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Chapter 1

Introduction
By: Gail ing

The goal of this project was to travel to multiple repositories, county courthouses,
and sites to research and document the Cherokee removal from their homes, collection
points, camps, removal forts, emigration depot(s), and associated travel routes located in
north Alabama during the forced Cherokee Removal. In order to gain a better
understanding of the forced removal, it was necessary to locate and access primary source
material which documented events through eye witness accounts of actions and
occurrences at the Cherokee encampments, in the forts, military posts, and supply depots.
Letters written between military officers provided invaluable information about numbers
of Cherokee at each location, as well as movement from one location to another.

The research locations which yielded the highest number of primary source
documents were the National Archives Southeast Region, Atlanta (Morrow, Georgia); the
National Archives and Records Administration in Washington, D.C., the Special
Collections Library at the University of Tennessee, the Alabama Department of Archives
and History in Montgomery; and the Madison County Record Center in the Huntsville
Library. The microfilm collection at the Regional Archives (Morrow, GA) contained
numerous letters written between the United States military, the Alabama troops, and
other individuals involved in the removal of the Cherokee in Alabama. Their microfilm
digitizers gave a tremendous advantage in researching microfilm, because they had the
capability of downloading images of each frame onto a flash drive to be viewed in depth
later. The National Archives in Washington D.C. houses the collection of the

uartermaster’s documents relating to the Cherokee Removal. These were photographed
by a member of our research team. The Special Collections Library at the University of
Tennessee contained yet a different aspect of the removal in the Lenoir papers. These
papers contained chronological listings of construction supplies, furniture, and provisions
sent to Fort Lovell, which was located in the Cedar Bluff area of Alabama. The Alabama
Department of Archives and History in Montgomery had a microfilm collection of
governors’ letters written during the 1830s. The Madison County Records Room
contains a vast number of records concerning the development of the Huntsville,
Alabama area during the early 1800s. Road rder books for the 1830s gave an important
insight as to what roads would have been in existence when the Benge Detachment
traveled through Huntsville. A trip to the courthouses in counties along the Georgia-
Alabama state line yielded very little information pertaining to removal in Alabama
during the 1830s. Records in many of the courthouses have been lost due to fires or other
historical events, such as the Civil War and do not go back to the 1830s.

Researching extant land records pertaining to the State of Alabama is facilitated
by the fact that it is a public land state. Lands in many public land states were once
claimed by the thirteen original colonies, however in the early years of the United States
these lands were traded to the U.S. government by the colonies. In turn the U.S.
government would give up land claims within the colonies. As land was ceded by Indian
nations in Alabama, ownership went directly to the U.S. government. See Figure 1.1
below for Indian Land Cession map.
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Figure 1.1. Map showing Cherokee Land Cessions in Alabama. No. 203 is the final land
cession, as mandated by the Treaty of New Echota, December 29, 1835. Eighteenth Annual
Report of the Bureau of American Ethnology, Part 2. 1899.



The benefit to the United States government was that the sale of lands in public
land states could be sold to raise money for the U.S. Treasury. The General Land ffice
(GL ) was established by Congress in 1812 under the direction of the Department of the
Treasury. The GL would oversee the disposition of Federal lands. In Alabama land
sales were sold through land offices located throughout the state. Before land could be
sold, a survey was conducted which divided the land in Alabama into a grid system, such
as seen on the map in Figure 1.1 above. This system of townships and ranges, with 3
sections to each township, is a tremendous asset to researchers in locating old roads,
archaeological sites, and simply keeping track of land records as far back as the 1840s.
(website www.blm.gov BLM and Its Predecessors)

The Bureau of Land Management website was extremely useful, because it
contains recently digitized 1839-1840 Plat Maps. Many of the plat maps show roads that
would have existed during the Cherokee Removal in Alabama. The General Land ffice
compiled survey notes and plat maps, which were recorded during the survey of the last
Cherokee land cession in Alabama.  uite often the surveyors would record in their
survey notes and hand-drawn maps the name of the road as they crossed it while
surveying or at least record the name of the towns connected by the road. Historical
maps and USGS topographical maps from the personal collections of Lamar Marshall
and Gail King were digitized and used to plot the forced removal (roundup) routes and
the route taken by the Benge Detachment. Modern county highway maps were used as a
base map to overlay the roads as noted on the General Land ffice 1840 Survey Notes
and Plat Maps.

Field trips were taken by T TA Alabama Chapter member Lamar Marshall and
several other T TA Alabama Chapters members to GPS old road beds and associated
sites in order to compare GPS readings with the 1839 Survey Notes. The results were
phenomenal. We felt we were truly following the footsteps of the Cherokee during those
last days of what was known as the Cherokee Nation in Alabama. The field trips to
physically search for the 1838 roads included the following

Guntersville State Park.

Fort Payne, Alabama to Dade County, Georgia.

Barry Springs, Alabama to Summerville, Georgia.

Cedar Bluff Gaylesville area.

Coosa River archaeological site.

Fort Payne via Rawlingsville to Valley Head.

Fort Payne via Lebanon, Ten Broeck, Grove ak, Smith’s Gap to Guntersville
Lake where the old road disappeared into Guntersville Lake across from
Guntersville State Park.

Fort Payne to the Tennessee River crossing to Bellefonte.

Guntersville via New Hope and  wens Cross Roads, over Blevins Gap to Huntsville.

An additional field trip was taken to Cedar Bluff, Alabama via Centre to cross the
Coosa River at the bridge where the most recent Pathkiller’s Ferry was located. From
there the Coosa River was followed going toward Gadsden, where it goes through the
town of Ball Play. Information collected from GPS readings during all of the field trips
listed above was used to compile GIS shape files in order to create a base map of the
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forced Cherokee Removal (the roundup area and routes) and the route of the Benge
Detachment

Several trips were taken to talk to local people living in areas where there were
military forts associated with the removal.  ne such interview, conducted by Larry
Smith, Marty King, and Gail King, was with Mr. Jim Cavin (who owns Barry Springs),
and his daughter, Becky. Important information as to the location of Fort Likens was
recorded during this interview. We were told that Fort Likens had been located on a
nearby hill. As Becky pointed to the hill while standing on the porch of her father’s
house, she offered to have one of their relatives take us to the exact location of Fort
Likens. This information was substantiated by the 1839 Survey Notes, where the
surveyors documented the exact location of the fort.

In an endeavor to locate Fort Turkeytown, several interviews were conducted with
people concerning the Turkey Town area. Patsy Hanvey, a Cherokee descendant who
lives in the Turkeytown area, was contacted. Jerry Jones, a local historian who lives in
Gadsden, Alabama was interviewed for his vast knowledge of the old site of
Turkeytown.. n December 1%, 2007 Mr. Jones and Danny Crownover, president of the
Etowah Historical Society, took several Alabama Chapter (Trail of Tears Association)
members on a tour of the area near Turkeytown Creek, a few miles northeast of Gadsden.
We were shown the site of the Turkeytown Council House and most importantly the site
of James Lasley’s house. U.S. troops, under the command of General Scott, took him
from his home, along with other Cherokees, on June 1%, 1838. They were “marched to
Fort Payne, a distance of about 35 miles” (Tennessee State Library and Archives 1842
Flint district Claim Book 4, 2).

Ted Rumley was interviewed during a field trip to Dade County, Georgia by
Larry Benefield, Larry Smith, Marty King, and Gail King.. His property is known to
have been the site of the Benge Mill. Mr. Rumley took us to several other locations
nearby, which were known to be connected with the John Benge family.  ne location is
still known as Benge’s Field.

In an effort to document the removal site in Fort Payne, archaeologistand T TA
Alabama Chapter member, Sharon Freeman conducted three excavations during
December 2007, February 2008, and June 2008 at the Fort Payne Chimney site (1Dk5)
Fort Payne, Alabama. Numerous volunteers from our research team and the Alabama
Chapter, as well as local volunteers, showed up to man shovels and sifters. A well in
pristine condition was discovered. Refer to Chapter 11 to read what local oral history
stated about the well.

A tremendous amount of time was spent by T TA Alabama Chapter member
Mike Wren in extracting and transcribing documents pertaining to Cherokee Removal,
Property Valuations, and Spoliations Claims. He dedicated hours upon hours of time on
Saturdays researching records at the National Archives, Morrow, Georgia; the Georgia
State Archives, Emory University Library, and an asunder other locations.

During June 2008 Dr. Sarah Hill of the Georgia Chapter contacted members of
our research team, who are involved in this project, about records at the National
Archives in Washington, D.C. that were turning up during research being conducted by
Stephen Dennis. Mr. Dennis is a local Washington, D.C. attorney, who has family roots
in Lafayette, Georgia. He has been hired to write a history of Lafayette by the county
commissioner and a local committee of interested citizens. Since that time he has been in



contact with Mike Wren of our research team about various Cherokee Removal
documents pertaining to Alabama which he is running across while researching for the
LaFayette history. My personal communication with Mr. Dennis is that the records for
the Cherokee Removal in Alabama are complete. All indications are that these records
have never been microfilmed. His research is just one example of how many primary
source documents are still in archives, libraries, or even personal collections waiting to be
viewed by avid researchers of Southeastern Indian Removal.

In spite of all of the previous research focusing on the removal of the Cherokee
over the past several years, additional records keep appearing. Dr. Dan Littlefield at the
Sequoyah Research Center at the University of Arkansas in Little Rock has amassed an
enormous number of primary source documents. He and his co-workers have been most
generous in sharing those records with researchers from other Trail of Tears Chapters.
During the September 2008 Trail of Tears Conference they opened the doors of the center
and even provided the manpower and copiers for researcher to leave with copies to mull
over.

The most recent field trip was due to a visit by a local amateur archaeologist
while we were excavating at the Fort Payne Chimney site. He brought artifacts collected
from a site on the Coosa River south of what was Sewell’s Ferry, before a dam was built
and the site was inundated. Many local people feel that the site is connected to Fort
Armstrong (1813-1813 Creek War) or to Fort Lovell, an 1838 removal fort. Since a vast
majority of maps show that Fort Armstrong was on the north side of the Coosa River, and
this site is located on the south side of the Coosa very close to an 1840 road, it has led
many local residents speculating that this was the site of Fort Lovell. A field trip in
December 2008 by some members of our research team showed artifact surface scatter in
a defined area.

The chapters that follow in this report will show the extensive research conducted
by our research team in collecting and researching hundreds of documents and maps. It
is our hope that readers of this report will have a much deeper and better understanding of
the Cherokee Removal in Alabama.
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Chapter 2

Natural Setting of the Cherokee Nation in Alabama

By: Gail ing

The last land cession by the Cherokee Nation in northeast Alabama, northwest

Georgia, lower southeast Tennessee, and extreme western North Carolina occurred in

1835 by the signing of the Treaty of New Echota. The land cession in Alabama was

located south of the Tennessee River, with the river forming the northern boundary,

ending at the Huntsville Meridian.  The southern border consisted of the Creek and

Cherokee Dividing Line south of the Coosa, running diagonally toward the modern-day
city of Gadsden, Alabama. See Figure 2.1 below.
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Figure 2.1. Detail of map showing areas in Alabama, Georgia, Tennessee, and North Carolina
ceded by the Treaty of New Echota in 1835. No. 36
C.C. Royce. 1884. Fifth Annual Report. Bureau of American Ethnology.

A

Physical Divisions of Northern Alabama

In 1928 N. M. Fenneman proposed the physiographic divisions of the United
States and defined their boundaries. In 1928 and 1929 William D. Johnston, Jr.
conducted a study of ground-water in the Paleozoic rocks of northern Alabama and used
the data from Fenneman’s physiographic divisions. Johnston discovered, while
compiling and arranging Fenneman’s field data, that there was a need for more detailed



physical divisions of northern Alabama. Johnston’s paper (Bulletin No. 38, Geological
Survey of Alabama) brought together scattered descriptions in order to set forth a scheme
of division, which has served as a physiographic basis for geographic studies. Many of
these descriptions have stood the test of time and are still in use today. Below is a chart
of the physical divisions of Northern Alabama as compiled by Johnston, incorporating
data from Fenneman. (Johnston 1930 9-10).

PHYSICAL DIVISIONS OF NORTHERN ALABAMA
{Mumbers in parentheses correspond with those wsed by Fennemus in Assoe Am. Geographers, Asm, vol. 18, Nou 4, December, 1926)
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Figure 2.2. Physical Division of Northern Alabama. Bulletin No. 38. Geological Survey of
Alabama.

Before the removal in 1838, the Cherokee Nation was situated in the Valley and Ridge
Province and the Appalachian Plateaus Province, which included (going south to north)
the upper Coosa Valley, Lookout Mountain, Wills Valley, Sand Mountain (Raccoon
Mountain), and the Sequatchie Valley (south of the Tennessee River. See map of
physical divisions of northern Alabama below.
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Figure 2.3. Map of Physical division of Northern Alabama. Bulletin No. 38. Geological
Survey of Alabama.

Coosa Valley

The Coosa Valley extends north and south across Cherokee, Calhoun, St. Clair,
Talladega, and Shelby Counties for 100 miles and has a maximum width of 20 miles. Its
“western boundary follows the eastward-facing escarpment of Lookout Mountain
southwest to Gadsden”. (Johnston 1930 17-18). The Cherokee Nation occupied the part
of the Coosa Valley located in present-day Cherokee County and the upper part of
present-day Calhoun County. (Road Atlas 2004 Map 4). This area may be defined as
a mature plain with structural ridges of low relief. Shinbone Valley, located northwest of
the Coosa River in Cherokee County, is described as a narrow but uniform valley. The
valley “marks the outcrop of the Mississippian limestones on the eastern edge of Lookout
Mountain.”  East of Shinbone Valley is Shinbone Ridge, rising 250 feet above the
valley. Broomtown Valley, located in the northern part of Cherokee County has an
irregular rolling floor and adjoins Tucker Ridge on the east. Along the Coosa River,



from the state line between Alabama and Georgia, there is a broad belt of low rolling
country (Johnston 1930 18).

Lookout Mountain
Lookout Mountain is located in the Cumberland Plateau Section of the
Appalachian Plateaus. See Figure 2.3. Its description is as follows

Lookout Mountain is a narrow, synclinal, submaturely dissected, flat-topped
remnant of the Cumberland Plateau which extends from Chattanooga, Tenn., on
the north to Gadsden, Ala., on the south, a distance of approximately 75 miles.
At the Alabama-Georgia State line it is seven miles wide and has a maximum
altitude of 1700 feet, and at its southern end it is three miles wide and has an
altitude of 1200 feet. Broad, undissected remnants of the plateau surface are
preserved at its north end, but toward the south its roughness increases, and in
Etowah County and southern Cherokee County it is highest at its edges and is
depressed in the middle along the course of the southward-flowing Black Creek,
which drains the southern half of the plateau. Little River, which flows to the
south and leaves the plateau near Firestone, in Cherokee County, occupies a
narrow, canyon-like valley in its lower course, which is locally known as Little
River Gulf (Johnston 1930 27-28).

Lookout Mountain rises in a cliff 500 to 1,000 feet above Shinbone Valley on the
east. This cliff marks the boundary between the Cumberland Plateau on the west (which
includes Lookout Mountain) and the Valley and Ridge province on the east. The western
side of Lookout Mountain rises from 400 to 750 feet above Little Wills Valley, “the most
eastern of the tripartite valley that constitute the Wills Valley district. Lookout Mountain
can be seen in its entirety on the Stevenson, Fort Payne, and Gadsden topographic maps
(Johnston 1930 28)”

Wills Valley

Wills Valley (Big Wills Valley) extends for 70 miles southwestward from the
Georgia state line across DeKalb and Etowah Counties to Greasy Cove, southwest of
Gadsden. The average width is five miles and lies “between the plateaus of Sand
Mountain on the west and Lookout Mountain on the east.” For most of its length, it is
composed of three limestone valleys separated by ridges of resistant sandstones.  f the
three valleys, Big Wills Valley is the middle valley and the largest, with an average width
of one mile. The valley is drained by Wills Creek, which flows to the Coosa River
(Johnston 1930 28). The origination of Wills Creek is near Valley Head in DeKalb
County. It flows to the southwest for approximately 78 miles, then veers to the east for
an additional 12 miles, where it joins the Coosa River just south of Gadsden in Etowah
County (Gadsden City Planning Board 1970).

Little Wills Valley, the most eastern of the three valleys, is separated from Big
Wills Valley by East Red Mountain, which rises about 500 feet above the valley floor.
“The south half of Little Wills Valley is occupied by the southward-flowing Little Wills
Creek, which joins Wills Creek at Attalla. The northern half of this valley is drained by
tributaries of Wills Creek. These streams cut through East Sand Mountain in narrow
gaps at intervals of 2 to 4 miles” (Johnston 1930 28-33).
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The third valley is Dugout Valley, which is located to the west and separated
from Big Wills Valley by West Red Mountain. “Like Little Wills Valley, it is cut in
Mississippian limestones on the flanks of the Wills anticline, but it is narrower and less
continuous, owing to the position of the Wills Valley fault (Johnston 1930 33). Swenson
(1958) divided Wills Valley into four narrow valleys Little Wills Railroad, Big Wills,
Dugout, and Sand Valleys. Big Wills, the largest, is located in the east-central portion
(Swenson et al. 1958 2).

Sand Mountain

Sand Mountain (or Raccoon Mountain) “is a long, submaturely dissected
synclinal plateau.” It is continuous with Walden Ridge in Tennessee. Sand Mountain
runs for 80 miles in Alabama and has a width of 8 to 18 miles. At the Tennessee state
line, Sand Mountain has an altitude of 1700 feet. It slopes gradually to the south and is
only 1000 feet at its merging with the Warrior Basin. The boundaries of Sand Mountain
correspond with the edge of the outcrop of the Pottsville formation.

n the east a steep escarpment 500 to 1000 feet high overlooks Wills
Valley. n the west the sandstone escarpment, together with the escarpment
formed by the truncated beds of the underlying Bangor limestone, rises 400 to
1,000 feet above the Sequatchie Valley and is the highest in the north.

The Alabama section of Sand Mountain is shown on the Stevenson, Fort Payne,
Scottsboro, and Gadsden topographic maps (Johnston 1930 33-34).

Sequatchie Valley

The Sequatchie Valley, a distinct topographic feature in Tennessee, extends to the
south into Alabama for 100 miles. The Alabama part of the valley is known as Brown or
Blountsville Valley. Johnston (1930) prefers that it retain the name of Sequatchie Valley,
because of its continuity and because “it is best developed north of the state line. It is
developed upon the crest of the Sequatchie anticline and at its south end has the tripartite
character possessed by all the anticlinal valleys in the Cumberland Plateau.” It is
approximately five miles wide in Alabama. At Guntersville the Tennessee River turns
sharply to the west, leaving the Sequatchie Valley. To the south of Guntersville to the
Blount County line, the Sequatchie Valley separates into two sections, that of Brown
Creek on the west and Big Spring Creek on the east (Johnston 1930 3 ).

This concludes the physical divisions of Alabama, which were occupied by the
Cherokee Nation at the time of their removal. As noted above the topography was that of
narrow valleys, plateau-like mountains, and rivers and streams in abundance in the
valleys, except for Little River, which flows on top of Lookout Mountain.

Soil, Climate, and Forest

Soils within the Coosa River Valley, Wills Valley, and the Tennessee River
Valley are generally Limestone Valley and Upland soils. See Figure 2.4 below.
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General Soil map of Alabama
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Figure 2.4. Map showing general soils occurring in Alabama. (www.alabama.ua.edu).
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The Tennessee River and Coosa River valleys contain soils that were weathered from
pure limestones and are composed chiefly of red clayey soils with silt loam surface
textures (www.mol5.nrcs.usda.gov states al soils.html).  Wills Valley is somewhat
unique because it is divided by ridges into four narrow valleys according to (Swenson at
al 1958 2).

The soils in the four narrow valleys composing Wills Valley are described in
order of lowest elevation (valley floor and floodplain) to highest elevation (Lookout and
Sand Mountain). The soil associations are as follows

Colbert-Tupelo-Etowah Soil Association

This soil association occurs on the limestone valley floor between two chert
ridges. These soils at this level are shallow and typical of flood plain deposits (high silt
content), “moderately well drained and rather fertile silt loam soil. The soil in the valley
floor is the only soil association which supports crop production. Some soil at higher
elevations may support the growth of grass for pastures (Swenson et al 1958 105).

Clarksville-Fullerton-Litz Soil Association

This soil association occurs on hilly and steep chert ridges that flank the valley.
The high chert content renders contribute to the infertility of the soil. The Litz soil
dominates on the narrow strips of shale exposed on the chert ridges and is not suitable for
agriculture, since the soil is shallow and strongly sloped. Level areas next to drainages
seem to show evidence of some fertile land. Remaining areas in this soil association are
forested (Swenson et al 1958 105).

