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CHAPTER I

PRELUDE TO SECESSIONs
FORCES OF DIVISION

The secession of Texas from the Union in 1861 was the
result of a carefully engineered design on the part of cer~
tain of the state's leaders who had calculated the value of
the Union and aoncluﬁe% that state and personal ambitlons
could best be realized>in & separate Southern Confederacy.
o attempt was made in 1861 to carry on serious debate on
the guestion 6f secession, nor was there an atiempt made to
gain wnity of action on the part of the South as a whole,
for the leadsrs of the secessionistis were determined to work
so rapldly as to undermine any efforts the unionists might
make tc preserve the Union.

In Texas, the last state election prior to the Civil
War resulted in the placing of a strong advocate of unionism
in the governor's chair. Nevertheless, the advocates of dis-
union, upon the election of the "Black Republican," Abrahanm
Lincoln, to the presidency, proceeded to call a state con-
vention to decide the question of secession from or loyalty
to the Union. The convention adopted an ordinance of sew-
cession, and placed it before the people for thelr approval
or rejection. Although the ordinance was acca#ted, some
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historians have c¢contended that the manner in which the votes
were reported and counted leaves room for one to doubt that
Texans really desired to sgever their tles with the Union.
One account of the voting in Double Bayou prec¢inct of Cham-
bers County records the following incident:

Out of twenty-two votes cast, the total number

of votes in the precinet, there was but cne for

secession, and 1t was east by a Frenchman, a gun~

smith by trade; yet when the returns were nublixh&ﬁ

there were but ninete&n Union votes in all of Chame

bers County, the rest being, of course, for se-
cession. % is quite certain that the sentiment

of the rest of the county, as well as that of East

Texas, Judging from the expressions of individuals

in g&niral, was about the same as it was in Double

Bayou.

The actual movement of Texas from loyalty to secession
covers comparatively few years. From 1846 until 1854, when
the controversy over the gggggggggggggkg act awocke Texans to
the imminent danger of the Northern sboditionlsts' oppo=
sition to slavery, more interest was manifested in 100&1
affairs than in national controversies, After 1854, howe
ever, Texans began to align themselves elther for or against
the Hnion. Sectionallsm had at lagt found 1%s way into the
state, and eventually thils sectionalism was to lead to se-
cession and war.

The institution of slavery was both a cause and a chaprw

acteristic of that sectionalism. From the time of the first

1
Agnes Paschal McNelr, "Did Texas Secede,’ zgggg
Association Quarterly, V (October, 1961) v




Anglo-American settlement, slavery in some form had seemed
essential to the development of Texas. The proximity of
Texas to the slave states of the lower South, and the ge-
ography of the eastern sections of the state drew her into
close relationship with Southern institutions. Sqﬁgﬂ%ﬁ
per cent efﬁﬁ@gwuhikgu;wm;gggpts to Texas had come from the
olﬁwSauth. The land was a wilderness upon which single
laborers made little or no impression, sc that even Austin,
who was personally opposed to slavery, recognized the need
and bowed to the ﬁeaaasity.3Q§1avery, therefore, rooted
itself firmly in the gopulous eastern and southeastern
counties wh&re aandiﬁicns were practically ié&ntiaal with
those faund in the older slave statas.% h

Alth@ugh ‘the Maxican gcvernm@nt abolished slavery in
1829, Texas was made exempt from the decree. Later slavery
was fully protected by the constitutlion of the Republie,
In this constitution provisions were made that all who were
slaves at the close of the revolution would remain slaves,
Congress was forbidden to prohibit immigrants from bringing
slaves into the state, and no one was permitted to free his

slaves without the consent of Congress. In addition, free

2R, N. Richardson, Texas the Lone Ster State, p. 24l.

BEuganﬁ C, Barker, "African Slave Trade in &axasﬁ" Ihe

wo’t‘%g T s = A .

ua- W. Ramsdell, Reconstruction in Iexas, p. 11.
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Negroes were forbidden residence in the state, and the Afri-
can slave trade, except with the United States, was declarsed
piracy‘g In 1837, the North opposed the annexation of Texas
to the Union because of the existence of slavery in that Rew
publie. It was not until nine years later that enough of
the people of the United Btates, "realized," as G. P. Garrison
said, "the supreme importance of acquiring Texas to turn the
scale in favor of accepting her, slavery and alla"é

The rapid expansion of agriculture in the decade fol-
lowing the admission of Texas into the Unlion created a de-
mand for more slaves., Slavery and cotton cultivation were
extended together, and importations of Negroes became heavier
as the price of cotton inereased., In 1860, the census re~
vaal&d“g§gi§§§ slavas whose total value amounted to a littile
over a hundr@ﬁ millian dollars. The value of the slave
property was, them, abaut EQ ﬁer c@nt gra&t@r than the value
of the farmland of Texas.?

A larg&,garﬁ cf tha people, however, had no direct ine-
terast 1n slavary. Large plantatiaﬁzwwiﬁh a hnnéred or nore
Rﬁgreas did nnt gain the foothold in Texas that they had held

5Anna Irene Sandbo, "Beginnings of the Secession Moves

ment in Texas," The Southwesiern Hlstorical Zuarterly, AVIII
(July, 1914), #3;

6
G. P. Garrison, Texas, A Contest of Civilization, p. 261.

7
Richardson, 9p. ¢ike«y ps 220,
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in the old Bouth. In the earlier days, cne Negro family
wvas more often the rule thsen a crew of fifty alavas¢8 Even
by the late fiftles there were not many slaves on the fren-
tler, whilch incliuded & fringe of counties extending from
north te south across the center of the state. In the
nﬁrtharn eounties movt of the people haﬁ rac@ntiy come from
?enn&ss&@, Kenfucky and statas nﬁrth of the Chio and did
not own many slavas. B

" From the earlicst period of German colonization in
gouthwest Texas, few of the Germans werc slave owners, In
1846, only a few of the many German families who vwere setw
tled in the territory betwsen the Brazos and the Colorado
were plantation owners and possessors of slaves. A4 store-~
keeper in San Antonlo stated in 1856 thst he knew of only
twelve German slave owners in Texas. Ten of these had un-
willing bought housemaids to relleve their wives, and two
owned four fleld hands e&eh.lﬁ The region was very near
the Mexican border, making it too convenlent for runaway
slaves {0 escape into Mexlco., It was also a long distance

from a market, making the cultivation of cotton unprofitable.

8&bigail Curlee “The History of a Texas Slave Plantae

tion, 1861-1863," %ng southwestorn Historical CQuarterly, XXVI
(Qctwb@r, 1?32 i

93& ¥, Richardson and C. €, Rister, The Greater South-
west, p. 259,

1G '
Gilbert G, Benjamin, The Germans in Texas, p. 9.
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The land was more suited to grasging, and Negroes could not
be trusted looking after herds at a long distance from an
oversesr,

Thus, by 1860, there were only 21,878 slave owners in
the state of Texas, only 2, 163 of whom owned twenty slaves
or more sach, Only about 10 per cent of the slave holders
operated ¢n a large enough extent to come within the planter
class, however, their influence was far out of proportion
to their numbers. Almost all of the planters were leaders
in their community and many held positiéns of state-wide
influence in politics and aa&n@mics.ll

Although slavery ss an institution was growing rapldly
in the state, Texans, before 185%, had little time to spend
thinking about the slavery controversy which was poing on
in the national leglislature. Local affalrs were more i
portent to the Texans, and there were many lacal prablems for
him to consider. The Indlans were ruieing on thw frmn@iar,
the ﬁﬁx*?ﬁ%ﬁwéﬁmﬁﬁﬁ,5QR§h$r@‘QQ&Qti@&WWQX§Miﬁﬁiting Negroes
te conspiracy, the baunnar* dispata anﬁ th& paymenﬁ of th@
state debt had to be tand@d ta, an& ther& were Iinternal 1m~
pravemwn%s ané ﬁstural resources to be aevelop&d¢”*when the
mexan Qib fizd time to ﬁauﬁ ;art in the slavery can%rwvarsy,
hﬁweV&r, b@ ‘usually tock his stand with the South in defense

of zggminwtitution, ‘The county convention of the democratic

i1
Richardson, gp. git., p. 220.
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party which met in Galveston cn Jamuary 31, 1843, set forth
the theory, for instance, that any legislative interfer-
ence on the part cf the E@ﬁg;@}wggyéénmaat with the domestic
policy of the ecitizens of the United States living in any of
the territorles would not be in the true spirit and meaning
of "necdful rules and regulatlons,® and hence would h@ un~
constitutional, and that all acquirea territcry belonged tm
the states of the Union for their aommcn use anﬁ b@nﬂfit.
Another clue to the division of public Qpiﬁion in the
state concerning the glavery controversy before 1E50 may be
gained from exsmining the position taken by the Texas repre-
sentatives in the national government on sectional issues,
S8am Houston and Thomas J. Husk were both elected to the Senw
ate in 1846, Rusk voted with the other Scuthern wembers on
issues involving sectional interests, bul Houston, though
Jealous Tor the rights of Yexas, was a strong Unlon man., BSanm
Houston is 8o clogely ldentified with the whole movement that
the story of hils l1life becomesg, in fact, a gart ci the se-
cession movement in Texas irom 184E to 1861, ﬁouatwn vas a
5lavehaléer and accepted the ingtiiution as a part of tha
goclal system of the South, yet he objJected strenususly to
the extension of slavery. 4s a Scnator he allied hilmself with
the Union Democracy of Jackson in opposition té Calhoun and

the other Southern leaders.

lg&andbo "Beginnings of the Secession Movement in Texas,"

40¢. glte,y Do "l*
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In 1848, Houston was called upon to glve public voice
?tc his views on the extension of sglavery when the Oregon
Territorial bill was introduced with & provigion prohibiting
slavery in that territory. Houston voted for the bill, de-
claring that he knew neither ¥North nor Smath;‘ha knew only )
the Constitution and the Unian‘la His speech in voting for -
the bilil angered and excited most of the jaurﬁalists of the
fouth, but no word of disapprovael came from Texas. Instead,
he was commended by at least one newspaper, thé Nacogdoches
iimes, for his zble speech and for the apﬁl@uﬁé he had re~
cedved from the g&lieries.lh On July 3, 1850, Houston re=-
vealed his hostility to the state rights philogophy in 2
speech on the right of Pexas to 3anta Pe, in which he de~
fined his idea of sovereignty in the feilawiﬁg%wordﬁz

The sovereign power of %$his Unilon is 5haréﬁ hy v

every free man, its embodiment passing through the

gtates from the peoplesy a portion of it ls centered

in the Federal Constitution, and thereby that be~

comes the Supreme law of the land and is the only

embodiment of sovereignty.

In that same year Houston voted for the admission of
California as a free state, and for the abolition of the

slave trade in the District of Columbia, but no protest was

it

13y1111sm Cary Crane, Life and Select Literary Remsins
of Sam Houston of ITexss, p. 201.

ﬂi{
+*sandbo, "Beginnings of the Secession Movement in
T@xﬂﬁy“ MQ (Z%ta’ P "’??n

1s
‘Cr&n&, LD« m«yg Pe 38?0



9

made in Texas at that time. He was, however, seversly critle
cized by his Southern colleagues in the legislature.

Texans first began to igke a-real-interest in the conw
troversy in 1854, as a result of the agitation over the Kan-

sas-Nebraska bill., Houston took an sctive part against the

measure, opposing it on the grounds that a repeal of the
Mlsscurd Compromise would shake the faith of the people in
the nation. In speaking of the Misscuri Compromisze, Houston
declared:
v’

They have a venesration for that compromise, They

have a respect and reverence for it, from its an~

tiguity and the asscclations connectsd with it, and

repeated references to it seem to suggest that it 16

marked the boundearles of free and slave territery.
Houston maintained that if the measure were adopted, it would
not secure the tervitorics of Xansas and Hebrasks fcor the
fouth, nor would it preserve the unlon of the states nor haly
the agitaiion in the Worth, but that its effect on the gove

1

ernment would be to destroy the naticn. 4

For his stand, Houston was accused by the Democeratic press
of being an abolitionist, and of betraying the state and the
institutions of the South, The Texas Legislature in 1895
adopied the following resclution censuring Houston by a vote V/

of seventy-five tu three:

al Globe, lst session, 33rd Congress,

Ibid., pp. 339-3%42.
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Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of \\
axas that the legislature approves the course of |
Thomas J. Rusk, in voting for the Kansas-~Nebraska

Act, and disapproveg_the course of SBam Houston, in

vatzng againat 1t. 38

On the following Novewber 23, 185%, Feuston delivered
an address before the legislature defending his vote with
the argument that Texas, in zsccepting the resolutions of ane
nexation, had recognized the Hissocurl Compromlse, thus he
was compelled to voie %o malntain that compromise.

Houaton wag not the only Texas politicilan condsmned
for Unionist sympathles., A fow months later Loreunzo Shepw
wood was rejected by the gtate Democratic convention of
1856 vecauss of a speech he had delivered in the house of
representatives a short time hefeore. HMr. Bherwood had ase
serted that slavery was an evil In the shatrzet, z2lthough
the institution was the hest that could he devized for the
co=existence of the two races. For such a radieal view his
constitusnts demandsd his reasignation from the house, and
his c¢olleagues repudiated him,

Texans were flnally swakenlag to Lhe reslity of the
Nmrtk*s oppesition to slavery, and most of the leadlng newse
papers of tHE Ftite begar Peprinting articles from leading

Southern newspapers polnting out the dangers of the attack

v lgﬁﬁnﬂbﬁ "Bepinnings of the Secession Movement in
Texas," s J;UQ m. 3 Pe La,

lg;m*, pe 53 aom«; Tie Sk,
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by the abolitionlsts on the hasic Southern institutions.
The Texas edltors heagitated to make 2 definite stand on ]

$ i

gither side in their comments, however, due to the di-
visicn of opinion of the reading public on the issneuzl

Thus during the decade precedlng the Clvil War there
was & growing uneasiness zbout slavery in Texzs. As more
and more slaves ran away vigilance committoes becsme comw
mon, aﬁé tﬁ& freedom Lo cxpress apiﬁions antsgondistic to
slavery wag seriousiy curtailed both by social and physical
force.

One of the chief instruments in suppressing free exw

pression of antie-slavery sentiment, and in changing the ate

titude of liberal Texans ltoward slevery, was the Knighte of =

the Golden Circle. The crganizallon wag éggﬁééééiy fcrééﬁ
to proteét émuﬁh@rn rights, but its real rurpose was to
bring about the secesslon of the Southern states from the
Eﬁi&n, with thé“ééﬁgﬁiiéﬁéﬁgéwéfwaHé%@&ﬁHéﬁutﬁérn éi&%é Bl
pire as the Timal goal:” In a pauphlet cireulsted i fustin
in 5éﬁéher of 1860 the purpeses of the organization were cute
iined as follows:s
The K G € constitutes a powerful military or-
ganization, as a nucleus around which to hang such

politicai considerations as will, if well managed,
lea¢ to the disenthrallment of the cotton states

21
;Eig .y pp l‘?'av
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from the oppressive ma%arity of the magufaaturing
and commercial interests of the North,

The activities of the organization were carried on at
the local level by lodges, or "castles® as they were called,
and were usually confined to the forming of vigilance come
mittees for the purpese of convineing loesl gholitionists
that the ?auth@ 'n attitude was the most tenable If not the
most logical,

&lthough there had been ne widespread realizatlon of
the issues in 1848 when tem Fouston had volcd for the crew
ation of the Territery of Cregon without slavery, a few of
the leaders of the Demoerstic narty in the state were maine
taining that neither Congress nor & territorial zovernment
had the right to abelish slavery in sny territeory. Thus aa//
early as 1848 the Democratic pﬂrt in Texas had begun the
ini ion int\ twe 51 +in¢f fa»%iowv which 2g Yo cvlminzte
in a camﬁlat@ b”aak—ﬁn Qf +he p&rty &ftar the violent asece
tional disagreenent over the Kansas-Mebrasks bill in 18%%,
Houston was supporied in his vote against that hill by the
Whizs, by independent Temocrats, and by 21l vho predleted
dlssstrous resultzs from the agitation of the slavery questlon.

