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Dear Texas History Community, 

Texas has a special place in history and in the minds of  people throughout 

the world. Texas symbols such as the Alamo, oil wells, and even the shape of  

the state, as well as the men and women who worked on farms and ranches 

and who built cities convey a sense of  independence, self-reliance, hard 

work, and courage. At the same time, Texas has long been a meeting place 

of  many peoples and cultures, sharing much with the rest of  the world. 

Texas history speaks a universal language.

For more than a century, the Texas State Historical Association (TSHA) has 

played a leadership role in historical research and education and has helped 

to identify, collect, preserve, and tell the stories of  Texas and the Southwest. 

TSHA works in collaboration with numerous colleges and universities, 

especially its host the University of  Texas at Austin, to carry on and expand 

its work. In the coming years these organizations, with their partners and 

members, will continue to create a collaborative whole that is greater than 

the sum of  its parts. This collaboration will provide passion, talent, and long-

term support for the dissemination of  scholarly research, educational 

programs for the K-12 community, and opportunities for public discourse 

about the complex issues and personalities of  our heritage. This 

collaboration, at its best, will demonstrate that it is possible to find both 

simple truths and nuanced meanings in the study of  the past. 

TSHA’s core programs include the Texas Almanac, Southwestern Historical 

Quarterly, Handbook of  Texas, TSHA Press, and education programs that 

reach out to students and teachers at all levels throughout the state. The 

central challenge before TSHA is to seize the unprecedented opportunities 

of  the digital age in order to reshape how history will be accessed, 

understood, preserved, disseminated, and taught in the twenty-first century. 

In recent years, we have capitalized on these momentous opportunities to 

expand the scope and depth of  our work in ways never before possible.
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In the midst of  this rapid change, TSHA will continue to provide a future 

for our heritage and to ensure that our history and the complex, always 

evolving, cultures found in the Southwest continue to serve as resources 

for the people of  Texas and beyond. We encourage you to join us today as 

a member of  TSHA, and in doing so, you will be part of  a unique group 

of  people dedicated to an inclusive Texas heritage and will help us 

continue to develop innovative programs that bring history to life. 

Since 1897, TSHA has sought to spread the rich and varied history of  

Texas and the Southwest across not just the country but the world. As we 

celebrate progress across more than 120 years, we look forward to 

bringing our region’s past into your life through ever-shifting digital 

presences, the expansion of  publications, and the growth of  our 

immersive educational programs. With your membership, donations, and 

support, all these things are possible. 

With appreciation for the past and hope for the future,

Walter L. Buenger

Chief  Historian

Texas State Historical Association

Jesús F. de la Teja

CEO

Texas State Historical Association
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Stephen F. Austin
Written by Eugene C. Barker

Stephen Fuller Austin, founder of Anglo-

American Texas, son of Moses and Maria 

(Brown) Austin, was born at the lead 

mines in southwestern Virginia on 

November 3, 1793. In 1798 Moses Austin 

moved his family to other lead mines in 

southeastern Missouri and established the 

town of Potosi in what is now Washington 

County. There Stephen grew to the age of 

ten, when his father sent him to a school 

in Connecticut, from which he returned 

westward and spent two years at 

Transylvania University in Lexington, 

Kentucky. At Potosi, Moses Austin was 

engaged in the mining, smelting, and 

manufacturing of lead and, in addition,

conducted a general store. After his return 

from Transylvania in the spring of 1810, Stephen Austin was employed in 

the store and subsequently took over the management of most of the lead 

business. He served the public as adjutant of a militia battalion and for 

several years was a member of the Missouri territorial legislature, in which 

he was influential in obtaining the charter for the Bank of St. Louis. After 

failure of the Austin business in Missouri, he investigated opportunities

Stephen F. Austin, 1833.
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Moses Austin House 

circa 1870, Potosi, 

Washington County, MO. 

for a new start in Arkansas and engaged in 

land speculation and mercantile activities. 

While he was there the territorial governor 

appointed him circuit judge of the first

judicial district of Arkansas. He took the oath of office and qualified in July 

1820, but he only briefly held court, for at the end of August he was in 

Natchitoches, Louisiana, and in December in New Orleans, where he had 

made arrangements to live in the home of Joseph H. Hawkins and study 

law. At this time Moses Austin was on his way to San Antonio to apply for a 

grant of land and permission to settle 300 families in Texas.

Though not enthusiastic about the Texas venture, Austin decided to 

cooperate with his father. He arranged to obtain a loan from his friend 

Hawkins to float the enterprise and was at Natchitoches expecting to 

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 2
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Statue of Moses Austin in City 

Hall Plaza, San Antonio, Texas.

8

accompany his father to San Antonio when 

he learned of Moses Austin's death. He went 

to San Antonio, where he arrived in August, 

1821. Authorized by Governor Antonio 

María Martínez to carry on the colonization 

enterprise under his father's grant, Austin 

came to an understanding about certain 

administrative procedures and was 

permitted by the governor to explore the 

coastal plain between the San Antonio and 

Brazos rivers for the purpose of selecting a 

site for the proposed colony. Among other 

details, he arranged with Martínez to offer 

land to settlers in amounts of 640 acres to

the head of family, 320 acres for his wife, 160 acres for each child, and 

80 acres for each slave. For such quantity as a colonist desired, Austin 

might collect 12½ cents an acre in compensation for his services. 

Martínez warned Austin that the government was unprepared to extend 

administration over the colonists and that Austin must be responsible 

for their good conduct.

Austin returned to New Orleans, published these terms, and invited 

colonists, saying that settlements would be located on the Brazos and 

Colorado rivers. The long depression, followed by the panic of 1819 and 

changes in the land system of the United States, made settlers eager to 

take advantage of the offer, and the first colonists began to arrive in 

Texas by land and sea in December 1821. To his great disappointment, 

Austin was informed by Governor Martínez that the

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 3
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provisional government set up after Mexican independence refused 

to approve the Spanish grant to Moses Austin, preferring to regulate 

colonization by a general immigration law.

Austin hastened to Mexico City and, by unremitting attention, 

succeeded in getting Agustín de Iturbide's rump congress, the junta 

instituyente, to complete a law that the emperor signed on January 3, 

1823. It offered heads of families a league and a labor of land (4,605 

acres) and other inducements and provided for the employment of 

agents, called empresarios, to promote immigration. For his services, 

The Settlement of Austin's Colony by 

Henry Arthur McArdle, in the House of 

Representatives chamber in the Texas 

Capitol. 

an empresario was to receive 

some 67,000 acres of land for each 

200 families he introduced. 

