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VILLA'S COLUMBUS RAID:
PRACTICAL POLITICS OR GERMAN DESIGN?

FRANCIS

J.

MUNCH

the Columbus Raid and Francisco Villa have been
popularized by journalistic, entertaining myths; there has been little attempt to procure evidence for the reasons for the Raid. Historians of the Wilson era have concentrated chiefly on the war with
Germany and the issues of domestic reform, on neutrality and the
submarine thesis..
The real significance of the Columbus Raid is related to the role
of the Mexican Revolution within the larger world-wide conflagration. Did the American intervention in Mexico in 1916-1917
trigger German unreStricted submarine warfare. and, ironically,
American intervention in Europe? Was the decision for unrestricted
submarine warfare influenced by prior. American and Mexican
maneuvers? Was there a connection among the Columbus Raid,
Pershing's Expedition, and the new unrestricted German submarine policy?
Was American, Mexican, or German participation responsible
for the Columbus Raid? The evidence suggests that Villa's raid on
Columbus, New Mexico; combined Mexican-American provocations with a Mexican~German conspiracy.
.
ALTHOUGH

MEXICAN-AMERICAN PROVOCATIONS

ON March 9, 191 6,Frailcisco Villa crossed the international border and raided the sleeping American town of Columbus, New
Mexico. 1 Many motives have been suggested for a seemingly irra-
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tional provocation against the United States, but sifting of the evidence shows that the assault on Columbus was a natural result of
previous events-arising from both United States foreign policy
and conditions within the Mexican border states of Sonora and
Chihuahua. 2
Early in 1915 the United States looked on Villa with favor as a
possible-even probable-savior of Mexico. Venustiano Carranza,
on the other hand, had taken a definite anti-American attitude, especially in reference to United States business interests within
Mexico. Villa was consistently friendly toward Americans and cooperative with the United States until October 1915.3 The beginning of 19 I 5 saw Villa as the outstanding soldier of the Mexican
Revolution. Then his good fortune vanished and reverses at Celaya
and Leon started him on the long downgrade to final defeat. 4 Villa
was quickly reduced from a national power to a regional chieftain;
then squeezed into Chihuahua, and on into the Sierra Madre Occidental by Alvaro Obregon and American border policies. 5
Despite considerable popular support in Chihuahua, Villa
needed the favor of the United States. Before the recognition of
Carranza he requested a closed border; he demanded an open border afterwards. Woodrow Wilson gave him neither. Successful
revolutionaries had always depended on favorable United States
border conditions. The worst possible situation was to be constricted within a small, semi-arid, frontier area near a tightly closed
international border. By October 1915, Villa was rapidly approaching this state of affairs.
The United States formally recognized the Carranza regime as
the de facto government of Mexico on October 19, 1915. In the
future the United States would be distinctly more partial toward
Carranza than it had ever been toward Villa. This was evident on
the very day of recognition, when an embargo was placed on arms
and munitions for Villa, while the export of munitions consigned to
the de facto government was permitted. 6 As a result of the embargo
smuggling increased; this)n turn intensified border tension. 7
Although Villa had been informed of the probability that the
United States would recognize Carranza, the news did not reach
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him until he was approaching Agua Prieta, Sonora. GeorgeC. Carothers, State Department Special Agent with Villa, and Colonel
Herbert Slocum, 13th Cavalry, both reported that Villa became
very angry and declared that he would have no further dealings
with the United States. 8 The recognition of Carranza changed
Villa into an open enemy of the United States. It was Wilson's first
overt maneuver against the bandit of Chihuahua.
Several weeks later President Wilson approved a request from
the de facto government to reinforce Agua Prieta, Sonora, via the
United States. 9 Five thousand Carranzista troops were transported
from Piedras Negras, Coahuila, over the Southern Pacific Railroa9
through Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona, to defeat Villa in
Sonora. 1O Not only trainloads of soldiers but also artillery, munitions, and equipment poured through Douglas, Arizona, into Mexico. General Plutarco Elias Calles surrounded Agua Prieta on three
sides with deep entrenchments, aprons of barbed wire, and machine guns emplaced to sweep all approaches. By intensive labor
and with the privilege of shipping munitions and materiel through
the United States, the defenders were able to make Agua Prieta almost impregnable before Villa appeared in the mountain passes to
the east. n
Weapons and Carranzista entrenchments were not the only tactical features of the battlefield that contributed to Villa's defeat.
The battlefield was illuminated. Previously Villa had had great
success in night attacks, but at Agua Prieta powerful searchlights
turned night into day. They not only revealed the oncoming attack
but blinded the attackers. These searchlights caused much bitterness among the Villistas and quickly added to the grudge building
against the United States. As it became apparent during the next
few days that their defeat was helped, if not entirely caused, by the
new policies of the United States, rumors began to circulate among
the Villistas that the searchlights had been furnished by the United
States Army and manned by American soldiers. 12
.
Villa was very angry and declared "that he was through with any
dealings with the United States."13 Before Agua Prieta, from the
outbreak of the Revolution, the United States had been careful not
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to give any official material aid to any faction. Armed Mexican
forces were never permitted on American soil, even during the
period when the United States was openly hostile to Victoriano
Huerta and favorable to the Constitutionalists. Later, after the
Columbus Raid, two wallets containing official records were captured. In a letter to Emiliano Zapata, Villa denounced the permission granted Carranza to transport troops through American
territory.14 After Agua Prieta, Villa announced that he intended
to seize all horses and saddle equipment regardless of ownership.
Moreover, he demanded a forced loan of twenty-five thousand dollars from each of four American companies in his territory and
threatened to confiscate all the cattle of the Cananea Cattle Company.15
Another cause of Villista extortion was the decline in his finances. In early October the purchaSing power of Villa money had
dropped almost to zero. 16 By November the exchange rate of his
money was two hundred fifty to one. 17 In December it was no
longer in circulation. IS Villa's garrisons, especially in Ciudad
Juarez, complained that they were paid with worthless notes, and
this created the possibility of mass defections. 19 As Villistas became
increasingly hard pressed for bare essentials they became more desperate in their acquisition of them. 20
Villa became a forager and a looter~a bandit-after his defeat at
Agua Prieta. In Sonora, Villa "absolutely cleaned out all available
food." Reports from Cananea, Imuris, Magdalena, and SantaCruz
state that "all stores have been looted" and even private dwellings
were "cleaned out of everything of value" and "the whole country
denuded of everything edible or of any value." On the way back
from Sonora, Villa personally directed looting in La Colorada and
San Pedro. All stores were cleaned out and all livestock and wagons
were taken. This banditry continued in Chihuahua during 1916,
and the looting was so complete that "not a grain of corn nor article
of clothing" was left behind. 21
Since December 1915 Villa had been squeezed into the northwestern part of Chihuahua. Consequently, his Villistas broke up
into many small bands which roamed in every direction and dev-
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astated transportation and food supplies. This not only reduced
Villa's control as military chief but also increased anti-American
provocations. While looting, Villistas claimed that Villa had given
orders to kill every gringo. 22 In his attempts to better his shakyfinances, Villa also engaged in smuggling. He traded surreptitiously
through Mexican cattle dealers, especially the Terrazas family.
United States Customs officials estimated that during November
1915 Villa collected $500,000 gold in export taxes on cattle and
sheep from the Terrazas interests. In December he was still receiving arms, ammunition, and coal as well as bringing the last of the
Terrazas cattle into El Paso for sale. 23
Villa's defeat at Hermosillo was the key determinant of his new
occupation as guerrilla and his desperate raids in Sonora and Chihuahua. Here Villa suffered losses that completely destroyed the
morale of his army. The attack on Agua Prieta resulted in defeat;
the attack on Hermosillo was a disaster. By the end of November
1915 Villa was finished as a major factor in Mexican politics. The
remnants of Villa's army, drifting northward toward Nogales, committed all the atrocities which seem to be inseparable from a breakdown of army discipline.
Hermosillo further hardened Villa's attitude toward the United
States. The Villistas were certain that they would have been victorious at Agua Prieta if the garrison had not been reinforced
through the United States, and their defeat at l-Iermosillo would
not have occurred. 24 On November 25, 19i5' two Villista colonels
shouted insults at United States Consul Frederick Simpich near
the Nogales Customhouse. The uproar attracted a large group of
mounted Villistas who threatened Simpich with their drawn guns.
Several· of them rode across the boundary waving their pistols. 25
Later, at three different times, Villistas opened fire from the Mexican side. 26 Carlos Randall, the Villista governor of Sonora, excused
the disorder on the grounds that it was caused by the prohibition
on exporting food from the United States. 27
The most important result of the Sonoran debacle was the destruction and disorganization of the Division del Norte. After Villa
struggled back over the Sierra Madre in December, he arrived in
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Chihuahua to find some of his generals in disagreement with him. 28
After Hermosillo, Pancho Villa did not have an army, and he was
not in command of its disorganized remnants. Even before American recognition of Carranza in October, there had been indications
that Villa did not have complete control over his followers. Most of
Villa's representatives replied for themselves, without consulting
their leader. Every one of Carranza's lieutenants referred matters to
their First Chief. 29
The massacre at Santa Ysabel on January 10, 1916, was a result
of Hermosillo. A semi-autonomous Villista band, led by Colonel
Pablo Lopez, stopped a Mexican Northwestern train and systematically robbed, then shot, seventeen American mining engineers on
their way to reopen the American-owned La Cusi Mining Company.3Q These Villista bands were practically independent. Lopez
was bitterly anti-American. 31 According to an eyewitness account
by Jose Maria Sanchez, a Mexican employee of the La Cusi Mining Company:
They riHed our pockets, took our blankets and even our lunches,
then Col. Pablo Lopez, in charge of the looting of our car, said: "If
you want to see some fun, watch us kill these gringos. Come on boys,"
he shouted to his followers. They ran from the coach, crying "Viva
Villa!" and "Death to the gringos!" I heard a volley of riHe shots, and
looked out the window.
All bodies were completely stript of clothing and shoes. 32

Though the bandits at Santa Ysabel were Villistas, the degree to
which Francisco Villa was personally involved has never been determined. Pablo Lopez was captured by the Carranzistas in April
and promptly executed. After his death, the Carranzista governor
of Chihuahua, Don Ignacio Enriquez, quoted Lopez as having
said: "Villa ordered me to commit the Santa Ysabel massacre. Villa
was behind a hill near the scene."33 Clendenen says that it is only
fair to state that Villa denied this vehemently. Villa admitted ordering the seizure of the,payroll, but not having given any orders to
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molest the Americans.34 In any case, the act was perpetrated by men
who, nominally at least, acknowledged his authority. They shouted,
"Viva Villa!" while the murders were being committed. Clendenen
concludes that "Villa's ultimate, and legal, responsibility is beyond
question."35
Another reason for Villa's increasingly desperate situation in
Chihuahua and for his intensified frustration was the constant
diminution of his forces. Such support was not only a military but
a psychological necessity for Francisco Villa. The chieftain Villato exist-had to command. Americans had scuttled him by recognizing Carranza in October. As a result, Mexicans had been Reeing
the Villa standard. Already in October, reports had indicated that
Villa's forces were disintegrating and deserting to Carranza. In
November the number of bands which deserted to Carranza without battle, but with the promise of amnesty, increased. 36 During
December a virtual Rood of defections took place, including Ciudad
Juarez, vital to Villa's smuggling operations. Here Villista General
Tomas Ornelas, together with the Secretary of State for Chihuahua, Sylvestre Terrazas, surrendered the town and garrison to General Obregon. 37 The former Villistas were immediately paid and
mustered out. Many did not return to their homes but re-enlisted
with the Carranza forces. Villista troops continued to defect in
small groups during January 1916, principally at Chihuahua City,
Casas Grandes, and Palomas. 3s
The seriousness of these defections was reRected in German
foreign policy as well as in Villa's personal reactions. Germany
recognized the Carranza government,39 Faced with the task of regaining not only his lost military power, but his own personal prestige, Francisco Villa had to prove to the world that he was still a
force to be respected. 40 Moreover, Villa's desperate position, exacerbated by the moves of Customs Officer Zachary Cobb, forced the
Chihuahuan guerrilla to consider practical measures to regain his
lost power. But if Villa was already desperate, Carranza's position in
early 19 I 6 was beginning to decline, especially in Chihuahua. The
First Chief was not in· control, and his financial and military hold
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was decidedly weak. Villa knew Carranza's strength in Chihuahua
and tapped telegraph wires for additional information concerning
American reaction to the seemingly impotent First Chief. 41
As early as December 1915 American government officials noted
the political difficulties in Chihuahua. The State had "sometimes
gone for [Pascual] Orozco, sometimes for Villa, but never outright
for Carranza."42 In early January 1916 Carranza was expropriating
American property in Durango to sustain his military forces. Nevertheless he was unable to establish complete control.43 According to
American authorities, Carranza appeared to have lost the opportunity to improve conditions along the border. 44 By late January
19 I 6 there was definite lack of American confidence in the Carranza government's ability to establish order in Northern Mexico. Carranza money was worth four cents on the dollar, less than
Villa currency six months earlier. 45 Furthermore, not a single member of the Lopez band had been captured. 46
The Carranza government did not have enough troops to accomplish what was expected, and its resources were scanty. Emiliano Zapata was still in the field, and a large-scale campaign against
the Yaqui Indians was under way.47 The State Department, however, saw only the failure of the First Chief to control the political
and alleviate the economic situations. 48 The financial basis of the de
facto government was becoming even more unstable. By March
1916 Carranza money was worth only three cents on the dollar. 49
On the very day of the Columbus Raid, dispatches to the Secretary
of State claimed that the First Chief lacked the forces necessary to
disperse Villa. 50
In March 19 I 6 Villa could count on the fact that an American
intervention in Mexico had great prospects of shaking Carranza's
already weakened position. If Carranza did not oppose such an intervention, he would no longer be First Chief. If Carranza did
oppose an American intervention, he could well lose de facto
recognition and vital diplomatic support. Villa would have a chance
to recoup his losses. 51
While aware of these possibilities, Villa was primarily concerned
with the more immediate matter of survival, which was made in-
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creasingly difficult by Zachary Cobb and later by George C. Carothers. Cobb's unfavorable reports seemed to be inspired by personal hatred. In August 1915 Cobb opposed measures to reopen the
Juarez packing houses to enable Villa to raise funds without imposingtaxes or forced loans upon foreigners (and Terrazas cattle). He
fought the scheme on the grounds that the slaughtered cattle would
be stolen ani)nals. By October Cobb had become a one-man diplomatic and consular force whose driving concern was to bring about
Villa's complete and final downfall:
Cobb made it his immediate mission to cut off supplies for Villa
passing through £1 Paso, to prevent Villa's gaining any revenue by
exports through Juarez, and by these means to render Juarez untenable for the Villistagarrison. If he could accomplish this, Cobb would
succeed in closing Villa's last gateway to the outer world. 52