The stale rights faction in the state, under the

leadershlp of such msn as Azhbel Snith and Louls T, Wigfall,

gganna Irene Saudbo, "The First Sesgion eﬁ the Secession
Convention of Texas," ,A.JU:”;x;, Historical Ouarterly,
XVIII (QOctober, 191&) 174,
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gseized ccntrol of the Demoeratle party in 1857, leaving the
urdonists with no real political orgenization., The campalgn
for the governorship in that yesr was very bitter, with the
state #lghta group supporting Hsrdin R, Bunnels in oppo-
altion to Sam Hounston., The Dewocratic press stressed the
personalities of the two men in the race, reviewlng and con-
denning T ousﬁan g entire record as & Unlted States Senator
and &ﬂauajng hin of slding the abokﬁujan*siﬂ in their fight-
against slavery. lHouston's supporﬁ@ra were insulficient to
win for hin the governer's office, and Runnels, an extrens
state rights wan, opened his administration with a spesch
in which he openly advocated secesslion az the remedy 1f the
trouble in Kansas were not setiled In a maaner zatlsfactory
fo the Scuth. In his inauguration speech he sald, in part:
e o « Should this proposition be decided in the
negative, I do not hesitate to believe that the de~
teramination of Texas will be taken fto assume the
guardianship of her own destinies and bid adieu to
a econnection no longer consistent with the rights, 23
dignity, and honor of an equal and independent state.
Two years of political upheaval followed, with some of
the radical Democrats agitating in favor of purchasing Cuba
and of re~opening the African slave trade. The Democratic
party az 3 whole became more agfressive and moved toward the
extreme pro-slavery position of their compatriots across the

Mississippi. One influentisl Democratic party leader in the

23
William McGraw,

L://

w

e



1%

state, Judge T, J, Chambers, vent so far as to advocate with-

drawal from the Unlon in case the Tederal government should

try to embarrass, delay, or defeat the admission of Kansas

&g a mnember of the Union on any pretext referring to aiaV@rg%
John H. Reagan was the spckesman for the milder clew

ment of the gtate rights group in 1857, 3Sccn after he en-

tered Congress in thet jyesr he wss forced *o take & stand

on the questions of slavery uné sectionalisw. In a speech

in the House of Revresenietivesn, he said: |

I repudiate all secticnzl heresies., I repudiate )
everything that ia npt national. + + « I denounce \

fanaticism in the Zouth with the same distinctness |
that I denounce th@ fanaticism of abollitionism in |
the Worth. They ure beth hereries. They are alike !

dangerous to .+ .+ . gha mission of the great and
glorious Republic,2D

-

This speech was not well recedved Dy lhe newspspers
wirleh hed supported him in the election, and many editors
vent so far gs fo say of his chances of re-election in 1859‘
that "he von't run 'ecause Lo can't uln.® Te ocoepted the
chalienge, and in a specch made while secking re-clection
declared, "I will vesisi scetlonalism and revelution and
Traud and force and wrong alilke falthfully, whether they
26

come from the Horth or the South.f

:3}%' &1

Sandbo, “ﬁ@ginninfs of the Lecession Hovement in lexas,®

M &Mc, Pe f?wv

25 26
E“'iiCCfI’&W, £0e m«;, Pe 192, m'&; D 193‘
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The radleal state rights Nemoerats, however, con-
tinued their szgitation of the slavery quisticn by pressing
for the reopening of the slave trade, An editorial in the

Austin State Cazetle, in 1856, stated that lavs interfering

with the freedom of the slave trade were wrong, and that

the law of supply and demand should control every phase of
commterce. The editorial went on to Say:'/“lnﬁ@@é we would
vrge the imporiztion of Megrces fron afrlics and it would

net only improve their physical conditions, but add fo their

+

happiness, while ai the same time subserving the purpose of

27 |

civilizstion In our own country." "/
The Te Wittt covnty converticn, vwhich had met fnr the
purpose of electing delegstes to the stste Temocratic conw
veatien, teok a strong stand arpeinst the slave trade, hove
ever, In g zerdcs of reseclutions the convention dealared
the slave trnde to bhe plescy, and forbade its delepates to
vote for any such mezeure., The gentiment sgsinet reopening
the African slave *“rsde was very general in the Guadzlupe
yalleyr, and the Ozlveston felegatez vere likewlise Iinstructed

to voie ageinst "the adepiion of any and all platforns tendw

ing to reopen the Wrican zluve trade.®

27
Sandbo, "Seginnings of the Secession Movement in

T&Xﬁﬂ,“ ;Q_Qa glt. s PP 59"‘60-

28
;hiac’ ZJ; 61'
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4

The state rights faction became even more violent in °
the gubernatorial campaign of 1859, in which the issue hee
came even more distinetly crne of union or”disunimn. The
regular Democrats met in convention in Houston én‘ﬁay 2,
1859. This convention adopted a platform vhich declarcd
the Dred Scolt decislion to be a trve exposition of the Cone
stitution, that the territerisl leglislatures haé no right
te exclude slavery from a territory, and that Cubs should
be procured at the earllest possible time. 4 resolution
favoering the recopening of the African slave trade was voted
down by & vote of twe hundred twertye-eieht tc elighty-one,
while 3 resoluticrn condemning the messure was tahled by 2
manimous vote, , B, B, Buqnels vse nominatzed for a aszcond
term ag governor by thies convention, alienating such con-
gervative Unlonigts ae James W, Throckmorton, Ex-Covernor
Pease, and Ben H., Fpperson from the ranks »of the Demceratie
party.

The Inionist forces had no distinet narty orpanization,

but Houston was nominated by acclamation at s public meeting

at Brenham as the nionist candidate for the governorshinp.
Houston accepted the nomination in a letter in which he
declared himself 8 National Demoerat aznd announced that

the Constitution and the Union embraced the principles by

29
Ibid., ». 63.

{
f
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which he would be governed if elected, He further promiged
protection to the frontier, protested agalnst the reopening
of the African slave trade, extolled the Federal Unlon, and
denounced his gppenents.BG
As 1t was the last chance that the minorities, the
Unionists and the mild state rights people, had to gain
audiences with any degree of open mindedness, the election
of 18%9 was an extremely important one. Thus Houston threw /
into the campaign all the strength and appeal of his perw
sonality and skill as a campaigner, soon placing the regu~
lar Democrats on the defensive., The people of the north-
western conntias blam@d Runnels far thair 1aak af pr@tae~
tion from Indian dapredations, thua they were raaﬁy for a
change in the state administration. Toc, the failure of
the state rights men at the Democratia convention to con~
demn the reopaning of the African slava trade weighed heav~
ily on the minds of many eonaervativa thinking men, as did
the many speeches made b; the state righta 1@ader3 advow-
cating secesslon as an avenue for expressing the state's
sovereignty., The state rights laadar$ hnd moved a littla
too fast for tha majayity af th& vaters, and they found
themselves on the losing side 1n 1859, Houston was el@@tsﬁ“/

governor with 36,327 votes against Runnels' 27,900, 3%

30
ibid.

3lﬁlaude Elliott, Leatherecoat, p. 43.
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Houston had defeated his opponent by nearly nine thousand /
votes., Further proof that the election was a victory for j
the Unionists may be found in the congressional elections
of that year. John H. Reagan, a congervative Demoerat and
an avowed enemy of sectionalism, was elected to Congress
from East Texas over W. B. Ochiltree, one of the most ex~
treme advocates of the state rights position. 4. J.
Hamilton, another opponent of secession, was sent to Con~
gress from the western district.

In his inaugural addregs Hougton spoke mostly of local
matters, but in reference tc the gectlional controversy he
said that he hoped the Federal government would socon show
a positive intention in preserving the Constitution and the
Union. He advised strongly against heated controversies
that could accomplish nothing but further aggravation of
the division. In concluding his remarks on sectionalism
he said: "exas will maintain the Constitution and stand by
the Union., It is all that can save us as a Nation. Destroy \
it and anarclyawaits us.®

“"The election is over," wrote J. W, Throckmorton, a
staunch supporter of Houston, to Johan H. Reagan, "the battle

1s fought and won, The enemy are routed horse, foot, and

32
Bandbo, "Beginnings of the Secession Movement in
T@X&$’" 120G, m«», Ps 69,
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| 3
dragoons. The slave trade faetion must go nnder.“3 The ’

Unionists, however, had no party organization, and Houston's
task was to be a difficult one, (Th@ regular Democrats, the

state rights faction, had retailned control of the legislature,
and the leaders of the group were determined that Texas should

secede no matter what Houston or the federal government should

do. J
J

33
Elliﬂtt, LD MO, 2 )'535



CHAPTER II
SECESSIONIST TRIUMPHART

The bitter animosity stirred up between the two oppos-
ing factions in the state election of 1859 still prejudiced
the minds of the people of Texas as plans got underway for
the election of a new president for the nation, The state=
righters were in such complete control of the state convenw
tion of the Democratic party that they were able 1o expel
those who held Unionlst views, such as W. W, leland of Karnes
County, who was expelled on the charge of having abolitionist
santiments.l The platform adopted by this convention was,
as a result, an expression of the views of the state-rights
faction, In becoming a member of the Union, the platform
maintained, Texas had parted with no part of her sover-
eignty, but had merely changed the agent through whom that
sovereignty should be exercised. Texas possessed the power
to annul the compact, and would prepare to do so if her
rights were endangered by the election of a sectional

yresiﬁent.a Secessionist sentiment had found 1lts way into

lAnna Irene Sandvo, “Beginnings of the SBecession Movew
n Historical

ment in Texas," The Southwe Quarterly, XVIII
(July, 191), 73+

zﬁsrmst W. Winkler, Platforms of Political Parties in
lexas, p. 82, 20
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the platform of the Democratic party in Teras through the

will of the state-rights faction of that party. On the

auestion of slavery in the territories the platform was

worded thus:

e o » 3t 15 the right of every citiren to taske his
property. « «4 including slaves, inte the common
territory belonging equally to all of the States

of the confederacy, and to have 1t protected there
under the Federal émnstitutian* Neither Congress,
nor a territorial legislature, nor any human power
hag any authority, either directly or indirectly, to
impair those sacred rights, and they, having been
affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States

in the Dred Scott case, we declare that 1t 1s the
dudy of the Federal government, the common agent

of all the states, to establish such government and
to enact such laws for the territories, and to change
the same from time to time, as may be necessary to
insure the protectlion and preservation of those rights,
and to prevent any infringement of the same. The af-
firmation of this principle of the duty of Congress
to simply protect the rights of property is in no
wige in conflict with the heretofore established and
st11l recognired principles of the Democratic party,
that Congress does not possess the power to 1&gisl&te3
glavery intec the territories or exclude it therefrom.

The Galveston convention sent H., R. Runnels, F. R,

Lubhock, Guy M. bryan, R. B. Hubbard and Tom Ochiltree

to the National Demccratic Convention in Charleston, When

this convention met, there was almost disagreement upon the

national platform. Stephen A. Douglas, leader of the

northern Democrats, insisted on a platform endorsing his

theory of popular sovereignty in the territories. Upon the

adoption of such a platform, the Texas delegates, along with

3
Ibid.
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thogse Trom seven other Southern states, withdrew, and the
convention was adjourned to meet two months later, on
June 3, 1860, at Baltimore. & second schism at the new site
resulted in Southern Democrats electing as thelr nominee
John C. Breckenridge, while the regular Democrats procesded
to nominate Stephen A, Douglas. These two men wers displeas-
ing to mederates in both sections of the eauﬁtry, however,
and the Unionists organized a Constitutional Union party
with John Bell as their nominee. The Republicans chose as
their standard-bearer a moderate, Abrasham Lincoln,

ks events were then shaping up in Texag, the hopes for
peace and continmed existence in the Union were hecoming
lesg possible with every passing day. The Galveéton plate
form of the Democratic party had made it clear that a large
element of the parfy vould resist, by secession, control of
the national government by a sectlonal party. With this
¢lear~cut statement of policy from their enemies, the
Unionists began frantically to line up thelr forces for a
great struggle within the state, In like manner, the v
secessionists began to organize, The tension created by the
efforts of these two factions was brought to a climax in the
reaction following a series of fires in North Texas during
the first few weeks of July.

On a Sunday afternoon, July 8, 1860, a fire started in

some rubbish on the outside of Messrs, W, W, Peak and Brothers!
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store in Dallas., The flames spread rapidly, and in less
then two hours every bullding on the western snd northern
sides of the sguare wes cCestroyed, 4t about half past three
o'elock on the same afternoon, a fire was discoversd on the
southwest corner of the square in Denton. The loss at;
Denton that afterncon was estimsted at over eighty thousand
dollars. Other towns in which mysterious firesz occurred on
the same afternoon were Pilot Point, Ladonia, Milford, Mille
wood, Jefferson, Austin, and WaXahachie.u

The arrest of suspects led to the detection of a plet
to perpetrate such acts on a still larger seale. Accord-
ing to a letter from Dr., Pryor of the Dallas Herald to the
Austin State Gazette, the plot had been conceived by cer-
tain abolition preachers who had been expelled from the

5
area in the latter part of 1859, The lemceratic press,

{

| .

ever alert to forming public opinion in faver of sseession,%“/
played up these events to their fullest potential. The
Union press, however, warned the people that the plot was
based more upon false accusations and rumors than upon faet;w
The Union press denounced vehemently the setting up of
vigilance committees and other organizations which placed

“wxlliam W, White, "The Texas Hlave Insurrection of
1860," The Southwestern Historical Quarterly, LII (Januvary,
19497, 261,

5
Ibid., p. 262.
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justice in the hands of the mob, A strongly Unionist paper,
The Southern Intelligencer, made the position of the cone
gervatives clear:

« « o let us be understood at cnce. We are for the M%R
Constitution, the Union, and the enforcement of the Y
laws; and ve are &gaina% all ®igher-Lawiem, mobbery, '
and vigilance committee usurpations. 6 -

While the Democratic press was attempting to convince
the people that the election of Lincoln would he just cause
for secession, Houston was msking an attempt to reconcile 7
Texang to th@ possibility of a Republican victory. In
September, in a speech at a mass Unlon meeting in Austin,

he said:

But if, through disunion in the ranks of those |
opposed to Mr, Lincoln, he should be elected, we k
have no excuse for dissolving the Unicn. The Union
is worth more than Mr. Lincoln, and, if the battle
is to be fought for the Constitution, let us fight it
in the Unien and for the sake of the Union, With a
majority of the people in favor of the Constitutlon,
shall we desert the government and leave 1t In the
hands of a minority? A new obligation will be im-
posed upon us, to guard the Constitution and to see
that no infraction of it is attempted or permitted.

If Mr. Lincoln administers the govermment in accords
ance with the Constitution, our rights must be re-
gspected, If he does not, %he Consgtitution provides a
ramedyqﬁ

Southern in
in Anna Irene Sandbo,
Convention of Texas,"” ﬁ%@ Southwestern
XVIII (October, 191%), 14

L ligencer, September 5, 1860, as clted
"he First Session of the ?acassim&
Southyestern Historical Cuarterldy,

?Amelia W. Williams and Hugene C., Barker (editors),
Ihe Writings of Sam Housten, VIII, 156.
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Secession, to Fouston, meant the loss of ell righte
vhich Texas might possess within the Unlon. Ve belleved
that secession would be a tragle fallure, resulting only
in the complete loss of state soverelgnty, FEarlier in the .~
year his loyalty tc the Congtitution had almost won for him
the nemination of the Unionist party for the presidency, and
this same 1mya1ty\l®d him to support the man to whom he had
lost the nomination., Houston's stand on secession, hawavar,“#
did not alienate him from all support in Texas, for there
were strong elements in the state who were in favor of maine
taining Texas' position in the Union, The Germen element in
southwest Texes and the frontiersmen in the northern counties -
were especlislly oprosed to secession,

In spite of this strong anti-secessionist support, the
Unionist party wss placed on the defensive in the campsign,
Although Breckenridge supporters made public statenments to
the effect that they did not consider the electlion of a
sectional president Just cause for secesslion, there vwas a
general impression that the Democrats would push for secessién
if they were defeated at the polls. The Unionlst campaigners
considered it their first 0ﬁjaativa, then, to unite all
loyal citizens to defeat the Breckenrldge ticket. The cone-
servative Unionists, however, lacked an efficlent organizstion,
and many loyal citizens voted for Breckenridge because of the
fear that division of the votes of the southd would result in
the election of Lincoln,



26

Lincoln's victory momentarily shocked the newspspers of
Texsg Into speechlegsness, In announcing the outcome of the
election, the November 1Y edition of the Dallas Herald merely
stated:

The whole of the Herthern States have gone
almost en magsse for the sacticnal candidate,
Lincoln, We have no time nor space this wwek to
comrent upon this result, but will refer the

reader to the diepatches themselves for the
sickening details. 8 -

A

A

The Lincoln-Hamlin ticket of the Republican party did
not receive any votes 1n Texas, and the candidate of the
Regular Democrats, louglas, received only 410. Bell, the
Unionist candidate, received 15, 463 votes, but the Southe
ern Democrat, Breckenridge, carried the state with 47,548
vatas.?

