriaas slowly began to question the validity
of this approach, although no significant revisgonioccurred. In 1867, James Parton produced
the dramatic two-volum&he Life and Times of Benjamin Frankiivat served as a reminder to
historians that their craft lacked ingenuity anidical analysis. This prompted a concerted effort
by several important scholars to offer new insigird perspectives to Franklin’s historiography.
Despite this, actual progressed remained limite@pesented by Jeremiah Chaplin’s hero
themed 187@ he Life of Benjamin FranklifThe first significant attempt to modernize
Franklin’s historical legacy occurred in 1899 wigydney George Fisher actively attacked the
failure of his fellow historians to explore Frank strengths and weaknesses and prodiibed
True Benjamin FranklinAs this growing thirst for truth grew within thesorical community, a
backlash against modernization was simultaneousiying. This wave of resistance against
revisionism triumphed when Carl Van Doren produleesdl 938 Pulitzer Prize winning and
remarkably flattering biography titld8ienjamin FranklinThis definitive work paused Franklin’s
historiography for nearly three decades until thbligation of Richard Morris’ 196%he Peace
Makers.Morris’ work was a watershed moment for the hist@arreview of Franklin because he

reinterpreted Franklin’s legacy by applying a hurnamponent to his study. In the ensuing



decades, historians have appeared increasinglgntiesd to dismiss all biases and humanize
Franklin to gain a thorough understanding of hispeal strengths and weaknesses. As
Franklin’s historiography enters its third centumgwly available primary sources have
combined with contemporary perspectives such asdheept of an Atlantic world to produce
unique insights and demonstrate that understantiaglynamic personality is a work in

progress.

In 1826 American Protestant theologian, Leonard W¢quroduced one of the earliest
complete works on Franklin titlethe Life of Benjamin Franklif.his significant publication
helped establish the hero-worship that continuesfieence Franklin’s historiography nearly
two centuries later. Despite the work's extensavgyth, the author failed to present the majority
of his source materials, instead opting to incladexppendix of various writings credited to
Franklin without specific references about theiplagation to the text. Woods began his
biography by tracing Franklin’s lineage back to 8% establish that Franklin came from a line
of great thinkers and inventorg.he author included an anecdote about how thekfnaiamily
were among the first in England to convert to Ftatetism in an effort to inflate their presence
during definitive historical changes. Woods alsmotented how Franklin’s grandfather was a
prominent inventor who devised a contraption duthrgreign of Roman Catholic Mary | that
consisted of a stool that concealed the Frankkmiglish Bible and allowed them to read it
without detection from the Catholic procfowoods clearly intended to paint the Franklin famil

as prominent innovators who stood at the forefodrithe Reformation. This characterization was

! Leonard woods, The Life of Benjamin Franklin: Including a Sketch of the Rise and Progress of the War of
Independence, and of the Various Negotiations at Paris for Peace; with the History of His Political and other
Writings (London: Hunt and Clarke, 1826), 4.

? Ibid., 5-6.



easily applicable to Benjamin Franklin’s later rdibes but righteous actions during the

American Revolution.

Woods’ treatment of Franklin’s diplomatic actiesi demonstrated his calculated
intention to avoid any disparaging references uofaf results and achievements. Of Franklin’'s
first residency in London between 1757 and 1762pWgadiminished Franklin’s role in the
failure of this endeavor by attributing the outcotodritain’s preoccupation with European
events and lack of concern for Pennsylvania pslitd/oods then quickly turned his attention to
more flattering events of the period. He specifichlghlighted that the University of St.
Andrews, the University of Edinburgh, and Oxfordilnsity all awarded Franklin honorary
doctorates during this periddVoods’ strategy of selective presentation was elsdent in his
assessment of Franklin’s brief return to America.atoided the political miscalculations that
cost Franklin his seat in the Pennsylvania Assenmbigivor of promoting the championing of
his efforts by the local anti-proprietary party. @hanalyzing Franklin’s second dispatch to
London, Woods provided a stale chronicle of evants clearly chose to keep Franklin’s role in

the repeal of the Stamp Act at the forefront.

Woods’ treatment of Franklin’s diplomatic endeateirance mirrored his account of
his earlier years in London. The author immediatefyounted in detail how the French ministry
received Franklin and expressed their utmost regpebim. From this vantage point, Woods
focused on the negotiations surrounding the Frakroerican alliance and eventual Treaty of
Paris by presenting a very plain and straightfodwrandition of dates and achievements. Woods
clearly avoided any mention of the public contrewes that surrounded Franklin during this

phase of his public career, instead choosing tatmfranklin’s stature. Woods accomplished

® Ibid., 140.
* Ibid., 146.
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this through a series of anecdotes including anwaoof how British diplomat Richard Oswald
advised the British ministry that “nothing was ® déxpected from Dr. Franklin inconsistent to
his duty to America This pandering to Franklin’s celebrity continuédaughout his
examination of the negotiations and signing of theaty of Paris. Woods concluded his
assessment of the negotiations by describing Frasktiumphant return to America and noted
“he was surrounded by old men, who had petitiorestl/an to live long enough to behold his

return.”® This flattery continued through Woods’ accounEadnklin’s final years.

In 1867, James Parton produced the two voluifeeand Times of Benjamin Franklin.
Parton’s introduction explicitly acknowledged thia¢ central contribution of his study to
Franklin’s historiography was the inclusion and sideration on a larger scale of Franklin’s
1725 philosophical pamphlét Dissertation on Liberty and Necessity, Pleasurd Rain.
Despite this consideration, Parton’s study closelyored Woods’ biography published forty-
one years earlier. The author documented this wiagktly better than Woods’ study by
including sporadic footnotes although most souregenmals remained unclear. Parton began his
examination of Franklin by tracing his lineage backdreds of years to a family of English
blacksmiths. Parton used this to indicate that Iinails ancestors supplied their villages with
iron and therefore were important contributorshis public good.Parton continued by
enhancing Franklin's exceptional personality anscdeed him as a “devouring read&Cnce

establishing Franklin’s exceptionalism, Parton agapthis perspective to all phases of his work.

When examining Franklin’s diplomatic exploits, arrelied heavily on Franklin’s

celebrity to present his account. Parton begaasssssment of Franklin’s first dispatch to

* Ibid., 275.
® Ibid., 289.
7 James Parton, Life and Times of Benjamin Franklin, (Boston: Ticknor and Fields, 1867), 1: 14.
8 L.
Ibid., 44.
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London by highlighting his grand reception at tleei$e of botanist and Fellow of the Royal
Society Peter Collinson. The author used this aotecih construct his study around Franklin’s
stature with the great thinkers and scientistsdandon. Parton‘s overall assessment of Franklin’s
political activities in London was general, and gwthor generously declared Franklin’s
endeavor a partial succesghe remainder of Parton’s first volume followedfklin back to
Philadelphia and then examines his return to Lon8amton’s rendition of these events mirrored

Woods’ in both style and content.

In volume two of this study, Parton championedklia’s notoriety in Paris claiming,
“he came to Paris, to Passy, to Versailles; coatewith ministers, dines with princes, supped
familiarity with the most distinguished ladies, gouldyed for some weeks, the role of first
lion.”*° About Franklin's election by Congress as minigienipotentiary to France, Parton
claimed, “every true friend to America in Parisaiegd in this triumph of Franklin over his
mean, insidious foes™* This dismissal of the other Americans and prommtibFranklin’s
greatness carried through the remainder of Pargiotdy. When addressing the problematic
relations between Franklin and John Adams, Paremidsed Adams by stating, “his jealousy of
Dr. Franklin sometimes amounted to a marifa?arton concluded his examination of the Paris
negotiations by chronicling the events surroundivegsigning of the Treaty of Paris in a matter-

of-fact tone.

In 1876, Jeremiah Chaplin produced a similarlditranal biography of Franklin titled
The Life of Benjamin Franklirthis work clearly indicated that Franklin’s histography had

grown stale by the last quarter of the nineteertitury. Chaplin’s biography mirrored Woods’

9 .
Ibid., 408.
1% James Parton, Life and Times of Benjamin Franklin, (Philadelphia: J.B. Lippincott and Co., 1867), 2: 344.
“ Ibid., 378.
* Ibid., 504.
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and Parton’s work in style, presentation, and plmmumentation of source material. The
importance of this work in the study of Franklitgstoriography is that it represents fifty years

of frozen scholarship between Woods’ contributiod &haplin’s rehashing.

Chaplin began his assessment of Franklin’s diptyntey following Parton’s lead and
highlighting Franklin’s grand welcome by Peter @abn in London. Chaplin asserted that
Franklin was a frugal American who, despite higbsty, kept his attention focused on his
mission®® The author presented Franklin's first endeavdrandon and offered the same
explanation as his fellow historians. He noted #ititough Franklin fervently pursued his duties,
the British were not interested in Pennsylvaniatjosiand failed to engage the mattér.

Chaplin’s account of Franklin’s second diplomassignment to London revealed his flair for
enhancing Franklin’s stature. The author descriraahklin’s responsibilities as “demanding the
highest statesmanship, and in which all his greateslities were to be brought into exercise and
put to the severest test’From here, Chaplin presented Franklin's role i $tamp Act debate

in a precise but stale manner that focused on s\&1t results without much analysis.

Chaplin’s treatment of the Paris negotiations #mzlion the adversity Franklin faced and
championed his diplomatic abilities. Chaplin notieat the struggling colonial army discouraged
French sympathy, and that Franklin’s ability toiagk success in Paris initially appeared
unlikely.*®* Once Chaplin painted a picture of Franklin theemdg, he relied heavily on
Franklin’s celebrity to demonstrate how the FraAeoerican alliance came to fruition. Chaplin

noted how “Franklin and his fellow commissionergeviormally introduced to the King but

 Jeremiah Chaplin, The Life of Benjamin Franklin (Boston: D. Lothrop and Co., 1876), 222.
“ Ibid., 228.
' Ibid., 250.
'® Ibid., 341.



13

Franklin was the center of attentioH.Chaplin’s approach to highlight Franklin’s repigatand
focus on his reception heavily diminished his #piio analyze the roles the other American
commissioners played. Chaplin also ignored anyroeatsies or suspicions that surrounded
Franklin during this period in favor of promotingshnfallibility stating that Congress “showed
their entire confidence in his ability and integrit® This hero worship and lack of analysis
continued throughout Chaplin’s account of the pgaoeess and the signing of the Treaty of

Paris.

By the end of the nineteenth century, historiaesawbegan to criticize Franklin’s
traditional historiography, although they actedhwigstraint. Sydney George Fisher and his
biographyThe True Benjamin Franklichallenged this caution in 189@ this work, Fisher
explicitly alerted the reader to how Franklin’sdeg became a creation of historians. In the
work’s preface, Fisher compared Franklin’s legaxthtat of George Washington. He noted that
both individuals suffered from the myth making thahed them into abstract qualities and
avoided the “eternal truths of human natufeRischer then proceeded to explain how this
applied to each of them. He noted that historiaeated Washington’s myth by ignoring
personal habits and traits, instead building hita anpolitical and military phenomenon. The
author then contended that the legacy of Frankioiueed the same treatment. Fisher highlighted
that historians frequently ignored components ahklin’s personality while exaggerating other
aspects® The author concluded that Franklin “has been nidlifnto an impossible prodigy™

Despite this, Fisher predicted that the human sfd&anklin was bound to shine through

Y Ibid., 342-3.

*® Ibid., 361.

9 Sydney George Fischer, The True Benjamin Franklin (Philadelphia: J.B. Lippincott Company, 1899), 5.
“ Ibid., 7.

! Ibid., 8.
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because “the human in him was so interlaced weldiliine that the one dragged the other into

the light.”*

Fisher’s analysis of Franklin’s diplomatic actieg& was unique for his time. The author
devoted an entire chapter to Franklin’s first dishao London and titled it “Difficulties and
Failures in England The author explicitly declared that Franklin’s nigsto change
Pennsylvania into a royal province failed. He ndteat Franklin did not push the issue, and the
king did not entertain the notidi Fisher consciously balanced this account by dsgefat
despite Franklin’s failure, he did possesses netdilomatic skills. Fisher provided examples
of how Franklin “gave those famous answers whidie@eed his reputation more than any one
act of his life, except, perhaps, his experimerthfie kite.** An example used by Fisher was
Franklin’s response to a suspicious question frdnitssh minister about whether he was
acquainted with Newfoundland to which Franklin aessd, “l was never theré™

Fisher titled chapter nine “The Embassy to Fraamae Its ScandalsAt this point,

Fisher’s treatment of Franklin became more pers@mal the author highlighted Franklin’s
personal insecurities and his feeling that he vi@d,and good for nothing®® Despite this
rhetoric, Fisher noted that Franklin readily aceéptis dispatch to France and included several
flattering anecdotes. Fisher noted that the Freasponded to Franklin’s arrival with enthusiasm
and adoration that they never had afforded andthesrican?’ He contended that it turned into

extravagant worship, and they embellished evergildetgarding Franklin and even altered his

2 bid., 7.

> bid., 231.
** |bid., 234.
* bid., 235.
*® |bid., 271.
7 bid., 272.
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age by four years to inflate his accomplishméhi3espite this flattery, Fisher's work remained

remarkably balanced given the period of its puliloca

Fisher's most dramatic challenge to the estaldishstoriography was his analysis of the
Franco-American alliance. The author stunninglekied Franklin’s role in the event. He
noted, “this treaty, which secured the successiofevolution by giving us the assistance of a
French army and fleet, was the result of unforessents, and was not obtained by the labors of
Franklin or those of any of the commissionetsThe author contended that France desired to
align with the colonists but refrained from doirguntil the revolution’s tide turned against the
British. The author credited France’s decisionoia the colonists to Burgoyne’s surrender to
American General Gates at Philadelpfli@his assessment reflected a growing trend and
directly contrasted with Woods, Parton, and Chaphaio all asserted that the alliance resulted
from Franklin’s celebrity and diplomatic skills.

Fisher also examined the rift between John AdamdsFaianklin to demonstrate that
Franklin’s history was more than dates and accahplents. Fisher noted that after Adams
arrived in France he immediately took issue with ¢thmate that he encountered. The author
guoted Adams’ description of Franklin as, “a grgaius, a great wit, a great humorist, a great
satirist, and a great politician is certain, thatwas a great philosopher, a great moralist, and a
great statesman is more questionabté=isher used this quotation that included bothseraind
condemnation to demonstrate that Franklin was gptexrpersonality who possessed both

strengths and weaknesses.

*® |bid., 273.
* |bid., 299.
*%|bid., 301.
*Ibid., 307.
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In 1931, on the two hundred and twenty-fifth ammsary of Franklin’s birththe
Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biograiuplished “The Public Career of Benjamin
Franklin: A Life of Service” by Herman V. Ames, vahi directly addressed Franklin’s evolving
historiography in his introduction and chastisedeothistorians for their failure to present a
balanced assessment of Franklin. The author descRhbanklin’s historical caricature as that of
a demi-god and argued that historians needed t@hizen Franklin to understand who he was as
a person. Despite this convincing appeal, Ame&lanvas brief and vague and contributed little
to Franklin’s scholarship.

Ames’ examination of Franklin’s two diplomatic agsments to London were identical
to the interpretations offered by Woods, Partow, @haplin. The author hastily mentions
Franklin’s first endeavor to London and offeredsyathesis of the events. Instead, Ames
focused on Franklin’s second dispatch to Britaid presented him as a celebrity who “was the
defender of not only of the rights of Pennsylvamig of America in generaf®® This premise
remained consistent throughout the article’s bagfount of Franklin’s role in the repeal of the
Stamp Act. Ames’ discussion of Franklin’s diploneatiission to France was equally brief and
unanalytical. The author avoided mentioning anytimwersies or troubled relations during the
negotiations in favor of championing Franklin’s girgess. Ames stated of Franklin “it was he
who was instrumental in bringing about the alliandén France.?® This flattery continued
throughout Ames’ assessment of the signing of gimtive peace and the remainder of
Franklin’s life.

As the early twentieth century progressed, hiatwiincreasingly acknowledged that

Franklin’s historiography lacked depth and balamespite this revisionist rhetoric, the

> Herman V. Ames, “The Public Career of Benjamin Franklin: A Life of Service” The Pennsylvania Magazine
of History and Biography, 55, no. 2 (1931), 200.
* Ibid., 204.
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traditional historical interpretations remainedvaent. These calls for humanizing Franklin
temporarily ceased when in 1938 literary criticlG&an Doren produced the Pulitzer Prize
winning Benjamin FranklinThis monumental biography presented Franklin as the
accomplished, selfless American genius whose unmvay®yalty to the colonies embodied
enormous virtue. Van Doren’s pivotal study guidegliarter century of Franklin scholarship and
inadvertently inspired the next generation of histts to champion the revisionist agenda.

Van Doren channeled Woods and Parton among odinerbegan his biography by
tracing Franklin’s lineage to a line of notableiinduals. The author focused on one ancestor of
Franklin named Thomas who was a talented blacksamithalso served as clerk of the county
court, a lawyer, a conveyance, who participateotiirer aspects of public businééa/an Doren
used this individual to establish the greatnesb@franklin family and noted that Thomas
“seems a kind of first draft of the great FranKIfdOnce Van Doren established Franklin's
exceptionalism, his biography never wavered froim prerception.

Van Doren explained the failure of Franklin’s filBplomatic mission to Britain as the
result of circumstances he could not control. Tier consistently diminished Franklin’s role
in favor of other miscues including an instance rgthtbe British ministers disregarded
documents presented by Franklin from the Pennsidvassembly because they were difficult to
understand® Van Doren concluded that despite Franklin’s tselefforts, to the British he “was
merely the agent of a remote colony squabbling itstproprietors.*’ Van Doren’s examination
of Franklin’s second dispatch to London employestraightforward approach to the events. This

included his evaluation of Franklin’s famous miscgtion regarding the administration of the

** carl Van Doren, Benjamin Franklin (New York: The Viking Press, 1938), 4.
*Ibid., 4.

** Ibid., 273.

* Ibid., 283.
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Stamp Act, the negative reaction among the colsnastd Franklin’s eventual testimony before
the House of Commons that helped effect the measappeal. Van Doren concluded by
attributing the Stamp Act’s repeal to Franklin’'sqeasive abilities declaring, “no other man
alive could have delivered the argument as Frardkitii’

Van Doren’s account of Franklin in France espoubedraditional interpretations
reflected in the work of Woods, Parton, and Chaplian Doren championed Franklin’s
manipulation of France’s fears about America’s ptié reconciliation with Britain to facilitate
the Franco-American alliance. The author diministiedpresence of the other American
delegates and declared “Franklin had won a diplantampaign equal in results to Saratogja.”
When discussing the signing of the preliminarycées for peace between Britain and America,
Van Doren significantly downplayed the fact thag #greement occurred without French
involvement, violated the American commissionersh@ressional instructions, and insulted
America’s foreign ally. Van Doren instead statedl thranklin’s celebrity with the French eased
all tensions, and French minister Vergennes beliétreey had done well for their country and
by securing their independence had overcome adiffobstacle to the general peateThe
author’s assessment indicated that even the Fieglehved that Franklin knew what was best for
the Paris negotiations. Van Doren’s account ofsigaing of the Treaty of Paris was similarly
flattering and straightforward. The author conclities analysis of Paris with an assessment of
Franklin’s selfless patriotism noting “but whercégme to making terms of peace Franklin’s
instinct was towards the completest independenderwrica from all of Europe? Van
Doren’s work dominated a quarter century of Franktholarship and remains a hallmark of

Franklin’s historiography.

* Ibid., 593
* Ibid., 695.
% |bid., 699.
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In 1965, Richard B. Morris producddhe Peace Makers: The Great Powers and
American Independenceéhis study chronicled the personalities of those whgotiated the
Treaty of Paris. By examining how the charactefmainklin and the other diplomats shaped
these events, Morris placed human nature at tloeeetar of the negotiations. This approach
rippled throughout the historical community andpinsd other historians to approach the subject
using similar perspectives. This revisionist movateame to define Franklin’s historiography
during the latter twentieth century.

Morris separated Franklin from the other delegatesdevoted an entire chapter solely
to his exploits. The author claimed, “there waswli®enjamin Franklin a certain suppleness and
depth that set him apart from his two more unbemdimd less complicated colleagues in the
peacemaking™ Morris examined Franklin’s diplomatic tactics amighlighted several instances
of behavior that contrasted with the establishedqe of Franklin the righteous and selfless
patriot. The author recounted how after Frankliowimgly allowed his personal notes to fall
into the hands of the British, he created and tated a false excerpt frothe Boston
Independent Chronicldetailing how British officials compensated Amarcindians for
scalping colonists to create a diversion from hafgssional blunder. Morris also examined how
Franklin’s personal interests possibly affectedfaihful execution of his official duties. The
author detailed how during the Paris negotiatiarsmKin secretly retained his investments in
the business syndicate that constituted the prabBs&sh colony of Vandalia in present day
Kentucky and West Virginia. Morris concluded thihaugh no concrete evidence exists that
this influenced Franklin’s actions, there was siremidence suggesting that Franklin would

benefit financially if the British maintained coaltof the company. Citing such entanglements,

* Richard Morris, The Peacemakers: The Great Powers and American Independence (New York: Harper
and Row, 1965), 248.
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Morris claimed, “Franklin was the one member of eace delegation about whom there might
be a suspicion of a conflict of intere&t.”

Morris evaluated Franklin’s personality and atitdd much of the friction between the
American commissioners to his demeanor. The auled how Franklin’s colleagues
complained of his “saltiness, his ribald streak, Ioing spells of apathy and inattention to

correspondence, his reticence, and his inscrutedyes.*

Morris also clearly painted Franklin

as a pessimist who felt disdain for his fellow méhe author quoted Franklin’s referring to
humanity as “more easily provoked than reconcitedre disposed to do mischief to each other
than to make reparation, much more easily decdivad undeceived, and having more pride and
even pleasure in killing than begetting one anotfieThese abrasive character traits contrasted
with the traditional Franklin persona of the dilggpatriotic genius. This approach helped
differentiate Morris’ study from the work of hisgatecessors and his influence on other
historians was readily apparent.

In 1972, Cecil B. Currey produced the unique ardarkably daring for its tim€ode
Number 72/ Benjamin Franklin: Patriot or Sgyurrey’s study argued that Franklin used his
fickle diplomacy to effect his personal gains andmntee his own viability regardless of the
outcome of the American Revolution. This premiset@sted with almost two centuries of
Franklin’s historical consideration and actuallyegtioned Franklin’s patriotism. Through a
careful reevaluation of the letters and papersrahKin and his fellow diplomats and associates,

Currey revisited many of the controversies thatonians traditionally averted in hopes of

exploring who Franklin really was.

* Ibid., 249.
“ Ibid.
* Ibid., 250.
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Currey'’s treatment of Franklin in France was utdiang and accusatory. The author
began by stating that although Franklin signifibaatded the American cause, “there is reason
to suspect that this was not his primary purposkismission to Franceé'”Currey claimed that
historians have created the myth that Franklin avagan of virtue by suppressing any claims to
the contrary, particularly those of his closesbagges. The author then extensively provided
examples of the other American delegates in Frainese opinions of Franklin were anything
but flattering. The author cited Adams’ repeatdthmmatory comments about Franklin and
noted that Lee felt Franklin was dangerous and&b#pof any wickednesé§®Currey suggested
that Franklin assisted the British in their aims aited the security breaches in Paris as
evidence. The author stated, “if Benjamin Frankas innocent of complicity in the British
spying operations, then the information leakagenfhis embassy is incomprehensibté.”
Currey supported his notion with a detailed accairthe amount of Franklin’s official reports
and personal correspondence that are in the BAtishives. By suggesting that Franklin was
disloyal, disliked, and possibly incompetent, Cuisecaricature of him differed greatly from the
adulation afforded to this founding father by poais historians.

As the twentieth century ended, historians comtthto revisit Franklin and offer new
interpretations of his legacy. In 1996, David T.rglan producedhe Devious Dr. Franklin,
Colonial Agent: Benjamin Franklin’s Years in Londdfiorgan’s examination of Franklin’s
diplomatic activities of this era presents Frankdéha multilayered personality who wavered

between selfless ambitions and self-serving tendenErom this premise, Morgan recounted

* Cecil B. Currey, Code Number 72/ Benjamin Franklin: Patriot or Spy? (London: Prentice Hall
International, Inc., 1972), 9.

** Ibid., 11.

* Ibid., 13.
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Franklin’s diplomatic experiences in London witkblaar intention to demonstrate how
Franklin’s duality showed through his activities.