To achieve these ends, Cobb was determined that no coal should
cross from £1 Paso into Villa territory. He recommended that the
State Department obtain an injunction to prevent rolling stock of
the Mexican National Railways from returning to Mexico. The
Alvarado Mining Company, however, continued to operate in Mexico, thereby helping Villa by paying taxes. Cobb asked that the
anticipated complaint by the Company be ignored until Ciudad
Juarez was taken from Villa. 53 Shortly afterwards, Cobb informed
the State Department that he had ordered all cattle shipments held
on the Mexican side of the border pending surety that no Villa
export tax would be paid. He later recommended an embargo on
all cattle importations from Mexico. 54
George C. Carothers, Special Agent for the State Department,
then began to report on Villa's growing desperate situation. He suggested that the measures recommended by Cobb be applied at other
places. Coal and anything else that would benefit Villa should be
embargoed. 55 There is evidence that the Cobb-Carothers campaign
against Villa's finances and transportation achieved gradual success. Cobb even went so far as to find an American purchaser for
the coal destined for Villa. 56 In November the suspension of rail-
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road operations in Sonoran territory held by Villa, for lack of coal
from the United States, was a sore point with Villistas. A report from
the Navy Department strongly indicated that Villa was "unable to
secure supplies from the United States, and there are no supplies
in Sonora from which he can draw."57
El Paso, however, continued to be troublesome to Cobb. In
several reports he complained of the inability of the Treasury Department to enforce a complete embargo on arms and munitions. He
complained that munitions were stored in many places in El Paso,
and that such shipments were impossible to watch without an adequate number of customs officials. 58 Cobb's efforts were matched by
Villa's smuggling, sale of cattle, and gambling-house profits-all in
Ciudad Juarez-until the Villista garrison defected to Carranza in
December 191 5. 59
On March 9, 1916, Villa crossed the border to loot Columbus,
New Mexico. It is obvious that the raid was well planned. There
is no question that Villa was a man of keen intelligence. For several
days before the border crossing, Villa had laid plans for his foray as
well as for his retreat into Chihuahua. 60 Arriving near Palomas,
Mexico, he began slaughtering large numbers of cattle for provisions. 61 Prior to the raid, great gaps were cut in fences near the
border. 62 Villa also sent spies into Columbus to report on the possibilities of success without serious American miltary opposition.
While Villa's informers were in Columbus, he discussed possible
objectives with his staff. He had misgivings concerning the failure
of a surprise attack. When his spies returned and reported, Villa
"after a long wait" made his decision. 63 At approximately four A.M.,
his force of 485 men halted at an arroyo in the dark, five hundred
yards from the sleeping town. Mounted columns converged and
each column was assigned certain objectives. 64
The Mexicans followed a definite plan. They made simultaneous
attacks . . . into the town. . . . Their patent familiarity with the
terrain argues that the plan was based on accurate information and
had been made well in advance. 65
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An analysis of what actually happened at Columbus clearly
shows that Villa raided for loot, and this was the explanation given
by the United States 13th Cavalry stationed in the town. The
Army camp had exactly the supplies Villa needed: machine guns,
munitions, and many horses, hybrids of Arabian stock. 66 The town
contained all kinds of provisions, food, clothing, money, mainly
located in Sam and Louis Ravel's generill store. Villa had previously
carried on an extensive business with the Ravel brothers, purchasing large quantities of guns and ammunition. Thus, familiar with
the largest general store in Columbus, the Villistas concentrated
there for a thorough looting. 67 In the course of three hours, the
Villistas confined their attention chiefly to looting. They inflicted
only such casualties and destruction as would seem inevitable in
such a desperate robbery.6s Had Villa been thinking in terms of
in:Ricting casualties, Fort Bliss would have been his objective. Columbus was isolated, sparsely guarded-an ideal place for guerrilla
foraging. 69
The real situation of El Leon del Norte was this: He was constricted into a small, semi-arid, unproductive area bordered by the
United States. The border ports were Villa's only means of survival at this stage in his political-military career. He had to raid to
exist. Villa's retreat was unexpectedly hurried by Major Frank
Tompkins. For fifteen miles south of Columbus, the trail was littert::d with quantities of loot, along with two abandoned machine
guns. 70
In conclusion, the international provocation made by Francisco
Villa at Columbus, New Mexico, March 9, 1916, was motivated
primarily by physical necessity. As long as he was hemmed in and
alive, Villa would raid for survival-in Mexico or in the United
States. Raids into the United States, in fact, were commonplace
along the Texas border in 1915-1916.71 But Villa's raid on Columbus clearly showed his desperate condition.
The driving passion of the Villistas was their need-the unremitting
need of money, clothes, arms, ammunition, and, as the mainstay of
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their profession, horseflesh. Money and clothes from ricos like rich
Sam Ravel-and from the militares, arms, ammunition, and horses!72

In addition, there was the possibility of American interventiona possible double revenge on both the Wilson and Carranza governments. Carranza's fall could only mean Villa's rise. Villa had little
left to lose; there was much to gain, then and in the future.

MEXICAN-GERMAN PROVOCATIONS
FOR THE COLUMBUS RAID

A SIFTING of the evidence also indicates that Germany was partially
responsible for the assault on Columbus-owing to the intrigue by
Villa's agent in the United States, Felix Sommerfeld, with German
Secret Service agents. 73 By 1915 German policy toward the United
States was twofold: American arms and munitions must be diverted
from the Entente powers; the United States must not enter the
European War. Within the United States, the German Secret
Service, aided by the clumsy Franz Rintelen von Kleist, proved unable to stop the How of weapons. Emphasis was then placed on
Mexico as a potential trouble spot.
An American-Mexican war would not only interrupt the export
of weapons but keep the United States fully occupied at home. 74
With this aim, several conspiracies were entered into with various
Mexican officials, revolutionaries, and exile groups.75
The German reasoning was basically sound. The eventual entry of
the United States into World War I, even in the spring of 1915, was
.a strong possibility. A friendly government in Mexico could give Germany a base of operations in the Western Hemisphere and at the
same time would keep the government of Woodrow Wilson occupied
with matters closer to home. If United States arms and ammunition
could be diverted· aWay from· the Allies because of the threat of a
hostile government to the south this would constitute an added bene-

fit. 76

Carranzista troops at Agua Prieta.
International Film Service, Inc.
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Villa in the field (center, wearing white hat).
Aultman Collection. Courtesy SouthwestReference Dept., El Paso Public Library.

From left to right: George C. Carothers, 3 d from left, hands on raiiing;; Villa and Gen.. Hugh Scott, seated center;
.
Rodolfo Fierro, behind Scott; Felix Sommerfeld, standing with elbow on railing.
Aultman Collection. Courtesy Southwest, Reference Dept., El Paso Public Library.
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From left to right in foreground: Gen Eugenio A. Benavides, Villa, Obregon,
Rodolfo Fierro, Dr. Lyman B. Raschbaum (German agent), Gen. Jose Ruiz.
Aultman Collection. Courtesy Southwest Reference Dept., El Paso Public Library.

Columbus, N.M. Unloading equipment prior to Punitive Expedition.
Aultman Collection. Courtesy Southwest Reference Dept., El Paso Public Library.
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Battery of Mexican machine guns.
International Film Service.
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Robert Lansing, United States Secretary of State, was convinced
that the German Government was making every effort to stir up
trouble between the United States and Mexico. 77 In his diary, before the de facto recognition of Carranza, he wrote that Germany
wa~ted to maintain. the chaos in Mexico until the United States
was forced to intervene. The Secretary warned that the United
States must not intervene, that she must recognize the dominant
faction in Mexico in order to promote stability, and that GerrnanAmerican relations rated first priority.78 After the Columbus Haid,
President Wilson remarked to his secretary, Joseph Tumulty, that
German agents had been hard at work to provoke a~ American
intervention in Mexico. 79 One of the Mexican-German conspiracies was introduced at the same time as the Huerta-Orozco plot. 80
In April 1915 Villa's agent in the United States, Felix Sommerfeld,
entered into a conspiracy with the German Secret Service, originally on his own initiative. S !
During the next month Bernhard Dernburg, German Agent of
Propaganda in the United States, sent a report to Admiral Henning von Holtzendorff. Holtzendorff promptly referred the report to
Secretary of German Foreign Affairs, Gottlieb von Jagow,' for comment. 82 Though mostly concerned with the American export. of
arms to the Entente powers, part of the dispatch dealtwith a previqus conversation of Dernburg and Sommerfeld. It read:
All the contracts [with the Entente] of the arms factories have a
clause in which these [contracts] become null and void in the same
momerit that the United States becomes involved in war [Mexican].
The policies of the United States in respect to Mexico are known to
all. And one can be completely convinced that the government of the
United States will do everything possible to avoid an intervention in
Mexico. The military of the United States, however, strongly supports
intervention, as well as the state governments of Texas and Arizona
which lie directly on the Mexican border. Approximately two months
ago, there occurred an incident on the border of Arizona [Naco],
which almost caine to an intervention [by the United States]. As a
consequence, the American Chief of General Staff [Hugh Scott] was
sent to the border by President Wilson on the suggestion 6f the Minister of War, [Lindley] Garrison, to negotiate with Villa. These con-
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ferences resulted through the mediation of Felix A. Sommerfeld, and
at that moment, as he told me many times, it would have been very
easy for him to provoke an intervention. Such an intervention represented for Germany the following: An embargo on all munitions to
the Allies. Since the Allies depended on such munitions, the embargo
would bring as a consequence rapid victory to Germany [in Europe].
A limitation of credits [for the Allies] and a change in policy of the
United States would also profit Germany. On the other hand, Felix
A. Sommerfeld had reservations against forcing intervention at that
time through Villa, since he did not know the intentions of Germany
with respect to the United States nor did he know what Germany
desires in the future with respect to the United States, and therefore,
he did not want to run the risk of working against German policy or
make a hasty step, aggravating instead of bettering the situation. It
appears that this opportunity will come again in the very near future,
and Felix A. Sommerfeld discussed this with me. He is completely
convinced that an intervention in Mexico by the United States can
be brought about. With the exception of Mr. Sommerfeld, the instigator of this idea, I am the only one to know of his plans. We both
agreed not to discuss this subject with the German Ambassador
[Count Johann von Bernstorff] here [Washington, D.C.] because we
are of the conviction that the fewer people that know about it the
better it is, and besides, this delicate opportunity can only be directed
to the appropriate decision-making office. I ask you, that after having
read this report, you give Mr. Sommerfeld, either through me or directly, a yes or no. In concluding, I must mention that we, Felix A.
Sommerfeld and I, both give our word of honor as German citizens,
that whatever your decision, we will communicate this to no one. 83

