aria led a band that allegedly attacke,

S ing to Spani 3

stranded Spanish SO nd murdered the ’ n, h
they plundered the shlpdaan of the crew, eXcept for fmg nlllan f:f Indig,,
cwelve-year-old son, a1 The Landrin incident incited the fury of the
descent from the Tgea Spanish Indian agent and commandan at
sult, the >P proposed an elaborate plan f, .

Spaniards. As a re s,
Natchitoches, Athanase de M d at the Karankawas to Gover.

war of extermination and re;loval aime
nor Crox in.October, y 7791:1 an Antonio failed to carry out their plap,

- Spfa arunlsa}:l:l:fhfz::ll: sfor such a campaign ? nf(‘j thet?lzel(,ii t:;s‘;;heir
Em:ien(:ilitary resources to protect Salr<1a An:l‘l){::a::::j ol ;)ani;rdsog;
ever, hostilities prevailed betweECn th; f;, o kawas in the missoe.
the next decade. During that ime, the e D ey had diedsier b

fled to their villages on the coast. By 1790
c:nversion to Christianity, and the Lipan attacks had reached tge Karan-
kawas on the central coast. As a result, the Karankawas were ready to turn

to the Spanish for hel . .

The José Maria years marked an important turning point for the
Karankawas of the central coast. First, a leader emerged that united el-
ements of the heretofore autonomous divisions of the Karankawas. As a
result, the Karankawas became a more cohesive political unit. Second,
José Maria began a tradition of powerful and possibly hereditary band
leaders that continued through the Anglo-Texan conquest. Third, the
Karankawas, despite continued resistance and hostilities, came to look
upon the Spanish, and later the Mexican, authorities at I 5 Bahia as a
source of protection when confronted with powerful outsiders Fourth
the Karankawas became part of the larger pattern of gm, 1 l’
vaging, and piracy that dominated the economy of coagty] ng Ing, F:a a
Spanish rule. Finally, as we shall see later, the European s <xas d.urmg
the Karankawas as vicious cannibals came to dominate Nstruction of

ing about Karankawas. Uropean think-

During the last fifteen years of Spanish rule, some K,

tinued to use the mission established for them o an occag Was con-
a part of their subsistence activities, but intensifying e 10na] bagjg as
discouraged the Karankawas from using the mission. The Manche raids
Karankawas abandoned Mission Refugio in 1824 for t},l:nests and the
Bahia. At the time the Mexican government’s order of s:afe of L,
was executed on February 8, 1830, twelve Karankawag with the. Zatigp,
and eight Cocos remained attached to the mission, 30 T chieg
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