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I REFACE

In the past many causes for the Texas Revolution of 1835
1836 have been suggested. Various rolitleians, such as John
Yuinecy Adanms, and such abolitionists as Benjamin Lundy and
dilliam S1lery Channing have charged that the struggle for
independence represented a deliberate conspiracy on the part
of vested economic groups in the United States--a plot on
the part of southern slaveholders and northern land specula-
tors to take over Texas in order to erxtend the slaveholding
territory of the United States. Those who opposed Fresident
Andrew Jackson maintained that the Texas fevolt was planned
by Jackson in co-operation with Sam Houston for the purpose
of obtaining Texas for the United States in order to bring
into the Union a covey of slave states that would fortify and
perpetuate slavery. The detailed studies of Zugene C. Barker,
George L. Rives, William C, Binkley, and other historians
have disproved these theories. No documentary evidence exists
to show that the settlement of Texas or the Texas Revolution
constituted any kind of conspiracy on the part of the United
States, neither the government nor its inhabitants.

The idea of the Texas Revolution as an internal con-
spiraey cannot be eliminated. This thesis deseribes the role

of a small minorit- of the wealthier settlers in Texas in
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precipitating the Texas Revolution for their own economic
reasons. Lhis group, made up of many of the leading figures

in Texas, were, for the most part, well-to-do farmers, merchants,
and professional men.. Most of them were slaveholders, and
their prosperity depended upon the continued existence of this
institution. In their minds, the entire economic growth and
development of Texas rested upon slavery. When the Mexican
government began to threaten the economic future of Texas by
the passage of prohibitatory laws on slavery and commerce, many
of the leaders in Texas began to think of freeing Texas from
Mexlcan control. The threat to their own economic position

and prosperity gave birth to the idea of Texas independencs,
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CHAPTER I
THE TEXAS REVOLUTION AS A CONSPIRACY

Conspiracy of Southern Slaveholders
and Northern Land Speculators

The Texas Revolution often has been described as a
Southern plot to extend the slave territory and of land
speculators for personal gain. This charge was made seriously
for the first time in the mid-1830's, when the movement for
the annexation of Texas to the United States got under way..
Such men as Benjamin Lundy, William Ellery Channing, and John
Quincy Adams claimed the Texas Revolution was promoted by
slaveholders and land speculators, and they began a counter-
movement to block the annexation of Texas to the United States.
In this they obtained partial success, as they succeeded in
delaying annexation for a decade.l

The idea of a slaveholders! conspiracy originated with
Benjamin Lundy in 1832 when he devised a scheme for planting
free colonies in Texas. ZLundy, believing slavery to be at

variance with Christian principles and the Declaration of

lChauncey S. Boucher, "In Rg That Aggressive Slavocracy,"”
Misgissippd Valley Historical Reviey, VIII(June, 1921), 20,
133 William C.-Blnkley,‘%hg Texasg ngglnjian (Baton Rouge,
Louisiana, 1952), p.. 2; Bugene C, Barker, "Fublic Opinion in
Texas Freceeding the Revolution," Annual Report of the A
Historical Association, 1911, I (Washington, D.C., 1913,
PP. 217=228, . T »



Independence, began to look toward Texas in the late 1820's

as a convenient spot for the location of a Negro colony. He
also projected a free-~labor agricultural station in Texas for
cotton, sugar, and rice, which would prove that slavery was
not necessary for the ralsing of these crops in semitropical
clinates. Traveling to Texas in 1832, he devoted that winter
and spring to anti-slavery work and the promotion of his Negro
colony. Falling in with a notorious.colonel Almonte, Lundy
returned home convinced that Texas was a den of thieves..
Almonte was a close friend and associate of Santa Anna and

he appears to have filled Lundy with the Mexican views of Texas.
Lundy believed the Texas leaders were plotting civil disturb-
ances in order to further plans to perpetuate slavery and that
land speculators in Texas were using the generosity of the
Mexican government for personal profit. In 1836 Lundy abandonned
his colonization project and directed all his efforts towards
exposing the slaveholders' plot to separate Texas from Mexico
and annex it to the United States. He soon became the
principal advocate of the conspiracy interpretation of the
Texas Revolution. ILundy wrote articles for abolitionist news-
papers and published two pamphlets, Theg Oriegin and True Cause
of the Texas Insurrection and The War in Texas. He looked
uﬁon‘fhe-ﬁéf as an "invasion of brigénds from the Unitead
States" who had the "avowed purpose of adding five or six

more slavenolding states to this Union." Lundy went on %o

state that "the immediate cause and the leading object of



this contest in Texas originated in a settled design among
the slaveholders of this country (with land speculators and
slavetraders) to wrest the large and valuable territory of
Texas from the Mexican Republiec in order %o re~establish the
system of slavery, to open a vast and profitable slave market
there in, and ultimately, to annex it to the United States.”
Lundy's assertation that slavery did not exist in Texas at
that time was entirely untrue. Lundy declared that some Texas
settlers told him the purpose behind the desire for separate
statehood from Coahuila was to enable Texans to make their own
slavery statutes. Lundy fully believed that Austin and the
other Texas leaders were motivated by the desire to perpetu-
ate and extend slavery and obtaln personal power, and that they
were supported in the United States by the slaveholding
interests in the South and the speculators in Texas lands.?
Lundy convinced the abolitionists, and his pamphlet
Ihe War in Texas served as the main source of material for the
anti-siavery oprosition to the annexation of Texas as well as
the prime source for abolitionist historians throughout the
century. Just how far Lundy's writings influenced the public

opinion of the day is unmeasurable. His views did affect

2Ben3am1n Lundy, Eﬁg War in Texas (Phlladelphia, 1837),

pp. 3, 12, 16 -20, 33, Merton L..Dillon "Benia Lundy
in Takas," Eis.t.ezma.l mwréx XIII (July,

S Jul&bms.tem
1959>B 6’62 oTEe e ?ﬁﬁfﬁs 15%%)#8’1%&5 @gllf ﬁjx'bert
forTonctts et 3 o g gl a1

neroft, 39 vols. (San Franciseo, 18 9), 159, fn. 18



the proceedings of Congress through the course rursued by
John Quincy 4dams, who accepted Lundy's conelusions in his
campaign in the House of Hepresentatives against the annexa-
tion of Texas. Adams charged that the anmeration of Texas
might even result in the breakup of the Union. Hemenmbering
that these views were largely those of Almonte and that through
Adams they were foisted upon historians for a ceatury or longer,
we find here another instance of the distortion of history.3
snother advoerte of this conspiracy theory was William
Ellery Channing, a noted Massachusetts’ cleric. Writing to
Lenry Clay in 1837 on the question of the annexstion of Texas,
Channing denounced the Texas Revolution as criminal. He
charged that the Texas revolt had been caused by land specula-
tion and the desire to prevent the abolitien of slavery.
Channing felt that annexation would be madness and would
result in perpetual war with Hexico. Attacking the grounds
upon which the Texans justificd their strugegle for independence,
he wrote that some of them "are so glaringly deficient in
truth and reason, that it is hard %o avoid suspiclon of every
defence set up for their revolt." Slavery and fraud lay at
the very foundation of the Texas Revolution and Channing

could not see how any could sympatiize with the Texas couse.

Dillo§ilz§en%anén Lgndy 1nUTey gu;nu estern gsgﬁgjggj
anrtezlz 1-62¢ Hives g%teg Hexico
-% 5', f‘&a :

thaniel W, btephenso xag and the hey1ccn War,"
Vols XIT of Tbg ¢ of
Amer R edlted by Allen Johnson, 50 vols. (Yew Haven,
1921%, pp. 104-105



He described the Texas Hevolution as notorious, with land
speculators, slavenolders, and selfish adventurers being fore-
most in proclaiming and engaging in the crusade for "Texan
liberties." Channing's strongest argument against annexing
Texas was that the act would extend and perpetuate slavery,
which in turn would quicken the domestic slave-trade and give
new impulse to the foreign. A more serious objection was
that the annexation of Texas would inecrease the number of
slave states, thus giving them more political power. Adding
a postsceript to his letter to Clay following the recognition
of the independence of Texas by the United States, Channing
declared thls move as hasty and a violation of the Monroe
Doctrine. Channing concluded by stating his opinion of Texas
as a sovereign nation.

We have recognized Texas as a nation, having all

the attributes of sovereignty, and competent to

the discharge of all the obligations of an

independent state. And what is Texas? A collection

of a few settlements, which would vanish at once,

were a Mﬁxlcan army of any force to enter the

country.

The theory of the Texas Revolution as a conspiracy of
the slavocracy in the United States has been investigated
thoroughly by Eugene C. Barker. Instead of a conspiracy,

Barker contends that the movement of slaveholders to Texas

was the result of normal migration patterns. Fropingquity and

“William E. Channing, A Lgtter Hepry Clav
the A 4 T ;Es % ggt %’%t tes te 1837,
gﬁ. 3f13, Sé§26? 3Ei3?e stin emlth? 3 _nzzggzign gz

New York, 1919), pp. 14-15, 18-19,



similarity of climate caused Texas to be settled mainly from
the southern region of the United States, and this made the
introduction of slavery practically inevitable. Little
evidence exists to prove that the settlement of Texas came
about even in a small part due to the planned political ambi-
tions of the South. Only after Texas became independent did
Southern leaders become aggressive in wanting to obtain Texas
for the enhancement of their political strength in the United
States. Barker further maintains that slavery played little
or no part in precipitating the Texas Revolution. He points
out that slavery, though it contributed to the background

of mental unease and misunderstanding and was a source of
chronic irritation, was not an immediately inflammatory
complication in 1835. Barker attributes the outbreak of the
revolution to the fundamental differences between two racially
and politically different groups. Always in the background
was the fatal fact that the Mexicans distrusted and feared
the American settlers in Texas while the Texans distrusted
and half-despised the liexicans. DMutual annoyances were magni-
fied and disturbed by the atmosphere of suspicion and mig-
understanding. Baslcally, the Texas:Revolution was the pro-
duct of the racial and political inheritances of the two
peoples. Hven if there had not been a single slave in the
United States, the independence of Texas and its subsequent
incorporation into the Union would in all probability have

come about as the result of the natural course of the



wegtward movement, but with one possible dafference: ihe
annexatlion of Texas might have come ten years earlier than
it did.”?

In dispelling the slavocracy conspiracy theory Barker,
William C. Binkley, and other historians of this school of
thought have failed to take into consideration the idea of
an internal conspiracy. They successfully have proved that
there was no congpiracy within the United States, but they
have presented no evidence to prove that there was no organized
movement among the Texas slaveholders themselves to bring

about the independence of Texas.

Andrew Jackson and the Texas Revolution

The theory that the Texas Hevolution was a deliberate
conspiracy on the part of Andrew Jackson, then President of
the United States, arose from three different ideag--{1)
his attempts to purchase Texas; (2) his close connection
with Sam Houston; and (3) his neutrality policy.

Overtures had been made to the Mexican government as early
as 1825 for the purchase of Texas. Not until the appearance

of Anthony Butler in the summer of 1829, however, does Jackson's

SEugene C,. Barker, Mexico and Toxas, 1821-1835 (Dallas,
1928), pp. 62-86; Eugene C. Barker, "The Influence of Slavery

in the Colonization of Texas," Southwestern Historieal %gg;ﬁgg;x,
LVIII (July, 1924), 32-33; ﬁarger, cfublic Upinion in Texas,
Apnuel Report of thé American Higtdrica) A latio

5 Agssociation, 1911,
v. 2193 Binkley, Texag nggln;ig% pp. 128-129; Lynn I, Ferrigo,
Texas and Our %&anish-ﬁguinﬂgan Dallas, 1960), 1295 Smith,

Anngxation of pp. 29-30; Boucher, "Ip BHe ¥ﬁat Aggressive
1avocracy,#;li&aiﬂéinﬂi Valley Eistaziéalfgéxisn, VIII, 2122,



interests in acquiring Texas seemed to have been aroused,
Butler talked freely to both Jackson and his Secretary of State,
Martin Van Buren, concerning the geograrhy and productions
of Texas and arguments that might be used in urging ¥exico to
sell Texas to the United States. The result of Butler's
talks came in the form of instructions to Joel Foinsett, the
United States liinister to Mexico, to renmew overtures to Mexico
concerning Texas and the boundary. As nothing came of this,
Butler was sent to Mexico City in 1830-1831 to take over the
negotiations.6

secretary of State Bdward Livingston, in a letter %o
Butler in February, 1832, spoke of discontent among the Texas
settlers which bordered on insurrection. He instruected
Butler that should any charge be made that the United States
government had formented or connived at these discontents, he
was to deny them, One year later Livingston again wrote
Butler instructing him to bring his negotiations concerning
the purchase of Texas to .a -speedy conclusion. At about thig
same time Butler told the lMexican government that Jackson was

willing to pay five million dollars for Texas, but Mexico

6iugene C. Barker, "President Jackson and the Texas
Revolution," éma%;m Historical ﬁ.ﬁ.ms.u, L1 (July, 1907),
788-789; Rives, United States apd Mexicp, I, 235-237.

7LiV1ngston to Butler rebruary, 1832

H I
%ﬁgg%ggga 2hth C ongress, 2ra Session, v. kli, # . 3%1-

shington, D.C,, 1836), p. 83.



rejected the offer as a national insult. In early 1836
Jackson ceased efforts to rurchase Texas, partly due to a
conviction that any attempt to buy Texas at that time was
hopeless because of public opinion in Mexico and partislly
because of events in Texas. The negotiations had been conducted
in such a manner as to cast diseredit on Jackson's administra-
tion, both at home and abroad, and resulted in increasing
materially Mexican distrust of the intentions of the United
States government. This distrust and suspiclon on the part
of Mexico wes reflected not only in its relations with the
United States, but also magnified the disfavorable image of
the Texas colonists.8
Jackson has been accused of conspiring with Sam Houston
in a plot to take over Texas and secure the territory for the
United States. The base of this charge lay with the close
relationship of Jackson and Houston. During the period after
1829, Houston never lost contact with Jackson and it may heve
been more than coineidence that he apreared in Texas in 1832,
A great deal of Jackson's information concerning Texas and

its aifairs came from Houston. On February 13, 1833, Houston

8Bﬁrker, "President Jackson and the Texss Revolution,"
Amﬁnlnan Historical Review, XIl 791-793, RiveS, United States
and Mexicp, I, 241 2613 Bancroft Horth Mexican States and
Texag, 11, 8.

9ﬁazker "Fresident Jackson and the Texas Revolution,"

: Hy Roviey, XII, 788-809; Henry Bruce, Life
opskacan - ouston, 1293-]5@3 (few York, 1891), pp. 77-83.



10

wrote from Natchitoches, Louisiana, that Texas was ripe for
arpropriation by the United States. He further stated that
Texas, determined to form a state government separate from
Coahuila, would likely withdraw from the Mexican confederacy
altogether unless conditions were not improved.lo

The other authority for the conspiracy charge against
Jackson stems from a story told by a Dr. Robert Mayo of an
expedition to be headed by Houston for the purposa of seizing
Texas from Mexico. According to Mayo's story he became acquainted
with Houston in 1830 and Houston told him of the proposed
expedition, offering Mayo a surgeon's appointment in his army.
Hayo later obtained the entire plan from a man named Hunter,
a recrulting agent assigned to the Washington area. Hunter
stated that several thousand men already had been enlisted in
Houston's army and that they intended %o establish an independ-~
ent Texas and resist any attempt of the United States to
assume control. HMayo, feeling it to be his patriotic duty,
informed Fresident Jackson of the tlot by letter in November,

1830. The President took no action and late in 1836 returned

——

o lgHUustOE to Jackson, February 13 1833, in Ullllam
arey rane, Life angd _LT&E.&EJL fmains _mmn
9of Iexas (Pﬁiladelphla 1885), PP, 6- Barker, President

Jackson and the Texas ﬁevolutlon

..mmi, JCII /93 7% William C. B:Lnkley _n,g
gxas (Berkeley, CallfornlaA 1925), 1h-153
m

W:igiggé edited by Amelia W 1lliams
and ugene anrker, vols. (Austln, 1938-1 943) y 79-81;
Ferrigo, J.zsa.a aad Our _.uanm Southwest, p. 126.
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his letter, thus convincing Mayo that Jackson believed his
story, but had taken no Steps to prevent it,11

Ko evidence exists to support this charge that Jackson
connived at any such project, and his attitude in this affair
was stralghtforward and above reproach. It appears that Jackson
had heard rumors of such a plan more than a year before Mayo
wrote him. It is certain that he wrote Houston, the Governor
of the Arkansas Territory, and the Territorial Secretary,
expressing his emphatic opposifion to any such enterprise and
showing the clearest intention of preventing it should such
an enterprise develop. He further instructed Governor Fope
of Arkansas to block any such mevement that might be made
from that territory. In this Jackson's conduct appears
irrerroachable. Lo sign of an expedition of the type reported
by Hayo could be discovered on the frontier. Houston was not
even secretly active in instigating a revolution in Texas in
1830. He did not return to Texas until after the revolution
had commenced in 1835, and when he did return he came alone.t2

The third accusation agalnst Jackson charged that he
overlooked violations of United States neutrality and allowed
a military occupation of Mexican territory to prevent the defeat

of the Texans.>d liexico, without much suprorting evidence,

. .llBarger, "Fresident Jackson and the Texas Revolution,™
Anerican Historical feview, 411, 798-799.

12}.@@0 » 802—803; Smith, .E“Enns*‘;v‘hﬂ §= i on ‘Qj_‘ Tg‘:"ﬁ 8 ’ T e 25’_ 27.
13Barker, "Influence of Sly "og ' ;
- L H. aver outhvestern Hg storical
Suarterly, AXVill, 2z, 7 —
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clung tenaciously to the view that the revolution in Texas
was encouraged by the United States government. The Ameriean
government looked upon a Texas revolt as distinetly contrary
to 1ts wishes and inconsistent with its aims. As for evidencs
to support this charge that the American authorities fomented
the confliet in Texas none can be offered, save the fact that
citizens of the United States were not prevented from aiding
the colonists. l'ien, money, and supplies actively crossed the
border into Texas. The Texans expected help from the United
States, and they received it. Before the end of February,
1836, hundreds of men from the southern states had drifted

in to Texas. For months supplies, arms, and money had been
openly sent from New Orleans. The Mexican Foreign Minister
wrote in November, 1835, that men were being enlisted openly
in New Orleans and left there under arms to make war against
Hexico and "by their mere presence to render more difficult
the peaceable solution of a purely domestic question.“lk
This fact brought repeated protests from the Mexican Chargé
d'Affaires in Washington that the United States government

was not enforcing neutrality.l5

lhﬁexican Foreign Minister Monasterio to Secretary of

State Forsyth, November 1, 1835, House EKEQ%EJEQ Documents.
zgtg)congrgss: 1st Sessioﬁ, v. ?I, No. 256 (Washington, D.&.,
1536/, p.. 3.