Bernhard Dernburg's request for a "yes or no" to Sommerfeld's
plan for American intervention in Mexico was. immediately considered by von Jagow:
My answer must be unquestionably 'yes.' Even if the munitions
supply cannot be stopped [to Europe], which doesn't appear to me
very certain, it would be very desirable that America, more friend of
the English, should be occupied in war [in Mexico] and should be
turned away from Europe. It [the U.S.] will not intervene in China
and because of this an action against Mexico, provoked by the situation, would be the only possibility to divert the American government. 84
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Felix Sommerfeld, a native German who had emigrated at the
turn of the century to the State of Chihuahua, was the key figure
in the Mexican-German conspiracy. He became Francisco Madero's chief press agent in the United States. 85 Following Madero's
assassination, Sommerfeld sought asylum in the German Embassy,
and Paul von Hintze, German Ambassador to Mexico, helped him
Bee to the United States. 86 Here, Sommerfeld made contact with
Villa and soon became Villa's chief unofficial diplomatic agent in
the United States. He also became active in buying weapons for
Villa, lining his own pockets at the same time. 87 If Sommerfeld
cannot be directly related to the Columbus Raid, his intrigue on
behalf of Germany and the material benefits of this intrigue made
available to Villa prove that the German government was partially
responsible. Germany directly provided support to the Villista
movement-and helped keep Villa alive.
. Sommerfeld's contacts with the German Secret Service were
indeed close. American agents from the Justice Department established definitely that Sommerfeld was in contact with Franz Rintelen von Kleist and that from April to August 1915, over $340,000
had been deposited in his St. Louis account from a bank in New
York City. It was not known who had deposited the money in New
York. It was established, however, that on the same day, from the
same bank in New York, money had been deposited into a second
account in St. Louis-the same bank which carried Sommerfeld's
account. Both accounts were closed on the same day. The second
account belonged to the German Embassy in the United States.
Justice Department agents concluded that there had to be a connection between the two accounts. They proved that the total
amount of money in Sommerfeld's account had been withdrawn
in favor of the Western Cartridge Company to purchase weapons
for Villa. 88
Whatever Sommerfeld's motives, if he did not work specifically
for an attack on Columbus, New Mexico, he did indeed conspire
for American intervention in Mexico. This could best be accomplished by viol~tion of the international border. 89 The fact that
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Villa acquired increased German help after the Columbus Raid
does support the following thesis:
German foreign policy as carried out by the Admiral Staff and
the Greater General Staff was partially responsible for the Columbus Raid. 90
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early as Jan. 8, 1916. Two large wallets containing official Villa records
were captured. They were examined by George C. Carothers late on March
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812.00/17401, March 10, 1916. Link (p. 205, n. 47) also cites this letter:
"See F. Villa to E. Zapata, January 8, 1916, from San Geronimo Ranch,
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policy of the German government through 1915 can be seen in NA-RDS,
American Consul at Havana, Cuba, William Gonzales to Secretary of State,
812.00/1696 3, Dec. 14, 1915. See also Cline, p. 184.
75. Michael C. Meyer, "The Mexican-German Conspiracy of 1915,"
The Americas, vol. 23 (1966), p. 76.
76. Ibid., p. 82.
77· Kahle, pp. 353-54·
78. Documentos hist6ricos de la Revoluci6n Mexicana: Revoluci6n y
regimen Constitucionalista III, Carranza, Wilson y el ABC. Editados por
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la Comision de Investigaciones Historicas de la Revolucion Mexicana bajo
la direccion de Isidro Fabela (Mexico, 1962), Doc. 39, p. 4°1. Lansing's
diary also cited in Barbara Tuchman, The Zimmermann Telegram (New
York, 1963), p. 89; Katz, "AIemania y Francisco Villa," p. 93; Clendenen,
P·29 8.
79. Katz, "Alemania y Francisco Villa," p. 93; Link, p. 21 4.
80. For a thorough treatment of the Huerta-Orozco plot see Meyer,
"The Mexican-German Conspiracy of 1915," pp. 76-89 as well as Meyer,
Mexican Rebel: Pascual Orozco and the Mexican Revolution 1910-1915
(Lincoln, 1967), Ch. 7, pp~ I 15-35. In 'The Mexican-German Conspiracy
of 1915," p. 88, Meyer writes that the German government was far from
shattered by the failure of Huerta and Orozco: "With characteristic efficiencya secondary plan was put into operation almost immediately. Even
during the period of intense negotiations with Huerta and Orozco, German
intelligence agents, fully aware that the scheme might prove abortive, had
initiated similar negotiations with Felix Sommerfeld, orie of Pancho Villa's
representatives in the United States." He notes that this intrigue lasted well
into 1916. There is evidence that German intelligence. agents had not
initiated negotiations with Felix Sommerfeld, but that Sommerfeld took the
initiative. See German Foreign Office, Bonn, Mexico I SECR., vol. I,
Dernburg to Holtzendorff, May 1915, as cited in Katz, Deutschland, p. 343.
81. Katz, Deutschland, p. 342. After the certain failure of the HuertaOrozco plot, however, there are "indications" that Franz Rintelen von Kleist
had conversations with Sommerfeld in the United States. See Katz, "Alemania y Francisco Villa," p. 96.
82. Katz, Deutschland, p. 342; "AIemania y Francisco Villa," p. 89.
83. German Foreign Office, Bonn,Mexico, I SEeR., vol. I, Dernburg
to Holtzendorff, May 1915, as cited in Katz, Deutschland, pp. 342-43;
"AIemania y Francisco Villa," pp. 89-90' Sommerfeld undoubtedly was referring to the border incident at Naco. Battles between Villistas and Carranzistas in Naco resulted in several dead on the American· side· of the
border. General Hugh Scott was sent to obtain a withdrawal of.both Mexican factions. Scott's negotiations with Villa were very heated. Katz, "Alemania y Francisco Villa," pp. 94-95·, sees a deterioration in the relations between Villa and the U.S.-an outcome of the Naco conferences. Katz
presents the thesis that as relations between Villa and the American government became colder in 1915, German relations with Villa grew correspondingly closer-and that the ebb and flow of diplomatic support given to the
various Mexican leaders always found the American and German governments in opposition. Meyer, "The Mexican-German Conspiracy of 1915,"
pp. 88-89, seems to indicate also that as relations between the U.S. and
Pancho Villa cooled, German interest in Villa increased. Meyer also notes
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the corresponding American switch to Carranza. "President Wilson, long
antagonistic toward Venustiano Carranza, began to temper his censures
of the Mexican regime." However, late March 1916 brought a new relationship between Carranza and Germany after Pershing's entry into Mexico. Of interest is the first sentence of the quotation from Dernburg's
dispatch to Holtzendorff, which is not dissimilar to wording in the later
Zimmermann Telegram. .
84. German Foreign Office, Bonn, Mexico I SECR., vol. I, Dernburg
to Holtzendorff; May 1915, as cited in Katz, Deutschland, p. 343; Katz,
"Alemania y Francisco Villa," p. 91.
85. NA, StDF 812.00/13232, Letcher to Bryan, August 25, 1914, as
quoted in Katz, Deutschland, p. 34486. German Foreign Office, Bonn, Mexico I, vol. 33, Hintze to Foreign
Office, Feb. 23, 1913, as cited in Katz, Deutschland, p. 344.
87. NA, StDF 812.00/13232, Letcher to Bryan, August 25, 1914, as
cited in ibid. The question must be raised: What motivated Sommerfeld
to initiate contacts with German Secret Service agents in April 1915, and
to offer them his services? Sommerfeld was known to be unduly concerned
with personal gain. Explanation for his actions possibly can be found in
his contacts with American business interests in Mexico-interests which in
1915-16 were clamoring for American intervention in Mexico. There is
strong circumstantial evidence that Sommerfeld was in the employ of the
German Secret Service, American business corporations, and Francisco Villa
to promote American intervention-but for different reasons. See NA, StDF
812.00/12706, Cobb to Bryan, August I, 1914, as cited in Katz, Deutschland, pp. 344-45.
88. Senate Propaganda, vol. 2, pp. 2168 ff. as cited in ibid., p. 345.
89. This is not to say that Villa was a stooge. Acceptance of such help
in no way meant any obligation or entrance into German services. Villa,
like other revolutionaries, exploited the contradictions of the greater powers
to achieve his own ends. See Katz, Deutschland, pp. 345-46; Clendenen, p.
3 I 7; Federico Cervantes M., Francisco Villa y la Revoluci6n (Mexico,
1960), p. 538.
90. Nevertheless, there were Mexican-American provocations-themselves sufficient to inspire the raid on Columbus. See Viereck, pp. 105f, and
German Foreign Office, Bonn, Mexico I, vol. 56. Doc. Note of Montgelas,
March 23, 1916, Voska/Irwin, p. 197, German Foreign Office, Bonn, Mexico as cited in Katz, Deutschland, p. 347. Katz, "Alemania y Francisco
Villa," pp. 96-97, 100-101; Braddy, Pershing's Mission in Mexico, p. 77;
Tuchman, p. 95.
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SAMUEL ELLISON ON THE ELECTION OF 1857

edited by DAVID J.

IN

WEBER

OR OUT of an election year the predictions of political pundits
make interesting reading-the more so if they are wrong. The two
letters reproduced herein hold such interest. Written by the territorial secretary, Samuel Ellison, they represent the informed but
mistaken views of one knowledgeable observer of New Mexico's
hard-fought 1857 election for delegate to the United States Congress. The first letter reveals heady optimism preceding the election, while the second expresses the bitterness of defeat.
The 1857 election for territorial delegate-then New Mexico's
most important elected official-enjoys a reputation as "the most
bitterly contested election in the history of the territory."l Each contestant called himself a Democrat, but national labels and issues
seldom entered into New Mexico politics during this period. Instead, parties represented personalities and the 1857 election
proved to be no exception. 2 The incumbent, Miguel Antonio
Otero, seeking his second term, had been educated in the United
States and had become a member of the Missouri bar. Son of a
prominent New Mexico merchant, the courtly, twenty-eight-yearold Otero was at home on either end of the Santa Fe Trail. 3 Otero's
opponent, Spruce M. Baird, was also a lawyer, but many referred
to him derisively as "Judge." In 1848, when Texas brazenly
claimed much of New Mexico as -its "County of Santa Fe," Baird
had been sent to serve asthe new county's district judge. Unwanted
by the New Mexicans, Baird was never allowed to fill this position
and returned home to Texas within a year. 4

216

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW XLIV:3 1969

The 1857 election, however, was no simple contest between a
"native," Otero, and an "outsider," Baird. "Nativism" was, as Ellison points out, an important issue, but Baird also enjoyed the support of many native New Mexicans and was accused of "declaring
himself a better Mexican than Otero." Although "Anglo" Ellison
supported Baird; so did "native" Jose Manuel Gallegos, who was
usually identified with the anti-American group in the territory.5
Gallegos, a source of some information in Ellison's first letter, had
been a priest at Albuquerque before being unfrocked by Bishop
Jean Baptiste Lamy. Gallegos then entered politics, becoming territorial delegate in 1853, but losing that office to Miguel Antonio
Otero in 1855. Gallegos would again oppose and lose to Otero in
18 59. 6
Although the issues and the outcome of the election of 1857
have long been clear, Ellison's letters furnish fresh insights into
local conditions, clarifying, for example, the roles of Bishop Jean
Baptiste Lamy and Surveyor General William Pelham.. Ellison
identifies candidates for a number of local offices and gives the
reader some feeling for the intensity of emotions that this campaign
aroused. Ellison's letters, and others like them, are important since
they constitute a chief source for the political history of this period.
For example, no copy of the only Santa Fe newspaper, the Weekly
Gazette, is known to exist for the year 1857..
Although he had come to New Mexico only as recently as 1848,
Samuel Ellison had acquired a position which afforded him an inside view of the Territory's politics. Between 1852" and 1861, he
served as secretary, translator, and interpreter for three successive
governors: William Carr Lane, David Meriwether, and Abraham
Rencher. Most historians, however, remember Ellison'sJater career
as territorial librarian (1881-1889), during which time he is
credited with rescuing the local archives. 7
The recipient of Ellison's two letters, James Josiah Webb, had
been active in the Santa Fe trade since 1844 and is best remembered for his memoirs, published as Adventures in the Santa Fe
Trade, 1844-1847.8 Webb had politica.1 as well as mercantile interests in New Mexico, and served a one-year term in the lower
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house of the Territorial Assembly, beginning in 1856. Despite his
involvement, Webb left Santa Fe for his native Connecticut on
August 1, 1857. There he remained to manage the eastern" end of
his "firm's business. 9 Thus, Ellison's letters, written on August 29
and September 30, 1857, enjoy a fullness characteristic of correspondence with a recently departed and knowledgeable friend.
The two letters written by Samuel Ellison are apart ofa group
of ten letters written to James J. Webb by various persons. Recently
acquired by James R. Toulouse, Albuquerque attorney and history
enthusiast, these "Webb Letters"have been placed on loan in Spe~
cial Collections at Zimmerman Library, The University of New
Mexico. It is hoped that similar collections, which are now in private hands, will also eventually find their way into public repositories. lO

"Sant~ Fe Aug. 29, 1857

J. J. Webb Esq.
Dr. Sir.
I did not write you by the mail of the 15. according to promise, "for the reason, that we had not heard from the differentcoun~
ties, for the election, at present is the all insorbing subject.
The news we get from Dona ana by this mail is cheering our
friends write, that we got, a majority of from twelve to fifteen hundredvotes in that county. We will lose Socorro by about five hundred, and Valencia by not more than two hundred" votes. Baird will
get Bernalillo by a majority of two hundred and fifty votes. The
meeting for nominating their county ticket was he[l]d on the 24.
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inst. [Jose Manuel] Gallegos was there, and says there were from
four to five hundred of the vox [meaning the people's voice?] present. Otero and friends attempted to break up the meeting, but they
did not succ[eed], a committee of twelve was sent to Otero, who
informed he must retire' or behave himself. He took them at their
word and left, and it is well he did so. Gallegos states, that it was
with utmost difficulty, he could keep the people from using violence with Otero. We will gain Santa Ana by at least five hundred
votes majority, and this county by, from three to five hundred. Rio
Arriba we will win by about two hundred and fifty and Taos by at
least the same majority if not greater than that of Rio Arriba. San
Miguel is doubtful. There will not be very much difference on
either side. The opposition in that county have not been able t9
nominate their county ticket yet, and the disatisfaction in the party
has caused a large number of their best men to join our party. So
much for the news from the different counties.
We nominated our county ticket for this county on the 23. d
inst. Vicario [Juan Felipe] Ortiz, was nominated for the Council,
Padre Gallegos, Pablo Delgado, Ramon Sena and Valentino Vasquez of the Placer for the lower house-Anastacio Sandoval for
judge of probate and Ygnacio Maya for Sheriff-a very strong
ticket, which can not be beaten in this county.
Wilbur had a fight with some soldiers a few nights since, and
got his nose nearly bit off. He ought not to run in such bad company.
Our town has been particularly gay for the last few days-filled
with American Ladies and gentlemen from different parts of the
Territory-I had no idea that there were so many American Ladies
in our Territory. Madam Otero,l1 is here with some of her Mexican relations, she did not stop with her American friends. All for
effect but it will not do-the Mexican women have not forgot that
party business.
I will give the result of our labors in the election, by the mail of
the I 5. of Sept.
Yours truly
SAML. ELLISON
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Santa Fe Sept. 30, 1857

J. J. Webb Esq.
Esteemed Friend:
Otero received his certificate of election on yesterday. He was
elected by 25 I 2 votes majority. We lost this county by 20 votesand only got three counties in the Territory, Rio Arriba, Santa Ana
and Dona Ana, by small majorities. Our friends did not work, that
is the most of them did not. The Bishop [Lamy] took a very active
part, he canvassed the counties of San Miguel, Taos, Rio Arriba,
Santa Ana, this county and part of Bernalillo-and you know well
as I do, the influence he has with people.
As I understand it, the four following causes lost us the election,
Nativism, Baird would sell our Territory to Texas if elected, the
influence of the Bishop and the Land Department influence-the
Surveyor General [William Pelham] wrote letters and signed them
officially, calling upon the people to vote for an Hijo del Paisstating also that he was a friend to their interests, I have seen one
of his letters. Nothing could be better calculated to work upon
these people, than this mode of argument. Many have very large
claims pending before this officer, and it is not to be supposed, that
they would do any thing that was calculated to injure their cases.
We are badly whiped, lost our Delegate and a large majority
against in the Assembly. Jesus M[ari]a Baca y Sena Sheriff There
is a good propect [prospect] of our having a very nice time here for
the next two years-Old Media Fanega/ 2 is our Judge of Probatea meaner choice could not have been made.
Judge [James S.] Davenport, Major [W. W. H.] Davis 13 and
families will leave on the I 5. of October next for the States. The
Judge expects to return in the Spring-alone. Neither the Governor
[Abraham Rencher] nor Secretary [Alexander M. Jackson] have
yet arrived-and will probably not get here before Davis leaves. 14
Gilchrist will take the Judge and the Major in.
A. W. Baile [meaning a wild baile or dance?] was given to Otero
last night in the Exchange. Madams Otero and [Mrs. Joab] Houghton looked on for a while-make your own comments.
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Frank Green was shot through his two thighs, I mean he was
wounded in his two thighs by a pistol ball on the 27. inst. by Jose
Sacon. Some Soldiers met to the Exchange and called for liquor,
and Frank refused to let them have it, when a difficulty ensued,
Frapk in attempting to put them out, one of the Soldiers drew a
Slungshot, and Sacon supposing that Green was in danger, drew
his pistol and fired, as he supposed at the soldier, but unfortunately
hit Frank. Whereupon Frank, wounded as he was gave Sacon a
devil of a thrashing, to the great amusement of the bystandersFrank is suffering a good deal at present, by [but] he will soon recover,15 as the ball did not touch the bone. I do not recollect any
thing else, that would interest you.
Collins16 will leave for Washington with the mail of the 15.
Yours Sincerly
SAJ.VIL. ELLISON

