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On September 27, 1915, Jesus Bazán and his son-in-law Antonio 
Longoria—both members of the Tejano elite and the latter a Hidalgo 
County commissioner—traveled to a local Texas Ranger camp to 

report a robbery. Just days before, raiders stole horses from their ranch north 
of the Rio Grande River in Hidalgo County, Texas. Although Bazán and 
Longoria should have had the law on their side, anti-Mexican violence in the 
region—state-sponsored and otherwise—made the decision to report the rob-
bery difficult. On the one hand, they knew that if they reported the robbery 
to local or state police, their kin could face the raiders’ wrath for aiding local 
authorities. On the other hand, if Bazán and Longoria did not inform local 
authorities and the assailants were later arrested in possession of the stolen 
horses, the families could then be accused of supporting bandit activities 
and risk brutal reprisals. Had they cooperated with authorities to report the 
crime, they might still be accused of sympathizing with bandits and suffer the 
consequential wrath of border agents. In other words, either decision could 
trigger violent repercussions. Weighing the risks, Bazán and Longoria decided 
to report the robbery to Rangers camping on the Sam Lane Ranch. After a 
seemingly uneventful conversation with Ranger captain Henry Ransom, the 
two men left on horseback. When they were about three hundred yards from 
the Ranger campsite, laborers on Sam Lane’s ranch witnessed Captain Ran-
som and two civilians, William Sterling and Paul West, climb into a Model 
T Ford and follow the men. One passenger reached outside a window and 
shot both men in the back. Bazán and Longoria fell from their horses and 
died on the side of the road. Unfazed by the shooting, Ransom returned to 
the Ranger campsite to take a nap.1 Before getting too comfortable, Ransom 
warned witnesses not to bury or move the bodies. Taking this additional step 
of intimidation denied the bodies a proper burial and forced neighbors and 
friends of the dead to endure an extreme act of disrespect.2 
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Bazán and Longoria’s predicament, in a frontier space and zone of regional 
power dynamics, reveals the precarious lives of racialized and gendered subjects 
alongside and operating within the US–Mexico border region. As this essay 
shows, these acts took place within a culture of impunity in which state agents 
abused their authority and denied protection to ethnic Mexicans within their 
jurisdiction. In the name of policing the border, these agents regularly col-
laborated with vigilantes to summarily execute residents and created a reign 
of social terror that denied residents their civil and social rights. Between 
1910 and 1920, historians estimate that state agents and vigilantes murdered 
thousands of ethnic Mexicans.3

This period of anti-Mexican violence is not exceptional in terms of US 
history in general or border subjects in particular. As many authors have con-
tended, state violence constituted the forms of state consolidation through the 
participation of state agents and local residents in the region. By claiming a 
monopoly on violence, nation-states interpolate racialized subjects and declare 
brutal border pacification efforts as symbols of progress and modernity.4 From 
Spanish, to Mexican, to Texan, and finally to US systems of governance, re-
gional state-building projects targeted racialized and sexualized bodies in this 
region by imposing colonial and imperial forms of surveillance that installed 
new racial hierarchies and brutally policed categories of belonging. Borders 
have provided unique terrains for examining moments of racial formation. 
Overlapping colonial systems of racialized and gendered violence developed 
a social process of differentiation on the US–Mexico border that regularly 
denied the privileges of citizenship to ethnic and racial minorities.5 Anti-
Mexican violence on the US–Mexico border cannot be disentangled from 
the violence practiced in prior and concurrent state-building initiatives. For 
example, in the US South, the lynching of African Americans increased at a 
feverish pace in the early twentieth century. In Texas, the mob violence that 
targeted African Americans continued in northeastern counties alongside 
practices of anti-Mexican violence in southwestern counties.6 The lynchings of 
ethnic Mexicans gained the attention of Mexican consulates, which protested 
mob violence against Mexican citizens in the United States. These diplomatic 
protests, however, occurred alongside the Mexican state’s own practices of 
racialized and sexualized violence against indigenous groups, like the Apaches, 
in northern Mexico and the Arizona–Sonora border region. The genocide of 
Yaqui Indians in this region continued until 1907.7 

Unfortunately, histories of state violence in the Americas tend to be seg-
regated by disciplinary traditions and geographies, bounded both by nation-
states and by regionalism. Links between these regimes of state violence are 
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frequently overlooked. Moreover, the popular forgetting of violence against 
racialized groups stands in stark contrast to the popular celebration of the 
agents of state violence like the Texas Rangers, who maintain a global iconic 
status and are celebrated in song, literature, television, film, and professional 
sports. Histories that trace the movement of people and policies that traverse 
state boundaries help expose interconnected histories of the Americas and 
recast agents of violence in new light. In particular, transborder communi-
ties on the US–Mexico border help expose the limits of the nation-state, its 
imagined communities, and the particular systems of racial formation during 
state-building efforts.8 Memorialization projects that attend to the history 
of slavery, genocide, displacement, and mob violence in the Americas rarely 
highlight the interconnected systems of violence that permeate international 
borders. Doing so offers new opportunities to challenge the erasure of histories 
of violence from popular memory, to expose the long legacies of violence, and 
to make continued efforts for reckoning with these histories.9  

The local murders of Bazán and Longoria provide a window into the wider 
hemispheric regimes of state violence in the Americas. This event is located 
at the nexus of histories of vigilantism in the United States against domestic 
racial groups, practices of genocidal colonialism against indigenous nations 
in the Americas, and histories of US Empire. These forms of state violence 
have deep histories in the nineteenth century, as I argue, and produce a dis-
course about policing that mirrors many of the more contemporary forms 
of anti-Mexican violence.10 Many scholars have shown that to narrate these 
histories requires reading institutional archives against the grain.11 This essay 
contributes by showing that when scholars attend to generational memories, 
new opportunities emerge to help recuperate marginalized histories of state 
violence. By using census records, state records, and Texas Ranger reports, 
this study demonstrates the long legacy of state-sanctioned violence against 
ethnic Mexican subjects who appear in institutional archives as anonymous 
criminals. In contrast, oral histories, memoirs, documentaries, memorials, 
and private archives produce alternative historical narratives, circulated from 
one generation to the next, which seek to prevent the victims of state violence 
from being criminalized or erased.12 

Memories of state terror are not easily forgotten. To the contrary, both 
culture and memory are ripe terrains where meaning and history are under 
constant negotiation. Memories of state violence—and the cultural representa-
tions inspired by them—provide opportunities to expose the lasting traces of 
state violence in the construction of nation-states and the policing of political 
and social borders.13 In particular, vernacular histories challenge historical nar-
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ratives that disavow generational loss and obscure the roots of state violence 
throughout settler colonialism in the Americas. Because of absences in public 
memory and in institutionalized historical narratives, local residents in Texas 
have borne the burden of sustaining alternative histories and demanding a 
public reckoning with the legacies of racialized and sexualized forms of terror for 
their communities. By using local memories that describe both state-sanctioned 
violence and local responses to state regimes of terror, researchers throughout 
the Americas can continue to recuperate disavowed histories and illuminate 
how local regimes are connected to long and ongoing histories of violence.

