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Chapter One




Beginning a Great Tragedy


The greatest tragedy in the history of the United States burst into its full and deadly force on April 12, 1861 with the first cannonade fired upon Fort Sumter, a Federal military outpost located in Charleston harbor in the State of South Carolina. A war that would surpass all other wars in terms of the savagery inflicted upon citizens of the United States, and in numbers of total casualties, the American Civil War was precipitated by the concerted action of a secret organization known as the Knights of the Golden Circle, or “KGC”. By the beginning of the secession crisis, the KGC had established the base of its power and its de facto international headquarters at San Antonio, Texas. Its Texas leadership was well represented in the aggressively violent action at Fort Sumter, most notably by Louis Trezevant Wigfall, a United States Congressman from the East Texas town of Marshall. Wigfall had done much behind the scenes to instigate the violence and afterward toured the south taking credit for forcing the surrender of the Federal troops at Fort Sumter, an action that precipitated a war that consumed more than 600,000 American lives.1

Wigfall, however, was not the only Texan KGC member working behind the scenes to achieve the dissolution of the United States and an all-encompassing disaster for its people. Fellow Texan Ben McCulloch had partnered with Wigfall in secretly securing armaments for KGC operatives who took Texas out of the United States. McCulloch had planned and directed the seizure of the federal arsenal in Texas and the complete expulsion of Union troops from the Lone Star State weeks before the attack on Fort Sumter. By the time of the actual attack at Charleston Harbor, rumors had circulated that McCulloch and a company of Texas Rangers were in the area of Washington, D.C., preparing to attack and capture the Capitol and install their own President. This would not happen, but it later became known that KGC members had apparently planned to kidnap or kill President Abraham Lincoln at the beginning of the war. KGC members and sympathizers regarded Lincoln as a tyrant and would-be monarch. For them the usurpation of such a tyrant was a righteous defense of the Constitution. Failing to execute their plans in 1861 members of the KGC were implicated in Lincoln’s murder before the end of the war. Unlike many in the Deep South, there were those in Texas that applauded and celebrated Lincoln’s assassination. Unlike the Deep South, Texas was never successfully invaded during the war, nor was it successfully occupied afterward.2

Rumors and mythology have always surrounded the KGC. This should be expected as one of the goals of a secret organization is to remain secret, leading to speculation by outsiders as to the true intentions of the organization and the identities of its members. By the close of the Civil War it had become standard practice to blame the KGC for virtually any disaster that befell the Union or its loyal supporters; it was also an effective way to demonize one’s enemies or political rivals by accusing them of association with or membership in this secret organization. This overreaction eventually led to a revisionist movement among conventional historians that downplayed the power and importance of the KGC. As the pendulum of opinion swung to the opposite extreme, the role of the KGC and those interested in it became the occasional subject of mockery by establishment historians who thought the KGC of minor historical interest. In part, this diminution was the result of a preoccupation with the personal life and antics of George W. L. Bickley, who many mistakenly believed was the founding father of the KGC. There is now more than sufficient evidence to show that Bickley was employed by the KGC’s true founders to spread their treasonous organization across the United States. Bickley was an effective public speaker; a good front man and mouthpiece for men who desired to retain their legitimate positions of power by remaining in the shadows. His personal foibles and failings should be no surprise to anyone who has ever known or experienced interaction with an aggressive salesman. Military matters would be left to military men like Ben McCulloch a veteran of the Mexican War and frontier battles against Comanche Indians while with the Texas Rangers.3

As with any effective criminal organization the KGC utilized a hierarchical structure that would isolate and protect its true leadership from prosecution. The entity that George Bickley was selling to the American public found a full-fledged and battle-hardened military organization in Texas that was more than receptive to his message; they had heard it from others before Bickley ever appeared on the national stage. It was only a matter of time before the organization Bickley promoted and the pre-existing organization of Texans would merge; the KGC was to achieve its greatest power in Texas under the direction of pro-secession extremists. Many of these extremists were foreign-born or originally from the northeastern United States.4

It is precisely because Texas and much of its history have been obscured or mythologized by most Americans that the KGC and the extent of its influence in the State have remained hidden. While the KGC had little or no influence in the rest of the United States, the case may be made that this organization ran Texas before, during, and after the Civil War. Why should anyone care? Texas has grown in size and influence to the point that it is now the second most populous State in the Union, and is continuing to grow faster than the rest of the country. There are those in the older sections of the United States that do not understand the prevalent attitude that drives its people. Why is Texas so different? The answer lies in the echoes and nuances of the culture that the KGC built in Texas. It is a fact that the KGC had as its goal the construction of a new world order that by necessity required Texas as its touchstone. Texas was to be the base of operations and jumping off point for a series of invasions that would convert Latin America into a slave empire run by and for the benefit of a privileged class. Once the war for slave owner’s rights was lost, the KGC adapted and informally continued to influence and occasionally control matters in Texas until well into the 20th century. The KGC had sought to establish its members as leaders in the political, economic, and military structure of a new society. This secret organization thought of itself as offering the best solution to the problem of slavery in the United States. The KGC is gone now, but its legacy remains. There are lessons to be learned from the story of its rise to power in Texas.

 

 

Chapter Two




Legacies and Antecedents


The conditions that led to the formation of the KGC were in place at the very beginning of the colonization of North America. The KGC was to encourage the preservation and expansion of slavery in the Western hemisphere. Slavery was brought by the Dutch into New Netherland, which later became New York in the 1620s. It arrived in the British colony of Massachusetts in 1624, when Samuel Maverick became the first slave owner in New England; his descendant, also named Samuel Maverick, became one of the leaders of the KGC in Texas. Samuel Maverick of Texas would play a key role in the expulsion of United States troops from Texas in February 1861, months before the Civil War started with the attack on Fort Sumter.1

France would also participate in the extension of slavery from the Old World into the New. By the late 1600s slavery was steadily increasing in the French West Indies, with colonies established at Saint-Domingue (Haiti), Guadeloupe, and Martinique. In 1685, the French king instituted the Code Noir, an early attempt to prevent the mistreatment of slaves, but it was never strictly observed. Mortality rates for French colonial slaves were much higher than those in colonial America. In the 1700s, the French investment in colonial slavery increased greatly, with 864,000 Africans imported into Saint-Domingue alone. Only 6% of the slaves taken from Africa arrived in the United States; 40% wound up in the 3 French offshore slave colonies. The first slaves in mainland French Louisiana arrived in 1719 but did not make it any farther north than Natchez until the following year. In the French possession of the Illinois Country, the Roman Catholic Church encouraged religious education of slaves so that they were integrated into the moral and social life of the community. In the French Caribbean colonies, however, slaves were typically under absentee ownership, subject to physical and mental abuse, and lived in chaos. Many of the Caribbean-based owners were Protestant Huguenots, not interested in the dictates of the Catholic Church. The situation on the islands in French possession would eventually result in bloody slave uprisings that drove refugees both white and black from the Caribbean into the port cities of New Orleans, Savannah, Charleston, Norfolk and Baltimore. The refugees carried their legacies and fearful stories of brutality with them. The ongoing fear of slave revolts led in part to the formation of the KGC, accelerated by John Brown’s raid on Harper’s Ferry.2 

In 1664, the British took New Netherland from the Dutch and renamed it New York. From that point, the slave trade was greatly increased in New York City to the point that slaves made up 21% of the city’s population in 1746. By that time, slaves had been traded on Wall Street, sold at auction, for 35 years making New York one of the most active slave trading centers on the Atlantic Coast. Under British rule, conditions greatly deteriorated for New York’s slaves. In 1741, thirteen Africans were burned at the stake, accused of conspiring to burn New York City and murder its inhabitants in an uprising; seventeen more slaves were hung and 70 more were sold into the brutal environment of Caribbean slavery. Consequently, in the near future slaves in the city would be rounded up and whipped as punishment for gathering in groups. The New York slave conspiracy trials had much in common with the Salem witchcraft hysteria of 1692. Suspicious fires in Texas towns in 1860 and the slave revolt hysteria that resulted directly led to an increase in KGC membership and power – not just in Texas but across the South.3 

George Washington, one of the Founding Fathers, was a slave trader; he owned and bred slaves for sale in his native Virginia. Just as many of the leaders of the KGC would do later, Washington went into war against the government he had once served as a professional soldier. Washington had fought the French on behalf of the British government, whom he subsequently opposed in the Revolutionary War, just as many West Point trained American veterans of the Mexican War joined the Confederate forces in opposition to their former government. During the colonial era conflict, some slaves had rebelled against their owners by running away and joining the British army to fight against their former masters. At the end of the war, Washington was in New York looking to recapture some of his escaped slaves. Once Texas gained its independence from Mexico it countermanded the Mexican government’s opposition to slave ownership. Texas became a slave republic. One of the KGC’s goals was the creation of a police state to prevent the escape of slaves. It is no wonder that many KGC in Texas and other southerners looked upon George Washington as the first “rebel.”4

Washington was also involved in the formation of an early organization that had some interesting parallels to the Knights of the Golden Circle. This was the Society of the Cincinnati, formed May 13, 1783, with George Washington as President of this somewhat secret society. Just weeks before the date of the Cincinnati’s founding, an idea for a similar society had circulated in newspapers: a so-called Order of Freedom with Washington as proposed grand master and the state governors as “knight companions.” The motto of the organization was to be sic semper tyranis (thus be it ever to tyrants), the same phrase shouted by KGC member and presidential assassin John Wilkes Booth after the killing of Abraham Lincoln in Ford’s Theater. The Order of Freedom was never directly connected with the Society of the Cincinnati, but the timing of its proposed formation was significant. This demonstrates that there was an undercurrent in American culture, even in early 1783, for the formation of a European-styled knightly order. Oddly enough, the first “Castle” (or lodge) of the Knights of the Golden Circle allegedly was founded at Cincinnati, Ohio in 1854.5 

