








































































































principal chief is on the same level as President 
Clinton. 

We are a sovereign nation. The Muskogee 
Nation is also the leader of the five civilized 
tribes in retention of cultu1-e and h·adition. We 
have 66 h·aditional churd1es and 15 c;erernonial 
grounds that still yet exist. In ~e lands in the 
southeast, in the census, , there were 

> 
approximately 77 tribal towns, and in 1844 after 
the removal, there were 44. And during the 
removal, the Upper Towns numbered 14,142 and 
in the Lower Towns, 8,552. D-g...ring that time, the 
Muskogee Nation ceded 5,200,00 ao-es. That's 
what we gave up for lands now known as Indian 
Territory. 

I'm glad that Gail has elaborated some on the 
i-ernoval. I have a map here that show the two 
routes that our people chose. Here is where our 
people left from. There were two routes. In our 
nation, thei-e were approximately 20 separnte 
treaties and four additional agreements made 
between the Muskogee Nation and the U.S. 
government. And when the lands were ceded, 
there was always a solemn guarantee to the 
Muskogee people, that in order for ·any state or 
territory to have a right to pass laws for the 
government of such Indians, that they shall be 
allowed to govern themselves as may be 
compatible with the general jurisdiction with 
Congress. Also in those L.-ealies, there was al,so a 
special clause that we know, that as long as the 
sun shines on waters run, and the grass grows, 
that its peace will he in effect. 

On our map here, during the time of 
negotiation for the ceding of these lands, it split 
our nation into two groups: the Upper Towns 
and the Lower Towns. The Upper Towns were 
located in the northern areas of Alabama and 
Georgia, and the Lower Towns were in the 
southern part of Alabama and Georgia. And -it is 
not a "class" classification; it is just geographic. 
And Lhe Upper Towns Were the traditional 
tov.rns; they'l'e the ones that had the ceremonial 
grounds, kept up the cla,ss system, and so forth. 

The Lower Towns were the mixed-bloods, and 
that was mostly the Macintosh faction. That split 
continued through the removal. The Macintosh 
was a voluntary march, and the others were 
forced n~movals. 

• Today we have TV, CNN -- the TV that 
shows all the tragic things we have today. I wish 
that we could have had that then to see what 
tragedy our people ~ad. And I'm glad that the 
Cherokees were there last night, where they sang 
the songs that wete developed over the Trail for 
the Creatm to be with them through this 
hardship. Our people also created songs that 
they still sing today about that. And also, 
customs were developed. As you read, and as we 
talk about our people being removed, they were 
always forced to move - move, don't stop -
keep going. And along the way, babies wexe 
born, the elders died, and they only had time to 
put them to the side, cover them with brush, and 
go on. Sometimes they had on old tattered quilt 
or blanket that they would put over them, and 
today among the traditional people, when they 

- have a funeral, they have a new, hand-made quilt 
that they put over the casket. And when that 
casket is set in the vault, and before the lid is put 
on, that quilt is put over that casket. TI1at is in 

remembrance of our people that came over on 
the Trail of Teru:s. We never forget that, but 
maintain that h·adition. 

Om traditional churches sit up all night with 
the body. Tbey have their traditional songs, and 
preaching a11d so forth, because it is the custom 
among our people that you have to sit up a11 
night with the body. 

Also during the removal, the h·aditional 
towns, the Upper Towns, they can-ied their ashes 
from within the ceremonial grounds, and 
tra11sferred them to Indian Territory and there 
they were reestablished. So as I said, the 
Muskogee Nation is the leader in retaining its 
culture and tradition, and I myself am an active 
member within the ceremonial b:ibes. 
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I want to show you another map. This is our 
area of jurisdiction now. It is located in east­
cenh·al Oklahoma. We have about eight districts. 
And when the Constitution of 1979 was adopted, 
they more-or-less adopted the counties in which 
they were located. But it wasn't clearly deffi-1ed in 
the constitution. The constitution only described 
the boundaries. As a result, the one in the lowei­
left-hand corner, where it has Ticabtfagsee. That 
was formerly known as Hughes' Seniinole. 

And legislation was introduced when 1 was 
on the council, and I had thought about 
Tukvpvche because it is the mother town of all 
the Upper Towns. It's an important town, but 
today it doesn't function. It doesn't have a 
ceremonial ground or anything. The people don't 
even meet. So I thought about that. I thought, 
"lt' s a shame for that land not to be used 
anymore." So then I read the constih1tion, and I 
saw that maybe we could rename that dishict. 

First, I talked to the eldl'.!rs at Tukvpvche, and 
told them what I had in mind, and asked their 
penn.ission to use that name for renaming our­
district, and they were all in agreement. I also 
met with the different cities within our disb·ict, 
made a presentation, a1,1d they were all for it. So 
it finally went through, and now Tukvpvche is 

the only named disb·ict. 

Also, I have listed there in the red - red 
dots represent the ceremonial grounds that are 
still active. So you can see that the only activities 
within the Upper Creek are the traditional 
people. And up in the north, you see three dots, 
one in Okmulgee, two in Creek, those -are the 
Ugee grounds ceremonial grounds that 
participate with us. So we all participate together. 

But you can see clearly that the southern 
portion of our nation is where all the h·adition 
still exists. 

l have a film that l want to show you. I'm 
glad that you have heard about the hardship on 
the Trail of Tears, but I also want to tell you 
about our nation today. I have excerpts of some 
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tapes that I have put together. Also, I want to 
show you one more map. 

l 11ave in blue the route that they took from 
the southeast. T also have a route in red, and that 
represents the route of the Upper Towns that 
wanted Jo not take part in the Civil War. They 
said, "This is a White mads war; we don't want 
any part of it. We know what has happened. in 
the past.'' So they took the route up to Kansas, 
and on the way they had skirmishes with 
Confederate forces, Ci-eek regiments fought them 
along the way. It was winter, they weren't 
properly clothed, and they just fled to Kansas. 
And many died along the way. 