15 .
__““Houge Ezg%gt;zg Documents, 25th Congress, 2nd Session
v. &I, Fo. 351 (Washington, D.C., 1838), pr. 716 7203 Eggaé

Executive Documents, 24th Congress, lst éession, 61, No. 256,
TP« 29-30; eg%gg Qgggmggggﬁ 24 th &ongress 2nd Session,
vol., I, No. 1.(Washington, .C., 1836~18373, pr. 40, 65, 87.
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Though no. stremuocus efforts were made to enforce the
neutrality law of April 20, 1818, it was: because the executive
had not been given adequate power to prevent filibustering
expeditions. As early as November 4, 1835, before any
complaints had been received from Mexico, Secretary of State
John Forsyth had sent a warning circular to the United States
district attorneys in Louisiana, Alabama, New York, Fennsylvania,
Massachusetts, and Maryland directing them to prosecute all
violations of the neutrality laws.16 However, these orders
proved frultless,. partly because no evidence could be obtained
that a tangible breach of law had occurred, partly because
those charged with the enforcement of the laws:were far from
zealous and were in sympathy with the Texan cause, and partly
because those in charge of such operationéfshrewdly cloaked
their activities in legality.17

Jackson was by no means impartial. Personally he
sympathized with the Texans, but he also had a high sense of
the obligation of the United States to maintain an attitude:
of neutrality. He had also received abundant indications
that public opinion could not be expected to support a policy
V;, Nliﬁg%%? %fﬁﬁ%?&%ﬁ“Qﬂggg;g&ilxéhgh Congrefszségtcigziigg:
2nd Session, V. %Ii,fﬁgég7 Washington, D.C., 1838), pp. 3=

%, Eg; Senate Documents, 24th Congresss 2nd Session, I, No.. 1,
D.. 42,

V7Barker, "President Jackson and the Texas Revolution,"

American i Boview, XII, 804; Rives; United States
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of intervention on the part of the government.. The Fhilo-
Iexan spirit appears:to have been more predominant in the
South and Westy while there was an active minority of aboli-
tionistsy small to be sure, who looked upon the struggle of
the Texas colonists: with suspicion and Aislike.. The majority
of the people of the United States, before the middle of the
year 1835, knew 1ittla and cared nothing about Texas. Follow-
ing the events of the autumn of 183% the subject became one
of great and general interest.. Although sympathy existed

for the Texas colonists among many citizens of the United
States, the climate of opinion did not favor going to war
with Mexico in order to free Texas.. Though Jackson refrained
from lssulng an official neutralitiy proclamation, no evidence
has been discovered which implicates him in intrigue. A
British agent in Texas, who investigated the Mexican accusa-
tion, reported that no aid had come from the United States
government and all the assistance glven to the Texans was

by individuals.. At a time when Texan affairs looked very
dark Stephen F. Austin wrote from New York to Jackson, the
Vice-President, and other officials, begging the administration
to openly intervene on behalf of Texas. Jackson filed the
letter with his private papers, and commented:

The writer does not reflect that we have a treaty
with Mexico, and our national faith 1s pledged
to support it.. The Texians {sic) before they took
the step to declare themsgelves independent, which
has aroused and united all Mexico against them
ought to have pondered well--it was a rash and
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premature aig, our neutrality must be faithfully
maintained.-

This clearly expresses the official attitude that Jackson
took toward the struggle of the Texas colonists for inde=-
pendence..

The movement of United States military forces into Texas
presents a more complicated situation than alleged neutrality
violations by private citizensi. In January,. 1836, General
Edmund P. Gaines was ordered to the southwestern frontier to
enforce neutrality and keep the Indians quiet.. For some time
he encamped on the east bank of the Sabine River, but in the
latter part of April Galnes moved across the Sabine. He
recelved orders in May, 1836, to use his own discretion about
crossing the boundary, but under noc circumstances to proceed
further than Nacogdoches. On June 28, 1836, Gaines,
obstensibily to keep the Indians quiet, occupied Nacogdocheas:
and held it for several months. The Mexican minister immedi-
ately protested that the United States had no right to enter
disputed territory and that Gaines had obtained his informs-
tion about the Indians from the Texans. It was:well known
that a first cousin of the general, James T.. Gaines; was a
delegate to the Convention of 1836 and had been instrumental

in drafting the Texas:Declaration of Independence.. The
i,

1oBives; United Statas 8 aad Beglag, I, 371-372, 362-383;

nrg Foote 2 vols.- kustin,
IIé 136- Rerrigo, .lezas mﬂm
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charge made by the Mexican minister was not entirely true,
as evidence has been found to show that the Indians of the
region were being instigated to invade Texas,l?

The accusation of a congpiracy which involved Jackson
first came to the surface during the debate over the recog-
nition of Texas independence.. In a speech of May 25, 1836,
and in subsequent pronouncements, both private and public,
John Quincy_ﬂdamS'denounced the Texas Revolution as a criminal
act instigated by slaveholders and land speculators.. Adams
further declared that the Texas Declaration of Independence
was a dishonest document and that the whole affair resulﬁed
from a long-concealed plot of Jackson and the slaveholders,
aided by Van Buren and Northerners: with Southern sentiments,
for the double purpose of expanding the territory of the
United States:and "riveting forewer the domination of the
slave power upon the Union."20 Thug was started the anti-
Texas' crusade, of which John Quincy Adams: became the leader.
In a long letter to William Ellery Channing, written in

November, 1837, Adams wrote concerning Texas:

Tox N
o ouse Executive Qﬁumgnjs 25th Congress, ond Sessmon
411, No. 35%, pp. 765, 77%; Houge Execufive QQQEmﬁntss olytn
Congress, 1st Session VI, No. 256, ppe 32~33, 35; uﬁ%aﬁ
Docnments éSth Congress, 2nd ession Ve Vi, HNo,

190 (Washington, Del., 1838), - 75: Senate D Mith
Congress, 2nd Session, I, No, ps- 1003 - Barker, President
g%%ksgnﬁa§g7the Texas Bevolutlon _mgxigan _iggg;;gal _gxigm,

20
Sgmuel Flagg Bemis: Qu;ngx .dams _nign
(New York, 1956), pp. 356133 and Lhe
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There is no valid and permanent objection to the

acquisition of Texas, but the indelible stain of

slavery. Abolish that, and the geographical

accesslon to the sectional power and influence

of the South would be counter-balanced by her

purification from the plague of slavery. She

would sympathise with the South by geographical

neighborhood, and with the North by her political

rrinciples, and the untainted spirit of Freedom.
In this letter Adams made one of the most surprising statements
of his lifetime when he umaintalned that if the North did not
resist the annexation of Texas on the grounds of slavery the
American people would be doomed to bear the burden of Texas
with her %hextinguishable taint of slavery." Iot only would
they have to bear the burden of Texas, but that of Cuba, also,
whose annexation would follow.2: Seven years later, on June 10,
184k, Adams was to make a similar statement in his Diary.

The annexation of Texas to this Union is the first

step to the conquest of all Hexico, of all the

West India islands, of a maritime, colonizing,

slave-tainted monerchy, and of cxtinguished freedom.22
Adams carried his anti-Texas crusade to the House of Hepresen-
tatives. For three weeks, from June 16 to July 9, 1838, he
addressed the House daily, during which time he gave his famous
anti~-Texss speech. 4dams viewed the Texss guestion as a
sordld plot to expand the slave territory of the United States
so as to give the South greater power in the Senate. Thig

speech was not so much a filibuster against annexation as

=1ipid., p. 360.

22m . . .
| A@P;%I'xgi@_m uincy Adamg, 17941845, edited by
allan devins (New York, 1929), pp. 570-571. . .
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a long indictment of slavery.23 Not until 1841 did the Texas
question again become prominent.. Adams- once more took the
lead in the crusade against the annexation of Texas.. On

May 25, 1842, in a speech in the Commitiee of the Whole of
the House of Representatives, Adams once again denounced
Jackson's administration as conspiring %o reestablish slavery
where it had been abolished and of scheming to force the
United States into a struggle on the side of slavery againSt
a frecdom=loving Mexico. Adams also eclaimed that Jackson had
been so "sharpset for Texas, that, . . .he set his double
engine to work, negotiating to buy Texas with one hand, and
instlgating the people of that province to revolt against
HMexico with the other." Adams went on to charge that Sam
Houston had been sent to Texas for the purpose of creating a
revolution there and that Generzl Gaines had been sent to the
border for the pﬁnpose of involving the United States in the
struggle between Texas and Mexico. Adams! accusations, often
exaggerated and anti-slavery in nature, were used by the
opposing faction in Congress ds arguments against annexing
Yexas and they were successful in that they delayed this move
until 185,24

23Bem18, ..d.a.ms a.m ma ..m.nn, PPs. 369 3‘70 The pertinent
volume of the Congregsional nghg+ volume VI, makes only the
mnost meager mention of Adams' speech. Later Adams himself put
together fragments of the speech and had them printed into a
pamphlet which was published in 1838. -

24H Executive Doguments, 27th Congress, 2nd Session,
ve VII, ho. 193 (Washlngton, ‘DG, 184837 pp. 1-20; Nevins,
editor, Diary, p. %8 R:wes, Onited Skates and Mexzico,

1, 388 Blton ﬁaywond Shaw, gg_ Conquest of Lhﬁ Southwast (Berwyn,
Illin01s, 192%), p. 973 Smith, _gngzahxgn gi _ﬂzaa, D. 131,
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No evidence has appeared to support any of the charges
against Jackson. He displayed throughout his administration
a desire to maintain unsullied the honor and dignity of the
United States in regard to the Texas question. He did not
connive with Houston to take over Texas and he did what the
law permitted to enforce neutrality. Without a doubt Jackson
desired to acquire Texas, but a wide gulf exists between
wishing to purchase something and conspiring to steal it. He
thought the characteristics of the American settlers made the
permanence of Mexican rule in Texas highly improbable. For
thls reason he believed that Mexico should sell Texas, but
he considered the revolution ill-advised and unfavorable to

his plans at that time.

The Texag Revolution as an
internal Conspiracy

The Texas Hevolution was not a épontaneous outburst of
patriotic indignation against the oppression of the Mexican
government. Ifew colonists were satisfied with 211 the features
of Hexican rule, but not many were ready to resort to armed
rebellion. 1t was the radical agitation of a few leaders
agalnst the economic and political policies of the Mexican
authorities that forced the war. The Revolution came sud-

denly =nd was soon over--less than seven months in duration.

For the 'iost part the majority were dazed by its sudden develop-

ment, anc before many could recover it was over. liost of the
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rank and file had not been affected by the alleged abuses of
the FMexican authorities and after the hostilities broke out
manifested a surprising degree of indifference toward the
ware. Texans did form a majority of the force that captured
San Antonio in December, 1835, but with the termination of
that campaign they did not reeenlist either as regulars or
auxiliaries and did not again take the field in any appreciable
numbers until shortly before the Battle of San Jacinto.2?

A very small group of citizens began and carried out
the movement that culminated in Texas independence.. Until
183% the radical element, the Independence or War Party, was
in the minority and had little influence on Texas affairs..
The great bulk of the people still looked to the conservative
leadership of Stephen F. Austin. From the time the economic
prosperity and future of the Texans first was threatened,
however, radical feelings began to increase. Those who had
vested economic interests brought about the declaration of
independence. It was not by coincidence that the War Party
was made up of many of the leading slaveholders and planters.
Host of them were native Southerners who had emigrated to
Texas with their slaves. With the threats to slavery and the

business communlty, all that could be forseen under continued

25Francis W. Johnson, & History of Texas and Texans,
9 volgs., edited and brought up to date by Bugene C. Barker
(New York, 1914), I, 324=325; Barker, "Public Opinion in
Texas," R of ] Hj Asgociation, 1911,
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Mexiecan control was economic ruin. Texas depended on its
slaves for its development and future prosperity. According
to their economic thinking, to abolish the institution would
revert the land to a wilderness. While all slaveholders,
large and small, would feel the effects of emancipation,

the larger planters and the merchants were in a position to
exercise political influence. Faced with the choice of
economic ruin or resistance to Mexican authority, they chose
to resist. A% first they attempted to evade the laws against
glavery, immigration, and commerce; then the Texans demanded
separate statehood with the right of self-government; finally,

the movement became a struggle for complete independence,



CHAPTER II

POPULATION MOVEMENT IN TEXAS
PRIOR TO INDEPENDENCE

Distribution and Pepulation
of Anglo-American Texas

In attempting to determine certain aspects about the
population of Texas accurate statistics for the years 1821 to
1836 are not available.! In the period from 1821 %o 1836 the
population of Texas: was scattered from San Antonio %o the
Sabine River and the Gulf Coast--an area of about 50,000
square miles. The majority of the population was=located east
of the Guadalupe Biver and south of the royal highway running
from San Antonio to Nacegﬂoehss.? Two prineipal areas of Anglo-
American settlement existed around Nacogdoches in Bast Texas
and along the Brazos and Colorado Riversi The Anglo-American
settlements: were separated from the Mexiecan population by an

uneccupled area twenty-five to seventy-five miles in width.3

1Samue] Harman Lowrie, Culture Confllct in Toxas, 1821-1835
(New York, 1932), pp. 30-31.

2Juan N,. Almonte, "Statistical Report on Texas, 1835,"
translated by C.E. Castaneda, Sputhwestern Bistorical Suarterily,

XXVILI (Jan 25), 1845 C E, C T
fartes: Hha B0 T2 hdedin, ML TSR0 o ~
%gﬁifgk,. , y 7 vols. (Austin, 1950), p. 2195;
inkley, _gxﬁgFggﬁglniign,-np..14—15.
3Binkley, Zexas Bevolution, pp.. 14-15.

22
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The growtih of wnovulation in Texas resulted from the open-
ing of settlement to colonists from the United States. The
vopulation of Texas before the meriod of imerican settlement
1s estimated at about 4,000, mostly Mexicans living in the
San antonio region. In the ten years following the first
American settlement the population increased sbout 500 per cent.h
Austin's colonies account for the greatest concentration and
increases in population. Within three years zfter the setile-
ment of the original 370 families in 1821 the colony had grown
to a porulation of 1,500 people including W43 slaves.s By
1828 sustin's flourishing colony contained 2,021.6 The total
population of Texas in that year was estimated at about 10,000,
excluding the various Indians sezttered throughout the nrovince.
By this time the Americans couprised over sixzty »ner cent of
the population and represented the growlng element in the
population, while the lMexicans were statdonary.’/ By 1831
tne population of Austin's colony h=d increzsed to 5,665,

while the ftotal population was estimated at 20,000, with the

)+' M ‘ £ . -

Ferrizo, Texss and Our wpanish Southwest y Te 108,

5Eugene C. Barkera The Life of Sterhen F. Austin (Austin,
é949), pe 083 Barker, "Influence of Slavery," Southwester

kg ; ~LVILL, 32; Lowry, Culture Conflict,
Tie " a

| 6Census of 4ustin's Colony, March 31, 1826, liagordoches
archiveg, Texas State Library, Austin, Texas: fmgene C., Barker
editor, ieadings in T History (Dallas, 1929), p. 117 ’
Life of Austin, pv. 149-150.

"iives, Ihe United States and Hexico, I, 153.
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Americans comprising about seventy-five per cent.d In 18341835
Juan Almonte, after an inspection tour of Texas for the Mexican
government, estimated the population at 21,000. About 4,000
Mexicans resided principally in the Department of Bexar, and
17,000 Americans,. iné¢luding 2,000 Negro slaves, were located in
the Department of the Brazos and Nacogdoches.. The ratioc of
whites to slaves had fallen o between nine and ten to one.9

To the American mind of the 1820's Texzas was the very
seat of fortune.. Many potent magnets drew settlers to Texag-~
the abundant land thét could be had for almost nothing; the
great prairies and forests; the romantic and mysterious
atmosphere of this borderland of the strange Spanish world;
and the lure of the unknown with its unlimited opportunities.
During the high days of the 1820's a great host of Americans
poured into Texas.lO Many of the settlers emigrated from
along the area adjacent to the Mississippi Biver. They were
much the same type. of people who had first settler in western
Tennessee, Arkansas, or Mississippi. There were also é

considerable number of colonists from Germany and Ireland,

8uConsus of Austin's Colony, June 30, 1831," Eaggﬁgnghaa
Texas State Library, Austin Texas, Barker, "Notes

on 5olonizatian _gnjhunasgﬁn ﬁnaztgzl* XXViL, 116;
arker ﬁéﬁgugz’ s PPe 9= 03 eds NMcMillan, Ihe Book ’

Zazas (Rosenburg, Texas, 1928), p. ETR

9A1monte "Re ort ggzhnggxg:n Higtorieal anzzgxﬁx
%fVIII 12? 98, 206, "21€ and nest allaceLand avid
es, editors .fﬁnmﬁhia 1y (Lubboeck, Texas;
1960), pp. 87-89 owrie, _nlin:ﬂ Sonfiict, pp. 31, 37.
10stephenson, "Texas and the Mexican War," The Frontier
) ’
:i.n Eplitics, pp. 10-11. ,
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as well as a few Bnglishmen, during this period.ll 4 large
proportion of the first 300 families were from ¥issouri,
largely due to the fact that this was the region in which the
Austins had resided. The later records of Austin's colony
sfatistics show that the balance of fhe settlers came from
the trans—ﬂppaléchian states, especially from the states of
Arkansas, Tennessee, and Kentucky.

Hanuel lier y Teran, in a letter written to Fresgident
Guadalupe Vietoria in June, 1830, stated that twe classes of
settlers existed in Texas--first, fugitives from the United
States who bore the unmistakable earmarks of thieves and
criminals and resided for the nost part between Nacogdoches
and the Sabine River. The second class was made ur of what
Teran called poor laborers who could not afford the purchase
price of land in the United States, but who wanted to become |
landholders and so enigrated to Texas. Teran said that this
clags of settler comrrised most of Austin's colony and that
most of them owned at least one or two slaves.i@ Teran's
opinion concerning the many fugitives and eriminals among
the early colonists has been proved erroneous as Austin refused

entrance to known criminals. Colonists had %o furnish testimonies

) Hpw,c. Baker, & Iexag Scrap-Bogk (Austin, 1935), p. 585;
fives, Ihe United States and Mexicg, I, 143, 182.

] lzﬁanuel liler y Teran to Fresident Guadalupe Victoria,
Hacogdoches, June 30, 1828, Documents of Texas Historv, rp. 65—665
ailene Howren, "Causes and Origin of the Decree of Avril 6, 1830,"
Southwestern Historical Quarterly, AVI (April, 1914), 395-398;

Stephensor., "Texas and the Mexican War," The ﬁzggiiﬁzﬂin Foliti

PLe 2l-25, ’
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of good character and industrious and moral habits in order
to remain in Austin's colonies. Several undesirable colonists
were bionished and threatened with. corporal punishment if they
returned. Naturally some criminals found their way to Texas,
but for the most part the colonists were indﬁstrious and
respectable people.13 The general character of the settlers
differed little from the early pornulation of any of the states
of the lMississippi valley. These early colonists were agrar-
lans of a type perfectly familiar to the frontier cormmunities
of the western states of the American uniog.lg

By 1835 more than seventy-five per cent of the white
porulation of Texas were Anglo-Anericans, and ofhthgée about
three-fourths had been born in the slave states of *he
United States. Table 1 gives samples of the vopulation at
various dates showing the place of birtih. Included in this
table are the settlers in Austin's colonies who emigrated
between the years 1825 and 1831, the fifty-nine sisners of the
Texas Declaration of Independence in 1836, and veterans of
the Texas Revolution.r The last group includes those who came
from the United States only to fight for Texas inderendence

as well as actual settlers who were in the army.

13Bancrort, Horth Mexican Sfates and Texas, II, 68,
112; Barker, L of Austin, . 87; Sallie Glassock, Dreams
of ap z2umpire (San Antonio, 1951), pp. 10-11.

i . , .. .
) 1 Hives, Upnlfed States and Hexigo, I, 182; Barker,
ticadings in ‘feggﬁ History, p. 127.
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TABLE I
COMFOSITION OF SAMFLES OF TEXAS FOFPULATION
OF VARICUS DaTRS*

Flace of Birth Austin's Signers of Revolution-

Colonists | Declaration of ary
1825-1831 Independence Veterans

South and Missouri 81% 79% 4%

Free Central States 3 0 7]

liddle Atlantic States 6 9 8

Haw sngland States 2 0 5

foreign Countries 7 12 9

*Source: Lowrie, Culture Conflict, pp. 35-36.