Morgan used Franklin’s first dispatch to Londoelseg a Royal status for Pennsylvania
to demonstrate how a personal vendetta could fgeddtions. The author claimed that Franklin
personally despised Pennsylvania proprietor ThdPess and concealed the fact that a royal
government in Pennsylvania could threaten thetig®pf its citizens because he was dedicated
to defeating Penn at all costs. Although Franklmission faltered, Morgan used this deception
to argue that Franklin’s animosity towards the Pmily motivated him to “say whatever he
had to say and do whatever he had to do to actiieouster.*® Despite this, Morgan
concluded that Franklin’s ultimate loyalties restath the United States. The author cited
Franklin’s estrangement from and partial disintarde of his son William because of his
loyalist activities as proof that above all elsariklin “cast his lot with the colonie$®

Also in 1996, Robert Middlekauff produc&gnjamin Franklin and his Enemida/ritten
from the perspective of Franklin’s adversariess thork explored the human component of this
historical titan by examining how the emotionsfd, hate, scorn, and anger drove Franklin and
his colleagues. Middlekauff applied these sentimémevaluate how they affected Franklin’s
actions during the colonial and revolutionary pcéitthat defined his life. Additionally,
Middlekauff analyzed these emotions and actiorteéncontext of a revolution during which
politics and passion combined to produce intengaasities.

Middlekauff devoted his first chapter to evalugtimhich qualities Franklin possessed

that contributed to his popularity. The author doded that Franklin’s warmth and natural

*® David T. Morgan, The Devious Dr. Franklin, Colonial Agent: Benjamin Franklin’s Year in London (Macon,
Ga: Mercer University Press, 1996), 68.
* Ibid., 251.
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curiosity combined with “his generosity and largemef Spirit” to attract admirer$.
Middlekauff then examined how these qualities eaff@nklin enemies among other powerful
personalities of his era because “these men diskkgone larger than themselvéSOnce
Middlekauff established how Franklin’s dynamic merality could invoke adulation or ire
depending on the individual, he focused on four &eyersaries of Franklin. The first was
Thomas Penn and Franklin’s first dispatch to Londdre central theme of this section rested on
the well-known animosity between Franklin and Pand Middlekauff predictably argued that
Franklin acted irrationally out of his personalredtfor Penn. Middlekauff attributed Franklin’s
problematic relationship with Arthur Lee to the Idimat’s belief that Franklin was corrupt and
not trustworthy because of Franklin’s propensitytthhold informatior? The author then
addressed American politician Ralph Izard’s trodlykdationship with Franklin and argued that
Izard disliked Franklin because Franklin was marevgrful and he wanted to acquire Franklin’'s
pivotal role in the Paris negotiatiorsMiddlekauff concluded his work by examining the
relationship between Franklin and John Adams. Tileax concluded that Adams’ vanity
naturally caused him to seek quarrels, and Fraskiipaque approach to diplomacy played
perfectly into his combative tendencés.

Over the last two centuries, historians have bothanticized and castigated Franklin’s
legacy. As the twenty-first century dawned, histos have increasingly included new ideas and
perspectives into their scholarship of this Amarian. A prominent example of this is Jack

Fruchtman Jr.’s 2006 studitlantic Cousins: Benjamin Franklin and his Visiop&riends.By

*% Robert Middlekauff, Benjamin Franklin and his Enemies, (Los Angeles: University of California Press,
1996), 21.

*!1bid., 23
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applying the concept of an Atlantic world, Fruchtmexplored Franklin’s role in the circulation
of scientific, political, philosophical, and mediei ideas throughout the Atlantic. Fruchtman’s
methodology involved examining Franklin’s role Be tonnective tissue among the great liberal
thinkers of America, Britain, and France. By dividihis approach into three separate
dominions, Fruchtman effectively demonstrated Evanklin’s contributions, influences and
presence embodied the concept of an Atlantic pafdpn

Fruchtman began by centering Franklin in the gngpAmerican abolitionist movement.
The author detailed how Franklin published the-alavery writings of George Whitefield and
served as an intermediary between Whitfield andaBaiphia schoolmaster and abolitionist
Anthony Benezet, who founded a school in Philadealfdr free black children. Benezet wrote to
English abolitionist Granville Sharp persuading hanntroduce himself to Franklin who resided
in London at the time. This effectively united tigolitionist efforts of the English-born
Whitefield and Sharp with those of the French-bBemezet and America’s Franklin to create an
Atlantic web of morality. Fruchtman attributed tlsisnnection to Franklin’s eventual role in the
Pennsylvania abolitionist society and his effootpérsuade Congress to abolish the institution.
Fruchtman then expanded Franklin’s abolitionist aad linked him to Philadelphia physician
Benjamin Rush. Fruchtman recounted Rush’s prolfick and future leadership in the
Pennsylvania abolitionist society. The author astailed Franklin’s relationship with Thomas
Paine and his role in Paine’s immigration to Amarieruchtman then recounted how Paine
affected the American Revolution and credited Fliartky noting, “Thomas Paine was a

spiritual cousin of Benjamin Franklin®

> Jack Fruchtman Ir., Atlantic Cousins: Benjamin Franklin and his Visionary Friends (New York: Thunder’s
Mouth Press, 2005), 54.
*® Ibid., 137.
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Fruchtman applied this same strategy to Frankbther noticeable relationships,
including his connective presence between Welslogdpher Richard Price and English
theologian and political theorist Joseph Priestléys linked Franklin to the circulation of Price
and Priestley’s ideas about religious dissenttipalireformation, and their respective scientific
exploits in mathematics and chemistry. From hereclitman examined Franklin’s association
with several other prominent personalities. Fruarnmecounted how scientist Jean-Paul Marat
actively sought Franklin’s endorsement in his lmddcceptance into the Royal Academy of
Sciences. Franklin was unimpressed with his wookyéver and Marat’s efforts failed.
Fruchtman noted that this caused Marat to giverupi® scientific research and focus on politics
where he gained infamy during the French Revolutiwaochtman also analyzed Franklin’s
troubled relationship with German Physician Franmteh Mesmer and Franklin’s notable
dismissal of him as a “charlatarf”

Fruchtman concluded his examination of Franklftsntic influence by examining how
his political exploits in America survived him amdluenced his associates. He detailed how the
French revolutionaries Marquis de Condorcet andules:-Pierre Brissot greatly admired
Franklin’s public and philosophical contributiospecifically the unicameral Pennsylvania
legislature that Franklin helped create throughstia¢e’s constitution. Fruchtman used this setup
to demonstrate Franklin’s Atlantic presence wheddtailed how after the French Revolution
Thomas Paine, Condorcet, and Brissot collaboratédathers to draft the 1793 French
constitution that mirrored Pennsylvania’s stateiemant. By detailing this, Fruchtman

demonstrated the true presence of Franklin’s fingetr on the Atlantic world.

>’ Ibid., 204.
*% |bid., 231.
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As Franklin’s historiography enters the twentysficentury, historians appear dedicated
to thoroughly reevaluating this American icon thghuhe application of new perspectives and
use of previously obscure primary sources. This please of scholarship has built from the
details documented during Franklin’s earliest histd consideration and applied the revelations
discovered through repeated revisions to intetpeetole in a broader context. These new
methodologies and perspectives can be combinexptmse more fully and accurately Franklin’s

true fingerprint on America, Europe, and the enAitiantic world.



Chapter Two:
The Falsity of Pretended Friends.

From the beginning of the American Revolution, @antinental Congress poorly
conceived the mission it wanted the American deélegdo France to carry out when its
members arrived in France. Congressional instrastiacked clarity and were open to a variety
of interpretations. This necessitated the passagribiple congressional amendments to
elucidate their intentions during the next thirtpmths. A fundamental flaw was the
appointment of three ministers before the Frenehtcdhis created a triple-headed monster with
three personalities that drove the commissionevgoti at conflicting aims. The circumstances
the delegates encountered in Paris also exacertheieghredicament. The Americans found
themselves immersed in an environment saturatddseiturity breaches and uncertain loyalties.
In the center of this almost predictable chaosgs®enjamin Franklin. After the dynamics of the
delegation became apparent, Franklin concludednghatrobably alone possessed the knowledge
and ability to accomplish the American mission @iy This belief stemmed from Franklin’s
advantageous prerevolutionary experiences in Braditics and his unique understanding of
the Atlantic world. Franklin surmised that thesseds would best equip him to achieve a Franco-
American alliance against the British and procheedreatest amount of foreign aid for the
American Revolution. Knowing that his associatethAr Lee and Silas Deane lacked these vital
strengths, Franklin developed a strategy to condiglae commission so he could dictate how it
would operate. This entailed forming an alliancéhve controllable Deane against the more
adversarial Lee who exacerbated the commissionik Wwough a persistent series of diplomatic
blunders. Once he effectively silenced both Lee@edne, Franklin enjoyed an enhanced
presence and existing celebrity in Versailles tnpote his hegemony before the royal court.

Despite the eventual procurement of an impressigado-American alliance, the commission
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remained problematic and increasingly provokedrief Congress. In an effort to streamline
the delegation, Congress eventually replaced Dbgrlee appointment of John Adams, and at
the suggestion of the French ministry chose Frarddi America’s sole delegate in Paris. Once
achieving this designation, Franklin embarked omission of his own interpretation to extract
America from the British Empire to the advantagéhef emerging United States and cement his

prestige within the newly configured Atlantic warld

On September 26, 1776, Congress secretly appdingetklin and Thomas Jefferson to
join Silas Deane in Paris as commissioners to teadh royal court. Their mission was to secure
a Franco-American alliance against the British. Tdays later Congress issued instructions that
were flexible by design. They directed the comnoissrs to use every means in their power to
secure a military alliance with the France. Thisnged the commissioners the power to relax
their demands “to enlarge their OffersThese directions contained a list of munitionseoure
including “twenty or thirty thousand Muskets and/baets, and a large supply of Ammunition,
and Brass Field Piece$Congress further directed the commissioners taiolpublic
acknowledgement of United States sovereignty bl bogé French court and the British
Parliament This directive also detailed the expected condithe commissioners and defined
their compensation. The commissioners were toitiveehumble manner that supported the
dignity of their public charactérThe American delegates also were to keep a rexfditeir

expenses and promised that “a handsome allowancgbte to each of them as compensation

! Continental Congress to Benjamin Franklin, Silas Deane and Arthur Lee, instructions, September 24,
1776, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R. Cohn,
http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 6, 2014).
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for their time, trouble, risqué, and serviceThis initial approach contained two flaws that
almost ensured a period of chaos. By directingctimamissioners to use all powers at their
disposal, they issued a boundless instruction. pitugided a justification for a variety of

political misdirected behaviors that were diffictdtnegate. The directive also authorized the
delegation to modify American demands to achieeg toals. This provided the commissioners
with a vast defense for failing to adhere to thastructions or perhaps engage in activities that

contrasted with their stated objectives.

Five days before to Franklin’s departure from Rielahia, Congress issued another
directive. This guideline focused primarily on dipiatic issues. Congress instructed the
commissioners to seek the diplomatic recognitioaroindependent United States by any willing
European powet Congress also directed the commissioners to pursates of peace and
commerce with other European states without jeopiagitheir desired paramount alliance with
France’ Despite the directives’ general specificationsngless clearly stipulated that all
agreements carried out on behalf of the UnitedeStand a foreign state must avoid any favored

nation agreements and “be equal and reciprdcal.”

On September 26, Congress drafted a five-poiritbkaf a proposed peace between
Britain and the United States as a guide for tharagssioners. Unlike their instructions
regarding foreign diplomacy, these stipulationsensggrecific and demanding. The outline’s
central goal was to demand a desired statementtitermother country: “Great Britain shall

renounce and disclaim all pretense of right or auitynto govern in any of the United States of

> Ibid.

® Continental Congress to Benjamin Franklin, Silas Deane and Arthur Lee, Instructions, October 22, 1776,
in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R. Cohn, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp
(accessed April 6, 2014).
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America.” Following this proposed declaration, the draftteamed five other stipulations
desired in any peace treaty. The first addressetetial protections afforded to foreign
ambassadors in event of capttft€ongress included an expression of its desireatiigiclared
peace would establish and expand commerce betwaamBand the United States. The sketch
also proposed paying £100,000 annually over onéreaghnyears to Britain to alleviate all
financial discrepancies resulting from America’sdit from the empir&" Another provision
addressed Franklin personally and his connectidritain. It stipulated that following an
agreed peace Franklin might freely travel to Britahere he had friends “particularly among the
best writers and ablest speakers in both housBariament.*> The remaining two points
reiterated America’s goal of entering into a forrakilance with France and its intention to
purchase their new country because taking thebgrmbnquest would cost moteAfter

solemnly considering the role he could play in Arcegs first diplomatic mission abroad,
Jefferson submitted a request to Congress for degahfrom the American delegation to France.

Congress accepted his proposal and elected Artbeitdreplace him.

The secretive nature of Franco-American relatiwas evident before Franklin’s
departure. On October 1, Franklin and Pennsylvammahgressional delegate Robert Morris
submitted a report to the Committee of Secret Gpuadence detailing how Arthur Lee had

previously secured a secret arms deal from thechreourt worth £200,000 sterlif§The

? Continental Congress to Benjamin Franklin, Thomas Jefferson and Silas Deane, September 26, 1776, in
The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R. Cohn, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp
(accessed April 6, 2014).
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cryptic nature of this agreement revealed an ingporbbstacle for Franklin and the other
commissioners. During the arms negotiation, the¢heexpressed sympathy for the American
cause but declared their intention to avoid cotflit response, Franklin and Morris argued that
this deal must remain secret for four key reasbtost importantly, if their enemies learned of it
they could intercept potential future shipmentssiBes, disclosing the deal might jeopardize
subsequent assistance from the already reluctantckr Another reason for concealing the
transaction was the belief that Congress contaimednany talkative members and secrecy was
virtually impossible. Franklin and Morris concludéidht because Morris belonged to all the
committees regarding importing and receiving, tiveas no necessity for informing the entire
Congress? This affair was indicative of the clandestine ig&that came to define the delegation
throughout the entire mission. It established Hiardnd Lee’s willingness to withhold

information from Congress and proved that membe@omgress might employ similar tactics.

On October 27, Franklin embarked on his journelyramce boarding the warship
Reprisal After thirty days at sea the ship arrived at @uim Bay off the west coast of France,
where Franklin remained for several days awaitafg passage to larfilUpon leaving the ship,
Franklin quietly familiarized himself with his seundings. This involved traveling incognito
and avoiding any “publick charactet.’Franklin’s primary concern at this point was his

uncertainty if the French court was willing to reeedelegates from Congre¥sHe also

* Ibid.
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expressed concern over the commissioner’s potdote&inbarrass the French and “subject

ourselves to the hazard of a disgraceful refuSal.”

Upon reaching Paris, Franklin received discouragienyys from the American Committee
of Secret Correspondence. They warned of Britigntmgintending “to prevent European
Powers, but France more especially, from giving Acaeaid in this war? This dispatch also
alerted Franklin to lapses in security. The conesitievealed that the secretary of Congress
misplaced a copy of their directions instructingrthto negotiate with other courts besides
France. The committee advised, “we think it is 13saey to mention this to you, lest the paper
should have got into the wrong hand5At this early point in his venture to France, Fdan
realized his diplomatic advantage over his collesgl.ee and Deane clearly lacked comparable
experiences to Franklin in the European politibakter, and Congress obviously was ill

prepared to engage in such complicated matters.

On December 23, Franklin, Deane, and Lee annouthegdpresence to the French
foreign minister Charles Gravier, the Comte de ¥arges and requested an audience to present
their credentials and propose an alliaffcéhe commissioners advised that out of respecy, the
were requesting an accord with the French firstD@nember 28, the Americans communicated
to the Spanish diplomat Pedro Pablo Abarca de BtteaConde de Aranda offering their

personal respects and announcing their intenti@ultovate the friendship of the Spanish

 Ibid.
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court?® This maneuver by the delegation was actually ptereaOn January 1, 1777, The
Committee of Secret Correspondence wrote to Framidorming him that the Continental
Congress voted to instruct the delegation to nagmt treaty with the court of SpaftBefore
receiving the correspondence, Franklin wrote thegZess on January 4 reporting his respectful
audiences with the Comte de Vergennes and the Giméeanda and their consideration of the

American proposal for alliancg.

Aside from his public activities, Franklin interadtwith various merchants, private
citizens and intellectuals throughout Paris. Onthese individuals was French merchant
Jacques-Donatien Leray de Chaumont. By early Jgantiey developed a business relationship
centered on Chaumont’s merchant connections atlityabiacquire vessef€ As the two
became more acquainted, it became apparent thaktlifraeeded suitable quarters. On January
28, Chaumont proposed that Franklin relocate t¢doi®l de Valentinois in Passy under five
stipulations?” The first two indicated that Franklin and any flgnmember would pay the sum
of six francs for each dinner served for their ensitay?® They also agreed that Franklin would
pay six livres for each friend who dined with hifiThe final two addressed other dining issues

and Franklin’s obligations to provide wine and &pito hotel visitors® When Franklin entered

2 The American Commissioners to the Conde de Aranda, December 28, 1776, in The Papers of Benjamin
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this agreement, he secured both a permanent residenhimself and established the primary
location for American activities in France. Thiaswone of Franklin’s first efforts to position

himself at the center of the delegation and asseitontrol over the negotiations.

Although Franklin’s experience in international ldimacy was advantageous for the
delegation, he was not immune to miscalculatiorsnldin’s first significant mistake was his
role in inviting spies into the delegation's adrsirative operations. During his tenure in London,
Franklin befriended a well-connected Massachudetta-physician named Edward Bancroft.
Through Bancroft, Franklin gained valuable inforrmatabout those around him. As Deane
prepared to leave for France in March 1776, Frankitructed him via the Committee of Secret
Correspondence to write a letter and secure a ngeeith Bancroft “on the score of an old
acquaintance® This was so that Deane could obtain informatioou@lBritain. To ensure
Bancroft’'s attention, Franklin advised Deane tarfitehim a small bill to defray his expenses in
coming to you.?? By June 1776, Deane confirmed to Franklin ancctramittee that he was
traveling from Bordeaux to Paris to meet Dr. Baftcand planned to dispatch letters

accordingly®®

Bancroft was loyal to Franklin in London but wasah friend of former New Hampshire
council member turned British spy Paul Wentwdftithrough this connection, the British

unofficially recruited Bancroft following Franklis’departure in 1775.0nce Franklin arrived

*1 The Committee of Secret Correspondence to Silas Deane, instructions, March 3, 1776, in The Papers of
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in Paris in December 1776, Wentworth entered irfftrmal agreement for Bancroft to work as a
British agent® Once Bancroft sold his loyalties, he compromigetl/American mission. The

first significant breach came when Bancroft segretipied a correspondence between Robert
Morris and Silas Deane dated December 20, 1776n Encs letter, the British Secret Service
learned of American shipping, sensitive war infotiorg and details about the depreciation of
American currency’ The letter also contained specific information @ttteade between France
and the United Staté8 Additionally, Bancroft forwarded his British comta copies of the
congressional appointments of the commissioneffgrden’s request for dismissal, and other

instructions regarding the missioh.

As Franklin settled into his home at Passy, thaerogssioners waited on a response from
the Comte de Vergennes. During this period of uaa#y, the Americans realized that their
system of communications was flawed. On March 4ctimamissioners wrote to the Committee
of Secret Correspondence complaining that "the wainttelligence affects the cause of the
United States in every department, what accountgio&ffairs arrive in Europe at all comes
thro’ the hands of our enemie®. The American’s were more correct than they knelsoAlated
March 4, Bancroft wrote Franklin a lengthy lettetalling his pivotal role in their
communications. He mentioned his possession ofptscand other books, along with monthly

reviews for Deane, letters he was forwarding fraraous individuals to them, a packet of
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government dispatches and newspaper articles ipdsisessioft: Although the commissioners
were unaware of Bancroft's deception, they acteifl thgy feared their surroundings. On a trip
to Madrid, Arthur Lee wrote to Franklin that hegped halfway “in order to negotiate with more
secrecy, there appears to be more timidity hene with you.” This demonstrates that loyalties

were always suspect, even between and among thecamelelegates.

By March 1, Franklin had fully established his tigaarters in Passy.During this early
period, he remained close to his residence andgieailly traveled to Paris. Franklin described
his routine as, “I am now removed to Passi [sig},dam almost every day at Hotel d’Hambourg
with Mr. Deane.** As the Americans awaited word from the courts rafiée and Spain, they
again addressed the problems within their missiorthe Committee of Secret Correspondence,
the commissioners wrote, “It is now more than fouanths from Mr. Franklin’s departure from
Philadelphia, and not a line from thence writtercsithat time has hitherto reached either of
your commissioners in Europ&'The letter reiterated that the only informatioaytheceived
regarding America came through British sources. ddramissioners stated that such ignorance

“makes us appear small in the eyes of the peopte bad is prejudicial to our negotiatioris.”

During this period, the commissioners became ameckwith the futility of their

mission. They acknowledged their civil treatment tmmplained that the French court refrained
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from openly receiving them to avoid “giving umbrageEngland.*” The commissioners were
further concerned following a response from therBfacourt. Lee informed Franklin and
Deane that the Spanish diplomat the Duke de Grinagkkd him not to come to Madrid but
promised to aid them “as far as his own situatidhpermit.”*® This assistance rested on Lee’s
ability to secure credit from the Conde d’Arnadeotigh Dutch bankers and greatly complicated

matters*®

In an effort to address the apparent confusiatidbmatic goals, Congress clarified its
instructions by declaring its goal of securing Aroan independence without kindling a
European conflict. Congress asserted, “they dgregume to propose that France should enter a
war on their account® Despite this, Congress declared that if Franceredtinto a war with
Britain over injuries from the earlier French-Indlieonflict on the North American continent it
would agree to four protocols. The first was thatekica’s participation in a joint conquest of
Canada, Nova Scotia, Newfoundland, and all the Welsés on France’s behalf provide mutual
rights to the fisheries and sugar croCongress also stipulated that the U.S. would plevi
provisions amounting to two million dollars alonghvsix frigates containing twenty-four guns.
This directive also addressed Spain’s role in theposed reconfiguration of the western

Atlantic. Congress declared that if Spain joinedrfee in the American cause, the United States
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would declare war against Portugalhis stemmed from Portugal’s initial support oft&in in

the American Revolution and earlier conflicts w&pain over border issues in South America.

Congress’s directive outlined their stipulationstfoe conclusion of hostilities. The first
component was that peace could only result fronualiwdonsent. Congress dictated once this
occurred the commissioners should work towardsrakgeals. Most important, Congress
requested that the delegates persuade the Frepcbvient the further dispatch of foreign troops
to America at all costs. Congress also instrudtedccbommissioners to seek France’s help in
obtaining future foreign aitf This was a clear effort to preserve America’s retelence

indefinitely by removing any British presence frome region.

Through March, Franklin and the commissioners adaitord from the Comte de
Vergennes and the Spanish court over their propaliedce. During this period, Franklin’s
celebrity and position invited an endless streamisifors and communications. The vast
majority were European military officers seekingpoyment in the American army.The
Americans had faced this problem since the beggairhostilities, and Franklin now found
himself in the center of this predicament. Congexbssed him that many Europeans in the
American army have “found it impossible to renderhselves usefuf® In response, they
instructed Franklin to discourage those wishingdme to America for military employmerft.
Franklin reported, “I refuse everyday numbers qifleations for letters in favour of officers

who would go to America, as | know you must haveengon your hands already than you can
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well employ.® To amend the situation, Franklin devised a docurhercould issue to those
requesting a recommendation without actually inW@\himself. TitledModel of a Letter of
Recommendation of a Person you are Unacquainteld, Afanklin issue a blanket statement “I

know nothing of him, not even his nant&.”

As newer problems garnered much of Franklin’s éttenold issues threatened the
delegation. By now, Bancroft had settled in assédent of Franklin’s household in Passy. From
this vantage point, he concocted an elaborate sehemelay information to British authorities.
This entailed writing in invisible ink over othertters and sealing them in a bottle under the
pseudonym “Dr. Edward Edwards”. Bancroft would tinéshe the bottle in a specific tree in the
Tuileries gardens behind the Louvre at 9:30 p.rengfuesday’® Thomas Jeans, secretary to
British diplomat Lord Stormont, would retrieve thettle from the secret spot and forward the
information® In return, Jeans often left false and misleadtifigrmation for Bancroft to
forward to the commissionef$Franklin and Deane harbored no doubts of Bansrafyalty to
their cause and often asked him to travel to Lortdagather intelligence. On one of Bancroft’s
trips, he and the British authorities employed lzesee to embellish his dedication to the
American cause. In March 1777, the British arre&adcroft on superficial charges and

interrogated him. A perturbed Deane informed Cosg his arrest, warning of potential
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damage to their missidi.Despite the accusations, the British eventuallyased Bancroft after

suggesting he failed to cooperate and he retum@assy with his credibility inflated.