Allen-Hermitage and Muskingum-Rockland-Hartsells Soil Associations

These soil association are found below the escarpments of Lookout Mountain and Sand
Mountain in two narrow strips. The characteristics of soil are moderately deep and
generally red.  nly along drainages are soils worthwhile for cultivation, but this is rare
because most of the area is undulating to hilly. The Muskingum-Rockland-Hartsells Soil
Association is located on the rougher terrain of the two mountains. Sandstone or
limestone is present throughout the shallow soil, as well as being located on steep slopes,
rendering it unusable to crops or pasture (Swenson et al 1958 105-10 ).

Climate

The Cherokee Nation in Alabama lived in a humid, mild, and temperate location. The
average annual temperature is 59.5 degrees F., with a recorded high of 10 degrees F. and
a recorded low of -18 degrees F. (Swenson et al 1958 5) The average annual rainfall for
northeast Alabama is between 54 and 2 inches. (N AA Cooperative stations, 19 1-
1990).

Forests

The land of Alabama with its forest diversity was probably encountered as far
back as 12,000 years ago by nomadic tribes of hunters and gatherers. “Its special
topography, suitable soils, and countless streams and rivers” must have inspired the
newcomers to “gaze in awe and wonder at Alabama’s rich green landscape.” Alabama’s
physiography has changed little due to the fact that the “topography-forming effects of
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the ice age were over, establishing the Alabama coastline pretty much as it presently lies.
Likewise, the northern, Appalachian region of the state stood dressed in the same rugged
appeal we find today, a mountainous vestige of geological events from long before the
ice age” (Phillips 200 13-14).
The Cherokee Nation in Alabama was located within the Temperate

Deciduous Forest (TDF) biome, which is associated with a humid subtropical climate.
There are two distinct seasons, summer and winter. The dominant forest species are
broadleaf deciduous trees. The forest is composed mainly of hardwood species with
pines intermingled, designated as the ak-Pine forest region. The principal species are as
follows bitternut, mockernut, and pignut hickories; white, post, northern, and southern
oaks; and loblolly and short leaf pine. Raw mockernut hickory nuts are edible and white
and post oak acorns are only edible after removing the tannins.  ther trees occurring in
the northeast Alabama forest include tulip tree, basswood, sugar maple, chestnut, sweet
buckeye, and hemlock. These forest supported fauna communities, which included
white-tail deer, turkey, squirrel, and bears. (Smith and Windham 2004 9-11).

Tracking the evolution of Alabama’s forests is a much more difficult endeavor.
The fact that nature has a way of being unpredictable by changing weather patterns
clouds the ability to track the forests as it changed. Insects and disease certainly had an
impact, but the most profound change of all most likely occurred from human
occupation. As American Indian cultures changed from hunting and gathering in the
forest to clearing the forest for farming, the forest landscape began to change. With a
more sedentary lifestyle, frequent burning created open areas for villages, planting of
crops, open spaces for grass and herbs to attract deer and turkey (Phillips 200 14-15).
In clearings hickory trees yield eight times more nuts, “than under closed canopy” (Hill
1997 9).

Eye-witness accounts described the forest with open areas and somewhat park
like in some places.

The forest realm, the first of historical record, is therefore often considered
Alabama’s original forest.” Some sources proclaim that the original Alabama
forest was so ancient and expansive that a squirrel could travel from Georgia to
Mississippi without ever touching the ground.  thers counter this notion of a
vast old-growth forest, contending instead that Alabama was yet a mosaic of
different settings (Phillips 200 15-17).

Settlement Patterns of the Cherokee

Basic needs must be satisfied by all living things in order to survive. Food, water,
and shelter must be provided on a regular basis. “No creature could long survive if its
relations with its environment were random and chaotic.” Because humans have culture,
we have a “huge advantage over other animals in this challenge.”  ver time, “culture has
become our primary means of adapting to the limitations and possibilities within any
given environment” (Haviland et al. 2007 203).

The exact date is not known as to when the ancestors of the Cherokee migrated
from the Northeast into the Southern Appalachians, where they found a generally
moderate temperature, distinct seasons, fertile soil, and abundant vegetation and wildlife.
Settlements were established between mountains in valleys along waterways with
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adjacent land claimed for hunting. Mountain peaks range from 4000 feet to over ,000
feet in elevation. “The Appalachians are the oldest chain of mountains in the world and
have been weathering for more than 200 million years. Cherokees lived amid an
astonishing array of flora and fauna from at least 1400 A.D. until their forced removal in
the mid-nineteenth century” (Hill 1997 5, 7).

n February 1, 182 Charles R. Hicks wrote a letter addressed to John Ross as
“President of the National Committee.” The letter gave an outline of oral traditions
handed down from their Cherokee forefathers pertaining to their emigration to the
Southern Appalachian Mountains. The following excerpt from his letter tells how the
Cherokee Nation was “established in four divisions”

The traditions mention that our forefathers came from the course where the sun rises; and
the first account that is given, speaks of only two resting places in their emigration
before they finally reached on the lands of their rest and the first of which is mentioned
was at ah, nee, cah, yungh, lee, yeh (the place of antiquity), which have reference to some
large mountains lying some where between the head waters of the Holston, the Clinch
the Cumberland waters Tennessee ; and their other next was somewhere near noh, nah,
clooc, ungh (the place of the cypress tree on the Roanoke Virga near Fort Lewis, this
side of Salem) and from this rest it is presumeable the nation separated, although there is
no account given in the traditions; but it is state that the Third Settlement was at a place
called the Two Sparrows tully-ceh-chesquah-yaw-ach lying on the head of
Tuckelechee Tuckasegee river Tennessee , fork of the Little Tennessee, and no doubt
this part of the nation came up the French Broad River North Carolina and Tennessee ,
and from this it may justly be concluded that they extended their settlements on Cowee
and Highwassee Hiwassee rivers Tennessee ; and the other part of the nation as on
about Echota old Echota or Chota on the little Tennessee, but not till many years
after of those two First Settlements mentioned; and it is very likely that Cowee became
the parent of the settlement they made on the Koo,wahhee Keweh Keowee
Too,goo,lah Tugalo rivers South Carolina ; and the settlement in the valley towns
became the parent of those on the big Tellico; and the nation being been thus
established on their final place of rest, the concluding part of their emigration is here
introduced as testimonial of this right of the soil by the gifts of the power above (Moulton
1985 111-113).

Archaeological studies of the Tuckasegee site (Jk12) in Jackson County, North
Carolina; the Garden Creek Sites (Hw 1, 2, 3, 7, 8) in Haywood County, North Carolina;
and the Warren Wilson Site (Bn29) in Buncombe County, North Carolina were
conducted by archaeologists Roy S. Dickens and Bennie C. Keel (Keel 197 23, ,
1 1). These sites are all located in western North Carolina and are very close to the area
where the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians are presently located. Both archaeologists
associate the ualla phase (1450-1 50 AD) of ceramic production, found at these sites,
with Cherokee culture (Bird 2001 28) The ualla phase is preceded by the Pisgah
Ceramic phase (culture) and is defined by Dickens (1970) as representing “the climax of
Mississippian influence in the Appalachian Summit Area” (Keel 197 45). Dickens
associates the Pisgah ceramic tradition with Cherokee manufacture circa 1000 AD which
places it into the period of Mississippian mound building in the southeastern United
States (Bird 2001 28). Both Keel and Dickens reported continued occupations of the
above sites, “neither would attribute Cherokee occupation or cultural influence beyond
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1,000 years ago.” The Eastern Band, members of the Cherokee Nation of klahoma,
and the United Keetowah Bands of Cherokee believe in a much longer Cherokee
occupation linked to the Tribe’s legends and oral history pertaining to continuous
occupation of the Kituhwa Mound Site, near the Eastern Band Reservation in North
Carolina ((Bird 2001 29 - 31).

In 17 5 John Hammerer (native of Alsace and a Lutheran) returned with a
delegation of ver Hills Cherokees, who had been taken to London by Lieutenant Henry
Timberlake. He lived among the Cherokees for many years as a missionary. He gave the
following description of the Cherokee settlement

First as to their towns The whole Nation of the Cherokees is divided into four
settlements; namely, the Upper or ver Hills, the Middle, the Lower settlements, and the
Valley, which lie in a kind of a cross. These settlements are separated from one another
by such craggy mountains and bad roads that it will even be impracticable to make any
communication by wagon-road from one to another (Williams 1928 24 ).

In 1755-17 2 Cherokee towns were grouped in four settlements in what today are South
Carolina, North Carolina, and Tennessee as seen in Figure 2.5 below.

Figure 2.5. Map compiled by Smith (1979) showing distribution of eighteenth-century
Cherokee settlements, c. 1755-1762.

The Southern Appalachians provided a home for the Cherokee unlike any other in
North America and even Europe as a whole. These mountains were the home to the



greatest number of tree species in North America, and more than all of Europe. The more
than 125 species of the Appalachian mixed deciduous forest found their own niche
according to elevation, amount of sunlight, soil, moisture, and human intervention. Eye-
witness reports of the first Europeans to walk the vast forests exclaimed the beauty of the
Appalachians. During the early 1700s the English surveyor William DeBrahm named it
“the American Cannan.” He noted that “this country seems longing for the hands of
industry to receive its hidden treasures, which nature has been collecting and toiling since
the beginning, ready to deliver them up.” The European settlers (“hand of industry”)
would spread down the Appalachian valleys during the next two centuries (Hill 1997 7-
8).

Excavations at the ver Hill Cherokee villages of Chota and Tanasee discovered
settlement patterns consistent with other excavations of probable Cherokee sites. These
villages are located on the east side of the Little Tennessee River approximately seven
miles east-southeast of \Vonore, Monroe County, Tennessee. Evidence of two
townhouses, a summer pavilion, a plaza area, and associated features as public structures
were uncovered during the excavation. The most common postmold patterns were those
attributed to winter dwellings with their associated summer houses. These winter
domestic structures were circular and “correspond closely in nearly every respect with the
archaeological expectations of the ethnohistoric data.” The summer domestic dwellings
were rectangular and “generally oriented parallel to the second river terrace.” Burials
were found to be associated with the summer dwellings (Schroedl 198 2 3-2 8).

Subsistence Patterns

Land use by the Cherokee was significantly different from the European view of
conquering the land to use it for its “hidden treasures.” Although the Cherokees
continually created different landscapes for villages, agricultural fields, and hunting
areas, there was always the underlying principle of creating useful niches for different
species of trees, shrubs, birds, and animals. This system of dense forest and thinned
forest with cleared spaces made it possible for the Cherokee to shape landscapes and
sustain “resources for food, medicines, clothing, tools, and dyes. Women encouraged
nut- and fruit-bearing trees near their settlements.” Invading Spaniards noted that
uncultivated walnut trees were growing about the Appalachian country just as robust as
those growing in orchards in Spain. Nut-bearing trees, such as hickories, “yield eight
times more nuts in clearings than under closed canopies (Hill 1997 8-9).

In the Blue Ridge and Ridge and Valley provinces, chestnut trees “comprised
from one-quarter to one-half of some forest communities” at elevations up to 4,000 feet.
The trees grew to immense sizes 120 feet in height and 7-foot circumferences. Foraging
animals, such as bear, deer, squirrels, and wild turkey, were attracted to carpets of fallen
chestnuts in the fall months and became so fat that they were easy prey for Cherokee
hunters  “In the 1700s, women traded chestnut (ti-li) by the bushel basket to white
settlers and relied on the nuts and chestnut bread (gadu ti-li) as winter staples (Hill 1997
10). n November 28™ 199 in a letter written by Benjamin Hawkins (agent among the
Creeks) that a “woman had just returned from the settlements, a journey of 17 days. She
carried a bushel and an half of chestnuts on her back and gave them for a petticoat.
(Hawkins 191 18).
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The red mulberry tree was useful not only for the fruit it produced at elevations up
to 2,000 feet, but for weaving clothing, floor coverings, and wall coverings. Clothing
was woven in the form of an apron and noted as being soft. The floor and wall coverings
often depicted animals and birds or even the Cherokee themselves in social situations
(Hill 1997 9). In 1713 Price Hughes, “a Welsh gentleman of property and connection,”
came to promote a scheme of Welsh colonization. By the spring of 1713 he was in the
mountain country with another scheme to capture the Indian trade. In a letter to the
Duchess of rmond, Hughes wrote about a gift from the Cherokees to ueen Anne “a
large carpet made of mulberry bark for herself to sit on and twelve small ones for her
Counsellours” (Crane 195 103).

While nuts and fruits provided many essential nutrients, plants emerged on the
floor of the forests before the canopy of leaves again closed off the light with the
approaching summer. Food, medicines, and vegetable dyes were obtained from the more
than 200 species of wildflowers which grew in the Southern Appalachians. Id fields
were the seedbed of wild grapes, huckleberry, blackberry, raspberry, and strawberry. The
first Cherokee festival of the year began when the strawberry began to ripen (Hill 1997
12). “The old fields abound with larger strawberries than | have seen in any part of the
world; insomuch, that in the proper season, one may gather a hat-full, in the space of two
or three yards square (Adair 1775 1939 439). Wild potatoes grew in clearings as well
as pokeweed, which was used for greens when young, while the berries were used for
medicine and dye. Adair’s description continues

Small fields next to their dwelling-houses’ were planted as soon as the weather
permitted in the spring. “There they plant a variety of large and small beans, peas, and
the smaller sort of Indian corn, which usually ripens in two months, from the time it is
planted; though it is called by the English, the six weeks corn.

The chief part of the Indians begin to plant their out-fields, when the wild fruit is so ripe,
as to draw off the birds from picking up the grain. This is their general rule, which is in
the beginning of May. Corn is their chief produce, and main dependence. f this they
have three sorts; one of which hath been already mentioned. The second sort is yellow
and flinty, which they call hommony-corn.” The third is the largest, of a very white and
soft gain, termed bread-corn.” In July, when the chestnuts and corn are green and full
grown, they half boil the former, and take off the rind; and having sliced the milky,
swelled, long rows of the latter, the women pound it in a large wooden mortar, which is
wide at the mouth, and gradually narrows to the bottom then they knead both together,
wrap them up in green corn-blades of various sizes ..boil them well, as they do every
kind of seethed food. They have another sort of boiled bread, which is mixed with beans,
or potatoes; they put on the soft corn till it begins to boil, and pound it sufficiently fine.

The thin cakes mixt with bear’s oil, were formerly baked on thin broad stones
placed over a fire, or on broad earthen bottoms fit for such a use but now they use kettles
(Adair 1775 1939 435-437).

River cane flourished in the Southeast along waterways winding through each of
the Cherokee settlements. Cane was used in numerous ways

for everything from house walls and hair ornaments to game sticks and musical
instruments. Toys, weapons, tools, and beds were made of cane. When crops failed and
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famine came, Cherokees made flour from cane. Before going to battle, warriors purified
themselves with cane and root tea. Baskets and mats represented women’s most
frequent, complex, and significant use of rivercane.

Although women also made and used pottery containers, baskets became common
serving vessels. Serving food to family and guests required different baskets. Cane mats
covered house benches and beds, decorated interior walls, served as ceremonial rugs, and
wrapped the bodies of the dead (Hill 1997 39-40).

When Henry Timberlake visited the verhill town of Chota in 17 2, he saw
numerous “small flat baskets, made of split canes” filled with “venison, bear, and
buffalo likewise potatoes, pumpkins, hominy, boiled corn, beans, and pease” (Hill
199739-40,54-55).

The most utilized game animal was the white-tailed deer. Deer meat supplied
approximately one-half of the meat in the Cherokee diet. Essentially all parts of the deer
were used for food, clothing, moccasins, trade, or ceremony (Hill 1997 19-20). “It is
surprising to see the great variety of dishes they make out of wild flesh, corn, beans, peas,
potatoes, pompions, dried fruits, herbs and roots. They can diversify their courses, as
much as the English, or perhaps, the French cooks” (Adair 1775 1939 439 .

The black bear was utilized for clothing, bedding, and blankets. Thread was spun
from the coarse black hair. Bear oil was mixed with sassafras and wild cinnamon and
stored in large earthen jars. Bear fat was used by women to oil their hair, “as a mark of
beauty.” It was used by both women and men as an insect repellant (Hill 1997 20).

Cherokees never ate birds of prey because they consumed the blood of animals;
however, warriors and ballplayers used their feathers in order to acquire “swiftness, keen
vision, and cunning.” The wild turkey, the most numerous fowl in Cherokee settlement
areas, provided food, ornamentation, tools, and clothing. Turkey bone was used as
scratchers, beads, and medicine tubes. Turkey breast feathers were woven into beautiful
blankets, cloaks, and short gowns.

During the 1700s *“southeastern waterways teemed with fish, including bass, trout,
mullet, perch, carp, gar, pike, eel, sturgeon, redhorse, drum, walleye, sculpin, lampreys,
suckers, and catfish.” Women and men worked together during the summer months; the
men swam in the icy water with woven handnets and the women waited on shore with
baskets for scooping fish swarming from the men’s nets. They sometimes used crushed
buckeyes or walnut roots to stun the fish, making it easy for women and children to catch
the fish in baskets (Hill 1997 23-24).

In 1825 David Brown (son-in-law of George Lowrey) of Creek Path wrote a letter
to the editor of the Richmond Family Visitor. In his letter, he described the land of the
Cherokee Nation as being

Well watered; abundant springs of pure water are found in every part. A range of
majestic and lofty mountain stretch themselves across the nation. The northern part of
the nation is hilly and mountainous. In the southern and western parts, here are extensive
and fertile plains, covered partly with tall trees, through which beautiful streams of water
glide. These plains furnish immense pasturage, and numberless herds of cattle are
dispersed over them. Horses are plenty, and are used for servile purposes. Numberous
flocks of sheep, goats, and swine, cover the valleys and hills.  n Tennessee, Ustanala,
and Canasagi rivers, Cherokee commerce floats. The climate is delicious and healthy;
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the winters are mild. The spring clothes the ground with its richest scenery. Cherokee
flowers, of exquisite beauty and variegated hues, meet and fascinate the eye in every
direction.

In the plains and valleys, the soil is generally rich; producing Indian corn, cotton,
tobacco, wheat, oats, indigo, sweet and Irish potatoes. The natives carry on considerable
trade with the adjoining States; and some of them export cotton in boats down the
Tennessee, to the Mississippi, and down that river to New rleans. Apple and peach
orchards are quite common, and gardens are cultivated, and much attention paid to them.
Butter and cheese are seen on Cherokee tables. There are many public roads in the
nation, and houses of entertainment kept by the natives. Numerous and flourishing
villages are seen in every section of the country. Cotton and woolen cloths are
manufactured here. Blankets, of various dimensions, manufactured by Cherokee hands,
are very common. Almost every family in the nation grows cotton for its own
consumption. Nearly all the merchants in the nation are native Cherokees. Agricultural
pursuits, (the most solid foundation of our national prosperity,) engage the chief attention
of the people. Different branches in mechanics are pursued (Smith and Windham 2004
8).

Cherokee Settlement in Alabama

The most significant Cherokee population movement into northeast Alabama took
place soon after the Treaty of Sycamore Shoals on March 17, 1775. Dragging Canoe, son
of the great Attakullakulla, protested this treaty, which “sold off” vast amounts of hunting
lands between “Kaintuckee and Tennessee Rivers” and the “road to Kaintuckee.”
Dragging Canoe adamantly opposed the land giveaway and declared to Henderson, the
American treaty negotiater “You have bought a fair land, but there is a cloud hanging
over it. You will find its settlement dark and bloody” (Brown 1938 9-12).

During the spring of 1777 Cherokees “poured southward to find new homes with
Dragging Canoe, the chief who would fight for their lands. The towns of Settico, Great
Island, Tellico, Toguo and Chilhowie were depopulated. Dragging Canoe and his people
from Great Island settled at the old town of Chickamauga.” Little wl, Dragging
Canoe’s brother, chose a site up stream, near modern-day Graysville, Georgia (Brown
1938 1 3).

In 1784 Brother Schneider, a Moravian missionary, traveled in the ver Hill
towns to

ascertain more about those regions and the needs of the Cherokees, so that the Brethren

could plan something definite about establishing a mission among them.” He noted that

the Cherokee Nation “had been very much weakened in the last War (Revolutionary

War) by the Separation of the Chikamakas or lower Cherokees, .. who have built 90

or 100 Miles down the Tenesee River.

He gave the reason for the separation was due to the fact that the upper Cherokees would
not take action against the encroachment of the “white People,” and were even warning
the settlers about their “designs.” As Brother Schneider traveled down the Little
Tennessee River, he noted that a “Town of the Chikemakas called Delamatne”
(Tommotly town) was burned down during the Revolutionary War and there were still
many apple and peach trees, “which had grown quite wild” (Williams 1928 25 -257).
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See Map below (Figure 2. ) showing Cherokee settlements, ¢. 1775-177 . Note the
missing  verhill Cherokee settlements when compared to the 1755-17 2  verhill
Cherokee settlements in Figure 2.5. The towns of Taskegee, Tomotly, Halfway Town are
missing. Tomotly is the town Brother Schneider described as having been burned during
the Revolutionary War.
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Figure 2.6. Map compiled by Smith (1979) showing distribution of eighteenth-century
Cherokee settlements, c. 1775-1776.

