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ABSTRACT 

The presidial system was the focus for Spanish and 

Mexican military operations in northern New Spain. The 

Spanish established these garrisons to provide their settlers 

and missionaries protection from the Apache Indians and other 

indigenous tribes that opposed expansion into their territory. 

Between 1692 and 1776, presidios were established on the 

Sonoran frontier at Fronteras, Terrenate, Horcasitas, Santa 

Cruz, Altar, Tubac, Bavispe, Bacoachi, and Tucson. 

The Spanish and Mexican governments never completely 

solved the problem of adequately supplying the Sonoran 

presidios with men and materials to achieve dominance over the 

native populations. These conditions left the presidios and 

civilian population exposed to attack and harassment by 

hostile Indians. 

Examination of the major events concerning the presidios 

during the period 1790 to 1835, including the Apache pacifica

tion policies, establishment of "Indian" presidios, the 

Mexican war for independence, transfer from Spanish to Mexican 

control, and the study of presidial personnel, reveals how the 

presidio functioned as a major frontier institution. 

iv 



CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

The term "presidio" comes from the Latin word praesidium, 

a garrisoned place,1 and Spanish military terminology of the 

time understood presidios to be "protective garrisons on 

frontiers."2 During the sixteenth century the Spaniards began 

the development of the presidial system of New Spain. The 

concept was not a new one but had been in use since the time 

of the Romans, and the Spaniards adopted it as their own. 

Establishment of the presidial system was initiated by 

Viceroy Don Martin Enriquez de Almanza (1568-1580) in 1582, 

when he ordered five presidios built to protect the silver 

traffic along the highway from Zacatecas to Mexico City. The 

viceregal order of 1582 assigned only six soldiers to each of 

the five companies.3 Over the next century, as the missions 

and mines moved towards the northwest, so did the presidial 

*Max L. Moorhead, The Presidio; Bastion Of The Spanish 
Borderlands. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press), 1975, 
p. 3. 

2Thomas H. Naylor and Charles W. Polzer, S.J., ed., The 
Presidio and Militia on the Northern Frontier of New Spain A 
Documentary History Volume One: 1570-1700. (Tucson: Univer
sity of Arizona, 1986), p. 18. 

3Moorhead, Presidio, p. 10. 
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system which became the focus of Spanish frontier military 

strategy in New Spain. 

As new presidios were established, their troop strength 

increased to an average of twenty-five to thirty men for each 

post. These small garrisons recruited friendly Indian allies 

to assist them in protecting and advancing the frontier. The 

presidios were expected to act as: 

self-contained outposts with a pronounced air of 
permanence. They were partial communities that 
were expected to become self-supporting, that is, 
not to depend totally on external systems of 
supply—with perhaps the major exception of 
munitions.4 

This was the ideal established for the presidio. In practice, 

at least on the Sonoran frontier, this concept was never fully 

able to be instituted as the presidios remained dependent on 

external supply sources. 

One hundred and ten years after Enriquez instituted the 

presidial system, the first Sonoran presidio was established 

at Fronteras in 1692. Over the next eighty-four years, eight 

more were established in Sonora: Pitic (moved to Horcasitas 

in 1748) and Terrenate in 1741, Tubac and Santa Gertrudis de 

Altar in 1753, San Carlos de Buenavista in 1765, the Indian 

presidios of Bavispe and Bacoachi in 1781 and 1783, respec

'Naylor, Presidio and Militiar p. 19. 
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tively, and Tucson in 1776.5 These nine presidios constituted 

Sonora's main line of defense against the Apache Indians 

throughout the remainder of Spanish control and for most of 

the nineteenth century. 

The presidial system underwent numerous changes and 

refinements throughout the eighteenth century. The two most 

important attempts to regulate and standardize presidial 

operations were made after the inspections of Brigadier Pedro 

de Rivera in 1724 and Marques de Rubi in 1766. Each resulted 

in new sets of regulations to control presidial costs and 

operations. The Reglamento of 1729 was issued after Rivera's 

inspection, and the Reglamento of 1772 resulted from Marque 

de Rubi's expedition. The Reglamento of 1772 was by far the 

most important document for presidial operation to be issued 

by the Spanish occupiers of Sonora and continued to be the 

guideline for presidial conduct until 1848 for the Mexicans 

as well. 

By 1790, when Pedro de Nava assumed control of the 

Provincias Internas, Sonora was entering into a period of 

growth and development that would be sustained for most of the 

remainder of Spain's control of the province. The presidios 

served as part of an Indian "reservation" system and some 

degree of military control of the area had been established. 

ôorhead, Presidio, pp. 22, 51-52, 71, 89, 96. 
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Throughout the remainder of Spanish occupation of Sonora and 

through the period of Mexican control covered in this study, 

the presidio proved to be an institution of major historical 

significance. It served not only as the primary military 

establishment but exerted a strong influence over the politi

cal, economic, and demographic development of the Province of 

Sonora.6 

This thesis began as a biographical study of a presidial 

officer, Jose Antonio Comadur£n. After the initial research, 

it became clear that the larger issue of the presidio as an 

"institution" for assimilation of the native population was 

of greater significance. The presidio, as an Indian agency 

and enforcer of Spanish-Mexican law, set precedents for the 

Anglo-American frontier as well. 

Anglo-Americans followed Mexican examples, using Indians 

as military allies, establishing reservations near military 

bases, and more importantly the attempt to legislate Indian 

assimilation by the granting of citizenship (the Dawes Act of 

1877). The legal attempt to bring Indians into the dominant 

culture failed on both frontiers. The Mexicans had limited 

success in assimilating some Indian groups that had close 

association with the presidios as did the Anglo-Americans, but 

they were quite limited. Not until the twentieth century did 

6Moorhead, Presidio, p. 3. 



either group successfully integrate significant numbers 

Indians into the larger society. 



CHAPTER 2 

SPANISH PRESIDIOS OF SONORA 1790-1821 

By 1790 the Spanish presidios of Sonora had changed 

considerably since their founding nearly half a century 

before. During the next thirty-one years further changes in 

personnel, policy, and administration continued until Spain 

relinquished control of Sonora to the newly formed Mexican 

government. Political administration was a difficult task, 

and control shifted back and forth between the Viceroy of New 

Spain and the Commandant General of the Provincias Internas. 

From 1793 until 1813 the Provincias Internas were 

administratively independent of the Viceroy of New Spain and 

under the direct control of the Commandant-Generals. The 

Commandant-General held civil, judicial, and military power 

over the provinces. His dependence on the Viceroy for 

supplies and troops, however, limited his effectiveness. In 

1813 the Viceroy resumed control of the Provincias Internas 

for the remainder of the colonial period. This confusion over 

who was actually in charge of the provinces tended to exacer

bate, rather than provide, solutions to the military problems 

facing presidial commanders. 

6 
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Sonora's military leaders were all subject to Royal 

Regulations of 1772 which governed the establishment and 

operation of presidios and acted as the principal guideline 

for frontier defenses until 1848. It was supplemented by two 

other sets of instructions: "Instructions for Governing the 

Interior Provinces of New Spain" issued by Viceroy Bernardo 

de G&lvez in 1786, and Commandant General Pedro de Nava's 1791 

"Instructions for Governing the Apache Establishments of 

Peace." These policies guided Sonora through its longest 

period of growth, prosperity and relative peace with the 

Apache Indians. Formerly hostile bands of Apache Indians were 

congregated in "establecimientos de paz" (peace establish

ments) at or near Sonoran presidios and a type of tribute 

arrangement was established to keep them at peace and win some 

as military allies. After early successes, the eventual 

deterioration of these policies during the Mexican war of 

independence led many Apaches to return to raiding frontier 

settlements as their principal means of survival. 

The role of Sonoran presidials during the Mexican war of 

independence has been largely ignored or considered of little 

importance until recently. Few battles of major importance 

took place in these northern regions except for the battle at 

San Ignacio de Piaxtla. Nevertheless, the effects of the war 

on this region were many and long-lasting. The experienced 
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officer corps of the frontier and their veteran soldiers spent 

so much time in the south that the frontier was left woefully 

understaffed for much of the final decade of Spanish dominan

ce. The war also drained the treasury of funds intended for 

the payment of presidial salaries and support of the Apache 

establecimientos de paz. The full consequences of these 

actions were not felt in Sonora until after independence was 

achieved. The rest of this chapter will attempt to clarify 

conditions under which the Sonoran presidios existed during 

the final decades of Spanish rule. 

The Soldiers 

Who were the officers and men at Sonora's presidios 

during these closing years of Spanish control? The officers 

who commanded these remote Spanish outposts and their families 

constituted a large portion of the frontier aristocracy. 

Service records classify most as "espanoles, indicating wholly 

or predominantly European ancestry," and some were identified 

as members of the nobility.1 Many of these men were born at 

the presidios they would later command, and their families 

were among the largest landholders in the province. They had 

1 James E. Officer, Hispanic Arizona. 1536-1856. (Tucson: 
University of Arizona Press, 1987), pp. 91-92. 
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a definite interest in bringing peace to the frontier. Many 

men went on to positions of leadership in the Mexican Repub

lic. 

A majority of the soldiers and officers serving in the 

Sonoran presidios during this period came from the province 

itself. They were the sons of former officers, soldiers, and 

settlers of the region. As specified in the Royal Regulation 

of 1772 and documented by Dobyns7 extensive study of Tubac, 

soldiers did not belong to the regular army but "enlisted for 

service in one particular fort rather than in an army."2 Most 

enlisted men served their entire military careers at the same 

post. Service records of soldiers in the Sonoran presidios 

for the year of 1817 indicate that a large number of indi

viduals had served at least fifteen years, and many for 

between twenty and thirty years.3 Over the years, as soldiers 

retired from their posts, many remained to cultivate lands 

they had received as presidial grants. 

2Henry F. Dobyns, "Tubac Through Four Centuries: An 
Historical Resume and Analysis." 3 vols. Commissioned by the 
Arizona State Parks Board, 1959, copy in Arizona State Museum 
Library, Tucson, Vol. 2, p. 309. 

3Relaciones y filaciones de Companias Presidiales de 
Altar, Santa Cruz, Bavispe, Fronteras, Tubac, Tucson, 
Bacoachi, for June of 1817 and July of 1818, Archivo General 
de la Naci6n, Mexico, Provincias Internas, (hereafter cited 
as AGN, PI), vol. 243. 
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The sons and daughters of these former presidials either 

became soldiers or married them, thus creating a strong 

communal bond for the defense of their homes and families. 

This fulfilled the secondary military mission of the Spanish 

presidios which was to establish civilian settlements, at or 

near the presidios, capable of defending themselves from 

Indian attacks and providing the presidios with a reserve 

force to be called upon for campaigns or in defense of the 

presidio itself during Indian attacks. 

The soldiers who had originally been sent to occupy 

Sonoran presidios were primarily Mexican-born Spaniards. This 

situation did not prevail for very long among the common 

soldiers who were mainly mestizos. Three of Sonora's presi

dios were garrisoned solely by Indian troops primarily from 

the Opata and Pima tribes under the leadership of Spanish 

officers. As early as 1775 there were at least sixteen 

soldiers listed as "coyotes" (half-bloods, offspring of a 

Spaniard and an Indian) on the presidial roles of Tubac as 

well as two mulatos, six moriscos and ten Opata scouts.4 In 

fact, mestizos, "constituted the largest racial group among 

'Dobyns, Tubac, vol. 2, pp. 347-349. 
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the enlisted men in the frontier army."5 

The intermingling of Spaniards and Indians was common on 

this northern frontier and was not a barrier to military 

service. In fact, military service was a common route taken 

by mestizos and Indians to improve their social standing. The 

Reglamento of 1772 stated under the duties of soldiers that 

besides giving blind obedience to his superiors, "he should 

have a fundamental hope of bettering his position."6 During 

the 1780s two companies of Opata presidiales were formed at 

Bacoachi and Bavispe and the Pima Company of San Rafael de 

Buenavista reoccupied the old presidio of Tubac. These 

Indians saw military service as a means of protecting their 

families, maintaining their status as warriors, and adapting 

to cultural standards demanded by Spanish domination. Two 

Opata Indians are listed among the heavy cavalry of the Tucson 

presidio in the 1790s and Dobyns has identified this as 

"another social route by which they could lose their tribal 

identify in their eager adoption of Spanish culture."7 The 

1817 service records of one Opata Indian officer, Lieutenant 

5Sidney B. Brinkerhoff and Odie B. Faulk, Lancers for the 
King; A Study of the Frontier Military System of Northern New 
Spainr With A Translation of the Roval Regulations of 1772. 
(Phoenix: Arizona Historical Foundation, 1965), p. 86 

"Brinkerhoff, Lancers. p. 43. 

7Henry F. Dobyns, Spanish Colonial Tucson A Demographic 
History. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1976), p. 65. 
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Jos6 Soto of the Santa Cruz company, shows he was even 

"accorded the title of don, usually reserved for those of 

purportedly pure Spanish decent."8 Marriage was another route 

for climbing the social ladder taken by some Indian soldiers. 

Two years after the death of Tubac's former miliary commander 

(during the smallpox epidemic of 1816) Lieutenant Ygnacio 

Sotelo, his daughter Manuela married the Indian lieutenant of 

the Pima company.9 

While the ranks of common soldiers were filled with 

mixed-bloods and Indians, the officer corps was reserved for 

"upper class" criollos and the Peninsulares who occupied the 

upper echelons of the Provincias Intemas military structure 

and civilian government posts. Five men held the title of 

Commandante General de las Provincias Intemas de Occidente 

from 1790 to 1822: Jacobo Ugarte y Loyola; Pedro de Nava; 

Nemesio Salcedo y Salcedo; Bernardo Bonavia y Zapata; and 

Alejo Garcia Conde, all European born Spaniards. During this 

time, only Nemesio Salcedo served his entire term with the 

region independent of viceregal authority, although Pedro de 

Nava served nearly nine of his eleven years independent of the 

Viceroy of New Spain. It was not until Mexico achieved 

BOjo de Servico de Teniente Jos6 Soto, presidio de Santa 
Cruz, Dec. 31, 1817, AGN, PI, vol. 233, and Officer, Hispanic 
Arizona. p. 92. 

'Dobyns, Tubac, vol. 3, p. 454. 
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independence that a native born officer, Mariano Urrea, 

occupied the office. Urrea held the post temporarily between 

the exit of Garcia Conde in June, 1822 and the arrival in 

August, 1822 of another Spaniard, Antonio Cordero, former 

governor of Sonora and Ayudantia e Inspeccidn del la Comanden-

cia General de Provincias Internas, who served until 1823. 

According to Almada, Urrea was removed by Iturbide because he 

had been accused of being "adicto al regimen republicano ,» (an 

enthusiast of a republican regime).10 Colonel Gaspar de Ochoa 

was the last commander to hold the post of Commandante General 

of the Provincias Internas before the post was reduced to a 

separate division of the national army in charge of Sonora and 

Sinaloa in 1824. 

The selection of officers directing actual combat at the 

presidial level was subject to a somewhat more open process. 

In 1791 a report was issued on the war with the Apache Indians 

and the presidial soldiers and Indian auxiliaries assigned to 

control their depredations. The author is believed to have 

been either Colonel Jos6 Rengel or Colonel Antonio de Bonilla. 

Both men had considerable knowledge of Apaches and frontier 

forces. Rengel had served as interim commandant general for 

two years until Brigadier Jacobo Ugarte Loyola replaced 

"Francisco R. Almada, Diccionario de Historia. Geoarafia 
y Bioqrafia Sonorenses. (Chihuahua, Mexico: Impresora Ruiz 
Sandoval, 1952), pp. 810-812. 
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Commandant General Felipe de Neve who had unexpectedly died 

in 1784. Bonilla had served nearly twenty years on the 

frontier as captain, assistant inspector of presidios, and 

secretary of the commandancy general under Commandante General 

Teodoro de Croix.11 At the conclusion of his observations of 

the Apaches and of the presidial forces assigned to contain 

their depredations upon Spanish settlement, the author stated 

that: 

I consider it my duty to say, (without dis
crediting the good Europeans) that for the nomina
tion of officers, especially subalterns, those same 
presidial soldiers ought to be preferred, though 
they may not be of the purest race, since these, 
beyond having equal courage, are more agile, 
tougher, and more cunning to conduct a war in which 
they have grown up."(author undetermined) 

Fortunately for Sonora, this officer selection process 

prevailed at the presidial level in at least a few cases. The 

presidial commanders of Sonora were a mixture of European and 

Mexican-born Spaniards." The creole officers were considered 

part of the provincial upper class and their extended family 

network held together by both class and family endogamy had 

far reaching effects on the military command structure of 

"Elizabeth A. H. John, "A Cautionary Exercise in Apache 
Historiography," Journal of Arizona History, vol. 25, No. 3 
(January, 1984): p. 302. 