There is an area of Kansas - Woodson 
County - and that is whei-e a lot of om people 
are buried. And since 1863-1864 when they came 
back,.no Creek/Muskogee delegation has ever 
been back except for three OT four years ago, our 
ceremonial ground went up to Kansas because 
they called us. And that was the first time that a 
Muskogee delegationhasretmned to there. They 
have accepted us with open arms, and as a result 
we worked, and now Kansas has recognized 
Opthola Yahola and his lifetime accomplishments 
were for the betterment of his people. He is 
bmied there, in an unknown grave. 

(film) 
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Introduction 

The recent meeting of the National Trail of 
Tears Association in Little Rock, Arkansas, 
provided an Q.pportunity for discussion of 
research ari.d commemoration of the Trail of 
Tears. By w'ay of introduction to this paper, 
about Native American emigrants to Arkansas in 
a different context than the Trail, here is one 
more addition to the Trail story. A local 
perspective from a h·aveler and sportsman who 
came to Arkansas 150 years ago to hunt and 
enjoy the woods, but who in his traveling 
encountered the Trail. 

Friedrich Gerstaecker was a middle-class 
German who wanted adventure, so in 1837 he 
left rus home and came to what he called ''the Far 
West:" Arkansas. In 1843 he retuJ.ned to Europe, 
but for most of his stay in the United States, he 
traveled Arkansas. T Hs account of his time here 
was first published in English in 1854 in a book 
LTa.nslated as "Wild Sports i11 the Far West" 
(Gerstaecker 1968). 

Gerstaecker writes about the Trail of Tears 
twice, both times provjding observations on the 
Water Route through the Arkansas River. First, 
on the night of 9 February, 1838, he camped on 
the cast side of the Arkansas River opposite Little 
Rock. He sc1id: 

An fodimz t-ribe /ind pitcl,ed their tc11ts 
close to the bauks of tlw ri1•er. A 111rn1ber of 
lnrge crnckli11g Jires1 for111ed of whole 
l:rwzks of dry fnlle11 trees, wltir:/1 lny nbou I 
in. nlnmrfnnce, offering good sliell'er ngninst 
lite wi11d; 011er the fires were kettles willt 
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large pieces of vemson, benr, sqwrrels, 
mrnons, opossullls, wild cats, nlld what­
ever else the fortunes of the chnse hnd given 
tlte111. I-Jere young 111e11 were occupied 
securing lhe horses to some of the fallen 
trees, and SllpplyiHg llzem with fodder; 
there lny others, overcome by tl1e firewnter, 
singing their nntionnl songs with n 111own­
ful and heavy to11gue. I stood for 11 long 
lime watching tl1e nnil/lnted scene. 

I\ tnll powerful lndian, decked out with 
glass hends a11d silver omm11e11ts, cn111e 
slnggering towards me, with nn e111phj 
bottle in !tis left hand nnrl n hnndsu111e rifle 
in his 11ghi, nnd holding them both to­
wards me, gnve 111e to 1mderstnnd that fie 
would give me tl1e nfle 1f T wnuld fill IIis 
bottle. The deniers in spirit110Z1s liquors are 
subject to a heavy fi11e if tlrey sell any to 
soldiers, Indians, or Negroes. The poor 
/11din11s linve fallen so low, m1d beco111e so 
degmded by llze bnse speculntio11s of the 
pnle f11ces, tlt11t they will giz,e all tltey 111ost 
vnl11e, to procure tlie body muf soul de­
s1.royiJLg spirits. 

Though I h11d but little money left, only 
twel?le cents, I declined the exclzmige; lze 
turned sorrowf11lly awny, probnbly to offer 
tlie mfom1tngt>o11s bnrgnin to s0111eo11c else, 
in which cnse T tho11glzt it best to indulge 
the poor savage, 1111d snve l1i111 his hn11rl­
s0111e rifle; I took the l1ot/1e u11t of his hnlld, 
filled ii, mtrl gave it hack to lti111. On my 
ref1.Lsi11g to nccept his rifle, he lnid hold of 
111e, nnd rlrngged 111e nl1110sl forcibly to his 
fire, obliged me to drink with lrim, to s111oke 
oul of his pipe, mid eat n large slice of 
·vwisn11, wliilc l1is wife nnd t1Lrec cl1ildre11 



snt in t/Je te/Jt stnring wit/1 surprise nt the 
strn11gcr. 1--le tlie11 stood up, 1111d i11 his 
/1nm1011io11s ln11g11nge relnted a 1011g his­
tory to 11,e n11d to some sons of t/1e forest 
111/to find nsse111bled rol.!111i 11s, nll(f ojwltic/1 
1 did 11ot 1111rferstn11d n word. At Inst ns t/1c 
noise l1ecn111e mmoying, r stole nwny qui~ 
etly to seek n bertltfor the night. 

Wlie11 l cn111e to tile Jerry ou the f6llowing 
111oming, tlte e11calllp/lle11t wns htoke11 up, 
nmi tl1e [11dim1s lznd e1J1b11rked 012 board 11 

steamer, w/1icl1 was to cnrry tlte111 ft11'{/1er 
west (Gerstnecker 1968:91-93).-

Gerstaecker unfortunately did not identify 
the group he saw. It might have been one of 
several. For . example, Major Ridge's party of 
around 460, under Dr. John S. Young, traveling 
on the Arkansas River, stayed overnight opposite 
Little Rock March 21, 1837, and trnnsferred to a 
lighter draft steamboat with two keelboats the 
next day (Wilkins 1968:305). A year later, 
Lieutenant Edward Deas' s party of 250 stopped 
at Little Rock April 11, 1838, and transferred to a 
lighter draft steamer and one keelboat (Wilkins· 
1963:326). Of course the John Ross party stopped 
in Little Rock in midwinter 1839, and it was on 
this occasion that Ross' wife Quati~ Ross, also 
known as Mary Stapler, died (Arkallsas Gazette, 
Feb. 6, 1839; Woodward 1963:217-218; and see 
Arknnsns Democrat Gazette, March 31, 1996, p. Bl, 
for the rediscovery of Mrs. Ross' original 
gravestone at Holly Cemetery in Little Rock). 