The election of Lincoln drew the issues more sharply, 2

The Democrats came out openly for secession, while the
Unionists became more vehement in their ples for submission.
The argument of the Unioniﬁts was the game as that put
forth by them before the blection~-that the election of
Iincoln, althbugh unfortunate, did not warrant secession,
and that the South could better protect its interests in

the Union than out of it, Sam Houston wrote, "Mr, Lincoln

8
Ralph W. Steen, "Texas Newspapers and Lincolnu,"
thwestern Historiesl Cusrterly, LI (January, 19&%), 200,

9
R. N. Richardson, Iexas the Lome Star State, p. 245.
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has been constitutionally elected, and, much as I deprecate -
his success, no alternative is left me but to yleld to the
CGnstitution.“lo In answer to confused citizens he coun~
seled patience, proclaiming his faith in the Union ~--"So
long as the Constitution 1s maintained by Federal authority
and Texas 1s not made the victim of a Federal wrong, I am for ’
the Union as it 15.“31 <

Judge J. H. Reagan, then in Congress, recommended a
convention of the Southern states to present to the free
states such propositions as would renew the original guar~
antees of the Constlitution in favor of the slave stat&s.lg

The conservatives lost ground steadliy, however, while
the secesslonists were at work on thelr plans to take the
state out of the Unlon and into a Southern confederacy. 1In
less than a week after the election the South Carolina legis~
lature called for a state convention te meet on December 17,
and a similar move was goling on simultaneously in Texas,

With the victory of the Republican party a reality, w”f
Governor Houston was almost immediately beseiged with

petitions to convene the legislature into special session,

10zp1d.
llﬂandba, "The First Sesslion of the Secession Convention
of Texas," loc. gilt.y ps 171,

12
ibid., p. 172.
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or to call for a convention of the people. He refused to
take either step, giving as his reasons that the situation
did not demand the yeeenvenihg of the legislature, and that
the finances of the state were in such a condition as to re- -
quire the utmost @cmnemy‘l 3
The secessionists were forced to take speclal steps te
take Texas along the path blazed by South Carolina. Meet«
ing in the office of the Altorney Genersl on December 3, a
group of the léading gsecessionists drafted a proclamation
calling for the election of delegates to a state convention
for the purpose of considering saceagion*lk Judge James H, e
Bell, in a speech in Austin, promptly opposed this move, ase
serting that only the governor could summon a conventlon,
Judge Oran M. Roberts, however, defended the right of the
people to call a convention, regardless of the governor.
Roberts carried the argument even further, however, asserting
that a state might secede from the Union if the compact by
which it was joined were broken by the other states or by the

15
general government,

131pig.

lkEdward R. Maher, Jr., "Sam Houston and Secession,"
\western Suarterly, LV (April, 1952), hS%

15
Dudley G, Wooten, "The President's Annual Addresss
The Life and Services o} COran Milo Roberts," %ﬁgg&ggé¥
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Houston had anticipated this move on the part of the -
secessionists, and on November 28 he had issued a call for
a meeting of the Southern states in convention. In doing
this he was acting upon authority given him by the Joint
Resolutions of 1858 which provided that:
the Governor of this state iz hereby authorlized to
order an election for 7 delegates whenever the
Executive or a majority of the slaveholding statfes
shall express the opinion that such a convention is
necessary to preserve the equal rights of such
states in the Union. 16
The address which had been issued on the third by the
leading secessionists had called upon the voters of each
district to select at an election on January 8, under
orders of the various chief Justices, two delegates to a
state convention. The convention was then to assemble on
January 28. The committee explained to the people why they
felt it necessary to call this extra-legal convention. They
felt that the sovereign will of the people could best be exe
pressed by a conventionj that nelther the governor nor the
legislature was authorized under the Constitution to call
such a convention, though the people had a right to do a®.17
Governor Houston, in a last vain attempt to defeat the Vﬂ

efforts of the secessionists, issued a call on December 17

lﬁWilliama and Barker, OD. Mi’ DPe 208-209,

17
Ernest W, Winkler, Editor, Journal of the Secessio
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for an extra session of the leglislaiure to meet on January 21,
just one week before the scheduled meeting of the special
convention., In the proclametion calling for this extra
session, Houston recognized the "great excitement exlating

in the publiec mind, arising from. . . our relations with the
Fedepal Government," and stated that:

« « « the executive desires that such measures should
be adopted as will secure a free expression of the
popular will through the ballot box, upon the guestions
at issuve, involving their peace, 1n%areat, security and
happiness, and the action of the whole people be made
known in relation to the Course which it may be proper
and necessary for Texas, as one of the States cf the
Union, as guaranteed by the Bederal Constitution, 18

In his message to the special session of the Legislature,
January 21, 1861, Houston expressed his hope that the legise
lature recognize the supremacy of the people, stating that:

« « » should the Leglslature in its wisdom deem it

necessary to call a convention of delegates fresh

from the people, the Executive would not oppose the

same, but he would suggest that the people be the y

tribunal of the last resort, and that no action be 4

considered final until it has been submitted to them. 9
The Legislature disregarded Houston, however, and, as soon
ag the convention assembled on January 28, worked very v
closely with that body. The convention was recogniged by

the Legislature by a joint resolution on February 4, the

18
Williams and Barker, gop. git., pp. 220-221,

19
ibid.y p. 250,
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only requirement imposed belng that the convention should
submit its decislion to a vote of the people., Eouston, in
his recognition of the conventleny added an important
reservation:

« » « with a protest against the assumption of any

powers, on the part of saild convention beyond the

reference of the guestion for a longer connection

of Texas with the Union. 20

This‘medificaticn of the apprroval laid the foundation y//
for his subsequent contention that the delegates were
authorized only to vote on the question of gecession and
had no authority to Join Texas to a confederacy.

The legislature also repealed the Joint resolutions
of 1858 under which Houston had called for a convention of
the Southern states., Houston's attempt to organize this
Southern Convention had alarmed the secessionist leaders
in the other states of the South. Wwhen J. M. Calhoun of
Alabama appeared in Austin to urge secesslon, Houston was
still technically awalting a reply to his proposal for a
convention., Houston warned the commisgsioner that Alabama
could expect no help from Texas if her actions led her inteo
conflict with the Federal government, Instead he indicated
that Texas might be re-established as an independent wf/

republic to “tread the wine press ai@n&-“al

20 , 21
Ibid., D. 258, Ibid., p. 229,
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Calhoun immediately went to Judge R. T. Wheeler with
his fears that Texas would not join with her si‘swr states
in secession and formation of a Southern Confederacy. Judge
Wheeler asssured Calhoun, however, that there were enough
votes in esst and southeast Texas to withstand Houaton.
Wheeler had subseguently used all of his Influence to persunade
the leglslature to recognize the convention, f@r?he knew that
some counties had held no elections, and in others a minority
had voted., The Southern Intelligencer assserted that the e
delegates had been elected by only a third of the vmtars.ga
Meore alarming was the report that the northern counties were
making plans to form a new state and apply for admission to
the vnion.23

One of Houston's staunch supporters, James W. Throckmorion,
was accused of having a leading part in this plan for dise
membering the state. Collin County, under the influence of
Throckmorton, had been slow in putting convention candidates
in the field, When 1t had become certain that the conven-
tion would meet, however, both sides had placed its can-
didates hefore the people. GCeorge W, Barnett was the nominee )
of the secession group, while ‘hrockmorton led the anti-seces- 4

sion party. During the election a pamphlet had been circulated

22
Maher, "Sam Houston and Secession,™ 19c. gifiey p. 454,

23
4bid.
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in Collin and Denton countles setting forth a plan to
create a small state out of the northern counties. This V”J
document, dated January 15, 1861, read as followss

\ Yhereas the politlcal movements in the State
of Texas indicete that the obligations that bind us
to the Federal CGovernment by the Constitution of the
United States are about to be abrogated by a State
Convention; and whereas should said state convention
so far didregard the wishes of the Conservative Union
men of the State of Texas, and especially the northern
portion of the state, as to declare the Ztate of
Texas out of the Union without submitting their action
to the people of Texas for ratification at the ballot
| box; and whereas should the state conventlon act so
\ as %o disregard the antieipated action of the southe
v ¢rn convention, therefore, we resolve, as a Dernier
. Resort, to make an effort to unite a sufficient
. number of the northern counties of Texas into a state,
and make appllication at the proper time for admiassion
into the Union, 24

i S i,

Although there 13 no proof that Throckmorton had any
commection with this scheme, he did oppose secession and
demanded that the actlon of the convention have the sgnetion
of the voters before it hecame effective, Throekmorton also
led the Unionists in the attempt to get the Legislature to
ignore the convention. On January 22 he introduced & bill
in the Senate calling for the election of delegates to &
general convention of the people of Texas, This bill never
emerged from the Committee on State Affairs.gs The regolu=

tion calling for reccgnition of the convention also met with

24
Claude Flliott, Leathercoat, The Life History of a_
Tezas Patriot, pe 49. ’
25
ibid.y ps 50.
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Throckmerton's opposition in the Senate, Senators Throcke
rorton, Paschal, Raing, Bart and Townes attempled to defeat
it by foreing a substitute calling for a aﬁnventiﬁn of the
Jouthern states, This proposition wes ﬁahléﬁ by a vote of
twenty to tan;aé The efferts of this small group of
Unionists to impede the secession movement, then, mel with
failure, and the convention was free to go gbeunt its work
immedictely.

After electing Oran Milo Reoberis president, the convenw
tion at once began consideration of the maln issue before
it. On the second day & resolution was passed providing
that "without determining now the menner in which the result
should be effescted, it is the deliberate sense of this cone
vantion that the state of Texag should separately secede from M/'
the Federal Hn10n¢"27 Cn Jenuary 30, an ordinance of se~
cession was presented to the conventlon, and debate for the
next two days was concernsd with the gquestion of whether the
secession ordinance should be made effective from date of
passage, or be submitted to the people for ratiflication. On
the gvening of Jarnuary 31 the convention decided that the
ordinance should be ratified by the people before becoming

26
ibidey p. 51.

27 '
Ernest W, Winkler, Editor, gp. glt., p. 25.
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effective, and that the voles of the delegates on the seceasion
ordinance be taken at high ncon eon the fellewling day, Pebruary
1'28
The high state officials, ineluding Governcr Houston,
the lileutenant governor, and the judges of the Svupreme and
dlstrict courts wvere sezted on the platform with the offie
glals of the cemvention at the appointed time for taking the
vote. The delegates had agreed to vote merely by "aye™ or
"nay,® but a few of the delegates could not keep from ex=-
planation of their vote. Thomas Mughes, Johnson of Lamar,
Johngon of Titus, and A, P, Shuford of Wood County voted
"nay" without ccmment, but when called upon for his voted,
J. W. Yhrockmorton arose and sald: "In view of the respons
51bility, in the presence of Ced and wmy country--and unawed
by the wild spirit of revolution around me, I vote 'nc.'”29
His comment was followed by both applauge and Jeers from
the gallery, Throckmorton rose from his seat and exclzimed:

"Mp. President, vhen the rahble hiss, well may patriots

0
tremb1e¢”3 Before the close of the r0ll eall two other

28
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delegates, L. H. Vi1lliems andéd Ceorge V. Wright of Lemar
County, voted "no," meking the final vetecone hundred siztye
six "oyes® to seven "nays.®

In the scssion that afternoon an ordinance was passed
providing for an electicn te he held on Fehruasry 23 for the
retification or rejection of the o=dinance of secession,
The manner of voting wos 1o ke by hallot "for secession®

32
or "agaln=t secession,™

On Pebruary 2, the convention
presented an address tco the people zetting forth the reasons
for $ts actionz: the controlling majority in the Northern
states was hostlle to Texns and the other Southern siates
and was keeplng them from common territory; the disloyalty
of the Yorth had allowed outlaws tc war upen the Southern
citizens and thelr propertyy the Federal government had
faziled to protect the frontier from savages; a number of
states had violated the fuglitive slave lawy 2 gectional
party of the Norih had been sowing seeds of discord; by the
combined sectional vote of the sesventeen Northern states this
geetional perty had elected to the presidency and vice~
presidency two men whose chief clalr to thoge positidns was

their approval of the sction of the Northern radicals; and

31
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32
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since six Southern states had already seceded there was no
33
other course for Texas but secession or isclation, Seven
delegates were then elected to represent Texas in the Monte
gomery Convention of Southern States, John H, Reagan, Louls
T. wigfall, John Hemphill, T, ¥, Waul, John &rﬁgg, We S
0léham, and William B, Ochiltree were chosen, These men
were sent to “labama with no definite instruections, since
gecession in Texas wag 3till not a legal facety the ordinance
of secession had yet to be ratified by the people,

The Convention then adjourned on February 5, to meet
agaln on March 2, The lLeglslature adjourned also, to re=
econvene on March 18. In his last speech as presiding of-
ficer of the Convention, Judge 0. ¥, doberts said:

Let us go home and appeal to them (the people

of Texag) to sustain our action by their volesj and

when we reassemble on the 2nd of March let us bring

back with us the voice of a united people; in favor

of an immediate aetion to sustain the rights of the

people of Yexas and of ihe South at all hazards, and

to the last extremitiy.

The Unionists were left with one last chance to halt

the secession movement: they could prevent the ratification

33
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of the eordinance by the pecple, Before leaving Austin to
cempaien ageinst ratification, thevefore, the enti-seceszsionw
iste in the legislature drew up an address to the people of
Texsg getting forth the Unicniets dectrine, In this address
these men sckuowledged that the Northern states were hostile
toward slavery, snd that the electicn of Lincoln mede the
provisicon of sdditional protection for the institution of
slavery neceesery, They did not, however, feel thet because
of these grievanceg they sheuld consider the Union as an
"accurged Union.” Instead, these men preferred to bhe re-
membered 23 men who:

+« » » 2ven under the prezent clrcumstances cherished
and dared to confess, gratitude and veneration for
the free and parentai government framed by our
fathers, rather than to be classed with thme whe
degerted 1t in the day of glocem and danger without
making a single effort to adapt it to a change of
circumstances, so that 1t might contimue to be in
the future, as 1t has been in the pggt* the governw
ment of 2 great snd united people,

The pddpress further contended that the reople had been
decelved by the seceszsionist leaders and that secession
counld only result in a c¢ivil war and the extinction of
slavery,

For their bltter stand against secession, the authors

cf this address were accused of attempting to bring on a

36
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e¢lvil war in Texas, with slave holder against non-slave
holder. This attack upon their doctrine §iéd not deter them
from thelr objlectives, for after a speech in defense of the
Address by Throckmerton in Austin, on Februsry 9, they went
to thelr respective districts to campalgn against ratifica-
tion.