In 1779 Virginia and North Carolina initiated a joint campaign, commanded by
Evan Shelby, against the Chickamaugan towns. A force of approximately 900 men
descended the Tennessee River and during the next two weeks systematically destroyed
the Chickamaugan towns, burning 11 in all. Although the towns Shelby destroyed were
partially reoccupied, the “bulk” of Dragging Canoe’s warriors followed him to what
became known as the Five Lower Towns of the Cherokees. These were in Creek territory
and were known as Running Water Town (Tennessee), Nickajack (Tennessee), Long
Island (Tennessee-Alabama State Line), Lookout Mountain Town (Georgia), and Crow
Town (Alabama). Although many of Dragging Canoe’s followers were Creeks

he punctiliously observed the etiquette of Indian diplomacy by sending a
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delegation headed by his brother Little wl to request permission of the great Creek
Chief Alexander McGilivray. Considering them an oppressed people,” McGilivray
gladly gave his consent to the settlements. The Five Lower Towns were old Indian
townsites, extending back to and beyond De Soto’s time (Brown 1938 172-175). See

Figure 2.7 below.
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Figure 2.7. J. P. Brown Map of the Five Lower Towns.

For fifteen years, Dragging Canoe never waivered in his hatred for the
He was friends with the British, French, and Spanish, but

Americans’ land greed.

continued to make the settlement of his hunting grounds by the Americans dark and

bloody. Dragging Canoe died on March 1, 1792 at Lookout Town (Brown 1938
John Watts, who continued Dragging Canoe’s mission of warring on the

175,329).

American settlements, moved to Willstown to be closer to the Spanish supply of arms
from Pensacola and closer to his Creek allies. Warriors from all parts of the Cherokee
Nation gathered in Willstown in September 1792 to hear Watts’ report of a trip to

Pensacola to meet with Spanish Governor ’Neal (Brown 1938 344).

22



The first movement of Cherokees into Willstown, near present-day Lebanon,
Alabama may have been after the Creeks were defeated at the Battle of Taliwa (1755) in
northern Georgia. Some historians place the establishment of Willstown as 1770.
“While Willstown was home to Will Webber and some of the other most hostile
Chickamaugas of their day, the village was apparently attacked only once by the whites.”
In 1782 John Sevier led a group of 100 men on a warring expedition from Chickamauga
to Wills Town and on to Turkey Town and ironically was guided by John Watts, who
would later become the Chickamaugan leader after Dragging Canoe’s death in 1792.
(Smith and Windham 2004 54-55).

Villages were established by the Chickamaugans at various locations along the
Tennessee River.  ne such town was located on Coldwater Creek about 300 yards from
the river (approximately 2.0 miles from the present-day town of Tuscumbia, Alabama)
In 178 and 1787 the town furnished a retreat for the warriors after their raids on the
Cumberland settlers in Middle Tennessee.. (Nashville). Two Chickasaw discovered the
town and reported it to Brigadier-General Robertson, who commanded 130 mounted
volunteers.  In June 1787, Robertson led the force to Muscle Shoals and burned the
town. The town was predominantly Creek, but there were 10 Cherokees, and possibly
some Delawares. Six or seven French traders lived in the town and were in possession of
a large supply of sugar, coffee, cloth, blankets, shot, salt, knives, powder, tomahawks,
tobacco, and other items suitable for trade with Indians. (Brown 1938 2 3-2 5;
Sheridan 1980 70).

Numerous Cherokee families, who had enlisted to receive reservations on ceded
land in Tennessee, moved into Alabama. The Treaty of 1817 stated that the head of
Cherokee families would receive a life reservation. Their children could inherit the
reservation upon the death of a parent. The stipulation was that they couldn’t sell the
land or retain it, if they moved somewhere else. Many families were mixed marriages of
white and Indian, so this provision gave protection to their Indian children. However, a
new treaty on February 27, 1819 added a provision that the United States would pay for
improvements, if the family vacated their home located in the ceded territories. Those
who wished to become citizens of the United States could continue to enlist for
reservations under the same conditions as in the treaty of 1817 (Hampton 1979 ).

When the Cherokee families stayed on ceded land and enlisted for reservations
through the 1817 and 1819 treaties, the encroachment by whites and the state
governments usually made it almost unbearable to stay.

In Tennessee an act was passed providing for the survey of all of the lands received in the
state. These lands were eventually sold with no provision made for the life estates
received by the Indians and therefore in 1820 and 1821 those Indians who remained were
evicted from the lands. Most were unaware of any judicial process which might have
allowed them to stay, but many suits were brought and the state of Tennessee undertook
defense against reservees’ claims and eventually forced the abandonment of most of the
life reservations (Hampton 1979 i, 28, 29).

Several Cherokee families who lived in Marion County, Tennessee in the Battle Creek
and Fiery Gizzard area, just north of the Tennessee-Alabama state line, had enlisted to
receive reservations. These included Sally Lowrey, Elizabeth Lowry, George Lowry,
James Lowry, Susannah Lowry, and Elizabeth Pack (Hampton 1979 9, 13, 14, 17, 20).
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Because of adverse Tennessee state laws and white encroachment several families chose
to move into Alabama. The LaTourette 1837 map below (Figure 2.8) shows the homes
of George Lowery and Elizabeth Pack on the Ross’ Landing Road, northeast of the
Rawlins C.H (courthouse). and the Missionary Station (Willstown). George Lowery, Sr.
stated in a claim filed in Flint District, Indian Territory, on March 20", 1842 that he
moved in 1821 from Battle Creek to Wills Valley (Transcription of claim in Tennessee
Cherokee Collection by Mike Wren). In 1838 George Lowery became the Assistant
Conductor for the Benge Detachment, a Cherokee forced removal group..

Figure 2.8. Detail of John LaTourette map ca 1837. An Accurate Map of the State of
Alabama and West Florida.
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Although Cherokee movement into Alabama was gradual and took place over a
number of years, at the time of the removal, the Cherokee Nation was firmly entrenched
into the beautiful valleys of northeast Alabama. Mission schools were established in
Wills Town and Creek Path by the American Board of Commissioners of Foreign
Missions. The Methodist Church with its circuit riders and Cherokee preachers made the
biggest inroad in bringing Christianity to the Cherokee Nation in Alabama.
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Chapter 3

Missionaries, Government Politics, and Cherokee Removal

Introduction
By: Gail ing

This chapter will focus on missionary activities in the Cherokee Nation during the
late 1700s and early 1800s and describe their relationship with American government
policies. It will show how missionary activities furthered government programs and
politics during these years, but began to diverge as the idea of Cherokee removal by the
federal government became a reality. It will summarize the Christian groups who
established missions in the Cherokee Nation and their struggles to prevent Cherokee
removal.

Beginning with the Treaty of 1721, when a tract of land in South Carolina was
ceded, until the last land cession on December 29, 1835, the shrinkage of the Cherokee
Nation’s land base was constant. This resulted in the loss of vast amounts of hunting
grounds, as well as lands occupied by villages. As lands were ceded to the British, then
later after the Revolutionary War to the American government, there was a constant
population shift by the Cherokee people to lands controlled by the Cherokee Nation. As
villages disappeared due to land cessions, there was a shift from power in the hands of
individual chiefs to a centralized government. As more and more negotiations occurred
between the Cherokee Nation and the American government during the early 1800s, there
was a greater necessity to become a unified nation and speak with one voice. This unity
provided more resistance against the repeated encroachment by Anglo-Americans on
Cherokee Nation boundaries.

Principal Chief Path Killer most appropriately referred to the loss of Cherokee
lands in the following statement

President Washington agreed where the line should be had it run and marked and told
them this should always be the line between the Cherokees and white people soon after
there must be another treaty and another line again another treaty and another line an
so on always telling them this shall be the last line and always using the same reasons
when they wished for more land viz. you have more land than you want,--you can live
much better if you leave hunting, raise cattle, hogs, corn and cotton make your own
clothes, and have your bread and meat always at hand if you do this then you don’t
want so much land. May 7, 1823 entry in the Brainerd Journal (Phillips and Phillips
1998 7).

From the very beginning of Cherokee relations with white men, there was a
tendency for white traders to settle in Cherokee Country and marry into the Nation.
ften these were men of questionable character, however around the middle of the
eighteenth century, a better class of traders (Scotch, Irish, and Scotch-Irish) moved into
the Cherokee Nation. Their descendants rose to positions of leadership. A second group
of individuals were Tories (British sympathizers), who brought a “high degree” of culture
from the tidewater areas. The majority of the Tories and some of the traders wanted their
children to receive the best education possible. A third group settling among the
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Cherokees, were artisan-traders, mostly German, who instilled in the Cherokees, “a
sturdy dexterity” (Malone 195 53-54).

During the Revolutionary War and the years following, the Cherokees suffered
many hardships. Because the Cherokees allied with the British during the Americans’
struggle for independence, strife continued for many years between them and the
American colonists.  Acceptance of the U.S. government’s Indian policy, which
promoted education and Christianity, became more and more a safeguard for survival. A
shift toward acceptance by the Cherokees of President George Washington’s policy of
“civilizing” the Indians and integrating them into white society began to take place
(Phillips and Phillips 1998 ).

The Treaty of Holsten contained an important clause that set the stage for the
future of the Cherokee Nation that would be the beginning of a new relationship “with
the white man.” It is stated in Article 14 as follows

That the Cherokee nation may be led to a greater degree of civilization, and to become
herdsmen and cultivators, instead of remaining in a state of hunters, the United States
will, from time to time, furnish gratuitously the said nation with useful implements of
husbandry. And further, to assist the said nation in so desirable a pursuit, and at the same
time to establish a certain mode of communication, the United States will send such, and
S0 many, persons to reside in said nations, as they may judge proper, and not exceeding
four in number, who shall qualify themselves to act as interpreters. These persons shall
have lands assigned them by the Cherokees for cultivation, for themselves and their
successors in office; but they shall be precluded exercising any kind of traffic (Malone
195 35-3).

During the early 1800s American government policies were implemented by two
groups of people Indian agents and missionaries. Agents lived with each tribe and
worked on behalf of the government to oversee civilization programs and to negotiate
with tribes for land cessions. “The government also used missionaries to implement the

civilization’ programs. The missionaries supplied the expertise to train the Indians,
while the federal government supplied plows, spinning wheels, and domestic farm
animals” (Phillips and Phillips 1998 9). Both “federal policy makers and missionaries
agreed that civilization” was inseparable from Christianization. Therefore, during the
period of 1800 to 1830 many religious groups met the call of government as well as God”
(Phillips and Phillips 1998 2).

ther factors set the stage for the success of the civilization program. From 1808-
1811, the Lower Towns (comprised mainly of Chickamaugans) and the ver Hill
Cherokees united forming a more unified nation. The alliance between the Cherokee
Nation and the Americans during the Creek War, 1813-1814, put the Cherokees on the
side of the Americans for a change.

In 1821 the creation of Sequoyah’s syllabary, a phonetic system by which
Cherokees could learn to read and write in a short period of time, often in one day,
greatly facilitated bringing Christianity and civilization to many Cherokees who did not
speak English. This syllabary “was destined” to fast-forward the Cherokees by “leaps
and bounds” and bring literacy to the Cherokee Nation. In 1827, a national paper in the
Cherokee language was established by the Cherokee Council. It was to be printed in both
English and Cherokee on an “iron printing press of improved construction.” It was

30



constructed under the supervision of Rev. Samuel A. Worcester. Within five years after
Sequoyah’s syllabary was accepted, 733,800 pages of *“good literature” had been
published. The syllabary was invented at the perfect time, when the Cherokees “were
hungering for education and beginning to turn to God, under the labors of the faithful
missionaries” (Schwarze 1923 147-150).

The establishment of mission schools in the Cherokee Nation during the first three
decades of the 1800s was the impetus for Cherokee progress. Although “primarily
interested in the white man’s knowledge and literacy, Cherokee Indians also absorbed
some elements of his religion” (Malone 195 91). The mission stations of the five
Christian groups who established missions in the Cherokee Nation are displayed in
Figure 3.1 below and discussed on the following pages.
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Moravians (Society of United Brethren)

The earliest record for a mission established by the Moravians among the
Cherokees was in 1740, when Johann Hagan (from Georgia) was deterred from
establishing a mission due to a smallpox epidemic. In 1759 Moravian Bishop
Spangenberg toured Cherokee country. Moravian church agents began attending
Cherokee Council sessions to seek approval for establishing missions. A conference at
Bethebara with several Cherokee chiefs proved unsuccessful (Malone 195 .92). In 1784
Brother Martin Schneider, a Moravian missionary, traveled in the ver Hill towns to
determine the condition of the Cherokee people and the prospects of establishing a
mission among them (Williams 1928 25 ). In 1800 Moravian Abraham Steiner in
cooperation with two Cherokees, James Vann and Charles Hicks, secured permission to
establish a mission at Spring Place (Malone 195 93).

In reference to establishing the mission at Spring Place, Little Turkey stated (in a
speech to his council) that his interest was in the education which churches had to offer,
rather than in Christian evangelization. In 1802 the Spring Place mission was threatened
with banishment if measures were not taken to board and educate young Indians. In 1805
Reverend John Gambold and his wife arrived. Both had remarkable talents for educating
“heathen” children. However the mission was in its ninth year before the first conversion
of an adult occurred. After the death of Mrs. Gambold, John Gambold established a
second mission at othcaloga, about 15 miles south of Spring Place. The success of the
Moravians was apparent in producing outstanding students who attended college in
Cornwall, Connecticut. Both Spring Place and othcaloga provided religious and secular
education until the Cherokee Removal in 1838 (Malone 195 92-95, 104).

Presbyterians

In 1758 John Martin, a missionary from Virginia, preached several years to the
ver Hill Cherokees. Martin experienced very little success. Lieutenant Henry
Timberlake, a friend of Martin, stated that Martin on one occasion preached until
everyone was tired and the Indians told Martin “they knew very well, that if they were
good, they should go up; if bad, down; that he could tell no more; that he had long
plagued them with what they no ways understood, and that they desired him to depart the
country” (Malone 195 9 ).
In 1804 Gideon Blackburn established a school on the Hiwassee River with a
grant of 200 from the Presbyterian General Assembly. In 180 Blackburn established a
second school on Sale Creek near its termination into the Tennessee River. In 1810
Blackburn closed his schools due to poor health. His achievements were summarized by
other workers in the Indian country

Within about five years, between four and five hundred young persons of both sexes were
so instructed as to be able to read with a good degree of facility in the English Bible;
were proportionably advanced in spelling, writing, and arithmetic; and at the same time
were taught the privileges of the Christian religion. Many Bibles and religious tracts
were distributed, and several individuals, some young and some of mature age, became
hopeful and exemplary Christians (Malone 195 98).
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American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions (ABCFM)

The American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions was an
interdenominational organization established on September 8, 1810 (Malone 195 98),
by a group of men meeting in Farmington, Massachusetts. The ABCFM was composed
of Congregational and Presbyterian Churches initially, but later included the Dutch
Reformed Church. The missionaries sent by the ABCFM were greatly motivated by a
movement, known as the Second Awakening, which was taking place in New England at
the time. It was their goal to preach the gospel to Indians in North America and other
native people around the world. “Not only did this religious revival spiritually awaken
the New Englanders themselves, but the revival implanted a firm belief with the New
England Congregationalists that their benevolence must extend beyond themselves, their
cities, and their villages” (Phillips and Phillips 1998 2-3).

n January 13, 1817 the first mission was established on Chickamauga Creek
(vicinity of present-day Chattanooga and where Dragging Canoe had established a village
many years before), two miles from the Georgia state line, under the leadership of Cyrus
Kingsbury. He chose this location due to a large population of mixed-ancestry Cherokees
residing in the area. The mission was named Chickamauga after the creek on which it
was located, however one year later it was renamed Brainerd Mission, in honor of a
distinguished missionary to the Northern Indians (Malone 195 99).

In 1818 Kingsbury left for Choctaw country to pioneer another mission and was
succeeded as superintendent by Ard Hoyt, who was accompanied by two other
missionaries from Boston, Daniel S. Butrick and William Chamberlin (Malone 195
101). However, when Daniel S. Butrick arrived, he disagreed with Kingsbury’s policies
of ethnocentrism and elitist policies and began to seek traditional Cherokees. He rejected
the idea that upper-class, mixed bloods should be the first to be educated and endeavored
to learn traditional customs and Cherokee language in order to be more effective with
traditional Cherokees. In spite of this approach by Butrick, Kingsbury was correct in his
belief that success in Christianizing would come

from bi-cultural Cherokees of mixed-ancestry rather than the people more wedded to
traditional culture. Many people of mixed-ancestry enjoyed a peculiar status in the tribe’
as cultural brokers, and they more cordially embraced the idea of missionaries in their
nation. Therefore, the American Board, by their own design as well as the inclination of
their selected students, ended up ministering to many of those individuals who, by 1838
(the year of the forced removal), emerged as the shapers of Cherokee society (Phillips
and Phillips 1998 4).

A journal kept at Brainerd from 1817-1823 gives tremendous insight into the
meeting of two very different cultures and missionary work at the Brainerd Mission
during these years. Cyrus Kingsbury kept daily notes from the first day of arrival. These
were later converted into a formal journal by Ard Hoyt, who succeeded Kingsbury.
Along side Hoyt, Daniel Butrick, Moody Hall, William Chamberlin, Elizur butler, John
Vail, John Elsworth, Ainsworth Blunt, and others recorded in this journal “their efforts to
build a mission, to reach the Cherokee with education and the gospel, and to
communicate the details of their daily lives” (Phillips and Phillips 1998 1).
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In 1819 Brainerd was aided not only by the American Board, but also the federal
government, various organizations, and individuals. President Monroe visited Brainerd
and authorized a new building to be used as a girls” school. Brainerd became a “parent
institution and supply point” for ten other missions sponsored by the ABCFM in the
Cherokee Nation. The ten additional missions and the date of their establishment are
listed below (Malone 195 100-101, Walker 1931(1993) 70).

Taloney, later named Carmel) (Georgia) 1819
Creek Path (Alabama) 1820
Hightower (Georgia) 1823
Willstown (Alabama) 1823
Haweis (Georgia) 1823
Candy’s Creek, (Tennessee) 1824
New Echota (Georgia) 1827
Amohee (Tennessee) 1831
Red Clay (Tennessee) 1835
Running Water (Tennessee) 1835

Missions in Alabama Established by the ABCFM

Figure 3.2. Detail of the John LaTourette map ca 1837. An Accurate map of the state of
Alabama and West Florida.
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As can be seen on the map above (Figure 3.2), there were only two missions
established in Alabama by the American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions.
The Creek Path Mission was established in 1820, three years earlier than the Willstown
Mission.

Baptists

n May 1817 the first meeting of the Baptist Missionary Convention was held in
Philadelphia, where requests by the Cherokees for schools and missions were discussed.
n December 1817 Humphrey Posey, a Baptist hill-country preacher, was appointed by
the Baptist Missionary Convention to take charge of the Cherokee missions. During the
following year Posey established four missions Cowee, Tillanoocy, Eastatory, and a
mission at the house of a Cherokee mixed-breed named Edward Tucker. Posey preached
at various places throughout the Cherokee Nation, as well as preaching in Georgia and
upper South Carolina. In 1819 Posey left for a westward tour, possibly connected with
the voluntary removal offer by the government in 1819 to Arkansas, and all four of his
schools closed. In 1820 Posey returned and established Valley Towns mission, however
he departed again in 1824 (Malone 195 10 -107).

By April 1825, only one family remained out of the original 25 persons plus
Posey’s and Dawson’s families, who had occupied the mission in November 1821. There
were many difficulties at Valley Towns, which was not even a town or village.
Cherokee cabins or homesteads were located up and down the river for miles, far apart
from each other. The closest family was two miles away and the closest cluster of
Cherokee cabins was 15 miles downstream toward Tennessee. The climate was cold,
spring floods made it difficult to construct mills along the river banks, and the closest
white settlement was 40 miles to the east and 0 miles to the west, making supplies for
the mission hard to get. The one bright spot at the mission were the Cherokee children,
who were so eager to please their teachers that they would eagerly walk through the snow
for two or three miles with only thin clothing for protection against the cold. “Cherokee
children were taught to respect their elders and those in authority. They also had a
remarkable ability for memorization and oral recitation (McLoughlin 1990 31-33). Jones
tried to invent a writing system for the Cherokee language, but the acceptance of
Sequoyah’s syllabary was too great and his attempts were abandoned (Malone 195 109).

During the early 1820s a missionary station was founded at Tinsawattee ( 0 miles
southeast of Valley Towns) by the Sarepta Missionary Society of Georgia. Later this
missionary station became a branch of Valley Towns. In 1825 Tinsawattee was moved to
Hickory Log, eight miles down the Hightower River (Malone 195 107).

In 1833 Cherokee ministers, Jesse Bushyhead and John Wickliffe, were ordained
as ministers. Jesse Bushyhead was baptized at Candy’s Creek mission, an ABCFM
mission. He had operated a one-man mission in his native Amohee district. From there
he met the Baptists at Valley Towns and was “soon drawn into their organization”
(Malone 195 109).