The second encounter Gerstaecker had with 
the Trail was in December 1843, a few days 
before 0.uislmas. Gerstaecker had becom12 an 
experienced woodsman, h·ained to see the clues 
the hunter needed. He and a companion had set 
out on a hunting expedition. They had left the 
companion's farmstead over on the Petit Jean 
River in Yell County, and they walket.l north. 
They crossed the Arkansas River at whaL is now 
the extinct t0V\rn of Pittsbw-g, in Johnson County 
near Knoxville. They camped overnight nea1by, 
perhaps not far from where Interstate 40 n.ms on 
west to Oklahoma, and east back through 

Te1messee toward the Cherokee's homeland. The 
following is a painful passage from Gerstaecker. 
The Native Amerkans had passed by on the Trnil 
of Tears, and Lhe evidence of their passing was 
clear. He reported: 

Ne,;xt rlny we pnssed along n part of the 
nm te by which SOll/e years ago n nllmerous 
body of enstern fllrfinns, ltnvi11g given up 
their lnnds to the U11ited States on condi­
tion of recei'uillg otlier equally good ln.nds 
in tlie west, were co11rl11cted (Jy the pnrties 
who !tad engaged to provide for ll1e/ll 011 

theirjoumey. N1w1ero11s sq11nre !toles cut 
i11 tile fnlle11 trees showed where the squaws 
had pounded their 111aize to lllnke bread. 
More lllelnnclwly traces were visihle in tl1e 
bo11es ofh1u11m1 beings nnd nni111nls wlticlz 
were strewed n/Jo11t. Many n wnrrior 1md 
squaw died on the road front exhn11stio11, 
n11d the maladies e11gendered by tl,eir trent-
1//ent; mzd their relations nnd friellds could 
do nothing 111ore for them tlrnn fold thel/l in 
their blnnkets, n11d cover tliem with bo11ghs 
n11d b11slzes, to keep off the vultures, wl1iclt 
n!so followed their route by tlwusnnds, and 
soared over tlteir /rends; for their drivers 
would Hot give tlrem ti111e to dig n grave 
and bury their dead. T!,e wolves, wltic/1 
also followed aJ 110 great distance, soon tore 
nway so /mil n c011ering, nnrl scnttered t/1e 
bones in all directions. 

17iis is n sad instnnce of tile nbo111innble 
haggling spirit so prevalent in America. 
Tl,e goven1111en t, lo nvoid trouble, lmd 
contracted with i11clivic.lun.ls for a certain 
sum, which wns q1tite s11fficie11t to /lave 
co11veyed tlte poor l1Ldim1s comfortnbly; but 
tlwy were ol;lig~d to part with nil they find 
for bren.d, selling their rifles n11d to111n­
hnwks, horses gui11g for two mul three 
dollnrs; nnd, while tliey died of lnmge,· n11d 
distress, the contrnctors 11mdC1 n fort1111e 
(Gerstnecker 1968:276-277). 

Recent research by noted Trail Mstorian 
Duane King suggests Gerstaecker may have 
encountered the sad passing of Whiteley's OT 

Drnin' s detachments of Cherokee from the 



summer of 1838 (King personal communication 
April 17, 1996). 

They had been b:aveling by boat, but low 
water on the Arkansas River forced them to shore ... 
at Lewisburg, in what is now Morillton., Those 
Cherokee had to walk from there to the Flint 
District in Oklahoma, with much loss of life. The 
story of the Trail of Tears is a tragic,epic in U.S. 
history, and carries gi·eat meaning for both the 
descendants of those who made the journey, and 
the descendants of the Angloamerican tulture 

• that forced them to make that jour·ney (Foreman 
1932; Ehle 1988; Gilbert 1996; K.ing 1993, 1996; 
Lumpkin 1907; Wilkins 1988; Anderson 1991; 
Woodward 1963). 

But there is another story that needs to be 
told as well. There are tragic elements in this 
story, too, but there are also elements that point 
toward another epic of U.S. history, the voluntary 
westward migration of tens of thousands of 
families who staked their hopes and dreams for 
a better life elsewhere. The pain of leaving one's 
native soil and friends and relatives, the struggle. 
of the journey, the immense hard work of 
starting a new life, the pride of adtievement in 
new homes and cleared fields. 

We think of this as the story of 
Angloamerican pioneers. This is also the story of 
the Che1·okee, one beginning to draw more 
interest. This is story of the thousands of 
Cherokee who chose to become voluntary 
emigrants in the decades after the American 
Revolution, who left the Homeland and headed 
west as much as half a century before the Ttail of 
Tears. The goal for many was the area now 
known as Arkansas (Figure 1). 

Arkansas was not vacant of cow-se, The name 
itself came from the Algonquin word for one 
group of the Native Americans already here, the 
Akansa, or as they call themselves, the 
0-Gah-Pal1 or Quapaw (Baird 1980, 1989; 
N:iebercling 1976; cf. Arnold 1991). And the 
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Osage still claimed northwestern Arkansas 
(Mathews 1961; Rollings 1992; Wilson 1988), 

It has been twenty five yeaTs since Dr. Robert 
Markman pulled together the diplomatic history 
of the Arkansas Cherokee, and his dissertation 
still has!;t't been published except in microform 
(Markman 1972). Unfortunately, even now there 
are few experts on this voluntary migration of the 
Cherokee into Arkansas (see for example 
Littlefield and Underhill 1972). We may be 
thankful for the revival of interest in the period 
by historians such as Dr. Loretta Price, who has 
been working on issues related to the O1erokee 
in Arkansas for several years, including Dwight 
Mission near what is now Russellville (Price 
1995). One should also note Robert M~yers who 
has been doing extensive docum~ntary work on 
the remarkable number of Cherokee settlements 
along the St Francis River in eastern Arkansas 
(Meyers n.d.). And there are many other 
historians who have drawn attention to the 
Cherokee part of Al·kansas history, though their 
own focus has been somewhat 
elsewhere--usually on what various Arkansas 
Cherokee did later, as though they'd come here 
to the Natural State for a vacation, instead of for 
a generation. 