While the secession convention wes still in session,
John Rearan had made a last attempt to converit BHouston teo
‘he secessionist's viewpoint. Houston made himself clear
to Reagan immediately by declaring, "You know I am a Union
man and oprosed to secession,® 37 Reagan approached louston
then with the argument that the sectional trouble had reached
the point vhere individual cpinions might have to yield to the
necessities of the state. In reply to that argument , Houston
sald, "the firing of the first gon will sound the knell of
slavery¢“38 Reagan continued the discussion with the argue-
ment that there would be no war, due to commercial interests
of the Worth and Fast and of supvort te the Confederacy from
Europe, Reagah said of Houston's reply:

Hie reply to me was that the passions and pre=
Judices of the North would provoke them to dlsre~

gard these material interestsy that Great Britain
had been for forty years working to stimmlate

o~
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gectional hostility between the North and South,

looking to the disrupiion of the Unionj thai she

desired this because of her Jealousy of the great

depublic, and because a war with us would enable

her to builﬁ up her cotton planting interests in

Indiaj and that the people of France were still

more appas@d to our system of government, and war

here would give that natlon time to girengthen its

cotton planting interests in Algeria. 39

Just before the election, Houston, in a speech from the
balcony of the Tremont Hotel in Galveston, warned the
gsecessionlsts agains "You may, after the sacrifice of counte
less millions of treasure and hundreds of thousands of lives,
as a bare possibllity win aouth@rﬁeindependenaa, if God ve
not against you, but I doubt it."
The people of Texas lgnored the warnings of Houston, v
however, and approved the action of the Conveniion by a vote
of 46,129 to 14,697, Ten counties in the viecinity of Austin
showed strong antlesecession majoritles, & fact which might
be attributed to the large German population and to the
strong Unlon newspapers. The influence of J. W. Throckmorton
was strong enough to carry eight counties against secession
in northern Texas where settlers lived who had migrated from

L1
the northern and border states. Nevertheless, the
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slaveholding counties were able to amass 3 large wmajority of
the votes, snd the Unlconists had failled in this last atienmpt
to gain the confidence of the people of Texas. There was
some contention about the vote, with charges of frsud and
intinidation directed st secessionists, but these charges
have not been sufficiently documented to he accepted as
fact.qz

The convention reassemblad on March 2, to count the
votes. On thatl same day, the seven delegates to the Cone
vanticon at Wontgomery took their seats in the Congress of
the Confederate States, though, as Houston later pointed
out, they had no information at that time as to the withe
draval of Texas from the ﬁnion.h3 On the fifth of March,
the state convention passed an ordinance ratlfying the
Gonstitution of the provisional government of the Cone
federate States, and instructed its delegates to apply for
the admission of Texas. Houston notified the convention that
he did not recognize it as a conventlion of the psople of
Texas, since the legitimate function of the body had heen
fulfilled with the adoption of the Ordinance of Sﬁeaﬂsian»hu
In reply, the convention passed the following resolution:

b
®Richardson, gp. Giliv, Bp. 248-249,

h3williams and Barker, pp. glt., p. 268,
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Resolved that this Convention do now declare
that il not onldy head power Lo pass and submit the
ordinence of secession, but that also 1t possessas
and will exercise the right, on behall of the peopls
of Texasg, to do whatever may be incldental te the
sane. « o and thet it will as speedily as precti-
cable consummate the commection of Texas with the
provisional government of The Confederate Siates of
America. « » o 45
With this statement cf power ss a basis for the right,
the convention passed an ordinance recuiring all state ofe
ficers to take an oath of allegience to the Ganf@derﬁcy.ué
When presented with the ordinance on March 14, Governor
Bouston gave it back to the messenger, leorge W, Chilton,
with the declaration that he ¢id not consider the actions
49
of the convention binding upon him, 7 Yousten was declared
deposed from his offlce and Fdward Clark, the Lisutenante
Covernor, was installed in hie place. In an address to the
V4
people, Houston made his protest, "I solemnly protest against
the act of 1ts (the convention's) members who are bound by
no oath themselves, in declaring my office vacant, hecause I
refuse to appear before 1t anéd take the oath preseribed,®

He then appealed to the Leglslature, but that body confirmed

1*5
winkler, Editor, gp. gite, p. 119,
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the action of the convention. Houston was ordered to vacate
the Governor's Mansion immediately. On the night of March 19,
while he and a few friends were packing his household goods
in preparation for the move, a messenger brought news that a
group of his friends were armed and ready to reinstate him a s
governor, He refused to accept thelr ald for fﬁar that Texas
9
would become involved in an internal c¢ivil war. In his ad-
dress to the people on March 16 he made himself clear on this
point:
I love Texas too well to bring civil strife o~

and bloodshed upon her. To avert this calamity

I shall make no endeavor to maintain my anthaxi%y

as Chief Executive of this State, except by the

peaceful exercise of my functions, 50

Houston could have taken advantage of a much larger
force than his friends in Austin in keeping his office if
he had so wished., Prior to the meeting of the second sgsessien
of the Secession Convention, Houston had written the come
mander of the Federal troops in Texas, Ma jor General David
B« Twiggs, in San Antonio, asking him:

e s« o« If on demand for the possession by the State

Executive, you are authorized, or would it be con-

formable %o your sense of duty to place in the

possesgion of the authorities of the State, the

forts, arms, munitlions, and property of the Federal

Government, on the order of the Executive, to an of-

ficer of the State empowered to recelve and receipt
for the same, 51

49 ‘ 50

ibid.y p. 293. © Ibid., p. 277.
51

ibid.y p» 285,
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The Committee of Safetly set up by the convention also
approached General Twiggs, and, without the knowledge of
Houston, the F@éeral troops and property were surrendered
to the ccnveﬁticn.sa Houston's attempt at gaining control
of the Federal troops was evidently known in Washington, for
after the new administration of Lincoln had determined to
maintain the Union by force, General Scoit sent orders to
Colonel Walte, who had taken over the command from Twiggs
very soon after the surrender, to form an entrenched camp at
Indianola and to offer assistance to Houston, Lincoln wrote
a letter to Houston offering him five thousand troops with
which to coerce Texas. This letter was delivered to Houston
by George Giddings, a confldential messenger. When the letter
arrived, Houston called four of his personal friends, J, W.
Throckmorton, Ben Epperson, David Culberson and Colonel
Rogers, to meet him 1n the private mansion. These men ade
vised him not to accept Lincoln's offer, as it would mean
e¢ivil war in Texas. Houston threw the letter into the fire,
and said, "Gentlemen, I told you I would follow your advice,
and I will. But if I were ten years younger 1 would nwt.“ss

On March 29, 1861, Houston addressed a communication to

Colonel wWaite in which he said:

52
ibid., p. 286,
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+ ¢« « I have received intelligence that youn

have received, or will soon recelve, orders to

concentrate Enit@a States troops at Indiancla

s « to sustalin me in the exércise of my

afficial functions, Allow me most respecte

fully to decline any such assistance from the

United States government.

The convention had in the meantime retified the Conatitue
tion of the Confederacy, and on March 26, it adjourned. Se-
cession was an accomplished facty the Unionists in Texas had
lost their battle, and the secessionists were triumphent.,

While General Houston was on his way to his home at
Cedar Point, he was called upon to make speeches in towns
along the way. He firmly refused to accept the invitations,
until in Brenham some "hot-blooded" secessionists declared
that he should not speak. This aroused Houston, and he made
a speech, on March 31, in Brenham in which he sought to justify
his action in opposing the convention and refusing to take the
cath of allegiance to the Confederacy. “The Vox Fopull is
not always the Volce of Cod," he declared, "for when . . ,
selfish political leaders . , . still the voice of reason,
then on every hand can be heard the popular cry of 'Crucify

59
him, crucify him.,'® He repeated the warnings that he had

oy A2 2 8% bion  Spmtcton o
’ !:

5
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made sc many times, but this time his words had about them
the ring of prophecy. "The dle has been cast by your se-

cession leaders,” he said, “"whom you have permitted to sow
and broadcast the seeds of secession, and you mwust ere long

reap the fearful harvest of conspiracy and revelution.®

56
m;, P 299,



CHAPTER III
UNIORISTS IN REEFLLION, 1861-1865

Texans approved the ordinance of secession by a vote
of about three to one, but the decision was by no means
unanimous., The unjonists declared almost immeéiately that
the elections had not been fairly administered and insisted
that the majority of the people were against secession.
Recent settlers on the frontier from such border states as
Tennessee, Kentucky, Illinois, Missourl and Kansas remained
loyal to the Union, and many expressed their willingness to
go to any length to keep from being forced to fight against
the government to which they still held allegiance. Two
other large elements in Texas opposed secession and remained
loyal during the war, the Germans in central Texas, and the
Mexicans in the counties bordering the Rio Grande.

When war did come, after the fall of Fort Sumter in
April of 1861, many of these unionists who had opposed the
secession movement felt they were going into war unjustly,
not because of oppression from the national government, but
because of oppresslon from the state government., While most
of the disaffected ghowed thelr feeling by refusing to fight

for, or to give active support to, the Confederacy, some

47



48

organized themselves into parties or leagues for glving
aid to the Union, injury to the Confederacy, and self=
protection to themselves.l This loyal element did not de-
erease as the war continued, but was increased as a resuly
of certain laws passed by the Confederate Congress,by con-
flict between state and Confederate authorities over the
enforcement of these laws, by the hardships of war, and in
1863, by war weariness and the apparent hopelessness of a
Confederate victory.2

The most unpopular of the Confederate lawswes the first
congeription act, passed in April, 1862. This act provided
for the enrollment of all white males in the Confederacy be~
tween the ages of eighteen z2nd thirty~five, placing them at
the disposal of the president for the duration of the war.
Thoge who remained loyal In sentiment to the Union resgented
being forced to fight against Federal troops, while a clause
in the act allowing those who could afford it to send a sube
gtitute aslienated the less wealthy whites, When tﬁﬁ exemption
law, providing for the exempitlon of one white man for each
twenty slaves, was passed, the disaffected lmmediately took up
the ery that the war was a "rich man's war and a poor man's

fight 5"3

loeorgia Lee Tatum, Disloyalty in the Confederacy, b 3.

2 3
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Those who were in opposition to the Cenfeéera%e state
authoritles in Texaskad excellent leadership &uriﬁg the early
years of the war, though most of the active nﬁianiﬁt@ were
driven out of the state by 1863, The lmyalisﬁs were enw
couraged by the actlons of such men as Edmund's*‘ﬁavis, who
recrulited a regiment of Texzas vnionists in %@XicG;EA‘ Je
Hymilton, who fled to Washington and was mede a brigaﬁi@r
general and later military governor of Texasy John L. Haynes,
who hecame a colonel in the Second Texas aegiﬁént organized

at Matamoras; and James P, Newcomb, the editor of thmvﬁgﬁmg:‘ v

egg, who was driven out of his office by the Xnights of
the Golden Circle and forced to spend the warvy@arﬁ as an
exile. Sar Houston, though giving "lip service" to the Cone
federacy, made several attempts to find support for his
scheme to overthrow the illegal Texas regime, and gave coms
fort to the loyalists by oppesing martial law, conseription,
and the administration of “lLittle Jeffy" baviﬁnk

The representatives of the northern frontier counties,
though most of them had been opposed to secesslon, went along
with the Confederacy after secession hecame an accomplished
fact. The Dallas Herald announced thig shifi: in sympathy in
its issue for March 27, 1861:

We are pleased to learn that Dr, Throckmorton is slowly
learning 'the steps,'! and blds falr to become a good

Y%c1aude Elliott, "Union Sentiment in Texas, 1861-1865,"
Ihe Bouthwestern Historical Quarterly, L (April, 1947), W52.
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secegsionist, Henry of Grayson, Lewellin of Collin,

and Whitmore of Harrison, all of them intense Unione

anti-gecesgsion men have %ak@n the bitter plll which

they worried down rather than lose their per diem and

mileage. 5

The first plot %o diimember Texas in case of secession
had basen popular in these countles during the election of
delegates to the secession convention. After secession bee
carne a realily, there were frequent hinte of uvnionist ope-
position, in splie of the fact that most of those who had
been leading valonists during secession subsequently eme-
braced the Confederacy. Illustrative of this continuing
union sentiment was an affray known as the "battle on North
Travis Street® which occurred in Sherman, the county seat of
Grayson in the spring of 1861, Ain extremely ﬁighwtamper@d
unionist of Grayson county, sald to be very loud-mouthed,
informed seversl of his acquaintsnces that he would slap the
face of any secessionlst, Evidently his bragging wes audible
%o some who were not his friends, for a Confederate from
Collin county, who happened to be in town, sent word that he
wag a gecesslonlst, and would be happy to wait for the man to
come slap him, Along with his friends, the unlonist came out
cn Travis street, calling for the secessionist to come to him,

which he did., The battle was short, and when it ended the
unionist and his two friends were deadl

“Dallas Herald, March 27, 1861, as cited in Elldott,
Leathercoat, the Life History of s Texas fatriot, p. 63.

6Matti@ Davis Lucas and Mita Holsapple Hall, A History
of Grayson County, lTexas, p. 1l2.
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Not 21l of the unionists in Sherman had heen taken care
of by this "hattle" by any means, for a union sympathizer
tore down the Confederate flag which had been raised over the
eourt house, Any further attemnts at this sacrilege were
warded off, however, hy a prominent sttorney who seated him-
gelf near the flagoole with 2 rifle across his knees, daring

7
anyone to haul the flag down again.

The war fever of the people had begun to subside in
early 1862, after a year of war, and the Confederacy was
forced to pass & conseript law to induce men into the army.
This law was particularly offensive to the men along the
northern frontier of Texas; for they felt that it was their
first duty to remain at home and protect theilr families
against the Indians. Thomas Barrett, a prominent citizen of
Cooke county, has left this impression of the reaction of
pecple in hds section to the conseript law:

In riding through the country, I called at a

steam mlll and found about a dozen menj the mill

was not running, so we had a good chance to talk.

Some one named %he conseript lawj 1ts effect was

like a spark lighting on powder; all was in a blaze

of opposition as deep and fierce as it was possible

for 1t to exist in the human mind was plainly mani-

fested,

After much talk and hard things being said, one
man, who seemed to be a leader, boldly declared he

was geadg to head a company to resist the conscript
law,

144,

8Tromas Barrett,"The Great Hanging at Gainesville, Cooke
County, Texas," Uctober, 1862, typewritten manuscript, p. 1,
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Fopr some time after the passage of the consceript law
the loyal Confederates along the frontier suspected that
the unionists were making plsns. "For some time after-
wards," wrote Bavrett, "there was strong and mysterlous things
said which weres not understood by the great mass of peopls,
T heard them and others hesrd themy we could form no idea
what could he up.“9

There was some basis for this suspicion, for in the east~
ern part of the couniy, in the "cross timbers," there were
many whose sympathies were with the northern cause., These
mnionists had formed a secret organization with sll of the
mysﬁ@riaus travpings such as signs, passwords, secrel meei=
ing-places, and differing degrees and ordérs. This "Peace
Party," or "Union Loyal Lesgue," asg 1t was variously called,
was made vp of those who retained loyalty to the Union, and
those who were digsatisfied with the war, though really
loyal to neither side, A prospective member was first sworn
tc maintain secrecy, and, if found worthy, was entrusted
with three degrees. The first degree obligated the new
member to avenge an attack on & fellow membery the second de-
gree pledged him to steal and destroy Confederate possessionsg
and the third and last degree pledge him to support a movement

to re~establigh the Union, The two primary motives of the

9
ibid.
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organization were to resist the draft and to keep up a spy
system for the Northern army.lg

Although the exact time and place of the organization
of the league 1s not known, most of the enlistments came
after September 1, 1861, Most of the members were true
unlonists who had supported Throckmorton and Houston during
the meetings of the secession convention, and all economie
and soclal classes of the community--clergymen, professional
men, and farmers-~were represented, These men did not con-
sider themselves traitors, but felt that they were the loyal
supporters of the true government,

An organizetion such as thisg could not be concealed for
long from the authorities. Several incidents occurred in
late summer of 1862 which increased the suspiclons of the
Confederates in the area. Some wondered why they ecould hear
war news frequently before 1t was in the newspapers. They .
found out later that the unionists had a regular mail service
to and frem the Kansas Jayhawkers.ll Others had even better
reason to suspect the existence of an underground organization,
One of the loyal Confederates, whose home was near one of the
regular meeting places of the unionists, went to Rock Creek

one Sunday afternoon to go in swimming. He found quite a group

10
Blliott, "Union Sentiment in Texas, 1861-186%5," log.

cit., p. 45k,

11
Barrett, op. git.s, p. 2.
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of men already in bathing, but he, not being the shy type,
joined them without hesitation. These men vere members of
the lLeague, and, knowing his sympathles, ducked him under
the water several times, After he had dressed, the men threw
him in sgain, exclaiming, "Old man Roff gent hls half-witted
boy down here to s#y on us, but reckon he won't send him
back again.” |

The existence of the League was revealed to the carrier
of the ﬁails between Gainesville and Denton by a drunk member
mf%ghg organization. The member %told the mail carrier enough
about the organization to arouse his curiosity, so that by
the time he had reached Denton county next day he‘had come to
the conclusion that Galnesville might actually be?in some
danger., He reported what he had heard to a military officer
in Denton, who immediately informed the military in Galnes~
ville about the incident. The mail carrier, upon his return
to Gainesville, was sent to be initiated into the League,
and to find out what he could about the crganizati@na He
took the first degree, but refused to take the cath required
for the second. 3

The plot was completely uncovered when Newton Chance, a
Confederate soldier home on furlough, was approached by an

"2ce 7. Roft, 4 Brief History of Early lavs in Nerth
¥exas and the Indian Territory, p. 6.

