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e proceeded “through many bays, crossing some and :

the':’?:; :;rive at the Place of the Brigfmtine, between the m::m

g‘n Antonio and Aransas bays, at four-thirty in the afternoon. The men
with the horses an-ivec! late that night, and the force remained in camp
to rest until the following day before undertaking to reach the ship.

On June 1 Cazorla took horses for himself and twenty-one men,
sending the rest of the men and. hm:ses to a rendezvous farther down
the coast. From a wharf used in times past by the brigantine, two
Jeagues from the camp, thgy crossed to Toboso Island a league offshore,
swimming the horses. Riding eastward two leagues, they arrived at “the
coast of the sea,” and on the sandy beach lay the wrecked vessel—a
commercial English frigate of deep draft”—on her larboard side. From
Cazorla’s description, it appears the ship was on the seaward side of St.
Joseph’s Island.

Obviously a recent wreck, the vessel had broken up, releasing her
cargo for the Karankawas to plunder. Masts, spars, and rigging were
scattered over the sand. Nearby lay the decomposed body of an unfor-
tunate sailor.

After completing the inspection of the wreck, the soldiers returned
to the canoes and spent the night on the island. Crossing next day to
the “Lugar del Bergantin,” the captain released the Karankawa chief-
tain and his braves with a warning given in sign language: They would
be severely punished if they failed to notify him promptly of any ship
lost or attempting a landing on the shore, or if they should mistreat,
kill, or rob any shipwrecked sailors who might land.

At two o’clock the morning of June 3 Cazorla and his soldiers left
the Place of the Brigantine for the rendezvous, then pressed homeward
to arrive at La Bahia at three o’clock the following morning.

Cazorla transmitted his diary to the viceroy with a letter containing
his recommendations for fortifying the coast, which had been com-
pletely abandoned since the suppression of Presidic de San Agustin,
near the mouth of the Trinity River. The deserted shore, he believed,
offered excellent opportunity for any foreign power to establish itself,
either on Culebra (Matagorda) Island or on Toboso (St. Joseph’s) Is-
land, which divided the entrance of ‘“the port called Mata gorda,” ex-
tending westward to the mouth of the Rio de las Nueces. (Interestingly,
he applies the present name to the bay known since La Salle’s time as

Espiritu Santo or San Bernardo.)

Equally deplorable, he said, were “the pitiful misfortunes of the
rountless ships lost on the coast,” where he had found many fragments,
st?lt old af’d new, attesting to such disasters. And more l.amentable
» the sailors who managed to reach shore after being shipwrecked
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lony of Louisiana. On Nm;vm!?er 15, 1’2.‘78, Pe Méziereg L
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each other,” devastating the colonies. They *‘st

rove to avenge wig, riv.
ers of blood all their past piracies . . ., deserving of the indigna
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civilized nations and even the dread and horror of the savages -

Then the furor that had been heard from afar transplanteq itself, ang
Louisiana became a witness. Captain James Willing hagd sailed down the
Ohio to the Mississippi with orders from the American Congregs to ex.
pel all the English in his path. Laying waste to plantations, he had Joag.
ed a captured British frigate with the spoils, which he was alloweq ¢
sell in Spanish New Orleans. English troops were deserting, ang familjes
of colonists were seeking refuge in Spanish Louisiana, where they had
founded a settlement named for their protector, Bernardo de Galvez,

The governor himself, it seems, was showing a decided partiality for
the colonists,

would take, They had been stung sev
English in the Seven Years’ War.
to avenge Spain’s damaged pride

When the eventuality came t
subjects were authorized to m
Posts on the east bank of the
dering an attack on New Oyl

along the Mississippi. But the

erely by defeat at the hands of the
Now they saw an opportunity not only
but also to recover lost territory.,
0 pass in May, 1779, Spain’s American
ake war on Natchez and other English
Mississippi. The English countered by or-
eans and reduction of the Spanish posts
y reckoned without Bernardo de Gilvez.
A year and a half Previously, Gélvez had received a letter from one
Patrick Henry, governor of Virginia, Proposing, in effect, a division of
the spoils between the new American nation and Spain. Suggesting the
return of the Floridas to rightful Spanish ownership, Henry propo_sed
Channeln}g American commerce down the Ohijo and the Mississippi to
the Spanish por at New Orleans,