The Society of the Cincinnati membership was open only to Revolutionary War officers and their descendants; the only apparent benefit of membership was access to a planned charitable fund for use by the membership. The aspects of the Society that troubled patriots like Benjamin Franklin were the exclusivity of an essentially military organization and its hereditary nature, so reminiscent of the British aristocratic society they had fought against in the war for independence. The organizational structure of the Cincinnati appeared to be that of a shadow government and so alarm was publicly registered by men like Benjamin Franklin and John Adams. Soon George Washington was compelled to repudiate the Cincinnati even though he had accepted its presidency and approved of its bylaws and insignia. Behind the scenes, Washington continued to serve as President of the secret society until his death. Rumors circulated that the Cincinnati would usurp the republic in favor of a police state. Slavery was not universally a burning issue at the time as it was an accepted aspect of colonial life and so the slavery question had no bearing on public consideration of the Cincinnati. However, it should be noted that the Society was named in honor of Lucius Quintus Cincinnatus, a Roman general and sometime dictator who distinguished himself by defeating a revolt of ordinary citizens against the aristocracy of the Roman Empire. Rome was built upon slavery. The governing body of the Society, called the general society, was established at Newburg, New York just up the Hudson River from New York City. The society had been formed in part as a result of the Newburgh Conspiracy and was suspected by some of initiating Shay’s Rebellion in 1787, both revolutionary movements that involved former military officers. After George Washington was inaugurated as the first President of the United States in 1789, attacks against the Society faded. Reforms promised to the alarmed public were never adopted by the state societies of the order. Critics of the Society of the Cincinnati, in particular Benjamin Franklin and the Viscount de Mirabeau, brother of one of the society’s sharpest critics, were made honorary members of the Cincinnati which no doubt had a quieting effect on their earlier apprehensions.6

Once the Society was exposed to public suspicion and repudiation, a new organization that can be directly tied to the KGC arose from the ashes of the Cincinnati. Its name was the Society of Tammany, or Columbian Order of New York. The Tammany Society was organized “under a Constitution and Laws in 1789.” There are no surviving lists of members from its initial meetings, other than the name of William Tapp, the Secretary pro tem in 1789; very little is known of him, except that he was a member of the Society of the Cincinnati. Other prominent members of the Cincinnati joined the Columbian Order of New York. There were informal meetings in which the organization of the Tammany society was proposed as early as 1786 under the guidance of William Mooney who many believed served as a tool for Aaron Burr. Burr it was said “used the Society to secure his own political preferment.” Burr, a former Revolutionary War officer who served as Vice President of the United States under Thomas Jefferson, took what was basically a social club and converted it into a political machine later known as Tammany Hall. Several noted members of the Columbian Order of New York were KGC, and the highest echelon of the KGC in Texas and elsewhere across the United States were designated Knights of the Columbian Star. Some members of the Tammany Society were also members of the Order of the Lone Star, which later merged into the KGC. The Order of the Lone Star was dedicated to the expansion of the United States via the conquest of Spanish territory in North America and the Caribbean. This too, was one of the goals of the KGC. 7

The Tammany Society or Columbian Order of New York enjoyed a close and friendly relationship with the Cincinnati in 1789. It was the Columbian Order of New York that first proposed an annual celebration of George Washington’s birthday, beginning upon the end of the first year of his Presidency. The Society, supposedly named after an Indian chief known as Tammany, had its leader designated as ‘Grand Sachem”. The toast given by the Society on Washington’s Birthday called for “the auspicious birth of our Great Grand Sachem, George Washington, be ever commemorated by all the loyal Sons of Saint Tammany.” Washington at the time was President of the Society of the Cincinnati. As the Tammany Society spread across the young republic, the local chapters in other states slightly adapted or changed its name: in Virginia it was called Sons of St. Tammany in the Columbian Order and in Kentucky it was titled Sons of Tammany or Brethren in the Columbian Order. Those two states in particular would set a precedent that increased the likelihood of a civil war at a later time in the nation’s history. In 1798, then Vice President Thomas Jefferson anonymously and secretly wrote the Kentucky Resolution of 1798; James Madison secretly authored the Virginia Resolution of 1798. Both documents seriously challenged the authority of the Federal government by arguing for state’s rights and strict constructionism. Strict constructionists argued that the states had the right to declare any act of Congress not authorized by the original Constitution to be null and void – thereby unenforceable. In effect this meant that any Federal antislavery laws would be unenforceable. As slavery was never specifically mentioned in the original Constitution, this nullification doctrine led to the eventual secession of Texas and the rest of the South. The authors of both of the 1798 nullification resolutions were slave owners, as well as signers of the Constitution; both favored the spread of slave ownership into the western territories. The KGC became a leading force of the secession movement in the United States by 1860 and its leadership often cited the Kentucky and Virginia resolutions of 1798 as proof of legitimacy of slaveowners’ rights. In their eyes, secession and westward expansion became necessary to extend and protect the institution of slavery.8

Another warning signal flashed in 1798 with the release of Proofs of a Conspiracy Against All the Religions and Governments of Europe, Carried on In the Secret Meetings of Free Masons, Illuminati, and Reading Societies written by John Robinson, a professor of philosophy and secretary to the Royal Society of Edinburgh. It was first printed in New York. This provided an American audience with an introduction to the Illuminati and led to the necessity of George Washington denying any involvement with the Illuminati. Washington, like Ben Franklin, was a Freemason. Washington wrote in a letter to an acquaintance, “I have heard much of the nefarious, and dangerous, plan, and doctrines of the Illuminati, but never saw the book until you were pleased to send it to me…. I believe notwithstanding, that none of the Lodges in this country are contaminated with the principles ascribed to the Society of the Illuminati.”9 A contemporary Masonic historian has written of the Illuminati:

The original order of the Illuminati was suppressed in Bavaria in 1784. It has been called a ‘quasi-Masonic’ association because it infiltrated Freemasonry yet was never officially recognized by any Masonic body. The founder, Adam Weishaupt, was a professor at the University of Ingolstadt with an ambitious plan for modernization of German society who proposed to bring his goals to pass by utilizing the secrecy and social discipline of the Masonic lodges. 

Weishaupt was especially attracted to the existence within German Freemasonry of defined grades of illumination and the doctrine of obedience to unknown superior authorities. He recruited a number of men who held important positions in the German government and society. He sought to employ Masonic secrecy to achieve leftist political objectives.10 

Professor Weishaupt founded the Illuminati in 1776 coincidentally the same year that the American Revolution began. John Robinson, in his expose published in 1789, wrote that in addition to numerous Illuminati-infiltrated Masonic lodges in Germany there were 8 such lodges in England, 2 in Scotland, “many” in Holland, Switzerland, and France; several in Italy and “several” in America – before 1786. According to Professor Robinson, the secretly stated objective of the Illuminati was to create a global organization that would rule the world. Robinson also identified numerous European members by name; one such person – Count Mirabeau, was a known correspondent and ally of Benjamin Franklin. Franklin enlisted Mirabeau in his crusade against the Society of the Cincinnati by supporting Mirabeau’s republication of Franklin’s arguments in a French edition titled, Considerations sur l’Ordre de Cincinnatus… par le Comte de Mirabeau. The French edition premiered in Paris in late 1784, London in 1785 and Philadelphia in 1786. Although the Society of the Cincinnati had already lost in the court of public opinion by 1786, with its hereditary principles in disfavor, Mirabeau and Franklin, who was the Minister of the United States in France at the time, knew that the hereditary principle still reigned in France. When the French Revolution began in 1786, the Society of the Cincinnati (indirectly), and the Freemasons (directly), played a role in inciting it. According to one historian,

Freemasonry thus became the bond between the Revolution of 1688 and the Revolution of 1776, then between the Revolution of 1776 and the French Revolution of 1789….Freemasonry itself did not make the revolutions, but prepared and achieved them. It impelled its members to play their part in the revolution, but when the revolution actually started it disappeared, to appear again later more brilliant and alive than ever. 

Although the typical Masonic lodge was devoted to charitable work and community based Masonic initiatives that were exclusive of politics, the political initiatives of the Freemasons “…have been applied either through puppet societies – such as the Committees of Correspondence and the Sons of Liberty during the American Revolution…or through some of its great heroes…. there was the instance of Benjamin Franklin in France.”11

The KGC was one such puppet organization of a certain faction of Masonry that followed the example of the Illuminati in executing its agenda. As early as 1789 this faction was bespoken of in John Robinson’s expose: “ILLUMINATUS DIRIGENS, or SCOTCH KNIGHT.” [sic] Robinson explained that the “Scotch Knights” were not one of the lower degrees of Illuminated Freemasonry, and outlined its objectives:

In No. I it is said that the ‘chief study of the Scotch Knight is to work on all men in such a way as is most insinuating. II. He must endeavor to acquire the possession of considerable property. III. In all Mason Lodges we must try secretly to get the upper hand. The Masons do not know what Free Masonry is, their high objects, nor their highest Superiors, and should be directed by those who will lead them along the right road. 

In preparing a candidate for the degree of Scotch Knighthood, we must bring him into dilemmas by catching questions.—We must endeavor to get the disposal of the money of the Lodges of Free Masons, or at least take care that it be applied to purposes favorable to our Order—but this must be done in a way that shall not be remarked.