"John, "Apache Historiography," p. 312. 

"Almada, Diccionario. pp. 238, 805. 
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Sonora both during the Spanish and later during the Mexican 

periods. The position of Presidial commander was virtually 

an appointment for life and often it was the son or close 

relative of the commandant that replaced him upon death or 

retirement.14 The Elias Gonzales and Urrea families were 

linked through marriage and by class association. They were 

wealthy ranchers. The families provided numerous sons and 

relatives who served as presidial officers and commanders 

during both the Spanish and Mexican periods.15 It would be the 

sons and grandsons of the early presidio commanders and one 

Commandante General, Alejo Garcia Conde, who assumed control 

of Sonora's military structure after the expulsion of Spain 

from an independent Mexico. 

Many scholars believe that the G&lvez instruction of 1786 

laid the basis for the extended period of relative peace with 

the Apaches during the final years of Spanish occupation. 

(Faulk, Brinkerhoff, Moorhead). The plan called for an 

unending prosecution of war on those Indian bands hostile to 

Spanish settlement, while offering peace to those groups that 

requested it. Vigorous efforts were to be made to recruit 

"allies among the warlike nations by spreading the use of 

Spanish foods, drinks, weapons, and customs among them, and 

"Dobyns, Tubac. vol. 2, pp. 334-340. 

"Alamada, Diccionario. pp. 238-242, 805-813. 
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warlike tribes were to be provoked into destroying one 

another.1116 

The instruction comprised two hundred and sixteen 

specific points which spelled out exactly how Gcilvez' policy 

was to be implemented by the Commandant General and his 

subordinate officers. Commandant General Ugarte pursued these 

policies with zeal from 1786 to the end of his tenure in 1791. 

The presidial forces of Sonora took up the offensive against 

the Apaches in a fashion that had rarely been seen in these 

provinces. After having been on the defensive for so many 

years, the military of the Provincias Internas now demonstra

ted that it could be an effective force if given the necessary 

men and materials. 

By 1793 the effects of the Sonoran offensive had begun 

to show. Numerous groups of Pinal Apaches were now being 

settled in "establecimientos de paz" at the presidios of 

Bacoachi, Bavispe, Fronteras, Santa Cruz and Tucson, and 

inroads were made into recruiting some of these Apaches as 

military allies of the Spanish. The royal treasury had also 

designated seven thousand pesos annually to support and feed 

"Bernardo De GcLlvez, Instructions for Governing the 
Interior Provinces of New Spain. 1786. trans, and ed. Donald 
E. Worcester (Berkeley: The Quivira Society, 1951), p. 23. 
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the Apaches located at Sonora's presidios.17 Furthermore, the 

first group of ninety-two Aravaipas Apaches presented them

selves to the Tucson presidio commander Jose Ignacio Moraga. 

They wanted to settle in peace and assure him of their 

alliance with the Spaniards.18 These numbers must surely have 

increased throughout the decade. No exact numbers are 

available, but an 1804 report by Captain Jose de Ztiniga, the 

commandant of Tucson, reported a total population of 1,015 

Indians, soldiers and settlers for Tucson. Under the heading 

of "Industry," Ztiriiga reported "300 beeves killed each year, 

including the 130 slaughtered at the expense of the royal 

treasury to maintain the peaceful Apaches."19 A majority of 

the raiding stopped, and ranching and mining industries 

expanded to some degree. 

Not all Apaches desired to adopt the Spanish lifestyle. 

Enough raiding occurred during this time to require at least 

twelve significant military operations out of Tucson between 

"Dorothy Boe Shull, "The History Of The Presidios In 
Sonora And Arizona, 1695-1810" (MA thesis, University of 
Arizona, 1968), p. 100. 

"Kieran McCarthy, Desert Documentary The Spanish Years. 
1767-1821. (Tucson: Arizona Historical Society, 1976), pp. 
62-63. 

19McCarthy, Desert Documentary, pp. 86-92. 
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1807 and 1811 as well as expeditions from Fronteras and Santa 

Cruz.20 

In 1791 Pedro de Nava replaced Ugarte as Commander 

General and, upon taking command of the Provincias, Nava 

issued his own set of "instructions" that were delivered to 

all presidial commanders. Nava's instructions contained 

thirty-seven points concerning the Apache peace settlements. 

Differing from that of G&lvez, it was of a "softer tone and 

purpose. . . and may have contributed more than that of the 

viceroy in bringing some peace to the northern frontier in the 

closing years of Spanish rule."21 According to Jack Williams 

(Ph.D. candidate Department of Anthropology, University of 

Arizona), the Nava and Galvez instructions differ on several 

main points. Moorhead commented that Nava, "had modified the 

requirements of Apache reservation life but continued to 

operate within the Instructions of 1786," but Williams 

disagreed. The main policy differences occur in how the 

Indians were to be dealt with and the ultimate goals of each 

program. Whereas Williams sees in the Galvez program that the 

"long-term goal is cultural and biological genocide . . . the 

Nava program calls for the cultural transformation of the 

20Sidney B. Brinkerhoff, "The Last Years of Spanish 
Arizona, 1786-1821," Arizona and the West, vol. 9, No. 1 
(1967); p. 18. 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 68. 
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Apaches into useful vassals" and military allies.22 Nava also 

stressed the importance of dealing as honestly as possible 

with both the peaceful and the enemy Apaches on all matters 

whereas G&lvez "clearly advocates inducing the Apaches to live 

at peace through a variety of deceptions.1123 

One other significant difference between the two policies 

is the idea of trade versus tribute to induce Apache peace. 

Under the Galvez policy, trade would induce the Apaches to 

settle peacefully among the Spaniards. The two main items 

were to be defective firearms and brandy which, in turn, he 

hoped would help undermine Apache culture.24 G&lvez had 

already taken note of the fact that monies and supplies 

available to him for Apache assistance "are not sufficient to 

maintain them."25 He hoped this type of commercial relation

ship would serve his purposes. Nava, on the other hand, 

ordered that the Apaches be "regularly provided with food

stuffs, cigarettes and clothing," committing himself to "a 

"Jack S. Williams, "Pedro De Nava's Instructions for 
Governing the Apache Establishments of Peace - 1791," (Tucson: 
University of Arizona, 1985), p. 14. 

"Williams, "Nava Instructions," p. 44. 

"Gdlvez discusses various aspects of trade with the 
Indians in articles 24, 42, 47, 59, 62-85. Gctlvez, Instruc
tions of 1786t pp. 36, 41, 42, 45, 46-51. 

"Gcilvez, Instructions of 1786. p. 40. 
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kind of tribute relationship.1,26 Nowhere in any of the lists 

of goods distributed to the Apaches de Paz of Sonora that 

appear in the records of the Provincias Internas are firearms 

or liquor listed. It is obvious that, at least on this point, 

the Nava instructions prevailed. Despite the validity of some 

of William's arguments, it appears that Moorhead's assessment 

that Nava's actions and policies were based on the 1786 

instruction provides the stronger argument. Nava's instruc

tion applied only to the Apaches living at the "establecimien-

tos de paz," and he apparently applied the Gcilvez instruction 

in most other cases. 

The War Years 1811 - 1821 

The Mexican War of Independence significantly affected 

the policies of "pacification by dependency" initiated by 

Galvez and Nava. Although the two programs had differed in 

their ultimate objectives, both were meant to stabilize the 

frontier and advance Spanish settlement. With the war of 

Independence, men and funds to support the peace process 

disappeared from Sonora. Although it has been stated by some 

that the Mexican War of Independence had little impact on 

Sonora, the fact that a large portion of Sonora's military 

"Williams, "Nava Instructions," p. 13. 



21 

forces were called south to participate in the conflict from 

1810 to 1818, influenced the course of events in Sonora for 

the next twenty-five years. These soldiers were viewed as 

"the most experienced troops Spain could call upon and these 

units were deemed of critical importance in putting down the 

revolt."27 In 1811 the presidial forces of Sonora in effect 

became part of the regular Spanish army. To further insure 

the loyalty of these men, on April 20, 1815 Ferdinand VII 

decreed that "actual time in fighting the Insurgents should 

be counted as double for bonus and retirement."28 Until this 

time few service records for enlisted men of the presidios can 

be found, but the list of military awards found in volume 243 

of the Provincias Internas for 1817 provide over one hundred 

such records for enlisted men and nearly all spent between two 

and seven years engaged against the Insurgent forces. Large 

numbers of men were also assigned to "guard the coast" from 

insurgent forces that attacked Mazatl£n and Rosario, many of 

these men did not return to their posts at Tucson, Fronteras, 

Santa Cruz, or other presidios until mid-1818.29 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 85. 

"McCarty, Desert Documentary, pp. 111-112. 

"Relaciones y filaciones de Companias presidiales de 
Sonora, AGN, PI., vol. 243. 
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Intendent-governor Alejo Garcia Conde became aware of the 

early successes of Hidalgo's forces in the south and ordered 

Lieutenant Colonel Pedro Sebastian de Villaescusa, commandant 

of Buenavista (Sonora's southernmost presidio) to impede any 

further northern progress of insurgent forces. Villaescusa 

was accompanied by troops from Buenavista, Altar, and Tucson. 

Under orders from Garcia Conde, Villaescusa took up a defen

sive position in the mining town of El Rosario, Sinaloa to 

await the arrival of insurgent forces commanded by Colonel 

Gonzalez Hermosillo. Villaescusa's forces numbered close to 

"a thousand royalist troops."30 Rebel forces swelled in number 

to several thousand during their march north from Guadalajara 

in early December so that by the time they reached Rosario 

they greatly outnumbered the forces of Villaescusa and easily 

defeated the royalists on December 18, 1810.31 Villaescusa 

unconditionally surrendered his forces to the rebels and was 

later released by Colonel Hermosillo after promising to never 

again take up arms against the "Mexican nation."32 

'"Robert Conway Stevens, "Mexico's Forgotten Frontier: 
A History of Sonora, 1821-1846," (Ph.D. dissertation, Univer
sity of California, Berkeley, 1963), p. viii. 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, pp. 84-86, and Stevens, 
"Mexico's Forgotten Frontier," pp. vii-xii. 

"Stevens, "Mexico's Forgotten Frontier," p. x. 
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Villaescusa quickly reneged on his promise and fled north 

to warn Garcia Conde of Hermosillo's plans and request 

reinforcements to make a stand at San Ignacio de Piaxtla. 

Even after Hermosillo learned of Villaescusa's betrayal, he 

failed to hasten his plans to attack San Ignacio. This delay 

gave governor Garcia Conde time to take personal command of 

Sonora's presidial forces and hurry south with reinforcements. 

Garcia Conde also brought with him some two hundred Opata 

Indian auxiliaries." On February 8, 1811 Garcia Conde's 

forces decisively defeated the insurgents led by Hermosillo, 

inflicting over 1,500 casualties. Service records indicate 

that some six hundred cadavers littered the battlefield and 

that artillery, baggage, munitions, horses and mules were 

recovered from the enemy." The Opata auxiliaries were 

responsible for nearly four hundred of the dead enemy soldiers 

whom they surprised in an ambush.35 Soldiers and officers from 

nearly every presidio in Sonora participated in the defeat of 

Hermosillo's forces at Piaxtla. One of Tucson's future 

commandants, Captain Manuel Ignacio Arvizu, was in charge of 

"Stevens, "Mexico's Forgotten Frontier," p. xi. 

"Relaciones y filaciones de Companias presidiales de 
Sonora 1817, AGN, PI., vol. 243. 

35Eduardo W. Villa, Historia del Estado de Sonora. Segundo 
ed. (Hermosillo: Editorial Sonora, 1951), p. 156. 
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the Royalist artillery and was assisted by an ensign from 

Tucson, Antonio Leyva.36 

While Rosario and Piaxtla are the only battles for which 

we have records to show actual participation by Sonoran 

presidials, their involvement in the war of independence did 

not end until about 1818. The 1817 presidial rosters for 

Fronteras, Santa Cruz, Horcasitas, Buenavista, Bavispe, and 

Bacoachi, list between thirty and fifty percent of their 

forces still serving in the south on duty against the insur

gents. Service records of the twenty-seven officers that 

accompany these lists indicate that nineteen spent an average 

of three and a half years away from their posts "on campaign 

against the insurgents.11 Six members of that group spent 

between four and seven years assigned to this duty.37 The war 

of Mexican independence caused a severe drain on the experi

enced officer corps of the Sonoran presidios. 

Between 1811 and 1821 changes in command in Tubac and 

Tucson were'indicative of the presidial garrison instability 

caused by the war. Tubac had at least three different 

commanders during this time and Tucson at least five.38 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 86. 

370jos de Servicos for the officers of the presidios of 
Sonora December 31, 1817, AGN, PI., vol. 233. 

38Dobyns, Tubac. vol. 3, pp. 430-455 and Officer, Hispanic 
Arizona, p. 89. 
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Although the Apaches did not create as many problems for the 

frontier garrisons at this time as they had in previous years, 

"the absence of many soldiers who were on duty in southern 

Mexico and the frequent shifts in commanding officers contrib

uted to a certain deterioration in the quality of life at the 

frontier villages.1,39 The noted military commander and author 

of R&pida oieada. Ignacio Zuniga, stated in this work that it 

was his belief that this instability was also to blame for the 

deterioration of the Apache establecimientos de paz.40 

The Spanish government could no longer afford to send 

even the meager funds it had provided previously for the pay 

of soldiers and the programs designed to pacify the Apaches. 

With the limited inducements to remain at peace no longer 

provided, the Apaches gradually returned to their old prac

tices of raiding the Spaniards. Although several groups 

turned themselves in at the Presidio of Tucson in 1819 to be 

peacefully settled there, these were an insignificant number 

compared to those who had returned to the old ways.41 The 

gradual return to a state of war with the Apaches would not 

be the only changes that the presidios would undergo at the 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 89. 

"Ignacio Zuniga, R&pida oieada al Estado de Sonora 
diriaida Y dedicada al supremo gobierno de la Naci6n. (Mexico: 
Juan Ojeda, 1835), p. 71. 

"Dobyns, Spanish Colonial Tucsonr p. 102. 
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end of the war of Mexican independence. Many of the military 

commanders of the presidios were about to become embroiled in 

the political struggles for control of the new Mexican 

government that would lead to a further deterioration of the 

presidial system that survived independence. 



CHAPTER 3 

INDIAN ALLIES AND THE PRESIDIOS 

I needed a larger number of troops to instill 
courage and the respect of the Indians' allies and 
to sustain their irresistible operations against 
the enemy, since in these countries war is made upon 
the barbarian Indians with the aid of barbarian 
Indians and not of mission or pueblo Indians, for 
the reason that these lack the belligerence which 
recommends the savages. Neither the large number 
of the Apache, nor the dispersion, rapidity, and 
silence of their marches could prevent them from 
falling into the hands of our allies, nor would they 
find refuge in the rough places of the sierras. 
Without this assistance the successes of our troops 
over the barbarous nations are restricted. With the 
support of the Tlascaltecans this empire was con
quered.1 Commander General Don Teodoro de Croix, 
1781 

Croix's statement reveals the sentiments of Spanish and 

Mexican military commanders who served on the northern 

frontiers. Only by enlisting the assistance of Indian allies 

could the Spanish hope to secure the frontier. The precedent 

for using Indian allies was established by Cortes and prac

ticed throughout the new world by subsequent conquistadores 

in their subjugation of the dominant Indian cultures of the 

Yucatan, Guatemala and Peru. By employing a similar strategy, 

Pizarro facilitated his conquest of the Incas. Gibson's 

analysis that "commonly the alliances reflected pre-existing 

teodoro de Croix, Teodoro de Croix and the Northern 
Frontiers of New Spain, trans, and ed. Alfred Barnaby Thomas 
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1941), p. 94. 
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rifts within Indian society, rifts of which the Spaniards were 

then able to take advantage,1,2 was the key to Spain's success 

in recruiting Indian allies. It also explains the willingness 

of various tribes to ally themselves with the Spaniards. 