At the time the revolution started in late 1835 Bancroft
estimated the population at SO,OOO.15 In his report to the
United States Senate in 1836 Henry I, Morfit stated that the
population of Texas approximated 58,500. This total contained
about 30,000 Americans, 3,500 native Hexicans, 5,000 Negroes
and 1%,00C to 20,000 Indians. korfit placed the ratio of
whites to slaves at seven to one..? However, from 1836 on

Texas experienced a continuous and rapid growth.

lSBanefoft, Horth Mexican States and Texas, II, 191-192.

16 C :
6nenry M. Lorfit to J. Forsyth, August 27, 1836, Senate
ggggmeggg, 24th Congress, 2nd Session, Vol. I, No. 20 (Washington,

1836-1837), pp. 13-1%. Henderson K. Yoakum, History of
Texag from lts First Sebtlement in to Its Annexati
the United Stateg in 1846, 2

vols. (Austin, 1935), Lll, 197,
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The population of Texas, chiefly small farmers, was
widely scattered over the region between the Sabine and Nueces
Rivers within 150 miles of the Gulf of Mexico. The major areas
of settlement were along the Brazos and Colorado Rivers and
in the Nacogdoches area of Bast Texas. The rest of the terri-
tory included in Texas virtually was unhabited except by
tribes of nomadic Indians.l? 1In November, 1835, the General
Council of the Provisional Government estimated that the domains
of Texas extended over some 250,000 square miles, but only about
10,000,000 acres or 15,625 square miles were listed as:
appropriated-~18 Texas in 1835 and 1836 was typical of the
frontier regions of the trans-Mississippi velley. TFew roads
and steamboats and no railroads existed in the Texas of this
period. The towns along the Gulf coast were just beginning
to develpp into trade centers, with Brazoria, on the banks of
the Brazos River, one of the busiest ports: west of New Orleans.
Significantly, as will be discussed later, some of Texas'

wealthiest families lived in this ares.t’

Flace of Slavery in the Economy of Texas:
During the period of American settlement the place of
slavery in the economy of Texas became increasingly important.

The agricultural resocurces of Texas constituted a potent force

 7Rives, M m m :gzm, I, 46h-U65,

183ancroft ortn Mexican States and Texag, II, 191-192..

19Chester Newell, History of the B.e.mlum in Iexas
(Austln, 1935), p. 1lhl.. '
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in appealing to potential emigrants. The suitability of the
soil and c¢limate for the production of cotton and therefore

for slave labor stimulzated the movement from the southern slave-
holding states.?0 Austin observed in 1821 that the appeal of
Texas settlement would be entirely agricultural.2! Slavery
was most profitable in the low lands along the coast and the
rivers where the settlers engaged in the production of cotton.22
The oldest American towns in Texas were located on the Brazos
River and the largest and wealthiest planters lived along its
panks.=3 The slave population of Texas was located almost
exclusively in the areas of Anglo-American settlement, and they
were fairly evenly distributed among the American colonists.
Most slaveholders owned from two or three to perhaps fifteen

or twenty slaves. Non-slaveholders were an almost infinitesimal

minority, while a somewhat larger percentage owned large numbers:

and had come to Texas with the intention of opening plan’cai::i.ons.21"r

20Frederick Jackson Turner, "The Slgnlficance of the

Frontier in American History " ggnual gpgﬁi
Eiammal_ssmia;tmn ’( ashlngton, Co, %&h s Pe 213%

Lowrie, Culture Qmﬂis_t, o
2lpustin to J. Bawkins, July 20, 1821, in The Austin _angzg, I,

edited by Eugene C. Barker, Annual ggg;; Amgx;gg&
Agsociation, 1919, II (Washlngton, «Coy 1922§n§Part 1 O2—E%&

22L0wrie, Sulture Conflict, pp. 21, 26.

23Newell History of Lhe Hevolution ip Texas, p. 133.

2*Perm1t to settle in the colony from Austin to J. Bell,
October 6, 1821, Austin _ﬁpgxg, I, 4k15-416; Williams to Austin,.
January 29, 1825, Williamsg _%ngg MSS, Rosenburg Library,
Galveston, Texasj Lester G bee, "Slavery in Early Texas,"

%%l;%%ggl Science Quarterly, II tSeptember and December, 1898),
56630,
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In 1825 sixty=-nine families owned the estimeted slave
population of Lk3. The largest slaveholder was Jared E. Groce,
who worked ninety slaves on his Brazos River plantation. Of
the other sixty-elght families, ten owned more than eleven
and fifty-eight owned from one to eight slaves..25 The eleven
largest slaveholding families owned a total of 271 slaves..
These eleven families were Jared E. Groce (90}, Henry and
liicajah Munson (34), John lcleel (25), John W. Hall (20),

David and John Randon (20), Jesse Thompson(1%), Elizabeth
McNutt (15), James A.E. Phelps (15), Alexander Calvit (13),
John Williams (12), and Michael Brenaugh (12).2® The estimated
general population of all Texas was between 7,000 and 7,500,
which was aboul evenly divided between the Americans and the
Mexicans,27 Foliowing 1825 the proportion of slaves to whites,
including the Mexiecan population, greatly decreased. In

1834 the slave population in Texas was estimated at 2,000,
about ten percent of the total population of about 20,000,

25Land Tltles, General Land Office of Texas, Austin, Texas,
Vols %, p 8-17 HS, 5 Heglster of Land Titles, "General Land
Office of exas, ustln, Translation, I, 264265 Barker,

"Influence of Slavery," éguiumaszann E;aigxasal éuax&sx%z
LVILI, 323 E.L. Blair, Early History gﬁ zj@gs County Austin,
1930), pP. 76=90.. -

26Eugene C. Barker, "Notes on the Colonization of Texas,"

Southwestern Higtorical Suarterly, XXVII (October, 1923), 11
Austin Eapggg -1, 1025-1026, 1060’ Lester G, Bugbée, "The 01d

Three dred," Historical
_gﬁgg;ggfg_, b 8 ( 0 o er, 1§57¥E£16§ §f7 alter Prescott Webb,
editor wgzaﬁ 2 vols. (Austln, 1952), I, 274
756, i, 12 126 371-372, %39, 774, 913,

27h1ves United States and Mexico, I, 153.
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The rztio of whites to slaves had fallen to bhetween nine
and ten to one. They were fairly evenly divided bhetween

28 Very

Austin's colonies and the settlements of East Texas
few Negroes were found in the area from Goliad to San Antonio.2?
Ag the porulation of Texas increased the number of glaves
brought into the area decreased from year %o year. At the
time of the =ztruggle with Hexico broke out there were bhetween
2,000 and 3,000 slaves in Texasa 0

Stephen ¥, Austin, though perscnally oyposed to the
institution of slavery, recoznized its necessity in the
economic development of Texas. He thought Fegro labor
absolutely essential to agriculture due to the semi~tropical
c¢limate and the fact that the best lands were located in
the melarial river bottoms. In addition, it was argued that
slaves were necessary as single laborers could make but 1little
impression on the vast wilderness of Texas. Also, free labor

was not avallable, even had the colonists possessed the

roney to pay for 1t, becruse every man possessed more land of

| 2SBarker, “Influence of SlaYery Southwestern Higtorical
Qnazﬁegix L4VIIT, 325 Almonte, "Report," Documents of
Eﬁ&ﬁﬂ _iﬁiﬂlx, ip. é? 893 Burbee g

1averK in EBarly Texas,"
Folitical Science Quarterly, iIIi 662-66

29ﬁ11es Humber 328 and 335, Archives, Texas State lerary,
Austin, Texasy Bugbee, "Slavery in Early. %exas,” Folitieal
Science Quarterlx, AIII 665, =

FLowrie, Culture Conflict, pp. 51-52.
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his own then he could cultivate.3' lMany claimed that the large
scale production of cotton demanded the use of slaves, as well
as for ﬁhe~ciaaring of the land and the opening up of great
plantations.3? The fact that a large majority of those immi-
grating to Texas came from the slaveholding states:of the
southern United States also contributed to the development of
Texas into a slave territory.33

As the Austin colony progressed znd the production of
cotton increased the settlers began to conelude that their
prosperity and progress depended on the retention of slavery,:”LF
Austin made every effort to have slavery at least temporarily
legalized by the Mexican government as long as the existence
of the colony was problematical. Austin, regardless of his
personal views on slavery, exerted every effort to safeguard
it. He understood the minds of his colonists and their at-
titude toward the necessity of slavery as an economic and
social institutioned? Even some leading Mexicans recogni-

zed the importance of slavery to the economy of Texas.

31Bugene C, Barker, "African Slave Trade in-Texasiﬂ

%J;a;;gz:.z of Texas State _Ls_t.QL‘Lg.a.'LH Association, Vi
OCtober,~190%?% 1055 Rives, United States and Mexic » 1y

138-139; Barker, Mexico and Texas, p. 72. .
320n1and Morton, Teran and igxas:(ﬂustin, 1948}, p. 62.

33Bugbee, "Slavery in Barl Texas," Politi S
Quarterly, ﬁil, &10, §92; Smitg, WM_&%&I&Q%

3L"Lowrie, Culture Conflict, re 125. |

355ugbee "Slavery in Early Texas," Eolitical Science

" s £11I, 664=-665; Barker, Life Austin, pe 2303
arker, feadings in Texas History, pp. 156-157..
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In October, 1829, Hamon Musquiz, the Folitical Chief of the
Department of Bexar, wrote to the Governor of Coahuila y Texas
that Négro slavery was indispensable to farming in the area.36
In his report of 1835 Almonte rointed out that in 1834 about
5,000 bales of cotton worth from ten to ten and one-half
cents per powd in New Orleans ﬁere exported from Texag .o/

Since it was natural that the production of cotton constituted
the main industry in Texas, Negro slavery became an essential
part of the economy. The peonage type of labor system, then
prevalent in Mexico, was not available in Texas. Consequently,
since large estates could not be develored without assistzance
and free labor was nonexistent, the country could be improved
but very tardily without slaves. £&ven General Teran, who
disapproved of the institution, realized its importance to
Texas when he stated that "land without means of cultivation,

n38

in this case Negroes, was useless.

36Ramon Musguiz to Governor Viesca, October 25, 1829,
General Land Office of Texas, Vol. 57, p. 103ff, MS.: Folitical
Chief's Blotter, ?@z&: Archives, 185, (University of Texas,
Austin, 1935-1936J); Translation of cory, Fadilla to Austin,
November 26, 1829, Augtin Fapers, ¥8.: The Texas Gazette,
January 23, 1830.

37&1 L Hi .

3 nonte, "Heport," Southwe Listoricel Suarterly
XAVILI, 201, 204, 212, 213. Translator says that the figuré

for cotton exportation was greatly exaggerated. A4bigail Curlee,

"The History of a Texag Slave Plantation, 18%1—1863,ﬁ Southwestern
Hy ri Quarterly, XKVI (October, 1922), 86.

Biorton, Teran and Texas, vp. 118-119.



Slavery as a Factor in American
Emigration to Texas

Many causes have been advanced for American emigration
t0 Texas. Some theorize that the settlement of Texas by people
from the United States and in particular from the South, was
a natural development in the westward movement o3 According
to the advocates of the expansionist spirit it was the "Manifest
Destiny” or fate of the American people to expand westward..
Texas' nearness to the southwestern boundary of the United
States made inevitable the application of "Manifest Destiny®
to that region. Many expansionists felt that Texas, by right
of the Louisiana Purchase, belonged to the United States..
Thomas Bart Benton argued that Texas had been part of the
Louisiana Purchase and that President John Quiney Adams had
despoliled the American people of over 200,000 gquare miles
of the finest territory on the continent.}*0

The more immediate causes: of emigration to Texas can be
traced to the economie gsitnatlion prevalling in the United
States in 1821.*! The great majority of the earlier colonists

3nguchgr That Aggressive Slavocracy," Mississippl
Valley Hiztorisal ‘&nﬂ nﬁg 21, 7 o

L*0111-1:1313 by Themas Hart Benton written for the S§. Louls

Beagon, 1829, _enzﬁ:mgml 18’41* 28th Congressa
ist Session, Vol. i1, Appendix Barker, Mexico
and Iexag, p. 45,

Ll-lBa n
rker Notes on Golonization S
XX&I é 108-109; Barker, 1fg ﬁg:%i&, PP 59-5&

owrle,. Conflict, p. 38.
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were from economiecally unsuccessful,, disappointed, or unfortunate:
elements in the United S&ates.H2 They came to Texas because
good land could be obtained for a small cost and the agricultural
potentialities of the region afforded them the oppertunity of
bettering their condition.. %3 The two events in the economic
situation in the United States which stimmlated emigration
to Texas were the economic collapse of 1819 and the passage
of the Land Act of 1820 which set a minimum price of $1.25
per acre for land and abolished the credit system.kh

Mexico allowed American colonization of Texas for a
number of reasons.,. Under Spanish rule Texas had been sparcely
settled. In order to maintain control over the area the
Mexican government realized that it must effectiwely populate
the reglon.. Since native Mexicans were reluctant to colonize
Texas the government relaxed its strict policy regarding
immigration and colonization and began allowing emigrants from
the United States to seitle in Texas:. The Mexican government
saw in the colonization of Texas a means of increasing the
national wealth of the Mexican Republic, as well as:a way of

protecting the northern frontier.us

*2Lowrte, Sulture Conflick pe 47.

1+3New'ell T Ui
Rives, U » E:Lsmx.}m ; .‘m laxas, p ;

I’L*Perrigﬁ, Texas and Our _ﬂaa_aa _Qu_he.si, p. 107.
L*51*'@%12!», Higtory 92 m .ﬁmmm .1.n _.exa:’a pp. 1415,

L
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The history of slavery in Texas began in 1821 with the
grant to Austin for the settling of 300 families in Texas.
Under the terms of Austin's contraet a settler was to receive
an- additional fifty acres of land for each slave that he
rossessed. Later this anount was increased tc eighty acres
for each slave.u6- There may hove been a few Negroes already
in Texas in the San Antonio region, but these were few in
number and limited %o personal servanps.in well-to~do Mexican
families. In liexico conditions were unfavorable for the
growth of the institution, and slaves were almost unknown out-
side of Vera Cruz and the hot lands of the Gulf coastal region.
The census of Spanish Texas of Decemier 31, 1792, listed a
total population of 3,uU0%, of which thirty-four were Negroes
and 415 mulattoes, but they were not classified as slaves.t?
The coming of the American emigrants and the develorment of
the rich bottom lands by slave labor caused the question of
slavery to soon force the government of the Mexican Republic
to determine its pollcy in regards to slavery and the coloni-
zation of Texas.

Slavery became inseparable from a national policy of

colonization for Texas, and Congress found it difficult to

?ﬁustin to 4ntonio Hartinez, sAugust }8 and October 12,
1821, Austin FPaperg, I, 407, 418; Hartinez reply, August 19,

1821, Dudley G. Wooten, editor, A Cgmpz§p§§3j¥g d;ﬁggﬁz of
%ﬁg@ﬁ, 1685 to 1897, 2’vols. (5allas, 1593), 723 Barker,
ife of Aygtin, p. 35; Glassock, Dreams of an Bmpire, pp. 110-111.

N _
_7Census of Texas, December 31, 1792, Archives, Number
345, Texas Btate Library, Austin, Texas.
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nake a decisien concerning the institution. In the first
colonlzation law passed in August, 1822, Article XXX stated
that settlers could bring thelr slaves but prohibited the slave
trade. The children of slaves born after 1822 were %o be
freed at the age of fourteen.hS Austin was present in lexico
City during the debates over passage of the iaﬁ, and mainly
tarough his efforts the law, when finally passed, contained

a fevorable slavery provision. After the enzciment of the law
ne continued nis e“forts to securc more favorable terms
concerning slaves by attempting to modify the law and nake
childrén of slaves free at the age of twenty-one rather than

%9 The first colony of 300 families settled under

at fourteen.
this law, and the ratio of slave to white was large. Only
an estimate of the number of slaves brought in b the "01d
Three Hundred" is available. Somewhere between 350 and 400
slaves were brought in by 4ustin's first colonists, a ratio
of about one slave for every three whites.so

The "Texas fever" spread rapidly through the slave states

of the United States, but along with news of the atiractions

of Texas, unfavorable reporis as to the hostility of the

\ )+8H.P.I"-§; Gammel, The Laws of Tgxgs., 10 vols. (Austin,
1898), I, 30,
&

Austin to Edward Lovelace, Hovember 22,.1822, and Jose
Felix Trespalacios, Jamuary 8, 1é23, Austin Fapers, I, 55%, 967.
50311 ttrp L "
gbee, "The 01d Three Hundred," Quarterly of the Texas
State Historia Assgolatign, I, 108-117; Documents of Tezas
istg§x, DU %l~5 5 Webb, lhe Handbook of Texas, Vols.
and ik,
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Hexican government towards slavery had become current in

the United Stateé. The uncertain future of slavery checked

to some extent the flow of immigration to Texas. Austin
received letter after letter seeking assurances on this subject.
James 4. E. Fhelps, who had visited Texas for the purpose of
obtaining land, wrote on his return to Mississippi:

‘he emigrating, or Texas fever prevails to an
extent that your wishes would no more than anticipate.
. + oiothing appears at present to prevent a portion
of our wealthy planters from emigrating immediately
to the province of Texas but the uncertainty now
prevailing with regard to the subjeect of slavery.
‘here has been a parragraph {sic] that has gone the
round of the nuse {sic] paper publication in the
liddle States, perporting to be an extract from a
Mexican paper, which precludes the introduction of
negro property into the Mexican Republic, without
exception; subjecting the persons so offending to
the severest penalties, and also an immediate
emancipation of those slaves now belonging to the
citizens of the province of Texas, and fredom {sic]
to the glave that toucheg the soil of Mexico,

If this be a fact it will check the tide of
emigrating spirits at once, %nd indeed it has had
its influence already. . . .ol

Another writing from Franklin County, Alabama, stated that
the well~-to~-do planters would not remove to Texas unless
they could be assured that their slaves would bhe secured to
them under the laws governing the province.52 Austin wrote

that not only the doubt concerning the status of slavery

51James A, %, Fhelps to Austin, Finckneyville,
Mississigpi,January 16, 1825,,Austin.§apars, 1, 1020~1021;

Bugbee, "Slavery in Early Texas," PQ];;jEEJ Sci %naztatlx,
AI%I, 396; Lowrie, Culture Conflic¥, p. ; Barker, Life of
Austin, pp. 127, 1b45.

5250ug1as to Austin, February 15, 1825, Augtin Fapers,
I, 1046-10k9, .
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retarded settlement but also the concern over the religious
gualification.

. « Juany Catholics would come from Louisiana if

they could bring their slaves here, but, as the

greater part of thelr capital consists in slaves,

they cannot emigrate un%%ss they can take the

slaves with them. . .
Desrite the uncertalnty about slavery, americsn settlement
continued to grow.

for the slaveholders in Texas itexican hostility towards
slavery endangered their property and thelr future prospsrity.
The c¢olonists began to evade the trovisions against slavery
by makins contracts with slaves to convert then into peons.Su
This system made no mention of the obnoxious word "slave'",

and did not outrage the Hexican theory of the equality of men.