Bancroft's espionage significantly affected the &an mission. The British received
weekly updates about the ongoing negotiations keiwiee Spanish, French, and Americans.
This enabled British minister Lord Stormont to asethe Comte de Vergennes of France’s
infringement of their present status as a neutrdbn. These allegations encouraged further
French reluctance to support the Americans. Bahatsb helped the British intercept

information because they knew the time and locatiomail shipments to Americs.

The web of British intelligence did not end witlamroft at Passy. Joseph Hyson was a
Maryland native living in London during this periodl seafarer by trade, Hyson was recruited
by Deane’s personal secretary William Carmichaelammand privateer and munition ships in
France. On February 2, 1777, British agent the ReneJohn Vardill approached Hyson and
persuaded him to become a spy. The two devisedrawthereby Hyson would go to France and
assume command of a vessel. Once in charge opaghtaining sensitive cargo, Hyson would
allow the British to capture his ves§&ICarmichael detected this plan but instead ofialgthe
Americans, he offered his assistance. Hyson fadeskcure command of a ship but successfully
supplied the British with at least one packet méanCongress detailing the commissioners’

actions and recent negotiatiofis.
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Further security issues arose in early 1777 whem Xark native Jacobus van Zandt
presented himself to Franklin under the pseudongor@e Lupton. Following his reception,
Franklin invited Lupton to stay on as an assistatinbeknownst to everyone including
Bancroft, American loyalist the Reverend Vardilepiously had recruited Lupton for the
British.” Lupton’s time at Passy was messy because he dftehed with Bancroft. This friction
reached a boiling point when Lupton attempted smase Bancroft's position of secretary.
Lupton’s bid was unsuccessful and within a yealghtdPassy. Despite this, he successfully
provided the British with valuable maritime repadtsring his tenuré® Each of these security
breaches aided the efforts of British diplomatErance to disrupt the American delegation’s

Success.

Franklin found himself in the midst of spies desgtevious warnings and personal
experience. Once in France he received a lettar faliana Ritchie, a Philadelphia native living
abroad. Ritchie had witnessed Franklin’s disorgashiaffices in America and sought to advise
him of threats. She warned, “you are surrounded gpies, who watch your every movement
who you visit, and by whom you are visited.Ritchie further informed Franklin to beware of

70 Ritchie advised Franklin to

those “who pretend to be friends to the cause af gountry.
guestion the motive of everyone’s conduct aroumal iiranklin also received warnings about
suspicions against him personally. Ritchie indiddteat many observers questioned his motives

and did not trust him. She wrote “one party asstlrasyou are seeking aid and support from

this kingdom the other party insinuate that youehgiven up that cause and are making the best
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terms you can for the private advantage of your tamnily connections™ Ritchie noted that
these accusations against Franklin negatively tteall who associated with him. She
explained, “I dare not be more explicit for weigh&asons to myself, but of the truth of what |

inform you, you may strictly rely™

Franklin responded to Ritchie’s warnings by indiogthat efforts to prevent it would be
futile. He wrote, “it is impossible to discoveréwery case the falsity of pretended frienéfs.”
Franklin openly accepted he could not “prevent geiatch’d by spies™ He explained he
would “be concern’d in no affairs that | should $futo have made publick and to do nothing but
what spies may see and welcon®Franklin explained if he acted with transpareribgre was
no need to react. He wrote “If | was sure theretbe¢ my Valet de Place was a spy, as probably
he is, | think | should not discharge him for thifin other respects | lik'd him™ Franklin’s
reaction to Ritchie’s warning indicates he was riyastncerned about the ability of spies to
embarrass him. Despite his recognition of this hihzae inattentive actions of Lee soon would

validate Franklin’s fears.

In April Arthur Lee returned from his unsuccessfuksion to Spain. Immediately his
relationship with the other two commissioners sduBancroft reported to London that Franklin
and Deane excluded Lee from most activities aneaigal not to trust hirf.Lee responded to
the cold relations with suspicion and resentmenthiWdays of his return, Lee agreed to travel

to Berlin to petition the minister of Prussia fopgport and permission for American privateers to
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use their porté® Before leaving Lee voluntarily diminished his pese by granting Franklin
power of attorney during his absence to handlefdiis finances, the right to sue on his behalf,

and to conduct whatever correspondence was neyessar

Lee, Carmichael, and their personal associate 8tefhyre immediately left Paris and
travelled to Vienna, Munich, and Dresden beforeviang in Berlin. Despite his efforts at all
stops, Lee reported, “there is a cold tranquiliégyenthat bodes us no go88This reception
worried Lee and he requested that Franklin and Beagssure the Prussian court to be
sympathetic to their cause. Lee indicated he betleie goal of his mission was unobtaindble.
These fears were quickly realized when Lee wasialffy rebuffed by the ministers in Berlin on
June 4. On June 15, he wrote Franklin and Deanisiag\ne was unable to accomplish his goals
and was preparing to retuthBefore Lee could depart, other events compouritieddilure and

encouraged his further ostracization by Franklid Beane.

On June 26, Lee discovered the theft of a collaabiopapers from his lodging in
Berlin 2 Immediately, all suspicions regarding the larceiyon a servant. Within an hour, the
papers mysteriously reappeared on Lee’s doorstequgations soon emerged that the suspect

claimed his master offered him two thousand duasteal the document$This information
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traced the plot to staff members of Hugh Elliot,Eamglish representative to PrusSidlliot's
assistants reportedly copied the papers during bineif absence and soon the affair became a
public controversy. In response, England recalldidtEalthough he faced no real repercussions.
This incident became a very important lesson ferAmericans. No one was to be trusted, not
even public officials. In reflection, Lee wrotekoanklin and Deane “public ministers have been

regarded as spies; Mr. Elliot will give them theliidnal title of robbers

The effect of this security breach was immense.daemunicated to Franklin that the
copied papers were an account of all that had cedun both France and Sp&inConcern over
repercussions prompted Lee to ask the Americanstity the two courts to prepare “should the
court of G.B. charge them with having assisted®fi&&e suggested that all concerned parties
deny the allegations because the British had capigee papers and not the originals. Lee
suggested that the thief's failure to keep theinalgpapers would make suspicions of forgery
ten times stronger. He explained the urgency tb@cause information had already reached
London® Lee’s disastrous endeavor in Berlin exposed Hifodiatic inexperience and became a

source of strife between the commissioners.

Upon Lee’s return, Franklin and Deane scolded foinhis failures” Lee soon became
enraged because he disapproved of the other delegatgative judgments. In response, Lee
began to openly questioned Franklin’s personallt@gmand cast doubt on the entire American

mission. Lee first objected to Franklin’s appointinef Jonathan Williams Jr. as the American
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commercial agent at Nantes. According to Lee, Anamkas “planning to throw a considerable
part of the mercantile business into the hands ofWllliams, his nephew™ Lee also claimed
this appointment was illegal because Congress Fadaqusly appointed Thomas Morris as the
American agent to Nant&§Lee angrily wrote to Congress stating that Frantditached
himself to those he tho’t would support him andrephew.?® He was further irritated upon
learning that Franklin repeatedly opened correspooes from America and only shared the
information with Deané? Lee took this exclusion personally. He claimednklia expressed
enmity towards him, and his friends in Passy “wdaiy treated with invectives against nig.”
Lee also rebuked Deane claiming he “has artfullyadiso much personal injury and offense

%% The basis of this accusation was Lee's

against me” and cited his “trespasses againstuhkgg
discovery that financial bookkeeping by the delegatvas virtually non-existent. Lee contended
an investigation turned up no ledgers or vouchats, massive debt and silenteDespite the

severe accusations, Lee refrained from any forrmapdaints fearing the misconception that his

motivations were for private vengeance not puhlatige®

Reports of Lee’s accusations readily influencediristrategy. When Paul Wentworth

traveled to France seeking reconciliation, he igddree in Favor of Franklin and Deane
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because he believed them corruptiiién a meeting on January 7, Wentworth used Fraisklin
previous expressions favoring reconciliation to, 48kw short of independence he wishé®”
Franklin rebuked Wentworth, explaining his pastogms as “done at the time they were
given.”® Wentworth pressed Franklin asking what “terms myegns he would suggest to
induce reconciliation?®? Franklin responded by expressing his full alleg&to the American
cause. Wentworth concluded that Franklin’s viewewonciliation “would be that of the

Congress 3

Despite this, Wentworth pushed the issue by suggeBtanklin’s earlier failures in
London fueled his dismissal of reconciliation. Rdamrejected Wentworth’s insinuation and
went on the offensive exclaiming he did not actafytersonal injury but from the barbarities
inflicted upon his country. Wentworth later wroteFoanklin, “here he lost his breath in relating
the burning of towns™* Franklin continued with examples of ill-treatedspners, the
devastation and cruelty pursued by British geneealentually comparing English men to
barbarians. Franklin asserted his personal loyadtrel rejected any susceptibility to
Wentworth’s persuasion. He declared, “the spirifoferica was so high nothing but
[independency] would be at all listened t§”Realizing the conversation accomplished nothing,
Wentworth asked to see Franklin again the next Begnklin instead summoned Deane to join
them for dinner. The three discussed issues of rééibf, international commerce and Franklin’s

return to London but they found no common grounéntWorth understood reconciliation was a
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failure and did not call on Franklin the next dayrenenting, “I do not see any good end it can

answer. 1%

The possibility of American and British reconcilat inspired the French to act on the
American’s proposal for alliance. On January 7,8LZGuis XVI's council secretly voted in
favor of a Franco-American alliané¥.0n January 8, French foreign minister Conrad-
Alexandre Gerard visited the commissioners butineéd from informing them of the decision.
Instead, he presented three questions to the caiaméss and withdrew so they could formulate
answers. The first asked, “what is necessary tdoe to give such satisfaction to the American
commissioners, as to engage them not to listeny@eopositions from England for a new
connection with that country®® Franklin began to write as Deane and Lee debated t
proposition. They decided that a formal alliancéwkrance would enable the Americans to
reject reconciliation. Franklin stated their goasxthe entire freedom and independence of

America, both in matters of government and commefte

The two other questions expanded the conditionkeofirst. The second asked what was
necessary for America to reject “all propositiorm England for peace inconsistent with that
independency?*® The last inquired about the importance of the et the alliancé'* The
commissioners did not reach a consensus, but knankbte down preliminary answers to the

second two queries. He surmised that if they dir@@dp the alliance, Congress was willing to
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fight until the defeat of the British in Americarafklin enticed French and Spanish participation
concluding that a quick end to the war would prévbkair acceptance of anything short of
absolute independent¥.Upon returning, Gerard was satisfied and informiean of the

council’s previous vote in favor of an alliance.

On February 6, 1778, French officials and the Aogaricommissioners signed two
treaties constituting the Franco-American alliaridee first formed a military coalition stating
that if a European war erupted the U.S. and Frarmeéd make it “a common cause and aid each
other mutually.** With this premise, both parties agreed that coteptelependence for the
U.S. was a condition of peace. Additionally, theaty permitted any other parties to join their
cause if they were willing the “accede to the pnésdliance.*'* This agreement permanently
expanded the role of the United States in Europefisical arena. The second treaty established
a permanent system of commerce and correspondehwedn France and the U.S. It declared
the alliance perpetual among the “most Christiamgkhis heirs his successors and the said
United States® The agreement included a clause granting mostdavaation status between
the two regarding commerce and navigation. A fatgdulation addressed mutual interests,

respective fishing rights, and parameters for asking contraband and commetcg.

Despite their success, cohesion among the comma&si@ontinued to decay. Following
the treaty, Franklin and Deane privately colletederal correspondences intended for America.

On February 13, Franklin wrote Lee about their pegdispatches regarding the alliance and
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other public matter§'’ Lee responded explaining he did not understanethision from the
process:® Franklin initially replied aggressively that it &a proposition for Lee’s consideration
and claimed he confused the words “propose andoserp*® For unknown reasons Franklin
reconsidered and did not send this hastily crategonse. Instead, he wrote a shorter more

pleasant note offering, “to consult with him wheeekie pleases upon any circumstané.”

Franklin’s offer was too late as Lee respondedstimae day with a lengthy letter
expressing displeasure with Franklin’s conduct. stted that “according to all rules of doing
business” it is proper to inform him when dispathere ready for consideratioft.Lee also
accused the commissioners of receiving importdtérieand not communicating them to him.
According to Lee, this was a continuous problemngphis past accusations against Deane. Lee
contended Franklin validated his allegations byirsga“such things had been dong?After
claiming Franklin’s admission, Lee inquired abdw ptther delegate’s motives. He asked, “Is
there, Gentlemen, any public utility to be derivexim conduct, which sets me in light of an
incapable or suspected person, and annuls therappoit of Congress#® This question
sought explanation while also reminding Franklid &ean they were circumventing their
government. Lee compounded this by challengingther commissioners to find cause for such

treatment. He offered, “if there were | should sitttmit without reluctance*
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On March 16, Lee heard rumors that other officsttidrs were set to sail without his
consultation and again he demanded an explan&fiGinanklin admitted that people from
Bordeaux sending packages to America had offeredrity their dispatche’$® He claimed he
had dismissed the offer noting, “we could not krtbe captains, nor the degree of confidence
that might be placed in them® Franklin did acknowledge mentioning the offer blaimed
whoever informed Lee “misunderstood more thand saihim, when he imagined there was a
packet to sail soon with our dispatch&€ Franklin then assured Lee of his inclusion in any

business regarding their dispatches.

As the relations between the commissioners disdphlanors from America further
flamed their divisions. On March 13, Lee receiveatavthat Congress recalled an unidentified
commissioner and corresponded with Franklin omthger*?® Franklin responded that
passengers from an American ship reported Conghesse John Adams to replace Deane, but
no official word had arrive®® The rumors sparked an effort within the delegatmprepare for
a possible reorganization. On March 31, Lee wroéaKin suggesting they settle the public
accounts, a request he “long ago and repeatedlg ffi3d_ee contended that resolving this was

a fundamental part of their duty to the public.fdeher requested that Deane leave all papers in

his possession relating to the commission with Iinarand Lee. This correspondence provoked

125 Arthur Lee to Benjamin Franklin, March 16, 1778, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R. Cohn,

http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 6, 2014).

126 Benjamin Franklin to Arthur Lee, March 17, 1778,” in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R.
Cohn, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 6, 2014).

 bid.

8 |bid.

129 Arthur Lee to Benjamin Franklin, March 13, 1778, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R. Cohn,
http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 6, 2014).

130 Benjamin Franklin to Arthur Lee, March 13, 1778, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R. Cohn,
http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 6, 2014).

B Arthur Lee to Benjamin Franklin and Silas Deane, March 31, 1778, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin,
ed. Ellen R. Cohn, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 6, 2014).



51

a fiery response by Franklin. He wrote “there &ike in some of your letters, | observe it
particularly in the last, whereby superior meriagsume to yourself in point of care, and
attention to business, and blame on your colleaguiesinuated without making yourself
accountable by a direct charge, of negligence @aitlnfulness, which has the appearance of
being as artful as it is unkind® Franklin denied Lee’s accusations that he and ®eanposely
impeded the settlement of their accounts and c#fleéccusation groundless. Franklin in turn
accused Lee of failing to act on any of these pueoowrongs. He contended Lee could have
obtained the account at any time and demandedgaretion but “did neither** Franklin
informed Lee that Deane left all public papers aadount related materials in his possession. To

settle their dispute, Franklin stated that Lee or@gded to name the day and pl&te.

On April 2, Lee learned of Conrad-Alexandre Gerarchoice as French minister to
America from an outside party” Lee used this to accuse Franklin again of faitmgform him
of important matters. He claimed such conduct ¢tutet “so great an injury and injustice to
me.”*° Lee questioned Franklin’s integrity, asking “icsess to the mission, and unanimity on
the subject in Congress was your wish, with whappety could you make it a party business,
and not unite all the commissioners in the advisind approving a measure, in which you
desired their friends and constituents might benimaus?**’ Lee contended Franklin’s actions

were inexcusable. He noted, “I do not live ten nasulistance from you, the communication
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therefore could not be attended with delay or difffiy.”**® Of Franklin’s deception Lee noted,
“you could not have done it more effectivefy/*Lee then implored Franklin to explain his
dereliction of public duties. Franklin replied teese allegations by dismissing the validity of
Lee’s arguments. He claimed it was not his pracit®ver angry letters because “l am old,
cannot have long to live, have much to do and me fior altercation**° He then claimed Lee
had a sick mind “which is forever tormenting itselith its jealousies, suspicions and fancies

that others mean you il*

The next day Franklin wrote to Lee informing himéane’s pending departure. To
deflect unwanted criticisms Franklin stated thdé&ane had not contacted him *“it is from him
you should demand his reasoi&Franklin then proceeded to address several ofsL.&aims in
a more civil tone. He defended the appointment@fa@ by the French court without consulting
them as their “undoubted right™® Franklin then deflected Lee’s hostilities by claimDeane
decided to exclude him regarding Gerard for reastihat appeared to me satisfactoty*
Despite his fierce defense of Lee’s exclusion ftbedelegation’s activities, Franklin concluded

by promising open communications in the future.

Franklin then rejected Lee’s insinuations that &d prevented the settling of public
funds by taking possession of all the financialarars. Franklin explained that the vouchers

naturally came to him because Deane purchasedadisgin France since Lee was in Spain,
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Vienna and Berlin. Franklin also deflected Lee’ggestion that he purposely blocked open
communications with Congress via Deane’s depattuoenceal his behaviors. Franklin claimed
Congress and the delegation already correspondedery important matter and “I therefore did
not propose, or write any letter to the committgdnim.”**> Of Lee’s insinuation that he was
inconsistent with his public duties, Franklin dehtbe claim. He also questioned Lee’s authority
to level such accusations by stating “it is topélic | am accountable and not to yd(®”

Franklin then reminded Lee of his lengthy histofypuoblic service and “there is not a single
instance of my ever being accused before of actimgrary to their interests or my dut}*” This
prompted Franklin to declare that he gladly wouddaaunt to Congress for any supposed crimes

and predicted, “I have no doubt of their equitpaguitting me.**

On March 30, John Adams arrived at the River Bardea southwestern France and
anchored for the evenirt§® On March 31, Deane quietly exited Paris underssumed name
possessing an endorsement from Franklin, a goltienufrom Louis XVI, and a testimonial
from Bancroft. Gerard left Paris separately integdio meet Deane at Toulon on the
Mediterranean coast and sail to America aboard AalrdiEstaing’s seventeen-ship squadron
that the French dispatched to aid the Americanead©n April 10, Franklin and Lee informed
Vergennes of Adams’ arrival. They advised Vergerthas Adams possessed several resolutions
from Congress intended to discourage British esfést reconciliatior>* Franklin and Lee also

informed Vergennes that Adams expressed confidiégrateéCongress would ratify the treaties of
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alliance and commerce when receivédrhe following day Adams traveled to Versaillestwit
Franklin and Lee to wait on Vergennes. Over thd m@ek, Adams met French Prime Minister
Jean-Frédéric Phélypeaux, @eunt Maurepas, was present when King Louis XVEpéds
through his court, and toured galleries and thalrapartments. Adams described his grand
reception in France as “friendly, as polite, argpeetful as was possibl&>® Despite his positive

introduction, Adams soon learned of the delegasionany challenges.

Adams described the cohesion between the commessiamd others working at Passy
as “a rope of sand"> He vowed to remain untainted by the prejudicesifigathe pernicious
effects of such divisions. Adams appeared intrigoygthe suspicions and accusations that
plagued the American delegates. He insinuatedhleagxtravagance that Deane traveled back to
America in would provoke negative reactions in Gesg. Adams surmised this would
compound the allegations that Deane was inattetdives duties, profited from English
privateers and trade, and lived expensively. Adal®s recorded several suspicions about Lee’s
character. He noted the consensus was that Ledigations were selfish and he retained too

much affection for Britair>®

Adams’ initial assessment of his colleagues wasttbalid not know whom to believe.
He noted that the commissioners did not methodicahduct public business. Adams expressed
dismay because no minute, account, or letter bastesl. With no official record of actual
events, the words of his colleagues were all havkiidis troubled Adams because he expressed

displeasure at the idea of differing with one pantyanother and offending persons. This caused
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Adams to conclude, “it is not possible to obtaitlear idea of our affairs-*® Despite his
indication that his colleague’s actions were ungalous, Adams did acknowledge their

demonstrated merit by securing the French alliance.

Adams’ harshest criticism came not against hiseegiles but of their fundamental
approach to diplomacy. On May 21, he reported togZess “in my humble opinion our system
is wrong in many particulars™ Adams pointed out three flaws to their mission snggested
how to amend them. The first was that they didmesd three commissioners in France when
one easily would suffice. His second reflectedtamnéxcess of his colleagues’ lifestyle. He noted
that leaving their salaries uncertain guaranteed pocounting and tempted them to live beyond
their means. Adams’ also addressed the blenditigedbusiness of a commercial agent with that
of a public minister. He argued that this assur@gublic satisfaction from their actions and
exacerbated the existing suspicions and divisiddams suggested that Congress separate the
commercial agents from the ministers and recaleassign all the commissioners except one.
He also argued that Congress should determineciisdlowance for the remaining delegate

and enforce financial limit&®

Franklin echoed Adams’ argument that multiple cossiainers complicated the mission.

He reported to the Committee of Foreign Affairstttmeir appointment of a fourth ambassador

159

to Tuscany and fifth to Vienna increased this canpy.>” Despite any strength in numbers,

Franklin argued, “all the advantages in negotiatiat result from secrecy of sentiment, and
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uniformity in expressing it, and in common businges dispatch, are lost® Franklin
contended that any lack of cohesion between therassioners before a court impeded their
success because every word is “watched and weigfieBirom this, Franklin concluded “and in
consideration of the whole, | wish the Congressld/separate us-®? Franklin also cited the
financial benefit of a single commissioner in Pamsl used Lord Stormont’s personal
extravagance and downfall as an example. Claimaot &merican spent comparably, Franklin
detailed how Stormont “left behind him the charactea niggard, and when the advertisement

appear’d for the sale of his household goods, aiisRaughed at an article of it*®

After considering the matter, the French Court egped its support for the nomination of
a single American commissioner in Paris. Gerardgally lobbied Congress to select Franklin
as the sole delegate because the French govermmsmhost receptive to hifi* On September
15, Deane wrote Franklin informing him that Congrsslected him “minister Plenipotentiary to
the Court of France'®® Deane expressed great pleasure in the appoinandmeported that
Congress acted with great unanintityThe only vote against Franklin came from his hctage
of Pennsylvania. This resulted from his consereatimemies and their objection to the presence
of his grandson Temple at Passy whom they smeaealise his father, William Franklin, was a

loyalist X’
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On October 21, Congress officially wrote to LouigXnforming him of Franklin’s
appointment as sole delegat®On October 26, Congress wrote to Franklin detgiéiteven
instructions defining his new position. Congresected Franklin to assure Louis XVI that the
U.S. expressed the highest sense of gratitudegaramtinual military aid®® Franklin also was
to assure the French monarch that Congress arsfdtes are unwavering in their determination
to become independent. To reassure the king, Cssiglietated that Franklin should emphasize
America’s commitment to prosecuting the war atalts. This directive also addressed
America’s maritime war strategy. The central prena§this objective was the confinement of
the war to European waters to ensure the safetyeofAmerican coasts. A fundamental
component of this strategy centered on the destruof the British fisheries in Newfoundland
in a bid to deprive them of supplies gained frontifela and Quebed’® The remaining
instructions focused on the internal politics cdieco-American relations. Congress asserted that
Franklin was to present the “deranged” state of Aca@ finances before the French court to
prevent an economic collapse of the American calls@ongress indicated that the evolving
state of their finances would require several fitt@visions to this directive. To encourage
French assistance, Congress encouraged Frankbkeéany action necessary to perpetuate

Franco-American relations indefinitely.

The congressional dispatch also included two docdsrfer presentation before the

Court of Versailles. The first detailed a plan dfpack Detroit and destroy the towns on the route
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thither of those Indians who are inimical to theitdd States*? To justify the endeavor

Congress offered four reasons as to why the campeagld benefit France. These included the
possession of Newfoundland and ownership of iteefigs, the strengthening of their American
allies by preserving their independence, and timérabof the fur trade to French commerce. The
proposal also outlined six benefits of this campdathe United States. These included securing
peace on the American frontier, the acquisitiotwaf states, and the stabilization of their
domestic finances. The remaining three addresseeriam interests in the north Atlantic
fisheries. They contended that this action woulttgut and secure commerce, enable them to
cultivate fisheries more efficiently, and gain sycizes at the expense of the British. The final
two points from Congress argued that its action psisfied because of British belligerence in

both the North Atlantic and West Indies mutuallyrhad France and the U'S,

The second congressional document focused on Aamefiicances. Topics included
America’s present inability to repay loans, lackawéilable resources, currency depreciation and
counterfeiting:’* The focus of this presentation was to reiterageirtiportance of European aid
to America’s success. To validate its claims, Cesgrexamined and discredited several
proposed alternative sources of revenue. Theviiastdomestic taxation, a solution that
Congress dismissed because it could not produdieisnf funds. Congress also argued that the
U.S. did not possess a strong enough central gowarhto enforce such tariffs. Additionally,

Congress claimed the lack of available financiexs that made domestic borrowing
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impossible'” After discrediting all alternatives, Congress daded by declaring that the

continuance of war rested on Franklin's successé&sance.