Immigrants were not required to 

pay fees to the government, a fact 

that shortly led some of them to 

deny Austin's right to charge them 

for services performed at the rate 

of 12½ cents an acre. The law was 

annulled when Iturbide abdicated, 

but in April 1823 Austin induced 

congress to grant him a contract to 

introduce 300 families in 

accordance with its terms. In 

August 1824 a new congress 

passed an immigration law that 

vested the administration of public 

land in the states, with certain

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 4
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Stephen F. Austin, Plan for the 

Organization of Congress for the 

Empire of Mexico, April 8, 1823. 

Representatives chamber in the 

Texas Capitol. 

restrictions, and authorized them 

to make laws for settlement. In 

March 1825 the legislature 

of Coahuila and Texas passed a 

law conforming in general to the 

previous act approved by Iturbide. 

It continued the empresario

system contemplated by that law 

and offered to each married man 

a league of land (4,428 acres), for 

which he was obligated to pay the 

state thirty dollars within six years. 

In the meantime, Austin had 

substantially fulfilled his contract 

to settle the first 300 families. 

Under this state law, he obtained 

three contracts (in 1825, 1827, 

and 1828) to settle a total of 900 

additional families in the area of 

his first colony, besides a contract 

in partnership with his 

secretary, Samuel M. Williams, for

the settlement of 800 families in 

western Texas. Unfortunately, this

partnership contract led to a disagreeable controversy with Sterling C. 

Robertson.
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Map of Texas with Parts of 

Adjoining States (1833). 

Austin had complete civil 

and military authority over 

his colonists until 1828, 

subject to rather nominal 

supervision by the officials 

at San Antonio and 

Monterrey. He wisely 

allowed them to elect militia 

officers and local alcaldes, 

corresponding to justices of 

the peace in the United 

States; and, to assure 

uniformity of court 

procedure, he drew up 

forms and a simple civil and

criminal code. As lieutenant 

colonel of militia, he planned 

and sometimes led campaigns 

against Indians.

When population increased and appeals from decisions of individual 

alcaldes promised to become a burden, Austin instituted an appellate 

court composed of all the alcaldes—ultimately seven in number. 

The Constitution of Coahuila and Texas went into effect in 

November 1827, and Austin seized the opportunity to relieve himself 

of responsibility for the details of local government by hastening the 

organization of the ayuntamiento, over which by virtue of experience 

he continued to exercise strong influence in relations with the 

superior government of the state. Aside from the primary business of

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 6
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Stephen F. Austin, Military Address 

to the Inhabitants of the Colony, 

January 22, 1827. 

inducing immigrants to come to his 

colonies, Austin's most absorbing 

labor was devoted to the 

establishment and maintenance of 

the land system. This involved 

surveying and allocating land to 

applicants, with care to avoid 

overlapping and to keep conflicts at a 

minimum. The Mexican practice of 

issuing titles on loose sheets without 

a permanent record invited 

confusion, and Austin asked and 

obtained permission to record titles 

in a bound volume having the validity 

of the original. Both copies and 

originals had to be attested by the 

land commissioner, who represented 

the government, but Austin and his 

secretary had to prepare them.

The labor of directing surveyors, checking their field notes, allocating 

grants, preparing titles and records, entertaining prospective colonists, 

corresponding with state and federal officials, punishing hostile Indians, 

and finding food and presents for friendly visitors to keep them from 

marauding was heavy and expensive. To meet current costs, Austin's only 

resource was to assess fees against the colonists. Though his original plan 

to collect 12½ cents an acre for services rendered was originally 

welcomed by the first settlers, some of them refused to pay after the

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 7
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imperial colonization law proposed to compensate empresarios by grants 

of land. Ignoring the facts that the empresario could not claim the grant 

until he had settled at least 200 families and that he could hardly sell land 

when every married man could obtain 4,600 acres free, the settlers 

appealed to the political chief at San Antonio for an opinion, and he ruled 

that Austin could not collect. At the same time, however, he proclaimed a 

fee bill, which among other details allowed the land commissioner 

(the Baron de Bastrop in the first colony) to charge $127 a league for 

signing titles, and Austin made a private arrangement with Bastrop to 

split this fee. A rather veiled provision of the state law of 1825 allowed 

empresarios to reimburse themselves for costs and services, and under 

this law Austin required colonists to pay, or promise to pay, first sixty 

dollars and later fifty dollars a league. Nearly all such collections as he 

was able to make were consumed in necessary public expenses, which 

fell upon him because nobody else would pay them. This statement 

applies, in fact, to all his colonizing experience. Though his personal 

circumstances became somewhat easier with the growth of the colonies, 

he wrote shortly before his death that his wealth was prospective, 

consisting of the uncertain value of land acquired as compensation for his 

services as empresario.

Besides bringing the colonists to Texas, Austin strove to produce and 

maintain conditions conducive to their prosperous development. This 

aim coincided, in general, with that of the government. For example, by 

an act of September 1823, the federal government relieved the colonists 

of the payment of tariff duties for seven years; and the state legislature 

was nearly always reasonably cooperative. Mexican sentiment 

sometimes clashed, however, with practical needs of the colonists, and

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 8
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Austin had to evolve or accept a compromise. The status of slavery was 

always a difficult problem, and Austin's attitude from time to time seems 

inconsistent. With almost no free labor to be hired and expecting most of 

the colonists to come from the slave states, Austin prevailed on the junta 

instituyente to legalize slavery in the imperial colonization law, under 

which the first colony was established. Contrary to his strenuous efforts, 

the Constitution of Coahuila and Texas prohibited further introduction of 

slaves by immigration, but the legislature passed a law at his suggestion 

that evaded the intent of the constitution by legalizing labor contracts 

with nominally emancipated slaves. He appeared to concur, however, 

when congress prohibited immigration in 1830, and tried to convince the 

colonists that the long-time interest of Texas would be served by the 

prohibition. He vividly pictured the potential evils of slavery and was 

apparently sincere, but he failed to reconcile the colonists to the law and 

after 1833 declared consistently that Texas must be a slave state. 

Whatever his private convictions may have been, it is evident that they 

yielded to what may have seemed to be the current need of Texas. It is 

inferable, moreover, that his acceptance of federal and state regulations 

against the extension of slavery contemplated continuation of the evasive 

state labor law.

Another subject in which the interests of the colonists were deeply 

involved was their protection from efforts of creditors to collect debts 

incurred by debtors before they moved to Texas. In view of conditions in 

the United States during the 1820s, it was inevitable that many should 

have left debts and unpaid judgments behind them. Working through the 

local ayuntamiento, the political chief at San Antonio, and 

representatives in the congress, or legislature, Austin secured a state law

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 9
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that closed the courts for twelve years to plaintiffs seeking collection of 

such debts and permanently exempted land, tools, and implements of 

industry from execution if a suit was finally won. The law provided 

further that unsuccessful defendants could not be required to pay 

produce or money in a way to "affect their attention to their families, to 

their husbandry, or art they profess." In effect, it was a sweeping 

homestead exemption law. For a while, in 1832, Austin toyed with the 

idea of abolishing collateral security for loans and basing "the credit 

system upon moral character alone...avoiding unjust retroactive effects."