+n April, 1828, the ayuntamiento of San Felipe de fustin

requested that the texican government recognize the validity
of labor contracts between master and servant made before

55

entering Texas. Because of the scarcity of laborers in Texas

the next month the authorities enacted such g measure.56

ot

) b3nustiz: to Zrasmo Sequin, Janmuery 1, 1824, asustin
Faperg, I, 718-719.
shshaw, Conguest of the Southwest, »p. 62-63.

"linutes of the Ayuntamiento of San Felipe de Austin,
1828-1832, I--Minutes of April 5, 1528," edited by Sugene C.

Barker, Southwestern Higtoriesl & exly, &I (July, 1917
to aprid, 1918), 311.
56

m Decree Wumber 96, Gammel, Laws of Texas, I, 213; Barker,
ﬂe:%co andﬂTexas, e 753 Bugbee, "Slavery in Barly Texns,"
Folitical Science fuarterly, XIIX, Log, ’
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Theoretically both master and slave went before a notary
and declared the slave's value at a2 certain sum. The slave
then contracted to work for the master at certain wages until
he had repaid the owner the amount of his value. Wages were
so low that a slave never received enough to gain his freedom.57
This method was reasonably effective as a subterfuge and eni-
grants continued to bring in their slaves, but there were
many who did not consider the bond-scrvant method as entirely
satisfactory. Among these was Stephen F. Austin. He wrote
to a cousin in rhiladelphia concerning this method of bring-
ing slaves into Texas:

This provision [the contract law] will be highly

useful to the country without the leasst danger

of doing any harm for no one will be willing to

risk & large capital in negroes under contracts

with them, for they are free on their arrival here,

and can only be held to labor by contracts, as

servants are all _over this nation, and in other

free countries.
Por & time this method of introducing slaves into Texas
seemed to work, but as the region continued to develop into
an area of thriving farms the question of slavery became
a problem of increasing irritation. The later settlers

brought with them the American ideas of government, as well

as radical views on slavery and property rights. it was

57Barker, Mexico and Texas, p. 75; Copy of a labor contract
prepered by hustin, Lay, 1628, sustin Papers, MS.

584ustin to Thomas I. Leaming, June 14, 1830, Austin
Fapers, LS. OSimilar letters were written to a number of other
peopley including Aichard Ellis, S. Rhodes Fisher, and Mary
Austin Holley.
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inevitable that misunderstanding and trouble should develop

59

hetween the Texas colonists and the liexican authorities.

59Binkley, Sxpansionist Movement, . 11,



CHAFTER III
Tis DEVELOFENT OF MEXICALN SLAVERY LAW

lexican Attitude Toward Slavery

The slavery question became a constant source of anxiety
on the part of the colonists and of irritation on the part
of the lMexican government. Mexican sentiment basically
opposed slavery. lMexican statesmen had learned their political
rhilosophy from the orators of the French Revolution, and the
language of their emotlons was epitomized in the words "Liberty,
Bouality, and fraternity." The word "Liberty" was linked
with God to form a national motto--"God and Liberty."t That
it was without significance in their relstions with the
Indian peons they did not sece or wish to see. By its proper
name and in the absiract they detested slavery. Some of the
leading statesﬁen in Mexico desired the exclusion of slavery
from its unsettled lands, and they acquired a precedent for
the prohibition of slavery from the Spanlish Colonization Law
of 1821 which contailned a rigid article against the importation
of slaves.

Hegro slavery existed in Fexico until the yeaor 1829, but

it was not prevalent for a more profitable labor system had

1223arker, Life of Austin, p. 230; Lowrie, Culture Conflict,

s
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been develored. The reonage labor system prevalent in Mexico
was far less expensive than slavery, but embraced nearly all
the attributes of slavery. The position of the Hexican peon
was one of perpetual servitude and subjection to a taskmaster.
On entering the service of his master the peon bound himself
to that master by a written contract. A debit and credit
account was kept by the employer and rarely did it shpw a
balance in the peon's favor. He could be legally punished
for offenses, and if he deserted his master's service he
would be returned and punished. XNever out of debt, the peon
was ever a bondman, with but 1little more liberty than a slave.
As the average cost of a peon was about $50 a year and required
no outlay of capital, the landed proprietors reaped all

the advantages of absolute slavery without its expense. The
abolition of slavery in 1829 and the various other laws con-
cerning the institution in no way affected the interests of

the landed proprietors of Mexico.?

Mexican Laws Concerning Slavery
In connection with Texas the question of slavery first
arose after the awarding of Austin's colonization grant in
1822. 1Hp mention of slavery had been made in either the
petition or the grant of loses Austiﬁ in 1821. At that time

slavery was legal in Spanish domains, but slaves formed no

zBancroft, North Mgxican Stateg and Texag, II, 90-93;
Smith, Annexation of Texas, p. 9. -
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considerable element in the population of Spanish-lexico.
After the Mexican Revolution guestions concerning slavery
arose and the passage of the federal colonigzation law in
1822-1823 was delayed because of the problem. In the summer
of 1822 three colonization bills were introduced in the
Mexican Congress. The first remained silent on slavery except
that slaves could not bs held in any cities that might be
founded in Texas. The second bill provided for immediate
emancipation of all slaves. The third stated that slaves
introduced by colonists would remain so for life, but children
of slaves were to be freed at the age of fourteen.3 In the
final colonization law of August, 1822, the slave trade was
prohibited, but settlers were allowed to bring in their slaves
when they emigrated to Texas. Children born of glaves were

to be freed at fourteen. The law further guaranteed liberty,
security in the possesslon of property, ineluding slaves, and
other civil rights to all foreigners who professed the Roman
Catholic religion.u Considerable opposition existed in the
Fexican Congress to allowing new settlers to bring in slaves.
In letters to various men in the colony Austin wrote of the

difficulty he had in obtaining a slavery provision:

3Bugbea "Slavery in Early Texas," Polifical S

e _ pelence
135 159 s A II, 392-393; Rives, United States aikd 1&@2&1&0., Is

‘ l+Gammel, Laws of Texas, I, 30; Castaneda, Iransition
Eeriod, VI, 193, :
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« + +Never would an article have been passed by
the congress permitting slavery in the empire
for a moment in any form whatever. After the
dissolution of congress I talked to each indi~
vidual member of the Junta of the necessity
that existed in Texas, Sentander, and all the
other unpopulated provinces; for the new
colonists to bring their sl%ves; and in this
way 1 procured the article..

The final slavery article differed from what Austin wanted,
and he made every effort to have it changed so as to be more
favorable for his colonists.. On this subject he wrotes

As the law now is, all slaves are to be free in

ten years, but I am trying to have it amended 50

as to make them glaves for life and their childre

free at twenty-one years--but do not think I shall

succeed in this point, and that the law will pass

ag it now 1is, that 1s, that the slaves introduced

by the settlers shall be free after ten yearse.. ...°

Beginning in 1824+ the government enacted a series of
natlonal and provincial laws which gstep by step placed
limitations on slavery. On July 13, 1824, Guadalupe Victoria,
Fresident of the Republic of Mexieo, issued a decree abolish-
ing all traffic in slaves, both domestic and foreign. Silaves
brought into Mexico in this manner were free when they touched
Mexican seoil. This decree was directed essentlally against
the slave trade from Cuba.. It contained no prohibition of the
removal of slaves to Mexico by their owners; either citizens
or emigrants, for purposes other than trade. Heavy penalties

were fixed for violation of the defiree. Ships, both domestic

Shustin to Edward Lovelace, November 22, 1822, Ana;in
Egpersg; I, 55..

SAustin to Josiah H, Bell, November 22, 1822, ipid.
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and foreign, in which slaves were transported to or introduced
into Mexican territory were to be confiscated with the remainder
of their cargos.. The owner, purchaser, captain, master, and

pilot of the vessel were to be imprisoned for one year.’

Juan Antonio Padilla, Secretary of State for Coahuila
and Texas, advised Austin that the federal act of July 13,
1824, could be reasonably interpreted only as prohibiting the
slave trade and that he believed that the colonists could
bring in slaves for their own use.. Padilla went on to quote
the maxim that "what is not prohibited is to be understood
as permitted."g The Constitution of 1824 and the national
colonization law of August 18, 1824, made no mention of slavery..
By the law of August 18 admission of foreigners for purposes
of colonization could not be denied until the year 1840, but
most of the details were left to local authorities.’ Mexico's
public land policy was the reverse of that of the United
States. Administration of public lands amd the regulation

of settlement were left to the individual states of the Mexican

.'7Bugbé§i."81averj-§n Eafiy Teﬁéé," PSjj:iga].ngéngg )

Quarterly, £11I, 397-398, 399fn; Barker, "Influence of Slavery,

W_Wl éua%ar.‘le, ALVILL, 8; Newell, History
 $he Revolution in lexas, pe Os i

SBarker, Life of Austin, pp. 232-233.
IDecree MNumber 72, Rational Colonization Law, August 18,

182k, Documents of .T_@za.ﬁ History, p. 48; Barker, Readings in
Iexag Higtory, pp. 73-7h.. - -
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Republic.. The national colonization law merely sat down soume
general principles designed %to serve as a basis for state
regulation.,l0

The controversy over slavery delayed passage of a state
law. Iiany members of the state legislature of Coahuila y
Texas were hostile towards slavery, and only one, Baron de
Bagtrop, the representative from Texas, urged that slavery
be permitted.. Many American. settlers became alarmed and
made preparations to return to the United States. lMany slave-
owners felt that they would be ruined if slavery were pro-
hibited. Hather than lose their property they began to think
seriously of returning to the United States with their slavesa.ll
The citizens of San Antonio, instead of being hostile to the
interests of the colony, went almost as far as the American
settlers in asking that the government grant toleration of
slavery.. They realized that the development and prosperity
of Texas depended on the retention of slavery.,l2 On March 2k,
1825, the legislature enacted a colonization law which amount-
ed to at least a temporary declaration of toleration, not
only of slavery, but of further introduction of slaves by

immigrating settlers.. The law stated that settlers would be

| 10Castaneda, Iransition _a:igi, Vi, 197

1lJesse Thompson to John Spoul, August 11, 1826, Austin
Papersg, I, 1405-1k06. ,

12Bu bee, "Slavery in Early Texas, gglgiiggl Seience
gga;;gxlx XILI 403; Rives, niﬁgd _La;ga and X gxigg, I, 146.
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subject to the established laws and those passed in the future
on the subject of slavery. No slaves as- such were to be
brought into the country, but immigrants could bring their
servants,L3 The passage of this law only temporarily relieved
the settlers.

During the summer of 1825 a memorial urging the continu-
ance of slave importation until 1840 was prepared by Austin
and presented to the state government. It further prohibited
the slave trade, except for individual transactions. All
introduction of slaves would be prohibited after 1840.. The
grandchildren of slaves thus introduced were to be freed,
males at twenty-five and females at fifteen. The government
paid no attention to the memorial, but 1t does 1llustrate
that the colonists:were willing to effect some type of com—
promise with the Mexican a‘u’ch«:a:n'i*{:ies.;l!+ At this early date
evidence indicates that many cltizens agreed with Austin.

It was quite possible for the Texas planter to believe that
the further introduction of slaves should be guarded or fore
bidden, provided his own property remained undisturbed. It
would seem that they resigned themselves to the prospect of

emancipation after a few years. They did feel that their

13Coahuila—Texas State Colonization Law, March 24, 1825,

Documents of Texag History, pr. 48-50; Barker, Readings in
Texas History, pp. 75-78.

Miemorial concerning slavery, August 18, 1825, and

Austin to Gowernor Rafasel Gongzales, August 20, 1825, Austin
Papersg, I, 1170, 1180.
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prosperlity and progress were involved in the retention of
slavery for a time, the longer the better, but they were

able to see the advantages of accomodation with Mexican offi-
elals in order to protect thelr valuable land holdings.. The
planters who entered Texas after 1830 brought with them more:
radical views on the subject.l’?

The next legislation directly applicable %o the: Texas
colonists was the slavery provision of the Coahuila y Texas
State Constitutlon of March 11, 1827. Artiele XIII recognized
the existing slavery, but children born to slaves after the
promulgation of the constitution were to be freed. The
colonists were allowed to bring in slaves for six months after
the publication of the comstitution or until the end of
1827. The slavery provision further stated that the mode of
indemnifying the owners of slaves at the time of the publica-
tion of the constitution would be regulated by lawv. 16 A
number of state statutes established the machinery for the
lmplementation of the slavery article. A law passed in
September, 1827, required that all municipalities take a

consus of slaves in Texas, and that slave births and deaths

| lsBugbeeﬁ "Slaver in Early 'I-‘e:f:ais;'i Egliziﬁal Sciance
Suarterly, XL1I, 666; Lowrie, Guiture Gonfiice v Tooo

16constitution of State of Coahuila y Texasy, March 11,

1827, Documents of Iexag History, p. 61; quoted by Austin in
a memorial to the—legislaturei August 11, 1827, Austin Papers,

I, 1407; George P,.. Garrisen,. Lexgg-A Eﬂ&iﬂ&% in ElEiliZﬂIlEﬂﬂ
(ﬁaston; 1903), p. 101; Barﬁer, Mexico and Iexag, pp. 73-7k.
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be recorded by the local gwvuntamientos. The ayuntamientos

were further instructed to report to the government every
three months, and when a master died without direct heirs all
of his slaves were %o be liberated and if there were heirs,
ten per cent would be emancipated. The September, 1827,'
law went on to state that the penalties of the Law of July 13,
182k, concerning the slave trade, expressly applied to those
who introduced slaves contrary to the Constitution.l’ A
decree of November 24, 1827, amended the law to state that
when a master died in any unnatural way no eméncipation was
to take place. It also allowed the transfer of slaves if the
0ld master were indemnified.l8

As long as their own immediate interests were not attacked
the colonists remained alpof and indifferent to Mexican
legislation, but this direct blow threatened their prosperity.
The iAmericans argued that the colonizatibn of Texas would
be retarded for many years without slave labor. To evade
the restriction on further importation of slaves the settlers
began introducing them into Texas under the appellation of
indentured servants.~  The San Felipe gvuntamiento vetitioned

the state government for recognition of these peonage or

17Decree lumber 18, Gammel, Laus of Texas, I, 186.

18
Decree Number 35, Gammel, Laws of Texas, I, 202: Bancroft
North Mexican States and Texas, II, So. o ’

193&ncr0ft, North Mexican States and Texas, II, 90-93;
Lowrie, Culgfure Conflicf, p. 131. :
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indenture contracts, and in May, 1828, the state legislature
recognized the validity of such contracts.20 General Teran,

in Texas on an inspection tour at the time, wrote his superlors:
concerning this situation:

+ « » oThe prime aim of the colony now is to get
permission to bring in slaves.. They say that they
cannot prosper or develop much of their land, for
there are dense forests which can be cleared only
by negro labor. They are asking permission of the
State to bring in negroes:and make the following
proposals When a slave has: repaid by work the cost
of keeping him, he will be free. His descendents
will be free. The request for slaves is disguised
by a request that the CGovermment guarantee the
contracts which the colonists make in North America
with salaried workers=~that i1s, that they anforce
what has been stimulated there, for a precedent
obliges them to take this sort of precaution; they
acguired free servants: in bouigiana for the current
prices: in that country, and when they brought them
here they asserted tha% their work was: of greater
value, and dissolved the contracts. 25

* - L]

Nevertheless, this method of introdueing slaves: failed to
solve the problem, and after 1828 a decreasing number of
slaves were brought. into Texas.

in 1829 the govermment began efforts to discourage
American immigration to Texas.. Leading Mexican officials
had become convinced of the dangers of allowing large-scale
emigration from the United States.. Since a great many of the
enlonlists were slaveowners from the southern part of the United

States, the exclusion of slavery frem Texas would check

20Dgcree Number 56. Gammel. Love of Tavmc. T avn.
' 3‘ Lays of Texas, I, 213: Barker
Mexice and Texas, pp.. 74-75. L lexasy I, 213; ,

alMortgﬁ,_ &Iﬂn and -I-‘-Qmir pt-- 62.-,
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immigration and build up an institutional barrier against
the Scuth. Colonel Jose ., Tornel advocated this policy in
the Mexlcan congress, and in the fall of 1829 he induced
Fresident Vincente Guerrero to issue & Aescree freeing all
the slaves in the Republic of liexico, 22 The emancipation
decree of September 15, 1829, was the first measure of the
ligxican government to arouse genéral orposition among the
smericans. Since there were few slaves in liexico other than
the preons the measure specifically affected Texas.23

The decree reached San Antonic on October 16, but Ramon
Husquiz, Political Chief of Bexar, withheld it from rublica-
tion in Texas untll petitions could be prepared for change
or exception for Texas. Any effort to enforce the decree
might have led to serious disturbances.2LF Mugquiz urged the
Governor of Coahmila y Texas to withhold the aprrlication of
the emancipation decree to Texas., He argued that cotton could
not be grown without the help of Negroesy that slaves had
been brought to Texas for agricultural rurposes only; and to
free them would destroy 2 portion of the rublic wealth and

retard the development of Texas. In addition, ‘usquiz

22
Johnson, Iexas ang fexans, I, 57-59; Garrison, Texas
p. 103; f.-lorton,sfﬁm and lexas, pp. 95-96; Barker, Mexico
and Texas, pp. S4-55.

2
33haw, Conguest of the Southwest, . 61.
2

famon Musquiz to Colonel Antonio Elousa, November 2,
1829, General Land Office of Texas, Vol. 5%, p. 115, ¥S.,

Austin, Texas; Rives, United States and Kexigo, I, 185,
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mentioned the possibility that the colonists might resist any
attempt to enforce the decree. Lastly, Musquiz stated that
indemnification would be very heavy and would remain unpaid
for meny years due to the exhausted condition of the government's
treasury.25 Governor Viesca in turn petitioned Fresident
Guerrero to exempt Texas from the emancipation decrec. He
also mentioned the possibility of resistence on the part of
the colonists.26

Sterhen F. Austin, to whom the colonists turned for
direction, seemed determined to resist if the decree were not
withdrawn., In reply to a frenzied appeal from a prominent
Nacogdoches citizen he wrote that the people of Texas should
maintain to the lexican government that their slaves were
guaranteed them under the federal constitution of 182%4%.

Our course is a very plain one~--caln, deliberate,

disyasslonate, inflexible firmness; and not windy

and ridiculous blowing and wild threats. . . .

The constitution must be both our shield, and our

arms; under 1t and with if, we must consgitutionally

defend ourselves and our property. . . .27

The arguments and petitions of the various officials resulted

on December 2, 1829, in a decree whlch denied the benefits of

25Ramon Musquiz to Governor Viesca, October 25, 1829,
General Land Office of Texas, Vol. 57, p. 1037f, k3.:
Iranslation, Padilla to Austin, November 26, 1829, Austin
Fapers, M8.; The Iexas Gazette, January 23, 1830,

26 . \ -~
Goverr Viege; E i 3 \
%ggg, transia §onlfﬁﬁiigﬁedriﬁliﬁgtngggr35Eésigfeﬁgﬁﬁa%ﬁ’30,

27 iusti N Ayy ot T
. stin to John Durst, November 17, 1829, Austin Fapers
hb.; Barker, lieyico and ngés, Tre. 79—80: ’ ’
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general emancipation to slaves in Texas.20 Thus, the crisis

passed, but left in 1ts wake many scars.. The colonists thought

the decree:a direct violation of their constitutional rights

of property and the Mexican government could not forget

the threatening tone of the colonial remonstrances.. After

word had been received of Texas' exception Austin wrote

General Teran that he could see nothing in Guerrero's original

decree but the overthrow and destruction of all the efforts of

more than seven years to redeem Texas:from the wilderness,

the ruin of many individuals, and the loss of faith in the

government, and the surrender of the section to the Indians.2%
In the spring of the next year, 1830, the relations

between the colonists and the Mexican government reached the

turning point.. The legislation passed by the Congress marked

the culmination of Mexico's conviction that unrestricted

emigration from the United States was a dangerous error.