The first part of this article analyzes the brutal methods of state agents and 
outlines the culture of impunity they enjoyed when acting to cement impe-
rial and colonial racial hierarchies and make newly subjugated populations 
available for manual labor. It broadens examinations beyond racial binaries 
and patriarchal narratives to uncover struggles for power between residents 
and the state previously understudied.14 It also considers how the witnesses of 
state-sanctioned terror survived in its aftermath. By following the legacies of 
this particular double murder, the present article demonstrates the enduring 
impact of this period of terror on the familial, social, and political lives of 
residents near the US–Mexico border. Moreover, studying the aftermath of 
violent conflict in a local context highlights residents’ varied efforts to rebuild 
their communities and reclaim social and political rights in the wake of state-
sanctioned violence. Residents used various methods to resist this period of 
terror including engaging in public protest, exerting property rights, and filing 
claims through international courts to hold states and their agents accountable 
for their crimes.15 Recounting these acts helps disrupt nationalist narratives of 
violence and reconciliation that popularly justify state terror, criminalize the 
dead, and claim that violent conflicts are resolved over time.16

The article’s second part uses generational memories to help trace the long 
legacy of the specific form of state violence carried out through vigilantes and 
state agents. It highlights residents who challenge mainstream narratives that 
work to assert both cultural and social control over populations.17 These resi-
dents recuperate and mourn the lives of victims of state violence criminalized 
by mainstream histories in public school curriculums and displayed at public 
museums.18 Texas residents Norma Longoria Rodriguez and Kirby Warnock 
have labored for nearly forty years to demythologize US history by memorial-
izing the double murder of Bazán and Longoria. Both Rodriguez and Warnock 
learned of the event from family members; each independently dedicated years 
to researching and documenting the murders after learning of the state failure 
to investigate and prosecute the assailants.19 Rodriguez and Warnock refuse to 
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allow the victims of state violence to remain anonymous. Through a practice 
of vernacular history-making, they bring into the public sphere alternative 
histories that were previously shared only in private settings among trusted 
friends and family, providing residents real and virtual forums to reckon with 
the long legacy of this violence. Examining their memorialization efforts shows 
that Mexican nationals, Mexican Americans, and Anglos alike suffered from 
the violent practices of law enforcement agents. 

Historical Context

Critical events in the nineteenth century contributed to the creation of the 
US–Mexico boundary. In 1821 Mexico gained its independence from Spain, 
but the Texas Revolution (1836), the US–Mexico War (1846–48), and the 
Gadsden Purchase (1854) resulted in the United States acquiring half of Mexi-
co’s territory within forty years of the latter’s independence. These constructed 
boundaries required constant enforcement throughout the century.20 In the late 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, shifting racial hierarchies, the massive 
transfer of property from Mexican to Anglo hands, and the industrialization of 
agriculture—which assigned Mexicans in the American southwest to manual 
agricultural wage labor—led to a particularly violent period in the US–Mexico 
border region.21 This displacement occurred alongside Anglo migration from 
southern and northern US states that brought with it alternative ideologies for 
land use as well as strict ideas of white supremacist racial hierarchies. Efforts by 
state agents to enforce new racial hierarchies resulted in the brutal repression 
of insurrections on both sides of the Texas–Mexico border.22 

Since their establishment in the early nineteenth century, Texas Rangers 
blurred the lines between enforcing state laws and practicing vigilantism. 
Initially, the agents worked to ensure that Anglo settlers flourished in the new 
Texas Republic of 1836. This came at the grave expense of groups identified as 
enemies of new settlement. Rangers historian Walter Prescott Webb described 
the agents as a “fighting force” created by Anglo settlers to wage a battle in the 
ongoing war for racial supremacy between Mexican settlers and Indigenous 
tribes, including the Tonkawas, Lipan Apache, Waco, Karankawa, Kiowa, and 
Comanche nations. The Texas Rangers targeted the “Indian warrior” and the 
Mexican vaquero as enemies of white supremacy in the battle to control the 
region.23 In their efforts to secure Anglo settlement and a new racial hierarchy, 
the Rangers also policed black bodies. They tracked and punished enslaved 
men and women trying to cross the Rio Grande River into Mexico to escape 
slavery in the US South, including Texas. Rangers quickly gained a reputation 
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for torturing prisoners and for abusing their authority with impunity. Many 
historians view the Texas Rangers as the first prominent Western vigilantes 
to be endowed with legal authority. These agents became models for other 
state forces in the United States, including the Arizona Rangers and the US 
Border Patrol.24 

Many leading agents refined their policing techniques during the expansion 
of US Empire into the Caribbean and in the western Pacific, particularly in the 
1898 Spanish–American War and the Philippine–American War from 1899 
to 1902.25 During two tours of duty in the Philippines, Texas Ranger captain 
Henry Ransom practiced brutal aggression toward “enemy combatants.” His 
fellow Rangers later recalled that Ransom learned to devalue racialized bodies 
when he developed a pleasure for killing during his time in the Philippines. 
During a scouting trip in south Texas, William Sterling and Ransom bonded 
with a Cavalry troop from Ft. Ringold by sharing the gruesome details of their 
military experience. Sterling wrote in his memoir, “The tales they told about 
executing Filipinos made the Bandit Wars look like a minor purge.”26 Captain 
Ransom imported his military tactics, used earlier to colonize the Philippines, 
into his strategies for policing the US–Mexico border. The double murder of 
Bazán and Longoria, in short, is intimately linked to previous theaters of war 
and must be understood as part of the policing of “bandits” and “insurgents” 
in the US colonial empire in the Americas and beyond.27

Rising numbers of ethnic Mexicans in the United States at the turn of the 
twentieth century increased racial tensions near the US–Mexico border. Mexi-
can nationals crossed into the United States to escape an economic depression 
in 1880 and a recession in 1906, and eventually to escape the violence of the 
Mexican Revolution in 1910. Between 1914 and 1916, when racial hostilities 
peaked, thousands of Mexicans migrated into the United States by way of Texas 
to escape the revolution. Historians estimate that during the revolution as many 
as one million Mexicans sought refuge in the United States. While many soon 
returned to Mexico, the number of ethnic Mexicans in the United States tripled 
between 1910 and 1920.28 By 1913 local anxieties in Texas rose as conflicts 
of the Mexican Revolution reached the northern border towns of Matamoros 
and Ojinaga. Texas governor Oscar Colquitt dispatched over one thousand 
state militiamen and the Texas National Guard to patrol the international 
border to appease residents of Brownsville and El Paso. By 1916 the Wilson 
administration had deployed approximately one hundred thousand National 
Guard troops between Yuma, Arizona, and Brownsville, Texas.29 Unfamiliar 
with the border region, these troops struggled to police the Rio Grande. San 
Benito resident William G. B. Morrison noted that even the twenty thousand 
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US soldiers stationed there could not adequately patrol Hidalgo County’s 
approximately sixty-mile stretch along the US–Mexico border. In his words, 
“bandits still slipped through.”30 Whereas Mexican and American residents 
had previously moved fluidly across the border and back again, wartime 
conditions allowed the US state to militarize the Rio Grande River and make 
it an increasingly permanent political and social boundary. Throughout the 
twentieth century, local and state agents called for the continued policing of 
this borderland and its residents.