13
Barrett, gp. gits, P. 3.
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of ficer of the league in a Gainesvlille hotel and asked to be~
come a member of the order. In the course of the conversation,
Chance had intimated that it looked to him as though the South
were going to lose, and that he was getiing tired of the war,
Childs, the unionist, then asked the soldier his opinlon of
the war in general, to which Chance replied, ®"if you had been
where I have been and seen and heard what I have, you would
not be pleased ymurself.“lk Childs was thrown completely off
guard, and revealed to Chance that he was an officer in the
Union Loyal League. He suggested that “hance become a member,
stating that they had a strong orgenization and would be glad
to accept him at thelr next regular meeting the following
night, Chance agreed that the organization was the very

thing to settle the lssues of the time in the best manner
possible, and promised to be at the meeting along with his
brother, who was also tired of war.

The League met the next day, and the two wen were put
through the first two degrees of membership, The brothers
then questioned their initiator until they found out much
about the intentions and membership of the organization,

They did not learn the most secret information, but they
learned enocugh to know that if the plans of the League were

U
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carried out it would mean devastation and ruin to the Cone
federate cause in the county,

The brothers separated, taking different routes back to
Gainesville, and met at military headquarters in Gainesville,
#hen they had finished their report General Hudson sent out
orders for the mllitla in Cooke county to report at Gaineg~
ville armed and equipped for service early the next morning.
Wise, Denton and Grayson counties were asked ¢ send one
company each, and one company was requested from Fort Washita.

That night squads of men were sent out over the county
to wateh the homes of the men who had bheen revealed as being
leaders in the League. They were to be kept from making their
escape that night, and were to be arrested as soon as 1t was
light the next morning. Some twenty were arrested the first
morning, and in the next thirteen days one«hundredffifty
15

more were imprisoned. Not all of the men imprisoned had

any connection with the organization, hmwevar; for any able
bodled man who falled to report for militia duty and could

not give a satisfactory reason was thrown into prison with 

the others. In one case, one of the squads teld a farmer

that he must go along with them %o help round up the unionists,
He hesitated, because he had no gun, but to refuse would have

cast suspicion on himself, so he accompanied the syunad, When

15
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the group resched the prison the soldiers, sa@ing this man had
no gun, ordered him to go in with the prisoners. He had no
cholce but to go into the prison, where he remained until he
vas freed two days later with the help of one of the jurors
chosen to try the prisanars.lé | T N

In the meantime, rumors were spreading like wilﬁfira ?
over the frontier counties. Armies of unianiéts were res l
ported to be planning to fight their way ﬂmrthward, burning
hmmms\amd killing men, women and children al@ﬁg th& way¢l7 |
Te ward off this army, squads of men were detailed to dife-
ferent parts of the area, and a double line of‘s@ntinmls‘wehe
placed around the town of Gainesville, |

Five men were selected at a meeting in Qéinasvilla‘ta ,
choose a Jjury to try the prisoners. The eammittee?aalgated
twelve men, and insﬁruﬁt@d them to go inte a fair &xamin&tiﬂn
of the men, bringing witnesses and accused face to face. The
Jury met the next day, organized, and passed %nardar that a
magority should rule., The leaders of the arg#ﬂimafion wers
tried first. Childs, the first tried, was found guilty and
condemned to die. 8ix others followed, and were givan the
same penalty. By this time there were some eight hundred )
or a thousand armed men in the town threatening to take all

of the prisoners out of Jjagl and hang them without benefit

16 17
ibid.y Pe Do ibid., pp. 15,16.



58

of trlal, The pressure of this mob was so great that the
elghth man tried, though found %c have been only slightly
Involved with the League, was also given the death penalty.
At that point, two of the jurors, disgusted with the bloocd=
thirsty mob, refused to serve on the Jjury any lmng@r unless
a provision for two-thirds rule were adopted, Th@ﬁpraviaian
wag adopted, and for the time being the griaoﬁﬁrs &&uld QXK
pect a fair trial.ug By $aturday efternocon, éll of the
prisoners had been tried, and the declsion had been made to
turn gome over to military authorities to be ﬂ@alt?with, and
the rest were to be turned loocse. The jury, fe&libg that
public opinion should have time to moderate before that de-
cision was announced, adjourned to meet again the next Satur-
day. The crowd scon learned of the decision, however, and
demanded that some twenty men whom they eanaidar&d?l&&ﬁ&zs
in the organization be delivered to the mob t& b@‘ﬁangaé.
The leader of the mob asked for a list of ﬁh@~prisﬁﬁeraa

The jury gave him the list, he locked 1t ovar; and read thﬁ
names of the men he wanted to the clerk, He ﬁammd mmlylfourw
teen, but as he rose from his seat he sald, "I reckon that
will satisfy zhem.”la

Two representatives of t&@ mob went to the prison,called

the fourteen men cut, and informed them that they would be

18 19
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hanged the next day., After this usurpation of authority,
there was a move in the jury to free all of the prisoners the
next Saturday. An order was passed to that effect, and the
Jury again adjourned to meet the next Saturday morning.

During the week the excitement seemed {o moderate, and
some of the more open-minded cltizens were hoping for a calm
and sensible treatment of the prisoners. About the niddle
of the week, however, = Gainesville youth was shot and
killed while hunting deer on Hickory Creek. His companion
escaped and reported the news. BRunners were sent out at once
and a small posse set out to bring in the body., Another
posse was organized under Celonel Willlam Young tc gearch
for the killers, The country on the east side of the creek
was brushy, and befcre they knew what was happening Colonel
Young's group ran into an ambush, Young wasg the only one
killed hefore the attacking force fled through the brush and
disappeared.gﬂ Two men had been killed in one day by this
group hiding out in the brush, and ne ons ssemed to have any
1dea how many men were in the group, nor how far they would
go before the excltementi died down,

The mob 1n Gainesville was bholling over with excitement,

"The fight has commenced,” they criedy "and every one we turn

20
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loose is adding thet much to the astrength of the clan,®

Others would swear with an oath, "We will clean them up to-
might."Zl The mob assumed that the two men had been murdered
by members of the Union Loysl Iesgue, and a rumor was current
throughout the county that the murderers had mistaken Dickson,
the Geinesville boy, for Jim Pate, Colonel Young's overseer,
whom the members of the League hated, Garrison, one of the
few leaders of the League who had not been arrested, added

to the suspiclon by leaving the country soon after the ourder
of the two men.

On Sseturday morning, two of the moderate Jurors were ab~
sent when the jury met again, and in their places were men
who would fellow the dictates of the moh., The first act of
the jury was to reconsider the decision which had been nade
the previous week to set the prisoners free, This decision
vas inmediately rejected, and all of the prisoners were again
placed on trial. Bome nineteen men were condemned to be
hung in the course of the day, and the remainder, sbout rifty
or sixty, were set frae.22

The following Sunday saw the death of the Union Loyal
aéagua ag an active organization in Cooke County with the

hanging of these nineteen men. Forty-two unlonists were

21
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killed during the course of three weeks, forty of whom were
hanged and two of whom were killed when they broke from their
guards, There were still members of the League at large,
howvever, and there waa some opposition from this group for
the remsinder of the war, though nothing on so large a scale
as had been the Union Loyal League.

tnly a short time after the trials, four other men under
suspicion, inecluding three renegades from Kansas, were hanged
by a posse headed by Jim Young, a son of Colonel Young,
Another vietim of Young's posse was a man by the name of Welch,
who was suspected of being the man who flred the shot that
killed Colonel Young., He was a member of CGarriaon's company
and had left the county after the killing of Young. He was
apprehended near the Arkansag line and brought back to Gainoge
ville where he was hanged.23

Many unionists left the county after the trials, as did
many men of moderate opinions, so that the county was dralned
of some of its most able business men and political leaders.
Even the men who served on the jury were lost in the turmoil
of suspleion, accusation, and war, for after the conflict
only a few people in the county could even remember who had
served on the jury, and most of the jurors had left the county

and were living in other varts of the state, The Jurors had

23
ibvid., pp. 28, 29.



62

to leave to escape being killed by one of the factions, for
those who had upheld the hangings were in danger from the
unionists, and those who had tried to halt the hangings were
in danger from the Confederates.

In Wise, Grayson and Denton countles a more sane course
was taken toward the Unlon Loyal League than in Cooke county.
Gendral Hudson ordered Captain John Hale, commandant at
Decatur, county seat of Wise, to arrest Peasce Party memhers,
A trial commigsion of fifty men, presided over by Reverend
William Bellamy, a Methodist preacher, was formed. Five
unionists were convicted and hanged in Wise county, and
seversl others were sentenced to serve in the Confederate
army, The leoyal Confederatesg, in the campaign to exterminate
the unioniats in Grayson county, arrested about forty men,
These men were condemned to die without trial, but J. W,
Throckmorton used his influence to have the men given the
benefit of trial, His plea wss that the blocd of the vietims
wonld stain the hands of the psople unless the guilt of the
men was first ascertained by due process of law. A subseqguent
court investigation found all but one of the men inmaen‘t.a1+

After these executions the unionists in Merth Texas
remained comparatively quiet, but beneath the esurface their

attachment to the Union keprt them in opposition to the rule

2l
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of the Confederacy, and led them to resist Confederate laws
in every way possibles One year after the suppression of
the Union Loyal League in Cooke county, General E. Kirby
reported that affairs around Bonham, in Fannin county, had
reached the point that "the guestion is whether they or we
shall eontral.ézﬁ Many soldiers in the northern district
would "teke to the brush® when transferred to.another part
of the state, and in Octobar of 1863, &evaralvéampanias of
state troops refused to go over into Lauisiané; Heven to
sceutg“26 In that year about two thousand duaarteﬁa
fortified themselves near the Red River, and defied the Coﬁw
federate authorities. Some four hundred of these dasartwrs‘
encemped in three camps ahout thirty miles from Bonham.
This group, made up of deserters, discontented rebel civilians,
unionists and desperados, picketed every road in that area .
go well that no man, woman or child conld approach without
their knawladge.27

General McCullech received many letters pleading for

troops with which to arrest these deserters, but troons were
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scarce, and the ones sent could not be depended on net to

join the deserters, 1In the latter partiy of Qctober, Henry

Boren, one of the leaders of the deserters, proposed to the

Confederate military authorities that he and his men would

return to duty if they would be given frontler duty.

MeCulloceh eansantadé but refused to allow them to elect

thelr own officers. ° On November 9, three hundred deserters

came out of the brush and reported in a body ﬁa the Conw

tlederate authoritles in Bonham. On that same day, McCulloch

instructed his troops to "make a clean sweep" of the camps of

the deserters, since it was necessary that they be "broken

up at all hazarés.“zg On November 28, General Webb ordersd

that the homes of the men who had not yet reported be searched.

If the men could not be found the women were to be deprived

of all arms, ammunition, meat and other provisions, and told

that the provisions would be kept by the military authorities

until the men &urrendaredg3o
These measures did not succeed in halting desertion, for

in February of 1864, H, E. McCulloch wrote Lieﬁten&nt General

E, Kirby Smith, in command of the Trans-Mississippi Department,

that the situation was almost out of hand. He warned that
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north Texas would scon be lost to the Confederacy 1f troops
were not sent to his support immediately. Disloyalty was
widespread among the civilians, and his troops were not free
from it, so he proposed that a court be established at
Bonham to try and execute some of the disloyal soldiers and
gend some of the civilian unionists "to some safe place in
heavy 1rcns.”31

Desertion continued at a rapid pace, however, for the
remainder of the war. The number of desertions increased as
the war drew to a close, but many of the soldiers who de~
gerted after the summer of 1864 deserted not because they had
any love for the Unlon, but because they realized the futility
of continuing the war.aa

The southern border of Texas, like the northern, was a
center of unionist activities. The Mexicans in these border
counties refused to take the ocath of allegiance to the Cone
feceracy, and some went so far as to announce their "intention
of taking service with the North should Mr. Lincoln send an
invading force to the Rio Granda."sa Attempts to force the

Mexicans to take the oath only led to armed resistance and
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slavghter, Several of the Mexican unionists were killed
while resisting the administration of the oath by Captain
Nolan of Fort Ringgold., After this massacre, manyvaf the
Mexicans deserted their ranches and fled across the river,
where they found support among the Mexicans in the state of
Guerrerc, Mexico. They formed an organization pledged to go
into the service of the United States when Texas was invaded
by northern armies, and to plunder Confederste praﬁerty in
Texas. The existence of thls group made 1% n@&aasary that a
large military force remain at Fort Ringgold to protect Con-
tederate citizens and proparty.Bu |

The Mexicans also gave trouble at Fort Brawn.i Here the
Ganf@derafe authorities attempted to maintain nﬂutfalit? with

the Mexiffans, and as late as October, 1861, Hamllion P. Bee

;
repertei that the Mexican inhabitants on the American side

of theMgiver were quiet, but not to be trusted. He wasg
certain that if Fort Brown were occupied by a Federal force
that some two or three thousand Mexicans would immediately
enlist as guerrille troops on the Federal side. He cone
sidered the Mexican guerrillas "a large and efficlent force

5
of a race embittered against us by real or imaginary wroggﬂﬁ"

3k

35
Ibid., p. 119.

R LR ‘ Jerles I’ Vol IVO, P 133‘



67

In December of 1861 the situation had become completely
chaotic, There were only two companies of Caﬁfeﬁarata in-
fantry at Brownsville, snd one of these was composed wholly
of Mexicans. Fourteen of these had already deserted, and
the rest could easily have heen corrupted with a few dollars
and a little whiskey. Five members of the other company,
composed mostly of foreigncrs, had also desertaa and crossed
into Mexico, and the remainder were not any further above
temptation than vere the Maxicana.36

Most of the deserters went into Tamaullpas to take part
in the revolution then underway in that Mexlcan state, The
Méxiaan citizens of Texas could get more pay, live in better
conditions, and fight with more eﬁthusiasm for their cause in
the revolutionary army in Tamaulipas than in ﬁﬁe Confederate
service. A Fort Brown offleer described the raasaﬁs for their
discontent when he wrotes |

the condition of the troops is such that I must cane

didly confess I am not greatly surprised at their

ylelding to inducements offered by parties on the

other side of the river. The most of them are but

scantily elothed, and they have received no pay; and

they know the state of the government credit quite

as well ss I do myself, 37

Refugee unionists from other parts of Texas making their
way into Mexico added to the problems of the Confederate au-

thorities in the border counties. These emigres had hecone
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so numercus by March of 1862 that MceCulloch issued an order
instructing his troops %o keep anyone not friendly to the
Confederacy from crossing the river, and to force even those
who could prove their friendly sentiment to pf@aant satigw
factory evidence that they were not leaving just to avoid
8 .

the dr&ft;B A few weeks later, on May 5, the United States
consul at Matamoras wrote to Secretary Seward that:

the crowds of refugees from Texas do not ‘diminish in

the least, although it is very difficult, owing to the

strict wa%eh kept upon their movements fﬁa'tham to

get out, Many are arrested; some are 'ung% others are

taken and pressed into the service, , ., . hroughout

the counties bordering on the Rio Grande there exists

a perfect relgn of terror. 39

In that month, martial law was deelared in Cameron,
Hidalgo, and Starr counties. A. N, Mills, appointed provost
marshal of the area, immediately began arresting anyone con-
nected in any way with unionism, Later that month, Colonel
Tvckett, at Srownsville, seemed to think that the Confederate
forces were well on their way toward getting rid of the
"reprobates who have lived under a government they secretly

Lo

detested." However, Charles Hunter, writing from the

United States steamer Montgomery off the Rio Grande in
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June, 1862, stated that the refugees were still coming, in
groups of two and three easch day. "They fles for their
lives," he sald, "leaving everything." One Texas soldier

on board the ship had left Texas on a six-day leave %o go
into Mexico to collect a debt. He showed his pass to Hunter,
stating his intention %o remain as he exclaimed, "Thank God,
I am under the dsar old flag againl® Hunter reporied that
there were some forty unionists aboard the Montgomery and some
eighty others on board the Kensineton, and that there still
was a large mumber of loyal men left in the state who de~
sired only arms and protection to organize themselves and
drive out the secessionists,

On October 30, 1862, the United States consul at Mata-
moras wvasg informed that within the month a boat would bde
gent %o take such unionists refugees who would reglster in
a Texas regiment to New Orleans. The expedition could not
be sent, however, for the Confederacy gained control of all
of the satisfactory pmrﬁs.ua

In 1863 an arrangement was conpleted between Hamilton
P, Bee and Don Albino Lopez, governor of Tamavlipas, Both

sides agreced %o require pasgporis for anyone crossing the

rds, Series I, Vol. XV, p. 522,
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river, and watch stations were to be set up by both the
Hexicans and the Confederates, The unlenists were not come
pletely cut off from thelr avenue of escape Iinto Mexico,

but the Confederate authoritlies could not mske any violent
protests to the Mexican government for fear of disturhing

the peaceful relationsg hetween the two powers. Very little,
then, was done about apprehending the unlonlsts and deserters
who made thelir way across the Rlo Grande into Mexico during
the remalning years of the war.