The man who inspired the Congress to make the fatal mistake

of passing such an oppressive law was the minister of relations,

lucus Alaman.. In a report to Congress in February, 1830,

Alaman remarked at length upon the recaleitrant spirlit of the

Texas coloniats,. especially in their evasion of the laws

- Bhurbe. 51 | T
gbee, "Blavery in Barly Texas,' Pglésigal Sﬁiangg
gnazja:lx, XIiI, 655; Earker, "Infiuence of Slavery, :
2outhwestern Historical Quarterly, XXVIII, 23,

29patin to General Teran. D .
P ’_ngin to General Teran, December 29, 1829, Austin
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concerning slavery»30 The legislature responded to Alaman's
views and passed a law on April 6, 1830, which prohibited the
future settlement of Americans from the United States in
Texas. The colonizatlon contracts of all empresarios, except
Austin, De Witt, and De Leon, were canceled. Only those giving
definite indications of settling in the three exempted colonies
were 1ssued passports to enter Texas.. The act recognized
existing slavery in Texas but prohibited further introduction
of slaves.. The law, extremely obnoxious to the Texas ¢olonists,
was recelved with out-spoken dissatisfaction. In truth though
it did not greatly affect actual coﬁditions, for ever since
1828 slaves had been brought in under the guise of contract
or indenture servants, a practice in which the Texas colonists
persisted under the new federal law.3l

From this time forward more oppressive measures taken by
both the federal and state governmentsnindicatéd Mexican deter-
mination to eliminate slavery within her boundaries "in
truth as well as in name."32 The problenm of slgvery continued
to plague Austin and his colonists: In the summer of 1831
he wrote his cousin, Mary Austin Holley, on the subjeet:

~ 30Banerott, Nort Mexim.&gmaanﬂ_ﬁxas II, 113;
Barker, Maxico and iexas, pp. 80-81. ? ’

3lB%1£croft, ..er.thsﬁexim _gma and _.exaa, II, 1145
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Negroes can be brought here under indentures, as

servants, but not as slaves. This question of

slavery is a difficult one to get on with.. It

will ulfimately be admitted, or the free negroes:

will be formed by.law into a separate and distinct

class>=~the laboring class: . . Either this or

slavery in full must take place.33
In April, 1832, the.Coahuila y Texas legislature passed a new
colonization law which repealed the earlier act of 1825. The
new legislation subjected all lmmigrants to the existing and
future laws on slavery and limited the indenture or bond-
servant contracts to ten years.3“ The enforcement of this law
would have sounded the death knell of slavery.. No further
legislative action concérning slavery was taken by the state
or federal governments until the Revolution.. A new emancipa-
tion decree issued in 1836 expressly exempted Texas slavew
holders from any future indemnification for the loss of
their property, but Texas by this time had declared independence.35

The legal status of slavery changed during the 1820's from
the status of an accepted institution to that of an objectionable
practice.. Through gradual steps and restrictions the door
for evasion had been narrowsd to a mers loophole.. The question
of slavery had been one of constant irritation throughout the

period of Anglo-American colonization. The Americans maintained

3austin to Mary Austin Holley, July 19, 1831, Amstin
Eapers, MS.

3Decree Number 190, Gammel, Laws of Texas, L, 299-303.

35Bugbee, "Slavery in Barly Téxasy” Political Science
Suarterly, Xiil, 661, 658.
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that slave labor was necessary for the rapid development of
the area. After 1830 the fear of economic ruin and loss of
property prompted many of the wealthier citizens to think

of resistance--first as separation into a state of the Mexican
Republic and finally as an independent and sovereign nation,
When the question of slavery is joined with other economic
grievances of the colonists the underlying cause of much of
the later action of the struggle for independence can be
explained. Slavery played an imrportant role in the settle-.
ment and future prosperity of Texas and contributed greatly

to the movement which culminated in Texas independence.



CHAPTER IV
DEVELCOFIENT OF THE WAR PARTY

Origins

In 1831 William H. Wharton came to Texas and began to
organize the War Farty, as the insurgent group was called.
The War Party advocated more self-assertion and less conciliao-.
tion on the part of Texas in dealing with Mexico. A% first
they constituted a minority, but as time passed they grew
in strength.l The early activities of the radical element
consisted of acts of defiance in connection with the collec-
tion of customs duties by the Mexican authorities.

As early as December, 1831, 2 large number of settlers
met at Brazoria to consider the proper form of rrotest to be
sent to the collector at Anahuazc. One of the first outward
signs of active resistance came in May, 1832, Federal soldiers
attempted to collect tariff duties and stopped the work of the
state land surveyors. John Bradburn, the collector at fnshuac,
arrested J. Franeisco Hadero, special land commissioner, and
his surveyor for violating the Law of April 6, 1830. One thing
led to another. Bradburn almost incited mob action when he

annulled the recently instituted Ayuntamiento of Liberty.

Louis W, Kemp, ’l‘hg Toxss Declaration of
independence (Houston, 1 nx, haw, Conquest of ihe
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He was accused of using slave labor to erect military buildings
without compensating the owners, of encouraging the slaves to
rebel, and of giwing protection to two runaway slaves from
Louisiana and refusing to return them to their owner.. Shortly
after this Bradburn arrested several prominent colonists on

the grounds that they were obstructing his rule and held them
for military trial without formal charges. Among those arrested
were William B, Travis.and Patrieck C., Jack. Jack had organized
a local militia company and Bradburn fearing that it might

be sued agalnst him had had Jack arrested on some flimsy pretext.,.
Iravis had attempted to recover the two runaway slaves for
their master.? 1In all Bradburn arrested seventeen Texans and
the feeling against him grew more intense.3 This action
signaled a revolt. The residents of Brazoria ealled a

neeting to decide a course of action. William H, Wharton

was present and complained at the lack of support within the
colony for those who wanted to oppose Bradburn with military
force.. He railed at the "Toryish" spirit at San Felipe and
asserted that he and those like him met as much opposition from

Texans as from Mexicans.LP The citigzens of Brazoria were also

23amas‘Lindsay to Re M. Williamson, May 18, 1832, in The

Fapers of Mirahaau Lagar, edited by Charles Adams
Gulick and Katherine Elliott, 6 vols. (Austin, 1920-1927), I, 90.
3Virgil E. Baugh, Rendezvous at the Alame (New York,

1960)! Pe 157.. -

LPBarker, Life of Austin, p. 389; Forrest E, Ward, "Pre-
Revolutionary Activity in Brazoria County," §Q§Ihﬂﬁaiﬂ:n
Historigal Quarterly, LXIV (October, 1960), 215, -
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exorted by R. M. Williamson, who issued a written appeal to:
the citizensg of Brazoria calling for volunteers to make a
forced march to Anahuac to secure the release of the grisonerss5
This meeting resulted in ninety men joining John Austin in a
march to Analmac. By the time the force reached Anamac it
had grown to 160 men. In the skirmishing which followed,
Bradburn retired to the fort at Analmac and began strengthening
his position. He soon found himself surrounded by a force
of enraged colonistss The Texans sent John Austin for two
cannon at Brazoria and settled down to besiege Bradburn.
While waiting for the cannon the Texans drew up a statement
of %heir case, known as the "Turtle Bayou Resolutions.”
Feeling the need for justifying their action they declared
that they were not rebelling against Mexieceo, but were co-
operating with the liberal revolt against they tyranical and
unlawful conduct of Bresident Bustamante.. By this act the
Texans had made a commitment in the political embreglio: in
Mexico and had taken sidas.ﬁ In June, 1832, Colonel Piedras
was sent from Nacogdoches to paeirf things in Anahuae. He
was: captured by the besieging Texans who presented their
case to him. Piedras promised to release the prisoners,.

which he did in July, and agreed to use his infiuence

6lhiﬂ; I, 1h2~1h3, Duncan W.. Robinson Judge Robert

.ﬁ.él%& #llmﬂn, ..szaa.a*’ .T.Mas?-_emd _:u.l:.a (Austin,, 1948),
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to have Dradburn removed. Bradburn was induced to ask to be
relieved. Fearing violence at the hands of the Texans he
soon made his way to Louisiana.?

4s previously mentioned, John Austin had been sent to
Brazoria to bring two cannons to Anshuac. Land transportation
being difficult, the men declded to carry the cannon to
Anahuac by wey of wéter. Twenty citizens me%t at Brazoria to
organize a military force, and over one hundred Texans, ineclud-
ing William H. Wherton, signed an oath to resist the Mexican
authorities by force. John Austin was chosen military commander
and rroyposed an assault on the fort at Velasco, at the mouth
of the Brazos Hiver, On June 22 John Austin and 115 men left
Brazoria for Velasco. Another forty men were sent downstream
on the schooner Brazorig. Colonel Domingo Ugartechea, com-
mander of the fort at Velasco, attempted to stor the Texans,
who then attacked the fort. The attack began sometime after
nightfall on June 25, and eleven hours later Ugartechea sur-
rendered. The Mexican garrison wds paroled and allowed to
return to lexico. Following this battle not a soldier was

left east of the San 4ntonio River, and the colonists were

75
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April, 1903), 262-299; N.D. Labadie, "Harrative of the Fight

at Anahuac, or the Opening Campaign of the Texas Revolution,"

T A 1859 (Galveston, 1859), vr. 30-36: Baker
Texas §g:ap—%gék tp. 2%-29; Williaom 5. Scates, "Aecount of

tgek?nahuac Affair of 1832," Texas Alamanac for 1873 (Galveston,
1674%), p. 30.
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left to enjoy peace until the more important movements of
1835.5

In the latter part of 1832 and in 1833 the radicel or
lnsurgent element concentrated their attention on the two
conventlons held by the Anglo-American settlers. The first
convention was held at San Felipe on October 1, 1832, Fifty-
six delegates representing every section of Anglo-american
settlement assembled %o declars their allegiance to the
Hiexican Confederation, ask for the repeal of the Law of
April 6, 1830, and to petitior for a modification of the
tariff laws so as to allow duty freé importation of certain
necessities. The chief object of the convention was to
ally the suspicions of various Fexican leaders as t0 the
intentions of the Anglo-Americans in Texas. Stephen F. Austin
was elected president of the convention over William H. Wharton,
a slgnlllcant move in that Austin was generally recognized
as the leader of the more conservative element and his
c¢lection as president of the convention signified that the
majbrity of the meeting did not advoecate separation from
lMexico. 4s the War Party failed to dominste the convention

an expressed denial of a desire for independence was adopted

B
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along with a petition asking for separate statehood from Coahuils.
The sentiment in favor of separation from Coahuils had been
growing for some time in Texas.?

This first convention of Texas resulted in a great desl
of ceriticism from the Mexican authorities. The Mexican
authorities declared the 1832 convention to be illegal and its
rroceedings of a revolutionary character. _The Mexican govern-
ment went on to deny the Texas petition for separate state-
hood. The Texan leaders thern decided to call another conven-—
tion to meet in april, 1833}0 The purpose of the Texans in
petitioning for separate statehood was misunderstood by many
leading liexicans. All the Texas colonists were asking was
that the present state of Coahuila y Texas be divided into two
separate states with separate state governments. Their relation-
ship with the Mexican federation was to be the same as that of
the state of Coghuila y Texas. But many Mexican officials came
to regard the activities of the Texas colonists zs being directed
toward complete separation from Mexico and annexation to the
United States or a federation of the Southern states.il &o it
wes that among a meze of nisunderstanding of their purroses
and intentions the second convention assembled at San Felipe

on April 1, 1833,

PLouis J. Wortham, A HiﬁIQIX E:QE
Egmmﬂnmszlh%, 5 vols. (Fort orth 192 Eﬁ I 7~% feter Lo
Holyneaux, The Romantie Story of Texas (5a11us, 1936), pp. 178-183.
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The first major signs of factional division and party
differences made their aprearance at the Convention of 1833,
The radical element had gained control due to the large
number of recent immigrants, and they had little or no use
for the rolicy of cautious and conciliatory action. Some
peoprle frowned on all revolutionary aetivities and wanted to
do nothing that would result in conflict with the Hexican
authorities. These opposed the holding of a convention at all
and took no part in the elections for delegates to the April 1
meeting. Others wanted to follow 2 course that would obtain
as much from the government as possible with the least amount
of friction. The principal objectives sought by those of
this opinion were the revision of the tariff laws and the
repeal of the Law of April 6, 1830. Among those favoring
this approach were Stephen #. Austin, Devid G. Burnet, Wyly
Hertin, and James B. Miller. Some favored the idea of peti-
tioning for separate statehood, but with assurances of the
loyalty of the colonists to thé liexican federation. Finally,
several favored the drafting of a2 state constitution as well
as petitioning for statehood. Among these were some who
favored independence, and who zdvocated the drafting of a
state constitution in the hope that the iexican authorities
would reject 1it, thereby promoting the cause aof indevendence.
Ineluded in this group were many men who were to become the

leaders of the War Farty--William i, Wharton, Henry Smith,
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Branch T. Archer, dobert . Williamson, and Frank W, Johnson.
also favoring the drafting of a constitution was Sam Houston, who
was to serve as the chairman of the comnittee which drafted

. . . 2
the tentative constitution for the proposed state of-Texas.l

4 slgnifiennt change in the temper of the delegates was
indicated by their choice for the convention presidency.
Again, as in the first meeting, the csndidates were Sterhen

F, Austin and William H. Wharton, but this time the convention
elected Wharton. The selection of Wharton not only indicated
that the majority of the delegates were in favor of a nore
rositive action toward iexico than the conciliatery rolicy
advoczted by Austin and his adherants, but siznified the begin-
ning of an active coalition soon to be known as the War Farty.
The work of the convention of 1833 consisted of the adopting
of a tentatlve constitution for the state of Texas, a memorial
which petitloned for statehood, a resolution condemninz the
African slave trade, and a petition askinz for tariff revision
end repeal of the Law of april 6, 1830, The delegates then
elected Stephen F. Austin to o to Mexico City and present.
the documents to the Mexican government.l3 fustin had been
chosen over the objections of Wharton and it was evident by

this time that the colonists were forming into two distinct

12 . . -
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p_a:ctiess.lLP The radical elements began to merge into the War
Party under the leadership of William H, Wharton and Henry
Smith, newly appointed Political Chief of the Department: of
the Brazos. This group included most of those who at one
time or another had disagreed with Austin basically on the

- best way of advancing the interests of Texas.. They advoecated
that the position of Texas be asserted in a more positive way
and they did not belleve that the differences between Texas:
and Mexico could be achieved by peaceful settlement. At this
point, the War Party was small and had very little influence
among the colonists despite the fact that its numbers had
been increased by recent immigrations. From this time to the
outbreak of the Revolution the Mexican authorities themselves
played into its hands, thereby steadily increasing the radieal

element's numbers and'influence.l5

Leaders of the War Party
The ranks of the War Party contained a number of prominent
men, among them many of the leading landowners and slaveholders.
Perhaps the one man assoclated most with the formation and
development of the group was William Harris Wharton. Born
in Virginia and raised in Nashville, Tennessee, Wharton first

came to Texas in 1827. However, he returned to Tennessee and

| 1hﬁﬁéfiﬁ’to James F,. Perry, A
¥ ugust 25 and November 6,
183%, Austin Paperg, 1 0'77-1678 III, 20.

15Binkley, MW, p. 395 Smith, Annexation of
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in 1831 returned and became a permanent resident. Mot only
was he a staunch advocate of independence, but he was also

one of the leading rlanters and slaveholders. Wharton married
Sarah Ann Groce, daughter of Jared E., Groce, Texas' wealthiest
rlanter and slaveowner. Groce gave the young couple his
landholdings in the Bragoria region (amounting to about one-
third of his total acreage) and built the plantation "Eagle
Igland" on five leagues of land located on Oyster Cfeek for
them as a wedding present. Yrom the time he firsi came to
Texas Wharton worked steadily for Texas' ultimate independence
from Mexico. He was one ofrthe Tirst to defy Mexican authority
in 1832 by participating in the Battle of Velasco, and he
served as a delegate to ﬁhe Conventions of 1832 and 1833,

4ith the outbreask of hostilities Wharton became Judge Advo-
cate-General of the army. In December, 1835, he was sent

to the United States as a commissioner to gsecure loans for

the Texsn cause, later being avpointed as first Minister

of the Republic of Texas to the United States. Upon his return
to Texas in 1837, he served as Senator from the Bragzoria
district in the Second and Third Congresses of the Republiec,
Wharton and his brother engaged in some land speculation and
the vhrase "the animating vursuits of speculation" wes first
used in connection with them and their activities. During

the period preceeding the Revolution they owned much of the

rort of Velasco as well as other extensive tracts of land.
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Wharton's brilliant career was cut short on March 14 1839,

when he was accidentlally killed by the discharge of his pistol

while dismounting from his horse.l6
Kext to Wharton the most enthusiastic advocate of Texas

independence was William Barrett Travis. Born in the Edge-

field District of South Carolina on August 1, 1809, Travis

studied law and began practice in Claiborne, Alabama. He

came from a moderately wealthy family, his father having

amassed a considerable estate in land, stock, and slaves,

and had been raised in the tradition of the 01d South. Giving

up & profitable law practice and the position as a teacher

and leaving a wife and two small children behind him, Travis

came to Texas in 1831 to become an arch revolutionary. There

has been much speculation as to why Travis would leave his

home and family to come to Texas. It is probable that he

had heard something of the affairs in Texas angd certainly

he was in sympathy with the Texas colonists, but there ig

no evidence that this was reason enough for him to suddeniy

leave a comfortable life. 4s for the theory that he envisioned
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himself as the military leader of a revolution in Texas,
there 1s nothing in his future activities to indicate that he
had anything more then a laudable desire for military advance-
ment. He was perfectly willing to accert both Austin and
Houston as commanders in chief. Travis was neither a vower-
seeker nor a glory-huater. The driving reason for Travig'
coming to Texas can be traced to the failure of his narriage,
Soon after his arrival in Texas he Lecame one of the recognized
lezders of the insurgent element, being involved first in
the anahuac disturbances in 1832, when he was jailed by Brad-
burn for trying to get back some runaway slaves, and then
as the leader of the Tenorio Affair in 1835, Travis was a
close friend and associate of Hobert M. Williamson, and he
was one of the five War Farty leaders to be prosecribed by
Santa 4nna. One of the first to join the Texas army, Travis
participated actively in the campaign from Gonzales up to the
capture of Bexar. Ordered to take co-mand of the Alano in
January, 1836, there he commanded the Texas forces against an
overwhelming lexican army. His famous letter acdressed to
"The Feople of Texas and all Americans in the world® vortrays
its writer at his best.

.+ » +The enemy has demanded a surrender at discretion,

otherwise, the garrison are to be put to the sword,

if the fort 1s taken--1 have answered the demand with

a cannog shot, & our flag still waves proudly from the
walls--L1 shall render of retreat. ¥ , I call
on you in the name of Liberty, of patriotism & & [sic]
everything dear to the American Character, to come to
our aid, with all despatch~~. . .If this call is
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neglected, L am determined to sustain myself as
long as vossible & dile like a soldier who never
forgets what is due to his own honor & that of
iils country--

Yictory or Dezth.