Despite Franklin’s appointment and the urgent sibnainfighting and petty distractions
continued to plague the American delegation. Omdgn2 1779, American politician Ralph
Izard petitioned Franklin to renew his allottedditdine for services renderé® On January 4,
Franklin drafted a letter denying Izard’s requesihg the “distress for money in America’*
Franklin explained that America’s income from tob@bad not equaled its demands. He
explained, “they are long since mortgaged to theéais general, so that they produce us
nothing, but leave us expenses to p§The letter further implied that Izard could nopekt
credit because the American delegation was in dasfgeceiving none itself. Franklin actually
proposed that Izard repay credit he previouslyiveck®if it may be done with any possible

convenience to your affairs™®

Franklin justified his refusal citing Izard’s wealtrom rice plantations in South
Carolina'® Despite this, Adams and Lee both rejected Fraiskiitance arguing it was
unreasonable considering Izard’s service to Ametiad, the father of five with an expectant
wife, decided to appeal directly to Henry Grand,&kima’s European banker. Grand declined to
help, and Izard then borrowed from a personal fire@rand presented the bill directly to the

American commissioners. Defying Franklin’s objengpLee and Adams accepted Izard’s bank
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note’® On January 15, Franklin drafted an account ofribiglent for Congress to defend his
actions. He began by clarifying that in Februaryl 678 the commissioners advanced Arthur’s
brother, William Lee, and Izard four thousand gameithout any order from Congres.
Noting their previous generosity, Franklin arguledttf they issued more credit public interests
would suffer. This argument was an attempt by Hrartk make himself appear to be acting in
the best interests of America’s finances. He algwessed his complete surprise that Izard
petitioned a private banker and placed all respitgion Lee and Adams claiming the bill “to

be accountable to them onl}f?

On February 7, Lee received word that the othermmsioners had sent Bancroft to
Britain on official American business without cotisiyg him. Lee was further enraged after
Franklin only provided a verbal response to Leefiten request for an explanatiof.In turn,

Lee unleashed a furious letter to the other comomsss discrediting Bancroft's character and
personally attacking the other commissioners byrsfeg they knew of Bancroft's misdeeds and
“his living in open defiance of decency and religigou are no strangers t&” Lee also
insinuated that Franklin and Adams’ relationshigivBancroft proved their personal disdain for
him because of Bancroft's “enmity against m& Despite his temporary solidarity with Adams

against Franklin on the Izard affair, Lee found @i again ostracized from the delegation.

Lee continued his objections claiming the actiohthe other commissioners represented

a dereliction of duty. He recounted how Bancrofswaleague with Deane who libeled
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Congress, harmed the American affairs in Europedesgtaced their national character. Lee
continued with a concerted effort to accuse Franddid Adams and excuse himself of any
blame. He attacked the two claiming he could omlyeet Bancroft to be “the last person in the
world you would have chosen to represent’§Once Lee linked Franklin and Adams to
Bancroft, he leveled threats suggesting impendepgmrcussions from such actions. Lee noted, “I
have evidence in my possession which makes medwmdr. Bancroft as a criminal with regard
to the United States, and that | shall have himgddas such, whenever he goes within their

jurisdiction.”®®

Despite the serious accusations, Franklin focusedi®official duties and did not
respond. On February 18, he wrote two separatrdet Lee pertaining to his new role as sole
delegate. In the first correspondence, Franklimeshéhe Congressional resolutions of September
11 and 14 and of October 12, 1778, on the matiéidaclared his intentions to comply with his
appointed dutie$®® Franklin’s second dispatch requested that Leedoivo him all public
papers in his possessitfi.In response, Lee dramatically changed his toneoéfieded Franklin
his personal congratulations. Lee also indicatedupported the acts of Congress because they
appeared to restore harmony and he found theitictento be “detrimental to the public and

dishonorable of ourselves®

On February 17, Franklin became afflicted with gduithin days, he withdrew from the

public eye both delaying his official presentatamsole delegate and impeding his ability to
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communicate with otherS8? On March 14, he wrote Vergennes informing him tiaturrently
was confined to his chair and unable to appearbefe court on the Y6as planned® This
delay was temporary, as Franklin’s recovery exceed@ectations. On March 23, Franklin
ceremoniously triumphed over his colleagues wheadpeared before Louis XVI to present his
credentials and pay homage to the royal familjrassble delegate of the United Stdt&sThis
effectively put Franklin at the forefront of the Amcan mission to France and the flourishing

reconstruction of the imperial Atlantic world.

The achievement of a Franco-American alliancefadklin’s ascension to minister
plenipotentiary of the American delegation to Fem@s both theatric and convoluted. Initially
a three-member commission created by a muddledr€éssighe American diplomats found
themselves entrusted to secure munitions and edsan behalf of their frail and budding
government. Armed largely with ambiguous instruasiothe three American ministers embarked
on a tangled endeavor to win peace and independerareggh diplomacy. As Franklin wrestled
control of the delegation from the other commissisnhe immersed himself in the culture of
Versailles and laid the foundation for America’pldmatic strategy in France. This monumental
achievement was the genesis for a new phase éfitfegican mission with the destiny of the

United States in the palm of Franklin’s hand.
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Chapter Three:

Minister Plenipotentiary.

As Franklin attempted to settle into his role asekica’s minister plenipotentiary during
the spring of 1779, familiar problems continuegkague the commission. The arrival of Adams
did little for the divisive politics within the Amiean delegation, as Lee immediately leveled
accusations that Franklin and Adams were actirgpilusion against him. Other familiar
hindrances also remained prevalent including tles-problematic system of communications
and the monumental threat of America’s financidlagse. As Franklin attempted to ease
Congressional worries, his detractors took to thetcof public opinion to destroy his reputation.
A primary source of these embarrassments werdess#rcalculated embellishments against
Franklin’s character circulated in pamphlets andlighed in loyalist presses on both sides of the
Atlantic. Despite these problems, Franklin embrausthew leadership role and embarked on an
endeavor to cultivate the negotiations in a matmerreflected his vision for an emerging
American presence within the international commuriihis was evident when Franklin
interjected himself into the planning of a militasgmpaign in the European theater by acting as
a liaison between French General Marquis de Lafeyatd Scottish born American sailor John
Paul Jones during a proposed land and sea invasBritain. As Franklin expanded the focus of
his aims, a series of complications confrontednir@ster and threatened to unravel the
American delegation. Despite the troubles, Franidmained focused on his official duties in
Paris and his standing before the French minigtsyFranklin increasingly wove himself into the
fabric of Versailles, the other American diplomatgl members of Congress grew increasingly
fearful of his loyalties and intentions. This pr&ed accusations that Franklin displayed
excessive affection for the royal court and refedifrom petitioning aid because he feared

causing offense to the French ministry. In respp@smgress voted to dispatch Col. John
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Laurens to Paris to assist Franklin in solicitimd far America. Franklin perceived this as a
threat, dismissed America’s demands as not practiod requested that Congress relieve him of
duty. Congress denied Franklin’s dismissal and ceeakehis role as minister plenipotentiary.
This affirmation validated Franklin’s diplomacy aaffort to create a Franco-American
communion that could provide him with the backboeeded to engage the British in a

diplomatic dalliance and extract a new Americantgfiiat could rival old Europe.

Franklins triumph in Europe did little to quell thrgernal problems that plagued the
Americans in Paris. On March 19, 1779, Lee respondéranklin’s previous request for his
official papers with a renewed resistance and edise could only send copieZhis was in
stark contrast to Adams who dutifully obliged Friamland dispatched all documents in his
possession. To justify his insubordination, Leecedisuspicions that Franklin and Adams were
in collusion against him. Lee also insinuated thaé&ms’ character was not under attack like his
own and any comparisons of the two was illegitim@tece Lee distanced himself from the
actions of Adams, he reiterated his claim that&de of his original papers was necessary to

defend himself properl.

Franklin responded to Lee conceding that copidspapers would sufficeDespite his
agreeable response, Franklin quickly dismissedd seSpicious demeanor. Franklin claimed he
and Adams had no agreement regarding the congohdatt their public papers. In response to
Lee’s other claims, Franklin insisted they wereugndiess and asserted that when he requested

the originals he in no way intended to deprive beany form of defense. Franklin also refuted
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Lee’s accusations by offering complete transparemsgng the commissioners. This included

offering Lee authenticated copies of any paperd imeFranklin’s possessioh.

During the spring of 1779, the dynamics of Europ@anlvement in the war
dramatically changed. The American commissionegssu@cessfully secured a French alliance
but failed to induce much Spanish reaction. Spppeared reluctant because with Louisiana
serving as a buffer between the United States aexidd, responding to a fight in British North
America was not urgent. This changed when FrandeSpain invoked the 1761 Family
Compact that stipulated the two would assist orathaan regarding mutual threats and interests.
The premise of this engagement was that FrancednadISpain in its bid to regain Gibraltar

from Britain in exchange for Spanish support of theted States.

Franklin initially appeared to embrace the newfourld of the United States in
international politics. During the transitional [wef, Lafayette proposed an attack on Britain with
his land forces assisted at sea by John Paul §dtrasklin quickly embraced the proposal
responding, “I admire much the activity of your gex”’ In an effort to inflate the plan, Franklin
declared, “it is certain that the coasts of England Scotland are extremely open and
defenseless®However, even the deft Franklin acknowledged tieatvas dabbling in a war
policy where he lacked experience. He championeddia but admitted, “I have not enough

knowledge in such matters to presume upon advisitig

4 .
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Yet Franklin continued to act as an intermediatevben Lafayette and Jones. On April
27, Franklin wrote to Jones offering his personalght on the matter. He admitted that
expeditions of land and sea forces “often miscabgCause of misunderstandings between the
two officers involved'® These misfortunes arise, he continued “where taerdittle minds
actuated more by personal views of profit or hanahemselves, than by the warm and sincere
desire of good to their country™Franklin quickly dismissed this possibility by fsiag
Lafayette and Jones’ capabilities and citing theintual goodwill and harmony'? Franklin
speculated to Jones that the success of this gxpediould be a definitive moment in their
mutual careers. He wrote, “l look upon this expgeditas an introduction only to greater trusts

and more extensive commands.”

The following day Franklin issued an official sioipt set of instructions to Jones. The
first commanded him to receive and accommodaté&taech troops accordingly.Franklin
dictated that once the troops had landed, Jonesonatter all support to their endeavors within
his power. He further advised Jones to maintairpbgstion at all times to protect the land troops
throughout their expedition. Other points focusadost-invasion details including bringing all
captured Englishmen to France to use in prisonelnanges for Americans and Frenchmen held
captive. Franklin also outlined a code of persaoalduct for Jones and his men. Citing the
treatment of prisoners by the English, Franklirbfate any “barbarous” behavior and advised

against any intimidation of the prisoners “for gake of humanity and for the honor of the

10 Benjamin Franklin to John Paul Jones, April 27, 1779, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R.
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country.”™ Franklin cited the British history of burning deéeless towns in America and
ordered Jones not to follow this example and tilgasick, elderly, women and children
ethically. Despite the ambitious planning by Framind the French, the expedition never
occurred. Lafayette’s attention turned to otherteratleaving Jones to engage the British Navy
alone. His daring exploits at sea made him a famdanerican hero when he returned to

France'®

After sending Jones to engage English warships\Kiraturned his attention to
America’s deteriorating financial situation. On Mayhe wrote to the French minister the Comte
de Vergennes on behalf of Maryland and Virginiatfgeting for aid in the form of ammunition,
arms, and clothing’ This solicitation exposed a significant problerifig Franklin’s ability to
secure necessities. As American money depreciaédad to contend with a European
economy where hard money with a known value wasired*® This forced Franklin to seek
credit from Vergennes. He explained that Amerida@ty needed double the supplies but could
not purchase “for want of money”Franklin understood that this made the American
government appear vulnerable and fragmented aedeoffVergennes his personal advice to
decrease the perceived risk. He explained thantheidual states prompted him to petition
supplies but it was in Vergennes’ best interestgamt aid to Congress who could distribute it

and be accountable for repayméht.
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On May 26, Franklin wrote to the Committee of FgreAffairs detailing the state of the
Paris diplomatic operation. He recalled presentiisgcredentials before Louis XVI who “in the
most gracious manner espress’d his satisfacfibRranklin continued with his assurance that he
would fulfill the wishes of Congress with the Frarmmurt?? He also assured the committee that
despite reports, his standing remained solid viiéhRrench. Franklin commented, “much pain is
constantly taken by the enemy to weaken the comdiel®f this new court in their new allies.”

Despite this effort, Franklin reported, “all thiasvery little effect?

Franklin chose this opportunity to address questairout the delegations apparent
financial discrepancies. He informed the committe# he had hired an accountant to organize a
detailed report for congressional inspection. Wiheras completed, he promised to send the
final account at the “first safe opportunityy. To satisfy the committee’s immediate interests
Franklin offered several insights into the delegas financial state. He specifically noted
advancing £20,000 sterling to a “Mr. Ross,” paywoggressional drafts of 93, 080 livres, and
advancing to William Lee and Izard £5,500 sterfihgranklin then concluded his financial
detail with a more ambiguous assessment. He nb&tdhe spent a large amount of money on
“great quantities of clothing, arms, ammunition aadal stores” and paying Americans in

distress “a great sunf”

Franklin chose this moment to defend his decisioteny other financial claims by Lee

and lzard. He acknowledged the legitimacy of tpewer to draw monies but challenged the

2 Benjamin Franklin to the Committee for Foreign Affairs, May 26, 1779, in The Papers of Benjamin
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validity of their requests. Franklin wrote that hesponsibility was to provide for expenses
incurred before foreign courts and asserted thit thie exception of Lee they had not recently
incurred any expenses. He continued by assertatd e and Izard had received an ample
provision of £5,500 and suggested, “both of themghihéommand money from Englantf.”
Franklin reiterated his earlier contention that laee Izard both possessed private fortunes that
kept them properly suppli€d Despite his adamant position that he did no wré&ngnklin
submitted himself to the will of Congress. He wrdteam however in the judgment of

Congress, and if | have done amiss must submitutlytto their censure®

Franklin also took this opportunity to inform thenomittee of three threats to their
mission. The first was his inability to negotiate tshipping and receiving of cargo with ship
captains. He attributed this to his lack of expsrein the business and claimed that his distance
from any port “renders my having anything to dohwitextremely inconvenient® The second
issue was the problem of a fragmentation betweestidites. Franklin indicated that individual
petitions for European loans separate from Congnésdered with his work. He noted
applications from three different states requestgrgat quantities of arms, ammunition &
clothing or money upon credit to buy thefi.Franklin claimed this compromised the integrity
of the United States before foreign courts. He cemied “I find the ministers do not like these

separate applications, and seem to think thatgheuld properly come only thro’ Congre$3.”

Franklin’s public image continued to deterioratetigh 1779. A great source of

embarrassment came in the form of a falsified pdetalledGreen Box of M. de Sartin€his
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short book appeared to be a collection of officmlrespondence belittling Franklin and the
Americans unintentionally misplaced by the Frenatiah minister’* One particularly
unflattering exchange came in the form of a letibete Sartine from the Superintendent of the
Queen’s household, Princess de Lamballe. The msweote of the American minister’s
audience before the court describing it as “pelfeat/ful” and declared that if it had lasted any
longer, it would have given her a “headacfel’amballe also recounted how the queen
responded to the Americans. She described her tpagfaving “all the trouble in the world to
refrain from laughing” upon their entranteOf their apparent simplicity the queen reportedly
had commented, “I must say that they are nothirigahble.®’ Lamballe personally dismissed
Franklin’s aptitude commenting, “look at Dr. Fraink$ white hat; it is the emblem of
innocence.® The Countess also commented on his spectacléasgstahey are what | call real
economy” because one was supposedly brék&he pamphlet concluded with a quote from the

Queen describing Franklin as “really very singiteeverything.*°

These dismissive caricatures of Franklin were moque in the European press. On June
1, 1779, London’Morning Post and Daily Advertisgrublished a scathing portrayal of Franklin.
Written as an anonymous letter to the editor, iaitked Franklin’s illegitimate son he had with a
“wench in Philadelphia, whom he left to die in 8teeets of disease and hung&rThe letter

also questioned Franklin’s loyalty to the Amerigaople he represented. It declared, “modern
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history scarcely furnishes an example of such comsate hypocrisy** The portrayal claimed
this made Franklin the worst traitor because heavdgloyal to himself. It declared “if the axe
or the halter are to be employed on this occasiavere much to be wished the first example

could be made of the hoary traitdr.”

Suspicions and accusations against Franklin atgmifihed in America. On September
20, John Adams wrote to Congressman Thomas McKaléing:for the appointment of a
secretary to assist the delegation with commeasidlmaritime matters. He attributed their
difficulties to Franklin claiming “he is not a sidient statesman, he knows too little of American

affairs or the politics of Europé?

'Adams also described Franklin as “too old, toanmftoo
indolent and dissipated to be sufficient for thectiarge of all the important duties of
Ambassador® Questions about Franklin’s abilities and loyaltéso echoed throughout the
American press. On October 20, the loydsiv York Gazettgublished an article that accused
Franklin of lacking character and working againstekican independence. The piece insinuated
that Franklin was in concert with the Catholic attuand was causing America to “go to the
devil” because he relinquished Canada to the FrandFlorida to the SpaniéhThis scathing

portrayal suggested Franklin contrasted with Néwmerica’s British and Protestant identity and

therefore could not be trusted.

As 1780 approached, both the war in America andhtission to France faltered. On

December 24, Silas Deane wrote Franklin from Viaginforming him of his impending
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dispatch to France aboard a twenty-four-gun shiproanded by marquis de VaudreliiDeane
provided Franklin with a poignant assessment othate of the war. He anxiously wrote of an
impending invasion of Virginia and other southetates by the British. Deane noted that
America was not prepared to oppose the forces tésH we were.® He continued by

surmising that the British would attempt to contied Chesapeake to gain a significant
advantage by preventing the use of the waterwaginBéndicated how desperate the situation
was by acknowledging they were relying on severatier to prevent the British attempt on the

49

bay:

On December 27, John Jay wrote Franklin informiimg af his approaching departure
for France and forwarding a congressional resalyp@ssed on October 15 regarding salaries
and funding for American commissionéfslay used this resolution to request salary oweld an
to inform Franklin of an acquired debt of 3.37%dig and “eight Sols TournofS"The resolution
provided explicit instructions for Franklin to elsliah a fund of “two thousand Louis d’ ors” for
distribution according to their respective salaffeSongress assured Franklin it would replace
the funds and establish a permanent resource tiarefsalary payments.By instructing him to
fund the other ministers, Congress appeared tdkeeBranklin’s argument the previous May for

denying funds to Lee and Izard.
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The American mission to Europe continued to stredigiough early 1780. On January
26, Jay wrote to Franklin describing his turbuleatident-prone travel across the Atlantic
claiming Franklin doubtlessly would have “been agti§* Jay informed Franklin of financial
charity offered to him upon his arrival in Cadiging he was “a little embarrassed on the article
of money.® He also took the opportunity to remind Franklirtieé consequences of his
financial actions. Jay noted, “American credit suffexceedingly in this place from reports that
our loan office bills payable in France have natrbduly honored® After charging Franklin
with negligence, Jay also offered a personal eitic He commented, “how far you may be in
capacity to answer the demands made upon you btaetermine.® This clearly indicated that

Jay was on the offensive against Franklin, andttieit two egos were destined to clash.

Franklin waited until February 22 to respond to. }&g wrote that the news of Jay’s safe
arrival gave him “infinite pleasur€® Franklin responded to the contents of Jay’s ldtjer
assuring him that he had complied with all instiwts regarding debts and salaries and avoided
any mention of the hostile rhetoric. Franklin allsftormed Jay that he had established a fund of
24,000 livres at Madrid for him and instructed hinfulfill Carmichael’s request of 4,809.

This cordial response temporarily eased the tertsgtnveen Franklin and Jay but reoccurring

communication problems within the commission evaliyuvould further divide them.

On March 5, Juliana Ritchie wrote Franklin seekamy information about the fate of her

husband. This letter symbolized the continued gnobbf broken communications among
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Americans in Europe. Ritchie informed Franklin talitcorrespondences between her and her
husband were routinely intercepted thus leavingrharstate of “suspense and intire [sic]
ignorance.®® She also detailed her several unsuccessful atsenfigaining information from
contacts in London. This was troubling for Ritchibo expressed profound fears for her
husband. She explicitly asked Franklin if he kndwaroy information regarding rumors about

American officers killed by the British includingie named Richards or possible RitcHie.

Ritchie’s letters assumed that Franklin possessatdate knowledge of such matters.
She wrote that Franklin must have this informatiegularly sent to him and brought by recent
American arrivals in France who she assumed wegdl ‘nformed of those event§®
Expressing no perceived possibility that Frankémained ignorant of these matters, Ritchie
requested he dispatch any relevant informatioretoRitchie further suggested that she and
Franklin establish a consistent line of communa&ifor their mutual benefit. She wrote that in
the coming months she planned to leave Francerfglalad. Once established in London she
offered to “render you any servic& After three weeks without a response from Franklin
Ritchie wrote again on March 29. She expressederarebout Franklin’s silence and referenced
his lack of response to another letter three yeartier®® Ritchie expressed that the continued
lack of information increased her apprehensione®dixplaining her situation, Ritchie pleaded

with Franklin to respond with information as an attcharity.”>
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Franklin responded to Ritchie informing her thatiael learned nothing of her husband
since leaving America in 176 He also addressed her inquiries into Americarcef§
including those who migrated to Paris. Franklinmlkd that in Paris they were “scarce” and that
he did not know where they were at pre€émespite his lack of knowledge, Franklin assured
Ritchie that he would keep the lines of communarabpen in case he learned anything.
Franklin also addressed the problem with correspooe between America and Europe. He
described the communication between the two astfimpted.®® Franklin cited two important
causes for this including letters intercepted leyghemy at sea and poor organization between
the Americans and their allies. He also noted @aharge number of letters were sunk at sea to

avoid capture, and he commented, “I do not wontlgoar not hearing from Mr. Ritchi€®

This lack of communications continued to be prold&oifor the American
commissioners. On April 7, Franklin wrote to Jagtthe had been in “suspense” sometime about
contacting him because he did not know if Jay waBadiz or Madrid® The problem with
correspondence between the two delegates appedbedatresult of poor effort by Franklin. He
used this letter to “now acknowledge the receipteters from Jay dating September 26 from
Philadelphia, December 27 from Martinique, and 3an@6, 28 and March 3 from Cadiz.
After this, Franklin addressed problems with fatdermation that hurt their effectiveness and

credibility. Franklin informed Jay that his repodfsrumors in Cadiz that he had failed to honor
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Loan Office Bills payable in France were “wickedsihoods.” He assured Jay that he refused
no bill from the original proprietor and actuallgig those guaranteed by the presenter or an
alternative form of credit. After denying all suggiens that he refused payment of bills,
Franklin contemplated the source of such infornrmatide surmised the source to be “enemies of
our country” or “persons who proposed an advantagkemselves by purchasing them at an

under rate.”®

On April 14, Jay responded to Franklin’s recerteletlay dismissed Franklin’s excuse
for not writing noting that Gerard successfullyideted all his correspondences to P4tiday
surmised, “I find it therefore difficult to accoufdr my not having been favored with a single
line from you since my arrival’® Despite this, Jay did admit there were securiopfams
within their lines of communications. He claimeddrafted several letters but did not send them
by post because of espionage. Jay also statedimotsend them special express because as a
stranger “I knew not whom to trust®He did offer a solution to their broken line of
communication. Jay wrote that because he receigetinice or orders from Franklin over the
past three months he would send Franklin’s letteespacket addressed to an American tobacco
merchant in Nantes named M. Joshua JohAsday concluded his letter reminding Franklin of

the importance of open communications and affirimediedication to transparency.

Despite the problems with Jay, Franklin and Adarekitionship appeared less

complicated at this point. On April 19, Adams infeed Franklin that he had received
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instructions from Maryland for Franklin to chooseagent in Britain to draw money from their
“English funds” at a compensation rate of two peté&Adams offered Franklin his personal
suggestions regarding five potential nominees ahbyeMaryland. Despite this, Adams
admitted he had no right to interfere and askedHfirEs pardon for his “presuming to advis€.”
Franklin responded quickly on April 21 suggesting mistrust of the information delivered to
Adams. Despite this, Franklin declared Adams recenaations came with great weight to him
and he would consider them. Franklin concluded hleatvould nominate a Mr. Williams,

someone Adams considered a proper peton.