Alliances were beneficial to both groups. Many tribes needed 

allies to protect them from their traditional Indian enemies. 

White military forces could ensure their continued existence 

while giving them opportunities to gain privileges. As the 

Spanish moved northward, villages of friendly Indians were 

established as defensive settlements. Their inhabitants 

served as agents of assimilation for recently pacified groups. 

It should be noted that similar strategies of employing 

Indians as military allies as agents of assimilation were also 

exercised on the Anglo-American frontier. The British army 

used Indian auxiliaries during their colonial occupation of 

the United States and U.S. forces employed Indian allies from 

the time of the Revolutionary War onward. Dunlay states that 

"no permanent system for the recruitment of Indians existed 

until the Army Act of 1866 provided for the short-term 

enlistment of Indian scouts in the regular army,"3 but that it 

2Charles Gibson, Spain in America. (New York: Harper 
Colophon Books, 1966), p. 35. 

'Thomas WM. Dunlay, "Indian Allies in The Armies of New 
Spain And the United States: A Comparative Study," New Mexico 
Historical Review 56:3 (1981), p. 240. 
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had always been common practice to employ them as scouts and 

trackers. Dunlay also makes it clear that U.S. officers did 

not consciously follow Spanish precedents and were even 

contemptuous of Spanish-American military traditions. U.S. 

forces simply began employing Indian allies as they found it 

to be the most expedient means of accomplishing their objec

tives. Like the Spanish, Jacksonian Indian policy also used 

groups of relocated "Civilized Tribes" to act as protective 

buffer zones for areas most recently opened to white settle

ment. In some cases, Indian settlements developed as exten

sions of military outposts providing a ready source from which 

to draw auxiliary troops. Such was the case of the Northern 

Cheyennes at Fort Keogh, Montana; the Tonkawas at Fort 

Griffin, Texas; and other tribes along the U.S. frontier.4 

Assimilation was never as important on the Anglo-American 

frontier as it was for the Spanish-Mexican settlement of the 

Provincias Internas. The United States held such a large 

advantage in population over the Indian nations that its 

progress was dependent upon acquiring Indian lands. In 

contrast, the acquisition of Indian labor, was essential to 

Spanish-Mexican frontier settlements. For the Americans, 

"assimilation was an ideal, but not a necessity." It was 

4Dunlay, "Indian Allies," pp. 250-251. 
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always an option to employe sufficient forces to destroy 

Indian enemies that became too troublesome.5 

Despite political and social differences that existed 

between the Spanish and American frontiers, United States 

military forces found it more expedient to follow the proven 

methods of the Spaniards in dealing with the Indian nations 

of its western frontier. 

They armed the Indians, integrated them into 
the military force, rewarded them to the extent that 
law and official policy made possible, protected 
their homes and families against other Indians, used 
them as intelligence agents and go-betweens, and 
even attached bands to military posts as symbiotic 
military colonies. They made use of Indian inter
tribal and intratribal enmities and were in turn 
used by Indians in these struggles and as counter
weights to civil and religious authorities.6 

On the Sonoran frontier, the military posts of Bacoachi, 

Bavispe, Fronteras, and Tucson eventually replaced the 

missions as the main centers of settlement of pacified 

Indians, many of whom served as auxiliaries or full-time 

soldiers. Assimilation of the various Indian tribes into 

Spanish and Anglo-American "christianized" society was the 

official policy of both nations and the officers of each saw 

military service as the most efficient means of accomplishing 

5Dunlay, "Indian Allies," p. 254. 

sDunlay, "Indian Allies," p. 254. 
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this end.7 Officers felt they had a better rapport with the 

Indians than religious or civil officials. They did not 

demand conversion or assimilation, only obedience and effici

ent military service. But through constant association with 

Spanish military officers, these Indian soldiers learned the 

Spanish language, were exposed to military chaplains, and 

began participating in the compadrazgo system. Records from 

Tubac and Tucson indicate that the military commanders of 

these posts and their wives often served as the godparents of 

Indian children born at their posts. Thus, these Indian 

allies were gradually acculturated more easily through 

voluntary association with the military, rather than the more 

rigid indoctrination of the mission system. 

By the end of the 1780s there was great concern among 

Spanish civil authorities concerning the racial composition 

of the army. During the 1760s the Army of New Spain had been 

reorganized by Lieutenant General Juan de Villalba with 

instructions to create a militia capable of resisting "any 

potential foreign invasion." Under these instructions, 

Villalba was authorized to enlist whites, mestizos, mulattoes, 

and other mixtures, "all of the castas except Indians and 

'Dunlay, "Indian Allies," p. 242. 
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Negros were to be enlisted into the new militias.1,8 The army 

was consistent in its policy of not enlisting Indians and in 

most cases the military pardrones (census lists), from which 

conscripts were chosen for each region, simply neglected to 

count the Indians who were not even considered for military 

service.9 This was the established policy throughout New 

Spain except on the northern frontier where Indian service in 

the presidial garrison was deemed essential for maintaining 

a Spanish presence in these remote outposts. The fact is that 

the racial composition of the troops on the northern frontier, 

especially in the central and western sectors by the 1780s, 

was increasingly "less Spanish and more Indian." Statistics 

for the six Sonoran companies show "47.2 percent white, 32.2 

percent mixed, and 20.6 percent Indian," the figures for Nueva 

Vizcaya show an even higher percentage of mixed bloods for its 

four presidios, "48.9 percent mixed and 16.9 percent Indian."10 

The three new presidios created in Sonora in the mid-1780s 

were composed entirely of Indians except for a Spanish 

commanding officer, generally a lieutenant, an ensign and two 

sergeants. As Archer concludes, the presidio system of the 

"Christon I. Archer, "Pardos, Indians, and the Army of 
New Spain: Inter-Relationships and Conflicts, 1780-1810," 
Journal of Latin American Studies. 6:2 (1974):, p. 233. 

'Archer, "Pardos and Indians," p. 244. 

10Moorhead, Presidio, p. 183. 
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northern frontier was providing a pathway to social mobility 

for its Indian soldiers at a time when increased racism in 

central Mexico was attempting to limit opportunities for 

social betterment for those few Indians who did end up in the 

army.11 

In 1792 Viceroy Conde de Revillagigedo strongly opposed 

the presence of pardos and Indians in the military service of 

New Spain. He ordered provincial intendants to report on the 

extent of Indian forces, their duties, and the possibility of 

disbanding all Indian militia units. These reports indicated 

that about 1,400 armed Indians were serving in frontier 

provinces, many of them in Sonora where they maintained 

frontier defenses. It was further reported by the Intendant 

of Arispe, Henrique Grimarest, that it would be unwise to 

disband Indian troops in his jurisdiction "where the threat 

of Apache attack or internal unrest required the continuation 

of their service."12 Convinced by the intendants not to 

disband the Indian companies, Revillagigedo did order a halt 

to new enlistments as a means of assuring their eventual 

demise. But the Apache threat, as well as occasional upris

ings by the Seris and other Indian groups within Sonora 

uArcher, "Pardos and Indians," p. 255. 

"Archer, "Indians and Pardos," p. 246 
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required Spain and later Mexico to continue the service of 

Indian presidial companies well into the nineteenth century. 

At the end of the eighteenth century, Spain reevaluated 

the military situation in Mexico. External threats from Great 

Britain and later France forced Spanish officials to enlarge 

their standing army to prevent invasion. At the same time, 

ideas of social change, egalitarianism, and the rights of 

citizens prompted by the French Revolution were beginning to 

filter into Mexico. Despite this, few top administrators 

realized the need for basic reforms of the class structure. 

The army hierarchy had been determined not to let the army 

become a "vehicle of social improvement"" for Indians and 

other castas trying to escape their lower class stigma and the 

payment of tribute. Much to their dislike, manpower demands 

gradually broke their resistance so that by 1805, almost 

anyone who could shoulder a musket was being enlisted. Still 

Viceroy Iturrigaray demanded that all other groups be tapped 

first and Indians be enlisted only as a last resort.14 

Archer's definitive studies of the army in Bourbon Mexico 

indicates that, by the end of the first decade of the nine

teenth century, enlistment policies concerning Indians in 

"Christon I. Archer, The Army In Bourbon Mexico. 1760-
1810. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1979), 
p. 224. 

"Archer, Bourbon Armyf p. 249. 
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areas outside of the frontier zones were now permitted out of 

necessity and not because of any changes in racial attitudes. 

Thus, Indians were incorporated within most units of the 

Spanish forces of New Spain. But it was still not until after 

the Hidalgo Revolt and independence that new avenues of escape 

from racial origins opened for the castas.15 Only in the 

northern provinces had the presidios offered the Indians a 

pathway to social advancement during the colonial period. It 

is possible to speculate that this may have been one of the 

reasons that Garcia Conde was able to raise substantial 

numbers of Opata allies and presidials to defeat insurgent 

forces of Hermosillo in 1811 and retain Sonora as a royalist 

holdout until 1821. 

Three Indian Presidios 

Coronado's 1540s expedition made the first extensive 

European contact with Sonora's Opata Indians. Over the next 

hundred and fifty years, many Opata rancherias were gradually 

missionized and began providing warriors as auxiliaries to 

Spanish forces as the raids of Apaches and other northern 

tribes took a higher toll on their villages. Opata warriors 

"Archer, Bourbon Armv. pp. 223-253, and Archer, "Pardos 
and Indians," pp. 231-255. 
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participated in numerous campaigns during the early 1700s, and 

from 1756 on there "were three companies of Opatas who 

reinforced the regular presidio forces" of Sonora.16 In 1772 

the King of Spain made the assignment of Indian troops to the 

presidios of the Provincias Internas part of the royal 

reglamento requiring ten Indian scouts for each presidio. It 

would be up to Commandante General Teodoro de Croix eleven 

years later in 1783 to formally authorize the establishment 

of exclusively "Indian" presidios in Sonora at Bavispe and 

Bacoachi manned by Opata troops. A third Indian presidio 

would be permanently located at the site of the former Spanish 

presidio of Tubac in 1787 and manned by Pima volunteers of the 

company of San Rafael de Buenavista. 

The Opata presidios came into existence after numerous 

requests to Fray Angel Nunez by the general of the Opata 

nation, Don Juan Manuel Varela. Varela wished to establish 

a presidio garrisoned with Indian volunteers of his nation at 

either Baserac or Bavispe to protect their villages. Comman

dant Croix received royal approval on July 18, 1778, but it 

"Edward H. Spicer, Cycles of Conquest: The Impact of 
Spainf Mexico, and the United States on the Indians of the 
Southwest. 1533-1960r (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 
1962), p. 98. 
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took several years to implement the decision.17 Bavispe was 

chosen because it could protect the largest part of the 

territory where the Opata settlements were located. In 

addition, Bavispe's position in relation to the presidios of 

Janos and Fronteras permitted the forces of all three to act 

in conjunction with one another to block a vital access route 

to the interior of the province consistently used by the 

Apaches to raid both Sonora and Nueva Vizcaya.18 A second 

presidio of Opatas was established at Bacoachi in April of 

1783. Bavispe originally had seventy-five Opata troops and 

Bacoachi had eighty-five. Croix approved the Opata requests 

for presidios out of military necessity and a high degree of 

respect Spaniards had developed over the years for the tribe. 

In his 1781 report to the King he wrote: 

the fact that this nation, by its well-known valor 
and constant fidelity, is the only one which we can 
use in this province for war, I am trying to employ 
part of it in war and take care of the rest of these 
faithful and deserving Indians. In this way his 
Majesty may distinguish them with the trust that he 
had deigned to give me to watch over them in 
particular.19 

"Luis Navarro Garcia, Don Jos6 De G&lvez Y la comandancia 
general en las Provincias Internas del norte de Nueva Espanar 
(Sevilla: 1964), p. 300. 

18Croix, Croix on the Northern Frontier, p. 162. 

"Croix, Croix on the Northern Frontier, p. 157. 
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Spicer's studies of the Indian nations of the Southwest 

indicate that a special relationship developed between the 

Spaniards and the Opatas. The Spaniards had a respect for the 

Opatas and the degree of "civilization" which they had 

achieved. Spaniards "found the Opatas of such habits and 

attitudes that they tended to accept them on a level of 

equality."20 Spaniards considered most of the other Indian 

tribes as social inferiors. The compatibility of the two 

groups resulted in a high degree of intermarriage between 

Spaniards and Opatas. It was also responsible for the close 

military cooperation between the two groups. What Spicer 

describes as a "working alliance" developed between Spaniards 

and Opatas against the Apaches in order to protect both 

Spanish and Opata communities from their mutual enemy. This 

common interest and mutual respect must have contributed 

greatly to the cultural assimilation of the Opatas. 

The northern Pima Indians also provided the Spaniards 

with a source of dependable military auxiliaries. The Pima 

Indian company stationed at the presidio of Tubac in 1787 had 

its beginning at the mission settlement of San Ignacio in 

1782. Dobyns describes their formation and that of the Opata 

companies as an experiment in "raising effective Indian-

20Spicer, Cycles of Conquest, p. 101 
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fighting frontier troops at minimal cost."21 Presidial Indians 

were paid three reales a day, only half the sum paid to 

Spanish presidials. This sum did not increase during the 

entire forty-five year period covered in this study.22 It is 

important to recognize that these troops were all volunteers 

and were not "brought in by forced conscription.1,23 Like 

Bacoachi and Bavispe, the Pima company was under the direction 

of a Spanish officer (usually a lieutenant), and ensign, and 

two veteran sergeants. The remainder of the company was 

composed of a hierarchy of Indian officers and troops which 

amounted to a force of eighty-four plazas at each of the three 

presidios. Bacoachi and Bavispe troop strength increased to 

ninety according to Commandante General Pedro de Nava's report 

in 1792 while Tubac's Pimas remained at eighty-four. This 

number appears to have been constant throughout the colonial 

period and the figure of eighty-four was the same as author

ized in the Mexican presidial legislation of 1826.24 

"Henry F. Dobyns, "Military Transculturation Of Northern 
Pima Indians, 1782-1821," ETHNOHISTORY. 19:4 (Fall, 1972), p. 
328. 

"Moorhead, Presidio, p. 96, and Juan M. Riesgo and 
Antonio J. Valdes, Memoria estadistica del Estado del Occi-
dente. (Guadalajara: Imprenta a cargo del C. E. Alatorre, 
1828), p. 28. 

"Dobyns, "Military Transculturation," p. 328, and Croix, 
Croix on the Northern Frontier, p. 158. 

"Riesgo, Memoria, p. 26. 
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These troops provided a substantial addition to Spanish 

presidial forces. In 1785 the Pima company of San Ignacio was 

transferred to the southernmost presidio in Sonora, Buena-

vista. They took over the duties of the regular troops 

stationed there in order to free them to pursue a campaign 

against the Seri Indians. The company remained at Buenavista 

until 1787, when it was transferred to Tubac which became its 

permanent location. From this post the Pima company was 

integrated into the general campaigns against the Apaches as 

part of the G£lvez policy to harass these groups until they 

sued for peace. 

Becoming integral links in the defensive line of pre

sidios, the Pima and Opata soldiers performed substantially 

the same duties as their Spanish and Mexican counterparts. 

Because of their knowledge of the terrain and the enemy, Pima 

and Opata presidials usually served as the advance party of 

scouts used to locate enemy rancherias and as the trackers 

following raiding parties of Apaches. 

The constant campaign waged against the Apaches from 1786 

through the first years of the 1790s would not have been as 

successful in bringing about the period of relative peace in 

Sonora that would last until the 1820s without the participa

tion of Opata and Pima troops. As Moorhead states in his 

definitive study on Jacobo Ugarte y Loyola, (Commandant 
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General of the Provincias Interaas from 1786-1791): 

long experience had impressed Ugarte with the 
futility of waging war on the wily Apaches with 
Spanish troops alone, and to offset their elusive 
maneuvers in terrain that favored their primitive 
tactics, he counted heavily on Indian auxiliaries 
and allies who were equally cunning. Serving with 
the troops or attacking independently, these war
riors invariably inflicted more casualties on the 
Apaches than did the presidials themselves.25 

The opinions of Croix and Ugarte directly contradict the 

attitude taken by Viceroy Revillagigedo in 1792 when he began 

questioning the need of Indian militia and presidial troops. 