Une of the few survivors of the Alamo was a Nagro boy owned

ity

by Travis. He along with the wife of Captain Dickinson
brought the news of the fote of the sAlamo to the men who
were neeting to declure Texas inderendent of Nexico.1?
Sterhen F, Austin's antithesis in politieal thinking,
denry Smith, came to Texas in 1827 and immediately became
active in lTexas affairs. Born in Kentucky, Smith had spent
a number of years on the kissourl frontier before coming to
Texas. «fter his arrival in Texas he first settled on =
farm in the Zragorla area, then tiught school for a while,
and Tinally became z land surveyor. One of the first to defy
Hexican authority at the Battle of Velasco, June, 1832, Smith
soon begcame known as an earnest advoeate of immediate
indeyendence. 1n 1833 the veorle of the municivality of
Brazoria recognizing his ability elected him to the imrortant
rtositlion of Alcalde. The ne 't year he waé arrointed Folitical

Chief for the Department of the Brazos, the first imerican
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to be appointed to that office. Shortly after his appoint-
ment Smith issued a circular ﬁnder'khe title of "Security for
Texas" in which he urged the Texans to immediately organize
a separate state government, but he failed to arouse any war
furor at thils time. FPreceded by none in his advocacy of
independence, Smith was elected Provisional Governor of
Texas by the Consultation of 1835. Deposed in 1836 due
to serious misunderstanding with the General Council, Smith
continued to consider himgelf governor and acted as- such until
he formally resigned before the Convention that met to declare
Texas independent of Mexico.. Defeated for the presidency
of the Republic in 1836, he became the first Secretary of
the Treasury, filling this office with remarksble ability.
Lured to California by the prospects of gold in the late
1840's, Smith died in a mining camp near Los Angeles on
March ¥, 1851, a far cry from the leading figure he had
been in Texas polities.l®

Francis White Johnson, one of the earliest and most
active supporters of the war against Mexieo, was born in
Loudoun County, Virginia, where he was raised in the %tradi-
tions: of the Old South. Coming to Texas with his personal
servants:in 1826 from New Orleans, he established himgelf
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as a surveyor in the San Felipe area. Johnson received land
in austin's second colony. #&lcalde of San Felipe in 1831,
Johnson became one of the more active leaders of the War
Farty. Cormander of a company at the Battle of Anahuac
in 1832, he helped expell Bradburn from that place. Johnson
engaged in a number of land speculations, particularly in
the "Monclova Affair" of 1834, when he and & group of other
speculators managed to gain possession of about 400 leagues
of Texas land. Because of his revolutionary activities he
was among the first to be placed on the vroseription list by
Senta amna. To avold arrest Johnson went to Bast Texas in
the summer of 1835, There he attempted to arouse sentiment
for the cause of the War Farty. Johnson joined the Texas
army on the outbreak of hostilities and served until he wes
defeated by Urrea at San Fatriclo in February, 1836. After
the Revolution Johnson spert most of his time colleecting an
elaborate nistory of Texas and in dealing with land matters.to
The part played by Semuel lay Willisms in the events of
early Texas lay in the fields of finance and business. Born
in Frovidence, ithode Island, in 1795, he sarly entered upon

& business career. Coming to Texas in 1822 Williams soon
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became secretary for Austin's colony and took over tha\land
office at Ban felipe. During this reriod he received certain
rremium lands in Austin's colony. In 1830 Williams, in
partnership with Austin, took over the contracts of several
exrresarios. e continued his land orerations on a large
scale and wes in Monclova in the spring of 1835 as the elected
representative of Texas to the state legislature, where he
introduced the law which authorized the sale of 400 leagues

of public land. He acquired lzrge landholdings at the time
and made arrangements with a group of men for speculative
sellings. &Sarly in 1834 Williams entered into business

with Thomas F. McKinney and began a business at Brazoria,

but soon moved to <uintana. The two men established 2 line of
tiiree vessels which carried merchamdise and surrlies ur the
Brazos and brought down vroduce for shipment from the wharves
and warehouses of ieKinney and Williams at Velaseo. An early
advocate of independence and & strong supporter of the
revolutionary party, he was one of the first five men proscribed
by Santa anna for oprosition to his centraligation scheme.
During the Hevolution the firm of McKinney and Williams extended
financlal ald to the Texas government and from 1835 %o 1839
Williams was in‘the United States as a commissioner to solicit
aid and purchase ships for the Texas navy. Following the
Hevolution Williams became an incorporator of Galveston and
moved his business there. Willlams never engaged in nlanting

to any e tensive degree and was not among the lzrger slaveholders.
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He did, however, own at least two personal servants: Founder

and president of the Commercial and Agricultural Bank at

Galveston, the first incorporated bank in Texas; he retained

this position until his death in 1858. Williams was one of

the largest speculators in'Texas lands during the pre-revolu-

tionary period, being joined by a number of his fellow members

of the War FParty.. These activities caused many colonists to

suspect the motives of the War Farty in arousing the people

to resist Mexican authority and declare Texas independent.2©
Robert MeAlpin Williamson, "Three-Legged Willie," came

to Texas from his native state of Georgia in 1826. Settling

in San Felipe he practiced law and edited several newspapers

the first being the Igxas Gazatte. Williamson took an aetive

part in all the occurrences 1eading up to the Texas Revolution

and became one of the most ardent advecates of resistance to

Santa Anna's usurpation of power. He is credited as much as:

any other one man with precipitating and sustaining the revolu-

tion. As a result there was a price on his head and he was

an object of particular vengeance and hatred on the part of

the Mexicans. A close friend of William B. Travis and a remote

cousin of Sam Houston, Williamson was the Texas Revolution's
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chief orator and propagandist. Williamson came from a wealthy
femily and by his marriage to a daughter of one of Austin's
original colonists he became a substantial planter and slave-
owner in Texas. Williamson later filled many public rositions
and was a memper of the Supreme Court of the Hepublic.
Williamson's voice was initial in readying iis fellow War
Farty members for the roles they were to play in bringing
about the independence of Texas. Retirlng to his farm near
Independence in 18%8, he lived there until his death on
December 22, 1859.

Branch Tanner Archer early became prominent in the
movements preliminary to the Hevelution of 1836. Born in
Virginia and a vhysician by profession, Archer came to Texas
in 1831 and settled in Bragoria where he received title to
a hown lct; Shortly after his arrival in Texas the citizens
of Brazoria appointe&.him a commissloner to negotiate with
Brzdburn at ZAnahwac for modificatlon of the orders issued by
by the lexican military co~manders. In'z speech made at this
time he declared himself to be in favor of imme&iate resist=
ance to the Mexiecan government.. In 1833 Archer represented

Brazoria in. the Conwention held at San Felipe and announced

2lﬁob1nscn, dudge R.M, Williamson, vp. %, 8, 104, 168,
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nis suprort of immediate separation from Mexiecc, A delegate
to the Consultation of 1835, archer was chosen president
of that body, a major achlevement for the War Farty. In
December, 1835, he was appointed along with William H, Wharton
and Stephen F. Austin to visit the United States and enlist
financial ald for the Texan cause. Archer was noted for his
rare ability as & wvopular agitator and was well suited to
play a leading role in the revolutionary activities that led
to the declaring of Texas' independence.22
another early advocate of Texas independence and leader
of the War Farty was loseley Baker, who claimed to have nade
the first speech urging complete separatlion from Mexico. Born
in Norfolk, Virginia, Buker early moved to Hontgomery,.
Alabama, where he studied law and edited a newspaper, the
Hoptgomery Advertiser. He came to Texas in 1832, settling
first at.Liberty bﬁt later moving to San Felipe where he
resumed his law practlice and engaged in land speculations.
Baker took part in the activities at Anahuac and was one of
those proscribed by the ¥exican government. In August, 1839,
he and rfrank W, Johnson were sent to Zast Texas to arouse
sentimént for the cause of the War Ffarty. On the outbreak

of hostilities he joined the army and served throughout ﬁhe
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Revolution. Baker represented Austin County in the First
and Third Congresses of the Republic. He died in Houston in
September, 1848,23

Among the other prominent members of the War Party were
three relatives of William H, Wharton--his younger brother,
John A. Wharton; his father-in-law, Jared E.. Grocej and his
cousin by merriage, Edwin Waller. dohn Austin Wharton was:
born in Nashville, Tennessee, in 1809.- There he received the
best available educatlion and became a lawyer at the age of
twenty-one. In 1830 he went to New Orleans where he practiced
law for three ?ears; Then he joined his brother in Texas
in 1833 and soon began to take an active part in the affairs
of Texas and the activities of the War Farty.. As a delegate
to the Consultation in 1835 John A. Wharton introduced the
resplution which authorized the calling of the Convention of
1836 for the purpose of declaring the independence of Texas.
On December 8, 1835, Houston appo;nted Wharton "Texas Agent"
and sent him to New Orleans to buj supplies for the Texas
army. During the Revolution he served as Adjutant General on
Houston's staff. Following the Revolution he resumed the prac-
tice of law In Brazoria and later in Houston, then served in

the First Congress: of the Bepublic.. He received land in
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Brazoria County for his services during the Revolution and
engaged in cotton production. John A, Wharton died in
December, 1838, one year before his more famous brother.zh
The plantation home of Jared Bllison Groce often served
&s the meeting place for members of the War Farty. Groce,
father-in-law of William H, Wharton and cousin by marriage of
Bdwin Waller, was the wealthiest man in Texas as well as a
substantial land holder and the largest slaveowner., Born in
Halifax, Virginia, Groce came to Texas in 1821 from Alabama,
bringing with him over 100 slaves. Locating in the part of
Austin's colony lying east of the Brazos River, he received
title to ten gitiog of land, over 40,000 acres, from the
Mexican government. Austin had given Groce these large tracts
of land because he possessed slaves =znd capital. Groce soon
became the most substantial planter in Texas, by virtue of
being the first to plant cotfon on a large scale and building
the £irst cotton gin., As early as June, 1824, he petitioned
the Mexican government requesting that no new legislation
passed affact his slaves or, if this could not be granted,
that he be allowed to take his slaves back to the United States.

4s a delegate to the Convention of 1832 Groce voted against

oL
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serarate statehood fof Texas, feeling such a move was premature
at the time. Later through the influence of Wharton and as a
result cf the actions of the Mexican government regarding slavery
and trade he became an advocate of independence for Texas.
Groce bullt, with slave labor, and owned at least three
extensive rlantations in Texas--"Bernardo" on the Brezos,
"Groce's fdetreat" in Grimes County, and "Zagle Island" in
Bragoria County which he gave to his daughter and her husband
William H, Wharton. It was Groce who suggested that Sam
Houston would be a valuable addition to the radical element
and that the War Farty should invite him to come to Texzs,
41lthough he did not participate in the military events of the
Hevolution, he did furnish provisions for Houston's army and
gave Tinancial and material aid to the infant Republic., Groce
did not live very long after the Hepublic was established.
He died in November, 1836, one month after Houston became the
first Fresident of the Hevublic of Texas.25

Bdwin Waller was one of the more avid advocates of Texas

independence and was one of the first to defy osutright Mexican
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authority. Born in Spottsylvania County, Virginia, he came

to Texas from Misgouri in 1831, Bettling in the Bragoria
region he received title te one league of land in July, 1831,
and established a cotion plantation on Uyster Creek., He also
owned a small vessel, the Sabine, which he used to transpoft
cotton znd various other products to New Orleans and other
markets. Waller begen to take anm active part in the activities
of the War Farty as early as 1832 when he joined Lieutenant
tenry D, Brown's comvany and particirated in the Batile of
Velasco. Wallerlwas responsible for the rurchase of two
cannons which were smuggled into Texas sboard his vessel.
These cannons were later used during the Revolution aboard an
armed vessel.. Alcalde of Brazoria in 1833 and a delegate to
the Consultation in 1835, he served on the General Council
until his election as a delegate to the Convention of 1836.
Waller was one of the few early leaders of the War Farty to
sigﬁ the Texas Declaration of Independence. Following the
Convention he joined the "Hunaway Scrape" and was seen at
Beaumont by Colonel William Gray on the day of the Battle of
Sen Jacinto removing his and William G. Hill's Fegroes from
Texas. Following the Revolution he returned to his plantation
or: Oyster Creek, where he engaged in cotton vlanting., In 1837
the plantation consisted of over 1,000 acres planted in cotton
and corn and worked by seventsen prime field hands. Judge
Waller remszined active in the rpoliticel affairs of Texas until

the Civil War. He was appointed Postmaster General in 1839
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and was a commissioner for the laying out of the state capital
at Austin., He died in Austin on January 3, 1881, one of the
last survivers of the original War Party.26

These men, who came to be designated as the leaders:
of the War Party, were later joined by many other distinguished
Texans such as Sam Houston, Andrew Briscoe, and James C,
Collinsworth. With the exception of Samuel M, Williams they
wers all native Southernerss They came from the well-to-do
class and wers all landowners and slaveholders: Without
axception they all advocated complete independence from
Mexico, and they were all to play important roles in bringing
this about.

Means Used to Encourage
thé Revolutionary Movement
The arrest of Stephen F.. Austin in January, 183%, marked
the heginning of a gradual collapse of the faith of the Texas
colonists: . in the Mexican government and by the time he was:
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released Texas was:on the brink of revolution, and the stage
wag: set for independenceu27 The train of events which led to
the Texas Revolution began in May, 1834, while Austin was:
still in prison in Mexico City. At that time the leading
Centralists in Mexico met and called upon Santa Anna to assume
the powers of a dictator. Within a week Santa Anna violated
his oath of office and became the leader of the Centralist'
revolution. By this act he repudiated the liberal program of
1832. The national Congress was dissolved, as well as state
legislatures and local ayuntamlaentos which did not adhere

to the new policy. By é serieé of unconstitutional acts

the predicate for the absolute abrogation of the Constitution
of 1824 was laid and a centralized government replaced the

federal system set up by the Constitution of 182428

The sending of troops to Texas to prevent any move the
colonists: might make in opposition to the new program had
been the plan of Santa Anna all along. The supposed reason
for this action was to protect the colonists from Indian
attacks and to help re-establish the collection of custom
duties: in Texasi. This, however, was just an excuse. Santa

Anna, like many other Mexicans, suspected that the Texas

27Eu§ene C,. Barker, “Stephen F Austin and the Independence
of Texas, Qnau.e.slz Historical éﬁmm,
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colonists were planning independence and he was determined
to block this. In January, 1835, Captain Antonlo Tenorio
and a small force arrived at Anahunac to reopen the fort there.
From the beginning conditions were bad and much discontent
and friction eristed over the collection of the duties. On
the night of June 12 an incident occurred which was to have
far-reaching effects. The occasion was an attempt made by
an #dnahuac merchant, #dndrew Briscoe, to send an empty box out
from the port. Briscoe and DeWitt O, Harris were arrested
by Tenorio and as they were being conducted to jail one of the
Mexicsn soldiers shot an innocent by-stander. The incident
of the empty box was not the only grievance Tenoric had
against Briscoe. Briscoe had been the ringleader in arranging
a meeting that had been held at Harrisburg on June k&, at
which an agreement was reached to meet again on the 6th and
march against Anahuwac. The agreement listed the grievances
against the :lexican government concerning the administration
of the customs laws and was signed by Briscoe, Harris, and
fifty-four others. The entire incident caused great excite-
ment throvghout Austin's colony.29

On June 21 there occurred another incident which greatly

added to the general excitement in Texas. On that date a
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government courier from General Cos was searched by members:
of the War Party and definite indications of the plans of the
central government were discovered.. Also, dispatches from

Cos to Tenorio were found which said that troops were being
sent to Texas. These discoveries bore out everything that was
being said by the War Farty and they made the most of them..
The most immediate result of the disclosures was a proclama-
tion issued by James B. Miller, the Political Chief of the
Department of the Brazos, which urged the people to organize
and called them to arms for a march on the Mexican authorities
at San Antonio,. This encountered strong opposition, but while
the excitement was still high the War Earﬁy held a meeting at
San Felipe on June 22. Robert M, Williamson addressed the
people, calling upon them to rally to the support of "1iberty,
the Constitution, and federation.™ .Also fSahta Anna's viola-
tions of the Constitution of 1824 were denounced and the
determination to maintain it was: affirmed.3® The majority of
the colonists, however, were not yet ready to take such a
stand. The next day a simllar meeting was called at Columbia,
but the conservatives blocked the attempt of the War FParty to
pass resolutions supporting the San Felipe meeting. Resolutions
were adopted protesting war-like acts caleculated to involve
Texas in open conflict with the national government, but

before action could be taken on these resolutions, the War

30Johnson Lexas and Texans, I, 206-208; Binkley, %
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Party took a step of utmost gravity.3l The more radical
elements had held a secret meeting following the San Felipe
meeting of June 22 and adopted resolutions authorizing volunteers:
to expel Tenorio's garrison from Anahuac. On the night of
June 29 twenty-five men under the leadership of William B.
Travigs captured the fort and forced Tenorio to surrender..
When word of this action became known there was a storm of
condemnation throughout Texas. A wave of peace sentiment was
sweeping over Texas and public'opinion had changed. Travis
became the target for a great deal of personal criticlsm
and hig actions were regarded as ill-advised and rash. In
early September, 1835, he wrote an explanation and justifica-
tion of his aet and sent it to Henry Smith with the intention
that it be published in the Iexas Rgoumblican. It was never
published, but the original copy was preserved and in it
Travis made this statement concerning his actions..

+ « oBeing highly excited by the circumstances: then

stated, I volunteered in that expedition, with no

other motives than patriotism and a wish to aid my

suffering countrymen in the embarrassing strait to

which they were likely to be reduced by military

tyranny. I was casually slected the commander of

the expedition, without selieiting the appointment.

1 discharged what 1 conceived to be my dg%y to my

country to the best of my abilitye. « « »

The counter move started at Columbia in late June had

the effect of driving the War Farty to cover, and sentiment for

3131nkley, fexas Revolution, p. 50.
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the conservative course spread throughout Texas during the

next month. The more radical leaders in the War Farty closely
watched events in Mexico, and they were convinced that when a
mzjority of the colonists realized the full intentions of the
reactionaries in control of the government they would resist.
The leaders of the War FYarty were fully convinced that the

only way of saving Texas from despotism was to keev all lexican
foreces out of Texas. They began spreading reports of %the
progress of centralism in HMexico and of the determination of
the Mexican government %o overwhelm Texas by milltary ocecupa-
tion. On July Wth Robert M, Williamson published an addresé

to the people of Texas, explaining the motives of the June 22
meeting at San Fellpe and warning them of the dangers that
threatened Texas. He further stated that the Mexican army was
coming to Texas to compel the citizens to obedience and liberate
the slaves. In this speech Willismson assumed only one line

of reasoning which may be termed defensive. He realized that
many of the colonists were under the iripression that the chief
source of opposition to Santa Anna stermed from the invalida-
tion of the state laws which had permitted lzrge~scale land
speculations., Williamson endeavored to show in his speech that
steculation was a false issue dragged 1n to obscure the real
concerns. e several times mentioned his disdain of the specu-

lators and hade his own position on speculation guite clear:

I have been your fellow citizen for years, and you
cannot believe that I am influenced by speculation.
Un the honor of a man I assure you that have all
to lose and notning to gain by the disturbances of
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our country; and I am in no way connected either

with the speculation of the speculators: . . .
He went on to brand Santa sAnna as a dictator and advocated the
seigure of San Antonio by force. Williamson attempted to explain
the true stzate of affairs and said that Mexican soldiers were
being sent to Texas not because of land speculation but to
compel the colonlsts to obedience to the new goverament, force
them to give up thelr arms, liberate their slaves, and sunport
a dictator. He said in part:

« + JLet us no longer sleep in our posts, let us

resolve to prepare for Wars and resolve to defend

our country against the damger that threatens it.