Port of Galveston

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 10
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Aware of the importance of external trade, Austin consistently urged the 

establishment of ports and the temporary legalization of coasting trade in 

foreign ships. In lengthy arguments to various officials, he declared that 

the coasting trade would establish ties of mutual interest between the 

colonists and Mexico and enable Mexico to balance imports from 

England by exporting Texas cotton. Congress legalized the port of 

Galveston after a survey of the pass by Austin in 1825, and the 

government winked at the use of the Brazos and other landing places, 

but the coasting trade in foreign vessels was not established. As a result, 

external trade was confined to the United States. As early as 1829 and as 

late as 1835 Austin was giving thought to diversion of the Missouri–Santa 

Fe trade to Texas, but this was another far-sighted plan that could not be 

realized.

Harmony with state and federal authorities was indispensable to the 

success of the colonies. Austin clearly realized this fact and never allowed 

the settlers to forget the solid benefits that they received through the 

liberal colonization policy or their obligation to obey the laws and 

become loyal Mexican citizens. He anticipated and disarmed criticism of 

inconvenient laws and clumsy administration and then used the patience 

of the colonists as evidence of good faith in begging the government for 

concessions. He thwarted the efforts of Haden Edwards to drag his 

colonists into the Fredonian Rebellion and led the militia from the Brazos 

and Colorado to assist Mexican troops in putting it down. His settled 

policy before 1832 was to take no part in Mexican party convulsions. 

"Play the turtle," he urged, "head and feet within our own shells." Two 

factors finally defeated the policy of aloofness. By 1832 Austin's various 

colonies comprised 8,000 persons, and other empresarios, though less

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 11
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successful, had brought in a great many more. Naturally, it became more 

and more difficult for Austin to reconcile them to his cautious leadership. 

On the other hand, the rapid growth of the colonies, in addition to 

persistent efforts of the United States to buy Texas, increased the anxiety 

of Mexican leaders. Their consequent attempt to safeguard the territory 

by stopping immigration—with other irritations—caused an insurrection, 

and continued friction led to revolution and independence.

The Law of April 6, 1830, embodied the Mexican policy of stopping the 

further colonization of Texas by settlers from the United States. The law 

proposed to annul general empresario contracts uncompleted or not 

begun and prohibited settlement of immigrants in territory adjacent to 

their native countries. In effect, it applied only to Texas and the United 

States. By ingenious and somewhat tortuous interpretation, Austin 

secured the exemption of his own colonies and the colony of Green 

DeWitt from the prohibition. He thereby gained a loophole for continued 

immigration from the United States and then turned industriously to the 

task of getting the law repealed. He succeeded in this in December 1833.

In the meantime, however, military measures to enforce the Law of April 

6, 1830, and imprudent administration of the tariff laws, to which the 

Texans became subject in September 1830, produced the Anahuac 

Disturbances. Austin had been away from Texas for several months at 

Saltillo attending a session of the legislature, of which he was a member. 

It is probable that he could have averted the uprising, had he been at 

home. In fact the local authorities, including Ramón Músquiz, the political 

chief, had quieted and repudiated it, when irresistible circumstances 

compelled Austin to abandon his well-tried policy of aloofness from 

national political struggles and adopt the cause of Antonio López de

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 12
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Santa Anna against the incumbent administration of President Anastasio

Bustamante. Texas could no longer stand aside. Fortuitously Santa Anna 

won, and the colonists could not be diverted from claiming the reward of 

their valorous support.

The Convention of 1832 met in October of that year to inform the 

government of the needs of the Texans. They wanted repeal of the 

prohibition against immigration from the United States, extension of 

tariff exemption, separation from Coahuila, and authority to establish 

state government in Texas. For reasons not entirely clear these petitions 

were not presented to the government. Though Austin was president of 

the convention, he doubted the expediency of the meeting, fearing that 

it would stimulate suspicion of the loyalty of the colonists—all the more 

because the old Mexican inhabitants of San Antonio had sent no 

delegates to the convention. It is easy to conclude that Austin held out 

hope that he might persuade these local Mexicans to take the lead in 

asking for reforms in a later convention; at any rate, he was in San 

Antonio engaged on this mission when the ground was cut from under 

his feet by publication of a call for a second convention to meet at San 

Felipe on April 1, 1833. Again Austin acquiesced and served in the 

convention, hoping in some measure to moderate its action. This 

Convention of 1833 repeated the more important petitions of the 

previous meeting and went further in framing a constitution to 

accompany the request for state government. Though it was well known 

that Austin thought the movement ill-timed, the convention elected him 

to deliver the petitions and argue for their approval. Even men who 

distrusted him acknowledged his great influence with state and federal 

authorities. He left San Felipe in April, arrived in Mexico City in July, and, 

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 13
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after unavoidable delays, persuaded the government to repeal the Law of 

April 6, 1830, and to promise important reforms in Texas local 

government. He started home in December, reasonably satisfied with his 

work and convinced at least that he had left nothing undone; President 

Santa Anna simply would not approve state government for Texas. Austin 

was arrested at Saltillo in January, under suspicion of trying to incite 

insurrection in Texas, and taken back to Mexico City. No charges were 

made against him, no court would accept jurisdiction of his case, and he 

remained a prisoner, shifting from prison to prison, until December 1834, 

when he was released on bond and limited to the area of the Federal 

District. He was freed by a general amnesty law in July 1835 and at the 

end of August returned to Texas by way of New Orleans.

Austin was thus absent from Texas for twenty-eight months. Upon his 

return, he learned that an unofficial call had been issued for a 

convention, or consultation, to meet in October. Probably he could have 

quashed this call, but in a notable speech at Brazoria on September 8 he 

gave it his sanction, and election of delegates proceeded. The 

Consultation organized on November 3. In the meantime, during 

September and early October, Austin had been in effect civil head of 

Anglo-American Texas, as chairman of a central committee at San Felipe. 

War began at Gonzales on October 1. Austin was elected to command 

the volunteers gathered there and led them against the Mexican army at 

San Antonio. In November the provisional government elected him to 

serve, with William H. Wharton and Branch T. Archer, as commissioner to 

the United States. He arrived in New Orleans in January 1836 and 

returned again to Texas in June. The business of the commissioners was 

to solicit loans and volunteers, arrange credits for munitions and 

equipment, fit out warships, and do whatever they could to commit the

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 14
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government of the United States to recognition and eventual annexation 

if Texas should declare independence. They were fairly successful in 

accomplishing this program, except in the effort to obtain assurances 

from President Andrew Jackson and Congress. Austin was convinced, 

however, that Congress would have voted for recognition in May, after 

the battle of San Jacinto, if the acting president, David G. Burnet, had 

cooperated with the commissioners by sending them official reports of 

conditions in Texas. Somewhat hesitantly, Austin consented to offer 

himself for the presidency after his return to Texas. He was defeated in 

the election of September 1836, but accepted the office of secretary of 

state from the successful candidate. He died in service on December 27, 

1836, at the untimely age of forty-three.