During the 1830s, Jones and his associates at Valley Towns were busy with
schools and circuit preaching. “As late as 1837 Jones and Bushyhead were touring and
preaching at Coosawattee, Long Swamp, Tinsawattee, Big Savannah, Amagalolelega,
Deganeetla, and at various native homes (Malone 195 110).
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Methodists

In 1822 the Methodist Church was the last of “large-scale missionary endeavors
among early nineteenth century Cherokees” and was started in the Alabama portion of
the Cherokee Nation. Malone (195 ) stated that Bishop William McKendree of the
Tennessee Conference was “the first native American bishop of the Methodist Church”
and “ardently hoped to Christianize the Indians adjacent to his area.” The idea was
introduced to his preachers. Richard Neely, a young Methodist licensed preacher, who
had been assigned to the Jackson Circuit in (North) Eastern Alabama, became acquainted
with Richard Riley, an English-speaking half-breed, whose home was on the south side
of the Tennessee River in the Cherokee Nation. The Cherokee Nation existed on the
south side of the Tennessee River at that time and was across the river from the southern
boundary of Neely’s circuit. Neely enlarged his circuit to include the Indian’s home at
Fort Deposit (northwest of present-day Guntersville) and preached at Riley’s house once
a month (Malone 195 110).

The Methodist missions to the Cherokees grew steadily. In ctober 1822 Andrew
J. Crawford became the first assigned Methodist preacher to the Cherokees. By 1824 the
missions were divided into an Upper Mission, directed by Nicholas D. Scales and a
Lower Mission, directed by Richard Neely. Eventually a Middle Mission was created in
1825 and Isaac W. Sullivan was named as its minister. The Tennessee Conference
leaders became concerned that the missionaries were “neglecting intellectual and material
instruction” and only concentrating on Christian conversion. The two preachers, Scales
and Sullivan, were ordered “first to teach and then to preach.” Neely’s preaching circuit
included two Societies at Riley’s and Coody’s, an area from Chickasaw Island in the
Tennessee River all the way to the junction of the Etowah and the ostanaula Rivers,
then to a point on Lookout Mountain and up the Tennessee River and back to Chickasaw
Island. He preached anywhere a congregation would gather. (Malone 195 111).

In 1825 a mission school was established under the direction of Francis Asbury

wen at othcaloga (near New Echota), due to a request by the Cherokees in that area.
George W. Morris, who succeeded wen the following year, reported that in the vicinity
of the mission he had heard no profanity, saw no drunken men, heard no quarrels, nor
heard the sound of an axe on the Sabbath (Malone 195 112).

Methodism attracted influential Cherokees, such as John Ross, who was
“converted at a meeting in the Chickamauga area, and became an active Methodist.”
Methodist work was greatly enhanced by native exhorters John Fletcher (The Boot),
Edward Gunter, Joseph Blackbird, and Turtle Fields. Fields, a veteran of Creek War,
became “so enthusiastic over Methodism that in December, 182 , he was appointed a
regular itinerant preacher in the Methodist Church, the first Cherokee to be thus
assigned” (Malone 195 112).

By 1827 there were five ministers assigned to Cherokee work. Two were
assigned to circuits and three were primarily teachers. Methods of Christianizing in the
Methodist Church were direct and focused on personal evangelizing. The camp meetings
were especially effective

where lively and dramatic exhortations appealed to Indians as much as they had to
whites. In the summer of 1830 a series of three- and four-day camp meetings resulted
from a revival which swept through the Methodist areas of influence. By the end of the



year, 1,028 Cherokee Indians were claimed as members by the Methodists (Malone
195 113).

Rev. N. D. Scales, the Methodist preacher assigned to the upper mission of the
Cherokee Nation, submitted a statement to the Cherokee Phoenix on May 28, 1828 (Vo.
1, No. 14) giving a description of the Cherokee Missions under the superintendence of
the Methodist Episcopal Church. Four missionary stations were listed Creekpath,
Chattooga Courthouse, ochgelogy, and Pinelog. At each station there was a school in
which children were taught spelling, reading, writing, arithmetic, and English grammar.
The number of students is about one hundred. Scales described the teachers as being

preachers who
employ themselves during the week in the business of instruction, and on the Sabbath
administer the word of life. None of the stations are permanently fixed .and when

the whole nation shall have progressed so far in the arts and sciences as to supersede
benevolent and charitable auxiliaries, the instructors may withdraw from the field of
labor without having antiquated permanent establishments.

There are three large circuits embracing about sixty preaching places, upon two of which
the gospel is regularly preached in English, and on the other in Cherokee. These circuits
are superintended by the Rev. James I. Trott, the Rev. Greenburry Garret, and Turtle
Fields, the last of whom is well known to be a Cherokee. Under the labors of these pious
and devotedly zealous men, the prospects of doing much good appear invitingly
encouraging. May their labors be abundantly blessed by the great Head of the Church.

There are seven hundred members of the Society. Some of whom are leading men of the
nation, and many families of first respectability. These united exert a happy influence
over their relatives, friends, neighbors’ and the nation generally. (Kilpatrick and
Kilpatrick 19 8 34-35).

The other Christian groups, established in the Cherokee Nation, were often
critical of the Methodist methods in attracting converts. William Chamberlin, an
American Board missionary, “was particularly disturbed over the idea that Cherokees on
whom he and his colleagues had worked for some time might suddenly join a Methodist
society after a single meeting “(Malone 195 115).

Missionaries and the Trail of Tears

By the mid-1820s, removal issues put the federal government, state governments,
missionary societies, and the tribes involved on a direct collision course (Andrew
1992 138).  n December 20, 1828, approximately one and one-half years after the
Cherokee Nation adopted their own Constitution (much like the American Constitution),
the Georgia legislature annexed all Cherokee lands in the state of Georgia, declared all
Cherokee laws and customs null and void, and persons of Indian descent living in the
Cherokee country were prohibited from entering in a lawsuit.  n June 1, 1830, this law
would take effect. The Cherokee property would be surveyed and divided into 1 0 acre
tracts and sold by lottery, with one lottery ticket available for each white individual
(Walker 1931(1993) 25 -257). n April 1 , 1830, Senator Sprague of Maine brought
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national attention to the laws. He stated that the “Georgia laws gave the Cherokees’
property over to the cupidity of their white neighbors and left the Indians exposed to
every outrage that lawless persons could inflict,” that even murder could be committed as
long as no white person was present who would testify (Walker 1931(1993) 258-259).

Although treaties guaranteed the rights and lands of the Cherokees, they were told
on April 18, 1829 that President Jackson “decided that the federal government would
never assert its authority against the sovereign rights of the state of Georgia”
(McLoughlin1995 247).

In order to carry out these laws, Georgia officials passed another law, specifically
aimed at destroying the Christian missions in Georgia. This law stated that all white men
living on Cherokee land in the state of Georgia would be sent to the penitentiary at hard
labor, if they refused to take an oath of allegiance to Georgia (Walker 1931(1993) 258).
The law became effective on March 1, 1830. Soon afterwards, the Georgia guard
arrested Samuel A. Worcester and John Thompson, missionaries of the American Board
(ABCFM). A judge in the Gwinnett County court released them “since the two were
utilizing United States funds in their work and were alleged to be agents of that
government.” Governor Gilmer contacted Washington and learned that they were not
federal agents, but that Worcester was the U.S. post master at New Echota. President
Jackson assured Gilmer that Worcester would be removed from his position. nMay 1 ,
1831 Governor Gilmer ordered Worcester to leave Georgia (Malone 195 175).

Meanwhile, the annual meeting of ABCFM was held in Boston in  ctober 1830.
A series of resolutions on behalf of the Cherokees and in defense of the missionaries was
“enthusiastically” adopted (McLoughlin 1995 253). This appeared to add more
incentive for the Georgians to carry out its law against white men living on Cherokee
land in Georgia.

“ n May 28, 1831, the commander of the Georgia Guard announced a ten-day
period during which all white missionaries were to leave the state, on pain of
imprisonment” (Malone 195 175). The ten missionaries who refused to take the oath of
allegiance to the State of Georgia were arrested, as well as the white printer of the
Cherokee Phoenix. “They were beaten, chained, and forced to march 35 miles a day to
the county jail ( inn 1980 141) “and remanded for trial in the September term of
Gwinnett Superior Court” (Malone 195 175). Nine of those arrested swore allegiance
to the Georgia laws, but Samuel Worcester and Elizur Butler refused to swear allegiance
to the State of Georgia ( inn 1980 141). As noted below, this arrest was the second time
for Samuel A. Worcester and the third arrest for John Thompson.

In giving further details of the above arrests, selected individual accounts are as
follows ABCFM missionary, Dr. Elizur Butler, was arrested on July 7, 1831 by the
Georgia Guard, because he had not sworn allegiance to the state of Georgia nor obtained
a permit from the governor. He was sentenced to four years hard labor in the penitentiary
at Milledgeville, Georgia. He was not released until January 14, 1833. Upon returning to
the mission at Haweis, near Rome, Georgia, he was forced by Georgia authorities to
remove to Brainerd in Tennessee in 1834, to escape further persecutions (Walker
1931(1993) 45).

Dr. Samuel A. Worcester (ABCFM) was arrested for the second time by the
Georgia Guard on July 7, 1831 and sentenced with Dr. Elizur Butler on the same charges
to four years of hard labor. He returned to Brainerd on March 15, 1834, after being
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released from prison. He left in 1835 for the Dwight Mission in Arkansas, then moved to
Park Hill, Indian Territory ( klahoma), where he worked among the Cherokees until his
death in 1859 (Walker 1931(1993) 48). Dr. Worcester wrote a letter, while in jail at
Camp Gilmer on July 18, 1831, describing brutal treatment and events while enroute to
jail. (A court case Worcester vs. Georgia that made it all the way to the United States
Supreme Court is noted in Chapter 5). A Methodist missionary, Mr. Trott, and Cherokee
by the name of Proctor were arrested and later Mr. McLeod, a Methodist circuit rider,
was arrested (Walker 1931(1993) 2 2).

Reverend John Thompson (ABCFM) was arrested three times by the Georgia
Guard. During his third arrest in July, 1831, one of the hottest days of the summer, he
was chained to the tail of a horse-drawn cart and made to run over rough roads until his
feet bled profusely. After several days in prison, he was released, after which he and his
family, were forced to leave Hightower mission (Walker 1931(1993) 54-55).

Jeremiah Evarts, head of ABCFM was a stalwart opponent of Andrew Jackson’s
Indian removal policies, even before the arrests of ABCFM missionaries (Andrew
1992 144, abstract). He authored the William Penn essays defending the rights of Indian
tribes (Andrew 1992 184). He died from exhaustion due to his efforts to block passage of
the Indian Removal Bill of 1830 (Andrew 1992 abstract).

Resistance to removal was very evident in actions by Baptist minister, Evan
Jones. McLoughlin (1995) stated that “on the one hand, Jones was a preacher and
evangelist, but on the other, he was a political agitator.” He actively impeded the
enrollment of Cherokees by Ben F. Curry, of the War Department. He, along with the
Ross Party, obtained signature from almost everyone in the nation, to rescind the Treaty
of 1835, ceding all Cherokee lands in the East (McLoughlin 1995 324-325).

In a letter written by Daniel S. Butrick on August 21, 1838 at Brainerd Mission,
he stated that he hoped to move the Brainerd congregation intact with Taylor’s removal
detachment. In another letter written from an encampment 25 miles west of Nashville, he
stated that the last Brainerd meeting was assisted by Presbyterians and Methodists. He
speaks of the journey (ABC 18.3.1, v.10 ). Walker (1931) stated that Dr Butler, ABCFM
missionary accompanied the Cherokees on the removal to the West in 1838 as one of
their attending physicians (Walker 1931(1993) 45).

McLoughlin (1990) stated that Evan Jones never had any doubt that he would
march along the Trail of Tears with the Cherokees. Jones left all of his family, except his
oldest son, in Columbus, Tennessee, until he could scout out a new location for the
Baptist mission station. There were two detachments for the mountain Cherokees of
North Carolina, one headed by Jesse Bushyhead and one led by Sitaugi, the detachment
Evan Jones and his son went with. Jones hoped that by working with the ABCFM
missionaries (referred to as the Presbyterians) that nearly all of the detachments would be
supplied with “religious aid” (McLoughlin 1990 181).

McLoughlin(1990) further stated that only two ABCFM missionaries made the
trip along with three of their native ministers. Two Moravian missionaries were present
in the Cherokee camps, but did not accompany any of the detachments. They went west
in their own wagons. David Cumming, a Methodist minister, was reported to have gone
on a detachment. Evan Jones and Jesse Bushyhead were assisted by ganaya, Kaneeda,
Dsusulawe, Beaver Carrier, John Foster, Tanenolee (McLoughlin 1990 181).
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The Christian groups, who survived the Removal of the Cherokee Nation from the
Southeastern United.States, were amazingly resilient. By 1841, the ABCFM missionaries
had five mission stations and two schools, and were headquartered in Park Hill, Indian
Territory (IT), under the leadership of Samuel Worchester. The Methodists had two or
three circuits in the southwestern part of the Nation around Tahlequah. The Baptist were
“left pretty much to themselves over a radius of fifty miles to the north and south of
Breadtown, Cherokee Nation, IT. (McLoughlin 1990 20 ).
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Chapter 4

The Gathering Storm Clouds
of the Cherokee Forced Removal

Historical Events Leading to Indian Removal
By: Gail King

During the 1760s and 1770s the American colonies were bombarded with act
after act passed by the British Parliament impacting exportation and importation of goods
between the colonies and England. These acts were generally always a form of taxation
affecting the colonists and monetarily for the good of the British government. In 1764
the British Parliament enacted the “Sugar Act to raise money in the colonies to pay the
British war debt” accumulated during the French and Indian War. Resentment by the
American colonists continued to build as the Stamp Act, Quartering Act, Declaratory
Act, and Townsend Acts were passed. The Quartering Act required the colonies to
provide food and lodging for British soldiers (Urdang 1981: 126-132). All of these
events culminated in the American Revolution.

When the Peace of Paris was signed by British and American representatives in
1783, the sovereign authority of England over all the land and people within its domain in
the American colonies shifted. The colonies had won the Revolutionary War. The loss of
the Revolutionary War by England and its Indian allies, one of which was the Cherokee
Nation, set the stage for policies instituted by the newly created American government.
When England lost, so did its Indian allies. Congress extended its authority over Indian
tribes within the conquered territory (Perdue 1995: 7-8).

After 1783 Congress pursued a “conquered nations” policy north of the Ohio
River, but allowed the individual states to pursue this policy south of the Ohio River.
With the exception of South Carolina, southern colonial charters extended state lands
west to the Mississippi River and beyond. “These states argued that England’s authority
had passed to them, not Congress, by right of conquest, and they quickly began to act on
their assertions.” As pressure mounted for land cessions by the Southeastern tribes, a
split occurred in the Cherokee Nation. One faction believed in warfare against the
Americans and the other faction believed in peaceful negotiations. (Refer to Chapter
Two for details of the split by Dragging Canoe and his followers). The newly formed
government of the United States and the Cherokee Nation signed the Treaty of Hopewell
in 1785. Although it was a peace treaty between the two nations, Georgia and North
Carolina refused to honor it and continued expansion into Cherokee territory, while “the
Cherokees continued to resist.” This resistance led to new policies by the United States
(Perdue 1995: 8-9), as will be seen throughout this chapter,

No analysis of Indian Removal policies instituted by the American government
would be complete without addressing land cessions by the tribes and in this case, by the
Cherokee Nation. Although in the beginning land cessions occurred when treaties were
negotiated under British rule, the Treaty of Hopewell was the first treaty between the
Cherokees and the United States. Treaties involving land cessions continued with the
American government until 1835 when there were no lands under Cherokee Nation
control east of the Mississippi River. Figure 4.1 below displays land cessions to Great
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Britain (before 1785) and the United States government (1785 and afterwards).

Table showing approximately the area in square miles and acres ceded to the United Stales
by the various treaties with the Cherokee Nation.

Area

Date of treaty. State where ceded lands are located. |in square A‘:& o n

- miles, *
4.3 S South Caroling.ceeeteceeeeeareciacenan 2,623 | 1,678,720
NOVembEr 2, 1755 e anuennuncnranncanarfozsans 40 e ivvmniennetiieieienanneaeeaand 8,635 | 5,526,400
Qctober 14, 1768 ... ccevuerervnnnan ViIrQINI2 . occeeverenrnmsreerannvareerinas 850 544, 000
,W..g%,.._.., ........................... 4,500 | 2,880, 00
- est Virginiad coeeerirrevnvamncrnnannnn. 0 , 752, 000
October 18, 1770 .vvevennne SETTRILE TEDNESIOB +avnrsrenrvrenrennreenn e "150 96, 000
Kentuoky cacerevrrenn vrmoemvocccacciann 250 160, 000
...... Q0 cievenivnracerreeneramaanceaaaaaf 10,135 6, 486, 400
1772 ....... aeenareaarasrennarannntas { West Virginia . ceevveunerncaneneanna.. 437 279, 680
Virginid coveeecerirenncnnvereraiacenan. 345 220, 800
June 1, 1778 cvuercccnceranansenscnans| GOOLZI®ureanniiieeiiiiinnranrecnciene: 1,050 672, 000
10 16) N 22,600 | 14, 464, 000
March 17, 1775 ccenrseanconsanannenas VIS camameeeoicsssnacnnssnsansennns 1, 800 1,152, 000
TEDNEISEB 1acecnrauracsrnanscsnnamennnnn 2, 650 1, 696, 000
May 20, 1777 e vaeneiivieernaaeans goutélé (éarollina ...... ceaverevenaananiann, i, gi:i %, 3‘1}3, gég

Nor ATOLIND +eaenesansnraoncanan faeee , , 824,
July 20, 1777 woveroiiinneneiannns { TOIIEIIOB «eev v vomn v oeermn veemssseens 1760 | 1,126 400
May 81,1783 vevunnnmmeecmeenn i aaaa Georgia..oavenneene. seassessnna 1,650 1, 056, 000
North Carolin® ....c.cccecerncanannneas 550 352,000
November 28,1785 1o ceevcveevnanes Tennessee ............ crazvassan 4,014 3, 144, 960
i %entuc}iy ............................... , gl’r’ 5 582, 880
- 1 eDNeS860 e i ciirsiariaciens , 435 , 198, 400
July 2, 1701eeeeernieenes -{5 armh CALOLOA emeeeemeeemenrnnnns 322 462,030
[EINOIRED v encvmcn et cmmmeannncascanans 52 609, 280
October 2, 1798 ...ooveveeenimnnienns § North CArolna - -ooommveeois cesvre s 587 | 375,680
October 24, 1804 ..ovvvinenrivnninnnn.. %eorf"giair...-...--..... eciaaieanes . %gg 632'300
. 1511 1LY , , 040
 October 25, 1805 ; TENNOSIEO <anvarnianensnnannnnmmnnnnnnnn 7,032 | 4,500,480
October 27, 1805 «ocuvuannsonrases saefocenns go ................................. p 26? 3 a9 800
” R 4 P L y , 372, 160
Japuary 7,1806. coemrennnnneeeanene { Alabama....... bo1ee2 | 1,025 280
March 22, 1816. . ccvuveeecninnarevnnen South Caroling «....coeeienoiieccenanann ) i%g o 1oy 720
¢| Alabama....... X , 194, 560
September 14, 1816 .....ocvinvnnnens ) éﬁ ssissippi ssg 373‘ 530
eorgla. ... , 120
July 8, 1s17§ eorgia. - - o 578 800
{ G?oggia ................. . ?gz 535, 680
- P Alabama. ceeeerenrnnenconanns , 738, 560
Fobruary 27, 1819, ceereeveaaescevee 4 | TONNERILE cuvrrerannmnrrmns evreererrees 2,408 | 1,541,120
(| North Caroling -.evvevvacenicesesoranans 1,542 986, 880
May 6,1828. .cccurieencnvenennianana ) ATKANSAS .coomnaiiaaaans . - 4,720 3, 020, 800
{ Tennessee ................ . },gg‘g Lo ;gg

| o= P GeOrgia .o eaiaarieans cemmemeeereeeas : , 609, _

December 29, 1835 ...eovsaneerens 1 ALBDADIS. - or v eoeoeemees e 9518 | 1611, 520
‘|1 North Carolina .. cesariassaae 1,112 711, 680
July 19, 1866 ¢ cameeeveneinianninnnaans Kansas «oceeeeieenniiniriiciiiaiasnranns 01,928 | 1,233,920
L) D R OO 126,906%| 81,220, 374

aIn addition there was ceded by this treaty for the location of other Indian tribes all the Cherokes
domain in Indian Territory lying west of 969, containing by actual survey 8,144,772.35 acres or 12,726

square miles.

b And a fractional square mile comprisihg 374 acres.