For Anglo ranchers, the Texas Rangers remained the preferred force to secure 
the region from alleged threats of “Mexican bandits.” Under the administration 
of Governor James Edward Ferguson, the number of Texas Rangers increased 
at an alarming rate. In September 1913, a mere thirteen Rangers patrolled 
the entire state and the 1,214 miles of the Texas border with Mexico. By April 
1915 the force doubled to twenty-six Rangers. The Texas legislature raised the 
state budget for Ranger salaries, and Governor Ferguson accordingly increased 
the number of Texas companies and appointed captains to select paid regular 
Rangers and unpaid special Rangers to fill their ranks. The force grew to ap-
proximately 1,350 agents by the end of World War I.31 The dramatic increase 
in the force led to rampant hiring with little administrative oversight. Given 
special commissions, these new agents were a class of men wholly unqualified 
to act as law enforcement officers. Even Webb, a historian sympathetic to the 
Rangers, described some of these enlisted men as “incompetent.”32 

Without a formal process for screening these new agents, the special Rangers 
selectively enforced self-interested laws to please local alliances. In 1915, when 
word of an organized insurrection in south Texas spread, Ferguson authorized 
the systematic execution of anyone affiliated with revolutionary activities. The 
Plan de San Diego, a plan accredited to Mexican insurrectionists, called for 
the overthrow of US rule in south Texas and the murder of all Anglo men 
sixteen years and older. This plan gave the governor and south Texas residents 
discursive ammunition to justify state-sanctioned violence on an intensified 
scale and put ethnic Mexicans at further risk for being targeted as enemies of 
the state. A period of rampant violence in south Texas described as an “orgy of 
bloodshed” and a “reign of terror” ensued when Rangers initiated a revenge-
by-proxy technique, killing ethnic Mexicans, regardless of citizenship, social 
status, or evidence of guilt, merely for being in the approximate location of a 
nearby crime. These efforts regularly resulted in considering any local resident 
profiled as “Mexican” a “bandit” or “bandit sympathizer.” Benjamin Johnson 
accurately describes the Rangers’ methods of repression of this revolution as 
systematic ethnic cleansing: an attempt to remove Mexicans, whether citizens 
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of Mexico or of the United States, from Texas.33 
Despite legislative regulations, Governor Ferguson instructed state officers 

to use their authority without hesitation. He instructed his Ranger captains 
to “pacify” the border region, and even assured the men he would protect 
them from future prosecutions.34 One Anglo rancher from Monte Cristo, near 
the Bazán and Longoria ranches, pleaded with Governor Ferguson to shield 
Captain Ransom from prosecution because he was “doing good work.” The 
governor assured the rancher that he gave Ransom clear instructions to “go 
down there and clean it up if he had to kill every damned man connected with 
it.” Ferguson elaborated, “If [Ransom] didn’t clean that nest up down there I 
would put a man down there that would. . . . I have the pardoning power and 
we will stand by those men.”35 With the governor’s pardoning power behind 
him, Captain Ransom continued his notoriously ruthless approach to securing 
south Texas, systematically ignoring Mexican residents’ civil and social rights 
and thereby evacuating multiple categories of citizenship. 

The year 1915 emerged as a stark period of anti-Mexican violence result-
ing from state administrations encouraging Rangers and local agents to abuse 
legal authority. As a result, when Texas Rangers and local enforcement officers 
collaborated to take the law into their own hands, there were countless viola-
tions of residents’ civil and social rights. The violation of judicial rights, in 
particular those meant to guarantee a trial by jury and presumed innocence, 
formed the most common techniques of state violence. The failure of local 
and state judicial systems to prosecute vigilantism, coupled with the encour-
agement of such violent conduct by Texas governors, amounted to a system 
of state-sanctioned racial terror. This institutionalized a culture of impunity 
that was further compounded by anti-Mexican sentiment. Such practices led 
to a staggering number of ethnic Mexican casualties; some residents who lived 
through this turbulent period estimated that between August 4, 1915, and 
June 17, 1916, Texas Rangers and deputy sheriffs executed approximately 300 
Mexican residents without conducting proper investigations.36 Texas judge 
James Wells estimated that in Hidalgo and Cameron Counties alone Texas 
officers and vigilantes executed 250–300 ethnic Mexican men in less than a 
year.37 These murders, of course, had a tremendous impact on the communi-
ties left in the wake of this period of terror. 

In 1919 the high number of deaths attributed to Texas Rangers led State 
Representative José T. Canales to initiate a committee to investigate their 
conduct. At the hearing, he cited eighteen abuses of power in which Texas 
Rangers inflicted harm or incited terror on ethnic Mexican communities.38 
The investigation proved valuable for documenting state agents’ crimes and 
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regular abuse of power, and also revealed a high tolerance of some local resi-
dents for state-sanctioned violence. These insights are particularly important 
for challenging narratives that portray this period of anti-Mexican violence as 
the irrational or unusual behavior by a few Rangers. To the contrary, they show 
the social approval that enabled these acts.39 On February 8, 1919, Representa-
tive Canales interviewed Judge James B. Wells, a resident of Brownsville and a 
known boss of machine politics in south Texas. Representative Canales asked, 
“Judge, did you ever happen to see extraordinary scenes, I mean by that some 
dead bodies.” Judge Wells responded that near the end of the “bandit trouble” 
he saw eleven dead bodies lying near the side of the road on his drive back 
from Edinburg. The judge noticed a bad smell and buzzards circling in the air. 
The signs of death led the judge to eleven ethnic Mexican men lying in the 
brush. Buzzards had picked over the corpses, consuming the men’s eyes, faces, 
and scalps. This expedited the decomposition and made the men’s identities 
undeterminable. “It was a very gruesome sight,” Wells explained. “They were 
too far decomposed.”40 

Even the harsh south Texas elements, however, could not conceal the cause 
of death. Judge Wells continued, “You could see bullet holes right above the 
eyes, great big holes you could stick your finger in, the only thing to indicate 
the wounds or how they had been killed.”41 Judge Wells’s testimony exemplifies 
south Texas residents’ common encounters with violence. Whether witness-
ing the violent act of extralegal execution, participating in the act, or merely 
stumbling on a decomposing corpse, residents of the Texas–Mexico border 
region could not escape the social reality of this violent era. Although anti-
Mexican executions and lynchings during this period did not frequently occur 
in public, the act of leaving corpses to rot on the roadside or hanging from 
mesquite trees became a regular practice and helped heighten a climate of fear 
in the region. These corpses served as an act of intimidation and as a painful 
reminder of the social vulnerability of ethnic Mexicans in the US–Mexico 
borderlands. In particular, the double murder of Bazán and Longoria sent a 
message that class, citizenship, and social status would not protect residents 
from being deprived of their life, being denied the equal protection of the laws 
of the state, or being denied rights guaranteed to US citizens by the Constitu-
tion and those guaranteed to foreign nationals.42 Indeed, these acts conveyed 
to ethnic Mexican residents that agents would police them as enemies of the 
state. The criminalization of ethnic Mexicans simultaneously enabled a period 
of ethnic cleansing and marked the international borderlands and their residents 
as dangerous and in need of brutal policing. Through the militarization of this 
region, achieved using new systems of surveillance, residents came to feel the 
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grip of US nation-building practices through the enactment of state violence. 
Representatives of the judicial system ensured that the agents of racial ter-