Judged by historical standards, Austin did a great work. He began the 

Anglo-American colonization of Texas under conditions more difficult in 

some respects than those that confronted founders of the English 

colonies on the Atlantic coast. He saw the wilderness transformed into a 

relatively advanced and populous state, and fundamentally it was his 

unremitting labor, perseverance, foresight, and tactful management that 

brought that miracle to pass. Contemporaries who disagreed with his 

cautious policy of conciliating Mexican officials accused him of weakness 

and instability, but criticism did not cause him to abandon it. Casually 

discussing this subject in a letter of April 9, 1832, to his secretary, he 

wrote, "Some men in the world hold the doctrine that it is degrading and 

corrupt to use policy in anything....There is no degradation in prudence 

and a well tempered and well timed moderation." Until the passage of 

the Law of April 6, 1830, attempting to shut out emigrants from the 

United States, he believed that Texas could develop into a free and

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 15
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prosperous Mexican state, a goal that he sincerely desired. Passage of 

that law and continued political turmoil in Mexico certainly shook his 

confidence, but prudence forbade abandonment of the policy of outward 

patience and conciliation before Texas seemed strong enough to demand 

reforms and back the demand by force. Premature action might be fatal, 

or so he thought. He would have prevented the conventions of 1832 and 

1833 if he could have had his way, but, since he could not, he went along 

and tried to moderate their demands. The same considerations caused 

him to oppose the Texas Declaration of Independence by the provisional 

government in 1835, while there was hope of winning the support of the 

liberal party in Mexico. In short, his methods varied with circumstances, 

but from the abiding aim to promote and safeguard the welfare of Texas 

he never wavered. As he wrote in July 1836, "The prosperity of Texas has 

been the object of my labors, the idol of my existence—it has assumed 

the character of a religion, for the guidance of my thoughts and actions, 

for fifteen years." Consciousness of heavy responsibility dictated his 

policy of caution and moderation and compelled him to shape his 

methods to shifting circumstances.

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 16
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Moses Austin
Written by David B. GracyII

Moses Austin, founder of the American lead industry and the first man 

to obtain permission to bring Anglo-American settlers into Spanish 

Texas, son of Elias and Eunice (Phelps) Austin, was born in Durham, 

Connecticut, on October 4, 1761. He was in the fifth generation of his 

line of Austins in America. Abandoning his father's occupations of tailor, 

farmer, and tavern keeper, Moses at age twenty-one entered the dry-

goods business in Middletown, Connecticut, then moved to 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in 1783 to join his brother, Stephen, in a 

similar undertaking. In Philadelphia he met and in 1785 married Mary 

Brown (see AUSTIN, MARY BROWN), by whom he had five children, 

three of whom lived to maturity: Stephen Fuller Austin, who accepted 

and successfully carried out Moses' deathbed request to prosecute "the 

Texas Venture," Emily Margaret Austin (see PERRY, EMILY MARGARET 

AUSTIN), and James Elijah Brown Austin. Moses extended his business 

to Richmond, Virginia, where he established Moses Austin and 

Company. In 1789 he secured a contract to roof the new Virginia capitol 

in lead, and, since the state promised to pay 5 percent above market 

price if the contractor used Virginia lead, Moses, again in partnership 

with Stephen, gained control of Virginia's richest lead deposit. He 

brought experienced miners and smelterers from England to improve 

the efficiency of his operation, and the resulting expertise and industry 

he introduced into the lead business established the American lead 

industry. Austin founded Austinville (Wythe County) at the lead mines 

in 1792 after he moved to the mines. When he encountered problems
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in roofing the capitol and in financing his enterprise, he looked for relief 

to the rumored lead deposits in Spanish Upper Louisiana. After visiting 

the mines during the winter of 1796–97, he sought and obtained a grant 

to part of Mine a Breton (at modern Potosi, Missouri), where in 1798 he 

established the first Anglo-American settlement west of and back from 

the Mississippi River. Imbued with the New England Calvinist belief that 

to those most able to manage assets should go the lion's share of them, 

Austin sought aggressively to expand his holdings. Using the efficient 

reverberatory furnace, the design of which he had learned from the 

English smelterers, he gained control of virtually all smelting in the region 

and amassed a wealth of $190,000. The second period in the history of 

the American lead industry is known as the "Moses Austin Period." 

Austin's contributions influenced the lead industry until heavy machinery 

revolutionized mining and smelting after the Civil War.

In his frontier settlement Austin built, in the style of a southern mansion, 

an imposing home that he called Durham Hall. From this seat he fought 

for nearly a decade with John Smith for supremacy of the mines. With 

few exceptions, he made it his business to win the friendship of men in 

prominent positions. Governor William Henry Harrison appointed him a 

justice on the Court of Common Pleas and Quarter Sessions for the Ste. 

Genevieve District. With sales lost because of Aaron Burr's conspiracy, 

the War of 1812, and subsequent depressed conditions, Austin joined 

others seeking to increase the money supply in circulation by founding 

the Bank of St. Louis, the first bank west of the Mississippi River. When 

the bank failed in 1819, the repercussions on Austin's finances were 

severe. Already in 1816 he had relinquished the Potosi mine to his son 

Stephen, moved to Herculaneum, Missouri, a town he established in
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1808 as a river shipping point for his lead, and returned to merchandising.

Unsuccessful in escaping debt through traditional business pursuits, Austin 

developed a plan in 1819 for settling an American colony in Spanish Texas. 

Characteristically, he took an aggressive tack in times when holding the 

line seemed best. After the Adams-Onís Treaty clarified Spanish title to 

Texas, he traveled to San Antonio, where he arrived on December 23, 

1820, seeking permission to bring his colonists. Spurned by 

Governor Antonio María Martínez, he chanced to meet the Baron de 

Bastrop in one of the most famous turns of history in Texas. Austin and 

Bastrop had chanced to meet nineteen years earlier when in New Orleans 

on unrelated trips and had had no contact during the interim. 

Nevertheless, the two recognized each other. After Bastrop, a resident of 

San Antonio, heard the enthusiasm with which Moses spoke of his 

colonization plan, the baron returned with him to the governor's office to 

request permission to establish the colony. On December 26, 1820, 

Governor Martínez endorsed and forwarded the plan to higher authority.

On the trip out of Texas, Moses contracted pneumonia from four weeks of 

wet and cold weather; he subsisted for the last week on roots and berries. 

Shortly after he reached home, he learned that permission for the colony 

had been granted, after which he neglected his health and devoted all of 

his energies to the "Texas Venture." Austin lived barely two months more. 