As tensions eased between Franklin and Adams,daissle escalated into an outright
crisis and highlighted how confused the lines dharity in the American government were
during the Paris negotiations. A year before Frankad ordered commander of ti&S
AllianceFrench Captain Pierre Landais to join John Pauégdam his campaign against England.
Franklin explicitly instructed Landais to “put y@alf and ship under his command as your
senior officer.®* On September 23, 1779, Landadliancefired on Jones’ ship thRonhomme
Richardkilling several men and ultimately sinking the sei$? This followed a series of schisms
between the two captains and resulted in accusatibmsubordination from Jones against
Landais. Franklin reluctantly led an inquiry of thikegations but rendered no judgment because

he felt it was not within his authority and wastbesuited for an American codft.
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In early March, Franklin relieved Landais of thliancefor acting “captious and
critical.”® Franklin specifically cited Landais’s tendencym@sconstrue any part of the English
language he did not understand as an intended.fi€déspite Franklin’s intentions to limit or
entirely sever their communications, Landais cargthto correspond. Landais wrote to Franklin
denying the charges and announced his intentiosedk a court martial in America for
vindication®® He also insulted Jones personally claiming he &el so well in all respects for
to not take or destroy the whole fleet of the engtingt | must say loudly, that the King of

England ought to reward him for it

Landais later wrote to Franklin asking for passtg@merica, his personal effects, prize
money, and monthly pay “since | am in EuropePranklin responded to these requests claiming
it was not in his power to give Landais passagénerica and that concerning his wages and
prize money “payment of them does not belong td fieLandais altered his approach in
response asking Franklin to use his influence teysle the officers of th&lianceto return his
possessions as a fav8te also provided Franklin with an account of higantunate financial
situation and asked to whom he must apply to femimonies. Landais further implored Franklin
to advise him of his best options to obtain passggen his circumstancé$This attempt at

civility by Landais was short-lived. The next dag/\wrote claiming Franklin relieved him of
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command of thélliance over accusations “that none but a court martialjudge.* Landais
further accused Franklin of keeping him in Frarm# fmonths longer than his instructions from
America dictated® From this Landais asked as a “right” that Frankither restore command of

theAllianceto him or provide him with a written refusal fomhito present to Congress.

Franklin responded the next day with a letter tfgred multiple reasons for his actions.
He informed Landais that the continued quarreliegveen captain and crew as well as
Landais’s repeated written criticisms of his meonppted Franklin to take actioh Franklin
supported the validity of this decision by cititggtlack of complaints of the crew regarding their
new commandet’ He also stated that Landais’s only ambition immeing to theAlliance
during his four months in Paris was to retrievegussessions. Franklin clearly intended to

portray Landais as an ineffective commander whodtaed his post.

Franklin also insinuated that Landais pleaded dorstatement just prior to the ship’s
sailing for the sole reason of obtaining a writtiemial to aid his cause in America. Despite this,
Franklin assured him he would provide him with aide“as positive and clear as you require
it.”%" Franklin continued by declaring that he had nérimed anyone in America of his opinion
of Landais’s actions to prevent a promotion of l@igainst him. This was a clear attempt by

Franklin to embellish his neutrality and fairnesgarding final judgment of Landais in America.
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Despite this, Franklin declared that if “I had 20ps of war in my disposition | should not give

one of them to Captain Landai¥”

Following these exchanges, Franklin assumed thadidia had sailed to America.
Landais actually traveled to L’ Orient in northw&sance where thalliance prepared to sail to
America® On May 29, Landais surprised Franklin with a lestiating “I have been waiting ever
since | came to L’ Orient for your order to me évake the command of the frigak#iance %
Landais wrote that he figured Franklin had had ghdime to reflect on the issue and reminded
him that Congress appointed him captain. Landa&s thformed Franklin “I consider it my duty
to return to my station on board héf*He justified this using a letter dated April 1rfrghe
Secretary of the Board of Admiralty John Brown added to Captain Peter [sic] Landais or the
Commanding Officer of the Continental friga&#tianceinstructing whoever to return to the
United States$’? Landais included a copy of this letter and reméhBeanklin that he was
answerable for any “disagreeable consequen@@granklin responded on June 7 claiming no
knowledge of Landais’ presence at L ‘Orient andirefed him that both of their actions would

be laid before their superiors for judgmé&¥tFranklin concluded by warning Landais about the

consequences of his actions and declared, “I waerefore any further dispute with yotf>
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After rejecting Landais’s claims, Franklin wrotexones informing him of Landais’s actions and

instructed him to act “with all possible expeditigfi®

The actual situation in L’ Orient differed from Fidin’s understanding when he rebuked
Landais’s request for reinstatement. When Landaiget to take the ship, Jones ridiculed the
lack of loyalty from the crew and left the vessa the taking'’’ Landais informed Franklin on
June 14 that he had “taken the command yesterdany aght.”*°® The reinstated captain asked
Franklin again to explain under what authority keved his command. Landais also
discredited Franklin’s previous claims over crewngtaints against him and their admiration for
Jones. He wrote that his officers and crew informied that they wrote Franklin “begging” that
their lawful commander be restored and they recenerespons¥? Landais then resumed his
standard captaincy dialogue asking Franklin to@agd prize money to the crew and send him
his dispatches so “I may fulfill the orders of Coess.*'° Franklin responded with surprise at

Landais’ disobedience and ordered him “to quitship immediately***

Landais ignored Franklin’s demands and respondddauiletailed inventory of the arms
and ammunition on board? He also repeated his demand that Franklin pagrkis their prize
money, stating “I am sure it would be for the ietdrof the United States that no more time be

lost by that delay® Franklin ignored Landais and wrote to Jones theviing day revoking
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his order that he receive Lee as a passerig€his was done because Franklin believed Lee
“advised or promoted” the mutiny on tAdiance** Franklin left the decision to Jones

suggesting that he might judge Lee for himself decide to allow or prevent his passage.

Jones did not confront Landais following the muttfiHe instead traveled to Versailles
in an attempt to win the favor of the cotittJones claimed that Congress believed Landais was
well respected by the court and therefore appoihtiedcaptain to please the kiftf.Jones asked
the king’s ministers to relay their opinion of Lansl recent conduct to America because
Congress should know if the account he gave of éifmgs true:*® The Court of Versailles,
convinced of Landais’ improper conduct, orderedoghade to prevent his departure, and

instructed the port citadel to fire on the shipéfattempted to escaff8.

Knowing Landais’s pending fate, Jones wrote to haffacer Mathew Parke on board the
Alliance.Appearing sympathetic, he informed him of the kengirest order and referenced
Landais’ inevitable ruin asking, “why should hewrgou in to share his fate®?* Jones also
rejected Landais’ justification for the mutiny warg, “men are not to fly in the face of order
and authority, and Mr. Franklin is too wise to eedt¢he limits of his power:?? Later Jones

acquired a flotilla of warships and advanced onAliance.Instead of engaging, Jones stood
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down and permitted Landais to pass avoiding theniiat! of sinking an American ship® The
following day Jones justified his actions to Franldtating “your humanity will | know justify
the part | acted in preventing a scene that woalcehrendered me miserable for the rest of my
life.”*?* Jones also informed Franklin of his true opinibh.ee’s loyalties. He wrote Lee “is not
a little disappointed that his operations havepnotiuced bloodshed between the subjects of

France and America®

TheAlliancewas granted permission to pass from L’ Orient bas witimately towed
and anchored outside of Port Louis in western &1itf-*° This was because Landais refused to
depart without first receiving the prize money frbis earlier privateering exploit§’ Franklin
responded by discrediting Landais and calling hizes illegitimate. He noted that the two ships
Landais captured reported his illegal seizuresdiemdanded damage payments of £500 sterling
and 60,000 livres respectivel§? Franklin also cited Landais’ capture of an Irislipswith an

English passport and predicted that, “damagesalsith be demanded?

Despite Franklin’s insistence that Landais was detefy negligent and not owed
money, he contacted Adams and inquired his opiritcemklin asked Adams three sets of
questions. The first was if he felt that Landais\gailty of capital crime$® He further inquired
Adams’ opinion about whether relieving Landais frdaty and denying him funds to travel was

proper. Franklin also asked if Adams felt Landag&swo blame for delaying the ship’s departure
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and sought advice about the future. He inquiregktidims believed they should allow Landais to
retain control of théllianceand sail to America where he would face tHalBy asking for
Adams’ opinion of his actions, Franklin was expnegsome level of uncertainty regarding how

he handled the situation.

Adams responded to the queries by stating thaigirson was unimportant because in a
court martial he could neither witness nor judifeAdams instead explained his legal
understanding of instructions given by the Navy Blaand Congress. He claimed he was
unaware of Landais’s receiving any instructionsliey the minister plenipotentiary. Adams also
stated that only Congress could remove Landais rommand “because the Navy Board
themselves had not as | apprehend such authdfidams explained that he believed that such
an event required the presentation of formal cleabgéore Congress. This prompted Adams to
conclude that no American in Europe possessedauttiority because he knew of no formal
complaints against Landais before Congress. Addsnsr@formed Franklin that the American
admiralty laws were inadequate and legally there m@evidence that supported the charge that

Landais abandoned his duty.

On June 27, Franklin wrote to Jones acknowleddiagtte would not likely regain
command of théllianceand commented, “so that affair is ovét>Following Franklin's

acceptance of Landais’s command, he commentedbtibimess is now to get the goods out as
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well as we can?® Franklin also wrote to Landais on thé"¥acusing strictly on business. He
instructed him to receive a shipment of gunpowdens, and cannon from Prince de Montbarey
for transport to Philadelphid’ Landais responded on July 2 arguing his caseawokfin one last
time. Landais claimed he was right to demand pripaey, rejected Franklin’s reasons for
denying him payment, and dismissed the claims ofatges and illegal captut& Franklin

chose not to reply to Landais’ final effort. Onylidl Landais notified Franklin of his departure
referencing his last response on June 24 statyog, tharged me in the letter with the

prejudicial delay of the sailing of thliance,and given no hopes of having my people righted, |

have prevailed upon them to go to our own courtrsetek justice®*

As this crisis subsided, Franklin found himselfargled in another. Throughout the
spring, Adams questioned the dedication of the ¢fréa the alliance. He became convinced that
they pursued the war halfheartedly because thegdghe emergence of a powerful nation in the
Americas™*° When Adams voiced this opinion, his relationshithwhe Comte de Vergennes
suffered dramatically. On June 22, Adams wrote Kmarabout the matter and stated his belief
that French sources were planting false informaitictheir dispatches to Congress intending to
cause distress in Ameri¢&. On June 24, Franklin wrote the Comte de Vergeabesit Adams’

claims and requested to delay and examine all sporedences to America for
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misrepresentation$Z This briefly aligned Franklin with Adams againisetComte de

Vergennes. On June 29, Adams wrote Franklin admgitthat his argument with the Comte de
Vergennes was out of his typical pursuit “and tf@e| may be inaccurate in some thing&”

He continued by asking Franklin that if he beliela to be wrong on anything to please
inform him “for | am open to conviction:** When Adams questioned his own actions, Franklin

immediately retreated from his earlier support.

On June 30, the Comte de Vergennes wrote Franidimisising Adams’ argument as
“abstract reasoning-*> The Comte de Vergennes also addressed Adams'scthmnthe French
were not in full support of American independertde.noted that the King was confident that
Franklin’s opinion differed from Adams’ and assutedh of no repercussions. The Comte de
Vergennes provided Franklin with copies of all tisrespondences with Adams on the matter.
He also informed Franklin that the king expected kb put everything in front of Congre¥s.

On July 10, Franklin wrote the Comte de Vergennesyting to distance himself from the rift
between him and Adams. Franklin wrote that he wasg to comprehend the issue but
explained, “I cannot say that | yet perfectly ursiend it.**” Franklin also dismissed Adams’
insinuation that the French did not fully suppbe American cause. He assured the Comte de
Vergennes that the sentiments of the United Sthtiesed dramatically. Franklin asked the

Comte de Vergennes to assure the king that Ameriaane fully aware of their obligations to
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France for their suppott® Franklin clearly saw Adams as a threat to hieretb remain in the
favorable graces of the court and therefore dedltnestand in unity with his fellow American

commissioner.

On July 31, the Comte de Vergennes wrote Frankipressing his trust and admiration
for his wisdom and principle’$? He further requested that Franklin inform Congrafsadams'’
ill will and actions against the French for theidgment:>° Franklin responded by reiterating
that Adams did not represent the opinion of Ameaind spoke “from his particular indiscretion
alone.™* He further explained that his communications wittams were limited declaring, I
live upon terms of civility with him, not of intintg.”*>? Franklin concluded by assuring he

would honor the Comte de Vergennes’ request tammiGongress of the situation as asked.

On August 9, Franklin wrote to the President of @ress Samuel Huntington detailing
both theAllianceaffair and the rift between Adams and the Comt¥eigennes. Of thalliance
Franklin warned that the disorder and mutiny th&dted her crew might cause them to “carry
her into England?®® To support this Franklin cited the existence obaspiracy for this purpose
during the ship’s initial voyage to Europe. Franldtated that the quarrels between, Landais,
Jones and the crew resulted in her delay and eafesdiling at under capacity. Franklin used this

opportunity to deflect any potential criticismshe$ handling of the affair. He claimed the
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distance between him, the ports, and the lackaoide of laws involving ships abroad “give me

infinite trouble.™*

When informing Huntington of the conflict betweedains and the Comte de
Vergennes, Franklin allowed the Comte de Vergenwesds to explain the affair. Franklin
simply forwarded to Congress all correspondencas the Comte Vergennes on the matter and
noted that Adams provided him with no documentss @pproach enabled Franklin to fulfill his
promise to the Comte de Vergennes and use thethrreimister's words against Adams while
diminishing his direct involvement. Franklin limitdnis personal insight on the matters to a
couple of explicit observations. He stated thatAdabelief that Franklin expressed too much
gratitude towards France was “mistaketr.Franklin then offered his understanding of hovs thi
affair affected the negotiations. He noted thatrdano longer was effective because the Comte
Vergennes declared he would not hold any discussigtin him°® Franklin's critique of Adams
by Franklin clearly outlines their different perspees on America’s diplomatic relations with
France and its war effort. Adams doubted that@ngtallegiance with France could be a
mechanism to create a strong American entity bechedelieved America would trade British
domination for French subjugation. In contrastnkiim expressed little concern about France’s
imperial intentions and believed French assistavez essential for America to gain

independence.

On August 10, Franklin wrote a second letter to tthgton describing settled debts,

actions of key French and American diplomats, agtdits about the pending departure of the
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shipAriel.*>" He also provided information about the gains ofgteers whom he commissioned
in France to harass British “coasting trad®.Franklin concluded by addressing the growing
denunciation of his character among those connéottte negotiations in Europe. He
acknowledged that Lee, Izard, and Landais wouldatgusations against him before Congress
and declared he would fight the charges “knowirggufrightness and clearness of my own

conduct.**°

On August 17, Adams wrote Franklin detailing Dupghrceptions of the United States.
He declared, “everyone has his prophecy, and guephecy is a paradox® Adams claimed
some believed America would align with the Britefd break with the Frencfit He
immediately dismissed this possibility citing thalslity of the Franco-American alliance.
Adams also addressed other popular predictionadnal the belief that France and Spain would
abandon America, Spain would forsake France, afdurope would abandon America. These
varying perceptions demonstrate the common iddgaattireough no one was certain how, the
revolution was doomed. Adams explained the mostijlaopeason the populace questioned
Europe’s commitment to the American cause. He dieabpe’s fear that America would
become the leading manufacturing base and ruecgaomy and that America would become a

“great and an ambitious” military power and turriagt Europe®?

7 Benjamin Franklin to Samuel Huntington, August 10, 1780, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen
R. Cohn, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 8, 2014).

158 Benjamin Franklin to Samuel Huntington, August 10, 1780, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen
R. Cohn, E\Sgtp://www.franklinpapers.org/franinn/framedVqumes.jsp (accessed April 8, 2014).

Ibid.

199 j6hn Adams to Benjamin Franklin, August 17, 1780, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R.
Cohn, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 8, 2014).

* Ibid.

2 |bid.



90

Adams clearly did not trust Europeans and reiterhte belief that the Americans could
not rely on their support. He theorized that Eusspehetoric indicated they desired the
assimilation of Americans back into Europe as “masp®® Adams sternly rejected the idea of
any reconciliation between Europe and Americaeldt Adams declared that Americans should
stop believing in “delusive dreams of peace,” m#ltheir own strength, and “depend upon
themselves***When Franklin responded over a month later, haidised Adams’ claims about
American delusions as untrue. He declared, “albit@unts | have seen, agree, that the spirit of

our people was never higher than at present, ®ir ¢éxertions more vigorous®®

Despite a growing schism between the American @éésgover diplomatic strategy,
financial issues again consumed their attentionS&ptember 20, Franklin wrote to Vergennes
about securing another loan. Franklin expressecehistance claiming he asked Congress not to
request this because the cost to the French alreasymmensé® Franklin also admitted that
he could not reasonably expect to make repeateséxifor money with any success. Despite
this, Franklin explained that the state of Amemgceurrency could not sustain its troops and
current operations without new loans. Franklin églaf he protested America’s bills it would
destroy Congressional credit and America wouldbmitid hand and foot” unable to figif.He
also informed the Comte de Vergennes that he bdlieved France was America’s only hope.

He claimed that the effort to gain credit from tetherlands failed, and “we have had hopes of

1% bid.
* bid.
165 Benjamin Franklin to John Adams, October 2, 1780, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R.
Cohn, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 8, 2014).
166 Benjamin Franklin to Vergennes, September 20, 1780, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R.
Cohn, httlpg;//www.franinnpapers.org/franinn/framedVqumes.jsp (accessed April 8, 2014).
Ibid.



91

aid from Spain; but they are vanishé@Franklin concluded by reiterating America’s

commitment to settling all its debts following thvar.

On October 14, Adams wrote to Franklin regardingogaean loans and America’s
diplomatic strategy. He commented that he hadlielisame “mortification” as Franklin about
soliciting money but attributed this to their failefforts'®® Adams justified the continued
American effort to borrow funds. He claimed ther@swo shame in borrowing because
“England has been all the time borrowing of all tiaions of Europe, even of individuals among
our allies.*”® Adams noted that England annually borrowed a syumaleto its exports while
America one twelfth of its export. He also exprelssepport for the dispatch of American
diplomats to all courts in Europe. Adams argued tas necessary because Britain had

emissaries in every corner of Europe, “by whichytkeep up their own credit and ruin ouf$*

On October 22, Jay wrote Franklin supporting hitoas and offered an alternative if
they failed. He suggested that if France declihed request they must borrow from individuals
despite higher interest raté$.Jay continued claiming they should secure fundargnterms
because “almost anything will be better than agsit’® He offered an assessment of the
potential fallout from such an event consistentwtanklin’s view. Jay believed a protest was
an intolerable disgrace and the consequences costdCongress more than just its créffion

October 24, Adams wrote Franklin in support of Jg.advised that the contents of Jay’s letter
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“will certainly be of great weight and us&’®> Adams expressed his belief that private funding of
the American effort was plausible. He wrote, “I agsured of the good will of a number of very
worthy and considerable people and that they wileavor to assist a loah’® Adams also
advised Franklin that their financial problems weot unique. He noted that in the Netherlands

“English credit certainly staggers”™

On November 28, Samuel Huntington wrote Franklitaidieg the recent activity of the
American government. Huntington indicated that Gesg had passed a resolution petitioning
Louis XVI for loan of 25,000,000 livre¥? From this, Huntington provided four specific
directives for Franklin. The first stipulated thatanklin forward the resolution to the king and
“on all occasions and in the strongest terms” regmée congressional resolutions. The resolution
also directed Franklin to procure the longest tegpossible after the war for repayment. This
included various suggestions regarding interepgyment methods, and issues of financial
security. A final directive urged Franklin to exjgiimis diplomatic presence by cultivating a
friendship with Consul to Morocco Stephen D’Audit€gille in hopes of securing a treaty of

commerce-’®

Huntington used this opportunity to inform Frankitihan effort to undermine him in
Congress. He reported a pending vote on DecemfagrtBe appointment of an American
secretary to the Court at Versaill@& Huntington explained that the initial effort waslpto

provide Franklin with a personal assistant but aentent emerged to expand the appointee’s
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powers. He detailed several reasons this efforigaaaked strength. Huntington pointed out that
Congress was irritated because they only receiveddtters from Franklin in 1780. Of these

two correspondences, both addressed negative eUehis March 4 letter, Franklin reported his
failure to obtain most of the military supplies @oess instructed him to secure. Huntington then
noted that although Franklin’s second letter on Mayeported his successful procurement of
arms, few actually reached America. This indicated even when Franklin found success he
was underachieving. Huntington concluded by stdtiag Congress canceled the vote and
elected an envoy to Versailles “for the speciajppsge of soliciting in conjunction with our

minister plenipotentiary™®

Huntington amended his initial instructions to Fdamin a letter dated December 27. He
reported that Congress dispatched Col. John Latoeiasance with authority to negotiate “the
important affairs to which they more immediateliate.”®? Huntington praised Laurens and
expressed admiration for him. He stated that Lasuhexa “opportunities of information” about
America’s troubles that particularly qualified himexplain their circumstances to Louis XA7f.
Huntington also explained that Laurens’ dispatcedaconcerns over Franklin’s ability to
perform his duties during these critical negotiasioHe commented this would “guard against
the accident of your want of healtf?* Huntington concluded by stating “Congress doulbt no

that the success of the measure will be much prednoy the assistance he will derive from
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you.”® On January 1, 1781, Huntington wrote Franklin adaiwarding a congressional

resolution respecting the empress of Russia amgyaf Laurens’ instruction?

Lafayette wrote Franklin following these eventsypding his own insights. He informed
Franklin that Congress had struggled to selecteety because of politics and the “spirit of
party.”®’ Despite this, Lafayette expressed support foQble Laurens. He informed Franklin
that he would have chosen no other person fordieeciting his “uprightness, candor and
patriotism.*® Lafayette concluded his letter with a candid digsion of Franklin’s position
within the politics of Philadelphia. Lafayette coranted that Franklin had enemies but this was
the nature of politics. Despite this, he assurehKin of his allies noting, “You have in

Congress as well as everywhere many faithful friettf

On March 9, Laurens wrote Franklin announcingahnig/al at L’ Orient and his
possession of several dispatches from Congdrésswurens then bypassed Franklin and directly
addressed Vergennes presenting the congressialmabautlining his directives. These
Congressional extracts declared that America’owctested on the achievement of naval
superiority and the acquisition of loans in exasfsthose previously sought' He argued that
France should increase its loans because the bediefhe previous amount was adequate

betrayed “the common cause of France and Ametiéd.aurens’ heavy-handed approach
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before the French court continued. He claimed @aatgress believed France’s regard for “the
rights of man” should dictate its actions and thene“demand every effort” to prevent British
domination in America® He also noted that Congress demanded “the abaseifftéis rival”
and the securing of an ally based on mutual intef&sLaurens concluded his argument
regarding French obligations by declaring “the dee& measures insisted upon in the forgoing

extracts are necessary” because the war appebesitigeril*

On March 12, Franklin carefully constructed adetb Samuel Huntington detailing the
state of the American delegation. He first declahed he had attempted to the best of his
abilities to comply with the instructions he reamdvon November 28 and December 27
respectively-* Franklin admitted his initial attempts proved eifbecause the French ministry
was preoccupied with other matters. He then expththat subsequent efforts to procure the
25,000,000 livres requested by Congress ultimdglgd. Franklin attributed this to the great
expense France had already endured in the wat,afioversailles and other domestic burdens,
and the poor state of American credit. Franklirorggd that although securing the requested
loan was impractical, Louis XVI did offer a grarit&y000,000 livres to show his solidarity with
America. This assistance compounded an earlienf8t000,000 livres for congressional drafts
and interests owed. Franklin concluded his findram#ail by noting that this grant was for

military use and warned Congress against usiray itdeneral purposes>’

Once Franklin outlined the state of America’s fines, he addressed a personal matter.

Franklin admitted his role in the current statafffirs and offered several reasons for his
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conduct. He noted that he had passed seventy-diaes\f age and stated his recent case of gout
had “shaken me exceedingl{?® Franklin noted that his health woes and overwheinpiublic
duties combined to prevent him from any persontdfs&tion or activities. He expressed
bewilderment over this personal development commegntl do not know that my mental
faculties are impaired, perhaps | shall be thettagiscover that**® Despite any uncertainty of

the cause for Franklin's shortcomings, he was pesibout a “diminution in my activity?*°

Citing his previous decades of public service, kliarsuggested his career was over and that
Congress should replace him as its delegate irs.Rd@ noted that his decision was not based on

doubts of their success or ill experiences durisgshrvice but “purely and simply on the reasons

above mentioned®®?