Such thoughts already had occurred to Galvez, who was keeping New
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American privateers to sell their prizes. Ships b“l’ifiﬂ
orlear open fol;w olutionaries were being allowed passage up the Mis-
- g and his triumphant raiders came sailing

es {1 ¢ when Willin
gssipP- The Zr the Spanish governor gave them welcome and allowed
of ' dowh 0 e’;" their plunder. He refused a British demand for return of

Pe‘ 1 them o ate.
] -Z ‘““pwégj?i: last declared war on the English, Galvez was ready
Whes By September, 1779, the British garrisons at Man-

: t and army. . . . g
| with ﬂ;:mn Rouge, and Natchez, as well as eight ships carrying provi-
: c.’m"' 1o British-held Pensacola, had surrendered to him. Mobile and
! pensacola fell to his forces in turn; all the former gulf-coast territories

3

.

g o‘g:qmﬁombly, this Spanish effort sapped British resources that
! might have been used effectively to put down the rebellion. Yet, for the
; future of New Spain, not all the omens bade fair. For Spanish Texas,
the results were two-pronged. Frontier soldiers, still too few to cope
with the Apaches and the Comanches, volunteered for the campaigns
against the English. As long as the war went on, there was scant hope of
military replacements for Texas or reinforcements for the interior prov-
inces. It spelled further decline in the frontier condition, accompanied
by a deterioration of settlers’ morale.

As commandant-general, Teodoro de Croix had set about reshuffling
the frontier defense line to conform with his own ideas. Despite his
criticism of Ocondr’s efforts to control the Indian menace, his own
! were hardly more successful. Not the vigorous campaigner that Oconor
was, he perhaps came to realize that there was something to be said for
the Irishman’s tactics after all. The Indian problem persisted in spite of
him. His own policies and methods, like Oconér’s, were abandoned al-
most as soon as his back was turned. While Croix’s shortcomings may be
excused in part by the draining of his resources for the war with Eng-
land, it must be remembered that virtually every frontier commander
before and after him faced similar deprivations for one reason or anoth-

er; none had ever had carte blanche.
Spain’s failure in dealing with the Indian problem may be linked to

the inability of her policymakers to recognize the real threat to the
frontier provinces. Invariably, the great danger was viewed as coming
from a foreign invader, a remote possibility that was tremendously
: overemphasized at the expense of the real threat: the hostile Indians.
ﬁ Seldom if ever was the determination of frontier policy allowed those
who were frontier-bred. Rather, it came from theoreticians who were
| far more imbued with an awareness of Spain’s international rivalry than
with any sense of urgency for taming the wilderness.
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The frontier iHS{NC(if’IIS 9r the 1760s, followed by the
tions of 1772 and des:gna-tmn o‘f the cqnmmanfiaﬁcy'-general in 177¢.
seemed to promise a shift in tf\e ill-conceived Priority System, By ey :
after the structure that offered remedy had been Created, the game 0::
system refused to let it function. Frontier needs always rapn secong 4

soncerns.

m};zr;:r?dering the causes of failure, zt may be well to con
themselves. Croix, having imputed military and administra
tency to Oconor, probably came to possess a sense of fa
But the key to the personal successes and failures of both
contemporaries, Ripperda and Bucareli—is to be found not SO much jp
their military capabilities or the lack of them as in their personal qygl;.
ties. Oconor, having served as governor ad interim of Texas, felt a pro.
prietary interest in the province that caused him to medde more thap
his position warranted in Ripperda’s affairs. Croix, following Oconér,

sought to downgrade the latter’s accomplishments as a means of magni.

fying his own.

Domingo Cabello, in succeeding Ripperda, evidently felt the same

need; he accused his predecessor of overcharging soldiers of his presidio
for supplies and instigated an investigation. Despite Ripperda’s other
shortcomings, this allegation hardly seems to be in keeping with his
character.