NOTES
I. Loomis Morton Ganaway, New Mexico and the Sectional Controversy, 1846-186 I (Albuquerque, 1944), p. 64.
2. See Howard Roberts Lamar, The Far Southwest, 1846-1912: A Territorial History (Yale, 1966), pp. 101-106, for the most insightful interpretation of the political events of this period, although Lamar mistakenly names
Jose Manuel Gallegos instead of Spruce Baird as the opponent of Otero in
18 57 (p. 104)'
·3. Facets of Otero's career are treated by his son, also Miguel Antonio
Otero, in My Life on the Frontier, 1864-1882 (New York, 1935), and in
Ralph Emerson Twitchell, The Leading Facts of New Mexican History
(Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 1912), vol. 2, pp. 3°9-10, n. 234.
4. William Campbell Binkley, ed., "Reports from a Texan Agent in
New Mexico, 1849," in New Spain and the Anglo American West (Lancaster, Pa., 1932), vol. 2, pp. 158-59.
5. Ganaway, pp. 64, 61.
6. Twitchell, vol. 2, pp. 295, 309, 331-34.
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7. J. Manuel Espinosa, "Memoir of a Kentuckian in New Mexico,
1848-1884," NMHR, vol. 13 (1938), pp. 4-5. Hubert Howe Bancroft, History of Arizona and New Mexico (San Francisco, 1889), p. 19.
8. Edited by Ralph B. Bieber (Glendale, 1931).
9· Ibid., pp. 24, 35-36.
10. The bulk of Webb's correspondence and business papers is housed
in the Missouri Historical Society, St. Louis. The collection is restricted,
however, to use by Ralph P. Bieber. In an article published in 1924, Bieber
described these papers as "the largest and most important single collection
of manuscripts thus far located relating to the commercial development of
New Mexico between 1844 and 1861." Ralph P. Bieber, "The Papers of
James J. Webb, Santa Fe Merchant, 1844-1861," Washington University
Studies, Humanistic Series, vol. I I, no. 2 (April, 1924), p. 305.
I I. A reference to Otero's new "American" wife, Mary Joseph Blackwood of Charleston, South Carolina~ whom he married on April 2, 1857.
Otero, pp. 283-84.
12. The nickname of Juan Baca, a merchant who operated a store on
San Francisco Street in Santa Fe as early as 1837. He acquired this curious
sobriquet, which translates roughly as "half a bushel," by bragging that he
owned half a fanega of silver dollars. W. H. H. Allison, "Santa Fe as it
Appeared During the Winter of the Years 1837 and 1838," Old Santa Fe,
vol. 2 (1914), p. 182.
13. Acting Governor of the territory.
14- Ellison was correct. The new governor, Abraham Rencher, did not
arrive until November I I, 1857. In the period in between Davis' departure
and Rencher's arrival, Ellison was left in charge of the territory. Calvin
Horn, New Mexico's Troubled Years, The Story of the Early Territorial
Governors (Albuquerque, 1963), p. 75.
15. Reuben Frank Green did recover. The following May he wrote to
J. J. Webb to report that farming was going well, that he had a contract
to deliver mail to EI Paso, and that he had married and was planning a trip
to the East. (Green's letter is among the ten Webb letters in the University
of New Mexico Library.) Green had operated a hotel in Santa Fe since
1849 and was still doing so in 1858. In 1860 Green was one of the first
members of the New Mexico Historical Society. Lansing B. Bloom, "Historical Society Minutes, 1859-1863," NMHR, vol. 18 (1943), p. 270.
16. James 1. Collins, editor of the Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, a strong
Otero supporter who would soon be appointed Indian Superintendent of
New Mexico.
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WALT WHITMAN AND THE
SIERRA GRANDE MINING COMPANY

WILLIAM WIDTE

ONE OF THE MINOR and little known incidents in the life of
Walt Whitman has to do with two hundred shares of stock in the
Sierra Grande Mining Company of Lake Valley, New Mexico,
one hundred miles northwest of El Paso, which he obtained on
February 26, 1883. The incident is worth a footnote in Whitman
lore; and it is in a footnote to Whitman's correspondence that we
learn as much as we now know: 1 This footnote is to a letter from
the poetto Mrs. Susan Stafford, of Kirkwood, Glendale, New Jersey, where Whitman used to visit frequently. At the time he wrote
Mrs. Stafford, on August 6, 1883, Whitman was staying brieRy at
the Germantown, Philadelphia, home of Robert Pearsall Smith
(who is important to our story). He told Mrs. Stafford:

Nothing speCially new with me-I am only middling well-seem to
be getting clumsier than ever, more loguey- rheumatic & other ailments-My loss (money, dues, &c) I alluded to, from the letter rec'd
when I was down there, is worse than I expected-(I knew all the
spring & early summer there would be something, for I was feeling
too well & prosperous & sassy)-

It is to this remark in Whitman's letter that Professor Miller
adds his footnote:
What loss WW sustained at this time is not known, unless he
referred to the 200 shares of stock he purchased on February 26
[1883] in the Sierra Grande mines at Lake Valley, New Mexico.
According to a prospectus mounted in [Whitman's] Commonplace-
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Book, shares in the company had a par value of $25. He received
his first dividend ($50) on March 6, but he did not receive the
second dividend, evidently payable on July 6, when he was with the
Staffords, until October 3. Perhaps the delay in payment made him
think that he had lost his money. He may have fabricated this story
because Mrs. Stafford wanted to borrow money. He lent her $50 on
October 24, 1882.

These are, of course, quite valid guesses; but to me the last one
seems the closest. As for the Sierra Grande stock, that is a different
story, for we now learn the circumstances from several new~found
documents in the collection of Mr. Charles E. Feinberg, who has
given permission for their first publication. 2
Robert Pearsall Smith, Whitman's Germantown host on that
August day, was a rich and successful Quaker glass manufacturer.
Smith had met Walt Whitman during the Christmas holidays in
1882 when his daughter Mary Smith-who had heard at Smith
College about the poet living across the Delaware River-insisted
on visiting him in Camden. The father went along to "protect"
his daughter, for the poet's reputation, based on Leaves of Grass,
which many genteel folk would not even allow in the house, was
not of the highest. The whole Smith family, with the exception of
the mother, Hannah, took a liking to the old poet-Whitman was
63 years old at the time, and had already written and published
his gr~atest poetry:3
.. .
- - ....
... ..
.
So charmed-if that is the right word-were the Smiths with
Whitman that they invited him to visit them at 4653 Germantown Avertue in residential Philadelphia. And Whitman came
with them, stayed three days, December 23, 24, 25, then returned
the next week to stay from December 30 through January 2 of the
following year. R. Pearsall Smith and his children continued to be
friends of the poet until his death in 1892.
Whitman was never a rich man, far from it; neither was he a
starving poet. He was his own publisher and sold his own editions
of Leaves of Grass, as well as contributing poems and articles to
various magazines and newspap~rs from time to time. He received
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a decent fee for his lecture on the death of Abraham Lincoln delivered on the anniversary of the assassination, April 15, and at
other .times. At this period he had enough money to lend his
brother George $250' He paid for the support of his feebleminded younger brother Edward. Again and again he records in
his Daybook sending his two sisters, Mrs. Hannah Heyde and
Mrs. Mary Van Nostrand, small sums of money. Later he paid
$1,5°0 for his tomb, a considerable amount of money in those
times.
Yet, while he actively dissuaded those who would picture him
as the neglected, ill-fed, ill-housed, ill-treated, and wholly misunderstood poet, he did not discourage his afHuent friends from
giving him gifts, such as a horse and buggy, a wheel chair (so he
could be taken out, later, when his health was poor), or even sums
of money, sometimes fairly large ones.
Now, the footnote to Whitman's Correspondence quoted above,
states that· he "purchased" two hundred shares of mining stock.
This is a perfectly valid assumption, for Whitman wrote in his

Daybook:
Feb. 26'83
the 200 shares
Sierra Grande stock
Mines at Lake Valley
New Mexico

The upper left comer of an envelope is pasted on the same page
in the Daybook. The printed return address reads:
Return to Whitall, Tatum & Co.
410 R[ice Street.-Lock-box P.
Philadelphia, Pa.
If not delivered within 10 days.

"Whitall, Tatum & Co." has been cancelled, and "R. P. Smith"
written above it. No one has ever made a connection between
R. P. Smith and the two hundred shares of Sierra Grande stock,
but there is a connection-a very close connection.
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Just how much of an impact Whitman made on R. Pearsall
Smith can be seen in a letter, written in Smith's hand two months
to the day after he first laid eyes on Walt Whitman. It is on the
letterhead of Whitall, Tatum & Co., Glass Manufacturers, No.
410 & 412 Race St., P. O. Box P., Philadelphia:
Walt Whitman
Camden N J
My dear friend
I claim the privileges of the name I claim of you-a friendin sharing with you the means which have come to me in silver
mining. I send certificate of stock of 200 shares of the Sierra Grande
Mining Company made out in your name. So far very regular dividends of twenty five cents per share per month have been made
to the shareholders, but whether they will continue for twelve
months only or for a course of years, no one can say. The Experts
predict a long course of years. In any case you will receive from the
Treasurer by mail, sent about the first of each month, a cheque for
fifty dollars till the mine shall work out.
As it is a personal matter between our two selves, you will
kindly, as you proposed, devise it back to me in the final disposition
of your means-may the which be in a far distant future!
And may its use prove of as much pleasure to you as it gives me
to ask to place the income at your disposal.
Yours faithfully
R. Pearsall Smith

In the same envelope (though the envelope itself is missing
since Whitman cut it up to paste part of it in his Daybook) was
the stock certificate, No. 5044, 200 shares of capital stock, 200
shares, par value $25, dated February 23, 1883, made out to Walt
Whitman, signed on the back by Whitman and witnessed by his
sister-in-law Louisa Whitman. Attached by a pin to the certificate
is a small slip of paper, on which Whitman wrote:
This certificate of Sierra Grande Mining Stock is to be returned to
Robert Pearsall Smith at my death
Walt Whitman
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The next document in the case is a postcard, addressed to Walt
Whitman at 43 I Stevens Street, Camden, New Jersey, postmarked
March 24, 1883, on the back of which is printed the announcement that the company was paying Dividend No.6, twenty-five
cents per share. It is dated from the Transfer Office of the company, 18 Exchange Building, Philadelphia, and signed by Benjamin H. Shoemaker, president, and George L. Smedley, secretary, the same two men who signed the stock certificate.
For more on the Sierra Grande story, we now return to Whitman's Daybook and the somewhat cryptic entry about the two
hundred shares. Under the date of March 6, 1883, the poet wrote:
March 6-rec'd first dividend Sierra Grande (50)

Two pages later, under the date of April 2 I, 1883, are these two
lines:
the next Sierra Grand[e] divvy will be July 2
(won't come however till Oct 3d)

It is quite likely that the second line was not entered until the
later date. On the next page-the left-hand Daybook page, which
Whitman used for pasting in assorted clippings, calling cards, and
addresses-he wrote:
Sierra Grande Mining Company
Geo: L Smedley Secretary
18 Exchange Building

Several pages further on is another notation, confirming the second Sum mentioned above:
Oct. 3. 50 dividend Sierra Grande-rec'd

That Whitman did not list all of his financial matters in the
Daybook is obvious because there are no more entries during 1883
about the mining stock. Under August 21, 1884, he wrote:
30 rec'd-8th dividend Sierra Grande

Then a few entries later in September:
[Sept.] 5-9th Sierra Grande dividend rec'd-50
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The final mention in· the diary of this whole business occurs opposite this page, where Whitman has pasted a clipped card-not a
finely printed one this time, but a far less expensive card, made
by a rubber stamp-of the Sierra Grande Mining Co., 330 Walnut
Street, Philadelphia, Pa., signed by Francis Bacon, Secretary. To
judge from the card's appearance, the company may not have been
doing well, and this seems to be confirmed by a comment of
Whitman's. On another card attached to the page, of John K.
Randall, attorney, Baltimore, Whitman wrote one word:
dead

Could this word be applied to Whitman's relationship with the
Sierra Grande Mining Co. also? A relationship which began with
a generous gift from the poet's wealthy new friend, R. Pearsall
Smith, brought him nine dividends of $50 (or less) each, and then
ceased to bring anything, on the basis of the evidence in the poet's

Daybook.
Another Whitman document appears to confirm this. We find
in the Feinberg Collection, on the letterhead of the Walt Whitman Fellowship: Internation, Camden, New Jersey, of which
Horace L. Traubel was secretary and treasurer, the following in
Traubel's hand, dated three years after the poet's death:
Mar 91895
Among the last of Walt's letters which I sorted the other day I
found the enclosed. Shall I return it to Smith?

H.L. T.

In another hand are these two lines:
Return to Mr. Smith
It has no value.

This page, along with the stock certificates of the Sierra Grande
Mining Co. and R. Pearsall Smith's letter were found among
Whitman's papers. There was also an envelope, docketed to
Thomas B. Harned, the Camden and Philadelphia lawyer who
was-with Traubel and Dr. Richard Maurice Bucke-Whitman's
literary executor. It was Harned who wrote the two lines beneath
Traubel's query and told Traubel to return the stock to Smith.
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Though Whitman's one venture into capitalism as a stockholder may have ended for him, it is not the end of the story, for
we know from other sources that the Lake Valley deposit was "one
of the most remarkable bodies of silver ore ever encountered in
New Mexico." The Bridal.Chamber ore body, also operated by
the Sierra Grande Mining Company, was never "equaled in richness by any silver mine in the world." This rich discovery was
made in r876 and a half interest was taken by George W. Lufkin
in August r878. After some development three companies, including the Sierra Grande, absorbed the best and most promising
claims. 4 All three companies were composed of Philadelphia capitalists, which explains how R. Pearsall Smith happened to buy
the stock that he gave to Whitman.
The company was not dead, because it was under Sierra
Grande's management that the famous Bridal Chamber was found,
just a short time and with only two more feet of digging to go,
after Lufkin had sold his interest for a song. ''This small pocket
of very high grade ore . . . yielded more than $ r ,000,000."5 An
earlier report on the mines was made by Professor Ellis Clark,
who had charge of them for a number of years. Clark says that
the mines "were worked almost continuously until August, r 893,
[for] a period of fifteen years. . . . Company work by day's
labor in the mines was stopped in August, r 893, on account of the
low price of silver, and at the present writing [February r 894]
has not been resumed."6
Since August r 893 is a long time after September r 884, it is
difficult to understand why Whitman stopped receiving dividends.
All this has nothing to do with the poetry of Walt Whitman, but
we are interested in almost everything he did. And in one of his
few experiences in the stock market, and in one of his few connections with New Mexico, he was personally and monetarily far less
successful than in sounding his barbaric though poetic yawp over
the roofs of the world.
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NOTES
1. Edwin Haviland Miller, The Correspondence of Walt Whitman
(New York, 1964), vol. 3, p. 346.
2. The Commonplace-Book is also in the Feinberg Collection. I
prefer to call it the Daybook, as Whitman did. Incidentally, I am editing
it for use in The Collected Writings of Walt Whitman, to be published
by the New York University Press.
3. See Logan Pearsall Smith's charming essay, "Knowing Walt Whitman," in Unforgotten Years (Boston, 1939), PP' 92-108; Robert Allerton
Parker, The Transatlantic Smiths (New York, 1959). Logan became a
distinguished writer (he was the boy in the family). Mary married Bernard Berenson, the renowned art critic, and was for years the celebrated
hostess of I Tatti, their home in Florence. Alys, the quieter daughter, was
to be the first wife of Bertrand Russell.
4. Fayette Alexander Jones, New Mexico Mines and Minerals (Santa
Fe, 1904), PP' 89-945. Charles R. Keyes, "Genesis of the Lake Valley Silver-Deposits,"
Transactions of the American Institute of Mining Engineers, vol. 39 (New
York, 1909), p. 14I.
6. "The Silver-Mines of Lake Valley, New Mexico," Transactions
of the American Institute of Mining Engineers, vol. 24 (New York, 1895),
pp. 13 8-67.
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TURNER'S LEGACY AND THE SEARCH FOR
A REORIENTATION OF WESTERN HISTORY
A REVIEW ESSAY*
HARRY N. SCHEIBER