Figure 4.1. The Cherokee Nation of Indians. Charles Royce. Fifth Annual Report,

1883-1884. Bureau of Ethnology. The Smithsonian Institution.

44



LL UL

Underwangs Village

The map in Figure 4.2 below specifically shows Cherokee Land cessions in
Alabama.

4 7 L= %"
'{\ E‘;‘ Es Cen \a‘
R ¥ L

NORTH ALABAMA

Figure 4.2. Detail of Map showing Cherokee Land Cessions in Alabama. Eighteenth Annual
Report, Part 2, 1896-1897. Bureau of American Ethnology.

The Cession numbers below match the numbers on the Alabama Land Cession
map above. Each number is matched to treaties listed in the 18" Annual Report of
Bureau of American Ethnology. The following chart is a list of these treaties with dates,
location of the signing of the treaty, and descriptions pertaining to land ceded in

Alabama.
Cession | Date of Treaty and Description
# Location
64 January 7, 1806 The Cherokee cede to the U.S. all claim to all that tract of country
Washington, D.C. lying to the northward of the river Tennessee and westward of a line to
be run from the upper part of the Chickasaw Old Fields at the upper
point of an island called Chickasaw Island, on said river, to the most
casterly head waters of that branch of Tennessee river called Duck
river.
85 January 7, 1806 Reservation of John D. Chesholm, Au-tow-we, and Cheh-Chuh. This

Cherokee Agency
Tennessee

reserve was ceded by treaty of July 8, 1817.
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86

January 7, 1806
Cherokee Agency
Tennessee

Reservation of Moses Melton and Charles Hicks. This reserve was

ceded by treaty of July 8, 1817.

No land
was
ceded —
road(s)
right-
of-
way(s)

March 22, 1816
Washington, D.C.

Boundary of Cherokee Land in relation to Creek land ceded by treaty
of August 9, 1814. The Cherokees agree that the U.S. shall have the
right to lay off, open, and have the free use of such road or roads
through any part of the Cherokee nation lying N. of the boundary line
above established as may be necessary for the free intercourse between
the states of Tennessee, Georgia and Mississippi territory (Alabama
and Mississippi).

79

September 14, 1816
Chickasaw council
house and
Turkey Town

The Cherokee nation acknowledge the following as their western
boundary: S. of the Tennessee river, commencing at Camp Coffee,
which is opposite the Chickasaw island; running from thence a due S.
course to the top of the dividing ridge between the waters of the
Tennessee and Tombigbee rivers; thence eastwardly along said ridge,
leaving the headwaters of the Black Warrior to the right hand until
opposed by the W. branch of Will’s creek; thence down the E. bank of
said creek to the Coosa river and down said river. The Cherokee
nation relinquish to the U.S. all claim to lands lying S. and W. of the
line above described.

101

February 27, 1819
Washington, D.C.

The Cherokee nation cedes to the U.S. all of their lands lying N. and
E. of the following line, viz: Beginning on the Tennessee river at the
point where the Cherokee boundary with Madison county, in the
Alabama territory, joins the same; thence along the main channel of
said river to the mouth of the Highwassee Old Town..........

From the above cession 31 tracts of 640 acres each were reserved for
individuals; it was also agreed that every head of an Indian family who
would become a citizen of the U.S. should receive 640 acres.

106

February 27, 1819
Washington, D.C.

Also in trust to be sold for the benefit of the Cherokee national school
fund, a tract equal to 12 miles square, to be located by commencing at
the point formed by the intersection of the boundary line of Madison
county and the No. bank of the Tennessee river; thence along the said
line and up the said river 12 miles

108
Not on
land
cession
map

February 27, 1819
Washington, D.C.
(not numbered on
Land Cession map)

Also one section of 1 square mile on the N. bank of the Tennessee
river, where the Cherokee Talootiske now lives, which was reserved
by said nation by treaty of Oct. 25, 1805. Talootiske had emigrated
west of the Mississippi with aid from Indian Agent Return J. Meigs.

203

December 29, 1835
New Echota,
Georgia

The Cherokee nation cede to the U.S. all the lands owned, claimed or
possessed by them E. of the Mississippi river, and agree to remove W.
of that river.

Figure 4.3 Bureau of American Ethnology. Eighteenth Annual Report, 1896-1897: 672, 673,
674, 675, 680, 681, 682, 683, 696, 697, 754, 755.
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The continual loss of a land base, as seen above can be observed as one form of
erasing a segment of a population, while another more aggressive population take its
place. It is evident that some of the Indian population of the southeastern United States
was absorbed into the white population as it encroached on Indian land illegally, as well
as after each land cession took place. Not all Native People moved with their shrinking
land base. Especially in the Southeast U.S. many Indian women simply were absorbed
into White society, when they married white men. However many white men were
absorbed into Indian society as they married Indian women and received land in the right
of their Native wife. Whatever the circumstances were, the loss of land was a form of
Indian removal and the constant chipping away at the Cherokee land base was relentless.

Shifting American Government Policies

Warfare, occurring during the years before and during the Revolutionary War
between the Americans and Southeastern Indian tribes, was costly in lives lost and money
spent. By the end of the 1780s, “the United States abandoned its assertion that the tribes
were conquered enemies that had forfeited their rights to their lands.” Peace would be
the answer. “In the South, where the policy had always been to end the fighting, the
change meant increased government efforts to restrain the expansionist states of Georgia
and North Carolina.” With the reorganization of the United States government under the
Constitution, Indian affairs were placed solely in the hands of Congress and the president.
Because the states were subordinate to the federal government, controlling the actions of
the states and their citizens could be accomplished with greater ease (Perdue 1995: 9).

As parties and presidents changed, the policies of the American government
toward the American Indians also changed. The new American government promoted
the idea that there could be an eventual integration into white society, but gradually
shifted to the idea that Indians were different from Anglo-Americans. Removal of the
Cherokees (at first voluntary) gained more and more support, until it culminated in the
legislation of forced removal under Andrew Jackson (Phillips and Phillips 1998:6-12).
The shift in Indian policy during each administration until the forced removal of the
Cherokee in 1838 is addressed in the following paragraphs.

President George Washington (1789-1797)

Henry Knox, President George Washington’s first Secretary of War, had several
years of experience in Indian matters and developing relationships with the tribes. He
held the opinion that the tribes were “sovereign, independent nations” and that each tribe
was entitled to an autonomous, self-government within its borders. Knox suggested that
the primary cause of warfare on the frontier was the encroachment of white settlers onto
Indian land and that the way to control these United States citizens was through
legislation. Knox felt that the federal government was obligated morally to protect
American Indians, because “when uncivilized people came into contact with ‘civilized’
ones,” extinction of the uncivilized people was inevitable. However, Knox’s opinion had
another side to it. He “fully concurred with the general American view that as the
population of the United States grew, Indians must surrender their lands to accommodate
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the increased numbers.” One historian called it “expansion with honor” (Perdue
1995:10)

Washington was in full agreement with Knox’s policy. During the first months of
Washington’s administration, negotiating treaties with the tribes as sovereign nations
became the policy of the federal government. The Constitution placed this responsibility
securely in the hands of the federal government, prohibiting the states from negotiating
treaties with Indian tribes. President Washington and Secretary of War Knox believed
that civilizing the Indians ensured their survival and their uncivilized state was “cultural,
not racial.” The role of government would be to instruct them how to “dress, think, act,
speak, work, and worship the way rural United States citizens, ideally, did” (Perdue
1995: 10-11).

Relations between the United States and the Cherokee Nation were influenced
almost immediately by this Washington and Knox’s new Indian policy. The Treaty of
Hopewell in 1785 failed to end white settlement on Cherokee lands. “The thousands of
settlers who had entered the Cherokee Nation in violation of the treaty could hardly be
removed.” Washington and Knox proposed a new treaty, which would buy the land
illegally settled, set a new boundary, strictly forbid any further encroachment, and begin a
civilization program for the Cherokees. The 1791 Treaty of Holston included these
provisions and provisions toward “civilizing” the Cherokees. The treaty stated the
following:

That the Cherokee nation may be led to a greater degree of civilization, and to become
herdsmen and cultivators, instead of remaining in a state of hunters, the United States
will, from time to time, furnish gratuitously the said nation with useful implements of
husbandry.

The 1793 Trade and Intercourse Act contained a section

that extended to all the tribes this policy of donating agricultural implements and tools,
draft animal, and other ‘civilized’ goods to Indians and called for the appointment of
people to explain and demonstrate their use. Thus the ‘civilization’ program, a central
feature of the expansion with honor policy devised by Knox and Washington, came into
being at a time when the Cherokees desperately needed some alternative to their
collapsed economy of deerskin trading (Perdue 1995: 11).

Although the Cherokee Nation accepted the program to civilize them with
enthusiasm, needs and goals of the Cherokee themselves were of great importance in
allowing the government to implement these programs. The Christian missions,
established in the Cherokee Nation, were a prime example of this give and take
relationship (Perdue 1995: 11). Refer to Chapter 3 for explanation of this relationship.

During Washington’s presidency, visits by Indians became a tradition. On one
occasion Washington invited the chiefs of the Iroquois Confederation. Fifty-one chiefs
accepted and were entertained for two months, “indeed so fulsomely that two died from
overindulgence. This had been the start, as Major Ridge (Cherokee Nation)) understood
it, of federal efforts to influence the Indians by means of entertainment” (Ehle 1988:
129).
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President John Adams (1797-1801)

John Adams was born of Puritan heritage in Braintree (present-day Quincy),
Massachusetts, with a deep independency in thinking and acting. His statement, “I must
be independent as long as I live” became his demise in working with others in executing
the responsibilities of the presidency. His personality was that of opposites—“a deep
thinker, a brilliant and courageous visionary on one hand; vain, suspicious, and irascible
on the other, extraordinarily learned but also prone to fits of temper.” Although his
presidency attempted to follow in the footsteps of George Washington, “he simply did
not possess Washington’s immense stature or his ability to hold divergent factions
together.” He was elected the nation’s first vice-president under George Washington and
even retained George Washington’s entire cabinet after becoming president. For the
most part his presidency became consumed by international affairs. At one time during
his administration his political isolation became so intense that he retreated to his farm in
Quincy. When he lost his bid for reelection to Thomas Jefferson in 1800, he refused to
take part in Jefferson’s inauguration (Kunhardt 1999: 132-138). Indian policies changed
very little from those of Washington’s administration.

President Thomas Jefferson (1801-1809)

The Jeffersonian generation saw the birth of the American government and
expansion of the American domain. The transformation of the Indian from savagery to
civilization was to catapult him into perfection. “The New World as paradise, inhabited
by noble savages, supplied the needed formula. From the simplest improvements in the
human condition to the grandest flights of achievement, the vision of a perfect order on
earth operated as a basic force in the development of civilization.” The New World was
interpreted as a paradise unblemished by human hands. “By the Jeffersonian age, the
noble savage had become the most important conventionalized term for the Indian.
Rather than standing aside from his surroundings, as did civilized man, the noble savage
blended into the surface of paradise.” The Indian was one with the environment and the
white man treated him as a natural resource. Civilization was conquering the continent.
The Indian as noble savage, “indistinguishable from the land, should have gradually
taken on the virtues, though not the vices, of the civilized world.” The Indian “could no
more be the noble savage in reality than he could consciously slough off the cultural
accretions of a millennium. Still, the Jeffersonian generation persisted in its idealistic
expectation that the Indian would some day meld into the white man’s society” (Sheehan
1973: 89-91).

Jefferson’s association with Indians began early in his childhood, when he
watched parties of Indians traveling by his father’s Virginia estate to visit the graves of
their ancestors. Later in 1762, while attending William and Mary College, “he listened
with admiration as Cherokee Chief Ostenaco addressed an assembly at Williamsburg’s
capitol building” (Hoig 1996: 17).

In 1784 Jefferson conducted the first systematic excavation of an earthen mound
located on his Virginia estate. It had been known for some time that the mounds had
been used for Indian burials, but Jefferson wanted to see how they were constructed.
Professional archaeologists view his work “as an early example of scientific method:
establishing a research goal, then devising a specific strategy to achieve it” (Bahn 1996:
79).
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An embryonic idea of Indian removal began as early as 1776, when 6,000
militiamen from South Carolina, North Carolina, and Virginia jointly attacked the
Cherokee Country. Fear caused by Cherokee attacks “triggered alarm” on the American-
Cherokee frontier during the spring of 1776. “Histories and memoirs written just after
the Revolution by veterans pointed to the rapid defeat of the Cherokees on the eve of
Independence as a decisive galvanizing force in the decision for full-scale revolt against
the King.” The American revolutionaries, free from fear of an Indian revolt, could wage
war against Great Britain (Hatley 2003: 32). The seeds of removal began during the
Revolutionary War when the Cherokees fought on the side of British against the
colonists. Thomas Jefferson expressed his feelings toward the Cherokees in the
following statement in a letter to Edmund Pendleton (Philadelphia) dated August 13,
1776:

I hope the Cherokee will now be driven beyond the Mississippi and that this in future will
be declared to the Indians as the invariable consequences of their beginning a war. Our
contest with Britain is too serious and too great to permit any possibility of avocation
from the Indians. This then is the season for driving them off, and our Southern colonies
are happily rid of every other enemy and may exert their whole force in that quarter”
(Boyd 1950: 494).

Formal policy regarding Indian Removal began to form under the administration
of Thomas Jefferson even though he continued the “civilization” program created during
Washington’s administration. Jefferson advocated individual ownership of farms, instead
of tribal ownership and a change from the Cherokee matrilineal clan system to the white
man’s patrilineal system (Phillips and Phillips 1998:9).

“The land held a central place in the Jeffersonian design for the Indian’s future.
The tribes claimed it, and white men wanted it.” The American government’s policy was
to “distribute the Indian’s vast acres among the members of civilized society.”
Philanthropists viewed the land as shifting from tribal property to that of civilized use.
“Since the tribal possession of these surplus acres constituted one of the major signs of
savagery, the abandonment of the land was a positive step toward civilization.” Savagery
would disappear and civilization would rule. Jeffersonian opinion dictated that land
should be formally purchased. “The mode of Indian land occupation demanded a formal
system of liquidation.” The English acquired land by conquering or by arranging:

for the steady advance of their settlements by treating the Indians with the forms of
sovereign power and by offering money or goods in return for each plot of ground.

The rhetoric of Indian negotiators, as a consequence, dripped with assurances that the
Indians possessed full right to retain their lands as long as they wished. They held an
unimpeachable title, and the government would not and could not force them to sell. The
government repeatedly gave blanket guarantees to the tribes recognizing the legitimacy
of their possession. And even when the inevitable moment arrived that white men
wanted the land for new settlements, a certain formal delicacy usually characterized the
proceedings. The government initiated negotiations and distributed gifts and whiskey to
facilitate the discussions. Once boundaries and price (usually not more than a penny an
acre) had been set, the negotiators gave new assurances for the Indian’s future security
(Sheehan 1973: 167-168).
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Civilization, linked to agriculture, bound the Indian to the earth and a plot of land
he could cultivate. “Since the process of transition from savagery to civilization would
be gradual, the land must be surrendered at a rate corresponding to the alteration in the
Indian’s life, although taking it might accelerate the move into civilization.” Jefferson
believed that it was an act of friendship to be ready to buy land whenever “red brethren”
sold a portion of their land. The money would help them improve their land for
agriculture and support them “more plentifully” (Sheehan 1973: 169).

President Jefferson increasingly found the American frontier difficult to control.
Whites intruded in their lust for land, and new state governments claimed land already
claimed by Southeastern Indian tribes. In a letter written in 1803 to William Henry
Harrison, Jefferson suggested that the governor (governor of Louisiana Territory) use the
government factories to indebt the Indians to the extent that they could only pay their
debts by exchanging land. During the previous year he had proposed the same idea in a
memorandum concerning Indian boundaries. This idea of indebting Indians far beyond
their means went past “patriarchal manipulation and became outright deception,
demonstrating how close the assertion of civilized superiority could come to
reprehensible coercion” (Sheehan 1973: 170-171).

Rumors about Jefferson’s involvement in land speculation circulated for many
years before he became president. “In the years from 1776 until he assumed the
governorship of Virginia in 1779, Jefferson’s land-related policies and activities in the
Virginia Assembly were at odds with the interests of powerful people in Virginia and
elsewhere in the young nation.” A rumor circulated that Thomas Jefferson and Patrick
Henry wanted to become partners in the Transylvania Company headed by Col.
Henderson. Col. Henderson, the rumor continues, was afraid that Jefferson and Henry
would supplant him and he “preferred not to have them admitted.” There is no hard
evidence that Jefferson was involved in land companies even though several of his
friends and associates participated in land companies “that planned to profit from private
purchases from the Indians illegally made in defiance of the Proclamation of 1763.
Some of them were quite well-known: George Washington, Benjamin Franklin, Patrick
Henry, New Jersey governor William Franklin, two royal governors: Dunmore of
Virginia and Johnson of Maryland and many other members of the state legislatures and
Continental Congress. “The combination of these schemes with revolutionary and
counter-revolutionary politics produced a tangle of intrigue and conflicts of interest that
must have been deeply confusing to players and spectators alike” (Wallace 1999: 46-47).

When Jefferson learned in early 1783 that he might be dispatched to Europe, he
withdrew from a land venture in North Carolina. In a letter dated November 11, 1783, he
wrote the following letter to James Madison:

You mention that my name is used by some speculators in Western land jobbing, as if
they were acting for me as well as themselves. About the 1776 or 1777 1 consented to
join Mr. Harvey and some others in an application for lands there: which scheme
however I believe he dropped in the threshold, for I never after heard one syllable on the
subject. In 1782 I joined some gentlemen in a project to obtain some lands in the
Western parts of North Carolina. But in the winter of 1782, 1783, while I was in
expectation of going to Europe and that title to Western lands might possible come under
the discussion of the ministers, I withdrew myself from this company. I am further
assured that the members never prosecuted their views. These were the only occasions in
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which I ever took a single step for the acquisition of Western lands, and in these I
retracted at the threshold. 1 can with truth therefore declare to you, and wish you to
repeat it on every proper occasions, that no person on earth is authorized to place my
name in any adventure for lands on the Western waters, that I am not engaged in any one
speculation for that purpose at present, and never was engaged in any, but the two before
mentioned. I am one of eight children to whom my father left his share in the loyal
company; whose interests however I never espoused, and they have long since received
their quietus. Excepting these, I never was nor am now interested in one foot of land on
earth, off the water of James river.

In May 1784, Congress appointed Jefferson as a minister (along with John Adams and
Benjamin Franklin) to “negotiate treaties of friendship and commerce in Paris and other
European capitals (Wallace 1999: 47-48).

Nineteen years later, during Jefferson’s presidency, a land acquisition that would
nearly double the size of the United States would seem almost ironic when compared to
Jefferson’s earlier policies on western land acquisition. Months before news of the
Louisiana Purchase reached Jefferson on July 3, 1803, his Indian policies began to
mature and would set the stage for the future of the Southeastern tribes. On December
29, 1802 Jefferson wrote a letter to Secretary of War Dearborn that Indian land should be
acquired on the southern and western frontiers, particularly along the Mississippi “to
provide a well-defended border with France in Louisiana and Spain in Florida.”
Civilization of the Indian would alleviate the need for hunting grounds, which were
becoming increasingly devoid of game, and they would exchange their lands “for the
capital goods needed for white-styled agriculture.” The government factories, “although
run honestly and clean of liquor, could increase in number and induce further cessions by
encouraging the natives to run into debts so large that they could be lopped off only by
cessions of land.” Having settled communities on both the Mississippi and the Atlantic
would force the Indians to adopt agriculture. They will continually part with portions of
land to obtain “money to buy stock, utensils & necessities for their farms & families”
(Wallace 1999: 220-221).

Jefferson’s private instructions to Dearborn were followed with a confidential
message to Congress on January 28, 1803. The confidentiality of these instructions, the
real purpose of the factories, and the civilization policy must be kept secret, or they
would be rejected by the tribes. He additionally recommended the renewal of the Trade
and Intercourse Act, extension of the fur trade among tribes west of the Mississippi, an
American expedition to find a passage to the Pacific Ocean, and an appropriation of
$2,500 to send a party under an “intelligent office” on a literary and scientific expedition
of French territory. “This proposal was the genesis of the Lewis and Clark expedition.”
In February 1803 Jefferson wrote three letters to Dearborn’s subordinates addressing the
guidelines of American government Indian policies. “One was a letter to Jackson in
which he stated the peace-and-lands objective of his policy, his personal confidence in
Hawkins, his reliance on progress toward civilization as the means of weaning the native
Americans from their hunting grounds, and his intention to secure the lands in the
Oconee—Ocmulgee fork.” The other two letters were written to Jefferson’s principal
Indian superintendents Hawkins and Harrison and “conveyed somewhat different
sentiments.” To Benjamin Hawkins, an old associate, he stated his “private” views on
Indian affairs. Jefferson’s views were based on the conviction that the Indian way of life
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would disappear, Indian history would cease, and the survivors would melt into civilized
society. “He added, as a kind of ‘by-the-way,’ a beseeching plea to Hawkins to please
acquire for the United States, and Georgia, the lands in the Oconee-Ocmulgee fork.” His
private letter to Harrison instructed him to induce influential men to “run in debt” to
obtain land cessions and any tribe who was “foolhardy enough to take up the hatchet”
would be driven across the Mississippi. Jefferson explained in detail how to proceed
with the quest of Indian lands along the Mississippi River (Wallace 1999: 222-224).