. « JAlready we czn alnost hear the bugles of our

enemiess already have some of them landed on our

coast; and you must prepare to fight. Liberty or

Death should be our determination and let us one

and a1l unite to protect our country from all

invasion, and not lay down our arms so long as a

goldier 1s seen in our limits. :
There is no evidence to show that Williamson was in any way
connected with the gigantic land sveculations of 1834 and
1835, so his speech was not an attempt to explolt the natural
fears of the colonists to cover up specnlation. However, he
did vlay upon the fears of the peorle in regard to the
emancipation of slaves and the possibhility of a slave insur-
rection. He was trying to convince the settlers of some type

of concerted actlon and in particular the need for znother

convention.>> This ringing appeal vroduced little resulgs.
33R,M, Williamson's address of July 4 1835, Circular
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Most expressions of public sentiment during the next few weeks
were conservative in character and followed the general lines
of the Columbia resolutions. The people believed that the
alarming rumors were being spread by land speculators in hopes:
of profiting from an agitation of the public. Throughout July
local meetings continued to express views condemning all
violate action and promoting peace, although many expressed
themselves in favor of holding a general consultation.3t
Opinion differs as to the role played by the land specula-
tors in promulgating the Texas Revolution. Barker states that
neither the speculators nor the speculations contributed much
to the coming of the revolution. On the ofther hand such
writers as Benjamin Iundy and William Channing maintain that
the speculators stirred up all the agltation in Texas in order
to shield themselves and save their land grants., The truth
geems to be that the speculators had a keenier sense of the
‘'plans of Santa Bnna for centralization of the government and
a much better understanding of the true situation in Mexico
than those who had remained in Texas. Following the adjourn-
ment of the state legislature in the spring of 1835, the
¥onelova speculators: returned to Texas and sought to convince
the colonists that the dissolutibn of the state legislature

constituted the first step in Santa Anna's plan to make Texas
a military ecolony. The people, in general, thought that the

speculators' talk of invasion was merely a smoke sereen to

MJonnson, Texas and Texans, I, 248-249, 227-228.
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protect their interests.3” The colonists pald little atten-
tion to %the rumors coming out of Mexico, although some
concern existed over the speculators' agitation on the part
of some of the wealthier colonists. One planter objected %o
taking up arms against Mexico for the purpose of rrotecting

36

a few unprincirpled land speculators. Generzlly the percep-
tion of the colonists was dulled by land speculation and con-
certed action was delayed. The revolution itself was slow in
getting under way because many of the colonists hesitated to
support what they believed to be a speculator's war.s/ The
slaveholders and leaders of the War Farty realized that they
had to overcome the peovle's fear of a war on behalf of the
speculators bhefore they could gain support for their course
of action., Thus Wiliiamson and the other War Farty leaders
disclaimed any connection with the speculators or the specula-
tions and endeavored to show the people that speculation was
a Talse issue. To helyr overcome the people's fear of a
speculators? waer the War Farty played on their fears of slave
enancivation. Hand@bills were vrinted by the War Farty

giving reports of travelers returning from Mexico that Santa

» 35Wi11iams, Anjmating Pursuits of Speculation, op. 200,
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Anna was leading an army of 5,000 to free the sglaves and turn
them loose on the whites.38
Neanwhile, on July 11, a Central Comnittee of Vigilance,

Correspondencé, and Safety was being formed at 3an Felipe by

delegates from Columbie, Hina, and San felipe. This committee

named Don Carlos Barrett and Bdward Gritten to visit General

Cos and explain the situstion in Texes and the position of

the colonists.S” This action did not satisfy the more aggres-
sive leaders. In late July they bezan a movement for a general
convention of =211 Texas. On July 25 a notice signed‘by such

leaders as William H. Wharton, W.H., Bynum, W,G., Hill, and

William T. Austin appeared in the ITexas Hepublicap which called

for a meeting to be held =zt Columbiz on July 30 for the

rurpose of expressing the sentiment of the people in regard

to having a general convention. This meeting dissolved with

no concrete results, as the najority of those present were

~of the Feace Yarty, but another meeting was called for August 15.

After the adjournment of this meeting the members of the War |
Farty met and decided to work quietly to unite all those

| throughout Texas who favored their course of action. Frank

W. Johnson and Moseley Bzker were sent to Bast Texas to arouse

sentiment for the cause of the War Party in that area. So

| 381_1'.& - " x 1 fu
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it was that the War Farty secretly began to effect a compact
organization.

The Feace Party was still in control down at least to the
middle of August. Bdward Gritten in a letter to Colonel Domingo
de Ugartechea assured him that the people desired peace.
William B, Travis, too, admitted the strength of the Farty.
The unexpected reaction of the public to Travis' actions at
Anahuac csused him to consider whether he and the War Farty
were moving too fast. In a letter to James Bowie, written on
July 30, he said:

The truth is, the people are much divided here.

The peace party as they styls themselves, 1 believe

are the strongest, and make much the most nolse.

Unless we could be united, had we not better be

guiet and settle down for a wnhile? There 1s no

doubt but that a central government will be

established. . « I do not know the minds of the

people upon the subject, but if they had a bold

and determined leader, am inclined to think

they would kick against it. . . .God knows what

we are to dol 1 am determined, for one, %o go

with ny countrymen: right or wrong, sink or

swim,hi;ve or die, survive or perish, I am with

them, ™
The resolutions passed at a meeting held at San Jacinto on
August 8 reflect the clearest statement of the view of the
intelligent conservatives. They were yprepared by David G,
Burnet and stated that the conservatives would accent the

change from the Constitution provided the military was kept

4030
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out of Texas and the country was guaranteed from oppression.
If the peace mission of Barrett and Gritten had succeeded
these resolutions might have been the basls upon which the
policy of submission could have been carried into effect.ha
The peace mission failed, however, and the course of events
turned in another direction.

On July 25, 1835, a letter written by James H.C. Miller
to a friend, John W, Smith, of San Antonio, contained a pro-
posal for putting an end to all the trouble in Texas. Miller
proposed that all the leaders of the War Party be arrested
immediately. Smith showed the letter to Colonel Ugartechea.
An order was promptly issued to the Folitical Chief of the
Department of the Brazos for the arrest of six prominent men~-
Lorenzo de Zavala and the five ringleaders in the capture of
Tenorio, Frank W, Johmson, William B. Travis; R.M. Williamson,
Mosely Baker, and S.M. Williams. The order resulted in a
rapid change in popular sentiment. The activities of the War
Farty were revitalized and even the Feace Party was opposed to
such actions by the authorities. 43 Austin had been released
from prison through the intervention of Santa Anna, who believed
that Austin would be instrumental in restoring order in Texas.
Austin came home with the hope that the situation might still

be saved and war averted, but he found the situation in Texas

lh"%h:»]c:mson, Iexas and _ﬁzana, 1, 227-228; Binkley, Texag
Rgvolution, pp. 58-59.

%37onn
son, _exﬁa Texans, 1, 240; Binkle %xu_e.mlnﬁm
P. 573 Stephens Texas and the Mexican War," % ,

in Polities, pp. 59-60-
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eritical. The Texas of 1833, faithful to Hexico, had now given
way to a rebellious Texas. During Austin's imprisonment
strong popular excitement had been kindled in Texas by the
radical minority. The country was divided between those who
advocated resistance to Santa Anna's policies of centraliza-
tion anéd those who still counseled patience and submission.
Austin's arrival in Texas at this crucial moment was both
timely and fortunate as nis attitude toward the movement for
a general consultation became of Immediste Importance. Shortly
after his return he addressed a gathering at Brazoria and
clearly outlined the situation fzcing Texes and the course
that he felt should be taken. This speech had the effect of
uniting all Texas on a common platform. He regarded the pre-
servation of peace as almost almost impossible. He ended his
speech with a toast that united Texas:

The constitutional rights and security and peace

of Texas~-they ought to be maintained:; and,

jeopardized as they now are, they demand a

general consultation of the people.
On three essential issues Austin declared himself to be in
accord with the War Farty. He was for a consultation, resistance
to the introduction of troops, and maintaining the constitu-
tlonal rights of the c¢olonists and the security of Texas. The

most iniportant feature of his speech, however, was that he set

forth a clear-cut legal basis for any course the majority of
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the people might decide upon. The esteem in which Austin
was held caused his views to be generally adopted.hu
Immediately following the Brazoria meeting Austin went
to San Felipe, where he became a member of the Committee of
Vigilance and Safety. In late Sepiember Augstin issued his most
radical utterance to that date in a circular sent out by the
San Felipe Committee of Safety. Word had been received of
the advance of General Cos toward Bexar. The directive read
in part:
War is our only resouce kie]--and there is no other
Selves by tomce:of srme. . o .Gy oW country, and our-
This prompt decision for war by Austin was inevitable in light
of the statement he had made in his Brazoria speech. The War
and Feace Partles were drawing cléser together by this time..
This and the fact that Austin was still the leader of his colony
and of Texas was:illustrated by a letter written by William
B, Travis to Austin on September 22,

All eyes are turned towards you; and the independent
stand you have taken has given the Sovereigns
confidence in themselves--Texas can be wielded by
you and you alone; and her destiny is now completely
in your hands--~l have every confidence that you

3 L‘i;;?:>f1rlst>n Texas ang _.ems,, l& 147 %%8 261 6&635’
ancro th% gxiga% “ggaa. 162-1 oote
and the Texaus, I, 56-57; Wortham: Higtory of i.exaa, ’

f 19-'
h5Focte, Texas and Lhﬂ mgxana, II, 67~-68; Ferrigo, Texas

%gg Our §£ﬁ§§ﬂﬂ Scuthwast, 127, Austin to the Columbia
ommittee ptember 17 1835 Augtin Papers, 111, 128-129,

%%?tin to W.D.C. Hall, éeptember 19, 1835, _yajin *apgna,
129,
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will guide us safe through all our perils--~this

is not the base flattery of a gervile mind--but

is the reasoning of one ardent in his country's

cause, and who wishes to unite his feeble efforts

wit@ those who have thg power and inc&%ﬂatian to

lead us in safety to the desired end.

The outbreak of hostilities between the Texans and a
lexican Force in October, 1835, necessitated a declaration
to the world of reasons why Texas had taken up arms. For
this purpose a "Consultation of the chosen delegates of all
Texas" met at San Felipe on Fovember 3.”7

The first question before the Consultation was to decide
whether to declare the inderendence of Teias or contend for
the restoration of the Constitution of 1824k, A4 large propor-
tion of the delegates believed that inderendence was inevitable
gooner of later, but a majorlity believed it inexpedient %o
take such 2 step at this time. The views of those who
opposed independence prevailed and the delegates voted thirty-
three to fifteen not to declare independence. On November 7,
1835, a unanimous declaration was adopted stating that the
people of Texas had taken up arms in defense of their rights

and liberties and in defense o the Constitution of 1824

and that they were "no longer, norally or ecivilly bound by

L}' ]
o 6Travis to Austin, September 22, 1835, Austin Fapers,
I1L, l}éjlWard, "Fre-Revolutionary Activities in Bragzoria
County," Southwestern Historiesl Quarterly, LXIV, 229,

7Eggene C.rBarkera "Texan Declaration of Causes for Taking
Up drms Against Mexico," Southwestern Historical ,
XV (January, 1912), 182-183; Binkley, Bxpansioni %N%xﬁgllx :
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the compact of union.” They offered to join with those

Mexicans who stood by the Constitution of 1824 and whose rights;

like those of the Texans, were "threatened by encroachments
of military despotse'" The declaration went on to state that
"they do not acknowledge that the present authorities of the
nominal Mexiean Republic have the right to govern within the

" The declaration further contained the

limits of Texas.
statenent that Texas had the right to withdraw from the
‘Mexican union and to establish an independent rrt)*'\re:trnment.}"8
The rest of the work of the Consultation was concerned
with establishing a provisional government and organizing
an army. The plan for the civil government was chiefly drawn
up by Henry Smith.. It was significant that Smith, an avowed
leader of the War Party, wag elected governor of the prow
visional govermment over Austin by a vote of thirty-one to
twenty-two. A& Generzl Council was created, with one repre-
sentative from each municipality, for the purpose of co-oper-
ating with the governor. Before the Consultation adjourned
on November 1k & very important resolution was adopted. On
the motion of John A Wharton, it was:
| Resolved, That the Governor and Council be
empowered to issue writs of electlion %o fill

any vacancles that may occur in this body,
and for the representation of those jurisdictions

" H&Barker, "Texan §§°1a§§t1§§ o% Causes*" §gu£§mﬁﬁiﬂ£n
sstorical 173-1857 Binkley, lexas

Be 79, 101-102; S e of Hanry m’ rDe-85; Hewerl,
History of m in -mﬁ.s ‘PP 62«63,
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§§F££§; Eééiz:ented or o Q&%ﬁﬁ ﬂé%ﬁiég?

first of - —nsxi-—
It was by this arréngémént that the Council called the
Convention of 1836 for the purpose of declaring Texas inde-
pendent of Mexico, thus playing directly into the hands: of
the War Party.*9

At the time of the adjournment of the Consultation of
1835 most of the colonists did not favor independence.. The
great majority of the people were more interested in their
cotton crops than in the revolution. Within a few months,
however, the majority was forced to made a decision on
submission to Santa Anna or independence .. 0

The striking similarities of the American, French, and
Bolshevik Revolutions may also be discerned in the Texas
Revolution.. Each was: promulgated and started by a minority.
In the case of the Texas Revolution this minority consisted
of the leading radical slaveholders who wished to protect
their property. They thought that their continued economic
prosperity depended upon the retention of the institution of
slavery. When their property was threatened by the Mexican
authorities this radical minority began to organize.a ecourse

of resistance.

li'9Brm..v‘n, Lﬁéﬁ et Egn:x,ﬁmijgﬁ pp. 8- 83, Stephenson,

"Texas ggd the Mexican War," _hﬁ Xrontier in Eolitics,.
Y. - . o

505tephanson "Texas and the Mexican War," The Frontier
dn ..g:mma, pp.. 6768,



Because they were few in number they had 1ittle influence
at first. However, from 1831 on the War Farty, as the minor-
ity element in Texas was called, began a movement to force
the majority to take a stand. Such events as the attacks on
Apnanuae in 1832 and 1835, the Battle of Velasco, the various
public meetings, and the speeches and writings of the War
Fatty leaders were all designed by the radical minority to
force the issue.

Fortunately for the War Farty the lexican authorities
rescted in the right way. From the beginning of 1834 on
Santa Anna played into their hands by attempting to force
hig centralization scheme on the Texas colonists. Santa
Anna's determination to use military force to eliminate any
resistance on the part of the Texans and to bring them into
line with the rest of liexico forced the majority %o take

sides and accept a revolutionary course of action.



CHAFTER V

ANALYSIS OF ThE SIGNERS OF THE
THXA5 DECLARATLOH OF INDEFENDENCE

Statistical Survey of the Signers

During the winter of 1835-1836 public opinion in Texas
began to crystallize toward the belief that the time had arrived
for independence from Mexico. IBven Sterhen F., Austin urged
that the independence of Texas should be proclaimed, and other
Texcs leaders were equally decided on the matter.l The
convention which assembled on Tuesday, Harch 1, 1836, at
Washington-on-the-Brazos, met under deprressing circumstances.
Almost every hour brought rumors or bits of news relative to
the advance of the Mexican forces. Hxcltement was at its
height when word was recelved of the slege of the Alamo. The
delegates lost little time in discussion and immedintely went
to work on the business at hand.®

Sixty-two delegates had been elected to the'éonvention,
but only fifty-nine were present at the proceedings and sigred

the Declaration of Inderendence. Three delegates, James Kerr

lJames K. Greer “The Committee on the Texas Declaration

of Inde endence S 3;§Lgxgggl gggzxgxlx LK (April
1927) 39, Aus%ln to ouston, _anuary 75 1 36 Augtin Eapers, ,3
1iSey fB:J.Mu—:*r, Aegadings in Texas History, p. 23k,

®Wortham, History of Texas, LII, 217.
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of Jackson, John J. Linn and Juan antonio radilla of Victoria,
arrived too late to take any part in the convention. Linn
later stated that the advance of the Mexican army in their
region prevented their attendance at the convention.S> When
the convention met on March 1, forty-four delegates were
preseﬂt.h Seven others took their seats the next day, March 2.
One delegate was seated on March 3 and 4; three on lirrch 63
and one on iarci 7, 10, and 11.5 Very few of the delegates
hed served as delegates to the Consultation of 1835 or the
Conventions of 1832 and 1533. ©One explanation for the fact
that very few of the delegates to the Convention of 1836

had served in the previous conventions was that many of those
who hed been delegates to the other conventions were now
serving in the Texas army. #nother explanation was that
these earlier conventions had been made up of conservatives

and with the change in %the temper of opinicn delegates with

3Kem §;gngxﬁ, p. i, v, Greer, "Committee on the Texas
5eclarat10n of Independence," bgu%ngegt T Hig;g:lgal ngg;g;lx,
XXX 2403 R, Henderson Shuffler, Ark of the Covenant of the

Qﬁglan%ﬁagn of Independence College St%tion, Texas, 1961),
% 12; John Linn, ﬂg%inisgﬁng s of Fifiv Years in Texas
A"Lu 3 65

stin, 1935), tp.

L

Colonel William F. Gray in his Diary says that only forty-
one delegates were present on Harch 1, but the Journal of the
Convention llsts forty-four delegatcs as being present on that
date. Gray, Diary, p. 121; J of the Conveption of 1836
in Gammel, i of ngga, i 824-8253 “rroceedlnvs of the Conven-
tion, uarcn 2, 18 6," File Number @92, 4
Library, Austln- emv Signers, p. xil.

%Garmel, Laug of Tamas, T, 827-038, 843, Bp-B4e, 081, 802;
i

Keip, Signers, pp. -xiii.

s, lexas State
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more radical ideas had been chosen. Of the fifty-nine
delegates four had been delegstes to the Convention of 1832;
four to the Convention of 1833; thirteen to the Consultation
of 1835; and six had been members of the Generzl Council.
The delegates to the Counvention of 1832 were William Menefee,
Charles Taylor, Thomag J. Gazley, and Claiborne West. Those
sent to the Convention of 1833 were Gagley, Jesse Crimes, A.B.
Hardin, and Sam Houston. The thirteen delegntes sent to the
Consuliation included five men who hed attended the two
previous conventions, lenefee, Houston, Grimes, Hardin, and
West. The eight other delegates were Lorenzo de Zavala, John
W, ligore, James 3. Woods, Zdwin Waller, John 5.D. Byronm,
Stephen H, Bveritt, HMartin Fermer, and Thomas Barnett. The
six menmbers of the General Council were Menefee, Grimes, Farmer,
Waller, Zarnett, and James Fower.©

Only ten of the delegates had been in Texas prior to
Jonuary 1, 1830, and fifteen had arrived in 1835. It was
from those who arrived after 1830 that the War Farty drew
most of their strength. Many of those who came to Texns after
1830 came directly from the Southern states of the United
States and most of them were slaveowners. They brought with
them the more rzdical ldeas on slavery and the course of action
that should be followed by Texas. The meske~upn of the conven-

tion constitutes clear evidence of the sgcendency of radical

Diregtory, pp. 18-22; Brown, Life of Henry
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control. Austin, the leading conservative, was in the United
States, whilc the radicals were represented by such leading
members of the War Farty as Sam Houston, Andrew Briscoe, James
Collinsworth, and Sdwin Waller. Thirteen delegates openly

were affiliated with the War Party and the rest of the delegates
followed their lead. By this time, too, sdustin and mosi of

the other lsading conservatives had endorced comvwlete indepen-
dence for Texzs and public opinion now supported the move.’