Historical Archeology 

There is another perspective on the Arkansas 
O1erokee. To date, just about everything we 
know so far is the result of painstaking 
appreciation of the documents generated as part 
of daily life, from government reports to 
memoirs. There are other important sources on 
the Cherokee experience of course, including oral 
history and old photogrnphs, but there is one 
more source. That source is the evidence of past 
life in the ground, accessible through historical 
archeology. 

Archeology is the study of the material 
remains of human experience, in Egypt or Mexico 
or even at nearby Toltec Mounds State Park in 
central Al·kansas, where the Plum Bayou culh.tre 



constructed a huge mound complex some 1300 
years ago (Rolingson 1980). We can define the 
subject of historical archeology, as the 
archeological study of people in the past, 
beginning with the expansion of Europe in the 
fifteenth century (Deetz 1977; Noel Hume 1975; 
Schuyler 1978; Orser 1995; Yentsch and Beaudry 
1992). 

Thus to the usual discoveries of archeology 
such as artifacts, and foundations and whatnot, 
historical archeologists add documents, - since 
Europe was a literate culture and Europeans 
generated lots of records about what it was they 
were doing. Historical archeologists can therefore 
use data from the ground, and data from the 
archives, to ask where did Europeans go and 
explore and settle. Historical ,u:cheology includes 
the study of places such as Colonial North 
America (Yentsch 1994; Noel Hume 1982; Deagan 
1983; Deetz 1993; Ferguson 1992), battlefield sites 
(Scott et al 1989), and even the farmsteads and 
towns established by Angloau.erican pioneers 
coming into Arkansas after 1800 (Martin 1977; 
Stewart-Abernathy 1980, 1982, 1986; 1994; 
Stewart-Abernathy and Ruff 1989). Historical 
archeologists have thus joined ethnohistorians 
and now ask what impact did all of this have on 
the native peoples who were already in the 
places Eurnpeans went and explored and settled 
(Davis ed. 1991; Dye and Brister 1986; Hudson 
and Tessor 1994). Historical archeology thus also 
includes the study of the Cherokee as well as 
other removed Native A1nericans, in their 
Homelands, and in Arkansas, and in Oklal1oma. 

For the Cherokee, historical archeology of 
sites in the 1700s and early 1800s is an outgrowth 
of concern with prehistoric Native AmeTican 
sites. Archeologists, in trying to understand the 
prehistoric human occupation of the Southern 
Appalachian Mountains and surrounding hill 
country (Dickens 1972 and 1979), found 
thern,selves working on sites where they 
excavated evidence of contact with British and 
French traders, evidence such as glass beads and 

brass kettles, and iron knives and firearms (for 
example, Lew1s and Kneberg 1946:132-135, 
149-152; B1oom 1942; Harmon 1986) 

The new concern with the Protohistoric and 
C9ntact periods accelerated with the construction 
of the mc.3,ny reservoirs by the Tennessee VaJley 
Authority. Many important mid- to late-1700s 
Cherokee town sites were threatened, and 
excavated, such as Tomotley and Chota (Baden 
1983; Guthe and Bistline 1978; Schroedl 1986). 
Important trading posts established for the 
Cherokee have also been intensively examined, 
including Tellico Blockhouse (Polhemus 1977). 

More recently, archeologists are looking 
specifically at Cherokee sites that postdate the 
troubles of the American Revolutionary War 
period and later, when the Cnerokee were 
struggling to continue their ways of life in vei-y 
different circumstances from their prehistoric 
past. For example, Brett Riggs at the University 
of Tennessee has been excavating Cherokee 
farmstead sites that were occupied by Cherokee 

- families up until the day they were captured by 
U.S. troops and then hetded into the stockades 
before they were sent out on the Trail of Tears 
(Riggs 1991). 
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At the other end of the Trail, the Oklahoma 
Archeological Survey in 1995 began a survey to 
identify Cherokee sites in Oklahoma that date 
from the ·first arrival of the Old Settlers and 
others, up through the conflicts of the 1840s, and 
to the Civil War (Albert 1996). The historical 
archeological study of the 01erokee in Arkansas 
is just beginning (Sabo 1992), though there has 
been past attention to the contemporary trading 
posts and forts (Dollar 1966; Westbury 1971; 
Smith 1974; McCrocklin 1992c). We are making 
progress however, in trying to draw attention to 
the presence in the not so distant Al·kansas past 
of many migratu1g Native Americans who called 
the state home for at least a little while. 

Th.is paper will briefly review some efforts to 
cxpl01·e sites created as part of the Cherokee 



experience in Arkansas. That experience was 
complex and sometimes contradictory, and it 
deserves attention. The particular concern in this 
paper is a site not far from the Arkansas River, 
created by 01.erokee in the heart of what was 
hoped to be a new homeland. What was found 
there was very similar to what was discovered at 
some sites in southwestern Arkansas, sites 
associated with 01.erokee who came early, 
fleeing what they saw as intolerable conditions in 
the Homeland. 