ror, official and vigilante alike, enjoyed a culture of impunity. James Wells’s 
unique social position as a judge also meant he was familiar with and had power 
over the panoply of racial conflict and racialized punishment in the region. 
He considered himself a “Ranger man” since his childhood, but as a man of 
the court he cautioned, “I don’t think anyone should be given power of life 
and death.”43 Despite this opinion, Judge Wells paradoxically acknowledged 
that he, as a justice of the court, would defend agents without hesitation. He 
explained, “I am a Ranger man. . . . You asked me about defending them. I 
don’t know of a man since I have lived in Brownsville, forty-one years . . . 
that I have not defended them voluntarily. . . . I thought it was my duty and I 
never took a cent of compensation. Defended several for murder. . . . I think 
all our reputable bar would stand by them.”44 Embedded in this transcript, 
Judge Wells reveals himself as simultaneously moved by his encounter with 
victims of state-sanctioned violence and resolute in his position to defend 
state agents. Moreover, he saw this as his duty. In other words, although Wells 
recognized the dangers of unqualified Texas Rangers “taking the power of life” 
into their own hands, in his official capacity as a judge and attorney he refused 
to prosecute Rangers and instead defended their actions without hesitation. 
This sentiment exemplifies the systemic sanctioning of violence in which law 
enforcement officers murdered ethnic Mexicans without risk of being pros-
ecuted. To the contrary, officers seasoned by local violence enjoyed a culture 
of impunity among the state judiciary and the public alike.

Residents of southwest Texas remember the brutal tactics Texas Rangers used 
to murder ethnic Mexicans. Several oral histories describe in graphic detail 
the systematic killing of criminalized Mexicans. For example, Jesse Sterling 
Campbell, born on June 2, 1888, and sister to William Sterling (present dur-
ing the murders of Bazán and Longoria and eventually the adjutant general 
of the Texas Rangers), grew up and lived on her family ranch near McAllen, 
Texas.45 At this ranch, both the Texas Rangers and US Cavalry maintained a 
station to organize patrols of the border region.46 Campbell lauded the Rang-
ers: “We had all this protection you see. Two Rangers was all you needed. . . . 
Two rangers are worth two dozen other soldiers.”47 Although the Ranger and 
military presence provided security for the ranching family, it also brought the 
violence closer to home. Campbell witnessed the execution of an unidenti-
fied Mexican man brought to the ranch. As she recalls, Rangers brought him 
back to the ranch, bound him, and held him stationary during an interroga-
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tion. When the officers finished, they released the prisoner in a manner that 
Campbell described as common practice. “The way [the Rangers] do them is 
they turn them loose and [the prisoners] run. Then the Rangers shoot them.  
. . . I wish I didn’t see that but of course he deserved what he got.”48 Mrs. Jesse 
Campbell’s memories showcase how Rangers denied prisoners’ judicial rights 
by executing suspects without proper investigation. 

As a witness to these crimes, Campbell was simultaneously mesmerized and 
revolted by the state’s violent practices against the ethnic Mexican popula-
tion. As an Anglo woman, she provided a gendered account of the events and 
performed regret for seeing the murder. However, she quickly justified the 
violent act by repeating the phrase, “he got what he deserved” twice during 
her account. What evidence, if any, the Rangers found for detaining, binding, 
and then shooting the prisoner in the back is not preserved in institutional 
archives. Instead, Campbell insinuates that the man committed a crime that 
warranted the inhumane conduct, the disregard for his rights, and his sum-
mary execution. Testimonies like Campbell’s criminalized Mexican residents 
and defined Ranger brutality as necessary in securing Anglo settlement. 

Although most of the killings took place on ranches and in isolated areas, 
others occurred more publicly near rural towns. For Reynolds Rossington, 
who grew up in the nearby town of Hebbronville, watching the agents clear 
the landscape of Mexican bodies became a grotesque pastime. Every morning, 
as a young boy, Rossington walked over to the Rangers campsite to watch the 
officers who brought in the corpses of those he described as “desperados.” As 
he remembered in a 1973 oral history, “Dead ones and the ones part dead, 
[the Rangers] had a clearing and they would burn them up behind this lum-
ber company. Best thing I remember I was there one day, I was sitting there 
on a bench, and the Texas Rangers were talking about shooting one of these 
Mexicans and that he bleated like a goat, and I started to laugh.”49 The young 
spectator laughed so hard that he swallowed an iron washer he held in his 
mouth and almost choked. Rossington’s sadist recounting of this event as a 
humorous episode underlines the popular insensitivity to the systematic killing 
of ethnic Mexicans, the enjoyment of some at witnessing these acts, and the 
regular boasting by Rangers who dehumanized their victims. Campbell and 
Rossington offer just two accounts, among many others, of the callous social 
milieu that some residents fondly remember and celebrated. These narratives 
helped cement the process of differentiating which residents had rights and 
which ones could be murdered without consequence.

Warnock’s account of working on ranches in south Texas helps complicate 
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popular racial binaries that assumed that all Anglo residents commonly justi-
fied the preoccupation with Mexican death at the hands of state agents. In his 
account, race or nationality did not exempt someone from being threatened, 
robbed, or killed. He vividly remembered the social environment that made 
residents fear for their safety. Sam Lane, for example, armed every employee 
with a high-powered Krag rifle, four hundred rounds of ammunition, and a 
six-shooter pistol. He ordered Warnock and other laborers to always carry a 
loaded firearm. Anticipating assaults by both Anglo and Mexican raiders seemed 
the greatest priority to Lane and surrounding ranchers.50 According to War-
nock, raiders, Mexican and Anglo, crossed both national and private borders, 
eluding Texas Rangers and the US Cavalry alike. He explained, “There were a 
lot of white men that certainly didn’t sprout any wings. . . . It was both races 
that played that border country.”51 In other words, while fear of Mexican ban-
ditry fueled the murder of ethnic Mexicans in south Texas, local residents like 
Warnock noted that social banditry did not have a racial line of demarcation. 

The denigration of human life and the murder of his neighbors remained 
with Warnock throughout his life. Warnock recalled that law enforcement 
agents killed without hesitation. “It was some mighty dirty work going on 
then.”52 The site of victims executed and tossed into the south Texas brush 
remained vivid in his memory. “There were so many innocent people killed 
in that mess that it just made you sick to your heart to see it happening,” he 
lamented. “If those ranchers caught a Mexican with a bunch of cattle, they 
didn’t ask him where he got them, they killed him. I knew of one time when 
they hung eighteen men in a grove of trees. A man’s life just wasn’t worth much 
at all.”53 Mass executions became a regular phenomenon for Warnock, but 
the victims he encountered were not always strangers. Warnock sympathized 
with Bazán’s and Longoria’s precarious position, stating, “You felt sorry for 
them. One of these men I knew real well, sixty-seven-year-old Jesus Bazán.” 