Revillagigedos' ideas received a modicum of support in some 

areas from local officials such as Henrique Grimarest who 

described some of the Indian companies under his control in 

the Intendency of Arizpe as "a guild of idle men, who were so 

taken with their positions as soldiers that they never 

laboured in their communities."26 But Grimarest further stated 

that although it might be possible to disarm some of this 

group, those located in frontier zones were essential to 

protect Spanish citizens from hostile Apaches and the constant 

fear of internal Indian rebellion. Despite the many reports 

in support of maintaining and even increasing Indian enlist

ments, Revillagigedo put an end to new enlistments in Indian 

"Max L. Moorhead, The Apache Frontier: Jacobo Ugarte and 
Spanish-Indian Relations in Northern New Spain. 1769-1791. 
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1968), p. 273. 

26Archer, "Pardos and Indians," p. 246. 
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companies and hoped that this would lead to their eventual 

decline and disappearance. Fortunately, local attitudes and 

conditions prevailed and the Indian presidios remained long 

after Revillagigedo's attempts to disband them. 

By 1795 the Spanish policies of subsidizing Apache peace 

settlements at the Presidios while conducting relentless 

persecution of hostile bands had succeeded in reducing "the 

problem of frontier defense to a matter of routine patrol and 

police action."27 

This was not the case for the Opata presidials at 

Bacoachi and Bavispe. These troops were required to keep up 

a constant vigilance on the "peaceful" Apaches located at 

their presidios. This action was a constant drain on their 

resources and energy. For the Pima company at Tubac, the 

years between 1795 and 1811 were mainly uneventful garrison 

duty occasionally interspersed with brief campaigns against 

Apache raiders. The one major project that Indian presidios 

provided soldiers for was the Zuniga expedition in 1795. 

According to the journal of Captain Jose Ztiniga, Pima and 

Opata troops from Tubac and Bacoachi and eight Apache scouts 

from the latter post were an important element of the expedi

tion which attempted to establish the trade route between 

Tucson and Santa Fe. Indian troops had been along on the two 

"Moorhead, Apache Frontier, p. 289. 



43 

previous attempts to open a trade route between the two 

provinces in 1788 and again in 1790. The expedition lasted 

some fifty days and while they had been instructed to engage 

hostile Apaches, they had little opportunity to do so. 

Commandant General Pedro de Nava urged mounting another 

expedition to identify and secure the route, but deteriorating 

conditions in central Mexico prevented further exploration. 

The war of Mexican Independence directly affected the 

Indian presidios of Sonora. Initially these troops were 

called up by Governor Alejo Garcia Conde along with four 

hundred other Opata auxiliaries to defend the territory from 

the insurgent invasion being led by Colonel Jose Maria 

Gonzalez Hermosillo. After defeating loyalist troops led by 

Colonel Pedro Villaescusa (former commandant of Tubac) at 

Rosario, Hermosillo moved to follow up his victory by attack

ing San Ignacio de Piaxtla on February 8, 1811. 

It was at Piaxtla that the Opata auxiliaries dealt a 

crushing blow to the insurgents. Waiting in ambush they fell 

upon the unsuspecting rebels and within minutes killed close 

to three hundred. The rest became so disorganized that Garcia 

Conde's troops easily routed the rest leaving nearly six 

hundred dead on the battlefield before the engagement ended.28 

28Relaciones y filaciones de Companias presidiales de 
Sonora 1817-1818, AGN, PI., vol. 243. 
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This battle put an end to most revolutionary aspirations 

in Sinaloa and Sonora for the next decade. It did not, 

however, end the involvement of Sonoran presidials in the war. 

Individual service records and listas de revistas for the 

presidios show that many of these soldiers spent the next six 

years on assignments in the south against the insurgents. The 

Indian presidios were left drastically undermanned until at 

least the latter part of 1818. The percentages of troops 

absent from the rosters were nearly fifty percent at Bavispe, 

thirty-three percent at Bacoachi and almost twenty percent at 

Tubac." The absence of these troops, combined with the ever 

dwindling subsidies being sent to the Apaches de Paz, caused 

a serious deterioration of the frontier defenses. 

The loyalty of Opata presidials was a constant on this 

northern frontier except for one brief period following the 

war of Mexican independence. Upon returning from duty in the 

south in 1820, about thirty members of the Opata garrison of 

Bavispe attempted to start a tribal rebellion. These men had 

returned home to find their families had not been cared for, 

they were owed considerable back wages, and the Commander-

"Listas de Revistas de Companias de Opatas de Bacoachi 
and Bavispe and Compania de Pimas de Tubac, July, 1818. AGN, 
PI., vol. 233. 
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General refused to advance them supplies.30 Their protests 

became so threatening that they were taken into custody by the 

commandant and sent under guard to Durango. On the way to 

Durango they escaped and routed their escort. Joined by 

several hundred of their tribesmen they attacked San Antonio 

de la Huerta and several other villages. They also managed 

to defeat several Spanish detachments sent against them.31 

Spanish officials finally had to ask for assistance from 

Chihuahua. A force of some 2,000 men finally defeated the 

Opata forces at Arivechi. The Opata leaders Doraine and 

Espiritu, along with a number of their followers, were 

executed after their defeat. Order was restored to the 

province and by 1825 Opata and Pima soldiers served once again 

on the Mexican side during the Yaqui-Mayo war providing the 

bulk of the forces engaged. A contemporary report by the 

Englishman Lieutenant Hardy states that their "loyalty was 

secured only by regular wages."32 It is more likely that the 

degree of trust between Spaniards and Opatas had been restored 

"Robert William Hale Hardy, Travels In The Interior Of 
Mexico. In 1825. 1826. 1827r & 1828. (London: H. Colburn and 
R. Bentley, 1829; reprint ed.: Glorieta, NM: Rio Grande 
Press, 1977), p. 164. 

"Hubert Howe Bancroft, The Works Of Hubert Howe Bancroft 
Volume XVI History Of The Northern Mexican States And Texas, 
Facsimile of 1889 ed. (Albuquerque: Horn and Wallace, 1962), 
p. 634. 

"Hardy, Travels in Mexico, p. 192. 
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by this time and the two hundred year history of cooperation 

and assimilation was once again functioning. 

Presidios served as a prime source for dispersing 

European ideas and values throughout the Indian population. 

They were the main institution of Spanish influence in Sonora 

after the expulsion of the Jesuits. Indian soldiers were in 

constant contact with Spanish officers having common interests 

and intentions. These officers, either natives of the 

Peninsula or genetic Spaniards from elite Creole families, 

wielded a tremendous amount of influence over their men. "The 

enlisted Indians learned a very great deal about personal 

conduct, hygiene as understood at the time, horsemanship, care 

and repair of clothing and equipment, the Spanish language, 

and many other patterns of Spanish behavior."33 

These conditions also fostered the use of Spanish by 

Indian recruits. Their officers gave commands in Spanish. 

At Tubac Pima soldiers were augmented by Opata troops, thus 

necessitating a common language for communication between the 

various elements of the command. In later years, as Apaches 

were settled at the various presidios, the need for a common 

language was further expanded and "from this time on fostered 

"Dobyns, "Military Transculturation,11 p. 332. 
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either multi-lingualism or common use of Spanish as the trade 

language. "3* 

The Pima Indians of the Tubac presidio were also placed 

in such close proximity of the Tumacacori mission that they 

could not have failed to be influenced by the Catholic priests 

and the assignment of military chaplains to the presidios. 

Dobyns further states that the presidial Indians were exposed 

to Spanish kinship practices such as compadrazgo and partici

pated in these practices as well as the rituals of baptism and 

marriage. 

The Indians chose to voluntarily associate themselves 

with the military realizing the benefits that such association 

would produce. As members of the presidial forces they were 

granted the use of Spanish weapons, trained in military 

tactics, and had access to other modern technologies. In 

addition, they were exempted from paying tribute, rewarded 

with captured booty from the campaigns such as horses, food, 

weapons and captives which they were allowed to keep or often 

sold to Spanish and Mexican settlers. Warriors also acquired 

increased status within their own communities. Therefore, the 

association was mutually beneficial to both Spaniard and 

Indian and fostered a lasting cooperation between the two 

cultures. 

"Ibid, p. 333. 
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Indian presidials and Indian allies attached to Spanish 

and Mexican presidios played a primary role in the pacifica

tion of the Sonora frontier from 1790 to 1835. Without their 

participation on the Spanish-Mexican side, the frontier would 

have been overrun by hostile Apaches. The confidence and 

trust placed in these troops by Spanish and Mexican military 

officials was greater than their American counterparts ever 

acknowledged. "Though Indians were important auxiliaries on 

the western American frontier, they were never given such 

important roles in the United States."35 

"Dunlay, "Indian Allies," p. 251. 



CHAPTER 4 

THE PRESIDIO UNDER MEXICO 1821 - 1835 

Mexican independence resulted in numerous changes in the 

role of Sonora's presidial forces. The most significant 

change was the increased role of the military in determining 

the outcome of internecine political disputes. Too far from 

the capital to play a role in determining national outcomes, 

these frontier officers contented themselves with deciding the 

succession of provincial politics. Between 1821 and 1835 

Sonoran presidials were involved in numerous political 

disputes: the division of the State of Occidente, location 

of the state's capital, the selection of governors, and a 

barracks revolt to oust their commander general. 

Contestants for state office required troops to win, 
so they repeatedly levied upon the frontier gar
risons under their control, tying up regular troops 
in the struggles for power and preventing their 
employment against hostile Indians.1 

The relative period of peace with the Apaches lasted 

until the end of the 1820s allowing Sonora's military forces 

to be distracted by political events. The Yaqui-Mayo wars of 

1825-1827 and 1832 interrupted the peace and prosperity Sonora 

had been experiencing since independence. These wars 

accentuated the strains brought upon the military structure 

ôbyns, Tubac. vol. 3, p. 553. 
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by the attrition within the officer corps and the dire 

financial conditions under which they had been operating. The 

greatest threat to social and economic prosperity for Sonora 

once again became the problem of internal security. 

The transfer of political power from colonial government 

to that of an independent Mexico brought few immediate changes 

in the provincial military command structure. A majority of 

the military personnel merely swore allegiance to the new 

government and the Plan de Iguala (as well as later plans), 

and continued to patrol the frontier. As the news of 

Iturbide's success spread northward, Spanish military offi

cials realized that if they were to remain in Mexico, it would 

be expedient to declare for independence. 

Proclaiming adherence to the Plan de Iguala, Commandante 

General of the Provincias Internas Alejo Garcia Conde in 

August of 1821 sent out a decree from Chihuahua ordering 

officials of all the western provinces to follow suit. 

Sonoran military commanders Lieutenant Colonels Manuel Ignacio 

de Arvizu at Tucson (some dispute as to whether Arvizu was in 

Tucson at the time), Antonio Narbona in Arizpe, and Adjutant 

Inspector of Sonora Sim6n Elias Gonzalez ordered their troops 

to swear allegiance to the new government in early September. 

Most presidio commanders followed in rapid succession. All 

of these officers had served the royal cause for many years. 
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Arvizu and Garcia Conde had played decisive roles in the 

defeat of Hermosillo's rebel forces at the battle of Piaxtla 

only ten years earlier and Elias Gonzalez had been on the 

council of war that handed down the death sentence to Hidalgo 

and other leaders of the independence movement.2 Thus, these 

members of the provincial elite led their military forces 

through the change of sovereignty relatively intact, complet

ing what had been described as the "process of revolution by 

nearly unanimous treason"3 by Sonora's military forces. 

Attrition within the frontier officer corps became an 

immediate problem once independence was realized. Those 

officers who had led the frontier into independence were now 

needed to fill the vacancies left by the Spaniards who had 

remained loyal to the crown. It was not long before experi

enced officers such as Garcia Conde were called to Mexico City 

to assume new positions. Former presidio commanders Antonio 

Narbona, Sim6n Elias Gonzalez, Mariano Urrea and others filled 

the most important civil and military posts throughout 

northwest Mexico. During the next decade all three served as 

governor and military commander of the combined provinces of 

Sinaloa and Sonora. Urrea also served as governor of Nueva 

Vizcaya, and Elias Gonzalez as governor of Chihuahua. 

2Alamada, Diccionariof pp. 84, 242, 295, 500, 811. 

3Dobyns, Tubac, vol. 3, p. 534. 
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Although the promotion of Mexican-born officers to top 

echelon command positions at the provincial level had been a 

goal of the revolution, their dissipation into various civil 

and military posts left gaps in the command structure of 

individual presidios. Officers with less experience and 

ability were promoted to fill vacant commands. In the past, 

presidio commanders such as the Elias Gonzalezes had been 

trained almost since birth to assume the positions of provin

cial socio-political command. In Dobyns' opinion, the new 

officers taking over the presidios: 

lacked virtually inbred military abilities of the 
elite officers and certainly the cultural inheritan
ce of military technique and social graces and 
command presence which were taught the infants born 
into the provincial elite group almost automatically 
as part of their familial and group culture . . . 
post independence commanders and subalterns were 
simply not as effective as their predecessors and 
the top-flight officers were spread thinner and 
thinner.4 

Since the beginning of the independence movement in 1811, 

payment of the presidial troops became less and less frequent 

as funds were diverted to other areas. This condition 

continued under the Mexican regime as well. Monies went to 

finance the internal political struggles taking place in the 

capital and later to finance Santa Anna's campaign to suppress 

rebellion in Texas. As large numbers of peninsulares left 

4Dobyns, Tubac. vol. 3, p. 543. 
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Sonora, and with the order for expulsion of all Spaniards in 

1828% there was a further reduction of the tax base. This, 

combined with increasing Apache raids that produced the 

virtual desertion of the far northern settlements, left few 

citizens to pay for the support of presidial troops. Under 

the Spanish regime the cost of salaries and supplies for 

presidial troops came out of the royal coffers. With indepen

dence, the national government failed to assume this responsi

bility and payment of troops fell upon the state government. 

In 1821 Iturbide had given orders that the nine presidios 

of Sonora were to continue operating on the same basis as 

during the colonial period, but made no provisions for 

national financial assistance. For the next five years troops 

suffered the hardships of wages in arrears, and inadequate 

food and clothing as the central government left them to their 

own means of survival. Sonora's financial situation continued 

to decline while the cost of Apache destruction in the 

territory increased. 

In December of 1824 reports were sent to the Minister of 

War, Manuel Mier Ter&n, by high officers serving in Chihuahua: 

owing to the scarcity of funds, the soldiers, 
destitute of means and with numerous families 

5The Decree for the expulsion of Spaniards from Occidente 
signed by Jose Maria Gaxiola, No. 43 Gobierno Supremo del 
Estado de Occidente February 15, 1828, Pinart Print No. 70, 
Pinart Papers, Bancroft Library (hereafter cited as Bancroft, 
Pinart), film 563, University of Arizona Library. 
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dependent on them are compelled by their pressing 
necessities to sacrifice their hard earned pay, 
selling their arrears, say $1,000 or more, for a 
fourth of the amount, which is the highest the 
heartless usurers will allow them. The hungry, 
naked soldier cannot perform duty and common human
ity revolts against demanding it of them.6 

It is evident that similar circumstances existed in Sonora as 

well and only continued to worsen as time progressed and the 

Apache situation deteriorated. 

Finally, the Mexican national congress acted by passing 

the law of March 23, 1826 adopting the system of presidial 

companies for the defense of the Estados Internos de Oriente 

y Occidente and the Territory of New Mexico. The law provided 

for the permanent garrisoning of nine presidios in Sonora: 

Fronteras, Santa Cruz, Tucson, Altar, Buenavista, Horcasitas, 

Bacoachi, Bavispe and Tubac. The law authorized an officer 

corps of forty-five and seven hundred forty-seven soldiers 

with an annual budget of 192,482 pesos.7 

The ability of the frontier population to maintain this 

authorized strength immediately came into question. Soon 

after passage of the national legislation, the state of 

6Reports to Manuel Mier y Ter&n, Chihuahua, December 11, 
1824, Bancroft Library, Berkeley, Documents for the History 
of Chihuahua Extracts from Manuscripts and printed matter in 
the Collection of Mons. Alphonse Pinart, Vol. II, 1824-1855. 
M-M 285, p. 5. 

7Juan M. Riesgo and Antonio J. V&ldez, Memoria estadisti-
ca del Estado de Occidente. (Guadalajara: Imprenta a cardo 
del C. E. Alatorre, 1828), p. 26. 