Franklin included a copy of this letter with a aegde one to Jay on April 12, in which he
elaborated on his decision to retire. Franklin pgedy left his letter to Huntington unsealed for
Jay’s inspectioi®? The reasons and specifics he included in Jayterletirrored the ones in his
letter to Huntington with one major exception. Kdamexpressed his wish for Jay to succeed
him in Paris?® Having omitted this in his letter to HuntingtomaRklin advised Jay to write to
his associates accordingly if he desired this agpmnt. Franklin concluded this letter by

advising Jay that he had not informed anyone imé&af his intention&*

On May 14, Franklin again wrote to Huntington exgiag upon the situation in Paris

and offered advice regarding his dismissal. Franktited that since the arrival of Col. Laurens

% |bid.
' Ibid.
% |bid.
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the French had appeared more receptive to thaiestg for aid. Despite this, Franklin warned
Congress not to burden his successor with futupiGgtions that were unobtainatff&.Franklin
also directly addressed his issue with William fRalf the U.S. Consul in France. He claimed
that Palfrey had failed to communicate with Framkér over four months and recommended he
be relieved of all his business affairs. Franklbmduded his letter by addressing his pending

retirement and declaring his intent to remain iarfee indefinitely.2*®

As Franklin awaited word from Congress about bigement, the earliest hints of a
peace process emerged. On June 15, British midsted Hartley wrote Franklin offering to
travel to France and meet to “think of some medmmutiing a stop to the horrors of universal
wars.”?’ To accomplish this Hartley requested Franklinsistance. He expressed no desire to
visit without the knowledge of the French ministarsl asked Franklin to gain their cons&ht.
Hartley also informed Franklin that their potentia@eting would occur at an important time. He
noted that his brother moved a conciliatory bitbtlgh Parliament in hopes of achieving a

“honorable and universal accommodation of pedte.”

Franklin wrote to the Comte de Vergennes on Jungr@viding him with a copy of
Hartley’s letter. He expressed a desire to sedeyaas a friend but Franklin predicted that
without official consent from the British court good could come politicall§*° Franklin also

predicted that a diplomatic meeting of the two vdocdiuse more harm than good. He noted the

205 Benjamin Franklin to Samuel Huntington, May 14, 1781, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R.
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likelihood of it generating false reports and “aectires.*'! The Comte de Vergennes

responded in agreement noting Franklin’s intelligienn such mattefd? Despite this, the

Comte de Vergennes did not completely reject thmnaf such a conference. He suggested that
Franklin and Hartley both should seek official ap@l to meet, stating his intention to assist

with all legalities*'® Instead, Franklin responded to Hartley on Jundedtying his request and

attributing the decision to the Comte de Vergerffiés.

On June 15, Congress drafted three letters t&uherican commissioners redefining
their mission. The first informed them that the emgp of Germany and the empress of Russia
had offered their mediation between Britain and Aio&**® In light of this, Congress enclosed
several instructions regarding the matter. Congegpsessed a desire to terminate the war with
an honorable peace by gaining justification foirthause from their “imperial majestie$-® The
instructions continued by directing the commissisrie accept Germany and Russia’s

mediation on their behalf using the letter as pfobf

The second letter from Congress altered the dycgofithe negotiations and clarified its
directives. Congress granted Adams full “generdl secial” powers to negotiate with the
Courts of France and Britain along with all other@ean states to achieve ped€&ongress

took the opportunity to guarantee there were nandsrstandings regarding American

™ Ibid.
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authority. Congress named Franklin, Jay, LauredsJafferson along with Adams to possess the
power to negotiate and “make a treaty or treatiSeCongress concluded by expressing its faith
in the commissioners. They stated they would “ataafify, fulfil and execute whatever shall

be agreed and concluded and signed by our saict@igi**°

The third letter recommended that the commiss®oadhere to instructions provided on
August 14, 1779, and October 18, 1780, regardinmbary dispute&’* Despite this, Congress
advised the commissioners to use their own judgsn@misuch matters. Congress felt it was
unsafe to “tie you up by absolute and peremptomgotions” as long as the negotiations secured
the interests of the United StaféCongress also instructed the commissioners togedie
“most candid and confidential” communications abiet negotiations to the French cofitt.

The correspondence concluded by providing a guidefithe negotiations faltered. Congress
granted the commissioners the authority to enterartruce if peace was unobtainable given that

Britain retain no possessions in the United Stétes.

Congress convened again on August 16 and furthended its strategy for achieving
peace. Their first resolution granted full powersAdams to enter into a treaty of amity and
commerce with the NetherlantfS.Congress also addressed the issue of Europeisdeatd
power. To bend this in America’s favor, Congressead that Adams should propose a treaty of

alliance between Louis XVI, the Netherlands andhéded States. Congress specifically

9 |bid.
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outlined its desired parameters of an agreememtgigss stipulated that the duration be limited
to the present American war with Britain and confdo the existing treaties between France
and the United States. Congress resolved that ¢fi@eNands recognize U.S. sovereignty and
only to accept a unanimous peace. The directivbdurstipulated that once the compact

materialized, the commissioners were to invitedtiert of Spain to join the allianéé®

On August 20, Jay wrote Franklin offering his apmon Congress’ proposal for the use
of mediating parties and an expansive Europeaanali. Jay expressed suspicions about
Germany and Russia’s potential involvement bechadeelieved “every nation in Europe except
Prussia wish better to England than FrarfééThis motivated Jay to offer a suggestion about
the negotiators course of action. He advised theylsl delay the mediation and focus on the
alliance between France, Spain, the Netherlandsth@nUnited States. Jay offered several
reasons for his conclusion. He surmised that bpthrSand the Netherlands would eagerly join,
and this would rapidly facilitate an acceptableqgeed o support this he offered an assessment of
the Spanish Court. Jay reported that the Spanist mat tired of the war and had ambitions to
gain territory including Gibraltar, Jamaica andtfdahon on the Mediterranean island of
Menorca. He also detailed the importance of a Sbaalliance for the American cause. Jay
noted that if the Spanish acknowledged and supgh@dneerican independence it would give

“Britain a mortal wound.??®

On August 25, Adams wrote to Franklin outlining perspective on their new orders.

Adams disliked the plan stating, “I am very apprediee that our new commission will be as

226 .
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useless as my old on&® He continued by offering his personal insight iatwling the war.
Adams claimed that Britain would only consider pe&alowing the death or capture of every
British soldier in the United Staté¥ Following this assertion, he issued a warningranklin.
Adams contended that if Congress soon expected @fqrdace it would only find
disappointment. He concluded by asserting hisirohes vision for the American cause. Adams

claimed, “my talent, if | have one lies in makingn?3*

On August 15, Franklin received a dispatch froom@ess denying his dismissal and
expanding his role in the peace negotiations ia@arent validation of Franklin’s advantageous
diplomatic skills, understanding of European peditiand celebrity in Parfé? Franklin openly
accepted his continued appointment but remainadively silent on the new congressional
directives. On September 4, he wrote to Jay reggraccounts and mentioned receiving a letter
from Adams about the commission but provided naitiet® On September 13, Franklin wrote
to Huntington expressing gratitude for his contoshappointment. Franklin advised Congress
about the complexities involved in achieving itstetl goals and cautioned it against relaxing its
war efforts in anticipation of a quick peacéFranklin responded to Adams on October 5
claiming he knew nothing new about the mediatidaref and described them as in a state of

stagnatiorf>> The stalled progress continued until news of lgn&al Cornwallis’ surrender at
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Yorktown reached Versailles on November*d9This did not end the war but caused
disenchantment in British Parliament, poor morah®ag British troops and renewed the push

for peace negotiatiorfs’

During the first thirty-two months of his role asnister plenipotentiary to Paris, Franklin
laid the foundation of what would become the castmre of his diplomacy during the coming
peace process. With a clear intention of leavirsgaeirsonal fingerprint on both sides of the
Atlantic, Franklin expanded his presence and imftgein such matters including military
campaigns within the European arena. As Franklangsioned the efforts of the French on the
Americans’ behalf, Adams and certain members ofgtess expressed anxiety about the course
of the American diplomacy in Paris. The centrahpise of Franklin detractors was that
American delegate was too affectionate towards$-teach. Franklin vehemently disagreed with
this insinuation and recognized the amalgamatidfrench and American interests would create
a balance of power and increase the likelihoodBingin would concede to their most
advantageous demands. Worried over America’s isorghy fragile state, Congress dispatched
Col. Laurens to assist Franklin in Paris and sodiniever-increasing amount of aid out of
concern that Franklin’s acquisition of aid failedmatch America’s need. Recognizing the
impracticality of the Congressional aims, Frankiffered to relinquish his duties. Congress
instead reaffirmed his role as sole delegate tad&and Franklin emerged with a renewed
purpose and a sense of vindication. This developewncided with a British initiative to

commence negotiations to end hostilities and foateuh peace. With the consent of America

® The Comte de Vergennes to Benjamin Franklin, November 19, 1781, in The Papers of Benjamin
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and the strength of the French, Franklin was n@e& fo engage the peace process from a

diplomatic vantage point of his own design.



Chapter Four:

The Peace Process.

Although Franklin’s diplomacy invited criticismdm multiple sources, it became
immediately apparent the he accurately anticipBi#itsh actions once the peace process
commenced. British minister Hartley immediatelyoimhed Franklin that the only avenue for
effective negotiations rested on the eliminatiofriignch involvement. Foreseeing his
adversary’s strategy, Franklin remained imbeddediwthe French ministry and rejected
Britain’s repeated proposals for separate arbamatiVith the support and protection of Britain’s
greatest antagonist, Franklin could effectivelyageghe mediation until the optimum
circumstances emerged to negotiate. This enabbatkkn to strike an advantageous accord and
create the greatest possible American empire. Asifin continually affirmed his position, the
British employed a series of tactics to sever ttem€o-American alliance. These attempts
including Hartley’s use of London-based Americarrggrhomas Digges in an attempt to
compromise Adams; the dispatch of British diploffiladbmas Grenville to engage Versalilles;
and the dispatch of British merchant Richard Oswaldiscuss potential solutions directly with
Franklin. As this cat and mouse game continued)kiraemployed a scheme where he offered
a series of preliminary stipulations for peace til@aexpected to fail. Despite Franklin’s
nonsensical proposals, British desperation evegtaedsted, and in a shocking development, the
terms were accepted. This initial agreement preddhe negotiations forward, and on January
20, 1783, the American, French, British and Spamisfhisters signed the preliminaries, ending
hostilities. This sent a wave of delight and refiefoss both Europe and America. After

finalizing the details, Franklin, Adams, Jay, anarttey signed the Treaty of Paris on September
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3, 1783. This was Franklin’s greatest public ackmeent and cemented his fingerprint on the
new Atlantic world order where the extraction ofiadependent United States from a fractured
British Empire created a social, political and emoic shockwave that rippled throughout the

entire globe.

On January 2, 1782, Hartley wrote a lengthy latidfranklin proposing peace
negotiations between Britain and America withowrfeh involvement.Hartley argued this was
the only logical solution. He claimed Britain woulather “fight to a straw to the last man and
the last shilling rather than be dictated to byRnench.? This mirrored Hartley’s previous
suggestions that Franklin had resisted. Hartleynaggterated his claim that the Franco-
American alliance impeded the wish of the Britigople for peace and was the single largest
hurdle to negotiationSHartley suggested the negotiations use the Catmii Bill passed
through Parliament on June 27, 1780, as a foundafiois bill contained five clauses. The first
dictated the negotiations would address the remaiVBlitish troops from the “thirteen
provinces”, security of British interests, and @neement not to aid their respective enerfies.
The bill also defined the non-military aspectstd hegotiations and proposed the establishment
of a “free and mutual intercourse, civil and comont between Britain and the “thirteen
provinces.? The bill's other provisions addressed a varietissties including the proposed
suspension of certain British decrees detriment#thé peace process and parameters for

relations between Britain and the United StateeWohg the conclusion of hostilities.

! David Hartley to Benjamin Franklin, January 2, 1782, in The Papers of Benjamin Franklin, ed. Ellen R.
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Franklin responded swiftly to Hartley's proposathwa stern rejection. Regarding French
involvement Franklin claimed, “I believe there st man in America, a few English Tories
excepted, that would not spurn at the thought eédeng a noble and generous friend for the
sake of a truce®Franklin also reminded Hartley that he had presfipuejected Britain’s offers
of separate negotiations. Franklin commented tpoggosals “always gave me more disgust
than my friendship for you permitted me to expresde also addressed Hartley’s assertion that
the inclusion of the French impeded the will of Br&ish to desire peace. Franklin commented
that if one party proposes terms of peace andttier®view it as “dictating” then “no treaty of
peace is possibléHe concluded this commentary with an assessmemhaf Congress might
instruct and what he personally would do. Congvessld never instruct its commissioners to
gain peace on these terms, he explained, andid,it| certainly should refuse to act.Mere
Franklin was using his communications with Hartleyreate the framework he desired for the

burgeoning negotiations.

The burden of paying for the American commissishexpenses continued to grow dire
as peace negotiations stalled. On January 9, Fnarnkbte to Robert Morris explaining that
neither the Netherlands nor Spain had offered tassis in subsidizing their living costs.
Franklin explained this put him in a difficult ptien. He claimed that the duty of paying bills
drawn by Jay, Laurens, and Adams fell on him, ascttarrent resources would only permit this

to continue another six weeks until the end of Baby'' On January 11, Franklin relayed a
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similar message to Adams, adding “I have not oolpromise of more money, but an absolute
promise that | shall have no morg.The other commissioners reported to Franklin simil
situations. Jay reported his inability to settle thebts and stated that Franklin’s intervention
would be necessary to prevent America’s defauitsagxisting bills** He also offered a bleak
view of his future economic prospects. Jay reponisdlifficulty in obtaining loans from
individuals. Despite Spain’s promise of assistameelaimed, “I have no reason to rely on

receiving it soon™

Franklin responded to Jay with heavy criticismbef Spanish court. He claimed he did
not know the amount of aid Jay received but ifdiswot significant, he “wished you had never
been sent theré”Franklin expressed this opinion because he fatt$panish actions hurt their
cause. He surmised that their slight of Americatsppsed friendship was “disreputable to us”
and hurt their relations with other coutfsranklin also addressed Jay’s solicitation ofaaid
offered his assessment of the situation. He claithathe had no power to assist him and he

perceived Spanish reluctance as a refusal of difeir of alliance'’

On January 25, Adams dispatched a detailed assatssifithe financial situation in the
Netherlands. He mirrored Jay’s request for assistataiming his inability to obtain fund.
Adams continued by explaining the reason he wasumatessful. He claimed four people

controlled all loans and acted in concert togetAdams asserted this monopoly consciously
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worked against the American cause because theiveeceir salaries on the condition that
they resist his requests for lodfishdams’ failure along with Jay’s difficulties in Sim
threatened to give the appearance that the Untstd<sSwas more of a poorly conceived and

politically unstable experiment than an emergintjoma

On January 24, Hartley wrote Franklin again attémgpto arrange negations claiming his
efforts were misunderstood. Hartley contendedttieabffer of separate negotiations stood “with
the consent of the allies of Americ&.Hartley argued that this was feasible given thesent
situation. He claimed he understood the Frencletdigposed to consent, and Franklin had not
told him different. Hartley concluded by assurirmgriklin that peace was obtainable. He claimed
that multiple treaties would conclude the war affgr “let us have one treaty begun, and | think
the rest will follow.” This demonstrated that Hartley understood Fratsktiefusal and
attempted to entice him to negotiate by assuriBgteésh acceptance of the Franco-American

alliance.

On January 28, Franklin wrote Louis XVI assurimg lof America’s firm commitment to
independence and its determination to achieve anrable peac& On February 16, Franklin
responded to Hartley claiming that if the Britishly desired peace they must “make
propositions for that purposé®Franklin purposely placed all the initiative onrtiy. With

tongue in cheek, he claimed that one of the wargzamust take the first step, and “America
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being a novice in such affairs has no pretenseabdharacter® Despite his commitment to
non-action, Franklin reiterated his position, stgtihe United States stood with its allies and
would negotiate “but do not dream of dividing usuywill certainly never be able to affect f£”
Despite feigning inexperience, Franklin clearly ersfood the diplomatic game and was simply

waiting for the right opportunity to bring the ndigdions forth.

The dynamics of the negotiations changed agagaity 1782. On March 21, Hartley
wrote Franklin informing him that George Il integaito change his ministers in hopes of
facilitating negotiation® Hartley insinuated to Franklin that this offeredapportunity for the
Americans to reevaluate their demands for peacadsked if Franklin desired him to inform the
new ministry that the Americans firmly rejectedenpe separate from Frarféédartley
continued by reiterating his desire for negotiagiand the end of hostilities. Franklin responded
on March 31 affirming his aversion to a separa@péut hinted he alone could not decide the
matter. He wrote “but | am but one of five in th@mamission, and have no knowledge of the
sentiments of the otheré§®By clouding the process, Franklin used Britaimeigorated push for

peace to bait Hartley into a less advantageousiposi

Despite their revitalized efforts to produce efiiiee negotiations, Britain remained
committed to a peace without France. On MarchA2@ms wrote Franklin detailing an attempt

by American agent in London Thomas Digges to engimeon business with authority from
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Hartley?® Adams assured Franklin he rejected the offer éxipig.he would not meet without
witnesses and advised Digges to engage the conoméssiat Paris. Despite this rejection by
Adams, Digges again visited Adams inquiring abasitauthority to enter into a truce with
Britain. Adams assured Franklin that he assertatihté could not offer any opinion without
consulting the other commissioners. He also cometeah Digges’ representation of British
politics and public opinion. According to Adamsges claimed Britain was “gloomy” citing
“the distresses of the people and the distraciioasiministration and parliament’Adams then
informed Franklin of a growth in popular suppont famerica in the Netherlands, claiming “ten
or eleven cities of Holland” favored the Americ&h3his news strengthened Franklin’s resolve
to deflect negotiations until an opportune time whwe British would agree to the most

desirable terms.

To compound their efforts in the Netherlands,Bhniésh devised a scheme to divide
America and France. Franklin wrote Adams on ApBiliiforming him that he had learned of
British diplomats addressing the French ministripapes of convincing the royal court to
negotiate a treaty without the Americahsie noted the British offered to give the rest of
Canada to the French as a sacrifitEranklin assured Adams that Americans had alrsgated
their position on such matters. Also on th& 1Branklin wrote Hartley expressing his
displeasure at British attempts to sever the Frakmoerican alliance. He wrote, “you may judge

from hence, my dear friend, what opinion | mustéhéormed of the intentions of your
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ministers.®* Franklin continued recounting the French respangke British proposition. He
insisted Louis XVI asserted that the British mustibepared to negotiate with France’s allies.
Franklin also used this opportunity to reiterate Bnrench and American commitment to their
alliance. He cited the principles of the Frenchrtand described their attempts to circumvent
the Franco-American alliance as “vaift.Franklin concluded by suggesting that France’s
reception of its ministers offered all sides posisigss. On April 45, Franklin added an additional
note to the correspondence advising Hartley thdweifBritish desired negotiations, Laurens
possessed the authority to hear all proposals deggftime, place or any other particular§.”
Clearly such extensive efforts by the British toguce negotiations with America and France
separate from one another indicated the importahpeeventing such an occurrence to cement

an American advantage.

Despite continuous rejection of the idea, Britalentlessly tried to facilitate negotiations
without a Franco-American alliance. On April 16,akads wrote Franklin detailing a visit the day
prior by American merchant and politician Henry tens. Adams wrote that Laurens informed
him that the British ministers again proposed asae peace “upon any terms short of
independence® Adams noted that Laurens advised the Britishlieabelieved a treaty without
France was impossible. Adams wrote that he agrtatidg, “I told him | was fully of that
opinion.”® Adams also forwarded information presented to Iyn.aurens. He noted that the

British ministers no longer trusted Digges’ chaeaend had dispatched a British commissioner
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named Oswald to engage Franklin. Adams concludeddirespondence by stating a desire to

meet only with “a plenipotentiary” in the futureffanklin permitted?

Unbeknownst to Adams, Oswald petitioned FrankhnAgril 16 requesting to meet with
him the following day° Oswald presented himself as a peace emissaryteespipossessing an
official title or diplomatic statué* Franklin engaged Oswald discussing a durable paade
removing “what may give occasion for future watsA key component of their conversation
was the role of reparations during negotiationanklin noted his belief that peace could only be
secure with reparations because American resentinoentinjuries guaranteed future conflict.
Despite this belief, Franklin admitted that he wasure if Americans would demand reparations
but still suggested it would be to their advantdidiee British offered it. Their conversation also
addressed British possessions in Canada. Citingasteof governing the territory, Franklin
suggested the British cede control in favor of jiable trade agreemeritsFranklin clearly was
candid during this discussion because he understopédgreements were not binding. Such an
environment afforded Franklin the opportunity tage his British adversary while reiterating

his stipulations for peace.

The following day Franklin wrote Adams stating tkzwald liked the idea of using
Canada for reparations because of Britain’s prefigamcial constrainté’ Despite Franklin's

account of his meeting with Oswald, Franklin faitednform Adams about a significant blunder
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he had committed. During his meeting with Oswal@dnklin scribbled notes on the subjects
discussed. At the conclusion, Oswald requested dduld present the notes to his British
beneficiaries and Franklin agre€drranklin soon realized his mistake because hedad
confer with Vergennes as instructed and had noosityho discuss reparatiofis Franklin
immediately went into damage control and resorelibel to distract attention from the

negotiations.

Franklin printed and circulated a fictitious exdgipom theBoston Independent
Chronicledetailing atrocities committed by Indians with Bsfit encouragement. These included
an account attributed to a Capt. Gerrish descrithiegliscovery of eight boxes containing
American scalps intended as a present for Can&tiaernor Col. Haldiman®. Franklin also
fabricated correspondences between Indian tribeshenCanadian governor. These included a
letter from the Seneca asking Haldimand to send¢h#ps to “the great King” to assure him
“our faithfulness in destroying his enemié& The excerpt also detailed multiple examples of
how this discovery affected the American populdde examples included an account from
Boston dated March 20 claiming that after the scalpived thousands of people flocked to see
them “and all mouths are full of execratiof8 To make the excerpt appear legitimate, Franklin

included ads for claims against estates and tleecdddouses and land.

Franklin used this interruption to strengthen higport structure and requested that Jay

return to France. On April 22, Franklin explaineddould not negotiate without his colleagues
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and because Spain was unlikely to aid them, Jajesits were more useful at Pass@n April

23, Franklin wrote Jay again informing him that yemnes agreed to the move and suggested
they leave Carmichael in MadrfdOn April 24, Franklin wrote Jay a third time expiag his
perception of where the negotiations were headtranklin noted that Britain agreed to a
prisoner exchange with the Americans. He stateddrsulted from Parliament’s passing an act
that designated them as prisoners of war inste&etiofy charged with high treastmEranklin
perceived this as a vague acknowledgement of Arrelitcdependence. He stated that in
response to America’s rejection of a treaty witherence, Britain appeared to entertain the
possibility of a general peac&On May 8, Jay wrote Franklin informing him of igentions to

travel to Paris and commenting that the French asawor in Madrid agreed with the madvVe.

Franklin also expressed a desire for both LauredsAalams to travel to France given the
possibilities of negotiations. Despite this, Franklin understood the importarfcadams’
presence in the Netherlands during this crucidbgeHe informed Laurens that if Adams could
not attend then he wished him to arrive with expeedsknowledge of Adams’ opiniGAOn
April 30, Laurens wrote Franklin informing him oistpending departure for ParisLaurens

also brought Franklin up to date on recent convienssabout American and British relations.
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He reported that Lord Shelburne was receptive@égtioposed prisoner exchanges that various

American and British parties had discus3&d.

On May 2, Adams wrote Franklin informing him tlin$ ability to attend was
uncertaim’ Adams chose this correspondence to clarify higtipason peace and offer an
assessment of their loan prospects. He claimed#hbad previously hinted that
acknowledgement of their independence was parambunteiterated that he did not mean they
insist on such an article in the treaty. Regardimgnces, Adams reported less than desirable
news. He explained that Dutch profits from tradd fadlen sharply and they were exhausted
from loans for “France, Spain, England, Russia, @me Denmark and several other powéPs.”
Adams also informed Franklin that domestic debtgaded their assistance commenting, “there
is scarcely a Ducat to be lefit Despite this, Adams expressed optimism for theinre. He
wrote that although enthusiasm for their causefaldered, “another year, if the war shall

continue, perhaps we may do bett¥r.”