He continued, “These Mexicans were afraid that if they told the Rangers 
anything, the bandits would kill them, but if they hadn’t helped the bandits, 
then the bandits would have killed them. They were right in the middle of 
it and didn’t know what to do.”54 Warnock remained bewildered, searching 
for a reason for their murder. No certain course of action could protect his 
neighbors from meeting violence. 

Considering the climate of anti-Mexican violence, it is difficult to ascertain 
a sole reason that a Texas Ranger and two civilians would collaborate in the 
murder of Bazán and Longoria. The Bazán and Longoria families held local 
respect. Jesus Bazán and his wife, Epigmenia, were both American citizens 
and longtime property owners. Antonio Longoria and his wife, Antonia, were 
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equally well respected. The Longorias maintained an eighteenth-century land 
grant from the Spanish Crown. Despite the turbulence of the Texas Revolu-
tion, the US–Mexico War, and the Mexican Revolution, the Longorias still 
held property in Hidalgo County. As a young adult, Antonio gained local 
distinction as a public servant, an educator, and a political official in Texas.55 
Unfortunately, their citizenship, political positions, and social prominence did 
not offer them protection from local authorities. 

Instead of being a source of protection, their social status, in this period, 
made these men vulnerable to state violence. On the one hand, both were 
stable ranchers in an era when Mexican landowners were part of a dwindling 
minority. Additionally, skyrocketing property prices made ranchers especially 
susceptible to land companies that looked to divide ranches into parcels sold 
for farming. The two also may have been targets for offering to testify on behalf 
of an ethnic Mexican neighbor fighting to maintain his property in local courts 
against an Anglo land company. Their murder resulted in the land case being 
dismissed.56 Certainly, challenging an Anglo land company’s expansion would 
raise Bazán’s and Longoria’s profiles as obstacles to the agricultural coloniza-
tion of the southwest. In addition to these reasons, Longoria had a prominent 
reputation for actively participating in political machines. Bilingual, educated, 
and socially influential, he was a target for Anglo settlers who believed that 
Mexicans had no place in politics or in business. On multiple levels, then, 
Bazán and Longoria represented ethnic Mexicans not quick to fall in line with 
the region’s shifting racial hierarchies.

During a period in which ethnic Mexicans were overwhelmingly relegated 
to manual labor in Texas, the success of Bazán and Longoria reminded both 
Mexican residents and newly arrived Anglo settlers that, in Texas, Mexicans 
had recently been the colonizing group of political, economic, and social 
influence. To eliminate them, and other residents like them, from the social 
network helped secure Anglo supremacy in the region and institutionalize 
the industrialization of agriculture. For the judges and lawyers in the Hidalgo 
County courthouse, the double murder of Bazán and Longoria may only have 
created a delay in the court proceedings. However, for the relatives, friends, 
and neighbors of the men, their loss proved to have infinite repercussions. 

State-sanctioned racial violence transformed the daily realities of entire com-
munities in 1915. In the aftermath of the double murder, Epigmenia Treviño 
Bazán, sixty-five, and Antonia Bazán Longoria, thirty-eight, decided to remain 
on their land. They maintained local respect and even managed to keep their 
family property. With the exception of a portion of land that Epigmenia Bazán 
donated for the construction of a church and a local cemetery, the Bazán and 
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Longoria widows passed down their property to their children.57 As a source 
of income, Epigmenia Bazán leased out portions of her property to relatives, 
and the two widows baked goods to sell for extra money.58 In 1920 Bazán’s 
adult children Pedro, Jesus Jr., Gregorio, Petra, and Enemencio helped their 
mother remain on the property until she passed away on November 18, 1938, 
at eighty-four years old.59 After the double murder, the Longorias’ oldest chil-
dren lived in nearby towns; Adela worked as a bookkeeper at the Edinburg 
courthouse and for the Hidalgo County clerk, and Pedro eventually owned 
two dry goods stores in the towns of Mission and San Benito. In 1920 Antonia 
Longoria lived with her children in Edinburg.60 Antonia Longoria remained 
devoted to her extended family. She temporarily housed several of her siblings’ 
children, she practiced remedios, or folk medicine, and frequently delivered 
babies for local residents. Antonia Longoria resided in Mission, Texas, upon 
her death in 1966.61   

The children of Antonia and Antonio Longoria lived active lives in the Rio 
Grande Valley region as business owners, policemen, and members of local 
churches and civic organizations. The civil services provided by Antonio before 
his death, and the contributions of Antonia and her children, led to the family’s 
later public recognition in Mission. On June 30, 2006, the Mission Histori-
cal Museum posthumously awarded Antonia Bazán Longoria the President’s 
Pioneer Award to recognize her family’s long-standing contributions to the 
early Rio Grande Valley region.62 The award celebrated pioneering families 
who colonized the region. These celebrations made no mention of the violence 
inherent in settler colonialism during Spanish colonization or the violence that 
Tejano families suffered from Anglo settler colonialism in the early twentieth 
century. Perhaps in another context the family’s success might contribute to 
a narrative celebrating the American dream of prosperity through hard work, 
determination, and diplomas. For the Longoria and Bazán families, however, 
their continued social prominence was a story of resilience in the face of in-
timidation and state terror against racialized groups.

Vernacular Histories of Anti-Mexican Violence

The cultural products and archival collections created by Norma Rodriguez 
and Kirby Warnock offer evidence of a noticeable transition in the circulation 
of generational memory in the border region. In the 1970s oral historians 
took to interviewing Texas residents to preserve these alternative memories. 
This period also saw the rise of Mexican American heritage organizations and 
genealogical groups that celebrated Tejano heroes and tied the members to 
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the initial colonizing families that held Spanish land grants in the sixteenth 
century.63 Social history trends influenced Rodriguez’s and Warnock’s searches 
into their family histories, but their quests were interrupted by the discovery of 
a case of racial terror in 1915. Rather than aim to situate their family history 
within existing regional and national narratives, the two represent residents 
who labor to document their histories, expose state terror, and memorialize 
both the casualties and the survivors of violence.

By circulating alternative histories of this period, residents also transmitted 
the social traumas of racial conflict from one generation to the next. In so doing, 
local residents continued to produce and circulate accounts of their disposses-
sion in oral narratives and archival collections that challenged popular histories 
of this period. When asked why she dedicated so much energy over decades to 
document the murders, Rodriguez replied, “I wanted it in writing. I wanted 
my children to know the story, and I wanted them to pass it on.”64 Grappling 
with how her children processed the history, she reflected, “It’s always there. 
It’s a part of their life I think. It’s an injustice. It never leaves you. It’s inherited 
loss.” Despite never directly knowing her murdered relatives, the injustice of 
their deaths remains with her and her children four generations later. “Once 
I knew it, it affects you very deeply. Then when you know it was multiplied 
many times, this is just two of them. There are so many others.”65 Historians 
have yet to develop methods for analyzing histories of violence that continue 
to influence social relations generations after initial conflict. Rodriguez offers 
“inherited loss” as a concept to articulate her family’s intimate connection to 
this period of anti-Mexican violence. Her own assessment of her pain invites 
researchers to locate generational memories that attend to silenced and forgot-
ten histories. Until then, local residents are finding their own way to reckon 
with these histories.