THE HISTORY OF THE WEST is clearly in trouble today, so far as
its future as a distinct and unified field of research and teaching
in American history is concerned. It is an open secret in the pro-fession that many of the scholars responsible for training students
in this field question how long it can survive without a fundamental reorientation of its subject matter and its relevance to
basic social research. Moreover, in a recent survey of college and
university history departments, it was found that many institutions are discontinuing History of the West and "frontier movement" courses; others reported student and faculty interest in the
field to be declining; and many respondents declared that "the
West can now be adequately covered by the survey and period
courses."l
The plight of western history, I think, lies principally in the
continuing failure of scholars to produce an acceptable unifying
framework-some principle of selection, some lodestone, that admits certain types of data as relevant and rules out others. Lacking
such an accepted framework, western history has become an obliging receptacle for trivia and a convenient label for studies whose significance might otherwise be readily challenged. Of course, the
founder of academic studies in western history, Frederick Jack.. This review essay considers in a broad context the following recent study:
Gene M. Gressley, ed., The American West: A Reorientation (University of Wyoming Publications, XXXII, 1966).
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son Turner, did attempt to provide a unifying framework-both in
his polemical essays, which are widely read, and in his monographic studies, which are not. Put simply, he insisted that American society was unique, and that what differentiated American
institutions, ideals, and national character from the received European tradition was the long process of contact with the American
frontier environment. Turner declared flatly that "the problem of
the West is nothing less than the problem of American development."2 But by claiming everything, he risked admitting anything
to the province of American history that he sought to define; and
thereby he imperiled its integrity.
From an examination of numerous textbooks on the frontier,
the westward movement, and "History of the West," it is evident
that historians still adhere closely to Turner's all-embracing view
of the significance of western studies. The content of diplomatic
correspondence and detailed data on fur traders' treatment of
squaws, the dietary habits of overland migrants, the early explorations, and bureaucratic infighting among the government agencies
responsible for western development, all find a place in syntheses
of "western history." Ironically, this situation prevails even though
three decades of 'Turner criticism" have demolished most of the
basic assumptions and hypotheses that underlie the Turner Thesis
on the influence of the frontier in American development. 3 For
still, no alternative integrating scheme for analysis of western
history has emerged, and the History of the West as a distinct
subfield of American history has lost much of its vitality.
In the last fifteen years or so, several leading historians of the
West-most notably Earl Pomeroy and Ray Allen Billington-:have attempted to suggest integrating themes that can restore the
integrity of the field. 4 Later on in this essay, their efforts will be
reviewed; and consideration will also be given to a new group of
studies, edited by Gene Gressley, which represents one of the
first fruits of the new, self-conscious effort at. reorientation of
western history. But to place these recent studies in context, it is
important first to consider at some length the basic logic of the
Turner Frontier Thesis-and what went wrong.
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Without doing violence to its complexity or obscuring internal
contradictions and gaps, the Turner Thesis may, I think, be stated
in terms of two assumptions and five hypotheses: 5
Assumption No. I: Turner assumed that ~ frontier environment can induce a basic transformation (a "forest change") in the
institutions, the ideas, and the psychology of men who found new
communities in that environment-and also in the larger (metropolitan) nation that plants such communities on the hither edge
of settlement.
Assumption NO.2: Turner assumed further that human societies evolve by stages, and that frontier communities offer the
scholar a "social laboratory" in which one may observe the more
universal process of social development. This development runs
from a primitive order, based on hunting and then pastoral agriculture, through arable farming and then industrialization. Moreover, in the early frontier period (the first stage, as it were, of
universal social evolution) one may observe distinct sub-stages;
hence Turner's famous admonition that we "stand at Cumberland
Gap and watch the procession of civilization, marching single file
-the buffalo following the trail to the salt springs, the Indian; the
fur-trader and hunter, the cattle-raiser, the pioneer farmer-and
the frontier has passed by. Stand at South Pass in the Rockies a
century later and see the same procession with wider intervals
between. "6
Hypothesis No. I: In the United States, "free land" was so
abundant that the frontiers progressively settled had the transforming influence (deemed possible, in Assumption No. I) over a
long period of time, in different places. (Turner variously defined
"free land" as land available almost for the taking; as a spectacularly rich resource-base; and, simply, as "opportunity.") .
Hypothesis No: 2: Turner asserted that there was a distinctive
"American character"-an American ideal type distinguishable
from European (and other) national types with respect to (a)
psychological traits, (b) political ideology:, and (c) the social
order (in this case a social order marked by mobility and egalitarian
features).
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Hypothesis NO.3: The distinguishing features of the American
national character were the same as the traits, ideals, and social
order that the American frontier environment produced in successive American frontiers and "called forth" in older-settled
regions.
Hypothesis NO.4: That frontier traits and American national
traits were identical, as stated in NO.3, was not the result of accident. Rather, it was directly attributable to a process by which the
frontier experience was transmitted to the society as a whole, over
space and over time. (Turner was not very explicit concerning the
nature of the process. In his 1893 essay he wrote: "As successive
terminal moraines result from successive glaciations, so each
frontier leaves its traces behind it." Elsewhere he wrote that each
community in the frontier region "reacted on the East" by reminding the older-settled regions of their "morning wishes"that is, of the ideals that had been evoked by environment in their
own frontier period. By offering a haven for the oppressed and the
restless, he wrote, frontier regions kept the nation as a whole "in
touch with primitive conditions" and prevented hardening of
class lines. The frontier community lent credibility, by its example,
to egalitarian ideals, including ideals developed in Europe; and
it generated political movements which forced democratizing
change on older-settled areas. Y
Hypothesis NO.5: The process of social change on each frontier,
Turner asserted, was essentially the same as on all the rest. Local
variations were outweighed by the basic similarities of the social
process which worked itself out on one American frontier after
another, from colonial times until the 1890'S.
In sum, Turner treated the history of the United States as an
evolutionary "history of the origin of new political species"-"a
history of the evolution and adaptation of organs in response to
changed environment."8 American society was differentiated from
Europe's because successive generations of men had undergone
"forest change" in regions of new white occupation. In every
frontier community, the environment produced a social order
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which Turner termed-in shorthand expression-"the western
democracy," which was marked by relatively equal distribution
of property and whose people were idealistic, materialistic, innovative, energetic, optimistic, restless, and nationalistic. Men of the
western democracy displayed such traits as "coarseness and
strength," for they lived in a resource-rich environment that "demanded manly exertion, and . . . gave in return the chance for
indefinite ascent [sic] in the scale of social advance."9
In retrospect it is clear that the Turner Thesis failed to survive its critics' assaults because Hypothesis No. 5 did not hold up.
For if empirical investigation reveals that the results of successive
interactions between environment and culture, and between East
and West, were different in successive cases (ranging in time
from the I 7th century to the I 890'S), then Hypotheses I, 2, 3,
and 4 cannot be sustained. Only if each frontier episode produced
the same type of impact on settlers and the metropolitan regions can
one argue that each frontier reinforced the same American traits,
gave new strength to the same social institutions, and revitalized
the same ideological tradition.
His critics have made it commonplace to observe that Turner
was trying to break free of the "germ theory" of American democratic origins-that he attempted to substitute a dynamic theory
of development that emphasized what was indigenously American.
But this feature of his work should not obscure Turner's deep
concern to "follow the thread back and back, uncovering antecedent after antecedent." He found "at the Atlantic frontier . . .
the germs of processes repeated at each successive frontier."lo
When Turner declared that the Massachusetts Bay frontier was
a "prototype" of later frontier communities, he was engaged in
building a model of the process of environmental impact on men
and institutions. On each frontier, settlers faced the same set of
challenges: the problem of the Indian, the question of land disposal, the need to provide improved communications with older
areas, the need to erect a new political organization, the requirement that "religious and educational activity" be organized. More
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important, Turner insisted the responses were basically the same
in each case. Superficially he recognized that there were "essential
[sic] differences, due to the place element and the time element;"
and he urged historians to "mark these various frontiers and in detail compare one with another."ll But he himself, as an historian,
consistently emphasized only similarities.
In attributing causal inBuences, Turner sometimes glossed
interpretive issues, as when he wrote, for example, that John
Winthrop's refusal to approve liberal land grants which would
encourage migration to the frontier "underlay much of the later
opposition of New England as a manufacturing section to the free
homestead;" never indicating how-in causal terms-one "underlay" the other. 12 In arguing that the frontier always produced comparable social types, Turner created "ideal-type" categories so wide
as to be of little analytic value: thus, William Penn and Brigham
Young-though obviously dedicated to very different social goalswere both placed in the category of "social reformers anxious to
put into practice their ideals, in vacant lands."13 And though
Turner acknowledged that the Old Northwest built a social order
fundamentally different from that of the Southwest, still he argued
that the latter had "a characteristic western Bavor" because of its
"rude strength, a certain coarseness of life, and aggressiveness."14
(Apparently Turner never accepted the notion that a squalid immigrant mill town in New England, or a tenement block on New
York's East Side in 1900, might share this "characteristic western
Bavor.") Similarly, though postulating that the Kentucky-Tennessee frontier produced a "militant" type of political leader,
typified by Andrew Jackson, whereas the Old Northwest produced an "industrial type," such as Lincoln, Turner treated both
regions as examples of the "western democracy."15 Indeed, so
Bexible and open-ended were Turner's ideas of "western democracy" that even the New South's post-189° industrialization
movement denoted, for him, the surrender of "the old tidewater
aristocracy ... to the up-country democrats."16 That even John
D. Rockefeller, Claus Spreckles, and Andrew Carnegie could so
easily be portrayed, in Turner's analysis, as products of the west-
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em democracy should have warned scholars from the start that his
categories and stereotypes were too vague and fluid to be applied
meaningfully in historical analysis. 17