On May 3, Hartley wrote Franklin informing him ththe British government issued a
general order releasing all American prisorféBhis event revitalized the peace process
because it demonstrated Britain’s apparent acqemescfor negotiations under the present
conditions. Hartley commented that this was the fitep towards “sweet reconciliatiof.”

Franklin responded on May 13 commenting, “I rejoigth you in this step” and “I think it will
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tend greatly towards a reconciliatioff.He concluded his letter by expressing his hopea fo

durable peace built upon this development.

On May 13, Deane wrote Franklin a lengthy episthenf his adopted lodgings in Ghent
offering his differences of opinion with FrankliDeane immediately addressed their lack of
communication, commenting on Franklin’s lack ofbort responses to his correspondefites.
He continued by warning Franklin of how their redaship could negatively affect their
important task. Deane wrote that they must naihleir “resentments and passions get the better
of our reason and judgmerft’He continued by reminding Franklin of their gdaéane wrote,
“the great object before us is to secure peacertiiand safety for our countr¥®Despite their
shared objective, Deane detailed their differintnmms about what was best for the United
States. Deane wrote, “you believe that the peédwety and happiness of our country will be
best secured and supported by a close allianceRathce.®® Deane explicitly disagreed with
Franklin’s opinion. He explained he believed Amartwas formerly the most happy and free
country in the world whilst under the British canstion.”’® Despite their differences, Deane
concluded his letter with an expression of his peas interests. He claimed, “I have neither
correspondence or interest or the prospect of a3 Britain- the small remains of my fortune,

the most of my friends and family and all my futh@pes and prospects are in Ameri€a.”
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On May 17, Laurens wrote Franklin informing himttha health reasons he intended to
decline his Congressional appointment to negoffateurens justified his decision by
disagreeing with Franklin’s earlier assertion thatcould not enter into mediation without his
colleagues. He stated that he believed that Cosgmad its constituents never intended or
expected everyone named in the commission to adpii® his refusal to negotiate, Laurens did
express interest in continuing his assistancedditherican cause. He explained his intention to
contact Adams and assume his financial role irctmemissior’> This put Franklin in a peculiar
position. Within two weeks of Britain releasing Anoan prisoners, one of Franklin’s colleagues
expressed his aversion to independence and arelduded not to participate. This proved to be
the beginning of a series of events that immediatefated any progress made in the recent

weeks.

With the stability of the commission in peril, Adaroomposed a letter on May 24 but
failed to send it. In the letter, he made severapbetic assertions about the integrity of those
with whom they would negotiate. He questioned waettord Shelburne and “his royal master”
actually had lowered their ideas of “British omrigace?** Adams continued his assessment of
Britain’s intentions. He predicted that Britain’esire to maintain possessions gained in the
Peace of 1763 would prolong the war indefinitelgafns also believed that new British
ministers would refuse to make concessions, attéonjoirn the tide of the war, and prevent

successful negotiatiorfs.
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On June 2, Franklin wrote Adams detailing the eventrounding British diplomat
Thomas Grenville’s appearance at Passy. FrankBorthed his rhetoric as a repetition of
Oswald’s assertions that the British would negetigith all powers® Despite this, Franklin
reported a deception at the hand’s of the Britinoted that the French court had requested an
agreement that France could share with Spain afidriidioassuring Grenville’s authority.

Franklin reported the arrival of a British documesmelve days later supposedly declaring
Grenville’s authorization to negotiate with the ek and their allies. When Franklin arrived at
Versailles and read the document he noticed thasene mention of France’s allies and noted
that the Comte de Vergennes had dismissed the agsentuse to gain time. Franklin claimed
that because Grenville declared his dedication¢tuding America’s allies in the negotiations, it

indicated Britain’s intention to continue the wWar.

On June 13, Adams responded to Franklin’s corredgrace about the events. He
immediately declared that Grenville’s intent to agagte only with France did not surprise hifn.
Adams continued with an assessment of the situgh@imirrored the sentiment from his unsent
letter to Franklin in May. He noted that becausdivisions among the British ministers and
their unwillingness to make concessions, they wdiklely never make peace. Adams continued
with his personal desires for the conclusion oftlae. He stated, “I wish their enemies could by
any means be persuaded to carry on the war agherstin places where they might be sure of
triumphs.”® Adams also declared his personal commitment totia@pns with their allies. He

stated he had not taken any engagements to make peaout the Dutch and only would with
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their blessing. Adams declared, “it would be withnite reluctance that | should see a peace

made between England and any of her enemies, uinlessade with all &

Franklin responded with cautious optimism. He witot©swald expressing the belief
that his dedication to the good will of both cousdrindicated his willingness to negotiate with
the American commissionetSFranklin indicated he believed that recent evessslted from
the politics of negotiations. He surmised that desprenville’s initial commission to negotiate
only with France, Britain’s plan was to enable Osita mediate with the Americans later.
Franklin attributed this to the pending “Enablindf’'Boefore Parliament that authorized
negotiations with the United Stat&He concluded with an expression of hope for arohaisie

and swift conclusion to the war.

Franklin’s optimism was not evident when he wraté.aurens on July 2. He theorized
that the British delayed negotiations hoping thaltcould manipulate the situation for their
advantagé&® Franklin also suggested that the British intenieghake the American
commissioners irrelevant. He claimed that Britisgn€ral Guy Carleton was preparing to offer a
proposition before Congress that would make aytriealParis unnecessary. Franklin also offered
an unfavorable commentary on the European clinkégeroted Oswald had not received a

commission, and Grenville “does not very clearlynpoehend us according to British ide&$.”

Franklin actively addressed the potential negaratibetween General Carlton and

Congress. On July 6, he provided the Comte de Wargewith a resolution from Maryland’s
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general assembly indicating their rejection of pryposition® Franklin specifically highlighted
the importance of such a strong rebuke from the skée noted that Maryland was last to accede
to their “confederation” and therefore “esteemedsbme the least hearty in the cau¥e.”

Franklin also wrote Hartley expressing his displeast the slow pace of the British peace
effort. He informed Hartley of Maryland’s unanimoesolution exclaiming their dedication to
“continuing the war at all hazards than violatetfeith with France.®” Franklin concluded by

predicting the present state of affairs would paedoegative results.

As Franklin voiced his displeasure, Hartley resmahaith his own complaints. He wrote
that Franklin’s strategy of gaining independendeitgea treaty impaired progress. Hartley
explained that Britain likely wished to gain somirthfor American independené&Hartley
suggested that Franklin abandon his position aekl selependence as the first article of the
treaty. He concluded by expressing his belief tiegtendence could only arise “from the failure
of the treaty.? As the diplomatic dance between the two begamMifiraagain resorted to
deflection as a means to stall the process in hopfsding the best opportunity for the
Americans. This came in the form of limited comnuations with Hartley designed to string

him along but accomplish little.

On August 16, Hartley wrote Franklin communicatmgch warmer relations. He

commented that Franklin’s “honest, anxious and miitted” efforts for peace must endear him
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to America “and to all mankind®® From this premise, Hartley detailed the noble heeand
Franklin played in the peace process. He notedarilgive the strongest testimonies of the
constant honor and good faith of your conduct ardespondences, and my letters to you will
bear me equal testimony*"Hartley continued by dismissing any future criiui of their actions
during the negotiations. He claimed neither shdedat censure because under scrutiny they
would claim “the poet’s character of the sincemtestmen* Hartley continued with an

assessment of their affairs arguing that he andikiraagreed in sentiment.

Despite Franklin and Hartley’s apparent trucejasin began to surround the minster
plenipotentiary. On September 5, American statesRabert Livingston wrote Franklin
explicitly addressing the consequences of Franklack of communication. Reminding
Franklin his last correspondence occurred in Makohngston reported that the Americans had
resorted to private letters as their primary sowfdaformation?® Livingston noted that of
Adams’ position in Holland, Lauren’s liberation,chday’s travel to France, “Doctor Franklin has
told us nothing.* His criticism addressed the entire American systeshjust Franklin.
Livingston stated the Americans had adopted a sybtsed on ignorance that impeded their
ability to function. He continued by venting hisrpenal frustration over their state of affairs.
Livingston noted that he blushed when he met “a berof Congress who inquires into what is
passing in Europe’® He continued by highlighting a point that plaguleel Americans from the

beginning of the revolution. Of intelligence Livisign asked, “how does it happen that all our
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information of what is transacting in Europe shocane through indirect channels or from the

enemy?®°

Franklin quickly responded to Livingston and atiitided his poor correspondence to their
bad postal service and the interrupted peace mwokEkesclaimed that he had written “sundry
letters” and expressed hopes that they had ntinistarried.®” Franklin continued with an
update of the negotiations. He claimed they “amedit little more than mutual professions of
sincere desires’® Franklin continued by pleading with Livingston foatience. He noted the
number of interests under consideration in a pbat&een five nations, and “it will be well not
to flatter ourselves with a very speedy conclugitrranklin concluded his short letter with an
assurance of future communications containing itgmdinformation and various relevant

documents.

On September 27, Robert Morris wrote Franklin dieitwo acts of Congress
identifying three points of consideration. Thetfiast dated September 14 consisted of a three-
part directive defining Franklin’s agenda before Erench court. The first instructed Franklin to
solicit a four-million-dollar loan from Versaillashile reassuring the French of America’s
admiration. The second and third points directeahklin to highlight America’s reliance on
France and convince them of the present loan’sssdge For reference, Morris included cost

estimations for the year 1783 to support theirtjpetifor assistanc®’ Such a directive from
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Congress placed much pressure on Franklin becausgr€ss appeared to ignore his earlier

assertion that its financial demands were imprattic

On September 23, Congress approved a second dé&eetnforcing its expectations of
Franklin. They expressed doubts about Britain’pgisus change from “vengeance and war to
kindness and conciliation” and instructed Franklat to consider British compliments when
negotiating'* Congress also reiterated the importance of Amesrimantinued friendship and
alliance with Versailles. The final point implorédanklin to accept the necessity of these
congressional loan applications because Amerideeththe ability to raise sufficient funds
through taxation. Despite the official decree oh@ss, Morris disclosed his personal doubts to
Franklin regarding America’s strategy. He stateslldglief that foreign assistance was a
necessity but expressed fears that “we shall beidered as relying too much on France, or in

other words doing too little for ourselve®?®

On September 28, Morris wrote a second letter addrg Franklin’s critics in America.
He noted that many believed Franklin’s perceivéelggnce to France “seals your lips when you
should ask their aid"®* Morris wrote that this viewpoint caused “Mr. Leedacompany” to
continuously assert that Franklin’s connections iafildence before the French court were
“extremely feeble ** He also informed Franklin that these detractoreevgmining influence in
America at his expense. Morris noted that Congpoesisved “your grateful sensibility might

render you unwilling to apply with all that warmithich the sense of their necessity convinces
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them is necessary® Despite the apparent singling out of Franklin, tooffered a personal
assessment of the source of these resentmentsaiked that those “who censure you are well

disposed to place like censure on Fraric.”

Despite negative information from America, Frankimained focused on the
diplomatic wrangling at hand. On October 14, Frankirote Livingston detailing his latest
attempt to influence the course of the negotiatibfesstated that the Americans had sent
preliminary propositions to Oswald, although helated the British court would approve
them?®” The first article insisted the British king ren@erfor himself and all his successors any
claims within the dominion of the thirteen colonigbe second addressed fishery rights dictating
that America claimed the rights to the seas thesgessed when they were under British
dominion. Franklin’s provisions also discussed wastfinancial and commercial relations
between Britain and America. It proposed that eit of each nation should enjoy the same
protections in each other’s ports as afforded éar thative subjects. Franklin concluded with an
expression of hope that the British agree to tlop@sals. He claimed that if they were

successful, “I apprehend little difficulty in thest.”%®

On November 4, Oswald wrote the American commissi®outlining several obstacles
to successful negotiations. The first was Americafasal to accept Britain’s insistence that all
seized property be restored to loyalists and thdeefought on behalf of the crowf? Oswald

continued by asserting that if restoration was swpcal, the American’s must agree to provide
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adequate compensation. He continued by indicaliagthis stipulation united the British
commissioners. Oswald claimed that Paris-baseBiritiplomat Henry Strachey “has most
strenuously joined me” in insisting on the restiomof property-'° Britain also issued demands
regarding British citizens under American cont@wald insisted that America must grant
general amnesty to those held in confinement withréstoration of property and rights.
Oswald concluded with an assertion that Americatracsept these stipulations before

negotiations could progress further.

Henry Strachey reinforced Oswald’s demands thevefig day in a letter to the
American commissioners. He claimed America’s rdfusaild be the great obstacle “to a
conclusion and ratification of that peace whicmisant as a solid, perfect, permanent
reconciliation and reunion between Great Britaid America.**? Despite this warning,
Strachey expressed his personal desire to achievean agreement between the two. He
claimed he would not leave Paris without submittimg matter for consideration one last
time!*® Strachey concluded by indicating that Americatejpendence and territory would

suffer if the American commissioners continuedgject the propositions.

The American commissioners unanimously respondé€steald on November 5. They
rebuked his proposals and claimed they could nigtr émto an agreement regarding restoration

because confiscation occurred under the laws a@fichahl states, and Congress had no
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constitutional authority to interferg? The commissioners also dismissed the validity ritaB’s
proposal regarding amnesty. They claimed to agieearf amnesty more extensive than justice
required” but could not extend it furthEr. The commissioners concluded by stating that if the
inability to comply would induce Britain to contiadhe war “we hope that the utmost latitude
will not be given to its rigors*® The following day the commissioners forwarded pycof the

correspondence to Strach@y.

On November 21, Livingston wrote Franklin inforrgihim that Congress appointed
Jefferson to the commission but expressed doubéshehhe would undertake the task.
Livingston’s letter included a personal assessroétiie negotiations. He argued the British did
not truly desire peace and compared them to chmrolsters unwilling to quit the pulpit even
“when they have tired out their hearet§”He also reported that the war effort in Americawa
stagnant. Livingston explained the French armyravidence stalled without orders despite their
preparedness to proceBdHe concluded his correspondence by expressingecosiover the

commercial repercussions of British naval advamtéise Caribbean.

On November 26, Franklin wrote to Oswald informimm of resolutions passed by
Congress and the state of Pennsylvania. Frankbiorted that Congress directed him to obtain

the “authentic returns of the slaves and othergntgp destroyed or confiscated during the
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war ! He also informed Oswald that Congress determingdack of compensation from
Britain would invalidate claims against Americans $imilar offenses. Franklin reported failure
to pay would prevent America from making restitatto any former property owners that was

“forfeited to, or confiscated by any of the stat&s.

Franklin also presented a second resolution fleerPennsylvania assembly titled “An
act for procuring an estimate of the damages sweddiy the inhabitants of Pennsylvania, from
the troops and adherents of the King of Great Bridarring the present wat?® The bill
referred to the damages as “unwarranted by thdipeaaf civilized nations” and called for an
estimate of damages for use as advantage durimet@iations®* The resolution delegated the
task to the Pennsylvania county assessors andnaésiblost slaves as property dam&g&he
resolution concluded with a directive of how to exie the project including costs and court
appearances. Despite the apparent stalemate, ffrankkinued to offer proposals to Oswald

attempting to further the peace process.

On November 29, Franklin drafted a preliminarygmsal for peace and sent it to
Oswald. It immediately called for the British kibgconvince Parliament to approve swift
compensation for American merchants and citizens Mt “tobacco, rice, indigo, and negroes

etc.”?® Franklin also insisted that the British king petit Parliament to offer additional

12 Benjamin Franklin to Richard Oswald November 26, 1782, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale University
Library, New Haven, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 9, 2014).
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compensation for “all the towns, villages and fatmsnt and destroyed by his troog”The
proposal also contested several debts claimed igi®rFranklin noted that before the war free
commerce based on “mutual faith” existed wherearitredited American merchants who sold
goods and would make “accustomed remittan&&stanklin contended that inflicted damages
during hostilities nullified both this system aritidebts claimed on existing merchandise. He
compared the British to a draper who gave clothismeighbors on credit, followed him, seized
the cloth and then sent a bailiff to arrest himtfar debt-*® Oswald was receptive to Franklin's
proposal in hopes that an agreeable response westl/e their ongoing stalemate. Franklin
informed the Comte de Vergennes of their progresisstated he would forward a copy of the

details the following day?°

The Comte de Vergennes expressed surprise ovagteement and was astounded when
Oswald and the Americans signed the preliminarymgachon November 36! The document
contained several articles that addressed certatavgar issues. In terms of territory, it defined
the northern borders from Nova Scotia through Lakeario, Erie, Huron, and Superigf.A
subsequent article dictated that the United Statesned fishing rights off Newfoundland, the
Grand Banks, and the Gulf of St. Lawrence. The reimg articles expanded on the stipulations

put forth in earlier peace proposals. They addcetise recovery of debts, compensation for
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damages by both Britain and the U.S., a ban ondutanfiscation of property, granting freedom

to prisoners, and open navigation of the Missisdfiper.**?

Despite the progress, Franklin expressed doubttbeegierms and their overall prospects
for success. On December 4, Franklin wrote Liviogsietailing why he expected the agreement
to fail. He noted that the French had not signeti Britain, and that both Spain and the
Netherlands had failed to act impeding a “defitigaty.”** Franklin continued by questioning
the terms of the compact. He noted that, “to seouremain points we may have yielded too
much in favor of the royalists:* Franklin also expressed concern that the quaotity
compensation awarded remained undecided, commetitisigppose something depends on the

event of the treaty™*°

As 1782 ended, Franklin expressed cautious optinoigen the state of negotiations. He
addressed Louis XVI directly to assure him of threekicans’ resolve in their fight for
independence and commitment to the Franco-Ameeriimce’” Franklin also wrote to Morris
warning him that America should not consider itsglpeace because the other powers had yet to
sign an agreement® He warned that the war might continue longer tizgmected, predicting
that Parliament would meet the signed prelimingneament with “great clamors® Franklin
used this opportunity to express his agreement Midtris’ statement the previous September

regarding America’s foreign dependence. He contefider people certainly ought to do more

 bid.
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for themselves, it is absurd the pretending toolers of liberty while they grudge paying for the

defense of it **°

On January 3, 1783, Jefferson wrote Franklin infaghhim of his pending departure
from Philadelphia for France. Jefferson clearlyexddahat he understood “I can do no good to the
commission; it shall be my endeavor to do it narpj"*** He continued by inferring that despite
his place in the negotiations, his arrival woultkeaf the commissioners. Jefferson explained that
he was the bearer of “something new to you” butiegkthem it was “not of a nature to
embarrass your operation$®He concluded by informing Franklin to expect hisval shortly

after the letter arrived.

On January 6, Livingston wrote Franklin detailihg turrent state of affairs in America.
He claimed he understood Franklin’s reluctanceotiwis loans but reported that America’s
treasury was empty and that “no adequate meansfiliirig it presents itself.*** Livingston
also indicated that he agreed with the growingamthat the United States needed to be more
self-reliant. He stated, “I do not pretend to jiysthe negligence of the States not providing
greater supplies** Despite this, Livingston expressed his belief thate was no other way to
continue the fight without solicitation of foreigmans. He stated he felt it was his duty to inform

Franklin that if the war continued, it would betla¢ expense of the French.
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On January 18, Franklin received a dispatch froenGbmte de Vergennes requesting to
meet with him, Adams, and any other commissionefaris:*> The Comte de Vergennes did
not explain the urgent meeting but requested tesquce of Franklin’s grandson and secretary
Temple Franklin because there would be a nee@tstate French to Englisff Franklin
responded to the Comte de Vergennes that he anti\dauld attend, but Laurens and Jay
could not because they had traveled to BritainNoxdnandy respectivel{#’ Franklin informed
Adams of the meeting and suggested they travethegso they could discuss business and

ensure they arrived when expecté&d.

On January 20, Franklin and Adams arrived at Vbesdio find that the Conde de
Aranda, British plenipotentiary Alleyne Fitz-Herbeand the Comte de Vergennes had
successfully negotiated a tredfyImmediately, the Americans signed a cessatiorosfilities
between Britain and the United States with SpaihFnance:>® The declaration officially
recognized the preliminary articles signed on Noven80 and based continued peace on the
agreed reciprocity among the three European mosauct the United Staté¥: This event was
an achievement for Franklin and officially set ioton an evolution throughout the Atlantic

bearing his fingerprint.
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The following day Franklin wrote Livingston informg him of the news. He stated that
he enclosed a copy of the declaration and wisheHifio to inform Congres§? Franklin
explained to Livingston that he was not in possassf the preliminary agreement signed
between the three crowns, commenting he believegdknerally were advantageous to Spain
and France. He also offered an assessment ofrdregtt of the declaration. Franklin noted that
although the Dutch had not participated, the agexesettled their stipulations, and he did not

envision this to be an obstacle in forming the miifie treaty™>°

On February 5, Franklin and diplomat Comte de Greegotiated a treaty between the
United States and Sweden. This was the first treatyween the U.S. and a foreign power not

active in the wat>*

The preliminary stipulations declared that neitside would arm a vessel
that acted belligerently towards the otfi&rOther stipulations included commercial agreements
over vessels and ports, maritime conduct betweetwh nations, and an official recognition of
each other's “Consuls, Vice-Consuls, agents andhissioners.**® These negotiations also
produced an additional five stipulations separaimfthe initial agreement. The first declared
that Sweden would use all resources to protectafehd the interests and citizens of the United

States">’ The remaining four articles addressed U.S. recipran defense of mutual interests,

issues of neutrality in international maritime dan$, jurisdiction and contraband issudg¥.
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Franklin and the Comte de Creutz signed an officesty of amenity and commerce in early

April. **°

On February 25, Franklin and the Comte de Vergenegstiated a financial agreement
between the United States and France. The coritacated a loan of six million livres to the
United States followed by six articles addressemmpyment of all previous aid and matters of
interest:® The agreement outlined various payment schedukbsarying interest rates until the
projected final payment in 1832 Despite the stringent repayment plan, Franklin aged to
negotiate a minor concession from the French, vgneeal to allow the United States to
accelerate its payments to take advantage of thieiay interest rates previously agreed%o.
Franklin expressed surprise at the success ofdfetiations. He wrote Morris informing him of
the deal explaining that because of the state erfidfr finances, “I wonder | have obtained so
much.”® Despite securing the latest loan, Franklin wandexdris to act as if it was the last of
their resources. He stated, “| am absolutely asstirat no further aid for this year is to be

expected.***

On March 12, Hartley wrote Franklin a congratulgtietter for the peace agreement and
forwarded him a document of conciliatory proposaid a “sketch” for a treaty of commerce

between the two natiort§> The central premise of the conciliatory documeas that there was
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no need for further delay in the conclusion oftifeaty based on the previously agreed teffihs.
To facilitate this, Britain offered to evacuateatsny before the conclusion of the treaty in
exchange for the United States’ not harassing@yalists who remained in America for a
period of one year’ The proposal concluded with a reassurance of iBistgommitment to
releasing all prisoners of war. The commerce prapiosended to return Britain and the United
States to the terms and conditions of trade bef@evar with “the new duties imposed during

the war excepted-®®

Livingston wrote the American commissioners on Ma2é reporting that Congress
received the preliminary articles of peace andteshpositively'®® Congress also expressed
approval of the commissioners’ refusal to negofmgace without British acknowledgement of
their independence. Livingston recounted how Cagyspecifically reacted to certain points in
the agreement. He noted the boundary decisions exgected, and they had no complaints
regarding the fisheries. Livingston implored thentoissioners to clarify one aspect. He asked
for an explanation of the term “real British sult@dn the agreemerif’ Despite the lack of
clarity, Livingston surmised that there was no ¢icm between the Americans and British on

the matter and dismissed any probability of consages.

Despite their differences, the American commissismentinued to work cohesively

towards creating and reshaping postwar relatiohsd®sn America and Britain. On April 28,
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Adams and Jay invited Franklin to meet with therd haurens the following day/! At the
meeting, they produced a proposition for Hartlaterating their dedication to free commerce
between the two nations. They asserted that follguhe evacuation of the British army, all
waterways controlled by the United States woulajpen to British vessels if the British
reciprocated with U.S vessels in their respectiagenwvays.’> On May 5, the commissioners
constructed a revised proposition to clarify thesslfication of certain islands within the
province of Nova Scotia as stated in the agreerf@Aiso on May 5, the commissioners
declared they had fully executed their authorityareling water boundaries in America and left

all future negotiations in the hands of the indixdtistates’*

As the peace process continued, Franklin againwedg@oor financial news from
America. On May 9, Livingston wrote that despite éna’s successes, “our finances are still
greatly embarrassed’™ Livingston also implied that America’s financiabplems would
continue to deteriorate. He expressed hope thakknacould procure more aid stating, “be
assured that it is extremely necessary to set ws ito peace.*"® Livingston continued by
predicting that serious disorganization likely weburhpede America’s ability to recover. He

stated that Congress did not expect to procurecampensation for losses because only
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Connecticut and Rhode Island had provided estinadtdamages, and those were “extremely

imperfect.™”’

On May 12, Morris wrote Franklin detailing seversalganization at the office of
finance. He stated that the confusion renderedumable to determine paid bills from unpaid

Y78 Morris informed Franklin that

ones and fear that several may have received “dquipfment.
he had written Jay, Adams and American financiatmissioner Thomas Barclay on the matter
in hopes of bringing organization to his offi@ On May 26, Morris wrote Franklin again
informing him that he intended stay superintendéfiinances as directed by Congré¥s.
Despite this, Morris wrote candidly, about the fingl problems within his department. Morris
declared, “the distresses we experience arise fnanown misconduct®* Morris reiterated
earlier sentiments communicated by the commisssortég stated, “if the resources of this

country were drawn forth they would be amply suéiit.”**> Morris continued by asserting he

never was intentionally dishonest and implored Kliiario solicit more aid for the cause.