Warnock conducted an oral history with his grandfather, Roland Warnock, 
who witnessed the double murder in September 1915. After being shocked to 
learn a “dark history” of the Texas Rangers, Kirby Warnock became motivated 
to raise social awareness of this fraught history by making the documentary 
Border Bandits, which was screened in Texas communities in 2004 on a tour 
titled “Texas Justice Tour.”66 Rodriguez learned about the murder of her grand-
father and great-grandfather from her father when the two visited the graves 
of the deceased. After searching for historical records of the deaths in state and 
university libraries and coming up empty-handed, she interviewed her surviv-
ing aunt and uncle Ernestina Longoria Martinez and Armando Longoria in 
1992, who witnessed the initial robbery and the actions of their mother and 
grandmother after the double murder. She also wrote and published poetry, 
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memorials, and essays on the Internet and in newspapers to document their 
deaths. Generational memory, in these two cases, worked to preserve alterna-
tive narrative accounts of the double murder, fill gaps in institutional archives, 
and challenge social scripts provided by mainstream narratives. To preserve 
memories of the murdered, lynched, and dispossessed, residents have operated 
with a sense of urgency to keep these histories from being forgotten.67 These 
vernacular history-making practices give faces and names to victims and their 
communities and cast an alternative light on state violence in the name of 
securing the Texas–Mexico border for Anglo settlement.

In 1973 Kirby Warnock interviewed his grandfather. The eighteen-hour 
interview became the primary source for the published oral memoir of Roland 
Warnock titled Texas Cowboy (1992) and Border Bandits. Nearly a century 
after the violence occurred, Warnock shows us generational memory in action; 
he documented narratives preserved in family oral tradition and made them 
publicly available by posting his research on his website called Border Bandits. 
In addition, the circulation of his documentary constitutes a public act to 
demystify the law enforcement agents and to reimagine the Texas frontier as a 
fraught social milieu, in which state officials and civilians devalued the life of 
racialized bodies. In this same light, the public screenings of the documentary 
created opportunities for local residents to share their own personal histories 
and to publicly mourn Texas’s violent past.

The documentary opens with the Ramirez Family Band’s Spanish version of 
the Eagles’ popular hit “Desperado.” While the band’s sorrowful performance 
audibly situates the viewer in south Texas, the opening testimony of Roland 
Warnock orients the viewer to the perspective of the narrative. As a ranch hand 
in south Texas, Warnock introduces the murder of Jesus Bazán and Antonio 
Rodriguez through his eyewitness account. The documentary plays the audio 
recording of Warnock telling his grandson that he buried the two Mexicans. 
He declares that the men were unarmed when the Texas Rangers shot them 
in the back and that no formal investigation took place. Warnock’s narrative 
is then joined by the perspective of his grandson Kirby, generations removed 
from the event.  

The intertwining of these two perspectives introduces the reader to a nar-
rative structure that pans back and forth between past and current accounts 
of the murder of Bazán and Rodriguez in September 1915. Although the two 
voices remain distinct, the transitions between the two perspectives are fluid. 
For example, during the opening scene of the documentary Kirby’s account is 
synchronized with his grandfather’s, so that as Roland tells the story his voice 
fades and eventually his grandson, presumably reading from the transcript of 
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the oral history, completes the thought. This stylistic editing helps blur the two 
distinct temporalities from which the narrative voices speak. It also makes it 
difficult for the viewer to distinguish whether they are hearing testimony from 
Roland’s memory, from the memories of the story Kirby has internalized, or 
from the historical research that Kirby conducted. 

Memory production in the context of documentary filmmaking plays with 
temporality and history as nuanced forms of storytelling. This is most clearly 
exemplified in the documentary when Roland recalls burying Bazán and 
Longoria in September 1915, and the film shows photographs of the graves. 
This film disrupts linear time in a closing scene when the description of Roland 
burying the bodies overlays the image of his grandson visiting the gravesites 
of Bazán and Longoria. As such, the viewer hears and watches as both men 
simultaneously lament the deaths. The film produces a narrative of a lived 
memory that continues to evolve, thus disrupting historical periodizations 
that attempt to relegate this violence to the past. The documentary reminds 
viewers that past events continue to be felt in present-day southwest Texas.68 

After its release, screenings of Border Bandits took place in San Antonio, 
Austin, Waco, Brownsville, Harlingen, and Edinburg, and it continues to be 
screened today. During an interview with the San Antonio Express News in 2004, 
Warnock described sharing the controversial history with local residents. He 
explained, “This is a Western, but it’s not a romantic [film] like most Westerns. 
It’s dark. It doesn’t have a happy Hollywood ending.” In particular, unlike 
Westerns that romanticize and celebrate vigilantism and state agents, War-
nock attempts to expose the brutalities of Captain Ransom and others. These 
screenings, often to sold-out crowds, attracted academics, local historians, and 
the wider public. Perhaps most interestingly, the screenings drew people who 
shared a common history with the Bazán and Longoria families. For some in 
the audience, the film screenings became a public space to vocalize how the past 
continued to influence their lives. The question-and-answer sessions after the 
film screenings, in particular, frequently turned into a space for testimonials in 
which audience members explained their own relationships to tragic histories 
of death at the hands of Texas Rangers or famous ranch owners.69 

Some viewers found solace in the company of residents with similar troubled 
histories, but others who identified with the work of the Texas Rangers or 
with early Anglo ranchers had reactions of their own. In 2004 Tom Vinger, 
a spokesman for the Texas Department of Public Safety, explained that the 
events of 1915 had no relationship to modern-day Texas Rangers, insinuating 
that past events have no current social relevance. Without refuting any of the 
events covered in Border Bandits he stated, “There’s zero correlation.”70 For 
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Vinger, the crimes remained relegated to the past. Two years later a San Anto-
nio Express News journalist interviewed Jim McAllen, relative of the McAllen 
family portrayed in the film and a supporter of the Hidalgo County Historical 
Museum. McAllen clarified that there are two sides to every story and replied, 
“I won’t go there. [Warnock’s] got a vendetta against the Rangers.”71 Although 
Ranger supporters vehemently defend their legacy in Texas, the film Border 
Bandits became so popular that in San Antonio the Alamo Draft House movie 
theater held encore viewings to meet audience demand.72

The documentary points out that the stories in Border Bandits exist because 
a grandfather told his grandson what he saw during his young adult life, and 
then asks the viewer to consider the following, “Imagine a grandfather telling 
a grandson that his father was shot . . . imagine that multiplied by 100 if not 
1000s. . . . There is an official denial of this in history textbooks. The unifying 
symbol for Anglos has been the divisive image for Texans as a whole.”73 The film 
prompts the viewer to consider the magnitude of the practice of generational 
storytelling. If the murder of Bazán and Longoria affected the surviving relatives 
and witnesses for more than a century, and thousands of murders occurred 
during this period, then potentially thousands of other families are living with 
similar traumas. For these residents, Texas icons are painful reminders of past 
violence. The long-standing effects of these stories are then exacerbated by 
the disavowal of this period of state terror in public history exhibits, popular 
culture, and public school textbooks.74