In addition, the candidate for such knighthood must “‘consider and treat the Illuminati as the Superiors of Free Masonry, and endeavor in all Mason Lodges which he frequents, to have the Masonry of the Illuminated, and particularly the Scotch Noviate, introduced into the Lodge.”12 

This blueprint for covert revolutionary societies derives its inspiration from an even older story, locked away in the Vatican archives since 1312. These were the records of the suppression of the Knights Templar, a medieval crusading (read: military) order that was destroyed by the King of France with the cooperation of Catholic clergy. Certain French mystics, some with Masonic connections, believed that the Knights Templar modeled themselves after “the military Masons of Zerubbabel, who worked with a sword in one hand, and a trowel in the other.” These warrior Masons, the Templars, were led by Jacques de Molay, who was thrown into prison for blasphemous activity and sentenced to death. However true or not, the legend grew that

…the Templars real crime was betrayal of the great secret to the profane through Masonic lodges. Legends arose that de Molay, who was burned at the stake on 18 March 1314, had organized four such secret societies in prison awaiting execution. These lodges… were located ‘at Naples for the East, Edinburgh for the West, Stockholm for the North, and Paris for the South.’ De Molay’s charge to these ‘Templar Masons’ was to carry out the revenge of the Templars, regardless of how long this might take, and ‘to exterminate all kings and the Bourbon line, to destroy the power of the pope, to preach liberty to all peoples, and found a universal republic. According to these legends, these Masons eventually infiltrated other lodges whose members did not know their secret design, and, over the centuries, infiltrated many organizations….

This story implies that there were “Scotch Knights” placed in Edinburgh, Scotland from the early 14th century, sent there by the Templar leadership to fulfill their destiny as warrior Masons. It was also claimed that the latter-day Templars, in contemporary Masonic incarnation, had launched the French Revolution by storming the Bastille because “it stood on the site of the place where de Molay was confined.”13 The French Revolution had been aided and abetted by Ben Franklin, in conjunction with a known member of the Illuminati, Count Mirabeau. The goal of the Illuminati had been accomplished in France with their help.

The “Scotch Knights” spoken of by the Illuminati were refugees from 17th century warfare in England and Scotland who had immigrated to France, where they continued their Masonic practice. The first “Scottish Lodge” was established at Bordeaux in 1732. From there the order spread first to the French slave colonies in the West Indies in 1763, and then to Albany, New York by 1767. The Albany lodge was originally known as a “Lodge of Perfection” and was considered a forerunner of the Scottish Rite Masons in America. In 1783 another Lodge of Perfection was founded at Charleston, South Carolina; that city soon became the location of the first Scottish Rite Supreme Council in the world, officially in 1801. The Supreme Council consisted of eleven founding members, four of whom were Jewish, five Protestants, and two Roman Catholics. Eventually in 1813 a Northern District was established with a separate Supreme Council. The original Supreme Council became responsible for all Scottish Rite lodges in the South and continued to be based in Charleston, the slave trading capital of the United States.14

Membership in the Scottish Rite was open to all Masons who had completed the requirements for the three degrees of Blue Lodge Masonry, the lower degrees; the highest degree in the Scottish Rite was the 33rd degree, attainment of which entitled the Mason to learn the secrets of the Order that were deliberately withheld from the lower degrees. As it was stated by the Illuminati,

The great strength of our Order lies in its concealment; let it never appear in any place in its own name, but always covered by another name, and another occupation. None is fitter than the lower degrees of Free Masonry; the public is accustomed to it, expects little from it, and therefore takes little notice of it. Next to this, the form of a learned or literary society is best suited to our purpose, and had Free Masonry not existed, this cover would have been employed; and it may be much more than a cover, it may be a powerful engine in our hands. By establishing reading societies, and subscription libraries, and taking these under our direction, and supplying them through our labors, we may turn the public mind which way we will.15

The membership of the lowest three degrees below the Scottish Rite, the Blue Lodges, were useful tools for subversive political projects because their members were in the dark as to the ultimate goals of the hierarchy above them; they could be manipulated. This blueprint for revolution laid out by the Illuminati also depended heavily on control of the printed word; in 1776, printing was still in its infancy, but by the time of the founding of the KGC in 1854-55, newspapers would be a most accessible media for propaganda purposes. Through the Blue Lodges and sympathetic newspaper publishers, the KGC would further its expansionist objectives in favor of a slaveholding aristocracy. Until that time, the tide of expansion of the American empire would build to a crescendo aided by the phenomena of the filibuster, only to break with the country divided and at war. Before that would happen the KGC itself would experience a schism within itself, with members forced to choose sides between the Republic founded by George Washington or one to be founded by secessionists. The issue that divided the KGC was whether slavery would be allowed to continue within individual states under state sovereignty, or whether slavery could only continue in a new country severed from the old. 

 

 

 

Chapter Three




A Culture of Filibusters


In 1784, Spain closed the Mississippi River to free navigation for American citizens. This was intended to curb further expansion of the newly created Republic by strangling the fledgling western states’ economies. This greatly angered southerners and almost led to the secession of several states. The controversy continued amid threats of violent intervention by armed westerners until 1795 when a treaty with Spain was negotiated and reopened the Mississippi. However, the conflict with Spain over its North American territories would not end there. Events subsequent to the Spanish Conspiracy would create the culture of “filibusters” that infested Texas before the Civil War and filled the ranks of the KGC. An East Texas newspaper defined the word filibuster in the context of its time, below:

“Filibuster – We are often inquired of as to the etymology and precise signification of the word filibuster. The Boston Advertiser says the term… was derived from a Spanish name for a light boat, a vessel formerly in common use in the West Indies. It was similarly used in the French and other languages as descriptive of a class of freebooters of all European nations who infested the West India Islands and the coast of Central America for purposes of piracy, during the last half of the 17th century. In English they were commonly called Buccaneers.”1

The above clarification was published in 1851, an indication that the term “filibuster” was used for years in describing some of the more adventurous persons immigrating to the West in search of plunder. Others had come for different reasons – so much so, that new arrivals were often asked, “…what have you done that you have come to Texas?”2 Some came to Texas to escape the consequences of a duel or criminal act. Others, those known as “filibusters” saw in the vast resources of the unmanaged territory of Spain and later, Mexico, the opportunity of personal gain through plunder. As one early writer put it:

No tales of border romance contain more thrilling adventure than the simple record of these land buccaneers, who set out like the sea rovers of old to carve their fortunes from the gathered treasures and domains of the Spanish race….many of them – instance Travis, Crockett and Cameron – were true patriots as well as filibusters….The line between the filibuster and the patriot is not easily drawn. Houston and Bolivar are national heroes because they succeeded; Walker and De Boulbon are remembered as filibusters because they failed.3

Using this archaic definition of a filibuster, the earliest such character in Texas was a Kentuckian from the tobacco country: Philip Nolan. Between 1791 and 1801, Nolan led four expeditions into Texas from Louisiana that are now regarded as being “horse-catching operations motivated by personal profit rather than as revolutionary efforts to free Texas from the rule of Spain.”4 Regardless of whether or not political motivations are deemed necessary for one to meet the accepted definition of a filibuster, Philip Nolan inspired others that were to follow his exploits. No doubt he was considered a heroic figure by many of his fellow Kentuckians; the fact that historian Wentworth Manning began Some History of Van Zandt County with Nolan’s story is an indication of the influence Nolan’s exploits had on former Kentuckians like Manning. Some History not only concerns one county in Texas; it provides the insight of an early frontiersman of Texas on the major events of his day; Manning came of age during the Civil War. The particulars of Nolan’s story are worth addressing to understand the filibuster element in Texas.5

Philip Nolan’s life as a filibuster began with his introduction to James Wilkinson, a man born to a wealthy planter’s family in Maryland in 1757 who served as a captain in the Revolutionary War under Benedict Arnold. Wilkinson was involved in the Conway Cabal against George Washington and was forced to resign his commission in the army in disgrace. Moving to Lexington, Kentucky in 1783,6 he secured a virtual monopoly over tobacco shipments from Kentucky to New Orleans, then under Spanish control, by swearing allegiance to the King of Spain in 1787. In 1788, he sent a large shipment of Kentucky tobacco down the Mississippi in care of his agent and business partner, Major Isaac Dunn.7 During the year 1788, Wilkinson was the instigator of a scheme to separate Kentucky from the United States to ultimately become a territory of Spain; this became known as the Spanish Conspiracy. The majority of delegates to the Kentucky Convention rejected this proposal, opting instead for cooperation with Virginia. The following summer Wilkinson met with the Spanish governor of Louisiana, Esteban Miro, to complain about financial aspects of their trade agreement and to ask that he and twenty-one other Kentuckians be made pensioners of Spain. Miro advanced $7000 in silver to Wilkinson, which was entrusted to Joseph and John Ballinger to convey back to Kentucky for Wilkinson, while he and Philip Nolan returned home via the Natchez Trace. During the year Major Dunn committed suicide, presumably over the state of his financial situation, and Philip Nolan became Wilkinson’s agent in the tobacco trade.8

Wilkinson abandoned the tobacco business in 1791 and reentered the United States army. This left Philip Nolan at loose ends, and sometime after August 7th it is recorded that he sold a slave to Joseph Ballinger to raise money for travel.9 Nolan then departed for Texas, then part of the Spanish province of Mexico, by means of a passport issued by Governor Miro. In late 1793, Nolan returned to Louisiana with fifty wild mustang horses that he had captured in Texas.10 The cattle business was booming in Louisiana, but there was a chronic shortage of horses necessary to conduct that trade. Wild horses were abundant in Texas.11 Nolan had found an intriguing way to make money. In June 1794, Nolan was given a contract to supply horses to the Louisiana militia regiment and armed with a passport issued by Miro’s successor Governor Carondelet, reentered Texas, returning in1796 with 250 horses which were sold at Natchez and Frankfort, Kentucky. A third expedition, begun in 1797, netted over 1,200 horses, but garnered political opposition from the Spanish governor-general of Louisiana.12 Nolan had, however, attracted the favorable attention of Thomas Jefferson, then Vice-President of the United States, who began corresponding with him in 1798.13 Nolan then began his fourth, and fatal, expedition to Texas in 1800, fully intending to visit Thomas Jefferson at his home in Monticello before he left, but the meeting apparently did not occur.14 The expedition was doomed from the start, for at least two reasons that can be identified.