THE ATTACK on the Turner thesis first took the form of textual
criticism. Close reading of Turner's writings-mainly the essaysrevealed that many of the characteristics he ascribed to western
society were in contradiction to one another, some mutually exclusive. The various meanings that Turner gave to "the frontier"
-as a place, as a process, and as a regional society-were revealed
as another weak point in the hypotheses. The First Hypothesis,
concerning "free land," became the focus of telling criticism from
David Potter and others, who argued that the prevailing level of
technology conditioned the level of opportunity which Turner
associated with the mere presence of natural resources. The Second and Third Hypotheses were assaulted from another angle:
critics contended that frontier environments may merely have
dramatized or exaggerated traits that were common in the oldersettled areas, so that causal lines ran in an opposite direction
from what Turner had postulated. IS In any case, most historians
have found no single pattern of "western society," let alone a
uniquely "democratic" social order: the complexities and conflicts in the West were of no less wide a range than those prevailing in the East.
What we have termed the Fourth Hypothesis-that the effects
of frontier experiences were transmitted over space and time,
shaping all of American society-was difficult to prove in any
case, but Turner himself offered little in the way of systematic
explanation. What he did elaborate in his writings, on the processes
of transmission, came under devastating attack-most tellingly
in the case of his "safety-valve" thesis, that the West offered an
outlet for tensions in the East and kept alive opportunities which
softened conflicts- born of class consciousness. 19 More important
was the collapse of the Fifth Hypothesis. For the interaction of
environment with received institutions and ideals was, it seemed,
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not the same on every American frontier. The degree and duration of regional isolation itself were a function of communications
technology and interregional capital flows: thus, the 17th-century
Massachusetts frontier towns were fundamentally different, in
respect to their phYSical isolation, from late-19th-century western
settlements. 20 Similarly, the implicit and articulated goals of the
community might vary greatly from place to place; e.g., compare
the Mormons' drive for communitarian life in isolation from the
metropolis with the quest of High Plains pioneer farmers for immediate integration with the national economy. Moreover, the
alleged radicalism and individualism and nationalism of the West
appeared on closer study to be a caricature view of only one side
of political behavior and political institutions. In some frontier
regions, as in the Southwestern states before 1860, an essentially
conservative style of political behavior, commonly termed "deference politics," emerged as the dynamic force that worked within
essentially hierarchical institutions. In other Wests, politics was
highly participatory and conformed much more closely to Turner's
portrayal-but also conformed to the contemporary political order
in the Eastern states!21
From the empirical studies of specific western regions, it is impOSSible, I think, to identify any single pattern of development
common to all frontiers from 1607 to the late 1890'S. At its core,
the Turner Thesis was correct in arguing that all frontier settlements had one attribute in common-they were ventures in community building, and as new communities they shared a range of
problems usually identified with colonial settlements in their
relationship with the metropolitan country. But probably few historians of the West would today accept the notion that the outcomes of successive experiences in environmental-institutional interaction, and of successive East-West processes of interaction,
were in every case the same. 22
Ray Allen Billington stands perhaps closest to Turner among
practicing western historians today. In his recent reevaluation of
the T umer Thesis in light of contemporary social science, Billing-
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ton defines the frontier process as "the process through which the
socioeconomic-political experiences and standards of individuals
were altered by an environment where a low man-land ratio and
the presence of untapped natural resources provided an unusual
opportunity for individual self-advancement."23 This definition is
loaded with normative implications: it takes for granted that in
every frontier area "opportunity" was necessarily greater than in
contemporary longer-settled areas. That opportunity existed at all
may in fact be attributable to factors that were not unique to the
frontier setting itself: for instance, the structure of opportunity in
California during the 1850'S was a function of resources, but also
of the national policy of free immigration, the free international
transit of technology, availability of capital and lack of obstacles
to its transfer westward, and the stimulative impact of mining
law. 24 On other frontiers, at other times, opportunity may have
been unusually limited as, for example, in areas of poor soil or
arid climate where arable farming was attempted. Certainly systematic comparison with contemporary opportunity structure in
other regions is required, and cannot be assumed by definition.
Professor Billington's view of the reunification of frontier history rests, I think, upon reaffirmation of Turner's Fifth Hypothesis. Thus, in explaining "the persistence of frontier traits," he
stresses "the greater degree of opportunity for self-improvement"
in each successive western area-just as T utner celebrated the
possibilities of "indefinite ascent." Billington has refined the Turner conception by dealing explicitly with westerners' perceptions
of political democracy, of social mobility, and of egalitarianism, in
trying to reconstruct the mechanisms by which frontier traits
came to dominatethe American character. But still, like Turner,
he insists that these traits were "frontier-bred characteristics," not
primarily an expression of pre-existing tendencies. 25 Professor
Billington proposes the application of modern social science's tools
and findings in fresh ways to old frontier problems-in formulation of new hypotheses, but essentially within the T urnerian
framework, respecting phenomena not given much attention in
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traditional studies; and in reassessments of long-standing interpretations, but again primarily within the T urnerian scheme. of
logic and organization. 26
A very different approach is evident in the methodological
studies of Earl Pomeroy. In a much-noted essay of 1955, "Toward
a Reorientation of Western History: Continuity and Environment," Pomeroy deplored the tendency of frontier historians to
concentrate upon those aspects of western regional history which
illustrate most sharply the· impact of environmental and radical
innovation, especially in the pioneer period; he asserted that other
themes, which inevitably require more emphasis upon basic continuities and upon regional variants of national or eastern phenomena, .have been unduly subordinated. "Conservatism, inheritance,
and continuity bulked at least as large in the history of the West,"
he stated, "as radicalism and environment."27 Moreover, Professor Pomeroy underlined the importance of diversity within specified frontier regions, and among different frontiers. "Social
change, however visible, was relative and irregular; different
Wests often lived side by side, on the same street." The lines of
cultural influence characteristically ran two ways, between East
and West; and "the problem of the West" can be understood best
by historians who "disregard arbitrary boundaries in time and
space, among other boundaries." Pomeroy's was an appeal not for
a "new conservative bias but more freedom from an old radicalenvironmental bias."28 Like Billington, Pomeroy has expressed
enthusiasm for the application of modern social science to traditional frontier problems. But more persuaded than Billington of
the need for new unifying and organizing themes, Pomeroy has
suggested treating the American frontier experiences in the framework of comparative social and political development, and he has
called for analysis of western environmental-cultural interplay in
order to probe the "universality of experience, of behavior, of feeling" at the level of individual psychology.29
The six historical essays in The American West: A Reorientation
are introduced by editor Gene M. Gressley as exemplary of western history written in the framework advocated by Professor Pome-
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roy. Gressley, who himself is author of a highly original study
of East-West interplay in the trans-Mississippi cattle industry,30
organized this volume with a view toward eschewing "stubborn
provincialism" and breaking with the excessive emphasis on the
orthodox "Turnerian" approach that still dominates so heavily in
western historiography. Among the large themes treated in The
American West, as the editor sets them forth, are "speculation,
colonialism, political-economic protest, capital infusion, institutional development, East~West interchange, private enterprise and
public subsidy." In addition, the essays are meant to indicate the
possibilities of quantitative technique and of investigation into
modern, "post-frontier" western subjects. 31
In an article on Benjamin Silliman, Jr., and the California oil
boom of the 1860'S, the prominent business historian Gerald T.
White considers the interrelated roles of scientists and entrepreneurs in the speculative frenzy that marked southern California's abortive oil enterprises of that era. Professor White depicts
the conflicts among nationally prominent scientists of diverse
opinion concerning the presence of petroleum deposits; and he
treats the consequences of their activities for the California boom
and also the impact of the boom on the state legislature's broad
attitude toward expertise. White indicates only implicitly how
the California story was essentially an extension of eastern petroleum discoveries and development. One finds in this case study
no special "western flavor," no exceptional opportunity which is
unique to the region as frontier, nothing in the drama of promoters, scientists, and gullible investors that is fundamentally
distinguishable from similar episodes in Pennsylvania or elsewhere.
Similarly, in their essay on the Horn Silver Bonanza, Leonard
J. Arrington and Wayne K. Hinton portray a western episode in
mineral discovery and exploitation. The interplay of the Horn .
enterprise with international market conditions and investment
capital tied to eastern interests provides the underlying theme.
Though the authors carry the story down to nearly the present,
thereby fulfilling Pomeroy's prescription that the modern West
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be given its due, the significance of the essay for western historiography is only implicit. How the corporate history of this venture
in Beaver County, Utah, speaks to the utility of Pomeroy's themes
of continuity, conservatism, and cultural-environmental interplay
is left to the reader to ponder for himself.
Methodological issues and large themes are far more explicitly
treated by William Lilley III and Lewis L. Gould in their important contribution on 'The Western Irrigation Movement: A Reappraisal." More than White or Arrington-Hinton, these coauthors transcend the concrete episode to etch the large theme of
western "colonialism" and the response to regional problems represented by the movement for irrigation development. The main
focus is the Nevada politician Francis G. Newlands and his
translation of a broad faith in "rational planning, orderly economic
development, and stronger political institutions" into a program
for water-resource use. 32 By probing the political controversies
surrounding the irrigation question in Nevada (and subsequently
Congressional) politics, the authors make abundantly clear that
traditionalism, drift, and lack of inventiveness marked the West's
own response to the water problem. It was only when inaction
and imitation gave way to fresh initiatives by such men as Newlands and Theodore Roosevelt, who in formulating the 1902 Federal law "scorned regional policies and traditions," that instruments were forged sufficient to the solution of a long-standing
barrier to regional development. 33 Lilley and Gould here provide
a political case study that is not only craftsmanlike but also exciting for its large implications: they delineate the tensions that
marked relations between a frontier region and the metropolitan
center, using the politics of water policy as a lens through which
patterns of perceived colonialism and regional selfconsciousness
may be viewed in rich detail.
Similarly, the essay by Gerald Nash on "Government Enterprise in the West: the San Francisco Harbor, 1863-1963," conforms well to Pomeroy's prescription that historians interlock their
local western studies with analysis of larger national problems.
The focus here is the development of governmental institutions
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within the federal system. Nash portrays the overlapping roles of
the municipal, state, and federal governments in the developmenF
of San Francisco Harbor. The move toward state management in
the 1860'S is depicted as an example of public enterprise by active
state government; and so many of the classic problems of federalism-intergovernmental relations, multiple routes of access to
decision-making afforded interest groups by the federal structure,
the congruity of policy-problem with jurisdiction and administrative capacity of level-of-government-are brought vividly to life.
My only criticism is that while Professor Nash calls for application of quantitative techniques to the study of institutional developments, this is apparently the only place that "quantification"underlined as one of the book's contributions-actually appears in
the essays, except for some standard profit-and-Ioss computations.
Wallace Farnham's essay, "Railroads in Western History: The
View from the Union Pacific," is an evocative and sensitively written piece, designed more to illustrate possibilities for future study
than to provide an empirical case analysis. Farnham uses the
Union Pacific Railroad to illuminate the multifaceted role of the
railway in western development. He suggests important causal
lines between railroad-as-proprietor and land use; between railroad-as-transporter and metropolitan hierarchies; and between
railroad-as-institution and developments in law and public policy.
At each point of intersection, Farnham gives due weight to the
particulars of time and place. But he also illuminates the much
larger question: how did the railroad affect the East-West relationship? On a large canvas, he draws a model of the railroad as, first,
a force for colonizing and community-building; later, as an integrator of the older settled area with western regional economies
(and civilizations); and finally, as a force for the development of a
more autonomous and mature West, distinctive from other regions.
Withal, this brilliant study must now be required reading-together with Robert Russel's similar essay, published forty years
ago-for any student of the West who seeks fruitful lines of historical inquiry on how transport shaped a western region in its
distinctive aspects. 34
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The final essay in this volume, Richard Ruetten's "Senator
;:;Burton K. Wheeler and Insurgency in the 1920'S," is addressed,
in a sense, to one of Turner's old concerns: whether western Progressivismreawakened America's "morning wishes" and "revitalized democracy." Ruetten also re-evaluates Turner's view of the
allegedly indigenous western origins of post- 1920 Progressivism
through an historical line of continuity, running back through the
Populists to the western ]acksonians and ultimately to the pioneers
of the Massachusetts Bay frontier. In sharp contrast with Turner's
position, however, Ruetten finds that the connection between post1920 Progressives and even the prewar western reformers was
"tenuous at best."35 The "sons of the wild jackasses" of the twenties tended to glorify agrarian ideals and also expressed the same
kind of anticolonial sentiments that bespoke the regional selfconsciousness of earlier western movements. But the new progressives were also pro-labor; they were organized on new lines,
as the old Progressive coalition had deteriorated; and their grievances sprang from conditions that were proximate to time and
place in their own day. Read together with the Lilley-Gould study
of the irrigation movement, Ruetten provides a solid conceptual
basis for re-evaluation of westerners' changing self-perception of
their dependent, colonial situation; and also a firm basis for considering how new national institutions and policies, which were
the legacy of pre-war progressivism (especially the regulatory commissions and "moral diplomacy" requiring foreign intervention),
provoked new responses from the West in the twenties.
Taken as a whole, the essays in The American West all reject,
either implicitly or directly, the Turner legacy. They are concerned only marginally with his major hypotheses, and they give
not even a nod of recognition to his two basic assumptions concerning the impact of environment on culture. But do they exemplify the full possibilities of what Pomeroy has suggested will
reorient (and revitalize) the History of the West as a subfield of
American history?
Two of the studies in The American W est-White on the California oil boom and Arrington-Hinton on the Horn Silver
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Bonanza-have great merit as monographs in business history,
but do not appear to me explicitly relevant to the problem of
western history and its conceptual framework. The other four
studies, especially Farnham's, do go well beyond implicit rejection
of the Turnerian legacy and grapple with major themes, historical
or methodological, that reRect faithfully the approach that Pomeroy suggested in his 1955 essay. Fully emancipated from the Turnerian "radical-environmental" bias, these authors seek to distill
what, among many causal factors in given historical situations,
was distinctively "western" and what forces were representative
of larger phenomena. They are also much concerned with the
interplay of East and West, as a problem of reciprocal interrelationships and not merely a problem of "frontier-environment" impact.
They deal explicitly, as well, with the differences among frontier
or western communities, separated by time and space.
The book as a whole does not, however, provide a fully developed alternative to Turner's unifying framework. (Editor
Gressley recognizes this, as he explains that the subtitle, A Re~
orientation, is only "indicative of the desire to emphasize a sharp
break with much of the previous historiography of the West.")36
If such a full~blown conceptual alternative should now become a
goal of the western historian, it is because the founding and development of new communities in frontier areas were an important
segment of the American experience. To understand the dynamics
and national impact of community-building ventures, systematic
comparative studies must be undertaken by scholars who share
a commitment to fundamental reorientation of the field. Whether
or not this suggested focus on community-building (with its attendant problems of "colonial" relationships, and its larger significance
for the study of environmental-cultural interplay as determinants
of personality) proves useful for the reorientation of western history, the question of the field's proper unifying framework deserves
continuing analysis. Until such basic conceptual issues are settled,
I think, the failure of the Turner legacy leaves History of the West
a subject in quest of a purpose.
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by George W. ,Pierson, "American Democracy and the Frontier," Yale Review, vol. 20 (1930), pp. 349-65; "The Frontier and Frontiersmen of Turner's Essays," Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biography, vol. 44
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Cyril Black, The Dynamics of Modernization (New York, 1966), pp. l1YI4
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'19. See Norman J. Simler, 'The Safety-Valve Doctrine Re-Evaluated,"
Agricultural History, vol. 32 (1958), pp. 250-57; and Ellen von Nardoff,
"The American Frontier as Safety Valve-The Life, Death, Reincarnation,
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Sumner Chilton Powell, Puritan Village (Middletown, Conn., 1963).
21. This is the burden of Stanley Elkins' and Eric McKitrick's elaborate argument in "A Meaning for Turner's Frontier," Part I, Political
Science Quarterly, vol. 69 (1954), pp. 321ff., Part II, ibid., pp. 565ff.
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Old Northwest, ed. Harry N. Scheiber (Lincoln, Neb., 1969).
23. Billington, America's Frontier Heritage, p. 25.
24. -See Rodman Paul's provocative study, California Gold: The Beginning of Mining in the Far West (Lincoln, Neb., c. 1947). The paradoxes of collectivism vs. individualism, of varieties of frontier communities, of large-scale capitalism vs. petty capitalism, of the impact of "imported" technology, of the formative influences of received law, and even
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this classic account of development in one frontier region.
25. Professor Billington relies heavily upon an ideal-type construct
of "the American character" which is' drawn from travelers' accounts.
See his discussion of his methodology, in America's Frontier Heritage, pp.
vi-vii; compare Earl Pomeroy's strictures on taking travelers' views literally,
in "Toward a Reorientation of Western History," Mississippi Valley Historical Review, vol. 4 1 (1955), p. 594.
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28. Ibid., pp. 599-600.
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Making of an American Community: A Case Study of Democracy ina
Frontier County (Stanford, 1959), a combined statistical-qualitative study of
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Turner's Frontier," cited n. 21, supra, address their reformulation of the
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CORONADO'S FRIARS. By Angelico Chavez, O. F. M. Academy of American
Franciscan History: Washington, D.C., 1968. Pp. xxii, 106. Illus., appendix, index. $6.50.
IN THIS HANDSOME volume issued by the Academy of American Franciscan
History, Fray Angelico Chavez has given us one of the most important
contributions to Borderlands history written in recent years. His work is
an excellent piece of textual criticism and methodical analysis. In an illuminating introduction, which is also an historiographical essay, Fr.
Angelico poses the problems of the volume and shows how he employed
original sources to resolve the questions raised. In a scholarly appendix
he reproduces parallel materials from his sources so that the reader· may
know how he has arrived at his judgments.
For four hundred years the number and the identities of the Franciscan
friars who accompanied Coronado to New Mexico in 1540 have been in
doubt. The reason for the ambiguous delineation of the missionary side of
the expedition lay with vague testimonies of Franciscan writers who contributed data to a report to the minister general of the order during 15831585. By painstaking research and textual criticism of the sources Fray
Angelico Chavez has arrived at the exact number of friars in the Coronado
group and he has provided a biography of each man. Three ordained
priests-Fray Juan de Padilla, Fray Antonio de Castilblanco, Fray Juan de
la Cruz-together with two lay brothers, Fray Luis de Ubeda and Fray
Daniel the Italian, went to Cibola. Author Chavez once and for all clears
up the identities of Ubeda and Juan de la Cruz, hitherto confused by
historians.
Minister General Gonzaga issued his De Origine, a universal history of
the Franciscan Order, in 1587. Fr. Chavez uses this work with the chronicles of Mendieta, Torquemada and Antonio Tello to layout his narrative.
But he corrects the known facts by recourse to three documents which
Gonzaga used to write the New Mexico section of De Origine. Of great
importance to the Gonzaga account was Fray Diego de Munoz's description of the province of Michoacan-Jalisco prepared during 1583-1585. A
second resource document used by Gonzaga was the Oroi-Mendieta-Swirez Relaci6n, which is a history of the Province of the Holy Gospel in
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Mexico synthesized by Fray Pedro de Oroz from papers in the headquarters of the order in Mexico City and which he sent to Minister General
Gonzaga in 1585. Author Chavez pits these data against a 1586 edition
of the Oroz-Mendieta-Su:hez Relaci6n which Father Oroz copied and
amplified from the original 1585 compendia. In the 1586 Oroz are included facts which did not appear in the other two documents Gonzaga
read. Father Chavez traced a great deal of the information from all of these
accounts to the lost writings of the Franciscan Rodrigo de Bienvenida who
was in New Spain from the early 1540'S until 1575.
With skillful narrative style Chavez traces the origins of the five Franciscans and weaves their story into the civilian-military side of the trip
north, the explorations in Cibola and Tiguex and the return of the expedition to Mexico proper, and he follows his Franciscan brothers until their
deaths in New Mexico and New Spain. This volume is a model for researchers in Latin American Colonial history, for on occasion all of us
need to return to the original documents to correct, to clarify and to revise
previous studies and interpretations. Fray Angelico Chavez has shown us
the way.
University of the Americas
RICHARD E. GREENLEAF