55 

Occidente passed a series of decrees creating the Hilicia 

Civica and regulations governing its conduct. These decrees 

and one outlining penalties for criminals sentencing insubor

dinate members of the militia, criminals, and anyone who 

refused to aid the state government in its Indian war, to 

presidial service.8 Lack of a state prison was the excuse 

given for criminals being sent to the presidios. This 

legislation labeled presidio soldiers as mainly criminals and 

damaged the recruitment of "socially aspiring lower class men 

to whom the colonial army had been a means to social mobil

ity."9 

In 1824, the cost of garrisoning Sonora's six presidios 

of regulars and three companies of Opata and Pima Indians 

amounted to 199,680.50 pesos.10 At this time, Sonora and 

Sinaloa were still combined as a single administrative area 

and as such had a population of over 200,000 to draw upon to 

support these expenses. Financing the presidios became a 

"Bancroft, Pinart, prints #90, 96, 98. 

'Dobyns, Tubac. vol. 3, p. 540. 

"These figures were compiled from a December, 1824 list 
of the Sonoran garrisons listing the number of officers and 
enlisted men and their pay scale for each of the six regular 
presidial companies and the three companies of Opata and Pima 
Indians. Bancroft Library, Berkeley, Documents for the 
History of Sonora Extracts from Manuscripts and printed matter 
in the Collection of Mons. Alphonse Pinart, Vol. I, 1784-1833. 
M-M 288, pp. 35-37 
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major consideration for the separation of Sinaloa from the 

Estado de Occidente. Sinaloans felt unduly put upon for the 

financial support of the presidios located in Sonora. Sinaloa 

was really no longer part of the frontier. These northern 

defenses did nothing to protect its citizens, yet they paid 

considerable sums to help maintain those defenses. Sonorans 

favoring division also realized the added burden they would 

have to carry and the greater exposure to Indian attacks that 

the division of the state of Occidente would precipitate. 

The proponents of division eventually prevailed. Six 

years later after the splitting of the Estado de Occidente 

into the separate states of Sonora and Sinaloa, the former was 

left with a population of about 100,000 to support the costs 

of these troops and that figure included Apaches and all other 

Indian groups.11 

By 1835 the cost of maintaining Sonora's presidios had 

increased to over $220,000 annually to pay presidial and 

active troops salaries as well as the expenses of the Comman

dant General, his staff, and the military hospital at Arizpe 

(the only hospital in Sonora). These figures were included 

in a report sent to the national congress when it proposed to 

close the port of Guaymas to commerce in 1835, a condition 

"The population figures for Occidente were broken down 
into percentages by racial classification, 40% white, 40% 
Indian, 10% mestizo, 10% black. Riesgo, Memoria, p. 77. 
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that local officials claimed would "complete the ruin of 

Sonora." The report further stated that the protection of the 

lives and properties of the inhabitants was wholly dependent 

upon the few presidio troops stationed there, [to check the 

Apache raids], even though their numbers were "insufficient 

for full protection . . . (and) even though they are hungry, 

naked and discontented." These revenues were the only source 

that the Commandant General could count on to support his 

troops. If they were denied him, then the troops must be 

disbanded and the state and its inhabitants "left to the mercy 

of the Apaches who know no mercy."12 Thus the presidios were 

reduced to these few sources of revenue and the repeated 

requests of the governor for private donations to support the 

troops in their campaigns against the Apache menace." 

The supply system for the presidios fared no better than 

their finances. Abuses of the system continued unabated as 

during the Spanish period. Presidial commanders and pay

masters left individual presidios bankrupt. They profited 

from the sale of goods to the soldiers and the discounting of 

"Bancroft Library, Documents for the History of Sonora 
Extracts from Manuscripts and printed matter in the Collection 
of Mons. Alphonse Pinart, Vol. II, 1830-1841. M-M 288, pp. 
292-294. 

"Circular issued by Governor Manuel Escalante y Arvizu 
October 11, 1833 requesting public donations to combat Apache 
depredations. Bancroft Library, Pinart, print #261 
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pagar£s (vouchers in lieu of hard currency) to their benefit. 

In R&pida oieada. his 1835 publication on the condition of the 

state of Sonora, Colonel Ignacio Ztiniga attributed the decline 

of the state to the issuance of these "pagar̂ s," worthless 

paper that only complemented the abuses and added to the ruin 

and decay of the frontier population that had been able to 

sustain itself to this point by the commerce and circulation 

of hard currency produced by the line of presidios.14 These 

conditions contributed to the discontent and demoralization 

of the presidial troops and eventually to the desertion of 

many troops. The troops finally became so outraged with the 

conditions they were forced to suffer under that they ousted 

the Commandant General. 

The barracks revolt of 1833 was the culmination of a 

decade of military involvement in the political disputes for 

control of the state which began with Colonel Mariano de Urrea 

in 1822. As the centralist-federalist struggle developed, the 

impact of presidial troops in determining the balance of 

political power and its geographical location within the state 

became apparent to leaders of both factions. Urrea served for 

a month as Commandante General of the Provincias Intemas when 

Garcia Conde left the post for a promotion to Mexico City. 

"Ignacio Zuniga, R&pida oieada as Estado de Sonora 
diriaida Y dedicada al supremo aobierno de la naci6n. (Mexico: 
1835), p. 24. 
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Urrea was replaced within two months by the former Intendant 

of Sonora, Antonio Cordero, because Iturbide felt he had too 

many republican tendencies. Bitter over his removal, Urrea 

protested until he was restored after the success of the Plan 

de Casa Mata succeeded in removing Iturbide in 1823. Urrea 

was then named as the chief political and military commander 

of Sonora and Sinaloa in April. He held this position for the 

next two years only by refusing to yield command to Antonio 

Narbona (and later to Sim6n Elias Gonzalez) when ordered to 

do so by the national government. When the state legislature 

named Elias governor of the Estado de Occidente in September 

of 1824, Urrea yielded his political office but retained his 

military post until 1825. The national government named a new 

Commandante General in 1825, Jose Figueroa, and once again 

Urrea refused to yield. General Figueroa's troops later took 

Urrea into custody after he tried to raise the junior officers 

in revolt. Charged with trying to have himself proclaimed 

"King of Sonora" in complete independence of the national 

government and attempting to raise the Indians of the state 

in revolt to accomplish that end, Urrea was transported to 

Mexico City and later deported to Ecuador.15 

The military's next major involvement in the politics of 

Occidente occurred when disputes arose over the location of 

lsAlmada, Diccionariopp. 811-812. 
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the state capital. The Yaqui war of 1825 had forced the 

removal of the capital from El Fuerte in northern Sinaloa 

further south to Cosala. In 1827 Sonorans opposed to locating 

the capital so far south began pressuring the legislature for 

division of the state. Legislators from Culiacan managed to 

present a petition for division of the state to the national 

congress in Mexico City. The national congress ruled that 

division was impossible under the Constitution of 1824, which 

could not be modified before 1830." Sonoran legislators then 

managed to maneuver the legislature into relocating the 

capital from Cosala to Alamos. Acting governor Francisco 

Iriarte vetoed the move but the military chief in Occidente, 

Colonel Mariano Paredes y Arrillaga, stepped in with troops 

to back the legislature's decision. The legislators were then 

escorted by Paredes troops to Cosala where they reaffirmed the 

change to Alamos. The capital remained there for the next 

three years until Sonora and Sinaloa became separate states.17 

But this was not to be the end of the military's involvement 

in determining the location of Sonora's state capital. 

Once Sonora became an independent state in 1831, argu

ments over location of a capital surfaced again. This time 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 111. 

"Robert Conway Stevens, "Mexico's Forgotten Frontier: 
A History of Sonora, 1821-1846," (Ph.D. dissertation, Univer
sity of California, Berkeley, 1963), pp. 92-93. 
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the choice was between Hermosillo and Arizpe. Even before the 

legislature convened, Sonora's commanding general, Sim6n Elias 

Gonzalez, adjutant inspector of the general command, began 

soliciting support from presidio commanders for the Arizpe 

location. Arizpe was the military headquarters of the federal 

commander for the Northwest and the center for the defense 

against the Apaches. The Elias Gonzalezes were also residents 

of Arizpe and the potential economic impact of locating the 

capital there was not lost on these astute officers.18 

Petitions were submitted by the presidio commanders who 

preferred to continue receiving their orders from Arizpe. 

Once the legislature convened in April of 1832, pressure from 

Arizpe's citizens and the military influenced its selection 

as the capital. 

In May of 1832 under the escort of twenty-five soldiers 

from the Buenavista presidio, the legislators transferred the 

capital to Arizpe.19 All this time Sonora's soldiers were 

involved in these political maneuverings, the situation with 

the Apaches was worsening and the stage was being set for the 

presidial commanders to revolt against the poor leadership 

sent them by the national government. 

"Stuart F. Voss, On the Periphery of Nineteenth-Century 
Mexico: Sonora and Sinaloa 1810-1877P (Tucson: University 
of Arizona Press, 1982), p. 65. 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 118. 
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In the military barracks of the capital city Arizpe, on 

September 30, 1833 a meeting was held and a pronunciamiento 

was issued by a majority of the presidial commanders, of

ficers, and representatives of the enlisted soldiers of Sonora 

calling for the immediate resignation and departure from the 

state of Commandante General Francisco Javier Arregui.20 

Arregui had assumed the post in June, 1833, and in the 

intervening four months, the officers under his command deemed 

that his actions proved him unfit to command the forces of 

Sonora. The officers then proceeded to remove him by force 

of arms. 

The pronunciamiento cited at least four major violations 

by Commander Arregui that had prompted these officers to adopt 

such a drastic measure. Arregui had repeatedly treated his 

officers with disrespect, being most violently abusive and 

insulting of their character and performance of duty, while 

20The following officers and representatives of the 
enlisted men signed the pronouncement: four Captains, Antonio 
Comaduran, Francisco Torres, Leonardo Leon, and Ignacio Elias 
Gonzalez; five Lieutenants, Teodoro Aros, Ignacio Carrillo, 
Salvador Moraga, Jose Maria Elias, Sebastian Reyes; seven 
Alferezes, Antonio Ramirez, Tomcis Romero, Gabriel Ronio, Angel 
Jubera, Manuel Orozco, Manuel Villa, Jose Jesus Corella; four 
cadets, Francisco Bustillos, Manuel Romero, Jose Maria 
Villaescusa, Joaquin Corella and for the sergeants Tomas 
J£come, for the corporals, Ignacio Barrios, and the privates, 
Ramon Gomez. Bancroft Library, Documents for the History of 
Sonora Extracts from Manuscripts and printed matter in the 
Collection of Mons. Alphonse Pinart, Vol. II, 1830-1841. M-
M 288, pp. 242-248. 
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neglecting his own. He had violated the Reglamento of 

Presidios by ignoring the regulation of commisarias in 

contracting for the purchase of horses from Manuel Maria 

G&ndara and in the matter of issuing salaries. Arregui 

received his own salary for six months while others received 

only that for three or less and the lowly privates for only 

a month if at all. Besides, he had received five hundred 

pesos from an unknown source. His worst offense involved 

receiving pay before the soldiers were first provided for. 

The officers also charged that he had received "a load of 

money" before it had passed through the treasury. Lastly the 

dissatisfied officers felt that the commander had exposed the 

entire frontier to Apache raiding by his granting a leave of 

absence to everyone that has asked for it in total disregard 

for the general ordinances of the army.21 

The presidial commanders felt they were acting in the 

best interests of the state and pledged to maintain public 

order and the defense of the state. They named senior Captain 

Ignacio Elias Gonzalez as interim commandant and sent letters 

to Governor Manuel Escalante y Arvizu outlining their actions. 

They supplied him with a list of conditions the future 

commandant should meet to hold the office. The most important 

21Pinart, History of Sonora, M-M 288, p. 243. 
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qualification was that he be a native of Sonora who had 

rendered all his military service in her presidial companies. 

While governor Escalante was convinced that numerous laws 

and military codes had been violated, he had little recourse 

of action other than to reprimand the officers and appoint a 

new commandant. On October 2, the veteran officer Lieutenant 

Colonel Jose Maria Elias Gonzalez, the next highest ranking 

officer of the army after the commandant general, was placed 

in command. Colonel Elias assumed the command at the urging 

of a council of war and only after assurances from the 

pronounced officers of their good disposition to respect and 

uphold the laws and decrees of the supreme authorities. He 

restored some semblance of order to the presidios but, as the 

overall conditions had not really changed, morale remained low 

and general operating policies continued as before. 

Indian Hostilities 

The G&lvez and Nava Instructions of 1786 and 1791 

governing Indian policy for the northwest resulted in the 

final years of Spanish control of Sonora being a period of 

general peace with the Apaches secured by the vigorous pursuit 

of war against those groups which did not accept reduction 

near the presidios. Sonoran presidios continued to operate 
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under these instructions as well as the Reglamento of 1772 

until the latter part of the 1820s, when financial conditions 

forced them to abandon nearly all offensive operations and 

take a purely defensive posture. This meant that military 

action by the presidios was taken only as a reaction to 

offensive maneuvers by the Apaches and other groups of hostile 

Indians. Such policy changes further reduced the effective

ness of Sonora's presidial forces. 

During the years immediately preceding independence when 

Indian subsidies arrived less and less frequently, the Apaches 

began to revert to their old habits of raiding. Apache 

raiding grew in proportion throughout the period as presidial 

fortunes declined. Unfortunately, Apaches were not the only 

Indian enemies that the presidials had to face during this 

era. Twice, first in 1825-1827 and then again in 1831 war 

broke out between Mexican forces and the Yaqui-Mayo tribes. 

The Yaqui rebellions of 1825 and 1831 resulted from their 

(Yaqui) rejection of Mexican "citizenship," as called for 

under the new Mexican Constitution. The Constitution had 

abolished the status of "Indian," which had afforded them some 

protection under the Spanish system. The Yaquis viewed this 

new citizenship as the means by which the "yoris" (whites or 

non-indians) would deprive them of their lands and political 

autonomy. Citizenship meant the end of the Yaquis traditional 
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system of communal landholding, and distribution of their land 

into individual allotments. It also meant an immediate 

reorganization of their political structure, which would leave 

them subject to "Mexican-controlled political units."22 The 

Yaquis were not prepared to accept either of these conditions. 

Yaqui resistance turned into outright rebellion on 

October 25, 1825, when Captain Ramon Mier entered the Yaqui 

pueblo of Raum. Captain Ramdn was under orders from General 

Jose Figueroa to arrest Father Jose Maria Melquiades 

Villasefior and the Yaqui, Juan Buitemea." The captain's small 

party was met by a Yaqui force estimated at between two and 

eight thousand strong. In the battle that followed several 

soldiers and a number of Yaquis were killed. Encouraged by 

their success, the Yaquis began raiding neighboring haciendas 

"Edward H. Spicer, The Yaquis A Cultural Historyr 
(Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1980), p. 319. 

"In Sept. 1825, the new federal commander general of 
Occidente, Jose Figueroa, had ordered Yaqui Captain General 
Nicolas Maria Alvarez to mobilize an auxiliary force for his 
Apache campaign to the Colorado River. The Yaquis refused, 
and a group of dissidents encouraged by Father Villasefior 
deposed Captain General Alvarez and installed Juan Buitemea, 
captain of the Huirivis militia. General Figueroa, angered 
by the priest's interference in secular affairs, ordered his 
arrest. He also ordered Captain Mier to reinstate Alvarez. 
Evelyn Hu-DeHart, Yaqui Resistance and Survival The Struggle 
for Land and Autonomy 1821-1910r (Madison: University of 
Wisconsin Press, 1984), p. 21. 
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and ranches, provoking a general state of panic throughout the 

territory.24 

During the next two days, Governor Sim6n Elias Gonzalez 

and Captain Jose Pesqueira of Guaymas led two unsuccessful 

expeditions in pursuit of Yaqui rebels. Knowing that he had 

limited financial and manpower resources and fearing the 

Yaquis might be joined in their rebellion by the Opatas and 

Pimas, Governor Elias opted for a political solution to end 

the uprising as quickly as possible. After receiving assuran

ces from the resident priests that "the Yaqui people desired 

peace,"25 Governor Elias granted a conditional amnesty to the 

rebels on October 27, 1825. 

Many of the Yaquis accepted the amnesty, but a large 

group under the leadership of Juan Ignacio Juscamea26 (commonly 

called Juan Banderas or simply Banderas) refused to surrender. 