Cherokee in Arkansas 

The heartland of Cherokee Arkansas lies in 
the Arkansas Ri~er Corridor between Little Rock 
and Fort Smith (Markman 1972, Davis 1987) 
(Figure 1). Major tributaries flowing into the 
Arkansas River provided a framework, for the 
continuation of the Town system in which 
Cherokee matrilineal families lived in dispersed 
farmsteads grouped into linear villages. Towns 
were established along Point Remove Creek, 
Illinois Bayou, Piney Creek, Spadra Creek, 
Horsehead Creek, and Mulberry River. 

The principle impetus behind most of this 
settlement was the Treaty of July 8, 1817 (King 
1979; Perdue 1989; Woodward 1963; Wilkins 
1988). This treaty arose out of still more conflict 
on the one hand between the Western Cherokee 
and the O1erokee still in the Homeland, ,md on 
the other hand between Cherokee and state and 
federal governments. The treaty was intended to 
encourage many Cherokee to leave by 
extinguishing title to millions of acres of 
Cherokee land in Tennessee, South Carolina, and 
elsewhere, in return for a reservation in Arkansas 
between the Arkansas and White Rivers. Eastern 
Indians such as the Delaware, Shawnee, Peoria, 
and the Cherokee had found their way into what 
is now Arkansas, since tJ1e end of the American 
Revolution (Sabol 992). O1e.rokee leaders already 
in Arkansas, such as T0l1antuskee, had been 
pushing for title to the lands they were 
occupying, and after 1817 they were encomaging 
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additional emigration as part of ongoing disputes 
with Cherokee political leaders back East. 

An important moment for this voluntary 
removal was when John Jolly led a large party in 
1818, eventually settling on Spadra Creek near 
what is pow Clarksville. With the death of his 
brother Toluntuskee in 1818, Jolly became a 
major leader of the Arkansas Cherokee. 

On April 9, 1819, John Jolly and his wife met 
the English naturalist Thomas Nuttall at Walter 
Webber's store near what is now London, 
Arkansas. It is uncertain at this remove to know 
what Jolly thought of Nuttall, but Nuttall 
reported his impression of Jo11y. Said Nuttall, '1 I 
should scarcely have distinguished him from an 
American, except by his language" (Nuttall 
1966:129). 

Ex·cept by his language. Indistinguishable 
from an American, except in the primary way 
Jolly expressed himself, and thought, ru1d felt, 
and viewed the world. Jolly and his thousands of 
Cherokee neighbors were frontier people, but 
they were something else, too. As many as 3,000 
Cherokee eventually emigrated to Arkansas after 
the Treaty of 1817, bringing the total number of 
Cherokee in Arkansas to as much as four or five 
thousand, 

These newcomers didn't stay long. The 
Treaty of May 6, 1828, ceded the Arkansas lands 
in retw.n for yet another new homeland, further 
west in Oklahoma. In a pattern to be repeated on 
a much larger scale for the Eastern Homeland 
only seven years later, the new cession was 
signed by a delegation of Arkansas Cherokee 
who were considered traitors by the rest 
(Markman 1972:192). Nonetheless, by the fall of 
1828, many Arkansas Cherokee were preparing 
to move one more time. 

Of all the Cherokee along the Arkansas, at 
this point there a.re only two sites available for 
fieldwork, and one of these is not even 
fundamentally 01.erokee. This site is probably 
the most well known location associated with the 



Arkansas Cherokee, Dwight Mission (3PP58). It 
was established in 1820 by the Presbyterian 
group, the American Board of Commissioners for 
Foreign Missions (Turrentine 1962; Vance 1970; 
Pi-ice 1995; Washburn , 1955; Finney and 
Washburn 1821, Payne and Payne 1954): The 
ABCFM had already established two missions to 
the Native Americans in the Sout:l:;east (Brainerd 
Mission in the Cherokee Homeland 1n Georgia, 
and Elliott Mission, set up in Mississippi for the 
Choctaw) (McLoughlin 1984). 

The mission in the new Homeland was 
created in response to efforts by some Cherokee 
who, while disputing the path to a new way of 
life, nonetheless sought to prepare their children 
for some of the inevitable demands of that new 
way (but see McLaughlin 1974). In 1817 the 
Presbyterians were invited to come to the 
Arkansas country by an important leader of the 
Western Cherokee, Tolluntuskee. 

It is no small irony that Tolluntuskee himself 
died in the winter of 1818, two yeaTs before the 
missionaries finally came. The spot where the .. 
mission ended up was in the Cherokee "Town" 
area w1der the leadership of Takatoka (Markman 
1972:110-111; Washbmn 1955) who was opposed 
to the presence of the mission in the first place! 

Takatoka knew the fundamental goal of 
Dwight Mission was to ob1iterate Cherokee 
culture, by taking Cherokee children and 
transformi11g them into Angloamerican adults. 
John Jolly supported the mission, but one 
wonders what he thought about the fact that the 
head missionary, Cephas Washburn, never 
bothered to learn the Cherokee language. If the 
mission had succeeded, it would have sh·ipped 
John Jolly's children of their Cherokee language. 
At Dwight, a substantial compound was 
constructed by the mid 1820s, but the fortunes of 
Dwight were connected to those of the O1erokee. 

When the Arkansas Cherokee moved on after 
1828, Dwight Mission was relocated to what is 
now Dwight in Oklahoma. The original location 
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of Dwight Mission was largely put under water 
in the 1960s by the construction of Lake 
Dardanelle as part of the Kerr-McClellan 
Navigation System on the Arkansas. There is a 
boat ramp there now, on U.S. Highway 64. 

Thanks to a map found 'by the leading 
>\ 

authority on Dwight Mission, Dr. Loretta Price, 
one could probably find portions of the site that 
are not submerged ,(Hitchcock 1820). The map 
was made by Sophronia Sumner Hitchcock, a 
missionary and resident. Hitchcock wrote down 
in one corner of her map, '1You will learn from 
this little map my dear frjends what is the 
present situation of the missionary station at 
Dwight'' (Ibid.). 111.e map does this well, showing 
the organization of the com.pound, and mission 
records provide many details rega~ding all these 
structutes and the activities that took place in 
and around them. There is even Cephas 
Washburn's own statement of expenses incurred 
during consh·uction of the compound, and this 
accounting provides dimensions of buildings and 
other details (Washburn to Sec Wru: 26 Jan 1829, 
in Turrentine 1962:7-8). 