The Texas horse trade was technically illegal, although it was encouraged by Spanish officials who profited from it. The reason was that hard currency was in shortage in Louisiana, so the horse trade in Texas was conducted by barter, with Nolan bringing useable goods into Texas to trade for the horses he would sell in Natchez and Kentucky. Barter did not result in a taxable transaction, so the Spanish government saw this as tax evasion. These horses were contraband, and Nolan was trading in them.15 Secondly, the suspicious Spanish authorities would not grant Nolan an official passport for this last expedition, but Nolan undertook the journey anyway with an armed party of men. One Spanish official in particular, Jose Vidal of Natchez, undertook a letter-writing campaign with the intent to portray Nolan’s expedition as a hostile one. In a letter dated October 6, 1800, Vidal wrote that “little by little the Americans will proceed to eat away those precious possessions of His Majesty.”16 Vidal, who has been described as “…a small, vindictive man, very proud of his key role in exposing the plot….” did base his argument on information from a defector from Nolan’s expedition, who stated that its real intent was not to gather horses, but to conquer the province with the backing of either the English or James Wilkinson, who was now general-in-chief of the Federal army of the United States.17

With conspiracy theories gaining currency, the Spanish sent an expedition of 120 men armed with artillery to confront and arrest Nolan in Texas. Eventually they found his stronghold in what is today Hill County, near the present-day town of Blum in north central Texas. Nolan and his party of approximately twenty-seven men put up a fight until Nolan was killed by cannon shot. His men surrendered, with a few unnamed individuals possibly escaping. The Spanish commander had Nolan’s corpse mutilated by cutting off his ears, which were sent to the governor.18 Historian Wentworth Manning confirmed the mutilation story, listed the names of all the participants in the doomed expedition and wrote that Nolan was likely killed on Nolan’s River in Johnson County, Texas.19 Although rumors arose that Thomas Jefferson had authorized Nolan to undertake a filibustering expedition, the evidence points to horse smuggling as the reason for the undertaking. Historians have argued over the historical significance of the events, with one writing in 1901, “I believe that this murder of Nolan in 1801 was the beginning of that hatred of the Spanish and Spain which characterises [sic] the whole of the Southwest up to the present moment.”20 Others have stated that the Nolan expedition was the precursor of many other filibusters – the Burr Conspiracy, the Gutierrez-Magee expedition, the Long expedition and many others that involved Texas.21 

Not long after Philip Nolan appeared, another soldier of fortune with designs on Spanish land made his presence known at Fort Miro, now known as the city of Monroe in northern Louisiana. He called himself the Baron de Bastrop, a.k.a. Felipe Enrique Neri.22 In truth, he was an international fugitive from justice without any royal titles. His real name was Philip Hendrik Nering Bogel, born 1759 in Dutch Guiana. After moving to Holland with his parents in 1764, he served in the Dutch cavalry before taking an appointment as a tax collector. Accused of embezzlement in 1793, “the Baron” came to Spanish Louisiana in 1795 after a reward of $1,000 gold ducats was offered in Europe for his arrest. With the self-imposed title of Baron de Bastrop, he passed himself off as a Dutch nobleman to the Spanish authorities.23 It is one of history’s ironies that the State of Texas owes so much to the accomplishments of a confidence man like Bastrop, for he was a major facilitator of the Anglo-American colonization of Texas. It is also of interest to note that “the Baron” was a major person of interest in the Burr Conspiracy.

The Burr Conspiracy was hatched by the treacherous General James Wilkinson, who in secret had become a Spanish citizen before taking command of the United States army. On the payroll of both the United States and Spain, he began to play the two countries against one another for his own profit. Wilkinson had already played a role in the downfall of Philip Nolan but was not yet finished with his international intrigues. Aaron Burr had taken control of the leadership of the Tammany Society or Columbian Order of New York in 1797, was the Vice President of the United States from 1801 to 1804 under Thomas Jefferson, had been convinced by Wilkinson that he could take the territories of Texas, New Mexico, and possibly Mexico away from Spain and establish an independent country.24 Burr was also an original member of the Society of the Cincinnati. He had previously advocated that the United States seize Spanish possessions in the Southwest, and after leaving office, declared in Kentucky and New Orleans that he would spend the rest of his life in the cause of ending Spanish power in America.25 Burr was warmly received in Kentucky, but even more so in New Orleans, where some three hundred citizens were members of the Mexican Association, dedicated to providing information and support to anyone who might invade Mexico.26 The Baron de Bastrop figured in the scheme as an intermediary; in the transition period before Spain transferred possession of Louisiana to the United States, Bastrop had somehow convinced the last Spanish governor to grant him some 1.2 million acres of land in Louisiana and present-day Arkansas. Bastrop sold most of it – some two thirds to a Kentucky banker named Charles Lynch27 and retained 100,000 acres for himself, with most of it being in present-day Arkansas. The Bastrop land was formally surveyed and conveyed in writing to the Baron on October 9, 1805. Bastrop was then permitted to enter Texas and establish a colony between the Trinity River and Bexar, granted on October 18, 1805. Bastrop’s land was to be used as a base of operations for Aaron Burr’s invasion force, which was being financed and assembled by various individuals.

Future President Andrew Jackson had been hired by Burr to build five large boats for the expedition, paid for with a loan from the Kentucky Insurance Company. Other financing sources included George M. Ogden of New York.28 After encouraging Burr in this filibuster, Wilkinson kept in contact with Burr and had several secret meetings with him. The result of one of these meetings was that Wilkinson sent Zebulon Pike on a mission to map a trail to Santa Fe. Zebulon M. Pike thus became the first Mason known to have entered Texas, in 1806 and 1807.29 Before the proposed invasion took place, Wilkinson sent a letter to President Thomas Jefferson disclosing Burr’s plans and Burr was arrested along with Peter V. Ogden, described as “a young Burr lieutenant.”30 Burr was indicted for treason against the United States and for a misdemeanor offense related to filibustering on June 24, 1807. He was found not guilty on the treason charge based on technicalities on October 20, 1807.31 Before Burr’s trial concluded, Wilkinson had negotiated a treaty with General Herrera, commander of Spanish forces in East Texas, supposedly to prevent an international incident over Burr’s planned invasion of what was then Spanish territory. Wilkinson had no legal authority to do this and was secretly being paid by the Spanish government. The agreement created a buffer zone between the United States and Texas and essentially gave territory to Spain by moving the U.S. boundary back seven miles to the east. This buffer zone in Texas became known as The Neutral Ground, which extended between the Sabine River and the Arroyo Hondo, a small tributary of the Red River. Neither Spain nor the United States had legal authority in the Neutral Ground, so it became a natural haven for outlaws who flocked to the area in droves. By the time the 1810 revolution against the Spanish Crown broke out in Mexico, the Neutral Ground was so infested with murderers and thieves that the U.S. army was sent in to clean up the area. Commanded by Lieutenant Augustus Magee, the gangs were broken up by the army and order was restored.32 Wilkinson would later face court martial by President Madison in December 1811 for actions taken by him as governor of Louisiana. His traitorous employment as a Spanish agent would not be discovered until long after his death. His niece, Jane Long, would become known as “the mother of Texas” and Wilkinson would support one more filibustering expedition to invade Texas – the Long expedition of 1820. Apparently, Wilkinson had some business dealings with Stephen F. Austin, for whom the Texas State Capitol is named, the natures of which are not known. Wilkinson died in 1825 and was appropriately buried in Mexico City.33 

Augustus Magee, the pacifier of The Neutral Ground, became a named principal in the next filibuster that was supposedly inspired by the death of Wilkinson’s protégée Philip Nolan. The Gutierrez-Magee Expedition began in December 1811 when Jose Bernardo Gutierrez de Lara traveled to Washington, D.C. in search of support for the antiroyalist revolution then under way in Mexico. Gutierrez was led to believe that the United States would support him in some vague, undefined way. Armed with a letter of introduction he sailed to New Orleans where he met with Governor William C.C. Claiborne, who introduced him to William Shaler, an agent acting as “observer” for President James Monroe. Shaler was also the principal adviser to the expedition and assigned Lieutenant Magee to help Gutierrez. On August 8, 1812, an armed party of 130 men crossed the Sabine River and invaded Texas. Magee’s contingent grew in size and strength as it traveled toward San Antonio. With a force of roughly 300 men, Magee easily captured La Bahia, present-day Goliad, Texas. Magee died of apparent natural causes on February 6, 1813, and Samuel Kemper took over command. Kemper, with a force now grown to 800 men, captured San Antonio after defeating a royalist army of 1200 men. Unfortunately, Gutierrez lost control of his men and they executed the Spanish Governor Salcedo, General Herrera, and thirteen other royalist officers. Kemper and his men abandoned the expedition in disgust and returned to Louisiana. On June 20, 1813 royalist forces were again defeated outside San Antonio by the remaining filibusters. As Spanish forces re-grouped for another campaign, President Monroe’s agent Shaler intrigued to remove Gutierrez from power and install in his place a Spaniard named Jose Alvarez de Toledo.34 By this time most of the American idealists who wished the annexation of Texas to the United States had abandoned the expedition. Those Americans who remained were common looters and thieves; this American contingent was led by Henry Perry, a slave-trader. On August 18, 1813, Toledo and Perry’s forces were massacred in the battle of the Medina outside San Antonio by a combined Spanish force of 2000 men. Of the 850 American volunteers who had stayed, only 93 survived by escaping into the woods. Colonel Perry and Jose Toledo both escaped.35 In the months that followed, the Spanish generals conducted a bloody purge, with 327 persons executed in San Antonio and a similar number in Nacogdoches.36 The Spanish General Arredondo pledged to kill every Anglo-Saxon he found on Spanish soil. The territory of Texas outside of Bexar was virtually depopulated, as many had fled to Louisiana.37 Peace was temporarily restored when Augustin de Iturbide led Mexico to independence from Spain in 1821 and had himself declared Emperor of Mexico in 1822.38 