Two days before he died, he called his wife to his bed. "After a 

considerable exertion to speak," she wrote in one of the most famous 

letters in Texas history, "he drew me down to him and with much distress 

an difficulty of speech, told me it was two late, that he was going...he 

begged me to tell you to take his place tell dear Stephen that it is his
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dying fathers last request to prosecute the enterprise he had 

Commenced." Moses Austin died on June 10, 1821, at the home of his 

daughter, Emily Bryan, and was buried in the Bryan family cemetery. In 

1831 the remains of both Moses and his wife were removed to a public 

cemetery in Potosi on land they once owned. In 1938 the state of Texas 

tried unsuccessfully to remove the remains to the State Cemetery in 

Austin.
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Mexican Colonization Laws
Written by Eugene C. Barker

On January 17, 1821, the government of the eastern division of 

the Provincias Internas granted a permit to Moses Austin to settle 300 

families in Texas. While preparing to inaugurate this settlement, Austin 

died. His son, Stephen F. Austin, appeared in San Antonio in August 

1821 and was recognized by Governor Antonio Martínez as his father's 

successor to carry out the enterprise. Among other provisions agreed 

upon by Austin and Martínez were the terms for distribution of land to 

colonists. Austin embodied the final form of these terms in a letter to 

Martínez dated October 12, 1821. He proposed to grant to each head 

of a family 640 acres in his own right, 320 acres in virtue of his wife, 

160 acres for each child, and 80 acres for each slave. Austin's 

compensation for service in obtaining land, duly surveyed and with title 

delivered at his expense, was to be at the rate of 12 ½ cents an acre. A 

colonist could reduce the normal grant to fit his resources or, with 

Austin's permission, augment it. Austin's permit was granted by Spanish 

officials. Mexico became independent in 1821, however, and the 

provisional government failed to recognize Austin's grant but chose 

rather to settle terms of colonization and immigration by a general law.

The Imperial Colonization Law. All legislative bodies of the provisional 

and regular governments appointed committees to frame a 

colonization law, but the first such law was that passed by the Junta 

Instituyente, Emperor Agustín de Iturbide's rump congress, on January 

3, 1823. This law invited Catholic immigrants to settle in Mexico; 
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provided for the employment of agents, called empresarios, to introduce 

families in units of 200; defined the land measurement in terms of 

labores (177 acres each), leagues or sitios (4,428 acres), and haciendas 

(five leagues each); and defined the privileges and certain limitations of 

immigrants and empresarios. Families who farmed were promised at 

least a labor of land, those who raised cattle, a league, those who both 

farmed and raised cattle, a labor and a league. Settlers were free of tithes 

and other taxes for six years and subject only to half payments for 

another six years; families might import "merchandise" free of duty and 

tools and materials for their own use to the value of $2,000; and settlers 

became automatically naturalized citizens upon residence of three years, 

if married and self-supporting. An empresario might receive premium 

lands to the amount of three haciendas and two labors (roughly 66,774 

acres) for settling 200 families. Total premiums and permanent holdings 

of empresarios were limited. Article 30 of the law, by inference, 

permitted immigrants to bring slaves into the empire but declared 

children of slaves born in Mexican territory free at the age of fourteen 

and prohibited domestic slave trading, a limitation that was sometimes 

evaded. The law provided for settlement by the local governments of 

immigrants not introduced by empresarios. The law was annulled by the 

abdication of the emperor in March 1823, but the provisional 

government that succeeded Iturbide applied its terms by special decree 

to Austin's first colony in April 1823.

The National Colonization Law. After the fall of Iturbide, Mexico adopted 

a federal system similar to that of the United States, and the federal 

Congress passed the national colonization law on August 18, 1824. This 

law and the state law of Coahuila and Texas of March 25, 1825, became
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the basis of all colonization contracts affecting Texas except Austin's first 

contract. In effect, the national law surrendered to the states authority to 

set up regulations to dispose of unappropriated lands within their limits 

for colonization, subject to prescribed limitations. All state laws had to 

conform to this act and to the federal constitution; no lands could be 

granted within twenty leagues of an international boundary or within ten 

leagues of the coast without the approval of the federal executive 

authority; Congress agreed to make no major change in the policy of 

immigration before 1840 but reserved the right to stop immigration from 

particular nations in the interest of national security. Titles were limited 

to residents and were not to exceed eleven leagues to an individual.

The State Colonization Law. The state law specifically accepted the 

limitations imposed by the federal act; gave heads of families who 

immigrated a league of land with the provision that they should pay the 

state a nominal fee in installments at the end of the third, fourth, fifth, 

and sixth years after settlement; and authorized the executive to enter 

into contracts with empresarios for the introduction of specified numbers 

of families, for which service they should receive five leagues of land per 

hundred families after their settlement. For ten years following 

settlement the colonists were to be tax-free, except for contributions to 

repel invasion. Colonists acquired citizenship by settlement. Land 

commissioners who issued titles and surveyors were to be paid by the 

colonists. Thirty or more empresario contracts were made, 

contemplating introduction of some 9,000 families. Some of the 

contracts were concluded under this law by surrender, annulment, or 

consolidation of previous contracts. All grants were defined by more or 

less definite geographical boundaries, all empresarios had six years in
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which to carry out contracts, and in effect this provision deprived the 

state of control of vast areas during the pendency of the contracts.

On April 6, 1830, the federal government made use of a reservation of 

the law of August 18, 1824, and forbade settlement of emigrants from 

the United States in Texas and suspended contracts in conflict with this 

prohibition (see LAW OF APRIL 6, 1830). By interpretation, Austin 

obtained exemption from suspension for his own contracts and that 

of Green DeWitt. Congress repealed the anti-immigration articles of the 

law in May 1834; all contracts were automatically restored and extended 

by the state congress or legislature for four years to compensate for the 

previous suspension. All Mexican contracts ended with the Texas 

Declaration of Independence.
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Law of April 6, 1830
Written by Curtis Bishop

The Law of April 6, 1830, said to be 

the same type of stimulus to 

the Texas Revolution that the Stamp 

Act was to the American Revolution, 

was initiated by Lucas Alamán y 

Escalada, Mexican minister of 

foreign relations, and was designed 

to stop the flood of immigration 

from the United States to Texas. The 

law came as a result of the warning 

and communications of Manuel de 

Mier y Terán, who made fourteen 

recommendations directed toward 

stimulating counter-colonization of 

Texas by Mexicans and Europeans, 

encouraging military occupation, 

and stimulating coastal trade. The law, reasonable from the Mexican point of 

view, authorized a loan to finance the cost of transporting colonists to Texas, 

opened the coastal trade to foreigners for four years, provided for a federal 

commissioner of colonization to supervise empresario contracts in 

conformity with the general colonization law, forbade the further 

introduction of slaves into Mexico, and apparently was intended to suspend 

existing empresario contracts. Article 11, the one most objectionable from 

the Texan viewpoint, not proposed by Mier y Terán but by Alamán, was

Lucas Alamán y Escalada.
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intended to prohibit or limit immigration from the United States. Mier 

y Terán became federal commissioner of colonization despite his 

doubts concerning the wisdom of Article 11 and of the articles 

concerning slavery and passports. Texas colonists were greatly 

disturbed by news of the law; Stephen F. Austin tried to allay popular 

excitement but protested the law to Mier y Terán and to 

President Anastasio Bustamante. By his manipulation of the 

interpretation of articles 10 and 11, Austin secured exemption from 

the operation of the law for his contract and for that of Green DeWitt, 

but the measure shook his belief in the good will of the Mexican

Manuel de Mier y Terán (1890) by 

Thomas S.C. 