The stagnant peace process continued into the encddilummer. Franklin wrote to
Laurens on July 6 commenting, “our negotiation®gaslowly, every proposition being sent to
England, and answers not returning very speedff/The commissioners collectively expressed
frustration over the slow process in a correspooeéo Livingston on July 27. They stated that

nothing of the treaties was completed and theyisterdly waited in expectation of answers that
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did not arrive!®® The commissioners also reported that the Dutchykatb ratify their

preliminaries and suggested they might not pasieifin the negotiation'>

The uncertainty continued until August 29 whendbenmissioners received a brief
notice from Hartley stating he was prepared to signdefinite treaty “whenever it shall be
convenient to you®® Hartley informed the commissioners that his instinns specifically
confined him to Paris and when they decided update, he hoped to receive them at the Hotel
de York®’ The American commissioners responded on Augugh&@Qdespite a previously
appointed place for the signing of the treaty, theyld attend to the matter on Wednesday
September 3 at eight o'clock in the mornifi§Hartley agreed to their proposal hoping to

achieve peace without any inconvenience for aligipants'®®

When Franklin, Adams, and Jay arrived that Wednesatarning, the commissioners
certainly were aware of the historical significamdettaching their signatures to the Treaty of
Paris. This document was the culmination of an alrseven-year effort and validated
America’s right to exist. After the American comsi@ners and Hartley completed the
document, the British minister and the Comte deg¥enes signed the Treaty of Versailles as
agreed to in their negotiations. After these momialeacts were completed, all parties

expressed relief and commitment to never allowrggglobal calamity they just endured to
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repeat itself. With their official duties completede Comte de Vergennes and the Americans
celebrated their achievements throughout the nighile Hartley retreated from the festive

atmospheré®

In the almost five years that Franklin served asefica’s minister plenipotentiary in
France, he carefully constructed a diplomatic s&hemnanticipation of concluding the American
Revolution through a peace treaty. Franklin’s stygtcorrectly predicted that the British would
employ a divide and conquer game plan because &@mstituted America’s source of strength
and security. To avert this, Franklin carefully wed American and French interests together
and exploited all available means to reinforcertheitual dedication to preserving the Franco-
American alliance. Franklin’s pandering to the \Agltss elite provoked strong conjecture from
his America colleagues who feared such an entaragiemAs the negotiations progressed,
familiar problems including security threats antkinal conflicts among the American

delegates, disrupted their progress.

Once the peace process commenced, Franklin’sigehbwn through as Britain
proposed negotiations without French inclusion attaicked the Franco-American alliance on all
fronts. This maneuver included employing Americgerd Digges in an attempt to compromise
the American ministers present at other Europeanigahe dispatch of British diplomat
Grenville to Paris in an attempt to break the attfrom the French angle, and Oswald’s
endeavor to persuade Franklin directly. Despite ghéind assault on the alliance, the American
ministers and French crown remained committed éo tiliance and eventually British
desperation spawned favorable concessions. Thigez/oto an American and British

consensus over preliminary stipulations that ewvahtserved as the framework of the historic
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Treaty of Paris signed on September 3, 1783. Thisumental event was more than a validation
of an independent United States; it was the congpleif a dramatic social, economic and
political transformation within the Atlantic worl@he individuals who founded the colonies
nearly two centuries earlier initially viewed thezh&s as English subjects, and this revolution
effectively rejected this character in favor ofAamerican identity. The treaty also legitimized an
American government that extracted control overr tt@mmerce from an imposed mercantile
economy and instituted a political system that dégied European royalty in favor of
republicanism and natural rights. When the duskesetrom this shattering event, an American

entity stood bearing the undeniable fingerprinBehjamin Franklin.



Chapter Five:

Franklin’s Triumphant Return.

With a stroke of his pen on September 3, 1783 khravalidated American
independence, dismantled the seemingly unbreal@atilsh Empire, and reconfigured the
Atlantic world. Following the signing of the defiive peace, celebrations erupted across
America and Europe. Franklin and the other delegatished in their victory and soon found
themselves in a state of limbo as the treaty affelgt dissolved their commission. Despite these
celebrations, Franklin continued holding unoffiaiidcussions with David Hartley about the
future of British and American relations. Hartldyampioned a peaceful reconciliation and
believed that an Anglo-American partnership begeduheir mutual interests. Franklin agreed
and expressed a strong desire to heal the woufiit$ed upon both countries from the war.
After considering various solutions, Franklin deyed an ambitious plan to unite the
inhabitants of the Atlantic world. This plan consi of a familial union between America,
Britain, and France to prevent hostilities andrgiteen their respective infrastructures. Despite
his efforts, Franklin lacked authority to negotiaeyond a peace treaty. He thus increasingly
directed his attention to other activities as themissioners awaited further guidance from
America. On January 14, 1784, Congress ratifiedltieaty of Paris and dispatched the news and
their compliments to the delegates in Europe. Dhasight closure to the lengthy peace process.
Although Franklin declared his intention to rettonAmerica, he did not take his leave for a year
and a half. On July 27, 1785, Franklin embarkedhisrfinal trip across the Atlantic Ocean.
When he arrived in Philadelphia, his compatrioeseged him with adulation. Franklin was
shocked over the dramatic growth of Philadelphianduhis absence and immediately noticed
that the general populace fully supported their gewernment and championed their

independence. Realizing it would be difficult ton@oce the American citizenry to entangle
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their newly independent country with European ie$és, he finally closed the door on his lofty

goals for an Atlantic union.

The completion of the treaty dramatically redefinieel position of Franklin and the other
commissioners. On September 5, Franklin, Jay, atains informed Hartley that their
commission was “terminated” and they no longer psssd authority from Congress to
negotiate’. Despite this end to their official status, the coissioners continued to contemplate
the future relations between Britain and the Uni¢ates. They advised that they would propose
that Congress send a new commission to Europenididéuture negotiations. The
commissioners also used this opportunity to expitesis wish to promote “a liberal and
satisfactory intercourse between the two countfiéhis was the beginning of an effort by
Franklin and the other commissioners to heal thenas inflicted during the decades long

schism.

On September 6, Franklin wrote Hartley detailing ferception of the state of affairs in
America. He advised Hartley against delaying aifdrievacuation of New York in “the vain
hopes of a new revolution in your favorEranklin surmised that such an event would
exacerbate the fragile state of affairs. He nobed if the British expected the people of New
York to pay their debts to British merchants asadrthey needed to consider the injustice of
their continued presence. Franklin asserted thahapes of a return to British rule resulting

from America’s collapse was naive. He noted, “treagbody of intelligence among our people
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surround and overpowers our petty dissensidllowing his praise for America and
dismissal of any possible American subjugationnkiia expressed a desire to advance
complimentary relations. He wrote, “there is ndhrmore clear to one than this, that the great

interest of our two countries is a thorough rectation.”

Franklin continued by assuring
Hartley of his commitment to healing the shattendtions between Britain and America. He
concluded, “let you and I, my dear friend, do oasttowards securing and advancing that

reconciliation.®

Despite the achievement of peace, suspicions dyaunklin remained prevalent among
the other American delegates. On September 10ybite Wwaurens acknowledging his receipt of
reports about his conduct during the negotiatidhe most damning accusation was that the
French opposed America’s acquisition of the Atlafisheries, and that Franklin either favored
their position or failed to “oppose this desidriThis was an apparent remnant of the suspicions
championed by Adams and others that Franklin’s pand to the French establishment came at
the expense of the American cause. Franklin exiylidismissed the credibility of these
accusations. He cited his fifty years in publiaadgfand declared his ambition to carry his well-
established “character of fidelity” to the gr&i@®f the accusations, Franklin wrote, “I cannot
allow that | was behind any of them” and referreduich actions as treasbRollowing his

denial, Franklin referenced Laurens’ knowledgehef ¢vents and their personal relationship.
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Franklin stated that Laurens had witnessed hiswarid the affair and implored him to

“destroy” the accusations and “do a brother comimigs justice.*’

Jay offered his support to Franklin on Septembébpyidecidedly stating, “I have no
reason whatever to believe that you was aversartolataining the full extent of boundary and
fishery secured to us by the treaty.Jay backed his position with specific examples of
Franklin’s behavior throughout their diplomatic sien. He cited a conversation from the
“summer of 1782” in which Franklin effectively argth with Vergennes supporting America’s
“full right to the fishery.*? Adams also expressed support for Franklin busdith a more
reserved fashion. On September 13, Adams wrotegpat of Franklin, declaring that during

the negotiations Franklin was “useful both by higaity and reputatiort®

As his colleagues came to the support of Frankhegaitation, America’s most famous
minister continued to focus on his continued bawién Hartley over reconciliation. On
September 24, Hartley wrote Franklin, expressimgsh that the peace between their two
countries improve their ongoing relatioffdHartley wrote again on October 4 expressing his
thoughts about “restoring our ancient co-partngrsjeinerally.*® He described his goal as
“endeavoring to arrange that system upon whictCihie@a Vaselately shattered, may be
cemented together®Hartley argued that rapprochement was the mostatéds solution to

America’s ills and declared his determination thiace it peacefully. To validate his point,

 Ibid.

" John Jay to Benjamin Franklin, September 11, 1783, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale University Library,
New Haven, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 9, 2014).

2 Ibid.

 Ibid.

 David Hartley to Benjamin Franklin, September 24, 1783, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale University
Library, New Haven, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 9, 2014).

> David Hartley to Benjamin Franklin, October 4, 1783, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale University Library,
New Havleen, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 9, 2014).
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Hartley cited a letter by General Washington tleénenced the uncertainty of America’s
government from a weakened congressional authBriin October 8, Franklin agreeably

responded to Hartley’s ideas, stating, “I join yoast cordially.*®

Franklin wrote Hartley again on October 16 expagdipon his conception of future
relations between Europe and America. He also edferproposal designed to create a multi-
state federation of interconnected Atlantic natidthes asked, “what would you think of a
proposition, if | should make it of a family compéetween England, France and Ameri¢a?”
Franklin equated this arrangement as a means faridento unite in peace with “her father and
her husband® His argument for such an accord rested on hissoppreventing future
conflicts between the great colonial powers. Framébmmented, “what repeated follies are
these repeated war$?To validate his point, Franklin wrote of the dareaguffered from these
altercations. He commented, “how many excellemgsimight have been done to promote
internal welfare of each country; what bridgesdsyacanals and other useful public works and
institutions tending to the common felicity migrave been made and established with the
money and men foolishly spent during the last sexmuries by our mad wars in doing one
another mischief?? Franklin concluded his correspondence by appe#tirgcharacter aside
from national identity. He wrote they should le&wrespect each other’s rights because they

were “all Christians?®

Y Ibid.

18 Benjamin Franklin to David Hartley, October 8, 1783, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale University Library,
New Haven, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 9, 2014).
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On December 5, Adams wrote Franklin from Londonrggayhat he had received a
dispatch from Philadelphia containing newspapaglpmations, a set of instructions for the
commissioners and a separate packet addressey tsofeinklin®* Adams indicated that he
would forward all the materials to Paris and takeantions himself until Franklin replied,
because “there is no commission under cover tairyethich | am named? On December 10,
Franklin responded by informing Adams that the padontained no mention of a further
commission to the delegation and observed, “it seeenhave been forgotten or droppé¥iFor
the time being, both Adams and Jay were ministéisowt portfolio. In a December 26 letter to
Franklin, Jay affirmed the situation, declaringd#cline to say anything about politics, for
obvious reasons’” In an apparent state of suspended animation, theriéan commissioners

spent the New Year awaiting further directions frGongress.

Congress ratified the Treaty of Paris on JanuaryL184, proclaiming they “approve,
ratify and confirm the same and every part andsgahereof® The nine states present at the
time of the ratification vote also unanimously fgsd to recommend to their legislatures “to
provide for the restitution of all estates, righasd properties which have been confiscated
belonging to real British subject§>Congress’ resolution also called for the restoratf rights

and property to residents of those districts cdlenidoy the British at the time of ratification who

** John Adams to Benjamin Franklin, December 5, 1783, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale University Library,

New Havzesn, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 12, 2014).
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New Haven, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 12, 2014).

?8 Continental Congress, proclamation, January 14, 1784, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale University
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“have not borne arms against the said United Staféghe current president of Congress
Thomas Mifflin, reported the unanimous vote andaided his appointment of Col. Josiah

Harmar to deliver copies of the proclamation arsbhetion to the commissionets.

The achievement of peace was a solemn event fakkmaHis physical decline was
increasingly noticeable, and word spread amongdelimv commissioners about his health,
causing them great concern. Franklin dismissedethescerns and predicted he could survive
comfortably for the remainder of his lif2In one of his letters, he returned to the topibief
reputation and entered into a new defense of hissecof action in France. He believed history
would judge him favorably. While acknowledging kisemies, he also dismissed them stating,
“there does not exist a human being who can jisstly Benjamin Franklin has wrong’'d m&.”
Despite this, Franklin asserted the value of sulegsaries. Franklin surmised, “If you make a

right use of them they will do you more good thamnrh,”*

During the last months of 1784, Franklin occupieddelf in the arts and sciences of
Paris while the commissioners awaited further @ifinews from America. During this period,
their main source of information was the Europeas® which continually reported that
America was on the verge of a political and ecomornilapse® This apparently failed to rattle
the American delegates because false and misleatitgments in a hostile press had saturated

their entire mission. Without a clear further olbjee and amid growing health issues, Franklin

** Ibid.

*1 Thomas Mifflin to the American Commissioners, January 14, 1784, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale
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began expressing his desire to return to Ameriespide his decreasing stamina, Franklin
maintained a strong face in the Paris communityadteh entertained dinner guests at his Passy
lodgings. He was clearly basking in the attentiwat his personal celebrity afforded him.
Franklin finally got his wish when he finally reged word on May 2, 1785, that Congress had

approved his recall. He responded with elationexalaimed that he again felt like a free nfan.

Franklin spent his remaining time in France compg@$etters and arranging his
departure. He declared his determination to seerismagain but expressed great sorrow over
leaving France. As his departure neared, the gasitwned tearful and caused Franklin great
despair. Despite this, his desire to return to Aoaenever wavered. On the night of July 27,
Franklin and his Paris entourage boarded the nbuily London-based ship thHeacketand
enjoyed one final dinner reception. Early the falilog morning as Franklin slept, the ship set

sail for America’’

News of Franklin’s impending arrival in Philadelplpreceded him, and he arrived to a
hero’s welcome on September 15. It appeared teatikire city turned out to greet him with
celebratory cannon fire and admiration. Four ned@titysh ships obliged the festivities and
displayed their colors in recognition of his arfivieranklin immediately announced his return
and dispatched his gratitude for such a receptiché Pennsylvania General AssemBlfhe

University of Pennsylvania congratulated Franktin‘having accomplished the duties of your

** Ibid, 390.

* Ibid, 396.

% Benjamin Franklin too the Pennsylvania General Assembly, September 15, 1785, Benjamin Franklin
Papers, Yale University Library, New Haven, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp
(accessed April 12, 2014).
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exalted character with dignity and succeSsAs the congratulations continued, Franklin
expressed bewilderment at what Philadelphia hadrbeclt had grown and flourished
dramatically in his absence with new neighborhooutrkets, and public building8 Franklin

continued to embrace his welcome and designati@m asnerican titan.

Once Franklin settled into Philadelphia, he attexdb bring a happy closure to his
previous talks with Hartley by offering his formaaversary a glowing description about
American affairs. Franklin wrote Hartley on Octol2&rdescribing the state of America in detail
and dismissed accounts in the British press thagaa was in disarray. He reported that
property values had risen, crops were plentifugraployment was low, wages were high, and
commerce was strorig.He also reported that the populace strongly amm®f the government
that he and his colleagues had created and nagedigdication to preserving their
independence. To prove his observations, Frankdatagled his intention to include several local
newspapers with his correspondence. This markedrttief any serious discussions about
reconciliation or an Atlantic union because Framkihmediately realized that it would be
impossible to sell his compatriots on anything nelskng a European entanglement. Franklin
concluded by acknowledging his role in Americaangformation and declared, “you know the

part | had in that changé®

Franklin’s return to America was the end of a daimadventure abroad that became a

defining moment in the history of humanity. Thissweot the end of Franklin’s public life, as he

*The University of Pennsylvania to Benjamin Franklin, September 16, 1785, Benjamin Franklin Papers,
Yale University Library, New Haven, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed
April 12, 2014).
40 Schiff, A Great Improvisation, 396.
a Benjamin Franklin to David Hartley, October 27, 1785, Benjamin Franklin Papers, Yale University Library,
New Havaezn, CT, http://www.franklinpapers.org/franklin/framedVolumes.jsp (accessed April 12, 2014).
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soon found himself immersed in the Pennsylvanialiibo Society and was elected president of
Pennsylvania in late 1785. Franklin also attentbedQonstitutional Convention in 1787.
Although his advancing age diminished his contitng, Franklin’s presence at the creation of
the U.S. Constitution afforded him an opportunityather founder father could claim. When he
affixed his signature to the Constitution he bec#émeeonly person to have signed the
Declaration of Independence, the Franco-Americhainale, the Treaty of Paris, and the U.S.
Constitution. Even this monumental achievementnaghe end of Franklin’s public
contributions, as he continued his official sentieé’ennsylvania until late 1788 at the age of 82.
With accolades still coming until his final daysl@90, he could observe in peace and
satisfaction that he had taken a leading role, advbbthe crucial role that no other person in
Europe or America could have played in reshapingva Atlantic world that for the next century

would contain four great empires, not three: Bnif&irance, Spain and the United States.



Conclusion.

The events surrounding the achievement of the Yi&faParis on September 3, 1783,
dramatically redefined Benjamin Franklin’s histalistature and the entire Atlantic world.
Before to his dispatch to France, Franklin hadaalydived a prolific life as a successful
capitalist, author, inventor, scientist, politithéorist and public official. It was Franklin’s
activities as America’s first foreign minister th@bvided him with the opportunity to apply his
personal interpretation of international diplomaayeconstruct the imperial Atlantic paradigm
for the world and to emancipate America from Eusspdomination. This crowning
achievement was not an overnight action for Frankiactually was the culmination of a
decades-long process beginning with the loosestaaitions. In 1754, Franklin proposed and
unsuccessfully campaigned in favor of his AlbangrRdf Union to unite the fragmented British
colonies of North America in mutual defense agathsthostilities engulfing America during the
French and Indian War. This precursor to a UnitideS as later detailed in the Declaration of
Independence was an early demonstration of Frasklimderstanding about the value of

American unanimity and the complexity of Europeaisiant rivalries.

In the twenty-two years between Franklin’s failddany Plan and the Declaration of
Independence, American society rapidly evolved feodivided collection of individual interests
into a citizenry of sufficiently common interestsdue for independence. Franklin himself
expanded politically and intellectually as he spenumber of these years as a diplomat in
Britain on two separate missions. These trips abexgosed Franklin to the nature of Atlantic
imperialism and Europe’s political framework. Whée newly created United States sent
Franklin as its first minister abroad to Francd Y6, his knowledge of international diplomacy

became an asset as he embarked on a mission evag@ace and gain recognition of an
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independent United States from Britain. This ende&would translate into Franklin’s crowning
achievement when the new Atlantic landscape tharged from the 1783 treaty bore his

fingerprint.

Franklin’s activities in France have served agachmark and model for over two
centuries of American foreign diplomacy. His suscessecuring the Franco-American alliance,
gaining sufficient munitions to support a massieeallion and negotiating the definitive peace
are virtually unparalleled in American history. Fkéin’s persona of the wise, well-traveled,
talented, and inventive dignitary has emerged @ssaable trait among all future ambassadors.
The position held by Franklin in France eventualplved into the U.S. Secretary of State
through his successor to France, Thomas Jeffefdos resulted from the creation of the U. S.
Department of State that can trace its roots badidislation creating the Department of
Foreign Affairs signed into law by President Wagihom on July 27, 1789. This department has
rapidly expanded in size and responsibilities dkiercourse of American history. The
department’s foundation lies with Franklin and ¢e®nskin cap and is duly recognized in the

creation of the Franklin diplomatic rooms at thepBement of State.

The 1783 peace redrew the North American contibgmapidly expanding the land
claims of the newly created United States throlnghGreat Lakes to the North, west to the
Mississippi and defined the southern border withrgh Florida. Most of the territory gained
by the U.S. at the end of the war came at the esgpehthose Indian nations along the colonial
perimeter who had supported the British duringRlegolution. The Treaty also granted both the
United States and Britain unlimited access to thesMsippi River. This expanded admittance to
the Mississippi River basin and the northern Gtekies rapidly enhanced the commercial

opportunities for the fledgling United States. Adthally, the treaty helped strengthen
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America’s self-sufficiency by securing fishing rigto the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the Grand
Banks off the Newfoundland. This evolution of theography, economy, and autonomy of North

America was only one component of Franklin’s impacthe Atlantic World.

The conclusion of the Treaty of Paris and the sgbent three separate accords between
Britain and the other European belligerents offiginarked the end of the first British Empire,
which had incorporated the eastern half of Northefina (1583-1783). This loss of Britain’s
valuable North American possessions caused a o#igdineof the crown’s imperial pursuits
towards other territories in Africa, India, the Faast and the greater Pacific Rim of nations. In
Britain’s remaining Canadian possessions, the itnplihe American Revolution was
undeniable. The immediate result was a significamnthern wave of immigration by tens of
thousands of American loyalists who fled the Uni&tdtes following Britain’s defeat. This
noticeable population shift somewhat eased tensioAsnerica but caused agitation in Canadian
society. Although Britain retained its importantr@dian provinces, its imperial ambitions in

America never fully recovered from the loss of thieteen colonies.

The success of the American Revolution and thiesfoi Franklin’s labors at Versailles
created a domino effect of change throughout thieeeatlantic theatre. The French had
incurred a significant debt from the funding of #merican war and gained minimal spoils from
the endeavor outside of humiliating their perenBialish adversaries. This exacerbated France’s
existing financial difficulties dating back to tiseven-Year’'s War and inflated the growing
indignation toward its aristocracy among the Frepapulace. To compound this development,
the success of the American Revolution and théksitenent of a government modeled on
republicanism and other principles of the enlightent inspired the French masses. This is

apparent by the nearly simultaneous creation aid&aDeclaration of the Rights of Maand of
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the Citizen(August 1789) and the introduction of the U.S. BflRights on September 26, 1789.
Soon the French monarchy that financed the Ameiitsurrection and provided Franklin with
the backbone needed to extract an American emoine Britain would fall victim to a revolt of

its own citizenry.

As France descended into chaos, its ability toiaidter an Atlantic empire crumbled as
well, and the revolutionary tide that began in Arcertraveled to Europe, and then returned to
the Americas when a slave revolt in the Frenchroplaf St. Domingue erupted on August 21,
1791. Fighting against a heavily stratified societyl championing enlightened ideas that
flourished in the American and French revolutiohfsican born slaves successfully rebelled
against the white planter class. This brought famthestablishment of the independent country
of Haiti and the abolition of slavery within theatt. This definitive event in the Caribbean was
not the end of the revolutionary tide throughoat &tlantic. As the Napoleonic Wars (1803 —
1815) destabilized the European continent, a wastraggles for independence began within
Spanish America that raged well into the third diecaf the nineteenth century. This demolition
of Atlantic imperialism eventually rippled througltdhe entire globe in a series of smaller and

more localized insurrections.

Within five short decades, the Atlantic world endent a dramatic social, political,
intellectual, and economic evolution. The variedses of this monumental transformation were
convoluted and interconnected. Despite this, aedgents of this period that created the
mechanisms for this change stood as milestonesahewthers. The 1783 Treaty of Paris as
achieved through the diplomatic talents of BenjaRrianklin that established the first

independent nation to arise in a colonize Ameriaa eertainly one of these.
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