In November of 1863, however, the Confederate authorities
had to appeal to the governor of Tamaulipas for help in supw
preseing a rebellion in a company of Mexlieans in the Cone
federate service near lrownsville, Vidal, the commander of
the company, had been in coniact with Federal blockaders off
the mouth of the Rio Grande, and had plotied with them to
ganture Brownsville. OGome three hundred cltizens of the
city were lssued arms from the arsenal at Fort Brown, and
with the combined forces of the Confederate troons, the
three hundred eivillans, and the force sent by the Mexican
governor, the mutiny was broken up. When Federal troope,
under General Nathanial P. Banks, appeared, however, not a
one of the three hundred armed citizens stood loyal to the

Confederaey. Dye, the mayor of Brownsville, and Judge
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Bigelow Palmer, both of whom had been ardent advocates of
the Confederate cause, took the Federal cath without hesitae
tion,.

Although & large number of the unionists in San Antenio
during the war were refugees on their way into Mexico, there
was a large per cent of the native population of that area
who favored the Union. As early as March, 1861, the wide-
spread union sentiment had been evident to Federal troops
in the vicinity. Colonel C. A. Walte wrote to his superior
on April 1 that the plan of the unionists in San Antonlo was
to effect a peaceable change in the views of the people of
Texas through the press and the ballot box, He had been ime
pressed with the tremendous strength of the loyalists, and
expressed the bellef that "a few thousand dollars &xpgnd@d
on the press would revolutionize sentiment in Texas.®

There was & strong unionist newspaper in San Antonioe
at that time, the Weelly Alamoc Express, edited by James P, o
Newcomb, In April of 1861 Newcomb, making no effort to keep
unionist activities a secret, printed a notlce in his paper
announcing a public meeting to be held on the Main Plaza on

Tuesday night, April 9. All who were in favor of preserving
the Federal government from destruction were invited to hear

huﬁlliatt, "Union Sentiment in Texas,™ log. glle,

P 462,
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General Robe-t Taylor spesk on the "Reconatruction of the
Union,® After the meeting, the more loyal unionists
gathered at Judge Paschal's home where they listened to hig
address advoeating loyalty to the Dnion. In reporting the
meeting to his readers, Newcomb wrote: "So ended a glorious
night, We have given the Reconstruction ball a roll, Let
it he kept rolling over the state until all opposition is
erushad mut;“ué In the same issue, Newcomb described the Con~
federaey as being "oconceived in sin, shapen ia iniquity, and
born out of due time, because it was rushed into the world
with indecent haste expressly to prevent the people from hee
holding its deformities.” Soon afterward, members of the
Enights of the Golden Cirele broke into his office, destroyved
his squipmeﬂt, and forced Wim to leave Texas.h? L

In March of 1862, Confederates in San Antcnio were again
reminded that there were unionists in their midst when they
found placards writton in German posted in prominent rlaces
in the city, advocating s widespread rebellion on the part
of the unioniste. On the placard was this massages

Cerman brothers, are your eyes not opened yet? After

the rich took every picayune away from you, and the

paper iz worth only one-half what you go hard earned,
now that you have nothing left, now they go about and
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sell you. . .+ « We are alwavs ready. . . You will always

stay the God damn Dutchman. « « « Vo away with that

nulsance, and inform everybody the revolution is broke

out. 48

Barly in March, McCulloch had told Major Samuel Boyer
Davis that he had discovered a considerable under~current
of unionist activity throughout the area. He did not seem
to believe the movement very strong, howaver, yet he did
expregs the fear that i{ might eventusily develop into a
real threat to the Ceonfederate cause. Unionists in the
vicinity of S8an Antonioe, he pointed ocut, celebrated every
defeat of the Confederate forces, shouling 'we have gained
a victory," The most effective weapon the unionists had,
however, was thelr ability to discredit Confederate cur-
rencys., MeCulloch complained that men with arms and supplies
for sale asked the Confederates twice as much for those arams
in Confederate currency than was asked 1in aAmerican money,
and that the merchants refused to do business with Confederate
forces on credit, MeCulloch belleved these business men to
be in connection with Federal forces, for he warned Major
Davig that “if the enemy should land in force on the coast,
or invade us on the north, it will be necessary tc take

Lo
charge of these men in some way."™ In April, the currency
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situation had become so menacing that a mass meeting of
Confederates in Ban Antonio agreed to take strenuous action
against any person who made an attempt to depreciate Con-
federate money. Any individual found gullty was to be cone~
sidered disloyal, and hls name was published in nﬁﬁspapewﬁ7
throughout the state. ° '
The Germans in San Antonio and the surraundingjcaunﬁiea
had been opposed to secession from the very first, and most
of the predominantly German counties in southwest and centyral
Texas defeated the ordinance of secession in Februﬁ@y of 1861,
After secession was accomplighed, many loyal Germsns attempted
to secure positions of prominence in the service of the Cone
federate state government in their counties, in order to wun«
dermine the plans of the @onfederacy. J. W. Sansom, a
moderate unionist in Gillesple county, applied immediately
af%arﬁ&h& war began for the position of enrolling officer
for Gillesple and surrounding counties. BSecessionists in
Fredericksburg, hovever, informed the adjutant general. at
Austin that Sansom had declared, "I wil%”he. s « 1T I ever
fight against the Federal government.," 3lJaemb EKeuchler,
an even more ardent unionist, finally received the appoint-

ment, and immediately set about sabatoging the Confederate
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war effort. He gave no notlice of his appointment, he did
not establish an enrollment office, and he enrolled only
those men whom he knew to be loyal to the United States in
the frontier companies., He was finally relieved of his
pasitiwn, but not until a{tar he had done irreparable harm
%o the Confederate cauﬁe.52

In June of 1861, the Germans in south-central ?ekas
formed a league, the Union Loyal League, for the protection
of those who held unionist sympathies. Twenty men, repre-
senting the different communities of Germans 1n the area,
met together and formed the party. They declared that thelr
intention was to prevent strife between Union and Confederate
pertisans, and to take such peaceable actions as would prevent
the féreed enlistment of Union sympathizers in the Confederate
army.b3 The League attempted to carry on itg activiiies in
secret until the unionists were forced to abandon their
neutrality by the declaration of martial law in Texas in March,
1862, This decleration required all alien males over sixteen
years of age to take an oath of allsglance to the state of
Texas and {o the Confederacy. ©Soon after thlig declaration,
some five hundred German unionists met on Bear Creek in Gil-

lespie county and organized intc three companies in order to

£03d .
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enforce the neutrality of the German settlements in the Civil
War., Fritz Tegner was chosen major, and an "advisory board"
was appointed to direct the policy of the L@agm@.S%

Governor Lubboeck sent Captain James M. Duff to force
the Germang to disband, for he conslidered the actions of
the Ieague openly hostile to the Confederacy., Duff arrived
on May 30, and immediately declared himself provost marshal
of Gillespie county. He gave the citlzens six days in which
to report to him and take the oath of alleglance. The gov~
ernor lssued a decree that all persons who refused to take
the ocath would be given thirty days in which to leave the
dtate., Major Tegner called called a meeting of the advisory
board of the Union Loyal Leagﬁe, and upon the advice of this
board issued an order dlsbanding the three companies., Duff
met with more opposition among the people of the county,
however, for the Confederates in the county had few supplies
for sale, and the Germans would not sell any of their supplles
for paper money., Unlonists also refused to give evlidence or
testimony against members of the League., Of this lack of
cooperation, Duff wrotes

I have found beyond a doubt that the few ecitizens

of the place who were friendly to this government

did not possess the moral courage to give information

to the Provost Marshal of the sayings and doings of
those who were unfriendly. 55

Mg
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Duff found enough evidence, however, to place under
arrest several prominent men of the county, such as Sheriff
Braubach, F. W, Vobbler-~a prominent groceryman, F. Lochre,

a merchant, and Captain Keuchler, the former enrolling of~
ficer, Keuchler sgcaped, but the others were sent to the
guardhouse in San Antonio., Duff returned to San Antonio on
June 21, assured that his expedition had been a success, and
that no more trouble would come from the Germans,

Although the three companies of the League had been dig-
banded, the ardent unlonists realized that they muat choose
between service in the Confederate army, or emigration into
Mexlico. On August 1, Major Tegner met with these determined
unionists on Turtle Creek, in Kerr county. Some eighty men
were at the meeting, and under the command of Tegner sixty~
one of these men left on the afterncon of August 1 on their
way to M@xica.56

Captain Duff had left San Antonlo on the morning of
July 19, and had made camp near Fredericksburg on the Peder~
nales Hiver, He again issued his proclamation calling for all
German settlers to come to his headquarters and take the ocath
of allegiance, but few complied., Duff sent out {two parties
with wagons fto bring in the families of the men who fled to
the hills to avoid taking the oath, and these women and
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chilédren were imprisoned in Fredericksburg. His troops
carried on a reign of terror in Gillespie and surrounding
counties during the month of July, and when Duff heard
about Tegener's plans to leave the state he ordered
Iieutenant C. D+ McRae to intercept and arrest the
urdonists,

On the morning of August 3, McRae left camp on the
Pedernales with some ninety~four men and a German gulde from
Fredericksburg. On the morning of the sixth, the group struck
the trail of a party of horsemen, numbering, as they supposed,
from sixty to a hundred men., They pursued the trail of the
Germans in a southwesterly direction for four consecutive
days, and on the evening of the ninth, at about three o'clock,
the advance guard sighted Tegener's camp on the headwaters of
the western fork of the Nueces River.

From the time Tegener's men had started on their way to
Mexico until they made camp on the ninth in this open space
near the MNueces, they had drifted leisurely. They could have
been across the Ric Grande long before if they had been flee~-
ing in fear.

McRae camped in a canyon about two and one~-half miles
from the Germans, and then went forward with four of his of-

ficers to make a careful reconnaissance of the unionists!?
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position., He returned after two hours, and prepared to
attack at daylight the next morning, At ten o'c¢clock that
night McRae moved his men to within three hundred yards of
the German's camp, where he divided his command into two
egqual divisions., One of the divisions was placed on the
right of the enemy, in the edge of a dense cedar brake about \
fifty yards from the camp, and the other was stationed about
fopty yards on the left of the camp, in asnother cedar brake.
The men were ordered to lay low until he gave the signal
with a pistol shot, then they were to charge in and finish
the combat at close ranga.gg

Tegener's men had noted the presence of strange soldiers
in the vieinity Just before sundown, but had decided to stay
in camp that night anyway. Double sentinels were placed about
the camp, however, and the place was prepared for an attack,
About an hour before dawn one of these sentinels discovered
the Confederate company on the right of the camp and was shot,
- A& sentinel approached McRae's party on the left at about
the same time and met the same fate, Firing broke out and
continued for several mimutes, but McRae ordered his men to
hold their fire until daylight,

The moment 1%t became light enough to see, McRae gave

the order to attack, and the two partles met in combal at
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the edge of the CGerman camp. The Germans were scon gmothered
under the converging fire of McRae's rifles at close range,
and vere dispersed through the cedars. McRae iast two meny
while Tegener had nineteen killed and ten wounded. These

ten were executed an hour later by one of McRae's lieu~
tenants. The surviving Germans fled, scattering in:all
directions through the dense cedar brakes. These men were
pursued by McRae's men, but only one detachment was overtaken.
inis small party was overtaken and ambushed by Lieutenant
Hemsley as they were trylng to cross the Rio Grandeia day or
so later, Jeven of them were killed, and few of the original
sixty~one Germans made thelr way into Mexico.