The last of the early filibustering campaigns into Texas by Americans would be the Long expedition which began in 1819 in the midst of growing opposition and concern over privateering and the slave trade. Privateering was the concern of the Grand Jury of Baltimore when in February 1819 it reached the following decision:

The Grand Jury having, in the performance of their official duty, been called to investigate criminal charges against persons committed immediately after landing on our shores from privateers, assume the right, if even it should not be considered a duty, of proclaiming their detestation and abhorrence of the odious and demoralizing business of privateering and African trading. The diabolical system of privateering, and robbing on the high seas, (or rather, Piracy, for it results in nothing else) has brought down the character of American seamen, from the proud pinnacle of glory and honour, upon which they once stood, to the degraded and disgraced situation of culprits and criminals, in which they are often now found….39

The jury was referring to the principle business of Jean Lafitte, who would play a role in the Long expedition and the establishment of Galveston, Texas as a major slave-trading port. Lafitte’s Louisiana operation had been confiscated in 1814 and he had traveled to Washington, D.C. hoping for aid from President James Madison in the winter of 1815. Failing in that, he gradually assumed control of Galveston Island and had consolidated his power by September 1817.40 On August 1, 1817, the collector of customs at New Orleans had notified the Secretary of State of the U.S. of “…shameful violations of the slave act, as well as our revenue laws…by a motley mixture of freebooters and smugglers, at Galveston, under the Mexican flag.” Lafitte procured his illegal African slaves by raiding slave ships off the West Indies and smuggling the stolen human cargo to Galveston. Agents of the slave trade in New Orleans would transmit orders to Galveston for a specific quantity of slaves, which were then shipped to depots at the mouth of the Sabine River, Calcasieu, Bayou Lafourche, or one of numerous locales in Barrataria Bay. Sometimes the prospective buyers or their agents would journey to Galveston in person to inspect the slaves before buying. There also existed an overland trade, in which slaves were taken inland for sale, herded like cattle. Lafitte’s principal agents engaged in transporting slaves into the Texas mainland were the Bowie brothers – Resin P. Bowie, John J. Bowie, and the future hero of the Alamo, James Bowie. Negroes sold from Galveston went for a dollar a pound, with the average price being one hundred forty dollars per man. Lafitte did business in bulk. Any slaves confiscated by U.S. Customs officials would be sold at auction in New Orleans, thanks to a proposal made by a Georgia politician that had been passed into law. Louisiana slave companies would surrender the slaves received from Galveston to the customs officials, who then re-sold them to the highest bidder, giving them legal title and permission to ship them up the Mississippi River. Intermediaries were used as buyers at these auctions by the slave companies, who then bought the same slaves back from the intermediaries.41 There were many ways to circumvent the law and make money in the slave trade. 

Lafitte’s involvement in the Long expedition was a result of his friendship with Andrew Jackson, for whom he had fought in the Battle of New Orleans in 1815. Dr. James Long had fought at New Orleans also and was a favorite of the former U.S. President as well. Long had married a niece of James Wilkinson and was designated the leader of the expedition which was backed by Wilkinson and John Sibley. The names of Wilkinson and Sibley have been connected by some historians to almost every major filibustering expedition against Texas.42 Gutierrez was also a member of the Long expedition, which was the largest and best equipped filibuster since Gutierrez-Magee.43 The Long expedition was a reaction to the United States abandoning its long-held claim to Texas in 1819 as part of an agreement to purchase Florida from Spain.44 This angered many in the Southwest who no doubt were speculating in land and other commodities in Texas. The Long Expedition began in stages with an advance force of one hundred twenty men crossing into Texas on June 8, 1819. General Long left Natchez on June 17th with a group of seventy men and arrived in Nacogdoches on June 21st. On June 23, 1819, Texas was declared an independent republic by the filibusters and their supporters with General Long as its Commander-in-Chief. Following this declaration of independence, a complaint against the treaty of February 22, 1819 between the U.S. and Spain was published in newspapers in Kentucky, Philadelphia, and Natchez. Provisions of that treaty negotiated by Secretary of State John Quincy Adams had attached East Florida to the United States in exchange for the U.S. giving up all claims to Texas which remained with Spain.45 Long soon left for Galveston to ask for help from “the real power in the region, Jean Lafitte.” Lafitte had already aided an illegal expedition of Frenchmen that had tried to settle on the Trinity River in 1818 and had been expelled. Lafitte absolutely refused to get involved in Long’s expedition.46 Expectations had been raised not only in New Orleans, but in northern slave states like Maryland, where the news was reported as in this story:

Natchitoches, Jan. 15, 1820. 

Being near the Head Quarters of the late Republican Army of Texas, you will naturally expect me to make some mention of this formidable expedition. From the flattering accounts and pompous proclamation of Gen. Long, many people in the northern states, believed that a considerable degree of respectability was attached to this expedition – But it was, at best, a visionary project, conducted by a set of men, who though they were possessed of a tolerable share of talents and education, who were led away by airy castles and romantic ideas…. A part of this army were taken by the Spaniards and sent to Mexico for trial; a part of them ran away; and Gen. Long, with some of his officers, are now at Galveztown with the celebrated pi-rate Lafitte. I have seen some of the officers who made their escape from the Spaniards, and have arrived at this place; they have lost their fortunes, …ragged and almost starved. Thus has ended this formidable army, which has at no time amounted to more than 70 men, officers included….47

Long began to reorganize his forces on Galveston Island in 1820 and on September 19, 1821, sailed with fifty-two men and captured La Bahia on the mainland of Texas. Four days later, Long was forced to surrender to General Perez. He was taken as a prisoner to Mexico City where he was shot and killed by a guard, supposedly by accident.48 Jane Wilkinson Long had been left on Galveston to fend for herself and her two children with only one slave girl to help her. Against the odds, she survived, and finally receiving the news of her husband’s death, she went back to the mainland. Settling near Richmond, Texas, sometime later, she ultimately was known as “the Mother of Texas”. In 1821 the U.S. Navy ran Jean Lafitte off of Galveston Island, and he disappeared.49 Events had been set in motion and Long’s death was only the end of the first era of filibusters involving Texas and Texans. 

The argument can be made that a culture born of these intrigues took root in Texas, a culture that was hostile to the ideas of freedom and justice for all men. After each successive filibustering expedition, a residue of adventurers, mercenaries and criminals were left to settle in Texas. Pondering their uncertain future on what was then the Southwestern frontier these men no doubt retained a hatred of Hispanic people and their culture as well as a general disregard for international law. Some historians have written that the Burr Conspiracy was one of a chain of events that led to the formation of the Knights of the Golden Circle or KGC and ultimately, the secret organization popularly known in Texas as the Klan. In Texas the KGC attained a measure of power it never reached in other parts of the United States; it was essentially a Texas-based phenomenon initially dedicated to filibustering in the name of the expansion of slavery.50 

Texas was not the first Lone Star Republic created by filibusters from former Spanish Territory; that honor belongs to the short-lived Republic of West Florida. Of the West Florida Controversy of 1810 one historian has written, 

By mere omission, historians and cartographers generally ignore the heated debate between the U.S. and Spain regarding ownership of the territory following the Louisiana Purchase. They ignore that the debate began with an unsubstantiated interpretation of the Louisiana Purchase, proceeded along with bribery, coercion, and threat, and was concluded with aggressive force. They surely ignore the subsequent U.S. covert operations to illegally seize West and East Florida from Spain. These filibustering operations were some of the first on the U.S. expansionist record….

West Florida comprised an area that included parts of present-day Louisiana, Alabama, Mississippi and western Florida. Between 1804 and 1810, Samuel Kemper and his two brothers attempted to seize this territory so it could be annexed by the United States. The fact that one of the Kemper brothers had also been involved in the Gutierrez-Magee Expedition in Texas indicates that the Kemper brothers were somewhat unofficial agents of U.S. territorial expansion. Finally, in September 1810, a group of some 70 Anglo settlers seized the Spanish fort at Baton Rouge. West Florida was declared an independent empire, under its own flag – the Bonnie Blue flag that later was incorporated into the Texas flag in 1836 and was revived by the KGC in Texas in 1861. Its design was a single lone star in the center of a solid blue background. On October 27, 1810, Secretary of State James Madison announced that the United States would acquire the Republic of West Florida. The successful but false pretext used by the U.S. to take this territory from Spain was later used in arguing for the acquisition of both Texas and California: “It learned that exploiting the weaknesses of its rivals proved more effective in making gains than diplomacy, negotiations, and treaties.”51 The KGC would attempt to use the established tactics of the Federal Government to create its own separate empire for slavery.