government. Subsequently he was 

able to secure the repeal of Article 

11. Application of the law slowed 

immigration, voided contracts that 

had been awarded but not carried 

toward fulfillment, and suspended 

two active enterprises: the 

Nashville or Robertson's 

colony and the Galveston Bay and 

Texas Land Company. 

Enforcement of the provisions of 

the law concerning establishment 

of customhouses resulted directly 

in theAnahuac Disturbances of 

1832 and indirectly in the battle of 

Velasco, the Convention of 

1832 and 1833, and the 

accumulation of grievances that 

helped lead to the revolution.
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Old Three Hundred
Written by Christopher Long

The name Old Three Hundred is sometimes used to refer to the settlers 

who received land grants in Stephen F. Austin's first colony. In January 

1821 Austin's father, Moses Austin, had received a permit from the 

Spanish to settle 300 families in Texas, but he died in Missouri a short 

time later before he could realize his plans. Stephen F. Austin took his 

father's place and traveled to San Antonio, where he met with the 

Spanish governor Antonio María Martínez, who acknowledged him as 

his father's successor. Austin quickly found willing colonists, and by the 

end of the summer of 1824 most of the Old Three Hundred were in 

Texas. During 1823–24 Austin and the land commissioner Baron de 

Bastrop issued 272 titles, but Bastrop was called away in August 1824, 

and the work remained unfinished until 1827, when the new 

commissioner, Gaspar Flores de Abrego, issued the remaining titles. 

Since the family was the unit for distribution, Austin permitted 

unmarried men to receive grants in partnership, usually in groups of 

two or three. Twenty-two such partnership titles were issued to fifty-

nine partners. In all, 307 titles were issued, with nine families receiving 

two titles each. Thus the total number of grantees, excluding Austin's 

own grant, was actually 297, not 300. The colonization decree required 

that all the lands should be occupied and improved within two years; 

most of the settlers were able to comply with the terms, and only 

seven of the grants were forfeited.
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The lands selected by the colonists were along the rich bottomlands of 

the Brazos, Colorado, and San Bernard rivers, extending from the vicinity 

of present-day Brenham, Navasota, and La Grange to the Gulf of Mexico. 

According to the terms of the colonization agreement, each family 

engaged in farming was to receive one labor (about 177 acres) and each 

ranching family one sitio (about 4,428 acres). Because of the obvious 

advantages, a sizeable number of the colonists classified themselves as 

stock raisers, though they were technically planters. Each family's sitio 

was to have a frontage on the river equal to about one-fourth of its 

length; thus the east bank of the Brazos was soon completely occupied 

from the Gulf to what is now Brazos County. Most of the labors were 

arranged in three groups around San Felipe de Austin, which formed the 

nucleus of the colony.

The majority of the Old Three Hundred colonists were from the Trans-

Appalachian South; the largest number were from Louisiana, followed by 

Alabama, Arkansas, Tennessee, and Missouri. Virtually all were originally 

of British ancestry. Many had been born east of the Appalachians and 

were part of the large westward migration of the early years of the 

nineteenth century. Most were farmers, and many—including the Bell, 

Borden, Kuykendall, McCormick, McNair, McNeel, Rabb, and Varner 

families—already had substantial means before they arrived. Because 

Austin wanted to avoid problems with his colonists, he generally only 

accepted those of "better" classes; indeed, only four of the Old Three 

Hundred grantees were illiterate. Another indication of the financial 

stature of the grantees was the large number of slaveholders among 

them; by the fall of 1825, sixty-nine of the families in Austin's colony 

owned slaves, and the 443 slaves in the colony accounted for nearly a
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quarter of the total population of 1,790. One of the colonists, Jared E. 

Groce, who arrived from Georgia in January 1822, had ninety slaves.

Though not all of the original grantees survived or prospered, Austin's 

Old Three Hundred, as historian T. R. Fehrenbach has written, formed 

"the first Anglo planter-gentry in the province." Their plantations, arrayed 

along the rich coastal riverbottoms, constituted the heart of the 

burgeoning slave empire in antebellum Texas.
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SPECIAL BONUS ARTICLE FROM THE 

The Old Three Hundred: A List of Settlers in Austin’s First Colony

Written by Lester G. Bugbee

Volume 1, No. 2, October 1897  
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The Old Three Hundred: A List of 

Written by Lester G. Bugbee

The scheme for the distribution of land to his colonists which Stephen F. 

Austin laid before the governor of Texas in 1821 provided that each 

head of a family should receive 640 acres for himself, and an additional 

but smaller grant for his wife, children, and slaves. This arrangement 

was superseded by the colonization law passed by the Junta of Iturbide 

and confirmed, by special decree applicable to Austin's contract only, by 

the republican government which came into power upon the Emperor's 

deposition. By this law each family received not less than one labor 

(about 177 acres) or one sitio (about 4428 acres) of land, according as 

the occupation of the head was farming or stock-raising. The lands 

were distributed by a commissioner, appointed by the governor of 

Texas, who issued titles to the settlers designated by Austin. The law 

gave Austin and the commissioner jointly the power to increase 

without limit the quantity of land assigned to persons who were 

especially deserving. Under this provision, James Cummins, John P. 

Coles, and William Rabb received large tracts for erecting mills. Jared E. 

Groce was given ten sitios "on account of the property he has brought 

with him," which consisted chiefly in a large number of slaves; and 

many families who came to Texas in 1821 and 1822, and endured the 

hardships of those winters, reaped the reward of their patience in 

increased grants. 
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The three hundred families were all, or nearly all, in Texas before the 

close of the summer of 1824. The work of issuing titles was begun by

the commissioner, Baron de Bastrop, in July of that year; before August 

24, when he was called away, he had issued two hundred and seventy-

two. The work remained unfinished till 1827, when Gasper Flores was 

appointed commissioner and gave deeds to the remaining families. 

There was no provision in the law for granting land to men without 

families. These were joined in groups of two and three, and each group 

constituted a legal family, which explains the numerous partnerships in 

the list given below. 