Meanwhile Jefferson’s emissaries were in Paris negotiating with the French for
the purchase of the New Orleans region. “The unexpected windfall of the Louisiana
Purchase brought within the bounds of the United States a whole new world of Indian
tribes, with whom could be opened a lucrative trade in furs and across whose lands could
be the long-sought passage by river to the Pacific.” The Louisiana Purchase provided a
place for the eastern tribesmen who wanted to follow the tradition of hunting on the
western prairies. Due to the uncertain legality of the Louisiana Purchase under the
United States Constitution, Jefferson drafted constitutional amendments, “one of which
included the proviso that lands purchased by the United States on the west side of the
Mississippi could be exchanged by act of Congress for Indian lands wanted by the United
States on the east side of the river, and that whites on the west side might be removed to
the thus-acquired lands on the east side” (Wallace 1999: 224)..

In November 1801 a copy of a treaty between France and Spain was obtained by
James Madison. Included in the treaty was a land cession of Louisiana from Spain to
France. Napoleon’s hopes for building an empire in America came to an end in 1803.
His army was defeated in Santa Domingo and he anticipated war breaking out with
Britain. If war broke out in Europe, Napoleon was warned that the United States would
seize Louisiana and take New Orleans by force. On April 10, 1803, Napoleon, in a
message to his finance minister Marbois, stated that he was considering ceding all of the
Louisiana Territory to the United States. President Jefferson sent James Monroe to assist
Robert Livingston, the newly appointed minister to France, and just before he arrived in
Paris, the offer was made to Livingston to cede all of the Louisiana Territory to the
United States. The cost was approximately $15,000,000. The treaty was signed on May
2, 1803 and reached Washington on July 14, 1803. On December 20th, 1803 the United
States took possession of the new and expansive territory. The boundaries were not clear
in the treaty. In 1818 the United States and Great Britain set the northern boundary at the
49™ parallel, however Spain disputed the southern boundary. The United States claimed
part of Texas and West Florida. In a treaty between Spain and the United States in 1819,
Florida was purchased by the United States and surrendered its claim to Texas. In return
Spain gave up its claim to West Florida. (Van Noppen 1980: 434-435). See Figure 4.4
below for a map of the Louisiana Purchase, as well as a map showing the states created
from the purchase.
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The Louisiana Purchase

The map above shows the Louisiana Territory
acquired by the United States by a treaty signed
with France on May 2" 1808. Congress ratified
the treaty on October 25", 1803. The United
States took possession of the territory on
December 20", 1803. The 1803 treaty expanded
the U.S. boundary at the Mississippi River to its
new boundary at the Rocky Mountains. As can be
seen on the map to the left, part or all of 15 states
were formed from the Louisiana Purchase.

Figure 4.4. Louisiana Purchase with land cessions
of western lands. Van Noppen 1980.

President James Madison (1809-1817) “was the towering intellect of the founding
fathers. The Constitutional Convention was Madison’s moment of special destiny, just as

b 2

the Declaration of Independence had been Thomas Jefferson’s.” His presidency was
dominated with volatile relations with Great Britain. American shipping rights had been
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“grossly violated” for many years. Madison’s administration would see the War of 1812
commence against the British. The Capitol, the president’s mansion, and many other
buildings were burned on August 24, 1814. Madison would see the “tide of war” change
in the favor of the Americans at the Baltimore harbor and in early 1815 a victory in New
Orleans made Andrew Jackson famous (Kunhardt 1999: 401-406).

Government policies relating to Indian nations changed very little during
Madison’s two administrations. Voluntary removal to the west of the Mississippi River
was being stressed. There were no Cherokee land cessions from 1806 to 1815. There
were two land cessions in 1816 and four land cessions in 1817 (Royce 1883-1884: 131).

President James Monroe (1817-1825) served as an officer under George Washington
during the Revolutionary War and Thomas Jefferson tutored him at Monticello in law
and democracy. Jefferson would become his lifelong mentor and Monroe even bought
land (2500 acres) adjacent to Jefferson’s Monticello and called his plantation Ash Lawn.
Monroe was elected to the U.S. Senate in 1790 and four years later Washington asked
him to serve as minister to France. In 1796 President Washington recalled Monroe from
France claiming that he had failed to perform his duty. Monroe “wrote a fiery 407-page
defense of himself, charging Washington with incompetence in foreign affairs. When
Jefferson was elected president, Monroe was appointed to negotiate the purchase of New
Orleans from France. He helped orchestrate the Louisiana Purchase (almost doubling the
size of the United States) In 1811 Monroe served as secretary of state under President
Madison and was also named Secretary of War during the late days of the War of 1812.
In 1816 he was the fourth president coming from Virginia and the last to have served in
the Revolutionary War (Kunhardt 1999: 308).

After his election, he became “an aggressive expansionist at every opportunity.
He pushed the nation’s frontier 1500 miles westward to the Yellowstone River. And he
allowed American troops to invade Spanish-owned Florida.”  Andrew Jackson
interpreted Monroe’s policies as encouraging him to rip through Florida capturing
Spanish forts and conquering Spanish towns. “Though his actions were nothing short of
a military invasion, it led to the signing of the Transcontinental Treaty, transferring
Florida to the United States and consolidating the young nation’s hold on the continent.”
In 1823 Monroe’s secretary of state John Quincy Adams composed a message that would
become what was known as the Monroe Doctrine. ‘The American continents ...... are
henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any European
powers.” The Monroe Doctrine stated the policy of the United States toward the rest of
the world in proclaiming “the United States as the chief protector of republican principles
throughout the Americas.” As president, James Monroe “presided over a vast expansion
of the American empire. He had spoken out as if the United States were a world power,
and as he did so, it began to become one” (Kunhardt 1999:308-309).

During Monroe’s presidency there was a continuation of Jefferson’s Indian policy
of civilization programs, acquiring land cessions through treaties, and voluntary removal
to the west of the Mississippi River. He was continually criticized by the leaders of
Georgia and their Congressional delegation for not extinguishing Cherokee and Creek
titles to land in the State of Georgia. The Georgia legislature presented a memorial to
Congress on December 18, 1823 and a letter from the Georgia delegation was presented
to Congress on March 10, 1824. On March 30, 1824 President Monroe, in a message to
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Congress, defended “the course that had been pursued by the executive authorities of the
United States. Accompanying his message was a report compiled by Secretary of War,
John C. Calhoun on March 29, 1824 of the progress made by the United States
government in acquiring the Creek and Cherokee lands for the State of Georgia since the
1802 Compact between the United States and Georgia. At the date of the compact (1802)
the Creeks were in possession of 19,578,890 acres and the Cherokees were in possession
of 7,152,110 acres in Georgia. Since that date the United States had negotiated seven
treaties, five with the Creeks and two with the Cherokees. Calhoun gives the following
accounting of the money spent by the U.S. government and the land received by the State
of Georgia:

The land thus acquired from the former [Creeks] in Georgia amounted to 14,449,480
acres and from the latter [Cherokees] to 995,310 acres. In acquiring these cessions for
the State of Georgia the United States had expended $958,945.90, to which should be
added the value of the 995,310 acres given by the Cherokees in exchange for lands west
of the Mississippi, the estimated value of which, at the minimum price of public lands,
would amount to $1,244,137.50. The United States had also (in addition to $1,250,000
paid to Georgia as a part of the original consideration) paid to the Yazoo claimants, under
the same compact, $4,282,151.12, making in the aggregate $7,735,243.52, which sum did
not include any portion of the expense of the Creek war, whereby upwards of 7,000,000
acres were acquired for the State of Georgia. [A footnote states that the] Creek war was
in large measure, if not wholly, superinduced by the unlawful and unjust aggressions by
citizens of that State upon the rights and territory of the Creeks. Foreign emissaries,
however, it is true, encouraged and inflamed the just indignation of the Creeks against the
Georgians to the point of armed resistance.

The president expressed it as his opinion that the Indian title was not in the slightest
degree affected by the compact with Georgia, and that there was no obligation resting on
the United States to remove the Indians by force, in the face of the stipulation that it
should be done peaceably and on reasonable conditions. The compact gave a claim to
the State which ought to be executed in all its conditions with good faith. In doing this,
however, it was the duty of the United States to regard its strict import, and to make no
sacrifice of their interest not called for by the compact, not to commit any breach of right
or humanity toward the Indians repugnant to the judgment and revolting to the feelings of
the whole American people. The Cherokee agent, Ex-Governor McMinn, was shortly
afterward ordered on May 3, 1824 ‘without delay and in the most effectual manner,
forthwith to expel white intruders from Cherokee lands’ (Royce 1883-1884: 238-239).

The Cherokee Nation, alarmed by the views of the Georgia governor and
legislature, appealed to Congress “for justice and for the protection of the rights, liberties,
and lives of the Cherokee people.” In turn the doctrines enunciated by President
Monroe’s special message “aroused the indignation of the governor of Georgia, who, in a
communication dated April 24, 1824 to the President, commented with much severity
upon the bad faith that for twenty years had characterized the conduct of the executive
officers of the United States in their treatment of the matter in dispute” (Royce 1883-
1884: 238-239).

Monroe was president during the entire time a journal was written at the Brainerd
Mission (ABCFM). The journal included discussions by the missionaries about his
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policies and the effect these policies had on the Cherokees, as well as the missionaries.
President Monroe, “accompanied by Gen. Gaines & Lady,” visited Brainerd School on
May 27, 1819. The Brainerd Journal describes his visit as follows:

We had expected the President would call as he passed, but thought we should hear of his
approach in time to make a little preparation, & to meet & escort him in: but so silent was
his approach that we had no information of his having left Georgia, until he was
announced as at the door.

In thus taking us by surprise he had an opportunity of seeing us in our every-day dress, &
observing how the concerns of the family & school were managed when we were alone:
& perhaps it was best on the whole that he should have this view of us. If we had tried to
appear a little better than common, we might only have made it worse.

He looked at the buildings and farm, visited the school, & asked questions in the most
unaffected & familiar manner: & was pleased to express his approbation of the plan of
instruction; particularly as the children were taken into the family, taught to work, &c.
He thought this is the best, & perhaps the only way to civilize & Christianize the Indians:
and assured us he was well pleased with the conducts & improvement of the children.

We had just put up, & were about finishing a log cabin for the use of the girls. He said
that such buildings were not good enough, & advised that we put another kind of building
in place of this; that we make it a good two-story house, with brick or stone chimneys,
glass windows, &c, and that it be done at public expense. He also observed, that after
this was done, it might perhaps be thought best to build another of the same description
for the boys; but we would do this first.

Giving us a letter directed to the Agent, he observed, I have written to him to pay the
balance of your account, for what you have expended on these buildings; & also to defray
the expense of the house you are now about to build—make you a good house, having
due regard to economy.

The President left us this morning after breakfast. Before his departure he, in the kindest
manner, requested Fa. H. to write to him unofficially from time to time, & give him a free
& particular statement of the concerns of the mission, & of our wants.

We feel ourselves under the great obligations of gratitude to the supreme giver of all
good, & to the chief magistrate of our nation, for this friendly visit (Phillips and
Phillips 1998:11, 116-117).

President John Quincy Adams (1825-1829) was the first president to follow the
footsteps of his father, John Adams (presidential term 1797-1801). During his father’s
administration he served as minister to Prussia. In 1809 President James Madison named
him minister to Russia. His diplomatic skills helped negotiate the close of the War of
1812. President James Monroe named him secretary of state during his administration
(1817-1825). His term as secretary of state is described as follow:

He proved himself to be brilliant in this role, perhaps the finest secretary of state in
American history, toiling over complex negotiations involving boundary disputes and the
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acquisition of Florida. And he became the chief architect of the Monroe Doctrine. ‘Of
the public history of Mr. Monroe’s administration’ he wrote, ‘all that will be worth telling
to posterity has been transacted by the Department of State...... I might confidently say
by me.’

President Adams’s achievements were overshadowed by his independence and
arrogant manner. He became extremely depressed after the death of his father in 1826
and the suicide of his oldest son. The remainder of Adams’s presidency was “desperately
unhappy” and two years later Andrew Jackson defeated him by a large majority. In 1831
when his political career seemed over, the people of Massachusetts elected Adams as a
representative to the U.S. Congress. He was the only ex-president to ever serve in
Congress. For seventeen years, he became the most passionate and respected liberal
voice in Washington. While in Congress, Adams spoke out on Indian rights (Kunhardt
1999: 170-171) at a time when Andrew Jackson was in the president’s office denying
Indian rights.

During the previous administration, President Monroe had “emphatically
informed Congress” that the United States was not obligated to remove the Indians by
force. In February 1826 Secretary of War James Barbour outlined the removal policy of
John Quincy Adams’s administration. The administration “called for removal of
individual Indians ‘in contradistinction of tribes.” These removals, Barbour insisted,
would be conducted only with the Indian’s own consent.” In the minds of the whites who
wanted Indian lands, this policy of voluntary removal was never really successful
(Valliere 1982: 142).

Aggression by the State of Georgia intensified against the Creek and Cherokee
people. Georgia surveyors forcibly entered into land ceded by the Creek treaty of 1826
before January 1%, 1827 despite the fact that the treaty forbade such action before the
above date specified. In a special message to Congress on February 5, 1827 President
Adams declared the following:

That it ought not to be disguised that the act of the legislature of Georgia, under the
construction given to it by the governor of that State, and the surveys made or attempted
by his authority beyond the boundary secured by the treaty of 1826 To the Creek Indians,
were in direct violation of the supreme law of the land, set forth in a treaty which had
received all the sanctions provided by the Constitution: that happily distributed as the
sovereign powers of the people of this Union had been between their general and State
governments, their history had already too often presented collisions between these
divided authorities with regard to the extent of their respective powers. No other case
had, however, happened in which the application of military force by the Government of
the Union had been suggested for the enforcement of a law the violation of which had
within any single State been prescribed by a legislative act of that State. In the present
instance it was his duty to say that if the legislative and executive authorities of the State
of Georgia should persevere in acts of encroachment upon the territories secured by a
solemn treaty to the Indians and the laws of the Union remained unaltered, a superadded
obligation, even higher than that of human authority, would compel the Executive of the
United States to enforce the laws and fulfill the duties of the nation by all the force
committed for that purpose to his charge (Royce 1883-1884: 239-240).
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President Andrew Jackson (1829-1837) was described as the most violent-tempered man
to serve as president. Thomas Jefferson stated, “His passions are terrible. He is a
dangerous man.” John Quincy Adams characterized him as “a barbarian.”  Upon
arriving in Washington in 1824 Jackson wrote that he was “denounced as a man of
revengeful temper with a tomahawk in one hand and a scalping knife in the other.” In
1824 Jackson ran against John Quincy Adams, who won in an election so close that it
went to the House of Representatives. Jackson had won the popular vote, but when the
speaker of the House, Henry Clay, supported Adams, the election went to Adams. It was
then that Jackson was determined to topple the “old Eastern establishment.” Jackson won
by a landslide (two/thirds of the electoral votes) in 1828 over incumbent John Quincy
Adams (Kunhardt 1999: 350-353).

Two weeks after his election, Jackson’s wife died. “Now, his political opponents
had done this to them, to him, attacking him viciously, slandering, libeling, belittling him,
killing her. Embittered, Jackson sent this message to a Georgia congressman: ‘Build a
fire under them. When it gets hot enough, they’ll (Indians) move’ (Ehle 1988: 219-220).

He vowed to turn the government over to the common man. He successfully
fought the entrenched and increasingly corrupt United States Bank, which granted cheap
loans to congressmen and senators. He used his veto power as a weapon and won his
fight with the bank (Kunhardt 1999: 350-353).

“Jackson was a man of terrible contradictions—of deep prejudices against Native
Americans, blacks, and those whom he considered his political enemies.” Unlike his
predecessors, he was born poor and fought his way to the top. His simple roots put him
on the same level with the working class in America. Through his eight years in office he
helped define the modern presidency (Kunhardt 1999: 352-353).

Jackson supported Georgia claims to Cherokee lands and advocated total removal
of the Cherokees. It was not an easy task to reverse the policies promoted by George
Washington and guaranteed by treaty after treaty. In the opinion of the missionaries,
civilizing and Christianizing of the Indians had been “eminently successful.” It was
Jackson’s mission to convince “American voters that they were not sacrificing their
ideals, laws, or institutions when they compelled 125,000 friendly Indians to move
hundreds of miles from their homes to the westernmost frontier.” The bottom line of
Jackson’s strategy was to tell the voters, what they wanted to hear, that moving them
west “would put them beyond the reach of those oppressive, wicked whites who cheated
them and plied them with liquor and intruded on their land.” Although Jackson’s
removal policy included approximately seventy Indian tribes, the Cherokee Nation
became the center of the controversy in its resistance to both the federal government and
the State of Georgia (McLoughlin 1995:243-245).

In April 1830 an event that would bolster the passage of the Indian Removal Bill,
passed during the following month, occurred when the highly populated and powerful
Choctaw Nation of central Mississippi announced that it would consider signing a
voluntary treaty of removal. It was a surprising decision to administration officials, but
an opportunity Jackson seized to gain Congressional support for the Indian Removal Bill.
The Choctaw treaty was submitted to the Senate for approval even while it was still in the
proposal stage. “Jackson emphasized that the proposed treaty was the ‘voluntary’ act of
the Choctaws and that, as President, he was willing to co-operate with whatever decision
‘my constitutional advisors may suggest.” While the Senate took no action on the
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proposed treaty and its exact impact in the passage of the Indian Removal Bill in May
1830 is unclear, Jackson was not about to ignore the Choctaw’s willingness to sign a
voluntary treaty of emigration.” Commissioners were appointed to negotiate with the
Choctaws and by September 1830 the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek was signed. What
a great triumph this was for the Jackson Administration Indian removal treaties! It was
the ideal document to set the stage for negotiations with other tribes. “It was very close
to being the Jackson administration’s perfect voluntary treaty of removal” (Valliere 1982:
142-143).

On May 28, 1830 the Indian Removal Act was passed in Congress after a bitter
debate. The act authorized the president to exchange lands in the West for Indian-held
lands in any state or territory. Congress passed an appropriation of $500,000 to carry out
the act. President Jackson could proceed with his removal policy and negotiate removal
treaties with the southeastern tribes. It is stated as follows:

An Act to provide for an exchange of lands with the Indians residing in any of the states
or territories, and for their removal west of the river Mississippi.

Be it enacted....., That it shall and may be lawful for the President of the United States to
cause so much of any territory belonging to the United States, west of the river
Mississippi, not included in any state or organized territory, and to which the Indian title
has been extinguished, as he may judge necessary, to be divided into a suitable number of
districts, for the reception of such tribes or nations of Indians as may choose to exchange
the lands where they now reside, and remove there; and to cause each of said districts to
be so described by natural or artificial marks, as to be easily distinguished from every
other.

Sec. 2 And be it further enacted, That it shall and may be lawful for the President to
exchange any or all of such districts, so to be laid off and described, with any tribe or
nation of Indians now residing within the limits of any of the states or territories, and
with which the United States have existing treaties, for the whole or any part or portion of
the territory claimed and occupied by such tribe or nation, within the bounds of any one
or more of the states or territories, where the land claimed and occupied by the Indians is
owned by the United States, or the United States are bound to the state within which it
lies to extinguish the Indian claim thereto.

Sec.3. And be it further enacted, That in the making of any such exchange or exchanges it
shall and may be lawful for the President solemnly to assure the tribe or nation with
which the exchange is made, that the United States will forever secure and guaranty to
them, and their heirs or successors, the country so exchanged with them; and if they
prefer it that the United States will cause a patent or grant to be made and executed to
them for the same: Provided always, That such lands shall revert to the United States, if
the Indians become extinct, or abandon the same.

Sec 4. And be it further enacted, That if, upon any of the lands now occupied by the
Indians, and to be exchanged for there should be such improvements as add value to the
land claimed by any individual or individuals of such tribes or nations, it shall and may
be lawful for the President to cause such value to be ascertained by appraisement or
otherwise, and to cause such ascertained value to be paid to the person or persons
rightfully claiming such improvements. And upon the payment of such valuation, the
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improvements so valued and paid for, shall pass to the United States, and possession shall
not afterwards be permitted to any of the same tribe.

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That upon the making of any such exchange as is
contemplated by this act, it shall and may be lawful for the President to cause such aid
and assistance to be furnished to the emigrants as may be necessary and proper to enable
them to remove to, and settle in, the country for which they may have exchanged; and
also, to give them such aid and assistance as may be necessary for their support and
subsistence for the first year after their removal.