Bucareli, who had appointed Oconér, and who was losing part of his
authority to Croix, had double reason for resenting the commandant.
general. All the principal leaders influencing Texas in 1776 reacted, at
one time or another, with pettiness, with the possible exception of De
Méziéres. Where they might have been mutually supportive, they were
destructive, not only to themselves and to each other but also to their
government’s aims.

The futility of their mortal concerns is dramatically emphasized. By
the end of the decade all except Croix were dead.

Of:onér, his health broken from his rigorous service in the interior
brovinces, died at his new post as governor of Yucatan on March 8,
1779. Bucareli, having once submitted his resignation and been pre-
vailed upon by the king to remain, died in office on April 9, a month
after Oconor,

De Méziéres, suffering from a mortal
Antonio on September 30
there on November 2, 1779,

a year later, in October, 1780, death came to Ripperda at

his new post as governor of Honduras. He left his wife and six Texas-
born children,

New Regul,

sider the men
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injury when he arrived in San
to answer a call to the governorship, died
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Ly @ De Mez:ebe to Spain’s benefit. This remarkable figure’s proposals

o tl;h,: ”ddmn:ngly advocated by provincial authorities long after his death.

gy ’Ig' gere considered seriously by the vicerega! government. But in re-

gy ity it seems doubtful that anyone grasped. his message: To save her
colonies, Spain must put her colonial house in order. And that she was

e never able to do.

iy with his particular brand of bias, De Mézierés had asked rhetorically

her what could be expected from “one who with such fury attacked his

own king, his own country.” His question was prophetic. He himself
may have known the answer: that such ‘‘a pernicious people” would
stand all too ready to help another attack his king and country.

And thus it was that Texas, whose borders could not be effectively
sealed against the tide of restless Anglo-Americans, became a hotbed
for the Mexican Revolution. While the Spanish king could forbid publi-
cation of the American Declaration of Independence in his colonies, he
could not suppress the ideas and ideals contained therein.

Long a battleground for Indian and Spaniard, Texas now became the
theater for a bloody contest between the offshoots of two conflicting
European cultures. The same forces that had impelled the Spaniards
no'-'thﬁvard across the mountains and deserts of the Mexican heartland
—a tfflrst for adventure and new wealth—motivated the new Anglo-
é\mfncans to cross the Mississippi and press against the borders of New
pain. The two met in Texas.
andT};; tel'n} ‘.‘manifest destiny’’ encompassed both the.imperial c.lesirgs
traceabei missionary zeal of the American people. Origin of the idea is

of the e to ho particular person or moment, but from thg bqungzng
to republic its political leaders believed their democratic institutions
o Perfect to be confined in narrow boundaries. The United States,
omas Jefferson, should be “a standing monument and example”
dom-loving people everywhere. By the 1840s Andrew Jackson

to free
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“the area of freedom,” and the ideal toq)
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spirit had impe tch phrase supplied by an Eastern journ§ltst. John L.
lion was thed‘j‘: r of the New York Morning News, wrote in December,
?SEglig?IT:oixr’nC;anifest destiny to ovexs;;)read and to possess the whole
of the continent which Providence has given us for the development of
the great experiment of liberty and federated self-government entrusted

Le of actively extending oha B, . | ‘ P
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The idea, articulated in the East, was made possible in Texas,

Having been oppressed, México, at lfaast to the An_glo-Texans, became
the oppressor. While the Mexicans, lxl.ie the Amencans‘, had espoused
freedom, the word was regarded in different contexts in .tl}e two cul-
tures. The result was yet another revolution, another poht1ca§ separail-
tion. Texas, in giving itself to the United States, became. the first fruit
of the new expansionist spirit newly labeled manifest destiny.

Texas was the keystone. Settlement of the Oregon boundary ques-
tion with England soon followed. México, confronted with blatant
U. S. demands for California, felt it was time to call a halt on its north-
ern neighbor’s imperialism. The sister republics went to war, with the
result that the United States secured its claim to a large one-third of the
area within its present continental limits.

Although modern moralists often are prone to question the means by
which manifest destiny was achieved, judgments can be made only with
defective hindsight. Seldom in history’s course has it been possible to
atone for mistakes of the distant Past or to correct history’s injustices.
The standards of the present era cannot be imposed on a previous one.

There has been a price to pay for the trauma that attended the end