These Yaquis had their own set of conditions for peace: that 

all Mexican troops withdraw from the Yaqui River, all non-

Yaqui (yori) families that had fled the Yaqui territory during 

the rebellion not return, and that the Yaqui people be 

recognized as the "sole and absolute owners of the land in 

24Hu-DeHart, Yaqui Resistance, p. 21. 

25Hu-DeHart, Yacrui Resistance, p. 22. 

"Almada, Diccionariof p. 416 
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their area."37 For the next eighteen months the Yaquis led by 

Banderas terrorized the Sonoran frontier resulting in consid

erable loss of life and property. 

While Banderas gained support for the rebellion from the 

Mayos, his attempt to establish a permanent Pan-Indian 

confederation to regain possession of their land failed. 

Unable to secure a purely military solution to the Yaqui 

rebellion, the Mexicans repeatedly tried to secure a political 

settlement by granting amnesty to the rebels. Between 1825 

and 1827 the government granted three amnesties in an attempt 

to get Banderas to surrender. This policy enabled Banderas 

to hold out even longer. The "interchangeability of active 

rebels and Yaqui laborers in the countryside"28 made it 

impossible for Figueroa's soldiers to determine which Yaquis 

had officially surrendered and which had not. This gave 

Banderas' forces time to rest and reorganize. 

On April 13, 1827, Banderas and the last of his rebel 

forces surrendered at the Yaqui pueblo of Potam. Banderas was 

ready to try and reach an accommodation with the Mexicans. 

In return, the Mexicans recognized Banderas as the captain 

"Hu-DeHart, Yaqui Resistance, p. 22. 

2BHu-DeHart, Yaqui Resistance, p. 33. 
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general (the official go-between with the Sonoran government) 

of the Yaquis.29 The peace lasted less than four years. 

The Mexicans had misinterpreted the rebellion as purely 

a race war and ignored the issues of land and autonomy. 

Within a year, the legislature of Occidente passed decree 

number 44, establishing the presidio of Buenavista as the 

cabacera (head town) of the eight Yaqui pueblos under Mexican 

jurisdiction.30 They followed in September by issuing two more 

decrees: the first abolished the position of captain general, 

and the second divided the Yaqui lands into individual 

allotments,31 encouraging white migration into Indian land. 

Had the government had the military strength to fully imple

ment these reforms when they were passed, the Yaquis might 

have been assimilated fully within the state. Yaqui resent

ment began building immediately and by 1831 Banderas was ready 

for a second rebellion. 

"Ibid., p. 33. 

"Circular No. 44 establishing Buenavista as the cabacera 
of the eight Yaqui pueblos. February 6, 1828, Arizona 
Pioneers' Historical Society, Tucson, the Aguiar Collection, 
document #B 31. (hereafter cited AHS, Aguiar). 

31Ley para el gobierno particular de los pueblos de 
indignes, No. 88 and Ley para el repartimiento de tierras de 
los pueblos de indignas, reduciendolas a propiedad particular, 
No. 89, September 30, 1828, AHS, Aguiar, docs. 3-27-1 and C-
28-1. 
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Banderas chose an opportune moment for his second 

rebellion. Occidente was in the process of being divided into 

the separate states of Sinaloa and Sonora. Most of the 

military forces of the state were either engaged against the 

Apaches or tied up in the Centralist-Federalist struggle of 

Mexico. Eluding the Sonoran forces throughout 1831, Banderas 

continued the struggle into 1832. Throughout the year his 

forces gathered strength and took control of much of the 

state. By November, 1832, the government was again ready to 

offer amnesty to the rebels if they would turn in their 

leaders and return all stolen property.32 

The government got little response to the new offer of 

amnesty, but did manage some minor military successes. 

Banderas and a large number of his leaders were captured on 

December 6, 1832, by a group of vecinos from the Sahuaripa 

district that had tired of waiting for official relief and 

organized their own expedition. A month later on January 7, 

1833, Banderas was executed by a military tribunal at Arizpe." 

Peace was temporarily restored, but this was only the first 

stage of what would be an ongoing Yaqui rebellion that 

continued throughout the rest of the century. 

32Hu-DeHart, Yaqui Resistance. p. 46. 

"Hu-DeHart, Yaqui Resistance, pp. 33-34 
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The first Yaqui-Mayo war had placed such a strain on the 

Sonoran treasury that on December 16, 1829 Manuel Ignacio de 

Arvizu, the military commandant of the Estado de Occident, 

issued detailed instruction to the presidial commanders of the 

frontier for dealing with new outbreaks of violence by the 

Apaches. 

The commanders of frontier military posts were: 

to carry on a defensive war against the Apaches who 
are constantly raiding, considering the fact that 
the poverty of the Treasury does not permit of them 
undertaking any offensive warfare." 

34The military commander of the state of Occidente, Manuel 
Ignacio de Arvizu, issued a list of 21 specific instruction 
to the presidial commanders, the highlights of which were: 
upon learning of Apaches entering his territory, commanders 
were to learn the route they have taken, dispatch 25 to 30 men 
to go in pursuit, but not beyond the limits of the command, 
if they overtake the enemy he must be attacked and punished, 
if the enemy had escaped beyond the line, the party must go 
back to the starting point. The commanders would then notify 
the other presidios of his section and each would provision 
a party of thirty men for 20 to 25 days pursue and attack the 
enemy when located. The highest ranking officer or veteran 
sergeant would command the expedition. The commander of each 
party was to keep a diary of the expedition to be delivered 
to his presidial commander upon return. The presidial 
commander was then to make a report to the Commandante Militar 
sending along those diaries as well. Citizen divisions were 
allowed to accompany the soldiers and were subject to the same 
rules as the soldiers and provided with free ammunition. 
Manual Ignacio de Arvizu, Commandante Militar of the Estado 
de Occidente to all presidial commanders, Arispe, December 16, 
1829, Bancroft Library, Documents for the History of Sonora 
Extracts from the Manuscripts and printed matter in the 
Collection of Mons. Alphonse Pinart, Vol. I, 1784-1830, M-M 
288, pp. 206-208. 
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These instructions were very specific as to how military 

operations were to be conducted by the presidial commanders. 

Sonora's presidial forces were divided into two sections, 

Fronteras, Bavispe and Bacoachi to form the first and Santa 

Cruz, Tubac, and Tucson the second. The commandants of 

Fronteras and Tucson were placed in charge of their respective 

sections. When presidial commanders received news of Apache 

intrusion into their sectors, they were to send out patrols 

to search out and punish the enemy if they could be located. 

Any Indian prisoners taken were to be treated as prisoners of 

war and "no one [was] to be slain in cold blood,"35 prisoners 

were then to be transported to the nearest military post. 

Contrary to these instructions, few prisoners were taken 

alive. 

Feeling they had nothing to lose, the Apaches took notice 

of the recent developments of the Yaqui-Mayo revolts and 

decided this would be an opportune time to resume their 

raiding of Sonoran settlements. During their last treaty 

negotiations, the Apaches failed to maintain systematic 

distribution of rations which had been an established practice 

for the last fifty years. The government had informed the 

Indians that they "must now work for their subsistence . . . 

35Pinart, History of Sonora, M-M 288, p. 207. 
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the Apaches understood the rations to be the price of peace."36 

The failure of the Sonoran government to recognize this fact 

would cost them dearly throughout the remainder of the period 

under consideration and most of the remainder of the nine

teenth century. Work for the Apache meant the resumption of 

raids on Mexican property and populations. 

By 1835, Apache raiding, and further deterioration of 

presidial conditions, led colonel Ignacio Ztiniga to publish 

R&pida oieada. a critical report on the condition of Sonora. 

In this report Zuniga outlines what he believed were the 

problems of Sonora's distress and his plans for their solu

tion. For Zuniga, restoration of the colonial presidial 

system was the key to Sonora's defense and return to prosper

ity. He called for a return to an offensive military strategy 

as practiced by the Spaniards, with monthly campaigns and 

constant harassment of Apache rancherias, an unrelenting 

campaign to bring the Apaches to their knees. Events in 

Mexico City and on the Texas frontier prevented any real 

changes being instituted and Sonora's presidios continued to 

struggle for existence. Engaging the Apaches with occasional 

success and negotiating a temporary peace treaty with the 

Pinal Apaches in 1836 were all these poorly equipped and 

understaffed presidial soldiers were capable of. As this era 

36Voss, On the Periphery, p. 67. 
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ended, one fact was abundantly clear. Sonora's citizens 

believed that it was time for the federal government to assume 

responsibility for securing the state from hostile Indians. 

Unfortunately for Sonora, the disorganized and impoverished 

federal government was unable to provide that assistance and 

responsibility for defending the frontier would remain in the 

hands of the presidios for many years to come. 



CHAPTER 5 

COMADURAN AN OFFICER OF THE TRANSITION 

Officers stationed at the presidios of Mexico's northern 

frontier of Sonora witnessed considerable changes to the 

territory, both politically and militarily, during the first 

half of the nineteenth century. As political control of 

Sonora passed from Spain to Mexico in 1821, so did the 

allegiance of the officers defending it. Many of the officers 

who witnessed these changes had served at the Presidio San 

Agustin del Tucson during their careers. After successfully 

making the transition from the military service of Spain to 

that of Mexico, several of these officers would attain 

positions of power and notoriety under the new government: 

Jose Maria Elias Gonzalez (Militar y Gobernador de Estado), 

Jose Cosme Urrea (Gobernador y Commandante Hilitar del 

Estado), Antonio Narbona (Commander of Arms Sonora and 

Sinaloa) and Ignacio Zuniga (soldier and author).1 Others 

spent years of service on the frontier remaining virtually 

anonymous except to the local population and their immediate 

military superiors. One such officer was Antonio Comadurdn. 

A review of his career offers a look at what life was like for 

l̂mada, Diccionariof pp. 239, 500, 800, 851. 

75 
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many officers in remote outposts during the nineteenth 

century. 

Jose Antonio Comadurdn was born in Arizpe, Sonora, on 

September 12, 1797 to Miguel Antonio Comadur&n and Ramona Diaz 

del Carpio.2 His father, a native of Barcelona and of noble 

birth, was a surgeon in the Spanish royal army and served at 

Villa de Chihuahua before being transferred to the military 

hospital of Arizpe. This marriage linked the Comadurdns to 

the prominent Elias Gonzalez family who held important civil 

and military positions in Sonora under both Spain and Mexico.3 

After spending his boyhood years in Arizpe, Comadur̂ n 

entered Spanish military service on September 1, 1814 just 

eleven days before his seventeenth birthday. Originally a 

"soldado distinguido,11 Comaduran was promoted to "cadete" 

after only four months. These special classifications were 

reserved for those of genteel birth and sons of officers. 

Cadetes generally received their appointments directly from 

the viceroy or commandant general, and when promoted, they 

rose immediately to the rank of alf6rez.4 Comadur&n spent the 

2Jose Antonio Comadurdn, Birth Certificate, September 12, 
1797, Arizpe Parish Archive signed by Jose Cayetano Salcido. 
Copy provided author by James E. Officer. 

3Almada, Diccionario. p. 239, and Officer, Hispanic 
Arizona, p. 321-326. 

'Marc Simmons, Spanish Government in New Mexico. 
(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1968), p. 116. 
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next three years and four months in Quatra Compania Volante 

of Nueva Vizcaya at the Presidio del Norte and on detachment 

to the San Pablo Quartel. The young cadete demonstrated his 

enthusiasm and bravery at del Norte, by taking part in two 

engagements with the enemigos (Indians). He managed to 

recapture three horses. Upon being promoted to segundo 

alfdrez (ensign) in October of 1817, he was transferred to the 

Presidio San Agustin del Tucson where he served throughout the 

remainder of his career, except for a temporary assignment as 

commander of the presidio of Santa Cruz.5 

Comaduran's rise through the Spanish presidial ranks 

compares similarly to that of several other officers serving 

in Sonora's presidios at the same time; Teniente Manuel de 

Casanova, Alf&rez Guillermo Narbona, Alf&rez Ignacio Zuniga. 

Each of these officers was born on the frontier during the 

1790s, classified as of noble birth, and spent on the average 

a little more than three years as a cadete before being 

50jo de Servicio de Alf6rez Antonio Comadurdn, presidio 
of San Agustin del Tucson, December 31, 1817, AGN, PI., vol. 
233, and Jos6 Maria Elias Gonzalez report to the Comandante 
General de Estado de Occidente, Arizpe, June 1, 1835, Arizona 
Historical Society, Apache Files, reel 13, p. 214.2. 
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promoted to Alf6rez.6 All of these officers continued to 

serve in the Sonoran presidios after Mexico became independent 

and advanced through the ranks at a similar pace as Comadur&n. 

When Comadurcin arrived at Tucson in 1817, the territory 

enjoyed an extended period of relatively peaceful coexistence 

with the Western Apaches, the result of G&lvez and Nava's 

Apache pacification policy. The policy seems to have been 

fairly effective from 1793 to 1821. Two large bands of 

Apaches settled at Tucson during this period and Comadur&n 

was present in February, 1819, when General of the Pinals 

Chilitipage presented himself and seventy-eight of his 

warriors at the gates of the presidio, asking for peace and 

permission to settle at Tucson. Antonio Narbona, head of the 

Spanish army of Sonora, granted provisional approval which was 

later confirmed by the viceroy. In may 1819, Chilitipage and 

two hundred thirty-five Pinal Apaches surrendered to Lieuten

ant Jose Romero and were settled near the presidio and 

provided with rations of beef and wheat.7 

60jo de Servicio de Teniente Manual de Casanova, Compania 
de Fronteras, Ojo de Servicio de Alf6rez Guillermo Narbona, 
Compania de Fronteras, Ojo de Servicio de Alf6rez Jos6 Maria 
Tresierra, Compania de Santa Cruz, Ojo de Servicio de Alferez 
Ignacio Zuniga, Compania de Horcasitas, December 31, 1817, 
AGN, PI., vol. 233. 

7Dobyns, Spanish Colonial Tucson, pp. 102-103. 
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What makes this event so extraordinary is the timing. 

The Mexican war of independence had been going on for nearly 

a decade and the Apache subsidy program had seriously deter

iorated from lack of funding. With payment for the troops 

reaching Tucson on an irregular basis as well, it took a very 

resourceful commander to be able to provide an immediate 

ration of beef and wheat to such a large group of Apaches. 

Tucson's commanders were unable to maintain such subsidies for 

long. 

By the following year, Chilitipage and his Pinal warriors 

were causing dissention among the previously settled, peaceful 

Apaches at Tucson. Fortunately, the Tucson troops were able 

to contain the disturbance without serious consequences. This 

event was one of the first signs of trouble with the Apaches 

that would resume after Mexican independence.8 

In 1820, Antonio Comadur&n was promoted to the rank of 

primer alf6rez, the highest rank he attained in the Spanish 

army.9 As Spanish rule in Mexico was about to end, the 

consequences for Sonora's presidios began to manifest them

selves at Tucson. The main problems which had affected Tucson 

for the previous decade were interruptions in arrival of 

"Almada, Diccionario, p. 73. 

"Victor R. Stoner and Henry F. Dobyns, "Fray Pedro 
Antonio De Arriquibar, Chaplain Of The Royal Fort At Tucson," 
Arizona and the West. Vol. 1, (Spring, 1959); p. 78. 
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supplies for the peaceful Apaches and payment of the presidial 

soldiers. Soon to be added to the list would be serious 

attrition of the frontier's most experienced officers. On 

September 3, 1821, the last Spanish commander of Tucson, 

Lieutenant Colonel Manuel Ignacio de Arvizu, and the rest of 

his officers proclaimed their adherence to Agustin de 

Iturbide's Plan de Iguala, effectively making Tucson a 

"Mexican" presidio.10 

After securing Tucson as a Mexican outpost, Colonel 

Arvizu returned south to participate in the political activi

ties of the Sonoran capital of Arizpe and the rotation of 

Tucson commanders began. Over the next seven years, command 

of the Tucson garrison changed hands at least six times. 

Captain Jose Romero assumed the post until June 8, 1823 when 

he was directed by President Iturbide's Minister of Relations 

to establish a mail route from Tucson to California.11 Romero 

did not return from this mission until January, 1826. During 

his absence Alf6rez Comadur̂ n received his first experience 

as acting post commander of the presidio of Tucson until 

September, 1825, when Lieutenant Colonel Arvizu returned for 

a brief period. 