The lands chosen by the settlers were the rich bottoms of the Brazos, the 

Colorado, and the Bernard, each sitio having a frontage on the river 

equal, in theory at least, to about one-fourth of its length; the east bank 

of the Brazos was wholly occupied from the Gulf as far up as the present 

county of Brazos. The greater part of the labors were laid off in three 

groups, one just above San Felipe de Austin, another a short distance 

below, and the third across the river immediately opposite the town.

There were three hundred and seven titles issued; nine families received 

two titles each, which leaves, not including Stephen F. Austin, two 

hundred and ninety-seven as the actual number of families introduced 

under this contract. The law required that all lands should be occupied 

and improved within two years after receipt of deed. It is a sufficient 

commentary on the sturdy character of these early settlers that but 

seven of the grants were forfeited. 

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 32



38

The original titles are now in the archives of the General Land Office at 

Austin, Texas, bound in volumes-of convenient size. They were also 

copied, as they were issued, by Samuel M. Williams, in the Register of 

Land Titles, etc., and these copies, by special decree of the government, 

were declared of equal validity with the originals. They have since been 

translated. My references are to the translated Register and to the 

original titles. The form and spelling of all the names except thirty-one 

are taken from the autographs of the settlers affixed to their applications, 

which appear in the deeds. In many instances the spelling of the names 

has been altered by Samuel M. Williams or his clerk. The title, for 

instance, which clearly bears the autograph of Pleasant D. McNeel, is 

issued to Pleasant D. McNeil. Most of the signatures are plainly written. 

Only four of those whose autographs are given in the titles were unable 

to write.
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ALLCORN, ELIJAH ALLEN, MARTIN

ALLEY, JOHN ALLEY, JOHN C.

ALLEY, RAWSON ALLEY, THOMAS V.

ALLEY, WILLIAM A.
ALSBURY, CHARLES 
GRUNDISON

ALSBURY, HORACE ARLINGTON ALSBURY, JAMES HARVEY

ALSBURY, THOMAS ANDERSON, SIMEON ASA

ANDREWS, JOHN ANDREWS, WILLIAM

ANGIER, SAMUEL TUBBS AUSTIN, JAMES ELIJAH BROWN

AUSTIN, STEPHEN FULLER BAILEY, JAMES BRITON

BALIS, DANIEL E. BARNETT, THOMAS

BARRETT, WILLIAM BARRON, THOMAS HUDSON

BATTLE, MILLS M. BEARD, JAMES

BEESON, BENJAMIN BELKNAP, CHARLES

BELL, JOSIAH HUGHES BELL, THOMAS B.

BERRY, M. BEST, ISAAC

BETTS, JACOB BINGHAM, FRANCIS

BLOODGOOD, WILLIAM BORDEN, THOMAS HENRY

BOSTWICK, CALEB R. BOWMAN, JOHN J.

BRADLEY, EDWARD R. BRADLEY, JOHN

BRADLEY, THOMAS W. BREEN, CHARLES

BRIDGES, WILLIAM B. BRIGHT, DAVID

BRINSON, ENOCH BROOKS, BLUFORD

BROTHERTON, ROBERT BROWN, GEORGE [?-?]

BROWN, JOHN BROWN, WILLIAM S.

BUCKNER, AYLETT C. BURNAM, JESSE
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BURNETT, PUMPHREY BYRD, MICAJAH

CALLIHAN, MOSIS A. CALVIT, ALEXANDER

CARPENTER, DAVID CARSON, WILLIAM C.

CARTER, SAMUEL C. CARTWRIGHT, JESSE H.

CARTWRIGHT, THOMAS NOTLEY CASTLEMAN, SYLVANUS

CHANCE, SAMUEL CHRIESMAN, HORATIO

CLARK, JOHN C. CLARKE, ANTHONY R.

COATS, MERIT M. COLES, JOHN P.

COOK, JAMES COOKE, JOHN

COOPER, WILLIAM CRIER, JOHN

CROWNOVER, JOHN CUMINGS, JAMES

CUMINGS, JOHN CUMINGS, REBEKAH RUSSEL

CUMINGS, WILLIAM CUMMINS, JAMES

CURTIS, HINTON CURTIS, JAMES, JR.
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Battle of Gonzales
Written by Stephen L. Hardin

When Domingo de Ugartechea, 

military commander in Texas, 

received word that the American

colonists of Gonzales refused to 

surrender a small cannon that 

had been given that settlement 

in 1831 as a defense against the 

Indians, he dispatched Francisco 

de Castañeda and 100 dragoons 

to retrieve it. Ugartechea realized 

that, given the tensions between 

the Texans and Antonio López de 

Santa Anna's Centralist

government, the slightest provocation might ignite hostilities. He 

therefore instructed Castañeda to use force if necessary but to avoid 

open conflict if possible. The company rode out of San Antonio de Béxar 

on September 27, 1835.

When Castañeda's troops reached the Guadalupe River opposite 

Gonzales on September 29, they found their path blocked by high water 

and eighteen militiamen (later called the Old Eighteen). Castañeda 

announced that he carried a dispatch for alcalde Andrew Ponton but was 

informed that he was out of town and that the Mexican dragoons would

The "Come and Take It" cannon of the Battle of 

Gonzales (The cannon is the real thing, the 

carriage a reproduction) on display at the 

Gonzales Memorial Museum
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have to wait on the west side of the river until he returned. Unable to 

proceed, Castañeda pitched camp 300 yards from the ford.

As he awaited 

word from the 

absent alcalde, 

the men of 

Gonzales 

summoned 

reinforcements 

from several of 

the surrounding 

settlements. 

Later, a Coushatta Indian entered the Mexican camp and informed 

Castañeda that the number of Texan volunteers now numbered at least 

140 and more were expected. Knowing he could not force the guarded 

crossing, Castañeda abandoned his campsite near the ford and marched 

his troops in search of another place not so well defended, where he 

could "cross without any embarrassment." Around sundown on October 

1 he ordered his dragoons to pitch camp seven miles upriver from the 

contested ford on land belonging to colonist Ezekiel Williams.

The Texans were also on the move. On the night of October 1, their 

troops crossed to the west bank of the Guadalupe and marched upriver 

toward Castañeda's new camp. On the morning of October 2, they 

attacked the Mexicans, and Castañeda ordered his men to fall back to a 

low rise behind their camp.

The Old Eighteen
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During a lull in the fighting Castañeda arranged a parley with Texan 

commander John Henry Moore. Castañeda inquired why he and his men 

had been attacked without provocation, and Moore replied that the 

Texans were fighting to keep their cannon and to uphold the Constitution 

of 1824. Castañeda then assured Moore that he was himself a Federalist 

and personally opposed to the policies of Santa Anna. He added that he 

had no wish to fight colonists; he only had orders to reclaim the cannon. 