In all, the Germans lost thirty~six men, elghty-three
horses, thirtye-three rifles, thirteen pistols, all of their
camp equipage, and ten days' provisions for one hundred men,
The dead Germans were left for scavengers to tear and sst the
flesh, and it was not until three years later that the bones
were gathered up by the friends and relatives and buried at

Comfort-~-with a monument inscribed with the words ireue der

Datons’

Duff's expedition did not stop disaffection among the
Germans in Texas, however, for in Hovember of 1862, A. J. Bell,
5921!2‘
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the enrolling officer in Austin county, reported fto the
superintendent of conscripts at Zustin that the Germans in
that county were evading the conscripticon law and were holde
ing secret meetings In which they planned resistance to the
Confederacy. Rell reported a week later that Austin and ade
Jeining counties were in & state of open rebellion against
the Confederacy, and that the meetings of unlonists were
being held daily in defiance of state military anthariti&sﬁﬁl

On December 23, a draft was issued in Texas in response
te the Governor's proclamation calling for men. At Industry,
in Austin county, a number cf the German unionists were
drafted, but they refused to be sworn into the state service.
These loyalists did not appear on the day appointed for them
to be sworn in, but only to assault the enrolling captaln
and drive him away from the statlon with sticks and iron
bars.éz

On December 31, the unionists met at Shelby Pralrie, in
the northern part of Austin county, to formulate a plan of
action to resist the draft. About six hundred men represent-

ing Austin, Washington, Fayette, Lavaca and Coloradc counties,

were present. HRach of the counties represented was organlzed
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into "beats," and the chairman appointed one man from each

"heat" to organize the men in the "heat" into companies of

infantry and cavalry. The unionists in each "beat" were to

keep & picket guard mounted and armed, and were tc be ready

to communicate informetion to the officers in command at

short notice. Every speaker at the meeting urged the loyal

men to resist the Confederate government and to refuse to

go intg the services of the Confederate or the state governe
3

ment,

A similar meeting was held on January %, 1863, at
Biepgel's settlement in Fayette county. The one hundred
twenty unionists drew up & letter to Brigadier General W. G.
Wehb declaring their intentions, They refused to take the
ocath prescribed by the Confederacy and state further that

the past has already taught us how regardlessly the

Government and the County authorities have treated

the families of those who have taken the field. We

ngve been told that they would be cared for, and whai,

up to this time, has been done? They were furnished
with small sums of paper money which is almost worthe
lezs and which has heen refusged by men for whose sake

this war and its calamities were organized. 64

Rumors were circulating in the area that the Germans
were concentrating at Frelsburg; that the Hegroes were o
be freed, and that Jack Hamilton, a& prominent unionist, was

in the area stirring up the loyalists. A German blacksmliih
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was caunght making spearheads, and the Confederates were
certain that an insurrection was inavitable.és

On Jamary 5, speciel orders were issued from Con=
federate headquarters directing Lieutenant~Colonel Peter
Hardeman to take hls regiment to Alleyton, send out parties
of men over the area, disarm the German unionists, and en=
force the draft and conseription act.ﬁé A few days later
Major George T. Madls was sent to La Grange with twenty-five
meni Lieutenant R, H, Stone was sent with the same number to
Bellville communitys and several companies and a plece of
light artillery were sent to Colorado county to aid in the
suppression of about eight hundred Germans who had gathered
there to resist the Canredaracy.67

The leading unionists were soon apprehended and fturned
over to the ecivil svuthorities, and in a matter of weeks
John B, Magruder informed the governor that the situation
wag encouraging, and that a better state of feeling exlsted.
Geuwernor Lubbock visited the area, and made gpeeches in many
of the centers of unionist activity, pleading for support of
the Confederacy and appealing to the unionists' love for their
state for cooperation, This vieit of Governor Lubboclk's,
coupled with a Confederate victory at Galveston, caused the

Germans to lose thelr determination to resist conscription,
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and to comply with the laws of the Confederacy. In the latter
part of January, the adjutant general in the area reported
that the rehellion had been cémyletely broken up,6

Although this organized reslstance was hroken up with a
szow of foree, quite a few individuals, not wishing to go
into the army for one reason or another, developed the "cone
seript limps"™ for the remainder of the war. In Mareh of 1865,
a Confederste sy@p&thizer in Fayette county, appalled at the
munber ¢f able-bodied young men who had never been in the
army, asked the sditor of a Galveston paper why such a situa-
tlon was allowed to exlist. He insisted that if the conscript
burean could not gend the men to the front, that the enrolle
ing officers should be dismissed and sent to the frmnt.69

All during the war the governor continued to receive
netitions requesting exemption from service from these
centers of unionist activity. Some typlcal reasons given
for the recuest weret

I cannot respond without personal secrifice; I'm

a wagonery I'm a very useful man; I make spinning

Jennles; I'm & vheelwright; I own a corn mill; I'm

the only druggist and the community is "folerable

sick;" I'm a poor manj our wives can't take corn to

the mill; I'm a saltmaker; need another policeman

short~sighted; our young men are accustomed to rid-
ing horseback and therefore dread the infantyy. 70

68
Mog PDs 95‘5*966.
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While these individuals were looking to ﬂustingfar re=
1ief from the fear of conseription, the leading unionists
over the state looked to Austin for encouragement in resig-
tance to the Confedaeracy. Travis county unionists held their
first public meeting at Buass Hall in Austin on the night of
Fabruary 9, 1861, for the purpcse of mapping the campalgn
against the adoption of the ordinance of gecession. The
ordinance was defeated in Travis county by a vote of almost
four to one, but many of the Travis unionists conformed to
the deciaion of the majority of Texans and went into the |
Confederate service after secession befame an accouplished
fact, Many of them, however, went into hiding in the hills
ahove Austin, where they elther remained for the duration of
the war, or made their way, through Mexico, into the Federal
service.

Some of the more prominent pre-secession undoniste,
1like Judge C. %, Paschal, and 4, J. Hamilton, were éilwweé
to remain in the city and carry on their business aé usual
for the first few menths of the wer. As the war continued,
however, the Confederates became even more bitter agalnst the
Union, and their intolerance of those who professed unionism
finally forced the unionist leaders to either leave the city
or submit to insults, or perhape arrest. A. J, Hamilton ree
mained in hiding in the hills above Austin until 1862, when
he left for the United S5tatss by way of Mexico. At
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waghington he was made hrigadier general and military goverw
nor of Texas, and in the late summer of 1863 he went to Wew
Ordaans to wait for an opportunity to agsume thet position,
On Janwary 1, 1864, he 1gsued an "Address to the People of
Texas,” in which he pointed out %that the Southern secessions
istg nad decelved the neople of Tevas, and that the war was
uselass,

Although there were many strong individual unionists in
Austin, evidently no attempt was made to form a sirong ore
ganization for resistance. Unionists from Travis county
were associated with the German Unien Loyal League, and there
were many Cermsns in the county who attended the meetings of
unioniste in surrounding counties, Many able-~bodled young
unionists who had not made thelr sympathies well known
managed to sequire positions in the various state offices
ag employeesg, where they remained throughout the war.?z

By the close of 1864, the people of Texas were becoming
indifferent to the war, no matter what their opinions had
been during the fiery days of secession. In the spring of
1865, the army in Texas was touched by this feeling of in-
difference, and soldiers from the Rio Grande to the Red River
were lesving their posts with no intentlon of returning. Four

hundred troops at Galveston attempted to desert, and though

73 72
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the wholesale desertion was averted none of the troops in
that area could be relied upon by thelr officers. These
soldiers ware not deserting becanse of any love they might
have falt for the Union, they wers deserting because they
felt 1t useless to continue the strmggle. "We are whipped,"
they ssid, and slipped mway at the first oppnrtunity.73

As this feeling of gloom and uncertainty settled over
the state, the Tenth Legislature was called into exira=-
ordinary session on October 29, 1864. Brigadier General H, E,
MeCulloch had jJust reported that the enemy was planning to
move into northern Texas and, combining with the unionists
in that area, set up a base of operations for overcoming the
remainder of Texas. The capitol was overcome with fear, and
many of the representatives hegan to whiaper in closkroons
and gsecluded chambers that the time might be ripe for a rew
construction of the Union,

Loyal Confederates, hearing these whisperings and
rumors, determined to halt any move to disrupt the Con-
federacy. FREdward R. Hord introduced a series of resolutions
into the Senste denouncing any move which might he made to

bring about reconstruction., The rescluiions declared

o

73
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vehemently that Texas was determined to fight to the "last
ditch."7h
Senator J., W. Throckmorton attempted to block the Hord
resolutions, for fear that discussion of such an issue might
create widespread feeling that the confederate cause was ale
ready lost. He offered a substitute which declsred that it
was not within the power of a state to make either peace or
war, and that the power to reconstruct the Union belonged
to the Confederate government. The substitute was rejected,
and the legislature adopted the Hord resolutions by a vote
of twelve to t&n.75 '
Within six weeks after (eneral lLee surrendered on

4pril 9, 1865, Texas had become a scene of disorder, conw
fusion and anarchy. The governors of Texas, Louisiana, and

Arkansas met in Marshall, Texas, to consider sultable terms
of surrender, but the condition of the army in Texas left the
governorsg with no bargaining power, for the troops were leave
ing the army as quickly as possible with no thought of de~
fending the state against the Federal army. All the troops
knew the end had come and they had become unmnn&gaable.7

The troops swarmed over Houston, where there had been an

Elliott, "Union Sentiment in Texas," loc., git., p.

?511!2‘

7 Charles W. Ramsdell,

ction in Iexas, p. 33.
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attempt to concentrate them for an expected Federal attack
on Galveston, then scattered over the state or Iled to
Mexico, On June 2, General Smith signed the Canby-Buckner
convention aboard & United States shlp of war at Galvesion
and the last vestige of Confederate milltary authority
vanished. On June 19, General Gordon Granger arrived and

assumed command of the state.



CHAPTER IV
UNIONISTS DIVIDED

The great majority of Texans were willing to adumit in
1865 that slavery was an institution of the past, and that
they had falled to make good their withdrawel from the Uniony
but they were not prepared to face the tremendous changes in
the soclal and political organization of their state which was
to follow in the wake of the war. After four years of war, in
which only a minority of their number had actively worked
against the cause for which so many of them had dedicated
their lives, Texans were suddenly required to denounce thelr
ideas of atate sovereignty and submit to a peace dictated by
the government which had been consldered the only real danger
to that soverelgniy.

Few Texans realized the issues at stake as well as did
John H, Reagan, a former unionist who had served the Confederate
government during the war. Reagan spent several months im-
mediately after the war in a northern prigson camp, where he
sengsed the anger and resentment of the northern people and
eventually came to realize that if the South were to avoid
gevere treatment there would have to be sweeping soeial and

political changee in that area. He attempted to put his

90
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conviction hefore the pecple of his gtate in a letter
written from the Federal prison campt
I know that those who lock to the past only,

with its sacrifices and losees of principles bew

lieved it to be true. . . may say why talk of liberty

now, and of equallty in the Unlon? The answer is,

that having attempted to secure and preserve these by

appeal to the God of battle, we failed, and they now,

sc far as 1t relates to our political restoration, be-

long to the dead past, . . . we are required to lock

to the living present and to the future. If 4t be

thought hard to surrender so much, it must be remembered

that such is the fate of war, . + « by the appeal to
armsy, . o « We stake not only what the government exacts,
but all our rights and property on the result., Wisdom
requires us to accept the decision of battle upon the
1ssue involved, and to be thankful that no more has

been demanded ﬂy the conquerors. « « » &

Texans began to look agaln %o the political leaders of
the state to solve these new problems for them, but the polis~
tical leaders who had presented such loglecal and aytractive
answers in 1861 were not to be found, for many had left the
state to avoid expected punishment, nor where those who re=~
mained to be trusted. The state government ceased to funce
tion with the flight of the high officials of state, and the
victorious unionists, backed by the military authorities, took
charge.

On June 17, two days before the arrival of General Gordon

Granger with his elghteen hundred men in Texas, A, J, Hamile
ton was appointed provisional governor of Texas by President

Andrew Johnson., Governor Hamilton did not recognize the

©11liam McCraw, Professional Politicians, p. 205.
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local officers who had served under the Confederacy, so he
had to appoint a new staff throughout the state as rapidly
ag his unionist advisers could recommend suitable men for
the various positions. Although most of the unionists in
Texas had rejolced at the appointment of Hamilton as pro-
visional governor, some, such as James W, Throckmorton,
could see in Hamilton's speeches no hint that he intended to
r@ecncil@ the factions within the state, or to restore order
in the administrati@n of civil government, ?hrﬁckm@rtan‘aﬁw«
tempted to sdvise Governor H&mlltan, but £oﬁnﬂ him deter«
mined to reorganize the state government even more than was
required by President Johnson. Writing to a p@litieal frianﬂ
in Forth Texas, Throckmorton described his f&elings after $urw
veying the situation in Austin uider Hamiltons
I assure you that I felt very muah 1like I had

fallen, if not among thieves, among , sorry set of

patriots who were forgetting the great sufferings

which our country had endured. My heart bled to ‘

contemplate the mlserable picture, that after four

years of such great trouble, when the people had

explated in zorrow and in bieod and endured the

most terrible and unrelenting tyranay and © gpraﬁaion

as atonement for thelr folly, instead of a liberal,

wise, and maniy ' policy the govarnm@nt was to be rew-

inaungurated in a spirit of petty malice and to fall

into the hands of a set of servile c¢reatures. 2

Throckmorton, and other unionists, recommended that

Hamilton call a constitutional convention as early as

2
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possible, for delay would result only in reaction and elecw
tion of secessionists. Pregident Johnson, by the proclama-
tion of June 17, 1865, had ordered the registration of voters
and required the provisional governors to call a convention
of loyal citizens t¢ amend the consiitutions of the Southe
ern states., (overnor Hamilton established a board of reglge
tration in each county to adminigter the ocath of amnesty for
those who sought reglistration as votera, and the order for
an election of delegates for a state convention was withheld
until the results of the registration were known. Hamilton
did not consider the time ripe for calling a convention, for
some Texamm still talked of gradual emancipation and of come
pensatian for the loss of slaves. To dlspel these views, he
issued an address to the people of the state on September 11,
in which he warned the people against the press and pellticians
who were "still tryving to mislead them by the same deadly
dactrim&s,“s He promised that the convention would he called
as soon as a majority of the people had taken the ocath of
amnesty, and had given serious consideration to the measures
necessary for restoration.

By November 15 a majority of the voters of Texas had

qualified, and a proclamation was issued calling for the

3 . ;
Charles W, Ramsdell, Reconstruction in Texag, p. 63.
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election of delegates on January 8, 1866, for a convention to
be held in Austin on Pebruary 7.
The election was not Ei%éiy, for, as Throckmorton told
a friend, "the people have been muzzled, and they dare not
express their sentiments, They feel no interest in the mate
ter. They think we go there simply to register the edicis
of our masters‘“# Pariy lines were still extant, however,
though the secessionists were gqulet. The unionists in many
seeticns formed Union assocliations and were taking a very
partisan attitude toward the election. The Loyal Union As=-
sociation, organized in Galveston on the same day that Hamile
ton had arrived in Texas, pledged Ltself to "vote for no man
for office who had ever by free acts of his own tried to over-
throw the government, but to support Union men always," A
similar organization in Bexar county held that unionists
must be ever on guard to keep the secessicnists from again
gainling power, for the struggle, "not of arms but of prine
ciples," was to be fought over again.s
When the convention assembled at Austin, a strong minority
of the delegates were unionists, a few were aggressive secces-
sionists, and a mejority considered themselves merely cone

servative., The most prominent moderate was James W.

“B1lio0tt, op. git., p. 103.
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Throckmorton, the representative of Collin and Grayson
counties. Although Throckmorton had been one of the leaders
of the unionist party during the secession controversy, such
radical unlonists as Hamilton and Albert Latimer attacked
hinm during the election as belng "™unsound®™ on the matter of
reconstruction, since he had breminently expressed himself
28 being opposed to all changes in the constitution "except
those regquired of a degrsded and fallen peoyleq“7

Four candidates were proposed for the presidency of the
conventiont Throckmorton, conservative unionist; A. H. -
Latimer, extreme unionist; Hardin R. Runnels, extreme se~
ceszionist; and William Taylor, moderate secessionigt. On
the first ballot, Latimer received twenty-four votes, Throck~
morten twentyntwd, and Runnels and Taylor eleven each. Both
secessionist candidates then gave their support to Throck-
morton, and he was elected on the second ballot by a forty-one
to twenty-four vote. Thus on the very first action of the
convention the unionists had divided theilr vote, a move which
was to divide the convention into two factions, the moderates,
or conservatives, and the radical unionists.

The realignment was not merely one of immediate convens
ience, for the two factions were divided on prineiple as well

as personalities, The radicals demanded that the secession

7
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ordinence be declared mull and vold from the beginning, that
the laws and escts of the government of Texas in aid of the
rebellion be proclaimed inoperative Qﬂ\iﬁiﬁiﬁ, that the war
debt of Texas be declared invalid, that the thirteenth amend-
ment to the Federal Constitution be ratified, and that suf-
frese be granted to the freeman., The conservatlive unloniste
secessionist coalition held that secesgioa was mll only as
& result of the ontcome of the war, that certain acts and
debts Incurred by the Texas government during the war shonld
be considered valid, that the amnesty oath had entallad recog=
nition of the thirteenth smendment, and that the Negroes were
fit by neither temperament nor training to assume the obligee
tions of suffrage so scon after their emancipaticn‘s

On the third dsy, the radical wmicnists Introduced a
resolution to appoint a commlittee to inform the governor that
the convention wes orgenlzed and "ready to teke the constitue
tional oath," The secescsionists argued that the delepsates
were not acting as officers of the United States, and were
not reguired to take such an oath. The redicals declared
that since the convention had been called by the aunthority
of the United States to frame a state censtitution in accord
with the laws of the United States that the delegates were

acting as officiels of that government. The moderates offered

8
Ibid., p. 108,
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an amendment exempting those who had already taken the amnesty
oath., By a vote of forty-one to thirty-nine the amendment

was adopted and the resolution passed., Although the vote on
this resolution revealed the new alignment into conservatives
and radicals, many important conservative unionists supported
the original resolution, as intreoduced by I. A. Paschal, in
order to show the North that the South was willing to renew
1ts alleglance to the Federal government. Wwhen the original
regolution was offered again two days later it was pass?ﬁ with
only eleven irreconcilable secessionists in oppasitian;)

On February 13, the realignment was again strengthened
when Albert Latimer, of Red River county, introduced an ordi-
gance declaring secession null and vold ab inltic. This repe
resented the view of the radical unionists that the right of
secession had never existed, but the conservative unionists
and the secessionists insisted that secession existed as a
right untll the war made it null and void. The mcderates
presented from commitiee a majority report calling for a sub=-
stitute ordinance declaring the constitution of the Unlted
States the supreme law of that land, and that the secession
ordinance was "annulled and of no further %ff@at."lo A minority
report from the commitise on the condition of the state, which

had recommended the above substitutlion, recommended, however,

gﬁamsdell, op. git., p. 91,

10
m:, Pe 95.