In December 1832, a U.S. Army veteran of Andrew Jackson’s Indian campaigns in Alabama and Florida crossed over into Texas from the Indian Territory. His name was Sam Houston. In his native Tennessee, he had invested in the Texas Company, a consortium created to speculate in Texas land headed by Robert Leftwich. The Mexican state of Coahuila y Texas had authorized Leftwich to bring settlers into Texas but the Leftwich claim became more difficult to legally enforce due to changes in Mexican law. A speculator in the Texas Company named James Prentiss secretly hired Houston to organize a filibustering expedition into Texas; if Houston succeeded, both men would be rich. Houston first proceeded to Tennessee to visit his old mentor, Andrew Jackson. What was said in their meeting was never made public, but it is clear that Jackson supported Houston’s illegal venture; he provided Houston with a cover story and $500, a considerable sum of money in those days. Once in Texas, Houston met and travelled with James Bowie, the slave-trader and provocateur and exchanged information. While traveling the state in order to make contacts and gather information Houston became involved in Texas politics. By October 1835 he believed that war with Mexico for Texas independence was necessary; he therefore became commander in chief of troops for the East Texas Department of Nacogdoches. The following month, he was made major general of the Texas army. In the War for Texas Independence that followed he found the volunteer soldiers difficult to control, insubordinate, and sometimes mutinous; characteristics that would later plague the Texan Confederate Army. Eventually Houston achieved total success with his defeat of General Santa Anna at the Battle of San Jacinto on April 21, 1836. In gratitude to one of the revolution’s primary financiers after the battle Houston sent the captured saddle and bridle of a Mexican general to William Christy of New Orleans. Two days after Houston’s victory at San Jacinto a company of volunteers from Mississippi, the Natchez Fencibles, linked up with the Texas troops looking for a role in a battle that was already over. The leader of the Mississippi troops was John Anthony Quitman, who would later co-found the KGC in 1854. His partner and co-founder of the Natchez Fencibles, Thomas Jefferson Green was a former Florida legislator who became a Texas Congressman before serving in the California legislature. Born in New York and descended from Prussian nobility, Quitman moved to Mississippi from Ohio after joining the Masonic brotherhood in Ohio in late 1821. In Mississippi, he ingratiated himself with plantation nobility, especially the Runnels family; Hardin Richard Runnels facilitated the expansion of the KGC in Texas while serving as Governor of the Lone Star State from 1857-1859. When Hardin Runnels father Hiram left his post as Governor of Mississippi one month earlier than necessary in 1835, John Anthony Quitman took over as acting governor for the one month that remained, served as Grand Master of the Masons in Mississippi from 1826 to 1838 and again from 1840 to 1845. Quitman had encouraged Sam Houston in his revolution and so the men became close friends. At the close of the Texas revolution, Houston offered to make Quitman his second in command; when turned down Houston then offered to make him judge advocate in the trial of General Santa Anna, the defeated commander of Mexican forces. Refusing this also, Quitman returned home to his plantations in Mississippi and became brigadier general of that state’s militia, but Texas would always be a major concern for him. During this time, he became a major slave owner, with 311 slaves on his largest plantation.52 

The independent Republic of Texas became a reality in part due to the support of businessmen and a smaller group of Mexican political exiles in New Orleans. Some of these benefactors were Masons; the Scottish Rite had been established in Mexico itself in 1806 by a group of French Masons. By 1828, the Mexican government had outlawed all secret societies which included the Scottish Rite Masons. In New Orleans the Masons continued their revolutionary activities; the notorious James Wilkinson was a member of Concorde Lodge number 3 on Dauphine Street as was Lorenzo de Zavala, a signer of the Texas Declaration of Independence, and Warren D. C. Hall, described as a “filibuster and close friend of James Bowie”; Hall later became an officer in the Texas army. William Christy, while a personal friend of Sam Houston was reportedly not a Mason but was chairman and treasurer of a New Orleans committee to aid Texas in its rebellion. On October 13, 1835, Christy chaired a meeting in New Orleans that raised money for the Texas revolution as well as an armed company of men known as the New Orleans Greys. In January 1836, Christy helped the Texans secure two loans totaling $250,000 for the cause. He was a close friend of the intriguing Mason, James Wilkinson and had served as a soldier of fortune in James Long’s unfortunate Texas filibuster in 1819. After the war was over, Houston granted Christy’s sons William and George a league and labor of land in the name of their cousin, Vincent Drouillard, for his service to Texas in the New Orleans Greys. Christy himself was appointed an agent for the Texas Railroad, Navigation, and Banking Company; eventually, he too became a plantation owner.53

Sam Houston was elected the first President of the Republic of Texas serving his first term from October 22, 1836 to December 10, 1838. During that time, he played a key role in organizing the Masons in Texas. On December 20, 1837, President Houston chaired a convention of all three Masonic lodges in existence in Texas. This body elected Anson Jones the first Grand Master of Masons in Texas. Jones was elected President of the Republic of Texas after Houston’s term expired and in 1844 had a rather strange encounter with an agent of the Federal government. Duff Green, a former member of Andrew Jackson’s administration was appointed United States consul at Galveston, Texas and attempted to involve the Texas President in international filibustering intrigues. Green’s plan was to form two joint stock companies to secure investors in an invasion and takeover of the northern provinces of Mexico, which would then become part of the independent Republic of Texas. When Jones refused a bribe, Green threatened to start a revolution and overthrow the legitimate government of the republic. Green was thereafter barred from Texas but would continue his filibustering tactics from his office in New York; he was a likely candidate for being one of the five co-founders, with John Quitman, of the KGC. The correspondence of two different operatives of the British government confirm Anson Jones’ version of events in regard to Green’s proposed invasion of Mexico in 1844. In a secret letter from Charles Elliot to the Earl of Aberdeen, the British operative in Texas wrote of Green’s intent being, “…to transfer almost all the powers of the Constituted Authorities of this Country, with the use of its flag, for purposes of disturbance and spoliation in Mexico, to a Confederacy of political Speculators and Capitalists in the United States….,” and further,

Keeping in view General Green’s implication in the Nullification Agitation, and intimate connexion with the leader of that party, the reflection will present itself that there may be in this strange Scheme some speculation of preparing for the disruption of the South from the North in the United States, and ultimately for the Establishment of a great Confederacy extending from the Atlantic to the Pacific, with possession of the Californias. [sic] 

Charles Elliot stated in his letter the idea that would become the central goal of the KGC; it was obvious even to an outsider that Texas would serve as a tool for the creation of an empire for slavery. Duff Green had become an ally of John Calhoun of South Carolina, whose son had married Green’s daughter; Calhoun was the champion of disunion, as was John Quitman who sided with both men during the 1833 Nullification Crisis. There were those who later believed that John C. Calhoun was the “spiritual father” of the KGC. In 1846, Anson Jones as the last President of the Republic of Texas, presided as the Lone Star state was ushered into the Union. John Anthony Quitman had been a fervent champion of the annexation of Texas to be admitted into the Union as a slave state, as was Duff Green. Both men made public speeches on its behalf. Sam Houston served a second term as President of the Texas Republic from 1841 to 1844; served in the United States Senate from 1846 to 1859, and as Governor of Texas in 1860, when he was publicly rumored to be leading a proposed invasion of Mexico aided by the KGC. In January 1851, Houston had been made a member of the Columbian Order of New York also known as the Tammany Society.54 

Jefferson Davis eventually became the nominal leader of that “great Confederacy” mentioned in British correspondence in 1844, taking office in 1861, but in 1844 he was campaigning for the presidential campaign of James Polk. On August 13, 1844, Davis spoke at a democratic mass meeting among Monroe and Lowndes counties in Aberdeen, Mississippi; taking a lead role in the conduct of this meeting was a future leader of the Texas KGC, John Alexander Wilcox, then of Aberdeen. This may not have been their first meeting; Wilcox did not move to Texas until 1853. Wilcox, who was described as “a handsome, jovial fellow, popular with men, women, and children” was a well-spoken lawyer and political operative in Mississippi, as shown by his introductory speech for this meeting:

Gentlemen:…We have met for the purpose of interchanging friendly salutations, and joining heart and hand to sustain the men and measures so happily adapted to the genius of our government – the preservation of our liberties. We have nothing to fear. Our cause is the patriot’s cause… for it is the cause of Polk, of Dallas, and of Texas. In conclusion, permit me, as the representative of the democratic association of Monroe, to return you their sincere thanks for the zeal and interest which you have manifested upon the present occasion, and bid you a welcome, a thrice hearty welcome to their town, their homes and their firesides.