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall and may be lawful for the President to
cause such tribe or nation to be protected, at their new residence, against all interruption
or disturbance from any other tribe or nation of Indians, or from any other person or
persons whatever.

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That it shall and may be lawful for the President to
have the same superintendence and care over any tribe or nation in the country to which
they may remove, as contemplated by this act, that he is now authorized to have over
them at their present places of residence: Provided, That nothing in this act contained
shall be construed as authorizing or directing the violation of any existing treaty between
the United States and any of the Indian tribes.

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That for the purpose of giving effect to the provisions
of this act, the sum of five hundred thousand dollars is hereby appropriated, to be paid out
of any money in the treasury, not otherwise appropriated (Prucha 2000 (1975): 52-53).

On Tuesday, December 7, 1830 President Jackson sent a message to be read to
Congress and the following excerpt addresses the issues of Indian removal:

It gives me pleasure to announce to Congress that the benevolent policy of the
Government, steadily pursued for nearly thirty years, in relation to the removal of the
Indians beyond the white settlements, is approaching to a happy consummation. Two
important tribes have accepted the provision made for their removal at the last session of
Congress; and it is believed that their example will induce the remaining tribes, also, to
seek the same obvious advantages.

The consequences of a speedy removal will be important to the United States, to
individual States, and to the Indians themselves. The pecuniary advantages which it
promises to the Government are the least of its recommendations. It puts an end to all
possible danger of collision between the authorities of the General and State
Governments, on account of the Indians. It will place a dense and civilized population in
large tracts of country now occupied by a few savage hunters. By opening the whole
territory between Tennessee on the north, and Louisiana on the south, to the settlements
of the whites, it will incalculably strengthen the southwestern frontier, and render the
adjacent States strong enough to repel future invasion without remote aid. It will relieve
the whole State of Mississippi, and the western part of Alabama, of Indian occupancy,
and enable those States to advance rapidly in population, wealth, and power. It will
separate the Indians from immediate contact with settlements of whites; free them from
the power of the States; enable them to pursue happiness in their own way, and under
their own rude institutions; will retard the progress of decay, which is lessening their
numbers; and perhaps cause them gradually, under the protection of the Government, and
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through the influence of good counsels, to cast off their savage habits, and become an
interesting, civilized, and Christian community. These consequences, some of them so
certain, and the rest so probable, make the complete execution of the plan sanctioned by
Congress at their last session an object of much solicitude.

Towards the aborigines of the country no one can indulge a more friendly feeling
than myself, or would go further in attempting to reclaim them from their wandering
habits, and make them a happy, prosperous people. I have endeavored to impress upon
them my own solemn convictions of the duties and powers of the General Government in
relation to the State authorities. For the justice of the laws passed by the States within the
scope of their reserved powers, they are not responsible to this Government. As
individuals, we may entertain and express our opinions of their acts; but, as a
Government, we have as little right to control them as we have to prescribe laws for other
nations.

With a full understanding of the subject, the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes have,
with great unanimity, determined to avail themselves of the liberal offers presented by the
act of Congress, and have agree to remove beyond the Mississippi river. Treaties have
been made with them, which, in due season, will be submitted for consideration. In
negotiating these treaties, they were made to understand their true condition; and they
have preferred maintaining their independence in the western forests to submitting to the
laws of the States in which they now reside. These treaties being probably the last which
will ever be made with them, are characterized by great liberality on the part of the
Government. They give the Indians a liberal sum in consideration of their removal, and
comfortable subsistence on their arrival at their new homes. If it be their real interest to
maintain a separate existence, they will there be at liberty to do so without the
inconveniences and vexations to which they would unavoidably have been subject in
Alabama and Mississippi.

Humanity has often wept over the fate of the aborigines of this country; and
philanthropy has been long busily employed in devising means to avert it. But its
progress has never for a moment been arrested; and, one by one, have many powerful
tribes disappeared from the earth. To follow to the tomb the last of his race, and to tread
on the graves of extinct nations excite melancholy reflections. But true philanthropy
reconciles the mind to these vicissitudes, as it does to the extinction of one generation to
make room for another. In the monuments and fortresses of an unknown people, spread
over the extensive regions of the west, we behold the memorials of a once powerful race,
which was exterminated, or has disappeared, to make room for the existing savage tribes.
Nor is there any thing in this, which, upon a comprehensive view of the general interests
of the human race, is to be regretted. Philanthropy could not wish to see this continent
restored to the condition in which it was found by our forefathers. What good man would
prefer a country covered with forests and ranged by a few thousand savages, to our
extensive republic, studded with cities, towns, and prosperous farms; embellished with all
the improvements which art can devise, or industry execute; occupied by more than
twelve millions of happy people, and filled with all the blessings of liberty, civilization,
and religion.

The present policy of the Government is but a continuation of the same
progressive change, by a milder process. The tribes which occupied the countries now
constituting the eastern States, were annihilated, or have melted away, to make room for
the whites. The waves of population and civilization are rolling to the westward; and we
now propose to acquire the countries, occupied by the red men of the south and west by a
fair exchange, and, at the expense of the United States, to send them to a land where their
existence may be prolonged, and perhaps made perpetual. Doubtless it will be painful to
leave the graves of their fathers; but what do they more than our ancestors did, or than
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our children are now doing? To better their condition in an unknown land, our
forefathers left all that was dear in earthly objects. Our children, by thousands, yearly
leave the land of their birth, to seek new homes in distant regions. Does humanity weep
at these painful separations from every thing animate and inanimate, with which the
young heart has become entwined? Far from it. It is rather a source of joy that our
country affords scope where our young population may range unconstrained in body or in
mind, developing the power and faculties of man in their highest perfection. These
remove hundreds, and almost thousands of miles, at their own expense, purchase the
lands they occupy, and support themselves at their new homes from the moment of their
arrival. Can it be cruel in this Government, when, by events which it cannot control, the
Indian is made discontented in his ancient home, to purchase his lands, to give him a new
and extensive territory, to pay the expense of his removal, and support him a year in his
new abode? How many thousands of our own people would gladly embrace the
opportunity of removing to the west on such conditions! If the offers made to the Indians
were extended to them, they would be hailed with gratitude and joy.

And is it supposed that the wandering savage has a stronger attachment to his
home, than the settled, civilized Christian? Is it more afflicting to him to leave the graves
of his fathers, than it is to our brothers and children? Rightly considered, the policy of
the General Government towards the red man is not only liberal but generous. He is
unwilling to submit to the laws of the states, and mingle with their population. To save
him from this alternative, or perhaps utter annihilation, the General Government kindly
offers him a new home, and proposes to pay the whole expense of his removal and
settlement.

In the consummation of a policy originating at an early period, and steadily
pursued by every administration within the present century—so just to the States, and so
generous to the Indians, the Executive feels it has a right to expect the co-operation of
Congress, and of all good and disinterested men. The States, moreover, have a right to
demand it. It was substantially a part of the compact which made them members of our
confederacy. With Georgia, there is an express contract; with the new States, an implied
one, of equal obligation. Why, in authorizing Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Missouri,
Mississippi, and Alabama, to form constitutions, and become separate States, did
Congress include within their limits extensive tracts of Indian lands, and, in some
instances, powerful Indian tribes? Was it not understood by both parties that the power
of the States was to be co-extensive with their limits, and that, with all convenient
dispatch, the General Government should extinguish the Indian title, and remove every
obstruction to the complete jurisdiction of the State Governments over the soil? Probably
not one of those States would have accepted a separate existence—certainly it would
never have been granted by Congress—had it been understood that they were to be
confined forever with those small portions of their nominal territory, the Indian title to
which had at the time been extinguished.

It is, therefore, a duty which this Government owes to the new States, to
extinguish, as soon as possible, the Indian tile to all lands which Congress themselves
have included within their limits. When this is done, the duties of the General
Government in relation to the states and the Indians within their limits are at an end. The
Indians may leave the State or not, as they choose. The purchase of their lands does not
alter, in the least, their personal relations with the State Government. No act of the
general Government has ever been deemed necessary to give the States jurisdiction over
the persons of the Indians. That they possess, by virtue of their sovereign power within
their own limits, in as full a manner before as after the purchase of the Indian lands; nor
can this Government add to or diminish it.
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May we not hope, therefore, that all good citizens, and none more zealously than
those who think the Indians oppressed by subjection to the laws of the States, will unite
in attempting to open the eyes of those children of the forest to their true conditions, and,
by a speedy removal, to relieve them from all the evils, real or imaginary, present or
prospective, with which they may be supposed to be threatened (Journal of The House of
Representatives 1830: 25-33).

The storm clouds had been gathering between the State of Georgia and the
Cherokee Nation ever since the United States agreed to pay Georgia $1,250,000 for lands
“lying south of Tennessee and west of Chattahoochee River and a line drawn from the
mouth of Uchee Creek direct to Nickojack, on the Tennessee River and to extinguish the
Indian title whenever the same could be done on peaceable and reasonable terms” (Royce
1883-1884: 233). Large land areas were occupied by both Cherokee and Creek Nations
within the State of Georgia after 1802. The conflict between Georgia and the Cherokees
would simmer for years until Jackson became president during the election of 1828.

Andrew Jackson of Tennessee was elected on a platform “that included reining in
federal authority and ending the quasi-independent status of the tribes. Though known
for championing the cause of the common man, Jackson also came into office with a
serious constitutional agenda.” He felt that Knox (President Washington’s Secretary of
War) was “misguided” in his views about American Indians. Jackson argued that the
tribes were not “semi-autonomous sovereigns that could not be regulated by the States,”
but rather “aliens who had no rights and could be governed by the States.” According to
Jackson, the states could oversee tribal affairs (Magliocca 2003: 887).

These issues would culminate into the forced removal of the Cherokees beginning
on May 23, 1838. The details of the hardships and turmoil, created during the Jackson
Administration, is described in detail in the following chapter (5).

President Martin Van Buren (1837-1841) “was the perfect complement to Andrew
Jackson, whom he served for eight years as chief advisor.” Van Buren was Jackson’s
“chief political ally and alter ego.” His cool and calm demeanor balanced out Jackson’s
temperament and impetuosity. Thurlow Weed, a devoted political enemy of Jackson and
Van Buren, stated that Van Buren was non-committal, self-serving, and had the “habit of
sitting on the fence on almost all controversial issues.” Van Buren wrote an
autobiography in which he attempted to show himself “as the political heir of both
Jefferson and Jackson.” In spite of this attempt, he was a different sort of politician—
“the first modern, professional politician, and the father of American party politics.”

Van Buren took office just prior to the forced removal of the Cherokees and saw the
completion of negotiations for removal of Indians in the southeastern United States. Just
as he had smoothed “choppy waters left in Old Hickory’s (Jackson) boiling wake,”
(Kunhardt 1999: 93-94) his administration would see the boiling waters of the forced
removal of the Cherokees and the smooth waters of seeing them gone.
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War Department, Factories, and Indian Agents

During the first half of the 1790s contact between the Cherokee Nation and the
United States government rested on the shoulders of Territorial Governor William
Blount. When Tennessee became a state in 1796 Blount retired as Territorial Governor
and as Superintendent of the Southern Indians. Benjamin Hawkins, an interim appointee,
was given the title of “Principal Temporary Agent for the Southern Indians.” He was an
exceptional choice because of his previous experience at various Indian treaty meetings
and he was especially interested in carrying out the civilization provisions of Article
Fourteen of the Treaty of Holston. He appeared to have no interest in personal gain, but
sought progress for both Creek and Cherokee Nations, even though he resided in the
Creek country (Malone 1956: 47-48).

Hawkins appointed Silas Dinsmoor as a Temporary Agent to the Cherokees. On
April 15, 1797 Hawkins instructed Dinsmoor to procure food for a meeting with a group
of chiefs and some whiskey. Less than ten days after the conference began, some
Cherokees requested a little whiskey. Hawkins had totally deviated from the usual
method of negotiation with Indian groups. The general accepted way was to get all
Indians involved drunk, then negotiate. Hawkins “answered no, not one drop till the
business they convened on was completely adjusted. They replied this was not usual,
they heretofore were indulged and expected a continuance.” Finally the chief agreed with
his decision and that good would come from it, “as heretofore much injury had been done
them when in a state of drunkenness” (Malone 1956: 48).

Both Blount and Hawkins were in charge of controlling trade during their
appointments as Indian Superintendents. There was a tendency for establishing trading
houses, which came to be called “factories” and the agent in charge was called a “factor.”
Congress passed an act in 1790 “to regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes”
whereby the Superintendent of Indian Affairs would issue traders a license on a biennial
basis and traders would have to post a thousand dollar bond. On August 4, 1794 (thought
to be the earliest) Blount issued a joint license for trading with the Cherokees to Barclay
McGhee, Mathew Wallace, and John Lowrey (Malone 1956: 49).

Congress passed another “act in 1795 authorizing the President to establish such
trading factories in the Indian country as was deemed necessary, and eventually $150,000
was appropriated for the expenses of the project.” This act was passed to not only
institute fair trading practices by placing strict controls on prices, weights, and
measurements, but “to counteract the influence and prestige of British traders and
Spanish agents.” The factory built to serve the Cherokee Indians was located at the
Tellico Block House on the Tellico River, near the junction of the Tellico River as it
flows into the Tennessee River. The site had a small garrison there and it was already an
accepted location for meetings and negotiations with the Indians (Malone 1956: 49).

In spite of all the measures to keep the factories viable, successful, and honest, the
results fell short of what was expected. Overpricing and tampering with measurement
standards were evident all too often. Goods at the Tellico Factory were usually inferior to
goods from British traders and the well-entrenched Panton, Leslie & Company in West
Florida. Factors “were supposed to restrain themselves from improper financial gains,”
however many of them became rich. Secretary of War Henry Dearborn in 1801 reported
that the factory system had “a very salutary effect upon the minds of the Indians.” Of the
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original $150,000 appropriated, $90,115.90 had been invested in the Creek factory at
Colerain and the Cherokee factory at Tellico. The Colerain factory showed a greater
profit probably due to the use of water transportation rather than the overland
transportation used for the Tellico factory. An interesting statement by Dearborn was as
follows: “the business of the two houses has been so managed, as, from the best
information to be obtained, not only to save the original stock from diminution, but even
to increase it about three or four percent” (Malone 1956: 50). The factory system was
administered by a Superintendent of Indian Trade responsible to the Secretary of War
until it was abolished in 1822. Thomas L. McKenney was the last Superintendent of
Indian Trade and was appointed as head of the Bureau of Indian Affairs on March 11,
1824 when it was established within the War Department by order of Secretary of War
John C, Calhoun. From 1824 to 1832 the bureau operated informally until an act of
Congress (4 Stat.564) was passed to appoint a Commissioner of Indian Affairs to be
under the direction of the Secretary of War. The Commissioner’s job was to direct and
manage all matters arising from relations with the Indians. Secretary of War Calhoun
originally named the department for Indian affairs, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, however
common usage referred to it as the Office of Indian Affairs. It wasn’t until 1947 that the
name Bureau of Indian Affairs was formally adopted (Hill 1965: 1 and 11).

McKenney’s career in Indian trade and affairs lasted for sixteen years. He served
under Presidents Madison, Monroe, Adams, and Jackson. He was the man most
responsible for bringing Indian delegations to Washington in the early 1800s. McKenney
“is one of the most important yet little-known figures in the history of the frontier and the
American Indian. He was an early champion of the Indians.” He was constantly in the
middle of battles between two opposing cultures (European and American Indian) which
were always colliding. On one side were the “practical, greedy, compromising
politicians, backed by land-hungry whites” and other the other side “the embittered
Indian nations and their harassed leaders.” Even though he shifted his views on Indian
removal by supporting Jackson’s removal policies, the end of his career came during
Jackson’s administration when “he met the world of ruthless power politics head on.”
His greatest contribution to American Indian history was in establishing an archive for a
collection of paintings of Indians who visited Washington, D.C. The three-volume set,
The Indian Tribes of North America with Biographical Sketches and Anecdotes of the
Principal Chiefs, which was produced from this collection, first appeared in London in
1837. The text for the volumes was written by James Hall, a frontier author and
newspaper editor, from extensive research material supplied by McKenney. Struggles to
publish the portfolio placed McKenney at near-poverty levels. “One report in the 1830s
estimated the cost at $100,000.” Today it is one of the most valued items, usually only
found in special collections of large libraries and museums. In 1865, the original
portraits were destroyed by a fire in a Smithsonian Institution gallery (Horan 1972: 22).

During the 1800s, there existed two principal types of field jurisdiction in Indian
affairs: superintendencies and agencies.  Superintendents were responsible for a
geographical area, whereas agents maintained the closest contact with a tribe. Agents
were responsible for keeping the peace within the tribe as well as outsiders, influencing
the tribes to negotiate land cessions, distributing money and goods as specified in treaties,
and carry out other provisions of treaties (Hill 1965: 6).
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One such agent was Return Jonathan Meigs, who was appointed in 1801 at the
beginning of the administration of President Thomas Jefferson. Meigs was to fill the
combined rolls of Agent to the Cherokee Indians and Military Agent for the War
Department in Tennessee. He selected Southwest Point (present-day Kingston,
Tennessee) as the location for a combined Indian and War Department agency. Colonel
Return Jonathan Meigs, a 60-year old Revolutionary War leader from Connecticut and
who later moved to Ohio, was persuaded by Jefferson’s new Secretary of War Henry
Dearborn (a long-time friend of Meigs) to take the appointment. The garrison at
Southwest Point was established in 1797 and by the first part of 1801, it had ceased to
have a very active role as a military post. During the second half of 1801, the post was
bustling with activities relative to the establishment of the Indian and military agencies at
Southwest Point. The post would become a distribution point for the Civilization
Program, as guaranteed by the Treaty of Holston in 1791. It is unclear as to whether the
government factory at the Tellico Blockhouse initially played a role. Items distributed
from Southwest Point included the following:

Shovel ploughs, Coulter ploughs, plough irons, corn hoes, mattocks, iron and steel, cotton
cards, large cotton wheels, small spinning wheels, looms, ‘reads or sleys’ for looms,
blankets, flat bottom boats, canoes, rifles, lead, powder, sheep, beef, bacon, flour, tobacco
(M208: 8, 16, 79, 80, 97) and ‘Indian medals’ (M22:9) (Smith 1993: 51)

Due to the location being so distantly from Cherokee homes, Meigs obtained
approval from the War Department “to establish a subsidiary Indian agency at Tellico
Blockhouse. Major William L. Lovely was designated assistant Cherokee agent and
placed in charge of this subagency late in 1801 (Malone 1956: 5) (Smith 1993: 51)

A glimpse into the life of Return Jonathan Meigs while at Southwest Point from
1801 to 1807 can be noted by reading the following selected excerpts (Smith 1993: 58,
59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 67, 68, 69).

June 25-20, 1801 — During the last part of June, Meigs was busy preparing for a treaty
conference to be held at Southwest Point between various United States officials and
representative of the Cherokee Nation. The War Department contributed a shipment of
supplies for this conference, including ‘one Marquee, two horsemen’s Tents, three
common Tents, Mattresses, Sheets, Blankets, and Camp Stools’ (Banker 1972b:65)

July 10, 1801 — The Secretary of War informed Meigs that 100 cotton cards were being
sent to him to be distributed as presents to ‘industrious’ Indians. Another 100 were being
sent to the Tellico Factory to be sold (M208: 2)

August 1801 — The first of August was the date set by the Secretary of War for a treaty
conference with the Cherokees to be held at Southwest Point. The United States
government wished to obtain some land cessions and to build a road through the
Cherokee Nation. The Cherokee leaders arrived at Southwest Point by the date
requested, but the commissioners appointed by the Secretary of War did not arrive until
later. Colonel Benjamin Hawkins arrived about three days late. General James
Wilkinson was two weeks late, and General Andrew Pickens was a month Ilate.
Apparently most of the Indian delegation remained at Southwest Point during the entire
month of August (Banker 1972b: 63-65).
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August 11, 1801 — Colonel Meigs received a delivery of 458 pounds of tobacco, 200
gallons of whiskey, and 20 kegs of whiskey (M208: 3). Other shipments of “public stores’
were being sent to Southwest Point by wagon at this time (M22: 3), but goods that were
to have been sent as gifts for the Indians in connection with the treaty conference were
omitted (M22: 5).

September 4, 1801 — The Southwest Point treaty conference finally began at 2 p.m. on
September 4. The commissioners were unable to obtain any of the cessions that they had
wanted from the Cherokees, and they left Southwest Point within a few days (Banker
1972b: 65-67). The goods intended as presents to the Indians upon successful completion
of the treaty eventually arrived at Southwest Point, but were no longer needed and were
sent to the factory at Tellico Blockhouse (M15: 6).

October 23, 1801 — The Secretary of War requested that commanding officers in the area
cooperate with Colonel Meigs in using non-officer army personnel ‘to work with the
Cherokees as artificers and mechanics’ (M6: 5).

November 30, 1801 — Meigs proposed to the Secretary of War a plan to build a
manufacturing center in the Cherokee Nation ...... (M208: 5).