The convention was called to order by George C, Childress

¢ Filam., James W. Collinsworth of Brazoria was chosen chair-
man pro-tem and W.i. farris, secretary oro-tem. ZHegular
officers were then elected. Hichard ¥1lis of Pecan Foint was
chosen vresident of the convention and H,S. Kimble was elected
to gserve as secretary.

Certain general conclusions emerge from a statistiecal
survey of the signers of the Texas Declaration of Inderendence.
Of the fifty-nine sizners itwo were notive Texans and life-long
residents, Francisco Bulz and his nephew Jose intonio Navarro,
both of Sah Antonio. Included 2lso was an Znglishman, a
Canadian, an irishmen, a Scotsmen, and a native of lexico,

Forty-Tfour signers had been born in the southern states of the

3

Garrison, Texas, v. 210; Kermp, 8igners, p. i.

o

) Greer, ﬁCommlttee on the Texss Declaration of Independence,'
9gg§nqg5§§;g Higtorical L, 240-241; Barker,
J:igs ] in Texsas jSEQEEZ: Do ’- Gam mel, LQItS of Texag, I,
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United States, with Virginis, Vorth Carolina, and Tennessee
the leading states. Seven came from the liddle Atlantic and
New #ngland states.
Table II gives the birthplaces of the signers. The majority
of the signers of the Texas Declaration of Inderpendence were

born in eight southern states.

TablLi 11

.I.

OF INDEPENDENCE.-BY FLACE OF BIRTH

State .. Number .~ Fer cent

0
o

South
Virginia
North Carolina
South Caroclina
Georgia
Kentucky
Tennessee
lMississiprpl
Texes

= 4t
P D ON O
~3

I\TOIith 12
liggsachusetts
Fenngylivania
Hew York
ligw Jersey

oL

Foreign 8
Hexico
British Bapire

England
Scotland
Ireland
Canada

el St ST Y

Total 59 _ _ 100
33oource= Kemp, Signersg, p. xxiil; Lowrie, Culture Conflict,
‘E:"I -
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Pifty-seven of the signers moved to Texas. Only one signer,
Thomas Barnett of San Felipe, was a member of Austin's original
colony and had come to Texas in 1823. One signer came in 18253
one in 1827; two in 18284 and one in 1829. On January 1, 1830,
only ten of the fifty-nine signers were living in Texas. In
that year ten moved to Texas, and in 1831 six more arrived.
Three signers immigrated in 1832, five in 1833, and eizht in
183%. Seventeen of the signers come to Texas as late as

1835 and 1836. Those who came at this time "never had the
opportunity or misfortune to live under the rule of whiech they
complained in the Declaration of Independence. "0 Fifty
sizners immigrated to Texas directly from Southern states,

with Tennessee, Alabama, Lonisiana, and Kentucky the leading
areas. When compared to place of birth, Table IIl indicates
that many of the signerz had moved westward previously, and

the shift to Texas constituted a second or even a third

relocation.

G cs . .s .
Kernp, Sigpers, vp. xvi-s vii, xxi.
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TABLE III
SIGNERS OF THE TEXAS DECLARATION
OF INDEPENDENCE-~BY FLACE EMIGRATED FROM

State Number Eer cent

South _ 85
Virginia
North Carolina
Georgla
Kantueky
Tennessee 1
Florida
Alabama,
Mississippi
Louisiana
Arkansas
Missouri

North 9
Penngylvania
New York
111inois

=
=JAWA N FTTO D Covnan o

FL0~I O OOk o
]

N PO

Native Texans:

Foreign 3
Mexico 2

T 89 1
Source:  Kemp 'éigggza PR: 1-350 Dixon, Meg W ﬁgﬁg.
EWM, PP 1"570 aker, Lfexag S -_m, De- . ,

of the fifty—nine men who participated in the proceedings:

of the Convention of 1836 forty were under the age of forty..
Along side men of training and talent worked those of lesser
capacity. They had a wealth and variety of political
institutions to draw from because of the large number of

states represented.ll Of the total number only four had had
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extensive political experience. Houston, Samuwel F. Carson,
and Robert Potter (whose sanity was questionable) had served
in the United Statem Congress and Lorenzo de Zavala in
various capacities in the Mexican government.l? Four,
Carson, Bichard Ellis, Martin Farmer, and de Zavala, previously
had helped write other constitutions. BSix signers had served
in state legislatures.. These included Carson (North Carolinal,
Benjamin B, Goodrich (Alabama}, Jose Antonio Navarro
(Coahuila y Texasd, Parmer (Missouri), Eotter (North Carolinal,
and de Zavala (Yucatan and Mexico).l3

A survey of the economic. interests of the signers of
the Texas Declaration of Independence results in certain
definite conclusions. For the most part the signers were
landholders and vitally interested in the economic future of
Texas. They represented various economic groups ranging from
large=-scale planters and small farmers: to merchants.énd

professional men. Sixteen gigners were lawyers: by profession,

py Signers, pp. 45-56, 173-188, 258-277, 370-380;
ﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁé&ﬂxaa _zﬂnq’pp- 77-79, 219-22i, 7-1453
conpiled b ‘Ansel Wold (ﬁ‘ hinﬁton, DeC., 192 E. 793 Za ta

Fulmore amuel Prlce Carsnn Quarteriy af Stata
H cal Assoels tJanuary, 1905 , 263~266 rane,
-4 n;f.'._ma.am, PDe H6=H7, 4 ames,

13Kamg §i5ﬂﬁ2&3 pp. 96=106, 140-1ld¢, 235-2552 Dixon, Man

¥ho Made L PR 43, w223, 24327, 11»7_151:,, W. S. Cleaves,
oTenzo de. vala in

XCVI (July, 1932), 29~32; tﬁaymand step, Torenzo -de  romid

and the Texas Revolutien E%utm .j.m:iml Quarterly,
LVII (January, 1954 -
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six were physicians, one a teacher, and one 2z Methodist
ninister. Fifteen were of the planter class, and at least
nine ovned more than twenty slavess A number of the planters
and professional men engaged in various mercantile and
commercial business. Lany of the merchants and those engaged
in commerce were also substantial landowners and often engaged
in planting on the side. Folitically and economically these
nen were very close to the planter class: They were vitally
ilnterested in protecting slavery as their continued prosperity
depended upon its retention. Their livelihoods were geared

%o the production of cotton and other agricultural products.
So they joined with the planters %o rrotect the basis of

thelr economy--slavery.. 2t one time or another eighteen
slgners were engaged in some type of business enterprise.
“hree, Sterling C. Robertson, James Fower, and Lorenzo de
Zavala, had received enpresario contracts from the Meriecan
government. A number of the others engaged in various land
speculations. Table IV gives the professions of the signers
of the Texas Declaration of Independence. The first colun
gives those who were trained for = particular yrofession

or designated that the listed profession was their only means
of livelinood. The last column gives those signers who
actually practiced their zrofessions at the time of 4lre
gigning of fhe Declaration of Inderendence. Beczuse a

number of the signers engaged in a nunber of enterprises these

have been indicated by the number in parenthesise
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TAZLE IV
SIGNERS OF THE TEXAS DECLARATION
0Ff INDEPANDENCE-~BY FPROFESSICHES

Humber Mumber

Frofession Irained Ingaged

For In

Fhysicians 6% (1) ly

Lawyers 15% (2) L
Planters (large-

scale) o* (6) 11

Small Farmers 7 8

Merchants 15 17

Teachers 1 1

tiinisters 1 1

Folitieians 1 2

Spldiers 2 7

PSUrVeyors 2 .

Frinters 1 2

*Number of signers engoged in this profession as well as
some other. One rhfs:Lc:Lan was also a merchant: fwo lawyers
were also rLnters. four vlanters were also merchonts and
two engaged in volitics.

Spurce: Kemp §;ga_;§,pp. 1- 3ﬂ0 Dixon, jgn'_gg tgde
__M .i.’.m.e., DD 3701 bhu.nflcr, Ark of the Cgvenant of fhe
Lfexas Deglaration of C8y Te 15
As seen from the table the Convention of 1836 was dominaoted
by men of the upper economic class--planters, lewyers,
merchants, and physicians., &1l the signers definitely stood
to profit economically from the declaring of Texas indepen-
dence. The property of all was more secure. 4n independent
Texes which would protect proverty rights and slavery was

of utmost importance to these men,
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Table V is a summary or resumé of some of the signifi-
cant facts. concerning the signers of the Texas Declaration
of Independenca. Given in this table are the names of the
signers, their approximate age at the time independence was:
declared on March 2, 1836, the year in which they came to
Texas and established permanent residence, the place they
emigrated from or the state they designated as their former
residence, and the manicipality they represented in the
Convention of 1836.. Southerners dominated the convention..
A pajority of the signers were southern by birth and - had
come to Texas direetly from the southern states of the
United States bringing with them southern traditions and
ideas. The coanvention was a fairly young body with forty
being the average age. All of the gigners with the exception
of fourteen had lived under Mexican authority and had.
expgrienced the various abuses put forth in the Declaration
of Independence.. This information was obtained at the
time of the convention by Benjamin B. Goodrich, one of the
signers. Included at the end of the table are the threse
elected delegates who were unable to attend the procéedingsr

of the convention.
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SIGNERS OF THE TEXAS DECLARATION
OF INDEPENDENCE
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3 Date Flace  [Municipality
Nanme Age Came Emiﬁrated Elected o
to rom Represent
Texas ‘
Jegse B. Badgett 29 183& Arkangas | Bexar
george g. Barnett t 133 %ississippi gash%ngton
homas barnett 1823 entuc an Felipe
Stephen W. Blount 28 1835 Gecrgigy San Augugtine
John W, Bower 27 1835 Arkansas San Patricio
Aga Brigham 46 1830 Louisiana Brazoria
%ngzeg Eéggoe gg %33% %ississippi ﬁarrisburg
ohn W, on 3 ennesseae ina
John S.D. Byrom 38 1830 Florida Brazoria
Mathew Caldwell 38 1831 Missouri Gonzales
Samuel F. Carson 38 1834 North Carolins| Be@-River
George C. Childress | 32 1835 Tennessee: Milam
Wilijam Clark, Jr, 37 1835 Georgia Sabine
Robert_M. ?oleman 37 1832 Kentucky Mina
James Collinsworth 30 1835 Tennessee Brazorila
Edward Conrad . 26 1835 Fennsylvania | Refugle
William C, Crawford | 31 183E Alabanma Shelby
Richard Ellis 54 183 Alabama Red River
?tgghgﬁ ﬁ. Bveritt 22 iggg g:w Eoik gaspei
0 sher rginia onzales
8. Rhodes Fisher 1 1830 Fennsylvania | Matagorda
%ﬁmss Tj Ggig;Sr 6? 12%3 %ouisiana ggbine
omas J, Gazley 3 1 ouisiana ina
?enjamén B. Goodrich ag 1%%% ilagama gashington
ease Grimes 1027 labama ashington
Robart Hamilton 53 1834 North Carolins Red River
Bailey Hardeman 5] 1835 Tennessee Matagorda
gugusfigg B; Hardin 38 iggg %ennessee gigiriy
amuel Houston : gnnessee efugio
William D, Lacey 3& 1831 Tennessee Cologado
bert H., Lgttimer 6 1%%&? Tennessee Red River
win O. Lelrand 3 1 Alabama San Augustine
Collin MeKinney 70 1831 Kentucky Red River
Samiel A. Maverick 33 1835 Alabams Bexar
Michel B. Menard 31 1832 I11inols Liberty



TABLE V--Continued
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Date Place Munieipality
Nane Age Came Enigrated ‘Blected to
' to’ Tom Represent
Texas
William Menefee 40 1830 Alabama Colorado
John W,. Moore: 3 1830 Tennessee Harrisburg
J. William Motley 2 1835 Kentucky Goliad
J. Antonio Navarro L1 Native Bexar
Martin Parpmer 58 182 Missouri San Augustine
Sydney O, Fenington | 27 183 Arkansas Shelby
Robert Fotter 6 1833 North Carolina|Nacogdoches
James Fower 8 183 Mexico Refugio
John S, Roberts 40 1827 Louisiana Nacogdoches
Sterling C, Robertsom 50 1830 Tennegssee Milam
Francisco Ruiz 5k Native Bexar
Thomas J. Busk 32 1835 Georgia Nacogdoches
William B, Scates: 30 1831 Louisians Jefferson
George W. Smyth 33 1830 Alsbama Jasper
Elijah Stapg 53 1830 Missouri Jackson
Charles B. Stewart 0 1830 Louisiana San Felipe
James G, Swigher 1 33 Tennessee Washington
Charles S. Taylor 28 82 New York Nacogdoches
David Thomas 35 183 Tennessee. Refugio
John Turner 3% 183 Tennessse San Fatricio
Edwin Waller 35 1831 Missouri Bragzoria
Claiborne West 36 1831 Louisiana Jefferson
James B, Woods b 1830 | Kentucky Liberty
Lorenzo de Zavala 7 1835 Mexico Harrisburg
James Kerr* 46 1825 Missouri Jackson
John J, Linn* 3 11830 Ireland Vietoria
J. Antonio Padilla* | 58 Native Victoria

*Elected as delegates to the Convention of 1836, but not

present at 1ts proceedings.

Source. B'

PP V, xvii, xx, xxii, xxviii Shuffler, _zk
tndependence
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The York of the Convention of 1836

As the men who fomented and led the movement for
independence did S0 rrimarily for economic reasecns, and a
major part of thelr thinking revolved around the institution
.of slavery, the Constitution of 1836 would certainly reflect
their views. The vrovisions relative to slavery seemed to
nave caused 1litile or no discussion at the time of their
adoption. Section 9 of the General Frovisions recognized
slavery by providing that all Negroes stlll in bondnge and
who had been slaves prior to their owner's removal to Texas,
were to remain in that state, "provided, the ssid slave shall
be the bona fide property of the person so holding sald slave
as aforessid." Congress was forbidden %to pass laws rrohibit-
ing immigrants from bringing their slaves into Texas and
Congress was forbidden the power of emancipation. Lven slave-
holders were denied the rrivilege of freeing thelr slaves,
exrcept with the consent of Congress, unless they were sent
beyond the boundaries of the Hepublic. Iree Hegross were not
allowed to reside in Texas unless they had the consent of
Congress. The last ctrovision of Section 9 stated that the
importation or nadmission of Hegroes into Texas, except from

15

the United States, constituted piracy and was forever prohibited.

5 lsCoanitutionHof-the Republic %f Texas, Harch 17, 1836,
%cumegzg Tex:s ;SEQ:E, T. 10%: Wortham, Historv of Texss
111, Appendix~ﬁ§, 427.4285  Hupert N, Hicha%dson, "¥raming ’
the Constitution of the fepublic of Texas," Southwestern
Historieal Quarterly, XXLI (January, 19285, 191-219.
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In 1836 no antislavery sentiment existed in Texas. If
such sentiment had been present, any delegate who sinceraly
dasired independence would have been 11l advised to have
recommended any restrictive clauses.. Even Stephen F. Austin,
who had always personally opposed the institution of slavery,
had reached the conclusion more than six months before the
convention that Texas would be a slave area. He stated this
belief in a letter to his cousin, Mary Austin Holley, written
in August, 1835, before he returned to Texas from his imprison-
ment in Mexieo..

« « oIt is very evident that Texas should be

effectually, and fully, Amaricanized,  « «

mamihaamigmm _.tiansz
longer of douhte -+ -« -

Although the traffic in slaves was denounced in the Constitu-
tion of 1836, the economic interests of Texas required that
inmigrants be allowed to bring their property with them.

The formulators of the constitution recognized that the
future progress of Texas depended on emigration from the
southern slaveholding states, and unless future settlers
were allowed to bring their slaves few would come.l?

Texas was:controlled by Southerners; the area had a Southern-
oriented economy and Southern mores. No changelwas conten-

vlated or even imagined.

T 16y _ R .
Mary Ausiis hortiiad,Stakes qud Hepleg, 1 316-317; fgstin to

u173ancroft North Mexican States aml _exa.a, II, 309,
fn. 70




CHAFTER VI

COHCLUSION

The Texas Revolution was not a spontaneous outburst
of patriotic indignation against the tyranny and despotism
of the Mexican government. The majority of the popyulation
were riore interested in their crops then in participating in
armed rebellion against bexico. &ven after hestilities
commenced the rank and file of the vorulation manifested a
surprising degrce of indifference toward the war. It was
the radiczgl agitation of a smell minority.against the econonic
and political policies of the Mexican government that forced
the Texas sevolution.

The movement for the independence of Texss Trom MNexico
developed from the threats of the Mexican government to the
economic prosrerity and future of the rrovertied class in
Texas. With the threats to slavery in various legislative
enactments of the Mexican Congress and the legislature of
Coahuila y Texas, all that could be foreseen by the leaders
of Texas under continued lexican rule was economic ruin and
loss of property. ©OSlavery was the basis of the agricultural

gconony of the Americans. 4in their mind, the destruction of
the institution would not only wreck agriculture, but all

forms of business. Ffaced with the choice of severe propefty

11k
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loss and economic ruin or resistance %o Mexican rule, this
grour chose to resist.

The radical element, which came to be known as the War
Farty, appeared in Texas politics in the early 1830's. At
first they were few in number and had relatively little
influence outside their own economic group, but as tensions
mounted between Texas and lexlco, the Hadicals exploited
fhe situations and increased their influence far beyond thelr
numbers. The leading members of this group were the leading
landowners and slaveholders. For the most part they were
native Southerners who had immigrated to Texas for economic
reasons. They brought their native traditions and ideas with
them, inecluding the institution of slavery, the only type.
of labor system that they had experienced. Geographical
conditions present in Texas also played a part in determining
that slavery be an essential part of the economy. The soil,
ciimate, and location of Texas were extensions of the South,
and cotton became the mainstay of the economy. In the
Southern tradition, Hegro slavery was an essential for the
production of this erop. By threatening to do away with this
institution the Hexican government was severely endangering
the future prosperity of not only Texas but of a substantial
group oi its colonists.

The radical element underlies and colors all of the

relations of the colonists with the Mexican government from
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1831 until the outbreak of the Hevolution. Fear of what
might happen to them economically led the radicals to resist
and defy the authority of the Mexican covernment. At first
this resistance took the feorm of evasion of the laws against
the importation of slaves, immigration, and commerce. Then
it grew into a movement for gseparate statehood with the right
of self-government. #ds the difficulties between the colonists
and the government increaged and multiplied the radical sen-
timent expressed itself in a number of incidents which
involved armed resistance and outright defilance of Mexican
authority. The purpose of these activitiss was to force the
hand of the Mexican government and push the great mass of
Texans to their side. From 1834 on it became a strusgzle for
complete independence on the vart of the members of the War
Party. The War Farty led the movement for a general conven-
tion of a2ll Texas for the purpose of determining the action
that should be tsken. Threatened with military desrotism

on the part of Sants Anna and his determination to bring

the rebellious colonists to complete submission, the radical
leaders succeeded in foreing the majority to choose the

only course possible for them. By the time the Convention
of 1836 met on March 1 there was no longer any doubt as %o
the outcome. The movement for independence culminated with
the severence of all ties with Hexico and the establishment

of the soverelgn Hepublic of Texas on March 2.
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By this move the economic future of Texas and of the
small minority of men who had been instrumental in bringing
it about was assured. Slavery, the foundation of the economy
and wealth of Texas, was protected, until years later, when

another revolution against the United States failled..
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