10Almada, Diccionarior p. 84. Officer, Hispanic Arizona, 
p. 91. 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, pp. 101-102. 
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Comadur&n was kept busy repairing the Tucson defenses 

which had deteriorated considerably during the previous 

decades of peaceful coexistence with the Apaches. The alf6rez 

was also kept occupied chasing Apache raiding parties that 

constantly attacked outlying haciendas in the Santa Cruz 

valley. These ranchers managed to survive the Apache depreda

tions with the protection afforded by the Mexican soldiers of 

Tucson until the 1830s when they had to be abandoned. 

Comaduran and Tucson citizens made further hasty repairs to 

presidio walls in 1825 when they learned that Sonoran Yaqui 

and Mayo Indians were once again in revolt under the leader

ship of Juan Ignacio Juzucarea, commonly referred to as 

"Banderas." Fortunately, the expected attack on Tucson never 

materialized." The settlement continued to live under the 

threat of attack until 1827 when Banderas and his warriors 

decided it was more to their advantage to return to peace. 

Antonio Comaduran was not only a soldier, but a family 

man as well. Shortly after being promoted to lieutenant, he 

married Ana Maria Ramirez on November 2, 1824." In that same 

"Mark Randolf Barnes, "Tucson: Development of a Com
munity," (Ph.D. dissertation, the Catholic University of 
America, 1983), p. 79. 

"Baptismal certificate of Joaquin Comaduran issued at 
Arizpe, November 3, 1844, certifying birth on November 2, 
1824, Certificate also bears the notation "ESTE SE LEGITIMO 
POR SUBSECUENTE MATRIMONIO," (copy provided author by James 
E. Officer). 
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month his first son, Joaquin, was born, the first of five 

children his marriage would produce. This marriage benefited 

both the Comaduran and the Ramirez families many times over, 

strengthening both financially and politically. Both families 

were now further linked through intermarriage to the powerful 

families of Jose Maria Elias Gonzalez and Jose Cosme Urrea. 

It would be these same family connections that later 

pulled Comaduran into Sonora's political turmoils of the 1830s 

and 40s. Comadur&n's brother-in-law, Teodoro Ramirez, became 

one of the leading merchants of Tucson, and this provided the 

future commandant with rapid access to provisions for his 

military forces to pursue Apache raiding parties. The 

connection proved to be invaluable to Comadurdn because he 

was able to obtain credit from his brother-in-law on several 

occasions when he needed supplies to pursue the enemy Apaches 

and was unable to receive aid from his superior officers to 

finance the expeditions. Comaduran's efforts to collect 

reimbursement for these short-term loans from his brother-in-

law proved difficult, even with his strong political connec

tions." 

By the end of 1828, Comaduran again commanded the Tucson 

presidio. At that time, politics drew local commanders into 

"Antonio Comanduran to Jose Maria Elias Gonzalez, Tucson, 
October 17, 1844, M-M 381: Manuscript 70, Pinart collection, 
Bancroft Library, Berkeley. 
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the controversy of dividing Occidente into the separate states 

of Sonora and Sinaloa. When it became apparent that the 

divisionists would succeed, the presidial commandants were 

used by Sonora's commanding general, Sim6n Elias Gonzalez, to 

put pressure on the legislature to select Arizpe as the new 

capital. Comaduran and the other presidio commanders, at the 

urging of Jose Maria Elias Gonzalez, the adjutant inspector 

of the general command (and his cousin), gathered petitions 

supporting Arizpe as the site for the new capital.15 Being a 

native of Arizpe and with his relatives, the Elias Gonzalezes, 

having strong economic interests in that city, it was probably 

not difficult to gain Comaduran's support for that location. 

Besides, the frontier commanders viewed Arizpe as the center 

for defense against the Apaches and the former capital of the 

Provincias Internas was still the military headquarters of the 

federal commander for the Northwest. On May 25, 1832 presid

ial troops from Buenavista escorted the legislature to the new 

capital of Arizpe. This incident was the first in a series 

of events that brought Comaduran and Tucson into the politi

cal-military conflicts of Sonora. 

All of the political maneuvering in the south left Tucson 

and the other presidios of the Primeria Alta short of troops 

to defend against the ever increasing raids of the Apaches. 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 117. 
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Their task was made even more difficult in that they lacked 

proper provisions and equipment. Captain Comadurdn and the 

other presidio commanders petitioned Sonora's commanding 

officer Colonel Francisco Xavier Arregui repeatedly for relief 

and assistance. When they had exhausted all other means, 

these officers, under the leadership of Ignacio Ellas 

Gonzalez, gathered in Arizpe on September 30, 1833 and carried 

out a barracks revolt to replace Arregui themselves.16 Even 

this change did little to relieve their situation. The 

Sonoran treasury had been sorely depleted by the groups 

competing for political control of the state, and no funds 

were available to pay or resupply the presidial troops. 

Finally, in 1834 the citizens of Tucson and Santa Cruz 

petitioned the central government in Mexico City to take over 

maintenance of the frontier forts as the only means of 

restoring the garrisons to a professional status.17 This plea 

also went unanswered. The situation became so bad that by 

1835, Tucson's presidial soldiers were selling their arms and 

equipment to civilians in order to obtain enough money to 

purchase food for their families. The situation became so bad 

"Bancroft Library, Documents for the History of Sonora 
Extracts from Manuscripts and printed matter in the Collection 
of Mons. Alphonse Pinart, Vol. II, 1830-1841. M-M 288, p. 
242-248. 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 127. 
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that Governor Escalante issued an order levying fines and 

penalties on civilians that purchased any military equipment 

from these desperate soldiers, doubling and tripling the fines 

for repeat offenders.18 Yet, throughout all of this, Captain 

Comadurcin was still able to mount occasional operations 

against the Apaches and maintain the defense of Tucson. 

The resourceful Captain spent the next twenty years 

constantly engaged in a defensive campaign against the 

Apaches. As many frontier commanders did, Comaduran employed 

Indian allies to supplant his meager force of Mexican sol

diers. These Indian allies, mainly Pimas and Papagos, as well 

as Apaches de Paz settled at Tucson, enabled the Mexican 

forces to achieve occasional victories over the hostile 

Apaches. In the campaigns of 1832 - 1834, these Indian allies 

accounted for more than half of the volunteers from Tucson 

that took part in a major Mexican campaign against the Apaches 

in Sonora. This was one of the most successful campaigns of 

the era. Along with La Seccidn Patri6tica (The Patriotic 

Section, a volunteer militia force composed of settlers, many 

of whom were probably former presidial soldiers), Comadurcin 

and his troops defeated the forces of Captancillo Chiquito in 

a four-hour battle at Cajon de Arivaipa, killing 71 warriors, 

"Governor Manuel Escalante y Arvizu decree of August 28, 
1835, Bancroft Library, Pinart Prints, No. 433. 
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capturing 13 children and recovering over 200 horses and 

mules.19 

Comadur&n and other Mexican officers did not always trust 

their Indian allies, but continued to employ their services 

throughout the Mexican occupation of Arizona. Again in the 

campaigns of 1837, 1843, and 1845, in which Comadurdn partici

pated, his forces were comprised of large numbers of Indian 

allies. 

The Papagos, who had participated as allies in campaigns 

against the Apaches in 1834, were driven to rebellion against 

the Mexicans just four years later. Gold strikes in the Altar 

valley in 1838 had caused a great deal of tension between the 

Papagos and Mexican prospectors. The prospectors showed 

little regard for the Papagos or their property rights. In 

an attempt to find a peaceful solution, the Papagos appealed 

to Governor Manuel Maria G&ndara for assistance. But Gcindara, 

more concerned with his own political future, only tried to 

exploit the Papagos and use them against his political foes. 

The result of G£ndara's manipulations was a full-scale 

Papago rebellion. Comadur̂ n and the citizens of Tucson were 

closely confined to the presidio and the surrounding area in 

1841 when the Papago rebels engaged Mexican forces at the base 

"John L. Kessell, Friars. Soldiers, and Reformers; 
Hispanic Arizona and the Sonora Mission Frontier 1767-1856r 
(Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1976), pp. 284-285. 
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of Baboquivari Peak near Tucson. The Papagos were defeated, 

but this point marked the beginning of Indian involvement in 

the struggle for political control of Sonora between the 

Gcindara and Urrea factions. 

Captain Comadur&n and the rest of the northern presidial 

commanders were greatly affected by the political turmoils in 

the state of Sonora between 1837 and 1846, when dispute for 

control of Sonora erupted between federalist and centralist 

forces led by Jose Urrea and Manuel Maria Gandara. The 

struggle between Gandara and Urrea left the northern frontier 

virtually undefended against the Apaches. One other result 

of this conflict was that for the first time, Indian allies 

were employed to fight against other Mexicans. Both federal

ist and centralist forces enlisted Indian allies. 

Comadur6n wrote constantly to his superiors requesting 

both men and guns to defend against the Apaches, but his 

requests remained unanswered and his troops were called away 

to fight in the south, further weakening his position. by 

1843, Tucson was left with only 89 soldiers (eleven short of 

the number required by the Reglamento de 1826) to defend 

against the almost constant attacks of the Apaches.20 It took 

another two years before a major campaign of any success was 

"Antonio Comanduran to Jose Maria Elias Gonzalez, Tucson, 
January 16, 1843, Bancroft Library, Pinart Collection, M-M 
381, Print numbers 41 and 42. 
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launched against the Apaches. This one was to be led by 

Colonel Jose Maria Elias Gonzalez (Comadurdn's cousin), and 

consisted of nearly 1,000 men. The expedition was nearly 

cancelled when Governor Gdndara recalled the troops south, but 

a council of war was held in Tucson, and the decision was made 

to go ahead with the campaign in defiance of G&ndara's orders. 

The only recorded results of the campaign was that Comadur&n 

in December, "with a force of 155 men, succeeded in killing 

6 Apaches.1'21 This was the last campaign of any size to be 

conducted for several years because the start of the Mexican-

American war in 1846 once again depleted the forces of the 

northern presidios. 

Comadurcin had only one opportunity to engage American 

forces during the war and that came in December, 1846 when 

the Mormon Battalion under Lt. Colonel Philip St. George Cooke 

passed through Tucson. The Mormon Battalion was part of 

General Steven Watt Kearny's Army of the West assigned to the 

conquest of the Mexican northwest. Kearny had taken control 

of New Mexico by August, 1846, and decided to move on to 

California without awaiting the arrival of the Mormon Bat

talion. Kearny left Colonel Cooke in New Mexico with orders 

"Herbert Howe Bancroft, History Of Arizona And New Mexico 
1530-1888. facsimile of 1889 ed., (Albuquerque: Horn & 
Wallace, 1962), p. 405. 
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to lead the Mormon's to join him in California by the southern 

route through the frontier towns of Sonora, including Tucson.22 

Captain Comadurcin and the soldiers of the presidios of 

Tubac, Santa Cruz, and Fronteras were ordered by Governor 

G&ndara not to allow the Americans to enter Tucson unopposed. 

Mexican forces amounted to about two hundred men. After 

reconnaissance of the American forces, Comadurcin took his 

soldiers and most of the population of Tucson and withdrew in 

the face of superior numbers to San Xavier del Bac until the 

American forces had withdrawn the following day.23 Before 

Cooke's forces entered Tucson, Comaduran's son Joaquin and 

three other soldiers were taken prisoner by the American 

forces and held until the Mexican troops released Doctor 

Stephen Foster, Cooke's interpreter. Foster had entered the 

presidio in advance of the other troops to ask the commander 

to make a token surrender of arms and promise not to serve 

against the United States in the present war.24 Comadur6n 

refused to surrender any arms, so after Cooke had replenished 

his supplies in Tucson, he moved on without further incident. 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, pp. 194-195. 

"Lieutenant Colonel W. H. Emory, Notes Of A Military 
Reconnaissance. From Fort Leavenworth. In Missouri, to San 
Dieao. In California. Including Part of the Arkansas. Del 
Norte. And Gila Rivers. (Washington: Wendell and Van 
Benthuysen, Printers, 1848), p. 556. 

"Emory, A Military Reconnaissance, p. 556. 
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Comadur&n served another five years as Commander of the 

presidio before his death. These years were more difficult 

than ever as the Apaches continued their attacks, some 

believed to have been encouraged by the American forces of 

General Kearny and the troops he left in New Mexico. The 

population of the presidio continued to drop as gold was 

discovered in California and the Apache attacks became more 

frequent, from a high of 2,000 inhabitants in 1804, the 

population now stood at about 760. Comadur̂ n also faced 

further disappointment as members of his company deserted 

during the campaign of 1849, led once again by Colonel Jose 

Maria Elias Gonzalez. It is believed that Antonio Comadur&n 

died during the cholera epidemic in Tucson in 1851.25 

Antonio Comaduran had come to Tucson as a young, en

thusiastic calvary officer and spent the next thirty-five 

years protecting and contributing to the development of the 

community that would be his home and that of his children and 

grandchildren in the years to come. His service at Tucson is 

typical of that of other officers who served on the northern 

frontier. Many were born in the area and spent their entire 

careers serving at the presidio of their birth or in nearby 

presidios. These officers fought the Indians as well as the 

harsh conditions of the land all their lives, gaining only the 

"Officer, Hispanic Arizona, p. 254. 
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respect of their fellow officers and the citizens they served. 

It was the dedication of officers like Antonio Comadur&n that 

made settlement of Tucson and the Santa Cruz Valley possible 

during the nineteenth century. 



CHAPTER 6 

CONCLUSION 

The future of Sonora's presidios under Mexican control 

was determined in the decade prior to independence from Spain. 

It was during this period that the peace and order established 

over the previous twenty years began to dissipate. The 

Sonoran presidios entered a period of decline and deteriora

tion that continued for the next quarter of a century. The 

precedents established during these ten years set the Mexican 

presidios on a course for failure. 

Sonora's presidial troops had probably reached their 

maximum degree of efficiency by 1810. Troop strength was at 

its highest levels and the Apache reservation system had 

succeeded to such a degree that raiding of Sonoran settlements 

had decreased to only occasional incidents. The advent of the 

Mexican war of independence changed all of this. Defending 

the Sonoran frontier lost what little priority that it had 

held for Spain. Sonora's presidial troops were called south 

to engage insurgent forces and left presidios drastically 

understaffed, a condition from which they never fully recov

ered even under Mexican control. With troop strengths 

depleted, the presidios lost most of their limited offensive 

92 
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capabilities. They were forced to adopt a strictly defensive 

posture. 

Along with the troops went the funds which had sustained 

this frontier. The fragile peace the Spanish had managed to 

maintain with the Apaches for nearly two decades had been 

purchased though the subsidy programs managed by the presidial 

reservation system. For the first time in the hundred year 

history of Spanish-Apache relations, these groups who had 

refused to accept Christianization or Europeanization were 

settling peacefully under the vigilant eyes of the presidial 

troops. The failure of the Spanish government to sustain 

these programs adequately throughout the war years caused the 

Apaches to desert the reservations and return to their old 

raiding habits out of economic necessity. Fortunately for 

Sonora, this was a gradual process and did not become a 

serious problem until after Mexico achieved independence. 

Once an independent Mexican government was in power, 

these subsidy programs became another casualty of the fron

tier. Politicians in Mexico City became more interested in 

satisfying local self-interests than maintaining peace with 

Apaches on a distant frontier. Because of this, the only 

program which had achieved any real success in dealing with 

the Apache threat in Sonora fell apart. 
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The greatest single factor contributing to the collapse 

of the Sonoran presidial system was the Mexican national 

government's failure to integrate Sonora's presidial forces 

into the regular Mexican army. They were left to operate as 

an independent unit as they had in the past under Spain. 

These forces decayed because of inadequate financial support 

while the nation's regular army in central Mexico became a 

dominant force and absorbed a disproportionate share of the 

national budget. The national government took until 1826 to 

even authorize the continuance of the Sonoran presidios and 

propose funding for their support. By this time, troops were 

so demoralized from defending against hostile Indian groups 

with inadequate weapons and supplies, that desertion became 

common and recruitment could not fill the companies to their 

authorized strength. Presidial service which had once been 

an attractive option for frontier settlers offering regular 

pay, access to presidial lands, and the possibility of social 

mobility, could no longer be viewed as such. Troops were 

rarely paid on time and laws that sent criminals and other 

social undesirables to serve in frontier garrisons precluded 

the enlistment of settlers not wishing to serve in a group 

that carried such a stigma. 