December 1801 — Toward the end of 1801 Colonel Meigs purchased some substantial
quantities of Madeira wine and brandy in kegs, some as large as 20 gallons (M208: 54).

June 1802 — Colonel Meigs returned to Southwest Point on June 4 and learned that he
had been appointed by the Secretary of War to superintend the running of the boundary
line between the Cherokees and North Carolina. This occupied much of Meigs’ time for
the remainder of the year (M208: 12: Meigs 1981: 218-220). During June a former
Cherokee Agent, Silas Dinsmoor, was at Southwest Point preparing to descent the
Tennessee to establish an agency for the Choctaw Indians. The stores for this agency
were hauled from Knoxville to Southwest Point, and a flat bottom boat was purchased to
move them downriver (M208: 12, 70, and 85).

September 1802 — About the middle of September, the French Botanist Francois Andre
Michaux traveled from Middle to East Tennessee, as part of a much longer venture that
was carefully recorded by him. The published version of Michaux’s journal (Thwaites
1904) contains several comments of interest: near the fort is established a kind of
warehouse where the Cherokees carry ginseng and furs, consisting chiefly of bear, stag,
and otter skins. The give them in exchange for coarse stuffs, knives, hatchets, and other
articles that they stand in need of (Thwaites 1904: 264).

September 14, 1802 — Following a period of debate concerning the subject, the Secretary
of War ordered Meigs to take appropriate measures to prohibit the sale of ‘ardent spirits
to the natives’ (M208: 14).

October 10, 1802 — William Cocke, an Upper East Tennessee ironmaster, had been
contracted to supply iron tools for the Cherokees (M208: 13). On October 10, Meigs
placed an order for 100 light hoes, 100 light axes (‘must not exceed from 3 % to 4 lbs.
each’). And 200 light plough irons (‘wedge shaped with a hole...not Barshear [bar
share]’). During early 1803, 60 plough irons, 112 small axes, and 150 corn hoes were
shipped by wagon to Southwest Point, and were subsequently distributed by Meigs to the
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Upper and Lower Cherokee towns (M208: 18-19). The quality of these items was
deemed unsatisfactory (M208: 19).

November 1802 - The annual treaty payment (‘annuity’) to the Cherokees which
had last been made at Tellico Blockhouse in the fall of 1801 (M208:58) was made during
the early part of November 1802, at Southwest Point. Because of a great deal of
apprehension concerning what might happen in response to the recent murder of a
Cherokee, followed by the retaliatory murder of a white, over fifty chiefs from the
Cherokee Nation attended this gathering (M208: 15; Banker 1972b: 94).

November 28, 1802— Some idea of the kind of activities that were carried out by Colonel
Meigs as Indian Agent can be gleaned from a letter written to him on this date by
Secretary of War Dearborne. A party of Chickasaws had arrived unexpectedly in
Washington, and the Secretary was sending them home in a four-horse wagon by way of
Southwest Point. Meigs was to get a boat to send them down the Tennessee River and
furnish them with provisions. ‘The seven eldest men you will furnish with each a Rifle,
one pound of powder, and two pounds of lead.” One of them was to be compensated $10
for loss of an eye caused by a white man, and Meigs was instructed to explain to them the
‘impropriety of coming to Washington without passports’ (M15: 7).

In 1803 Colonel Meigs spent much of his time negotiating with the Cherokee
Nation to allow a road from Northwest Point to Athens, Georgia; helping Gideon
Blackburn find a location to build a school for the Cherokees (M15: 8); and dealing with
white intruders settled on Cherokee land (Banker 1972a: 29; 1972b: 67-68). Permission
was obtained in 1803 to run the road to Georgia (Smith 1993: 81).

From 1804 to 1807 “the Southwest Point Cherokee Agency remained a place
where Indians came to receive goods, such as ploughs, spinning wheels, and cotton cards,
supplied by the United States government” (208: 22-23) Activities at the agency were
assisted by Samuel Riley, who served as a Cherokee interpreter (M208:77-78; Smith
1993: 70, 81). The first land cessions negotiated under the Meigs’ Agency were the
treaties of 1804 and 1805 (Malone 1956: 66) On June 20, 1807 Colonel Meigs wrote a
letter that he intended to be his last from Southwest Point. He wrote that he would be at a
new garrison at the mouth of the “Highwassee River” (M208:44). Return Jonathan Meigs
remained at the Hiwassee Garrison for the next eight years. In mid-June 1807 the
Cherokee Factory at Tellico Blockhouse was moved to the Hiwassee Garrison by
Nicholas Byers (M22: 14; Smith 1993: 94).

Cherokee Agent Meigs provided a myriad of services to the Cherokee people
while at the same time carrying out instructions from the Secretary of War. In 1804
Meigs sent 300 bushels of corn to the drought-stricken Muscle Shoals area of the lower
Tennessee River. Secretary of War Dearborn sent a congratulation message from the
President (Jefferson): “You will embrace so favorable an opportunity for impressing the
minds of the Cherokees with the fatherly concern and attention of the President to the
distresses of his red children” (Malone 1956: 63).

Meigs also occasionally provided medical services. An extremely important task
was to distribute annual annuities paid to the Cherokees by the United States (set by land
cession treaties). The annuity distribution was usually held at the Cherokee Agency and
was attended by large crowds, which included white and Indian speculators and disorder
and confusion caused by the presence of whiskey. At first the annuity payments consisted
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of colorful “gew-gaws”, but as the Cherokees became more acculturated requests were
made for more practical items. The annuity distribution was usually held at the Cherokee
Agency and was attended by large crowds. Problems included white and Indian
speculators and disorder; confusion caused by the presence of whiskey; and the expense
of supplying subsistence during the meetings. In 1817 The Cherokee National Council
sent the following message to Washington:

Our annuity has been embarrassed by speculation both by whites and red people which
has continued from Double Head’s time to the present day and that the nation now had
Elected thirteen warriors to have the superintendence of it in the settlements with limited
Powers subject to the unanimous acceptance or rejection by the members of our council
and chiefs of the Cherokee nation. And that the Chiefs have resolved that hereafter the
National Committee shall meet at the Agency to receive annuities, &c with the above
limited power, as these great national meetings have of late produced quarrels among our
people and division among our warriors &c. (Malone 1956: 64-65).

Another duty assigned to Meigs was that of arranging treaty conferences. “From
1801 to 1823 numerous attempts were made by federal and state commissioners to secure
land grants from the Cherokees. Nine of these attempts were successful, reducing the
Cherokee Nation to an area of some ten million acres. Most of the land cessions were in
North Georgia.” Meigs was constantly sandwiched between the federal government,
state governments, and the Cherokee Nation. His policy of persuading the Cherokees to
cede their lands was founded in a message from the Secretary of War:

The money & goods which they will receive for the lands, more especially that part
which will be paid annually will be of more real benefit to the nation under their
improved state than the lands can be; that they will be enabled to make still greater
progress in the useful arts, & will more & more rely on agriculture & domestic
manufactories for their support & of course become a happy people (Malone 1956: 65-
66)

The “reservations” clauses in the treaties of 1817 and 1819 added greatly to record
keeping at the agency. Cherokees desiring 640 acres had to declare it to Agent Meigs.
He in turn had to issue an acknowledgement and maintain a list of names and locations.
“Nearly 150 reservations were filed in Meigs’ office” (Malone 1956: 70).

Return Jonathan Meigs, appointed on May 15, 1801, had served for nearly 20 years in the
position of United States agent for the Cherokee Nation. “He had also, by his faithful,
intelligent, and honest administration of the duties of his office as Indian agent, secured
the perfect confidence of his official superiors through all the mutations of
administration. He had acquired a knowledge of and familiarity with the habits,
character, and wants of the Cherokees such as was perhaps possessed by few, if indeed
by any other man.” In a communication to the Secretary of War dated May 30, 1820,
Meigs felt that the time had arrived “when a radical change in the policy of managing
their affairs had become essential.” Royce (1883-1884) expressed Meigs’ views as
follows:
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Ever since the treaty of 1791 the United States, in pursuance of a policy therein
outlined for leading the Cherokees toward the attainment of higher degree of civilization,
in becoming herdsmen and cultivators instead of hunters, had been furnishing each year a
supply of implements for husbandry and domestic use. In consequence a respectable
proportion of that nation had become familiarized with the use of the plow, spade, and
hoe. Many of their women had learned the art of spinning and weaving, and in individual
instances considerable progress had been made in the accumulation of property. Agent
Meigs now thought that the point had been reached where the Cherokee people should
begin to fight their own battles of life, and that any further contributions to their support,
either in the shape of provisions or tools, would have only a tendency to render them
more dependent upon the Government and less competent to take care of themselves.
Those who were already advance in the arts of civilized life should be the tutors of the
more ignorant. They possessed a territory of perhaps 10,000,000 acres of land,
principally in the States of Georgia, North Carolina, and Tennessee, for the occupation of
which they could enumerate little more than 10,000 souls or 2,000 families. If they were
to become an agricultural and pastoral people, an assignment of 640 acres of land to each
family would be all and more than they could occupy with advantage to themselves.
Such as allotment would consume but 1,280,000 acres, leaving more than 8,000,000
acres of surplus land which might and ought to be sold for their benefit, and the proceeds
(which he estimated at $300,000, to be fail in fifty annual installments) applied to their
needs in the erection of houses, fences, and the clearing and breaking up of their land for
cultivation. The authority and laws of the several States within whose limits they resided
should become operative upon them, and they should be vested with the rights,
privileges, and immunities of citizens of those States. These views met with the
concurrence of the administration and would possibly have been carried into effect but
for the intense hostility thereto of not only the unprogressive element among the
Cherokees themselves but of the officials and people of the States most interested, who
could not view with complacency the permanent occupation of a single acre of land
within their limits by the aboriginal owners (Royce 1883-1884: 231-232).

As Indian Agent to the Cherokees, Meigs performed a service no other
representative of the government could as effectively. In spite of removal policies
becoming stronger and stronger during his appointment, he was able to keep the
Cherokees friendly toward the federal government. Meigs died during the winter of 1823
(Royce stated February 1823 and Malone stated January 1823), as the story goes, when
he gave up his comfortable quarters to an aged Cherokee Chief and Meigs slept in a tent
and caught pneumonia (Malone 1956: 73). On March 17", 1823, Ex-governor McMinn
of Tennessee was appointed at Indian Agent to the Cherokee Nation (Royce 1883-1884:
236).

The Cherokee Nation: One Nation Undivided

National Councils, composed of town chiefs, met only for specific issues. The
“Grand Cherokee Council” of 1792 met at Ustanali (near present-day Calhoun, Georgia)
on June 26, 1792. Chota, the previous Cherokee capital on the Little Tennessee River
(East Tennessee), had been replaced by Ustanali to the south. (The Cherokee population
was shifting to the south due to land cessions to the United States) The purpose of the
Cherokee Council in 1792 was to meet with Governor Blount to discuss peace and land
cessions (Malone 1956: 74-75).
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In January 1809 when President Jefferson learned that Upper Town Cherokee
Chiefs wanted to formally split the Cherokee Nation into two groups, Upper Cherokees
and Lower Cherokees, he “urged conciliation between the two factions and suggested
that the entire nation acquire unity through organizing a democratic type of government.”
He recommended the creation of an assembly to enact essential laws and the appointment
of judges to interpret the laws. He wished them success and promised that “in this you
may always rely on the council and assistance of the government of the United States”
Malone 1956: 77).

During the decades before 1809 the government of the Cherokee Nation was
loosely organized with the leading chief honored as “great beloved man” (Malone 1956:
74-75). “The council and local chiefs scrupulously monitored his actions, particularly in
relations with the federal government, and in the early nineteenth century when the views
of the principal chief failed to reflect the dominant opinion in the nation, other chiefs did
not hesitate to depose him.” One such incident was when Chief Black Fox was inclined
to accept President Jefferson’s proposal for the Cherokee Nation to exchange land
acquired by the Louisiana Purchase (west of the Mississippi River) for lands claimed in
the east by the Cherokee Nation. The vast majority of Cherokees strongly opposed the
plan. Even though Cherokee Agent Meigs and some of the Chickamaugan chiefs
supported Black Fox, in 1808 “a confederation of prominent chiefs” replaced Black Fox
with Path Killer (Anderson 1991: 58-59).

There were no written laws until 1808, when the Cherokee Council instituted its
first written law creating a national police force “to protect property and to ensure the
inheritance rights of widows and orphans.” Today we usually apply the definition of
property as being real estate, but in this case property is defined as chattel property and
improvement. Real estate was owned by the Cherokee Nation. This law was a backlash
from the incident with Black Fox and his inclination to agree with President Jefferson for
the exchanging of Cherokee real estate east of the Mississippi River for land west of the
Mississippi. For the next twenty years protecting property would remain at the forefront
of developing governmental strategies for providing laws and oversight (Anderson 1991:
99).

On April 18, 1810 a step toward Cherokee Nation centralization was taken when
the old law of Clan Revenge was abolished. The National Council enacted a law to deal
with murder and punishment through its regulations. Punishment was to be taken out of
the hands of the nearest relative in retaliating against the murderer’s relatives. The
Revenge Law was so closely related to the Mosaic requirement of “an eye for an eye and
a tooth for a tooth” (Brown 1938: 453-454). James Adair, who lived and traded among
the Cherokees and Chickasaw from 1736 to 1768, believed that the Indians were “lineally
descended from the Israelites.” (Williams 1930:14).

In 1817 the council “unanimously adopted articles of government ‘in order to
obviate the evil consequences’ of independent towns and unauthorized individuals
negotiating the concession of common land between council meetings” (Anderson 1991:
59). The Cherokee Council created a national bicameral legislature, with a “Standing
Committee” (later known as the National Committee) as the upper house, which was
composed of thirteen members (elected for a two-year term) from the National Council
(Malone 1956: 78). The Standing Committee was created under the Articles of
Government to manage the affairs of the Cherokee Nation when the council was not in
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session (Anderson 1991: 59). An extremely important function of the Standing
Committee was to oversee the annual annuity payments from the federal government
administered by Agent Meigs (Malone 1956: 78). Also under the Articles of
Government individual rights to improvements were reaffirmed under the principle of
matrilineal descent and emigrants (who signed the emigration provision in the Treaty of
1817) forfeited any claims to Cherokee Nation property in the east (Anderson 1991: 59).
A lower house was created to constitute the whole Council, which “retained reviewing
powers over actions of the committee” (Malone 1956: 78).

In 1820 further steps were taken toward centralization of the Cherokee
Government by the National Committee and National Council, with the approval of
Principal Chief Path Killer. The Cherokee Nation would be divided into eight districts.
See Figure 3.1 in Chapter 3 for a map of the Cherokee Nation districts. See Figure 4.5
below for chart of National Committee and National Council members, compiled in 1822

by a visitor to the American Board’s missions (Malone 1956: 79-81).

Path Killer - Principal Chief of National Council,
Charles R. Hicks - Second beloved man and treasurer of National Council.
Major Ridge — Speaker for the Council

National Committee National Council Member Member | Member | Member
Members Districts
John Ross, President Coosawatee William Terrapin Rising One
Hicks Head Fawn Vacancy
George Lowrie Etowee Tonnateehee | Walking The Old
Stick Feather Turkey
Richard Taylor Amohee Going Choo-no- | Wa-nuh- | Ta-quh-
Snake yuh-kee kee kee
Cabin Smith or Chatooga Tsoo-ee- Big Uh-nee- Samuel
Big Cabin kullah Rattling o-lee Gunter
Gourd
John Baldridge Hickory Log Slim Fellow | Goneto | Tuh-quo | Kee-nah-
Sleep tee-hee
Sleeping Rabbit Chickamaugah Tah-lee-is- Noisy Three Charles
kee Warrior Killer Reese
Thomas Forman Aquohee Un-nee-ka- Sik-quh Woman Kul-lo-
yah-no-hee Keeper skee
The Hare Tawquohee Tsoo-a-lo- Was-to- | A-maw- | Charley
gee no-hee yee-tah
John Beemer
Kee-la-chu-lee
Kur-la-chu-lih
Roman Nose
John Downing, Jr.

Figure 4.5. 1822 National Committee and National Council. Cherokees of the Old South.
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Principal Chief Path Killer and Assistant Principal Chief Charles Hicks both died in early
1827, just as the “Cherokees were rising to their full potential as a sovereign nation
(Phillips 1998: 397).

A council house would be established in each district for holding trials overseen
by a district judge. There would be a marshal in each district to enforce the judge’s
decisions. A special circuit judge would have jurisdiction over each two districts and
“associate with the district judges in determining all causes agreeable to the national
laws.” A company of light-horse would administer the circuit court orders (Malone
1956: 78).

In 1822 the National Committee and National Council took another important
step in creating a republican form of government. A “National Superior Court” was
created to meet concurrently with the legislature each autumn. Four district judges would
sit on this bench and oversee both civil and criminal cases. A jury would be selected to
bring in the court’s verdict. This court came to be known as the “Supreme Court of the
Cherokee Nation” and met at Newtown (later named New Echota) in its first sessions on
October 9, 1823. From October 9 to October 25, the high court heard twenty-one cases
(Malone 1956: 93).

Elias Boudinot was appointed in October 1825 by the Cherokee Council to tour
various cities in the United States to seek monetary support for establishing and
maintaining a Cherokee national academy and establishing a printing office at New Town
(the Cherokee capital, later named New Echota) with the capability of printing in both
Cherokee and English. In “An Address to the Whites” delivered in the First Presbyterian
Church in Philadelphia on May 26, 1826, Boudinot chronicled the Cherokee Nation’s
progress in becoming civilized. The following excerpts are from this address::

The time has arrived when speculations and conjectures as to the practicability of
civilizing the Indians must forever cease. A period is fast approaching when the stale
remark— Do what you will, an Indian will still be an Indian,” must be placed no more in
speech. With whatever plausibility this popular objection may have heretofore been
made, every candid mind must now be sensible that it can no longer be uttered, except by
those who are uninformed with respect to us, who are strongly prejudiced against us, or
who are filled with vindictive feelings towards us; for the present history of the Indians,
particularly of that nation to which I belong, most incontrovertibly establishes the fallacy
of this remark..........

It needs not the power of argument on the nature of man, to silence forever the
remark that ‘it is the purpose of the Almighty that the Indians should be exterminated.” It
needs only that the world should know what we have done in the few last years, to
foresee what yet we may do with the assistance of our white brethren, and that of the
common Parent of us all............. Nor is it my purpose to enter largely into the
consideration of the remnants, of those who have fled with time and are no more—.
They stand as monuments of the Indian’s fate. And should they ever become extinct,
they must move off the earth, as did their fathers. My design is to offer a few
disconnected facts relative to the present improved state, and to the ultimate prospects of
that particular tribe called Cherokees to which I belong.

The Cherokee Nation lies within the charted limits of the states of Georgia,

Tennessee, and Alabama (and North Carolina). Its extent as defined by treaties is about
200 miles in length from East to West, and about 120 in breadth. This country which is
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supposed to contain about 10,000,000 of acres exhibits great varieties of surface, the most
part being hilly and mountaneous, affording soil of no value. The vallies, however, are
well watered and afford excellent land, in many parts particularly on the large streams,
that of the first quality. The climate is temperate and healthy........ Those lofty and
barren mountains, defying the labour and ingenuity of man, and supposed by some as
placed there only to exhibit omnipotence, contribute to the healthiness and beauty of the
surrounding plains, and give to us that free air and pure water which distinguish our
country. These advantages, calculated to make the inhabitants healthy, vigorous, and
intelligent, cannot fail to cause this country become interesting...............

The population of the Cherokee Nation increased from the year 1810 to that of
1824, 2000 exclusive of those who emigrated in 1818 and 19 to the west of the
Mississippi—of those who reside on the Arkansas the number is supposed to be about
5000.

The rise of these people in their movement towards civilization, may be traced as
far back as the relinquishment of their towns; when game became incompetent to their
support, by reason of the surrounding white population. They then betook themselves to
the woods, commenced the opening of small clearing, and the raising of stock; still
however following the chase. Game has since become so scarce that little dependence
for subsistence can be placed upon it..............

On the other hand it cannot be doubted that the nation is improving rapidly
improving in all those particulars which must finally constitute the inhabitants an
industrious and intelligent people.

In 1810 there were 19,500 cattle; 6,100 horses, 19,600 swine; 1,037 sheep; 457
looms; 1,600 spinning wheels; 30 waggons, 500 ploughs; 3 saw-mills; 13 grist-mills &c.

At this time (1826) there are 22,000 cattle, 7,600 horses; 46,000 swine; 2,500
sheep; 762 looms; 2,488 spinning wheels; 172 waggons; 2,943 ploughs, 10 saw-mills; 31
grist-mills; 62 Blacksmith-shops; 8 cotton machines; 18 schools; 18 ferries; and a number
of public roads.

Elias Boudinot continued describing in detail the Cherokee syllabary invented by George
Guest and the high literacy rate among the young, the formation of a republican
government in the Cherokee Nation, and laws passed to “establish the respectability of
the nation.” His closing remarks are as