Thanks to the map, for example, one could 
probably find, quoting text on the map, the "boys 
school house: it stands on an elevated spot in the 
forest and commands a handsome prospect of 
the statio~1." This spot is in fact not under the 
lake. Washbtun's expense statement indicates 
this structure was a hewed log house 24-by-36 
feet, with a framed roof covered with shingles, 
built originally for $500 (Turrentine 1962:8). 

It might be very revealing to find that "boys 
school house,'' there on the Arkansas frontier. 
But when it is found, it remains uncertain that we 
will find much about the Cherokee since the 
entire purpose of Dwight Mission was to 
transform Cherokee children into Anglo­
americans. When it comes down to it, there is 
actually only one site we can confidently assign 
to the Cherokee along the Arkansas River of the 
thousands of Cherokee farmsteads established 
there. 



Obstacles to Site Identification 

This site will be discussed in detail below, but 
it might be useful first to review the reasons for 
this gap between likely mlmbers of sites and just 
one to work on. There are five such reasons. First, 
much of the bottom land of the Arkansas River 
has been flooded by the Arkansas River 
Navigation System. Secohd, mu~h of the 
remaining land in the Arkansas Corridor is today 
either wooded or in pasture 1 making it diffjcult to 
recognize ai-cheological sites of any date. Third, 
at least two of the areas of Cherokee settlements 
are obscured by the growth of two modern 
towns, Clarksville on Spadra Creek and 
Russellville ~:m Illinois Bayou. Fourth, since the 
land encompassed by the Cherokee Teserve was 
not surveyed until after the 1828 Treaty, we do 
not have good maps or legal descriptions 
through which to locate Cherokee sites. 
Moreover, since the Cherokee gave up title to 
their land to the federal government as a group 
through a b:eaty, we do not have a paper h·ail of 
deeds and whatnot to trace back ownership of­
individual parcels of land. Finally, the short 
dw·ation of the Cherokee occupation, in many 
cases less than a decade, followed by the rapid 
reoccupation of many Cherokee sites by 
Angloamerican pioneers and the hiding of the 
Cherokee cultural landscape, makes it difficult to 
confirm a site as having been founded by 
Cherokee. 

There may be some ways to circumvent some 
of these problems. For example, when the 
township and rnnge system of land smvey was 
finally establjshed in the Arkansas Cherokee 
counb·y after 1828, surveyors sometimes made 
note of houses and fields then in e>..istence. Tbese 
General Land Office plats docwnent at least a 
part of the Cherokee-built landscape as taken 
over by the new settlers. The Arkansas River 
Valley Chapter of the Arkansas Archeological 
Society has just begun a project to examine all of 
the General Land Office plats for the Arkansas 
Corridor and record these houses and fields as 
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archeological sites. Then, chapter members will 
visit those sites to see what those locations look 
like today. There is another way to identify these 
sites and that is to concenb:a te on recognizing the 
artifacts one might find there, especially the 
fragments of Bl'itish-made dishes always found 
on sites of the period. Such dishes are generally 
easy to date given what is known from the 
antiques business about technical aspects of 
ceramic ptoduction and about changes in the 
popularity of designs on dishes. For example, 
transfer printing in red was not possible until the 
mid to late 1820s when German chemists 
invented a wide range of dyes. Before that one 
could only get transfer printing in dark blue, 
black, and brown. On the other hand, while edge 
decorating plates in blue was common from the 
late 1700s into the 1880s, one finds green edge 
decorated plates no later than the 1830s. Given 
that during the period 1817-1828, Angloarnerican 
settleJs were forbidden to live in the Arkansas 
Cherokee territory, if one can find sites with the 
right period dishes, those might be Cherokee 
sites. 

3PP449 

Preciseiy such a site has been found, 3PP449 
in Pope County not far from the Arkansas River. 
(Figure 2). The site lies on the edge of a terrace 
above the Arkansas River, above all but the 
high.est floodwaters. This terrace has been 
farmed for generations. Today it is not a 
particularly spectacular setting, just a soybean 
field. 

In 1993, amatem archeologistChades Massey 
brougbt into the ATU Station lab some bits of 
early 1800s, British-made dishes from the site. A 
black gunflint from a flintlock rifle was also 
found on the site. In the Massey material there 
was nothing there that had to date after 1830. 
That meant the material could have a11 been 
thrown away before that date, by people who 
had lived on the site but who had abandoned it 
sometime before about 1830. That suggested 



Cherokee who could have come with the 1817 
Treaty or before, and who then left after the 1828 
Treaty. 

Field Methods 

In the winter of 1996 the site was tested by 
volunteers from the Arkansas River Valley 
Chapter under the direction -- of .,Arkansas 
Archeolog:ical Survey staff. The investigations 
employed the proven strategy Brett Riggs has 
used to identify over 30 Cherokee si~es in Eastern 
Tennessee that date up to 1830s Removal (Riggs 
1991). 

This strategy· has four steps. The first step 
was to walk oyer the surface and flag the correct 
period artifacts visible on the surface to identify 
both the heait and extent of the area of pre-1830 
occupation. At 3PP449, surface visibility was 
excellent because the farmer had gotten his crop 
off in the faII and had done little to the field since. 