Another result of the failure to integrate these troops 

into the regular army was the further politization of these 
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troops which had begun during the war of independence. 

Throughout the 1820s and 30s, presidial troops were used time 

and again to settle the states' political squabbles, backing 

whichever group might benefit their situation the most. But 

this involvement deterred them from their primary task, 

defending the territory from ever increasing Indian depreda

tions. 

Though the presidios failed in much of their mission, 

they were able to meet with at least some partial successes. 

They did manage to retain Mexico's precarious hold on the 

territory it had inherited from Spain at independence through 

a valiant defensive struggle with the Apaches. This can be 

related to the other success of the presidio as an institution 

of acculturation. The Spanish and Mexicans were able to hold 

the territory, due in large part, to the help of their Indian 

allies. It was through the assimilation of Apaches de Paz, 

Pimas, and especially the Opata Indians into Hispanic culture 

due to constant contact with the presidios and their settlers, 

that eventually helped bring these groups into Mexican 

society. 



LIST OF REFERENCES 

BOOKS 

Almada, Francisco R., Diccionario de historia. aeografia y 
bioarafia sonorenses. Chihuahua, Mexico: Impresora Ruiz 
Sandoval, 1952. 

Archer, Christon I., The Army In Bourbon Mexico. 1760-1810. 
Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1977. 

Bancroft, Hubert Howe, History Of Arizona And New Mexico 1530-
1888. Facsimile of 1889 ed. Albuquerque: HORN & 
WALLACE, 1962. 

Bancroft, Hubert Howe, The Works Of Hubert Howe Bancroft 
Volume XVI History Of The Northern Mexican States And 
Texas Vol. II 1801-1889. San Francisco: The History 
Company, Publishers, 1889. 

Bannon, John Francis, The Spanish Borderlands Frontier 1531-
1821. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 
1974. 

Brinkerhoff, Sidney B., and Faulk, Odie B., Lancers for the 
King: A Study of the Frontier Military System of 
Northern New Spain. With A Translation of the Royal 
Regulations of 1772. Phoenix: Arizona Historical 
Foundation, 1965. 

Castaneda, Carlos E., Our Catholic Heritage In Texas 1519-
1936. Vol. V. The Mission Era: The End Of The Spanish 
Regime 1780-1810. Austin: Von Boeckman-Jones, 1942. 

Cooke, Philip St. George, The Conquest of New Mexico and 
California in 1846-1848. Rio Grande Press, 1964. 

Cosulich, Bernice, Tucson. Tucson: Arizona Silhouettes, 
1953. 

Croix, Teodoro de, Teodoro de Croix and the Northern Frontiers 
of New Spain. Translated and edited by Alfred Barnaby 
Thomas, Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1941. 

Dobyns, Henry F., Spanish Colonial Tucson A Demographic 
History. Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1976. 

96 



97 

Emory, Lieut. Col. W. H. , Notes Of A Military Reconnaissancer 
From Fort Leavenworth. In Missouri. To San Diego. In 
California. Including Part Of The Arkansas. Del Norte. 
And Gila Rivers. Washington: Wendell and Van 
Benthuysen, Printers, 1848. 

Faulk, Odie B., Land Of Many Frontiers A History Of The 
American Southwest. New York: Oxford University Press, 
1963. 

Faulk, Odie B. , The Last Years of Spanish Texas f 1778-1821. 
The Hague: Mouton & Company, 1964. 

Faulk, Odie B., The Leather Jacket Soldier Spanish Military 
Eguipment and Institutions of the Late 18th Century. 
Pasadena: Socio-Technical Publications, 1971. 

Fisher, Lillian Estelle, The Intendant System in Spanish 
America. New York: Gordian Press, 1969. 

Gcilvez, Bernardo De, Instructions for Governing the Interior 
Provinces of New Spain. 1786. Translated and Edited by 
Donald E. Worcester. Berkeley: The Quivira Society, 
1951. 

Gibson, Charles, Spain In America. New York: Harper Colophon 
Books, 1966. 

Goodwin, Grenville, The Social Organization of the Western 
Apache. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1942. 

Hardy, Robert William Hale, Travels In The Interior Of Mexico. 
In 1825. 1826. 1827 & 1828. London: H. Colburn and R. 
Bentley, 1829; reprint ed., Glorieta, NM; Rio Grande 
Press, 1977. 

Hu-DeHart, Evelyn, Yaqui Resistance and Survival The Struggle 
for Land and Autonomy 1821-1910. Madison: University 
of Wisconsin Press, 1984. 

Kessell, John L., Friars. Soldiers, and Reformers: Hispanic 
Arizona and the Sonora Mission Frontier 1767-1856. 
Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1976. 

Lockwood, Frank C., and Page, Donald W., Tucson — The Old 
Pueblo. Phoenix: Manufacturing Stationers Inc., 1934. 



98 

MacLachlan, Colin M., and Rodriguez, Jaime E., The Forging Of 
The Cosmic Race A Reinterpretation Of Colonial Mexico. 
Berkeley: University of California Press, 1980 

McAlister, Lyle N., The "Fuero Militar" in New Spain. 1764-
1800. Tucson: Arizona Historical Society, 1976. 

Moorhead, Max L., The Apache Frontier: iacobo Ugarte and 
Spanish-Indian Relations in Northern New Spain. 1769-1791. 
Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1975. 

Moorhead, Max L., The Presidio: Bastion Of The Spanish 
Borderlands. Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 
1975. 

Navarro Garcia, Luis, Las Provincias Internas en el siglo XIX. 
Sevilla: 1965. 

Naylor, Thomas H. and Polzer, Charles W., S. J., ed. The 
presidio and militia on the Northern Frontier of New 
Spain A Documentary History Volume One: 1500-1700. 
Tucson: University Arizona Press, 1986. 

O'Connor, Kathryn Stoner, The Presidio La Bahia del Espiritu 
Santo de Ztiniga 1721 to 1846. Austin: Von Boeckmann-
Jones Co., 1966. 

Officer, James E. , Hispanic Arizona. 1536-1856. Tucson: 
University of Arizona Press, 1987. 

Riesgo, Juan M. and V&ldes, Antonio J., Memoria estadistica 
del Estado de Occidente. Guadalajara: Imprenta a cargo 
del C. E. Alatorre, 1828. Microfilm copy in University 
of Arizona Library, film 537. 

Simmons, Marc, New Mexico: A Bicentennial History. New York: 
W. W. Norton & Company, 1977. 

Simmons, Marc, Spanish Government in New Mexico. Albuquerque: 
University of New Mexico Press, 1968. 

Spicer, Edward H., Cycles of Conquest: The Impact of Spain. 
Mexico. and the United States on the Indians of the 
Southwest. 1533-1960. Tucson: University of Arizona 
Press, 1962. 

Spicer, Edward H. , The Yaquis A Cultural History. Tucson: 
University of Arizona Press, 1980. 



99 

Villa, Eduardo W., Historia del Estado de Sonora. Segunda ed. 
Hermosillo: Editorial Sonora, 1951. 

Voss, Stuart F. , On The Periphery On Nineteenth-Century 
Mexico: Sonora And Sinaloa 1810-1877. Tucson: Univer
sity of Arizona Press, 1982. 

Wagoner, Jay J. , Early Arizona Prehistory to Civil War. 
Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1975. 

Weber, David J., The Mexican Frontier. 1821-1846 The American 
Southwest Under Mexico. Albuquerque: University of New 
Mexico Press, 1982. 

Ztiniga, Ignacio, R£pida oieada al Estado de Sonora diriaida 
Y dedicada al supremo aobierno de la Naci6n. Mexico: 
1835. 



99 

ARTICLES AND JOURNALS 

Archer, Christon I., "Pardos, Indians, and the Army of New 
Spain: Inter-Relationships and Conflicts, 1780-1810." 
Journal of Latin American Studies 6:2 (1974): 231-255. 

Binkerhoff, Sidney B. , "The Last Years of Spanish Arizona, 
1786-1821." Arizona and the West. Volume 9, Number 1, 
(1967): 5-20. 

Dobyns, Henry F., "Military Transculturation of Northern Pima 
Indians, 1782-1821." ETHNOHISTORY 19/4 (Fall, 1972): 
323-343. 

Dunlay, Thomas WM., "Indian Allies In The Armies Of New Spain 
And The United States: A Comparative Study." New Mexico 
Historical Reviewr 56:3 (1981): 239-258. 

Ezell, Paul H. , "Indians Under The Law Mexico, 1821-1847," 
American Indiaena Vol. XV, No. 3 (July, 1955): 199-214. 

Hammond, George P., "The Zuniga Journal, Tucson to Santa Fe: 
The Opening of a Spanish Trade Route, 1788-1795," New 
Mexico Historical Review. Vol. VI, No. 1 (January, 1931): 
40-65. 

John, Elizabeth A. H., "A Cautionary Exercise in Apache 
Historiography." Journal of Arizona Historyr Vol. 25, 
No. 3 (Autumn, 1984) : 301-315. 

Officer, James E., and Dobyns, Henry F., "Teodoro Ramirez 
Early Citizen of Tucson." Journal of Arizona Historyr 
Vol. 25, No. 3 (Autumn, 1984) : 221-244. 

Stoner, Victor R., and Dobyns, Henry F., "Fray Pedro Antonio 
de Arriquibar. Chaplain of the Royal Fort at Tucson." 
Arizona and the West. Volume I (Spring, 1959) : 71-79. 

UNPUBLISHED MATERIALS 

Barnes, Mark Randolf, "Tucson: Development of a Community," 
Ph.D. dissertation, The Catholic University of America, 
1983. 



101 

Dobyns, Henry F., "Tubac Through Four Centuries: An Histori
cal Resume and Analysis." Three volumes. Commissioned 
by the Arizona State Parks Board, 1959. Copy in the 
Arizona State Museum Library, Tucson. 

Shull, Dorothy Boe, "The History Of The Presidios In Sonora 
And Arizona, 1695-1810." M.A. thesis. University of 
Arizona, 1968. 

Stevens, Robert Conway, "Mexico's Forgotten Frontier: A 
History of Sonora, 1821-1846." Ph.D. dissertation, 
University of California, Berkeley, 1963. 

Williams, Jack S., Pedro De Nava's Instructions For Governing 
The Apache Establishments of Peace - 1791 -. Tucson: 
University of Arizona, 1985. 

OTHER SOURCES 

Casanova, Teniente Manuel de, Ojo de Servicio Compania del 
Fronteras, December 31, 1817, Archivo General de la 
Naci6n, Mexico, Provincias Internas, Vol. 233. 

Circular issued by Governor Manuel Escalante y Arvizu October 
11, 1833 requesting public donations to combat Apache 
Depredations. Pinart Print No. 261, Pinart Papers, 
Bancroft Library, film 563 University of Arizona Library. 

Circular No. 44, issued by Governor Jose Maria Gaxiola, 
February 6, 1828, Alamos, Arizona Pioneer Historical 
Society, Tucson, The Aguiar Collection, doc. B 31. 

Comaduran, Jose Antonio. Birth certificate September 12, 
1797, Arizpe Parish Archive signed by Jos6 Cayetano 
Salcido. Copy provided author by James Officer. 

Comaduran, Jos§ Antonio. Official notarized copy of service 
record of Segundo Alf6rez Antonio Comadurdn of the 
Compania del Tucson dated December 31, 1817 and signed 
by Capitan Teniente Colonel Manuel Ignacio de Arvizu. 
Archivo General De La Naci6n De Mexico, Ramo Provincias 
Internas, Vol. 233. Taken from Bancroft Library micro
film, copy in Arizona State Museum, Documentary Relations 
of the Southwest. 



102 

Comaduran, Jose Antonio. Letters to Jose Maria Elias Gonzal
ez, January 16, 1843. Pinart Collection Documents 41 and 
42, M-M 381 Bancroft Library Microfilm. Copy Arizona 
State Museum, Documentary Relations of the Southwest. 

Comaduran, Jose Antonio. Letter to Jose Maria Elias Gonzalez, 
Tucson, October 17, 1844, Pinart Collection, M-M 381: 
Manuscript 70, Bancroft Library Microfilm. Copy Arizona 
State Museum, Documentary Relations of the Southwest. 

Comaduran, Joaquin. Baptismal certificate issued at Arizpe, 
November 3, 1844, certifying his birth as November 2, 
1824, certificate also bears the notation "ESTE SE 
LEGITIMO POR SUBSECUENTE MATRIMON10" (copy from Parish 
archives of Arizpe, Sonora, provided author by James E. 
Officer). 

Contestaciones Habidos entre el Gobierno del Estado de Sonora 
y el Commandante de Armas Interino, September 30, 1832, 
M-M 380 Pinart Collection, Bancroft Library, microfilm 
copy Arizona State Museum, Documentary Relations of the 
Southwest. 

Decree No. 43 Gobierno Supremo del Estado de Occidente 
February 15, 1828 for the expulsion of Spaniards from the 
state of Occidente, signed by Jos6 Maria Gaxiola, Pinart 
Print No. 70, Pinart Papers, Bancroft Library, film 563 
University of Arizona Library. 

Documents for the History of Chihuahua Extracts from Manu
scripts and printed matter in the Collection of Mons. 
Alphonse Pinart, Vol. I, 1786-1823 and Vol. II, 1824-
1855. M-M 287 Bancroft Library, microfilm copy Arizona 
State Museum, Documentary Relations of the Southwest. 

Documents for the History of Sonora Extracts from Manuscripts 
and printed matter in the Collection of Mons. Alphonse 
Pinart, Vol. I 1784-1833 and Vol. II, 1830-1841. M-M 287 
Bancroft Library, microfilm copy Arizona State Museum, 
Documentary Relations of the Southwest. 

Ley en que se detailan los delitos criminales, y sus penas, 
Agosto 29 de 1828 Decree No. 68 of the Gobierno Supremo 
del Estado de Occidente signed by Jose Maria Gaxiola. 
Pinart Print No. 98. Pinart Papers, Bancroft Library, 
film 563 University of Arizona Library. 



103 

Ley para el gobierno particular de los pueblos de indigenas, 
No. 88, Alamos, September 30, 1828, Arizona Pioneers 
Historical Society, Aguiar Collection, doc. C-27-1. 

Ley para el repartimiento de tierras de los pueblos de 
indigenas, reduci§ndolas a propiedad particular, No. 89, 
Alamos, September 30, 1828, Arizona Pioneers Historical 
Society, Aguiar Collection, doc. C-28-1. 

Ley penal para la milicia local del estado, Agosto 20 de 1828 
Decree No. 65 of the Gobierno Supremo del Estado de 
Occidente signed by Jos6 Maria Gaxiola. Pinart Print No. 
96. Pinart Papers, Bancroft Library, film 563, Univer
sity of Arizona Library. 

Listas de Revistas de Companias de Opatas de Bacoachi and 
Bavispe and Compania de Pimas de Tubac, July, 1818, 
Archivo General de la Nacidn, Mexico, Provincias Inter-
nas, Vol. 233. 

Narbona, Alferez Guillermo, Ojo de Servicio de Compania de 
Fronteras, December 31, 1817, Archivo General de la 
Naci6n, Mexico, Provincias Internas, Vol. 233. 

Oios de Serviciosr for the officers of the presidios of the 
Provincia of Sonora, December 31, 1817, Archivo General 
de la Naci6n, Mexico, Provincias Internas, Vol. 233. 

Reglamento Para La Milicia Civica Local Del Estado, Junio 21 
de 1828, Decree No. 60 of the Gobierno Supremo del Estado 
de Occidente signed by Jos6 Maria Gaxiola. Pinart Print 
No. 90. Pinart Papers, Bancroft Library, film 563, 
University of Arizona Library. 

Relaciones y Filaciones de Companias Presidiales de Altar, 
Santa Cruz, Bavispe, Fronteras, Tubac, Tucson, and 
Bacoachi, for June, 1817, and July, 1818, Archivo General 
de la Nacidn, Mexico, Provincias Internas, Vol. 243. 

Soto, Teniente Jose, Oio de Servicio. Compania de Santa Cruz, 
December 31, 1817, Archivo General de la Naci6n, Mexico, 
Provincias Internas, Vol. 233. 

Tresierra, Alf6rez Jose Maria, Ojo de Servicio, Compania de 
Santa Cruz, December 31, 1817, Archivo General de la 
Naci6n, Mexico, Provincias Internas, Vol. 233. 