Polk was soon-to-be President of the United States; “Dallas” was George Mifflin Dallas, his Vice President. Both men favored the annexation of Texas; the city of Dallas, Texas, was named in honor of the Vice-President. After the dinner that followed, Jefferson Davis was introduced as speaker. One listener later wrote, “…when he took up the Texas question, the effect upon the audience was elec[t]rical, and he proved to the satisfaction of every sensible man that it was to the interest of every section of the country to annex Texas. Mr. Davis was cheered throughout the entire discourse.”55 

Prior to Polk’s election, President John Tyler and Secretary of State Abel Upshur had successfully negotiated a secret agreement to annex Texas, on February 27, 1844. The agreement obligated the United States to send troops to Texas, an act of war in Mexico’s eyes. Tyler knew that it would have been difficult to bring Texas into the Union before the nominating conventions in May; he also had no power to declare war on Mexico. To complicate matters, his Secretary of State Upshur was killed in an accident. Tyler did not sign the joint resolution for the annexation of Texas until March 1, 1845, just three days before the end of his term as President. In December, Texas formally became part of the union under President James Polk. War with Mexico soon commenced; its outcome would solidify the career of John Anthony Quitman, Jefferson Davis and many of the leaders of the KGC in Texas and elsewhere. Jefferson Davis served in this war under General John Quitman; Elkanah Greer, military head of the KGC in Texas, served under his friend Jefferson Davis. Other Mississippi residents during the Mexican War that later became leaders of the KGC in Texas were John A. Wilcox and John J. Good.56 

The second President of the Republic of Texas, Mirabeau Lamar, signed up to fight in the Mexican War upon its outbreak in 1846, but upon leaving office in 1842 and falling into depression upon his daughter’s death in 1843,57 he began a curious crusade to attract more slave owners to Texas. The germ for this idea may have been planted in 1839 by his cousin John T. Lamar who wrote from Georgia to his “Dear Cousin”:

…I cannot see the policy of compelling the people of Texas to pay 1200 to 1500 each for Slaves raised in the United States, when they may be obtained from Cuba & other places at 200 to 300$ each…. All I believe admit that slave labor is indispensable to Texas, and without it she cannot in a century rise in wealth and importance much beyond what she is now…. the republic is already repudiated & denounced by the abolitionist in the United States & elsewhere as a Slave holding people. Why not give to your Citizens the means to supply themselves with laborers to enrich the Country and themselves – There is a strong and growing feeling in the South in favor of Texas and particularly in this State….[sic]58 

 Mirabeau B. Lamar had been a slave trader in Texas at least since 1838.59 Thomas M. Bradford of Alabama wrote to him in 1838 proposing an invasion of Mexico “…organized and carried on under the Texas flag, and by the approbation of the Texas government.” Bradford even offered a cover story, saying that Lamar could justify the invasion as a response to “continued efforts on the part of that government (Mexico) to make war on you through hordes of indians [sic] on your borders….”

I can assure you, from information and observation in which I cannot be mistaken, that at the first tap of the Drum for volunteers, 50,000 men – (100,000 if necessary) will rally under your standard and bear it triumphantly and plant it immovably on the walls of the city of Mexico! …a large portion of the inhabitants of that country would be pleased at a change of government….It can – it must be done. Do write me and let me know your views on the subject.

If you cannot go, what do you think of Gen’l. Hamilton of S.C. and Gen’l. Gaines of the U.S. army. I think either or both would go with us. …I have consulted, confidently with some of the heaviest capitalists in the United States. The money can be had – Now is the time.60 

The failure of Lamar’s Santa Fe Expedition in 1839 proved that an invasion of Mexican territory, “organized…under the Texas flag…” was not practical, as the fledgling republic’s government could not even enforce the laws within its own boundaries as demonstrated by the events leading up to the Regulator-Moderator War, a civil disturbance in East Texas over land titles and slave-stealing that claimed dozens of lives. Nevertheless, President Lamar began a working relationship with the man referred to in Bradford’s letter as “General Hamilton”.

His true name was James Hamilton, the former governor of South Carolina who had begun speculating in land in East Texas in 1836. The Texas Congress drafted a joint resolution that year directing Sam Houston to offer Hamilton the command of the Texas army as a major-general. Hamilton demurred and instead encouraged his godson to relocate to Texas. His godson Bernard Bee became his contact man in Texas; several Georgia speculators became partners with Hamilton in the South Carolina Land Company, which made its first purchase of Texas land on Caney Creek in 1836 and added thousands of acres to its holdings in subsequent years.61 As mayor of Charleston, the capital of the slave trade in the United States, Hamilton had presided over the arrest, prosecution and execution of slaves involved in the Denmark Vesey revolt. It is been written that “Within six weeks of Vesey’s execution, Hamilton had, politically and literally, ridden the back of black revolt toward his ambition of higher public office.” His version of the trials and executions, Negro Plot: An Account of the Late Intended Insurrection Among a Portion of the Blacks of the City of Charleston, South Carolina, was published more than a month before the court’s report that autumn, first appearing on August 16, 1822. He was subsequently officially proclaimed the “hero of Charleston” by the state legislature.62 In 1822, he was elected to the United States Congress and served until 1829 when he became the nullificationist governor of South Carolina from 1830 to 1833, a state that had been hostile to the federal government since 1822. Hamilton was John Calhoun’s protégée.63 As Vice-President of the Republic of Texas, Lamar had appointed Hamilton to assistant commissioner of loans in December 1837.64 Hamilton indicated to M.B. Lamar in a transmittal dated November 3, 1838, that he intended to ship “a gang of Negroes to settle a Plantation in Texas.” His plantation became one of the largest in terms of total slave population in the republic. Hamilton also offered to sell an armed blockade running ship to the republic in the event Great Britain and France attempted to prevent shipments of slaves to Texas; his partner in this venture was Gazaway Bugg Lamar the Texas president’s Georgia cousin. Another recommendation from Hamilton to then Texas President Lamar was for the state Congress to meet “in secret session” to pass a resolution for financing of the ship and other matters related to expanding the slave trade in Texas.65 Hamilton dropped out of South Carolina politics after 1839 to devote all his time to affairs in Texas. In 1842, he bought a half interest in Retrieve Plantation in Brazoria County and shipped another load of slaves there from South Carolina. He confided in March 1842 to Albert Sidney Johnston, another future member of the KGC, that he intended to lead a filibuster to conquer Mexico and overthrow the government of Sam Houston in Texas, an idea that suspiciously parallels Duff Green’s plans in 1844.66 

Other KGC founders played the Texas question to political advantage. In November 1843, George Nicholas Sanders called the first meeting in the United States in favor of the annexation of Texas; political aspirant James Polk responded to the call at Ghent, Kentucky as strongly in favor of Texas’ admission to the Union, a move that served him well in the Presidential election. After successfully campaigning for Polk’s election, George N. Sanders then moved to New York City and established an office on Wall Street to continue his involvement in Democratic Party politics. Sanders was later closely linked to KGC member John Wilkes Booth and other KGC operatives. A close associate of James Buchanan, George Nicholas Sanders was very likely one of the 5 founders of the KGC. He was also the grandson of George Nicholas, a Revolutionary War veteran who convinced Thomas Jefferson to write the Kentucky Resolution of 1798; disunion was in his pedigree. Others espoused the Slave Power’s rationale for the necessity of the Lone Star state’s admission to the Union. Former Texas President M.B. Lamar made a speech at Macon, Georgia on August 1, 1844, in which he stated, “slavery is not established in Texas on an immovable basis…there is in reality no serious obstacle to its extirpation…the present condition of Texas is such as strongly to persuade her to a gradual surrender of her slaves for the obtainment of peace.” Lamar, a fervent supporter of the slave trade, had observed in this speech “…the Negroes in Texas as yet are few in number, bearing but a small proportion to the white population….Mexico is hard by, and would furnish them a suitable and an acceptable home” should abolition come. “If Texas is left to stand alone” continued Lamar, “there is every probability that slavery will be abandoned in that country….And when slavery gives way in Texas, the ruin of the Southern States is inevitable.” The central idea that Lamar was selling his audience of southerners was this:

The abolition of slavery in Texas, will be effected in a quiet and peaceable manner, without the loss of life or property; whilst its extirpation in the South will be but another performance of the tragedy of St. Domingo. A half century will not roll away before the slaves will so accumulate in the South, and the lands so decline in fertility, that this species of property will not only cease to be profitable, but will become a burden to its owners. In this situation, what will be done with the surplus of blacks? If Texas were attached to the Union, as a slave-holding country, she would not only afford a safe outlet, but would be a profitable market for them.67 

Mirabeau B. Lamar was proposing that Texas become the expansion market for slavery and a custodial haven for slave owners from all over the United States. The speech was being made in support of the annexation of Texas to the United States. Three months after this speech, James K. Polk was elected President of the United States. Texas was annexed “soon after Hamilton returned (to Washington, D. C.) from a trip to Texas…” during which Hamilton, “…informed Polk of his indispensable services in selling the idea to the Congress at Austin and to the merchants at Galveston.”68 Galveston was the most active slave market in Texas; Sam Houston was President of the Republic of Texas during the time of annexation. Some have intimated that Houston had acted in the Texas war of independence as an agent for Andrew Jackson, who as President of the United States had claimed the Neches River rather than the Sabine River as the southwestern border between the U.S. and Mexico.69 The Neches River rises in eastern Van Zandt County, Wentworth Manning’s home, and lies further west of the Sabine River; claiming the Neches as the boundary represented an aggressive assumption upon Mexican territory and further extension of the slave trade. Sam Houston was favorably disposed toward the slave trade, as shown by his appointment of James Hamilton’s son as consul for the Port of Charleston, establishing a Texan consulate at the capitol of the slave trade in 1838.70 

Some historians view the 1846 war inaugurated by President James Polk between the United States and Mexico as “…a conspiracy, a disreputable plot, favored by Tyler and executed by Polk, with the aid of self-seeking and unscrupulous ‘slave-drivers.’…Mexico has been generally understood to have been the harmless and almost pathetically helpless victim of a brutal and grasping assailant.”71 A subsequent migratory wave into Texas was occasioned by the Mexican War and its swift conclusion. One historian wrote, 

It is difficult to explain with certainty the great interest that the war aroused among Alabamans. They were stirred by the love of adventure, by the hope of fame, and by a ready and not too critical sympathy with their fellow countrymen who were beset by foreigners some doubtless foresaw with tolerable clearness an increase in slave territory and planned therefore.