The first step of the investigation went well, 
although it was a little tricky because on the _ 
north end of the terrace, fieldwork identified a 
farm house site that was occupied from about 
1880 to the 1940s. Fortunately there was almost 
no overlap with the pre-1850 occupation area. 
Unfortunately, we determined that the same 
terrace had been occupied for at least a thousand 
years by prehistoric Native Americans. The 
Woodland and then Mississippian occupation (cf. 
Schambach and Newell 1990) extended both 
north and south of the hoped-for Cherokee site. 
Traditional Cherokee ceramics in the Homeland 
include both grit- and shell-tempered plain-body 
sherds, just the same as the Woodland and 
Mississippian prehistoric Indians made on this 
site. For that matter, from an archeolog:ical 
standpoint, prehistoric Cherokee is a special and 
successful version of Mississippian culture. 

The second step was to do 100 percent 
surface collection in the most dense part of the 
site in order to obtain a good sample of the 
artifacts that had been turned up onto the surface 
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by farming activities. This resulted in a large 
assemblage of ceramics, glass, and metal, about 
which more will be said below. 

The third step was to do soil coring every one 
meter within the most dense pai·t of the site. 
Excavations at both prehistoric and historic 
Cherokee sites in the Homeland nearly always 
find one or more pit features immediately under 
the house for example, at Tomotley on the Little 
Tennessee River (Guthe and Bistline 1978; Baden 
1983). A pit was expected at 3PP449 as well. A 
filled cellar or related pit feature would be visible 
because as the soil core went down below the 
plowzone or topsoil layer, instead of hitting 
sterile lighter coloied subsoil, it instead would 
bore into the very dark fill matrix of the pit. That 
dark fill would contrast nicely with the lighter 
colored subsoil. 

The crew eventually put in nearly 140 core 
holes. It was possible to identify the sequence of 
soil layers with great accuracy, but unfortunately, 
it was not possible to recognize any pit features 
for the following reasons. First, it appears that 
the site was intensely occupied during the 
Woodland period, about 1500-1000 years ago, 
and this created a dark brown loamy midden 
stratum below plowzone over most of the site. 
Thus, instead of finding the dark brown soil of 
pit fill, coring kept finding dark brown midden 
soil. Any dark pit was thus invisible in the darker 
background. 

The second reason pit features were not 
discovered may be because it was also 
discovered that pai-t of the site was heavily 
eroded, probably as a result of intensive clearing 
of a treeline about twenty years ago. In the 
erosion-damaged area there is no dark soil 
layer-it's been eroded and plowed away. If there 
had been any pit features there, they're gone. 

The fourth step was supposed to be to dig as 
mucl1 of the pit or cellar as possible by the time 
the farmer had to get back out into his field. 
However, since no Chexokee cellar holes were 



identified, it was decided to go ahead and 
excavate fotu 1x2 meter test wuts to further 
understand soil stratigraphy and to recover a 
complete sample of the artifacts within the 
plowzone. ' 

Artifacts 

The fieldwork at 3PP449 was coJnpleted on 
March 17, so at this point analysis is not 
complete. But the following is a summary of 
what we did find. To begin with, all the finds 
were tiny pieces, just the size expected when the 
pi-imary h·ash disposal method is basically to toss 
the trash into the yard. The artifacts get walked 
on and crushed:· 

Among the tiny pieces that were found were 
lots of B1itish ceramics, dishes used to set the 
table (Figure 3). These are by no means expensive 
dishes, though one might think so in an antique 
store today. One hundred and seventy five years 
ago these were very ordinary, very cheap 
tablewarn. Finds include transfer printed plates, 
bowls, and cups done in black, purple, and dark 
blue. There are also hand-painted vessels, with 
the decoration consisting of flowers and leaves 
and whatnot done both in multicolors and in just 
shades of blue. Also found were pieces of plates 
and even a platter decorated only around the 
edge with a blue or green feathery or shell 
pattern. Finally, a distinctive decoration on cups 
and mugs was identified, annular ware in which 
the surface is divided by horizontal bands and 
then the zones are filled in with a variety of 
techruques. 

Most of the wares just discussed were fm 
table use, but also found were ceranucs in which 
food was prepared, the even cheaper 
kitchenware. These were sherds of red-bodied 
glazed earthenware also known as redware, in 
forms such as bowls, 1nilkpans, and some mugs. 

Also found were some fragments of very 
dark green glass bottles, part of a fork, and the 
blade and tang of a table knife (Pigures 3 and 4). 
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Surprisingly, we even found a bullet mold made 
of iron, for ma.king round lead balls. The handles 
were broken off but the actual "cupped" mold 
end of the device was still fastened together at 
the point where the pivoting rivet is placed. 

Som!r construction material was recovered, of 
which the most significant was a burned nail 
(Figure 4). It was exactly the type of nail sought, 
because its date of manufacture is easily 
determined. Beginning in the 1790s, machinery 
existed for stamping or cutting nails with 
rectangular or square shanks out of plates of iron, 
but it was not until 1835 or so that machinery 
was introduced that could produce a fully 
machine-made nail. The nail found at 3PP449 has 
a cut shank, but it has a handmade head. 
Therefore, this nail probably was, made betwee11 
1790 and 1835, precisely the period of maximum 
Cherokee occupation in Arkansas 

We also found this brass button. It's ordinary, 
though it does have stamped in the back the 
letters "Imperial/Standard." It could have been 
used by anyone, but an identical one was found 
at the excavation of the Tellico Blockhouse 
trading post, occupied 1794 to 1807 (Polhemus 
1977:238, Plate XXVIIT, 0). This post was located 
on the Little Tennessee River in eastern 
Tennessee in the heart of the Overhill Cherokee 
Homeland. 

Now if none of this assemblage sounds very 
Native American, in fact so far it is identical to 
the assemblage found at contemporary Cherokee 
sites by Brett Riggs back in the Homeland, and to 
an apparent Delaware site down on Red River 
found by Claude McCrocklin (McCrocklin 
1992b), and to the materials fow1d at confirmed 
Alabama Coushatta Indian sites by McCrocklin 
on Red River north of Shreveport, Louisiana 
(McCrocklin 1985). 