SPANISH GOVERNMENT IN NEW MEXICO. By Marc Simmons. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1968. Pp. xxii, 238. Illus., maps,
apps., gloss., bibliog., index. $6.95.
THE SPANISH BORDERLANDS have lost their appeal for all but a few Hispanic American historians. Although Herbert E. Bolton, George Hammond, Abraham Nasatir, France Scholes, A. B. Thomas, Henry Wagner,
and a host of others built distinguished scholarly reputations with their
research on the Spanish colonial frontier, a new generation has turned to
other seemingly more relevant presentistic topics. This book, however, puts
Marc Simmons among a small coterie of younger borderland enthusiasts
such as Jack Holmes, Max Moorhead and Oakah 1. Jones, who, happily,
have remained in an older tradition.
Simmons focuses on administration and administrative changes in New
Mexico primarily for the period from 1776 to Mexican independence in
1822. At the top, a significant innovation occurred in 1776 when Charles
III set up a commandant general to head the Interior Provinces. The first
and perhaps the ablest of these officials was Teodoro de Croix, who later
became viceroy of Peru. It was Croix who found his duties so taxing that
he suggested a division of the Interior Provinces into eastern and western
districts. Split in 1787, four years after Croix departed, the eastern section
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included Nuevo Leon, Nuevo Santander, Parras, and Saltillo, while the
west consisted of the Californias, New Mexico, Nueva Vizcaya, and
Sonora. Five years later in 1792 the vagaries of Spanish politics dictated
the reuniting of the two sections into one jurisdiction of five districtsCoahuila, New Mexico, Nueva Vizcaya, Sonora, and Texas. Later, in
1812, the Interior Provinces split once again according to the provisions of
a royal order of 1804.
Although the commandant general was on the top rung of the chain of
command in the Interior Provinces, the governor was by far the most
important single official in New Mexico proper. Like the commandant
general he had wide powers over administrative, civil, economic, financial,
military, and religious affairs. His duties ranged from collecting taxes and
taking the residencia of his predecessor to registering cattle brands and
attending to royal monopolies on tobacco, gunpowder, playing cards, and
stamped paper. His most pressing obligation, his raison d'~tre, was the
defense of New Mexico against Indian invaders. With a regular garrison
of close to eighty men, the governor defended the province in time of
attack, maintained regular scouting patrols, guarded strategic sites, furnished mail couriers, and provided escorts for important personages and
caravans plying £1 Camino Real. The militia, sometimes aided by Indian
auxiliaries, complemented the regular garrison.
Administration of local areas in New Mexico was rudimentary, and like
administrative policy for the Interior Provinces, was subject to the whim
and caprice of authorities in Spain. When the town council (cabildo) fell
into disuse early in the eighteenth century, local administration in New
Mexico passed into the hands of alcaldes, a senior and junior magistrate
sitting as judges in the first instance in civil and criminal cases. With the
promulgation of the liberal Cadiz Constitution of 1812 orders went out to
establish ayuntamientos or councils in all towns over 1,000 with magistrates and councilors to be elected indirectly. By 1814 Albuquerque,
Belen, Bernalillo, £1 Paso, Santa Cruz de la Canada, and Santa Fe had
all complied with the edict only to have it countermanded almost immediately by Ferdinand VII. When he came to power after the Napoleonic
Wars, he ordered an end to the ayuntamientos and the reinstatement of
the alcaldias mayores, ending this brief honeymoon with a more representative system of municipal administration. Not long after, like other parts of
New Spain, New Mexico subscribed to the Three Guarantees of the
Plan of Iguala and became independent from Spain.
For both local and Spanish imperial historians this is a useful book
which describes the bare bones of provincial administration in both structural and functional terms. The problems of governing a frontier area, the
jurisdictional disputes, and the refractory nature of Spanish policy all
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emerge clearly. Perhaps the author might have risked the charge of being
anecdotal by including more life-and-blood examples to implement his
descriptions. Also, he too often proclaims the need for further research on
topics he himself takes up, and one wonders why he could not have pursued at least some of these avenues himself. For example, a number of
accounts are still extant for the Interior Provinces; their use would greatly
have strengthened the discussion on finance. Perhaps too-and this is a
personal whim rather than a criticism-the author might have put frontier
reforms more clearly into the larger framework of Spanish imperial
policy generally: What did the Bourbons intend to accomplish on the
frontier? In sum, this is a useful, informative, clearly written account of
how government functioned in New Mexico in the late colonial period
with well-chosen plates and particularly good descriptions of the postal
service and military organization in the province.
Duke University
JOHN J. TEPASKE
NEW MEXICO'S QUEST FOR STATEHOOD 1846-1912. Robert W. Larson.
Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1968. Pp. x, 405.
Bibliog., index. $10.00.
ROBERT W. LARSON has written the definitive account of New Mexico's
quest for statehood. As he states in his preface: "A study of the movement
in New Mexico to achieve statehood is a particularly challenging one, because, of all the contiguous territories of the Union, New Mexico remained a territory the longest."
The history of New Mexico has been unique in many ways, and its
unparalleled' quest for statehood stands out as one of the most unusual
features of that history. Larson has told this story with clarity and judicious
balance, while delving deep into motivations and carefully examining
affective circumstances.
During the quest, which covered more than sixty years and spanned
parts of two centuries, many persons gave unstintingly of their time and
effort to achieve statehood. To assess fairly the importance of the role of
each was, perhaps, the greatest single challenge in writing this book, and
Larson is to be particularly commended for his gracious and well-reasoned
handling of this task. Surely the most obstinate partisan reader cannot but
admit that, within reasonable limits, each character in this dramatic story
has been given credit where credit was due and gentle censure when the
facts made need for criticism apparent.
The problem of basic organization was relatively simple, but within this
structure are many details which could not be overlooked in order to present a complete and cohesive portrayal of the complexities involved. The
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reader will, consequently, be required to pay careful attention in order to
gain full comprehension of the subject matter presented. Within this context the writing is clear and understandable. The final summation (pp. 301304) is especially well written.
With a subject as vast in scope as this one, it is understandable that
there should be minor errors. Among those detected by this reviewer, most
apparently resulted from accepting erroneous statements of past historians.
So much of doubtful veracity concerning New Mexico has been written
in the past that present-day historians must be very wary about accepting
certain traditions as fact.
T. B. Catron did not move to New Mexico in 1867 (pp. 98, 143). He
arrived in Santa Fe in July of 1866. Likewise, S. B. Elkins moved to New
Mexico in 1863, not 1865, and did not form a partnership with Catron
(p. 98) until January 1874It is true that in February 1890, William L. Rynerson wrote to Max
Frost, editor of the New Mexican, from Washington urging that a delegation be sent from New Mexico to press for statehood (p. 162), but Catron
was not in Washington with Rynerson at the time. In fact, Rynerson wrote
a similar letter to Catron in Santa Fe. Catron was fully as responsible as
Frost for the resulting delegation appointed by Governor Prince.
T. B. Catron did not nominate Rynerson for delegate to Congress at a
rump council in 1884 (p. 170). D. M. Easton made the nomination which
was seconded by Albert J. Fountain. It is true that L. Bradford Prince, the
regular Republican nominee for delegate at the time, later singled Catron
out as being responsible for Rynerson's nomination. Prince was somewhat
confused in his accusation. While stating that Catron caused the split, he
also asserted that Catron could have stopped the Rynerson bid short had
he chosen to do so. If anyone person must be named as engineering the
Rynerson defection, it would have to be J. Francisco Chavez.
The alleged intervention of T. B. Catron in behalf of the Murphy
faction in opposition to McSween followers (p. 139) is over simplified.
Basically, Catron's lifelong practice of lending money in situations where
he was forced to take collateral in payment involved him in the struggle
that was shaping up. Edgar A. Walz, T. B. Catron's brother-in-law, was
directly responsible for Catron's affairs in Lincoln County at the time and
was reasonably successful in protecting his employer's interests without
taking part in the controversy. It is true that Catron, in his official capacity as United States district attorney, recommended to Governor Axtel,
as well as army personnel, that the military be instructed to keep the
peace. While it is apparent that this move would have helped protect
Catron's property, it was evident that this was the only force respected by
warring factions in the neighborhood. Had Catron's recommendation been
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followed prior to the June 18, 1878, Act of Congress prohibiting the use
of federal troops in civil matters in the Territory without the express permission of the President, much of the following bloodshed might well
have been averted..
John G. Riley (p. 139) should be John H. Riley.
But this type of error seems to be mostly confined to background information. In the development of the statehood theme, Doctor Larson evinces
sound judgment and careful scholarship.
The book is voluminously documented with footnotes appropriately
placed at the end of the text. Editing is skillful and the index fulfils all
requirements. The bibliography is extensive and reflects thorough research.
The book is printed in the usual able style of the University of New
Mexico Press.
While many persons interested in the history of the Southwest will
find this volume a welcome addition to their library, readers everywhere
may well take note that here is a historical delineation which transcends
regionalism and is worthy of the attention of a widespread audience.

Eagle Nest, N. M.

VICTOR WESTPHALL

HISTORICAL ATLAS OF NEw MEXICO. By Warren A. Beck and Ynez D.
Haase. Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1969. 62 maps, preface,
bibliography, index. $4-95, hard back, $2,95, paper.
A PUBLICATION of this nature is always useful, and New Mexico has long
needed a reference book of this type.
The use of state outline maps, with each topic treated as a unit on one
or several maps, each with its own key, allows· for quick reference and an
uncluttered appearance. The subject matter of each map is briefly described
on the page opposite. Reference material used to compile data for each map
is listed in the back by map number, and the index follows.
The individual maps and topics cover broadly the usual subjects of
geography, economics, history, and the like contained in most atlases of
this type. For the most part, the data presented are factual and general in
nature. Unfortunately, for interested readers of the New Mexico Historical
Review, several of the historical maps present outdated or erroneous material. Cabeza de Vaca's escape route of 1536, from Texas to Sonora, is
shown on Map 13 as passing through southern New Mexico, which many
historians no longer accept. Map 14 portrays the routes of the ChamuscadoRodriguez and the Espejo expeditions along the west side of the Rio Grande
instead of through the Jornada del Muerto on the east side and shows the
first of the two going too far to the north.
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All of the nomadic tribes of 1541 shown on Map 15, with the exception
of the Apaches on the Canadian River, whom Coronado's chroniclers referred to as Querechos, were not seen, referred to, or named until later in
the 16th century. A number of the Pueblos visited in 1541-42 are not
shown. One group in particular, the Jumanos, are always referred to as
having lived on the Plains, not west of the Pecos as shown on this map.
Map 16, showing the Indian pueblos of the period 1598-1692 and an inset
covering the Pueblo Rebellion, lacks several Indian villages known to have
been occupied during this period or to have taken part in the Pueblo
Rebellion.
Map 17, the first towns established by the Spaniards, is quite misleading
in that all shown, with the exception of Santa Fe, were existing Indian
pueblos where the Spanish friars set up missions. Map 18, dealing with
Spanish and Mexican Period expeditions of the late 1700'S and early 1800'S,
fails to include those of Pedro Vial, several major expeditions into Navajo
country, and campaigns into the Mescalero country and against the Comanches. Map 20, principal towns and roads about 1800, exhibits pueblos (not
all of them) and only a few of the then occupied Spanish villages.
There obviously is need for correction on these as well as other maps
where place names are incorrectly located, army camps omitted, roads not
properly shown, etc. Better reflection of New Mexico's precipitation could
be obtained by showing both the summer and winter, rather than the average annual, rainfall. If the principal towns and Indian pueblos as of 1847,
based on the map drawn under order of General S. W. Kearny by Lts. W.
H. Emory, A. W. Abert, and W. G. Peck, were shown between maps 24
and 25, the extent of settlement up to the American period would be more
fairly portrayed.
If this atlas goes through another printing, it is to be hoped that it can be
corrected and expanded to serve as a dependable reference. The occurrence
of many errors in the current edition suggests that the University of Oklahoma Press could make use of some competent readers before publishing
such material.
National Park Service
ALBERT H. SCHROEDER
Santa Fe, New Mexico
MAURICE GARLAND FULTON'S HISTORY OF THE LINCOLN COUNTY WAR.
Ed. by Robert N. Mullin. Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1968.
Pp. vi, 433. Illus., maps, index. $8.50.
THE LATE Maurice Garland Fulton, long-time Professor of History of New
Mexico .Military Institute, Roswell, gained a permanent place in New
Mexico's Hall of Literary Fame when in 1927 he edited and annotated
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The Macmillan Company edition of Pat Garrett's "The Authentic Life of
Billy the Kid." Now, some forty years later Robert N. Mullin has
achieved like stature following the publication of the Fulton manuscript,
"History of the Lincoln County War." After his work on the Macmillan
publication had terminated, Fulton continued independently to follow on
the trail of Billy the Kid and attempt to find the answers to questions
which had been raised in the course of editing the Garrett book. He
followed Billy the Kid and the story of the Lincoln County War relentlessly and intelligently, deferring publication of his findings from time to
time to run down one more clue, or to interview just one more old-timer
while still living. The result was that Fulton gathered bushels of material,
some reduced to written form, much of it in temporary notes. Death overtook Maurice Fulton before he finished his work. Fortunately for Fulton's
stature as a historian and for posterity, the work of editing and annotating
Fulton's manuscript was undertaken as a labor of love and devotion by
Robert N. Mullin, long-time personal friend and correspondent of Professor Fulton, presently a resident of La Jolla, California.
Bob Mullin has been a student of the Lincoln County War for many
years, the best informed man living today, in this writer's opinion, of the
Lincoln town of 1887 and the Lincoln County War years. With a profound knowledge of Billy the Kid days and all their many ramifications,
Bob Mullin went to work on the Fulton manuscript, not sparing the
pruning knife. or pliers where required. The result is a superb achievement,
reflecting great credit on both Fulton and the editor of the manuscript. No
definitive life of William H. Bonney now seems necessary, but if one is
ever written it will be imperative for the author to refer to the FultonMullin manuscript many times.
Albuquerque, N. M.
. WILLIAM A. KELEHER
By
Andrew K. Gregg. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1968.
Pp. viii, 196. lIlus., bibliog., index. $7.50'

NEW MEXICO IN THE NINETEENTH CENTURY, A PICTORIAL HISTORY.