Border Bandits also questions public memorials that celebrate Texas Rang-
ers. The film ends by describing the careers and graves of Henry Ransom and 
William Sterling, allowing the reader to visualize the disparity between the 
lives of Bazán, Longoria, Ransom, and Sterling even in death. Sterling, who 
died in 1960, rests in Corpus Christi, Texas. His grave is decorated with a 
historical marker celebrating his service as a Texas Ranger. In contrast, the 
film shows the gravesites of Jesus Bazán and Antonio Longoria. Both gravesites 
have tombstones, but neither life is dignified with a historical marker. In the 
absence of the public recognition of past social injustices, Warnock mourns 
the legacy of racial violence in Texas and dedicates Border Bandits to Roland 
Warnock, the Bazán and Longoria families, and to the thousands of Mexicans 
victimized by state violence. 

Norma Rodriguez and her family members drove to different cities in Texas 
screening the documentary and expressed gratitude to Kirby Warnock for his 
work. For Rodriguez, the screenings helped spur conversations about this 
violent period. Her appreciation, however, did not prevent her from troubling 
some of the documentary’s messages. In particular, she took issue with the 
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film’s representation of the Bazán and Longoria families as disappearing and 
abandoning their property. She corrected, “Warnock says the family left and 
disappeared, but no, we are everywhere. . . . In our case it didn’t happen that 
way. My grandmother never sold anything.”75 Rodriguez dedicated years of her 
life to preserving her family’s accounts for future generations. Her archive and 
literary productions offer more insights into the lives of the deceased and those 
of Epigmenia Bazán and Antonia Longoria after 1915, frequently forgotten 
or erased in historical narratives.

In the mid-1970s Rodriguez traveled with her father, Heriberto Longoria, 
to the gravesites of Bazán and Longoria. Her father pointed to a discrepancy 
in the dates on the tombstones for Antonio Longoria and Jesus Bazán that 
suggested the two men died on different days. He said, “Well I don’t know 
why it’s different they were both murdered on the same day. . . . Killed by the 
Texas Rangers.”76 As a child, Rodriguez’s mother attempted to shield her from 
the tragedy by explaining the death of her relatives as an accident of mistaken 
identity. Her father’s account challenged her perceptions of Texas history more 
broadly. In her own words, “I went home and I went straight to the library.”77 
Prompted by this interaction with her father, nearly sixty years after the event, 
Rodriguez searched archives for more information about the double murder.

In the 1970s Rodriguez began traveling to Austin to conduct archival 
research at the University of Texas and at the Lorenzo de Zavala Texas State 
Archives. After years of searching, she found no institutional records in public 
libraries, court archives, or newspaper accounts that mentioned the double 
murder or referenced the names of Antonio Longoria and Jesus Bazán. She 
became especially frustrated that no death certificates exist to mark their 
murders. To correct institutional silences, she turned to generational memory 
and pieced together a private archive of family interviews, documents, and 
photographs. From this alternative archive she constructed her own narrative 
of the double murder in 1915 and how the event affected her family since the 
early twentieth century. 

While working full-time as a public school teacher in San Antonio, Texas, 
Rodriguez focused her research efforts on three tasks: first, she labored to 
document the strength of her relatives by conducting oral histories that high-
lighted her family’s survival; second, she worked to retell her family history 
by narrating the story to her children and family members; and finally, she 
documented their deaths by publishing essays and poetry that honored the 
victims. Her archival efforts and publications refute historical narratives that 
depict anonymous victims of state-sanctioned violence as “Mexican bandits” 
or “bandit sympathizers.” Her efforts to memorialize the lives of Jesus Bazán, 
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Antonio Longoria, Epigmenia Bazán, and Antonia Longoria succeeded in 
creating an alternative space for preserving this history and shifted attention 
from the double murder to a life disrupted by state-sanctioned violence. 

Rodriguez interviewed her aunt and uncle, Ernestina Longoria Martinez 
and Armando Longoria, specifically looking for information about how her 
grandmother, great-grandmother, and relatives survived in the aftermath of the 
double murder. After the murder, she found, many visitors and family members 
came to offer the family their condolences, pay their respects, and ask Antonia 
Longoria if she planned on pursuing the assailants in court. Antonia worried 
especially for the vulnerability of her brothers, who might be the next targets 
of violence. Ernestina remembered overhearing her mother responding to 
inquiries by saying, “‘What would be the point? Why make other orphans?’”78 

Indeed, the vulnerability for ethnic Mexicans who challenged state violence 
in this period remained real. By 1915 ethnic Mexican landowners were rare and 
remained vulnerable to efforts to remove them from their property. When legal 
channels failed to remove residents from their property, violence became an 
expedient method. Anglo migrants popularly circulated the phrase, “You don’t 
buy from the husband, you buy from the widow,” gesturing to a widespread 
practice of executing landowning men to force the sale of land by their widows 
through threats of physical violence. During the 1919 investigation into the 
Texas Rangers, Representative Canales interviewed residents and state agents 
on what he referred to as an “exodus” of ethnic Mexicans in Texas who fled to 
Mexico to escape the state terror they faced in Texas. Lon C. Hill, appointed 
to the force as a special Ranger in August 1915, testified that farmers expressed 
concern because their Mexican laborers fled to Mexico. Farmer anxieties rose 
when the workforce seemingly “evaporated.” Hill noted that even landowners 
fled to Mexico, some leaving thousands of head of cattle behind.79 That entire 
communities would abandon their homes, jobs, land, and livestock to flee to 
a country in the throes of a civil war for safety reveals the dangers for ethnic 
Mexicans in Texas. 

This period of intimidation silenced some residents. Rodriguez uncovered 
evidence of why her grandmother and great-grandmother kept their protests 
private. She explained, “The penalty of death. That’s what would happen if 
they found that a man was lynched. The rest of the family was also in danger 
especially the men. That’s when they fell silent.”80 Rodriguez processed the 
social climate in the early twentieth century and concluded that future threats 
of violence kept her relatives from publicly challenging the murders of Bazán 
and Longoria. Women, too, risked being victims themselves. “It wasn’t just 
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men killed,” she continued. “I’ve been reading cases of whole families, small 
children, killed or hung. Lynched. . . . There was a lot of unrest and the [Mexi-
can] Revolution made it easy to disguise killings . . . just say “bandido” or 
“sympathizer.”81 In Antonia Longoria’s words, fear of “making more orphans” 
gives insights into how living in a period of racial intimidation influenced the 
daily life and choices available to Bazán and Longoria. Her words also serve as 
a reminder that there were no gendered parameters for violence.