Moore then invited Castañeda to join the Texans in their fight for the 

federal Constitution of 1824. Castañeda explained that as a soldier he 

was obliged to follow his orders, whether or not he agreed with the 

politics behind them. At that point negotiations broke down, and the two 

commanders returned to their respective units.

When the fighting resumed, Castañeda, finding himself outnumbered 

and outgunned, ordered a withdrawal toward Bexar. He may also have 

been mindful of his orders not to participate in actions that were likely to 

bring about a conflict. In his report to Ugartechea, Castañeda stated that 

"since the orders from your Lordship were for me to withdraw without 

compromising the honor of Mexican arms, I did so." Despite Castañeda's

efforts to avoid war, the so-called battle of Gonzales (which was really 

only a brief skirmish) marked a clear break between the American 

colonists and the Mexican government.
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Siege of Bexar
Written by Alwyn Barr

The siege of Bexar (San Antonio) became the first major campaign of 

the Texas Revolution. From October until early December 1835, an 

army of Texan volunteers laid siege to a Mexican army in San Antonio 

de Béxar. After a Texas force drove off Mexican troops at Gonzales on 

October 2, the Texan army grew to 300 men and elected Stephen F. 

Austin commander to bring unity out of discord. The Texans advanced 

on October 12, toward San Antonio, where Gen. Martín Perfecto de 

Cos recently had concentrated Mexican forces numbering 650 men. Cos 

fortified the town plazas west of the San Antonio River and the Alamo, 

a former mission east of the stream.

By the time the Texans camped along Salado Creek east of San Antonio 

in mid-October their numbers had grown to over 400 men, including 

James Bowie and Juan N. Seguín, who brought with him a company of 

Mexican Texans. Bowie and James W. Fannin, Jr., led an advance to the 

missions below San Antonio in late October, while Cos brought in 100 

reinforcement men. On October 25, the democratic Texans conducted a 

debate over strategy. Sam Houston, who had come from the 

Consultation government, urged delay for training and for cannons to 

bombard the fortifications. Austin and others won support to continue 

efforts at capturing San Antonio.

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 52

https://tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/qdt01
https://tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/fau14
https://tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/fco76
https://tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/uqa01
https://www.tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/fbo45
https://www.tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/fse08
https://tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/ffa02
https://tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/fho73
https://tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/mjc08


58

From San Francisco de la Espada Mission on October 27, Austin sent 

Bowie and Fannin forward to Nuestra Señora de la Purísima Concepción 

de Acuña Mission with ninety men to locate a position nearer the town 

for the army. There on the foggy morning of the twenty-eighth Cos sent 

Col. Domingo de Ugartechea with 275 men to attack the advance force. 

The Texans drove off the assault from a position along the bank of the 

San Antonio River, inflicting over fifty casualties and capturing one 

cannon. Austin arrived after the battle of Concepción to urge an attack 

on San Antonio but found little support among his officers.

Cos then resumed defensive positions in San Antonio and the Alamo, 

while the Texans established camps on the river above and below the 

town and grew to an army of 600 with reinforcements from East Texas 

led by Thomas J. Rusk. After discussion among the Texan officers 

produced little support for an attack, some volunteers went home for 

winter clothes and equipment. Yet the arrival of more East Texans in early 

November offset the departures.

Texas and Mexican cavalry skirmished from time to time as the Texans 

scouted to capture Mexican supplies and to warn of any reinforcements 

for Cos. After a lack of early success, William Barret Travis led the 

capture of 300 Mexican mules and horses grazing beyond the Medina 

River on November 8. Four days later Ugartechea left San Antonio with a 

small cavalry force to direct the march of reinforcements from below the 

Rio Grande. Austin sent cavalry to intercept him, but the Mexican troops 

evaded them. Both armies suffered morale problems as a result of colder 

weather and limited supplies.
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When three companies with over a hundred men arrived from the United 

States in mid-November, Austin again planned an attack. Officers still 

expressed doubts, however, and it was called off. Austin then left to 

assume diplomatic duties in the United States. The Texas troops 

selected Edward Burleson as their new leader.

When Erastus (Deaf) Smith reported approaching Mexican cavalry on 

November 26, Burleson ordered out troops to cut them off. Skirmishing 

followed near Alazán Creek west of town, with attack and counterattack 

by both sides. Finally the Mexican troops withdrew into San Antonio. The 

engagement became known as the Grass Fight because captured 

Mexican supply animals carried fodder for horses rather than the 

rumored pay for Mexican soldiers.

Because of limited supplies and approaching winter, Burleson considered 

withdrawing to Goliad at the beginning of December. Information on 

Mexican defenses from Texans who were allowed to leave San Antonio 

led to new attack plans. But fears that the Mexican army had learned of 

the assault brought a near breakup of the Texan army. When a Mexican 

officer surrendered with news of declining Mexican morale, Benjamin R. 

Milam and William Gordon Cooke gathered more than 300 volunteers to 

attack the town, while Burleson and another 400 men scouted, protected 

the camp and supplies, and forced Cos to keep his 570 men divided 

between the town and the Alamo.

James C. Neill distracted the Mexican forces with artillery fire on the 

Alamo before dawn on December 5, while Milam and Francis W. 
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Johnson led two divisions in a surprise attack that seized the Veramendi 

and Garza houses north of the plaza in San Antonio. Mexican cannon and 

musket fire kept the Texans from advancing farther during the day and 

silenced one of their cannons.

That night and the next day the Texans destroyed some buildings close to 

them and dug trenches to connect the houses they occupied. On the 

seventh the Texans captured another nearby house, but Milam died from 

a sharpshooter's bullet. Johnson then directed another night attack that 

seized the Navarro house. On December 8, Ugartechea returned with 

over 600 reinforcements, but only 170 were experienced soldiers. 

Untrained conscripts formed the other 450 men, who brought with them 

few supplies. Burleson sent 100 men into town to join the Texan force 

that captured the buildings of Zambrano Row in hand-to-hand fighting. 

Cos ordered his cavalry to threaten the Texan camp, but they found it 

well defended. That night Cooke with two companies seized the priest's 

house on the main plaza, but they seemed cut off from the Texas army.

When Cos sought to concentrate his troops at the Alamo, four companies 

of his cavalry rode away rather than continue the struggle. Cos then 

asked for surrender terms on the morning of December 9. Burleson 

accepted the surrender of most Mexican equipment and weapons, but 

allowed Cos and his men to retire southward because neither army had 

supplies to sustain a large group of prisoners.
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Texas casualties numbered thirty to thirty-five, while Mexican losses, 

primarily in the Morelos Infantry Battalion, which defended San Antonio, 

totaled about 150; the difference reflected the greater accuracy of the 

Texans' rifles. Most of the Texas volunteers went home after the battle, 

which left San Antonio and all of Texas under their control.

Independence! Road to the Texas Revolution History Series. 56