THIS is a comprehensive collection of nineteenth-century prints depicting
New Mexico's landscapes, peoples, and assorted miscellanea, as folks back
East saw them in the books and magazines of those times. They are most
interesting and valuable in themselves, and certainly worth preserving in
one volume. This book, however, contains too many faulty captions to
make them accidental; what 'is worse, a WASPish flavor pervades the
editorial comment throughout, negating the scholarship of Hispanists
Bloom, Bolton; Hammond, Scholes, and others, which once raised high the
standards of our State's main University Press.
Pena Blanca, N. M.
FRAY ANGELICO CHAVEZ
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NAVAJOS IN THE CATHOLIC CHURCH RECORDS OF NEW MEXICO, 16941875. By David M. Brugge. Research Section, Parks and Recreation
Department. The Navajo Tribe Research Reports No. I: Window Rock,
Arizona, I968. Pp. xvi, I68. Illus., bibliog. $2.50'
ACCURATE AS IN ONE SENSE the title may be, David Brugge's monograph
essentially is an analysis of the Indian slave trade in New Mexico, with
especial attention to the Navajo nation, based upon some seven thousand
baptismal and burial records gleaned from parishes in New Mexico and
southern Colorado. More precisely, his study of the slave trade is so placed
in context with other historical records that what he has achieved in fact
is possibly the best and most penetrating ethnohistorical treatment of the
Navajos that has seen print.
Research for this work was done while Brugge, an anthropologist, was
associated with J. Lee Correll in the Land Claims division of the Navajo
Tribe. The parish records, which he believes may represent a seventy per
cent residue of a once available total, were indexed, variously sorted and
coded. Because efforts of Franciscan fathers to gain converts on journeys
among the so-called "wild tribes" were largely a failure, baptismal records
of the various parishes very nearly all were of captive Indians-4,32I altogether, of various tribes which Brugge categorizes as "free" rather than
wild. At the outset he admits a bias which, to any who may regard his
findings and conclusions unpalatable, could be accepted as a challenge: it
is his premise that Spanish and American colonizers were the aggressors in
land disputes, and he rejects as not worthy of consideration any concept
that Indians were bloodthirsty savages with innate desires to steal and kill.
Having stated a position that one hundred years ago would have been
sufficient cause to have hanged him, Brugge proceeds to document it.
The documentation, so important here, deserves a few words more. In
addition to baptismal and burial records, Brugge has drawn mainly upon
civil and military records of the Spanish and Mexican governments, found
in the State Records Center and Archives at Santa Fe, and upon similar
materials of the United States government obtained on microfilm from the
National Archives in Washington during the land claims hearings. Although no mention of this is made in the monograph, the important
translations from archaic Spanish are his own. A greater dependence is
placed upon parish records (which in some cases are less specific than
Brugge might have wished but which he seems to regard generally as
reliable) than upon civil and military records; the three sources are compared and then correlated to achieve certain conclusions. Treaties are examined for what they might tell of release or exchange of captive slaves
and these findings then related to baptismal records. Records of military
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campaigns and sporadic slave raids (when documented) similarly are employed, although their use is limited pretty much to summary and synthesis, to chronological sequence and to causative factors-the when and
why of aggression in the context of past and future-and end results: captives seized, persons killed, understanding lost.
Not surprisingly, a correlation is found between periods of hostility and
baptisms of captives. Navajos accounted for most of these-I,623 from the
1690'S through the 1870's, the 1860'S alone showing 790 captives baptized
and of these 159 in the peak year (1864) of the Carson campaign. Because
parish priests frequently neglected to identify captives by tribe, and because
of other discrepancies, Brugge offers a "conservative" estimate that 2,457
Navajos were held as captive servants in Spanish-American households
during the 1860'S. To this number he would add 1,000 more held either
by non-Catholic whites or by other Indian tribes.
Brugge observes that acquisition of land was the principal cause of
aggression during the Spanish period, motivating the Navajo wars of 177375 and 1804-05; that the taking of captives became a major objective
during the Mexican period when "the whites had decided to conquer the
Navajos as well as their land." He concludes, as others have done, that
the system of seizing and selling Indian captives as slaves was a cumulative
irritant that doomed any effort for peace. Attempts by American authorities to end the s}ave trade were never more than inept or half-hearted
(Carson, with three Navajo captives, was in modest step with governors
and other U.S. officials), and the traffic continued until about 1876.
In the final chapters Brugge examines the social attitudes determining
the status of Indian captives, and from evidence available tells what is
known of Spanish-Americans and Indians of other tribes held captive by
Navajos. Some striking similarities are found, with exceptional Navajo willingness to permit eventual roles of significant importance to some SpanishAmerican males, Juan Anaya and Jesus Arviso most notably.
Several errors of interpretation or use of historical documentation were
noted by this reviewer, but their importance is far overshadowed by the
positive contributions of new materials and new insights that Brugge
brings to an understanding of Navajo relationship to other tribes and
other peoples in this period of Southwestern history. Possibly he is right
when he suggests in his preface that no good history of the Navajos, other
than a mere recounting of Navajo-White relations, will be written until a
Navajo ethnohistorian comes along. But until such time Brugge's first
major monograph will do; not nicely, not adequately, but admirably. This
is an important work.
North Woodstock, Connecticut
FRANK McNITT
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THE ALBUQUERQUE NAVAJOS. By William H. Hodge. Tucson: The University of Arizona Press, 1969. Pp. viii, 76. Maps. $4.00.
THE CITIES of the United States have grown in large part as the result of
receiving immigrants from most parts of the Old World, peoples of diverse
nationalities, religions and races, some coming directly to the cities and
others indirectly after initial settlement in rural areas or other parts of the
New World. Often these immigrants have congregated in certain areas of
the cities, forming segregated sections, ghettos, or, as in one New Mexican
town, a "Chihuahuita," maintaining thereby a great deal of their original
culture and ultimately enriching the cultural heritage of the entire nation.
Only recently has the lure of the city attracted any significant number of
American Indians, however. Compared with other migrations, this involves
a very small number of people, for the total Indian population is only about
a half million. The Indian migration is particularly interesting for social
scientists, for most of the migrants are from tribes which have no urban
tradition within their own cultural backgrounds. The increasing Indian
populations and the limited economic potential of the reservations suggest
that more Indians will have to choose city life in the future.
Hodge found that a study of the Navajos who have settled in Albuquerque involved simple physical obstacles. His subjects were scattered throughout the city and in nine months of work he drove over 10,000 miles. His
map (Figure 3) clearly shows the scattered Navajo settlement pattern in the
city, a pattern that would not be out of place on a similar map of a reservation community, even to the tendency for some clustering near the Indian
school. The Albuquerque Navajos do not consider themselves a discrete
community, however, and no single guide to all their dwellings could be
found as would be true in a reservation community. Hodge describes a
group of immigrants who do not fit many of the generalizations that might
be applied to peoples of Old World backgrounds. The effort required by
this study has been prodigious, but the results have been commensurate.
Hodge limits this study to a consideration of Navajo migrants to urban
areas, having searched the literature for data on Navajo populations in other
towns and cities and historical data on the development of Navajo settlement
in Albuquerque for his comparative material. The most significant findings
are those resulting from his own field work, for which he analyzed information relating to his informants' backgrounds and their lives at the time of his
interviews.
The migrants could be divided into three categories on the basis of cultural orientation: permanent-resident, Anglo-modified, and traditional.
Those in the permanent resident group formed a distinct minority. Most
Navajos in the city maintained such strong ties, real or emotional, with the
reservation that Hodge was able to define an "urban-reservation system"
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as a more logical organizing principal than any based on group cohesion
within the city. He describes in some detail the problems, successes and
failures of various Navajos in each category in adapting simultaneously to
an alien culture and an urban environment. The degree of success was considerably greater than might be expected under such conditions, but it is
apparent that few of the migrants were very well prepared for the challenges
they encountered. Navajo dissatisfactions seem often to have been the result of cultural orientations rather than lack of materiaL success.
This monograph and Hodge's two earlier papers, which are listed in his
bibliography, provide much basic data that will be of interest to students of
urban and Indian matters and some stimulating theoretical problems worthy
of further research. In· addition, they contain solid observational reports that
could guide BrA and tribal officials, particularly in education, in helping
Indian children prepare for a way of life that many of them will be forced
to choose. If the Navajos ever build cities of their own, as their current
efforts to attract industry imply, the experiences of these pioneers in city
life will be of great value to their people. Hodge's study provides an excellent record of their pioneering.
In conclusion, I should add a personal note. The study revives many
memories of my own pleasurable associations with Albuquerque Navajos
about a decade prior to the time Hodge did his field work. His data fit well
my very informal observations of an earlier date, but also indicate progress
by the Navajos in their urban locale and suggest that there are good groun,ds
for optimism regarding whatever the future may bring.
Ganado) Ariz.
.
DAVID M. BRUGGE

PASS OF THE NORTH. FOUR CENTURIES ON THE Rro GRANDE. By C. L. Sonnichsen. Texas Western Press: The University of Texas at EI Paso, 1968.
Pp. xiv, 468. IIIus., bibliog., index. $10.00
ANY NEW BOOK by Dr. C. L. Sonnichsen is always welcome, and the present volume is up to his usual high standards of research and writing. For
Dr. Sonnichsen, long-time resident of EI Paso and distinguished professor
at The University of Texas at EI Paso, this book was undoubtedly a labor
of love. El Paso is a unique city, with a long and varied history.
The ford across the Bravo del Norte, as the Spaniards called the Rio
Grande, was visited by I 6th-century expeditions several times before 1598,
when Onate and his colonists stopped there on the way to New Mexico.
In the mid-17th century a mission was established near the river, and a
Spanish-Indian community arose around it. Travelers between Mexico City
and Santa Fe visited the mission, but the major event of EI Paso's early
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history was the arrival of the families that had survived the Pueblo Revolt
of 1680.
At £1 Paso the refugees met Fr. Francisco de Ayeta, who was bringing
supply wagons to New Mexico. Ayeta had made a tremendous effort to
save the province from destruction by the Indians. He brought horse herds
from Durango to replace the cavalry mounts the Apache had stolen, and
he had conducted several wagon trains to Santa Fe, but his efforts were in
vain. With the aid of the Apache and Navajo the Pueblo tribes staged a
carefully planned uprising. The two thousand survivors headed south, and
Ayeta's supplies saved them. They settled in three towns not far from the
mission.
Through its first three centuries of existence the community of £1 Paso
was harassed by Apache and other Indian tribes. When Indian troubles
subsided there was strife between the regular and secular clergy, and between military and civil officials. "The Indians were in the middle, pulled
one direction by the civil authorities and pushed in the other by the priests"
(p. 75). For Spaniard and Indian alike it was a hard life, a daily struggle
for survival.
In the second half of the 18th century efforts to curb the Apache intensified. In the third quarter of the century about four thousand people were
killed by enemy tribes in the northern provinces. For a time the Apache
were dealt with by a Spanish officer named Hugo Oconor, so that by the
early 19th century they were relatively peaceful.
The Indian menace was so great in the northern provinces that Spain
invented a special administrative organization to cope with the tribes. This
was the Commandancy General of the Interior Provinces. Unlike the captain general, whose duties and responsibilities were similar to those of the
viceroy, the commandant general confined his attention to military affairs.
The new organization could not overcome difficulties caused by lack of
sufficient men and arms, but it made some progress toward pacifying the
Apache.
The settlement at Paso del Norte grew slowly. Even before 1800 it
boasted such harbingers of civilization as schools and a bridge across the
river. In 1832 the first public school was established, and at the same time
El Paso was elevated to the rank of villa.
In the first half of the 19th century the Apache swarmed over the northern settlements once more. The Mexican government began paying bounties for Apache scalps, and "barbering," or scalp-collecting, became a profitable if hazardous business, and Chihuahua became the "hair capital" of the
Western Hemisphere.
In the decades between 1800 and 1850 El Paso became a well-known
stopping place for East-West as well as North-South travelers. As a cross-
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roads as well as a meeting place of different cultures, it became rapidly more
cosmopolitan in character. "Its inhabitants," says Dr. Sonnichsen, "cut off
from the rest of mankind for two hundred years, were conquered by foreign troops, inundated by gold seekers, tempted by the wares of Missouri
traders, and innitrated by marrying Americans. It was a revolutionary nfty
years" (p. 100).
In 18°7 Lt. Zebulon Pike saw El Paso when he was being conducted to
Chihuahua as a prisoner. He noted that it was the "most flourishing" town
he had seen. Soon there was a stream of Americans from the Missouri
settlements, and El Pas~'s location at the main crossroads of travel in the
Southwest soon gave the city a unique flavor. Unlike other Southwest
towns where Anglo and Spanish Americans mingled, there were two constant streams into and through the town at the ford, and these newcomers
meant that elements that had not yet been assimilated were always present.
At the same time there were many Anglos who married local girls and happily became integral parts of the patriarchal society. Doniphan's Missourians occupied El Paso briefly during the Mexican War. Some men deserted
to'remain there, and others returned when the war ended. "After this there
were two El Pasos, one Mexican and one American, but in spite of irritations and misunderstandings, the relations of the two peoples after 1846 were
on the whole good, and sometimes warm and close" (p. 123).
The rest of the story-boom, bust, and bad men, then civilization-is
equally fascinating. Life in El Paso has always been eventful, for if Apache
Indians or bad men were not keeping things stirred up, the Rio Grande was
changing its course. In 1867 it handed the United States a generous slice of
Mexico, the Chamizal, which was nnally returned nearly a century later.
The story of El Paso is a special chapter in American urban history as well
as in cultural amalgamation. It is a story well worth reading.
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