Histories of this period must go beyond critiquing celebratory narratives of 
state violence. Scholars must also conduct research that will disrupt patterns 
of anonymity and erasure from historical narratives and to expand studies to 
include the stories of people who lived in the aftermath of state violence. The 
long-standing narrative trope of surviving relatives leaving their homes in fear, 
never to be heard from again, erases the multiple strategies that borderlands 
residents used to challenge state violence including remaining on their prop-
erty. This figurative way of ending accounts of racial violence is commonly 
repeated in histories passed down through the oral tradition, in memoirs, and 
in scholarly publications referring to law enforcement and vigilante killings 
of ethnic Mexicans. Rodriguez’s research helps reinscribe Antonia Longoria 
and Epigmenia Bazán as active residents able to maintain their property and 
livelihood after being widowed. 

Toward the end of memorializing the Bazán and Longoria families of the 
early twentieth century, Rodriguez wrote a biography of her grandmother 
Antonia Bazán Longoria and an essay titled “A Silence of the Heart,” and 
published them on her cousin Hernán Contreras’s website called Los Tejanos 
and again on the website Somos Primos.82 Rodriguez’s writings narrate the 
murder of Jesus Bazán and Antonio Longoria, but also underscore how this 
event affected her family for generations.83 Transcriptions of the interviews she 
conducted with her aunt Ernestina Longoria Martinez and uncle Armando 
Longoria are available at the Los Tejanos website in both Spanish and English. 
In addition to publishing on the Internet, Rodriguez honors the memories of 
Jesus Bazán and Antonio Longoria by publishing poetry in the San Antonio 
Express newspaper, on the anniversary of the double murder.84 In her publica-
tions, Rodriguez demands, “These stories can no longer be ignored, minimized 
or covered up by explanations that conveniently protected the guilty parties and 
justified their actions.”85 Rodriguez’s publications call for a public reckoning 
with this violent past and calls attention to silences in popular memory and 
in mainstream histories.86 

For Rodriguez, a true reckoning requires a recentering of the bodies and 
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identities of subjects of state violence. During an oral interview Rodriguez 
reflected on having forty years of her life interrupted by this inherited tragedy. 
She did not express anger. Instead, she reflected on her deep sense of remorse for 
missing an opportunity to meet Roland Warnock before he passed away. Her 
relatives held important information, but Warnock witnessed the shootings. 
If Rodriguez and Kirby Warnock had met earlier in their archival searches, she 
could have asked his grandfather the most intimate and lingering questions 
about the murder of Jesus Bazán and Antonio Longoria. “That has been my 
biggest regret,” she lamented. “They could have asked [Roland Warnock]. 
We could have asked him, ‘Did they die immediately?’ We hope they did. We 
assume they did.”87 Among the many unanswered questions, those about the 
last moments of Bazán and Longoria are the most plaguing for Rodriguez. 
The last breaths of Bazán and Longoria remain central to her retellings of 
the double murder. These questions offer a brief glimpse into the sentiments 
that she describes as inherited loss. Rodriguez’s questions are reminders of the 
brutality of acts of racial violence and the intimate loss experienced by relatives 
that are generations removed from the event itself. Her questions are saturated 
with worry for a grandfather and great-grandfather that she never met. She 
wonders and she hopes that they did not suffer and die in pain. 

At the time of the double murder, the Longorias’ close family friends Mar-
tiriano and Timotea Cantú worked for Sam Lane. They faced the torment of 
being ordered not to bury the decomposing remains. They pleaded with their 
boss and ultimately received his support to bury the bodies of their friends. 
Although killed in a manner that denied them human dignity, the Cantú 
family and Roland Warnock proved crucial in helping restore some respect 
for Jesus Bazán and Antonio Rodriguez by delivering them to a final resting 
place. The accounts of Ernestina Martinez, Armando Longoria, and Roland 
Warnock all mention the process of burying the remains. In a climate in 
which law enforcement agents, vigilantes, and spectators alike disregarded the 
humanity of ethnic Mexicans, this civil act speaks to the continued effort by 
some to restore respect to victims and their families. They resisted the efforts 
of state terror to refuse residents the right to mourn the dead. The single act 
of burying Bazán’s and Longoria’s bodies offered a fleeting condolence to the 
mourning residents. Today the graves continue to provide a space to mourn 
the loss of Jesus Bazán and Antonio Longoria and serve as a reminder of the 
pain passed from generation to generation.

Conclusion
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The state-sanctioned strategies for disciplining gendered and racialized subjects 
on the US–Mexico border are emblematic of the wider use of violence in sub-
ject formation and state-building projects in the Americas. By looking beyond 
mainstream archives, this article exposes the “modernizing” state projects that 
used mass execution, torture, and other forms of violence to eradicate ethnic 
Mexicans from economic and social influence in the border region. It shows 
that Texas administrators, the Texas judicial systems, and the industrialization 
of agriculture in the southwest have deep roots in anti-Mexican violence. This 
period produced a discourse about policing the border region that informs 
contemporary forms of anti-Mexican and anti-immigrant violence on the 
US–Mexico border. Linkages between these systems of violence and exclusion 
must continue to be explored. 

In the face of great odds stacked against examining the lives of the victims, 
the aftermath, and those left in the wake of the departed, generational memories 
offer an opportunity to recuperate marginalized histories of state violence in the 
Americas. They emerge as archives that contain histories of the long legacies 
of genocide, slavery, vigilantism, and ethnic cleansing practiced in the region 
of the Americas that would become Texas. These histories disrupt patterns of 
anonymity, challenge the ongoing criminalization of the dead, confront histori-
cal narratives that justify the violence inherent in nation-building practices, 
and make transparent the longer legacies of histories of border policing. These 
memories show that living in a period of mass executions is not a historical 
memory that is easily erased. 

In an article published in the New York Times in 2004, a journalist suggested 
that the documentary Border Bandits and the publication of the historian Ben-
jamin Johnson’s book Revolution in Texas worked to “reopen old wounds.”88 
The testimonies of Roland Warnock, Ernestina Longoria Martinez, Armando 
Longoria, Kirby Warnock, and Norma Longoria Rodriguez show us that these 
wounds had never healed. Until researchers attend to histories of violence in 
the Americas, local residents will continue to assume the burden of challeng-
ing state narratives that celebrate violence inherent in state-building projects.

Future studies should take note of the vernacular history-making practices 
near the US–Mexico border that encourage histories to trace and reckon with 
long histories of violence. As the centennial of the double murder of Bazán and 
Longoria and this violent period of history approaches, it remains unknown if 
the nation-states that enabled these histories will participate in reckoning with 
inherited loss. As this article is being completed, a committee of historians, state 
legislators, and residents are collaborating to commemorate the hundred-year 
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anniversary of this period of violence in the US–Mexico border region. This 
memorialization effort, titled “Refusing to Forget,” will include a multiyear 
series of historical marker unveilings, public lectures, a traveling exhibit, and 
curriculums for public school teachers. Revising school curriculums, museum 
exhibits, and public memory is only the first important step toward reckoning 
with these stories. This process must be collaborative, it must expose intercon-
nected histories of violence, and it must engage the ongoing violent policing 
of border residents and migrants in the guise of national security.
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