98

that an ab initio clsusze be added. The majority report came
up for discussion en March 9, and Hardin Hart, representing
the radicals, moved thst the minority report be substituted
for the majority report. On Monday, March 12, however, the
majority report passed by a nsrrow margin cof forty-three to
thirty—ﬁeven.ll

The most important subject facing the convention was the
status of the Negro. All of the delegntes agreed that the
thirteenth amendment hed abolished alsvery, and mest of them
were of the opinion thst the freedmern should be secure in
person and property. The division of opinion ceme over the
civil rights of the Negro. The majority in the convention
were willing to a2dmit Neprc testimony in the courts in any
case involving any Wegro's person or property, but the
radical unicnists insisted that Negro testimony be admitted
to the courts in all cases under the same rules that governed
the testimony of the whites.lz An ordinsnce, which becawe
Article VIII of the Constitution, was finally passed which
stated that Negroes were to be protected in their rights of
person and property:; tc have the right tc sue and be sued, to
contract and be contracted with, tec scquire and transmit

property: and all criminal prosecutions against them were to

11
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be conducted in the same manner and with the same penalties
ag in the case of whites, They were allowed to testify
erelly in any case, civil or eriminal, involving the right
of y injury to, or crime against, any of their own race in
person or property, under the same rules of evidence ap-
nlicable to the whites; and the legislature was enabled to
asuthorize them to act as witnesses in all other cases under
prescribed regulations.

Negro suffrgpge found little favor with elther faction,.
Only E. Degener, an extreme radical unionist, advocated une
restricted suffrage, for few who did not actually oppose it
would openly advocate 1t., Although Degener argued that Texas,
by including the Hegro in the basis of representation, would
inerease her political power in the nation, the excepiions
to universal manhood suffrage carried in the Constitution of
1845, "Indians not taxed, Africans and descendanis of Africans,"
were not amen.d&d.;lLP

Repudiation of the state debt caused a long and angry
debate between the two factlons, though there was not so
much opposition from the congervative unionists as had been
expected. The convention did not hesitate in repudiating
the war debt, but the ordinance reported by the committee

134, P. W. Gammel, The Laws of lexas, Vol. V, p. 881.

1k
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on finance repudiated the entire civil debt incurred bhe=-
tween Jamuary 28, 1861, and August 5, 1865. Although the
majority of conservative delegates in the convention ap=-
proved this measure, the conservative press in the state
attacked 1t bitterly, condemning it as being an act of bad
faith, neither expected nor required by the Federal govern=-
ment.15

At the last meeting, the convention passed by a vote
of thirty-one to seventeen an ordinance providing for a
possible division of the state. Throckmorton and other
conservative unionists and the secessionists favored division,
for no cone who had ever supported the Confederacy could hope
to achieve the support of unionists in any campsign for state
office., The Unlon sentiment in the west had becn very
strong during the war, whereas in the north and east it had
been comparatively weak, thus the moderates could advance
themselves further politically in areas where unionism had
been weakest. In regard to the political expediency of
division Throckmorton wrote his friend, B. H. Epperson:

One thing is well worth our consideration--a

division of the state when the convention meets or

at least laying the ground work for it, Western

Texas with the foreign element there now andé that

to come will unguestionably make this section purely
radlical. Think of thig-~keep it to yourself., With

15
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a new state east of the Brazos our section will have

the votes, 16

The ordinances ccncerning secession, the freedmen,
and the debt were regarded as final, but the amendments to
the constitution were to be voted upon at the first general
election for state, district, and county officers, which
was fixed for June, The new state governmenti was to be
inaugurated in the following August, Party leaders in the
convention had met before the convention adjourned and had
chosen candidates for state office in party caucuses., The
radicals had attempted to form a Unionist party with can-
didates pleasing to both radical and conservative unionists,
but they could not agree, and the radicals ultimately named
a full ticket headed by E. M, Pease and Ben H, Epperson.
Then the conservative unionists and secessionists agreed
upon J, W. Throckmorton and George W. Jones as conservative
candidates. By April 2, the date of adjoumwment, the two
parties which had been discernible from the first had become
two distinet organizations, and as radicals and conservatives
they were ready to do battle for public support in the coming

17
June elections.
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The radicals, bitter at their defeat in the convention,
determined to defeat the conservatives in the 1866 election.
The mudaraﬁ&s, they charged, were unwilling to ablde by the
actual outcome of the war, and thelr real object was to ac-
complish indirectly what the war had féiled to accomplish
directly. The conservatives, on the other hand, charged the
radicals with alligning themselves with the ultra-radical
element in Céngress to re-establish military rule over the
South and&enfarae political equallty between whites and the

1
Negroes. The consgervatives were called rebels because of
their hostility to the Civil Rights and Freedmen's Bureau
Acts, vwhile the radicals were accused of being disunionists
because of their support of the element in the national
Congress which desired delay in restoration in order to
further Republican ambitions.

Throckmorton outlined the platform of the conservatives
in & speech at Gainesville on May 12, in which he declared:

I stand before you today as & representative of
the conservative loyal men of this state, who bew
lieves the reconsiruction policy of Andrew Johnson

the best that has been presented; who believes in

the sincerity of the people of Texasy . « » who does

not believe that the negro is fit to be entrusted

with the suffrage, qualified or otherwise; and who

is opposed to the division of the present school

fund with the freed children,l19

Though this platform was reactionary, radical sentiment

was so unpopular in Teras that the conservatives won the

18 19
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election by a large majority. Throckmorton was given 49,277
votes to Pease's 12,168, The amendments to the constitution
were ratified at the same time by 28,119 to 23,400 vat@s.zo
The platform and the work of the conservatives had received
the commendation of the people.

The Hleventh Legislature assembled at Austin on August
6, counted the votes for governor, and Throckmorton was dee
clared duly eldcted. On August 9, the eéxecutive was in-
augurated, and on August 20, President Johnson ilssued a pro-
clamation declaring the 1nsurraction in Texas to be at an
end, and that peace, order, tranquility, and ecivil authority
existed throughout the whole of the United Statas.al Gov~
ernor Throckmorton considered the Preslident's peace
proclamation as legally terminating the war, and establishing
¢ompletely the elivil governmént over the military authority,
but he was destined to spend his entire term as governor in
attempting to gain recognition of this supremacy.

In order to mecure a favorable opinion of his administra~
tion among Northerners, he attempted to impress upon the
law enforcement officlals throughout the state tha necessity
of quick execution of the law, and of speedy and impartial

justice through prompt court action. He stressed the im~

portance of impartiality, declaring that ex-@onfederates,

20 21
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Unlon men, and Negroes be treated fairly and indiscriminately
by the police and by the courta, "It is a high duty devolve
ing upon every citizen,” he sald, "to see that the laws are
enforced and vindicated, e must not allow our own citi-
zens to vieolate themj if we do, the result will be the
guartering of troops among us. « .azg

In spite of Throckmorton's statements and warnings,
lawlessness increased in the siate, and charges of disw
erimination sgalinst unionists and freedmen accunulated
daily in the Freedman's Bureau and in military headguarters.
Many of the Texans who claimed diserimination before the
law because of their unionist sympathies were in reality
secessionists grasping at any means to gecure thelr freedom.
4 eharacteristic case of this sort is the "Carpenter and
Lindley Case.," Iindley, a violent secessionist, was threat
ened with arrest for horse theft In Bell county, and fearing
the testimeny of twoe cltizeng of that county named Duncan
and Daws, he procured their arrest by the military on the
ground that they had persecuted him and hanged his son during
the war becaunge of his Union sentiments, He did away with
their epportunity to refute his charge by shooting them while
they were on their way to prison, 4 military court acquitted
both lLindley and the officer in charge of the zocldiers who

22
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had arrested the twc men, but later Lindley was arrested
by eivil authorities and jalled at Belton. Lindley de=-
manded & military guard, but, backed by promises of the
citizens, Throckmorton guaranteed that Lindley was safe.
Unfortunately, however, a mob broke into the jall and
hanged him. His death was political capital to the
radicals, while the failure of the citizens of Bell county
to uphold Throckmorton's promise of safety for Lindley
whakened the governor in his efforts to subordinate the
military authority to the civil gavernment;23

Although many of the reported instances of persecution
of unionists were fabrications, the Negroes were actually
treated outrageously in many parts of the state. A group of
citizens in Caldwell county reported to the Freedmen's Bureau
that a "reign of terror isg being inaugurated among freedmen,"
that the freedmen were not receiving their faig‘ahare of the
crop when they had gone into partnership with whites, and
that they were frequently chased, shot at, and persecuted.
In reporting on the condition of the freedman to the Joint
Committee on Reconstruction, Brigadier General W. E, Strong
sccused Texans of attempting to conceal from the Negro the
fact that he was free, and that two thirds of the Negroes

whom he interviewed had not received one cent of wages since

23
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2k
gaeining their freedom, Throckmorton ordered a full in-

vestigation of the sitvation, but the eivil autherity had
1ittle control over the actions of the former rebels who
were Getermined to keep the Negroc in his place.

On February 9, Throckmorton sent an inquiry to the
¢ivil officers of the state in regard tc the treatment of
Union men and freedmen, The reports of the civil officers
declared that unionists, Negroes, and secessionists were
treated impartially by the courts, but the reportis which
reached General Sheridan at the same time influenced him
to inform Throckmorton that "there are more casualties
occurring from outrages perpetrated upon ﬁﬁion men and
freedmen in the interlor of the state than occurs from
Indian depredations on the frontier;"aé In his annual re-
port to the war department,AShﬂridan emphasized the re=-
ports that the freedmen and unionists were not being
treated fairly as a basis for his contention that troops
vere still ne@deﬁ.gé

The conservative unionists saw their last hopes for

perpetuating supremacy of the civil authority in the state
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government with the passage of the First Reconstruction Act,
March 2, 1867. Vith the passage of this act, the relationw
ship between the governor and the militsry autherity was
restored to that existing Immediately alter the close of the
war, The act declared that no legal staltc government existed
in the Southj that the South be divided into five military
districts, Texas and Loulslana constituting the fifth; and
that the President should appoint an army officlal to the
command of each district.

The state government, then, was sgain only a "pro-
visional™ one. Only by adoption of a constitution "in ace
cordance with the Constitution of the United States," and
by ratification of the Fourteenth Amendment, could the state
be restored to the ﬁnion.27

General Phil H, Sheridan, commander of the Department
of the Culf, was made commander of the Fifth Military Dis-
trict; end General Charles Griffin was appointed commander
of the Sub-District of Texas. Throckmorion hastily assured
Sheridan that the state government would cooperate in every
way necessary with the military authorities, ancd asked for
conference with him as soon a&s possible. BHe then wrote to
griffin agzin advocating a conference of the military and

eivil authorities charged with administrating the affairs

27
Fleming, Documentary History of Reconstruction,
Vol, I, p., 401,
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of Texas. Vo cenference was called, however, and Sherldan
pointed out that since Cenersl Griffin was in charge of
Texas, Throckmorton should deal directly with him.

Griffin put Throckmorton to the test zlmost immediately
by calling for the wholesale pardon of two hundred twenty-
nine Negroes then confined in Huntasville penitentisry. Throcke
morton refuzed to comply wiih the order i1ssued by General
Oakes at Austin, stating:

I most respectfully submit that my duty as

chief executive of this state, having in charge

the due enforcenent of the law and the well being

of every class and color, precludes the in- 28

discriminate action con my part that iz desired.

Throckmortonts refusal to grant thils wholesale pardon
led Griffin to inform 8heridan that none of the civil of-
ficers of Texas were trustworthy, that Throckmorion was
guilty of neglect in punishment of offenses againgst unlon-
ists and freedmen, and that he should be removed from office
as guickly as posszihle.a9 Judge C, Caldwell, a radical, was
recommended to take Throekmorton's place. Sheridan fore
warded Griffin's letter to Grant, but the President advised

against removal of Throckmorton until Congress made 1t clear

that the military possessed the authority;Bo
28
Elllott, op. ecit., p. 173.
2y 30
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duthority for such action vas granted in the second
supplementary Reconstruction Act which became law on July
19, 1867. Full powers of removal and appointment were
placed in the hands of the military commanders by the act,
and on July 30, General Sheridan brought to an end the con~
servative unionists' control of the eivil authority in the
state by the following order:

A careful consideration of the reports of Brevet

Ma jor General Charles Griffin, U, S, Army, shows

that J. W. Throckmorion, Governor of Texag, 18 an

irpediment to the reconstruction of that 3%ate

under the lawj he is therefore removed from that

office. E. M. Peage is hereby appointed Governor

of Texas in place of J, w. Throckmorton, removed.

He will be obeyed and respeeted accordingly. 31

The removal of Throckmorton established the supremacy
of military authority over the civll government in Texas,
and began the rule of the Radical Republicans in the state.
ihe failure of the conservatives to maintain control of the
state government forced the unionists to either go along
with the radicals, or to join the secessionists in the
restoration of the Democrztic party.

The problems leading to secession had drawn party lines
sharply into two factions in Texas, secessionists and union-
ists., These two parties held fairly close to the same align-

ment during the war, although the unionists were disorganiged

31
Ibid., p. 169.
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and totally in subjection tc the secessionists. After the
war, however, there develoved a third party, the radical
unionists, who were more kin to the Republicen party in the
Horth than to the old Unionist party in the Souvth., This new
alignment, then, forced the moderates to make the decision
for the Hadical Republican or the Democratic party. For the
next seven years the radicals ruled Texas. In 1874, hovever,
the former secessioniste and the unionists were finally suc-
cessful in forming a coalition, and a one~party rule was ine
stituted which was to last well into the next century.

The study of tnionism in Texss during the era of the
Civil War is revealing as a study of the abuse of minority
rights during a period of intense emotionalism in politics.
Teyal Confederates were willing to put to use any means
available to enforce conformity of opinion and unanimous
support of the Southern cause., 4 few political thinkers,
however, could see that such a cause was doomed to fallure
and attempted to halt the state and the South from the pure
suit of this phantesy of independence and separate economy.
Such men could see both the advantages of continued existence
within the Union and the futility of pltting the meager re~-
gources of the South against the growing industrial might of
the North, These men gszined little for their lsbor except
deprivation of their rights, forced emigration, confiscation

of their property, or, in some cases, death.
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Even lesg attentlion was given to the ideas of these
moderate men after the war., Although conservative unioniasts
were able te elect one of their number te the governorship
in Texas, the radicals were able te counterzct their move
with the help of their fellow radicals in the National Cone-
gress who passed a series of acts over the President's vebo
placing the civil governments agsin under the control of a
militsry commander, Fer the next seven years these radi-
cals made futils efforts to graft liberal idess on to a
conservative people,

Thovgh the rotiwes of some of these rsdicsls were sound
and even commendsable g% viewed from the vantage point of a
century of progress, a people whe had Just fought a bitter
war to protect the gtstvs guo could not sccept in such a
short time what Western Clvilization had reguired centuries
te evolve., The ambitious aims of the radicals, including
social and political equality for all men, have not yet been
achieved, but the Civil war and Reconstruction era proved
to many men that these ambitions cannet be achleved by co-
ercion from a powerful central government, Reform can only
take place gradually with progressive changes in the ideas

and practices of each succeeding generation.
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