Whatever may have been their motive in waging the war, there is no question that it brought them face to face with the great problem of slavery in the territories, which involved the question of states’ rights and was to find its solution only in civil war.72 

New Yorker John Sayles had gone to Texas during the Mexican War and had written his brother Thomas a letter in August 15, 1847, extolling the virtues and pitfalls of living in the Lone Star State. “The population of the state” he wrote, “is something like a 100,000; by terms of the annexation treaty, she sends two representatives to Congress.” Continuing, Sayles wrote, “The immigration is very great from nearly all of the Southern States. Some 6 or 8 thousand have come from Germany within the last year…” Describing the settlements, he wrote, “New Braunfels…settled entirely by Dutch, and Fredericksburg, 50 miles from the former place, contain each about 2000 souls, that is Dutch souls.” These German settlers would later be persecuted by the KGC. Continuing, Sayles described the other settlers:

The people here are as they are everywhere else, if they can make a good trade off then they are pretty sure to do it. They are very fond of talking of their honesty, hospitality, etc., but any scurvy trick by which a few dollars can be made will be cheerfully played by that class. Taking the whole population as a mass there is undoubtedly more general intelligence & high toned feeling than in any other new state, more than in most parts of Georgia.73

Born in Ithaca, New York Sayles had taught school in Georgia before earning his B.A. degree from Hamilton College in New York. He soon moved to Texas and was admitted to the State Bar in 1846 and acquired a plantation near Brenham. A large slave owner, he became a Confederate general during the Civil War and was involved in the organization of the Baylor University School of Law afterwards.74 He was a high-ranking KGC member, serving on Aztec Club founder John Bankhead Magruder’s personal staff while Magruder was supreme commander of the Confederate forces in Texas during the Civil War. John Sayles wrote numerous published books, one of which was used by Wentworth Manning as source material for Some History.75 

With Mexico conquered in 1848, and New Mexico, California, and Arizona acquired by the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, covetous eyes turned to the province of Sonora in Northern Mexico. It had been noticed by members of the wartime Doniphan expedition in1848 that northern Mexico was especially well-suited for stock-raising.76 The Doniphan expedition had been part of the three-pronged attack launched by the United States on Mexico in the Mexican War.77 No doubt many other expedition members spread the word of the wonders of Sonora and its riches once they got home. The northern Mexico province of Sonora would become the future target of a generation of California filibusters, and men from Texas would join them.78 By 1848, there were as many slave states in the United States as free states, at least temporarily. More free states would be created from the lands acquired in the Louisiana Purchase, especially to the north and west of Missouri, upsetting the balance between slave and free states.79 James K. Polk died in 1849, and that year the Gold Rush lured Texans to California. Some Texans established a settlement on the east bank of the San Gabriel River, twelve miles from Los Angeles. It became known as El Monte, and was known for “…an enviable success in agriculture, unanimous loyalty to the Democratic Party, and an enthusiastic readiness to hang suspected criminals.”80 El Monte would supply both filibusters and Southern sympathizers in the decade ahead; with Sonora as their target, the true prize that northern Mexico represented for the KGC was not cotton, as many have mistakenly believed; it was grazing land for cattle. The mineral interests were not to be ignored, either, as gold and silver were hard currency needed by what would be known in the future as The Confederate States of America. The men of the KGC were long-range planners. By 1850, Mirabeau B. Lamar was advocating the secession of Texas from the United States.81 That was the year that saw the birth of the initial goals of The Knights of The Golden Circle, as secession sentiment was once again brought to bear by political elements in South Carolina; specifically, by Governor Whitemarsh Seabrook. The South Carolina governor secretly wrote to the governors of other southern states, advocating a disunion scheme in which Mississippi Governor John Anthony Quitman enthusiastically offered to assume a leading role. Having spent most of his time in East Texas in 1847 and 1848, by 1851 former South Carolinian James Hamilton was also advocating the secession of Texas. A veteran of the War of 1812, with a father who had been the President of the Society of the Cincinnati from 1828 to his death in 1832, Hamilton had earned a reputation as a “knowledgeable and experienced military man” and had commanded a regiment of South Carolina militia. He also shared the grand delusions of the founders of the KGC, as it was said of him that: 

…he became obsessed with a grandiose vision of a vast economic domain with its hub at Charleston and its spokes stretching along the Louisville, Cincinnati, and Charleston Railroad into the West and along steamship lines to Liverpool. Commerce and cotton would be the lubrication of this wheel of fortune and James Hamilton would be the animating force that would put it into motion with the establishment of an integrated network of commercial-financial-transportation units in Europe and the South which would ultimately secure control of all production, shipment, and distribution of southern cotton.82 

James Hamilton’s early fixation on these ideas and his successful actions in achieving international diplomatic recognition for Texas in Europe and Great Britain suggest that he, too, could have been one of the 5 original founders of the KGC in 1854. He certainly thought along the same lines as those who sought the creation of The Golden Circle. However, he never had the successful Mexican War military career one would expect from the founders of the paramilitary Order; nor did he envision Cuba as the center or hub of the Golden Circle. He did have something in common with many promoters of the KGC: he became one of the largest owners of slaves in the Lone Star state.

The Mexican War came to a close with the occupation of Mexico City. Once things had settled into a relative torpor for the occupying forces, on October 13, 1847, a meeting of U.S. military officers was called in what they called “the City of Mexico.” The men in attendance formed an exclusive society known as the Aztec Club; it was the spiritual successor to the Society of the Cincinnati. In fact, many of its original members were sons or grandsons of the original members of the Cincinnati; and like that organization that had chosen George Washington as its leader, the Aztec Club incorporated the hereditary membership privilege that had so angered the American public, with its echo of European aristocracy and alleged role as a military-led shadow government. For its leader, the Aztec Club elected John Anthony Quitman, who served as its first president for one year. Other founding members of the club included Robert E. Lee, General John Bankhead Magruder, and Barnard Elliott Bee, James Hamilton’s godson. The second president of the Aztec Club, General Persifor Frazer Smith, would serve from 1848 to 1852 before taking command of all U.S. forces in the Department of Texas, serving there from 1850 to 1856. In September 1847, Persifor Smith was advocating the annexation of all of Mexico; John Quitman was doing likewise in early 1848. Quitman and Smith had shed blood to conquer all of Mexico – why give it back? Persifor Smith is likely the 5th founding member of the KGC; his military experience in Mexico and the West would be useful for empire building. When Quitman left Mexico for the United States, Persifor Smith took his place as leader of the Aztec Club. The insignia for the Aztec Club would be similar to that of the KGC, with only slight alteration; both prominently featured the Maltese cross of the Knights Templar.

After his election to leadership of the Aztec Club, New York born John Anthony Quitman was summoned to South Carolina on December 22, 1847. As Major-General in the victorious army of the United States that had conquered Mexico, he was recognized as Past-Master of the Grand Masonic Lodge of Mississippi by a special committee of Masons in South Carolina the following day. On that day John Quitman was made an honorary member of the Grand Lodge of South Carolina; the following day he was awarded the 33rd degree, the highest designation of the Scottish Rite. Upon attainment of this degree he was privy to the inner secrets of the Masons. In conveying these honors upon the victorious general, the Most Worshipful Master of South Carolina made the following address to all assembled:

The Masonic Institution, it is true, is devoted to the cultivation of those virtues which find their more common exercise amid the occurrences of ordinary life, and may seem hostile to the military profession. But nature has stamped on the human mind the principle of self-defense, and under the influence of that principle Masons may go forth to battle when the voice of their country summons them to conflict.

Quitman then spoke, saying, “…there were circumstances in which war, for the defense of one’s country, liberty, and rights, was strictly in accordance with all the duties and obligations of the Mason.” He then noted that at Vera Cruz, he had been “…invited to be present at a meeting of a Lodge whose warrant of constitution had been granted by the Grand Lodge of Mississippi.” This was a statement of the reach of the Scottish Rite into Mexico, and his state’s role in that expansion. In a special ceremony, John Anthony Quitman was subsequently made an active member of the Supreme Council of the Southern Scottish Rite at Charleston, South Carolina, the governing body of all Southern Scottish Rite Masons. He had joined their inner circle and was now privy to the Book of Gold, “the book in which the transactions, statutes, decrees, balusters, and protocols of the Supreme Council or a Grand Consistory are contained.” His appointment solidified a link between the secessionist movements in South Carolina and Mississippi, the two most important in the United States at the time. Secessionists in his adopted state of Mississippi referred to him as “Cincinnatus of America.” His new position also gave Quitman access to the entire framework of the Southern Scottish Rite, a capability to be envied by the most ardent Illuminati. From his new seat of power, he could proselytize for the formation of the Knights of the Golden Circle throughout the Masonic network across the South, following the blueprint provided by the Illuminati.

Not everyone was as sanguine in their assessment of the Mexican War as the members of the Masonic Supreme Council in South Carolina. On the same day that John Quitman had been summoned to South Carolina by the Masons, a young freshman congressman named Abraham Lincoln stood up to address the causes of the war as propagated by President Polk. In Congress, on December 22, 1847, Lincoln presented proof that the war had not been started by Mexico, but by U.S. troops, in an unprovoked attack on Mexican soil. President Polk, not Mexico, was therefore responsible for the deaths of American soldiers, Mexican soldiers, and civilians. According to Lincoln, Polk had lied in order to acquire territory for slave owners like him. Lincoln’s arguments added fuel to a growing anti-war chorus voiced by journalists as well as soldiers; both had witnessed atrocities committed by Americans in Mexico, and Texas Rangers in particular. One especially merciless incident involved a company of Texas Rangers who reportedly hung more than 40 Mexicans. For the old Texians who would later join the KGC, the slaughter in 1846 and 1847 was the continuation of a blood feud that had started many years before. In less than 7 years from Lincoln’s speech, the KGC would be born in the mind of John Anthony Quitman in Natchez, Mississippi, but brought to life in his one-time state of residence, Ohio. The State of Texas, whose concerns were Quitman’s long-standing interest, would provide his organization’s muscle and sinew.83 
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