Red River Cherokee 

This assemblage is also identical to the 
material recovered at two sites on Red River, also 



found by McCrocklin, that are probably 
associated with Cherokee leader Duwali, or as he 
is also known, Boldhunter, the Bowl, or Bowles 
(McCrocklin 1992a; Clarke 1971). I:-fe had been a 
leader on the Little Tennessee River, and in 1810 
had brought a group to the St. Francis River 
settlements. TI1e St. Francis River drains much of 
northeastern Arkansas between t>he Mississippi 
River and Crowley's Ridge, with 'both the 
Mississippi and the Ridge providing good 
transportation routes neatby. Several groups of 
Cherokee had established_ farmsteads and 
hamlets there beginning perhaps in the 1780s and 
particularly after 1794 in what was then Spanish 
Louisiana (Myers·n.d.). 

lncreasing Angloamei-ican settlement in 
eastern Arkansas after the Louisiana Pmchase of 
1803 put pressure on the Cherokee there, and it 
may have been that the incredible disruptions of 
the spectacular New Madrid earthquakes of 
1811-1812 was the last sb·aw for many Cherokee. 
In a pattern that was to be all too common oveT 
the next generation, the Cherokee left the farms, 
fields, and roads they had built, and moved on. 
Angloamerican pioneers eagerly occupied what 
the Cherokee had left behind. 

Duwali led a group from the St. Francis 
region to Petit Jean Creek on the south side of the 
Arkansas River sometime after 1812. The well 
known Treaty of 1817 was an effort to encouwge 
Cherokee in the Homeland to move west, but it 
of course included the provision that the 
Cherokee reservation in what was then still 
known as Missomi Territory was to run from the 
Arkansas River north. The many Cherokee who 
had settled on the south side, including groups 
under the leadership of Tahchee or Dutch, and 
Duwali, had to move elsewhere, though some 
chose not to go regardless (Markman 1972:107). 

Duwali' s group moved to near other 
Cherokee, and some Delawares, Creeks, and 
Choctaws, on what was known as Lost Prairie. 
Lost Prairie was located south of present day 
Fulton in southwest Arkansas, between the 
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Sulphur Fork and the Red River (Everett 
1990:16-17). By 1818, the Red River region had 
become an international borderland between 
Spain and the U.S., with much disruption, 
competing land claims, competing legal 
au'thorities, and much illegal trade and traffic. 
Duwali's- 1group ended up at the south end of 
Lost Prairie on the west side of the Red. 

These Cherokee were subject to repeated 
harassment by Anglo traders and government 
officials, and it may even have been Duwali' s 
group who was forced by Arkansas Territorial 
militia to leave their settlement hurriedly in the 
summer of 1820. The regional center was the 
government trading post at the Sulphur Fol'k 
Factory (McG·ocklin 1992c). According to a claim 
filed at the Sulphur Fork agency in 1821, by an 
unnamed Cherokee leader, 

Two companies of Militia fr01n the Terri­
ton; of Arkansas came to the village with a 
·white rnan as Interpreter, that the Inter­
preter infonned them in Cherokee language 
to run, that whites were enraged against 
them and t/zat theiJ intended to put them 
all do death. The Indians immediately too1c 
the alarm and ran off and that they were 
fired upon by the whites an.d an innocent 
lndian Killed. He also states that the1; were 
directed to lemie the village and gave them 
ten days to depart in. He further states it 
was impossible for them to collect Uieir 
Stock of Horses, Cows and Hogs. 
(quoted in McCrocklin 1992a:33). 

And what did the archeological team 
discover at the Cherokee sites (3MI292 and 
3Ml297) there on the west bank of the Red at Lost 
Prairie? TI1e test work was lirn.ited, but it also had 
better luck particularly at 3M1292 (lbid.). Testing 
there identified a rich midden deposit of 
domestic debris, along with three firepits, one of 
which was later filled with trnsh. The brief 
fieldwork even discovered evidence of struclures 
including nails, and fired clay daub from clay 
chimneys. The test work, under the supervision 
of Survey Station Archeologist Dr. Frank 



Schambach, found British-made table dishes, 
:including lransf er printed wares, and edge­
decorated pieces. Kitchenware found included 
red ware and stoneware. UtensiJs found included 
forks with two tines, iro)1 and pewter spoons, 
and parts of iron three-legged kettles. Glassware 
represented included tumblers and wine glasses, 
along with dark green bottles-and light green 
medicine bottles. Clothing items fou~d included 
brass and bone buttons, costume jewelry, 
buckles, and pins, thimbles, and scissor.§. Also 
found were black gun Hints and lead Tille balls, 
and brass and clay tobacco pipe bowls. 

Cherokee Additions to the Pioneer 
Assemblage 

But there are additions to these goods there 
in southwest Arkansas and up on the Arkansas 
River that reflect Native American ideas. 
Additions to the pioneer assemblage, that speak 
quietly of a distinctive Native American presence 
then, and today, 170 yeal'S later. At 3PP449, for 
example, a fragment of Native-made pottery was 
found (Figure 3). It is tempered with shell, and. 
decorated with deep curvilinear grooves between 
raised ridges. The sherd is remarkably similar to 
a known Cherokee type from the Homeland, 
Overhill Curvilinear Complicated Stamping. 
Native peoples continued to make native pottery 
for special ceremonies for special meals, in 
Arkansas and in Oklahoma (for example, 
Leftwich 1970:63-86). Arkansas Cherokee sites 
should at least produce Cherokee traditional 
pottery in the form of jars to make a cornmeal 
mush. Unfortunately, this particular pot sherd is 
eroded, so one cannot rest too much on it. 

The second set of artifacts that ties the site to 
Native Americans ,U"e the beads. Only two were 
found at 3PP449. One is pinkish amber, and the 
second is a clear-glass faceted bead (Figure 5). 
McCrncklin and Schambach found only one blue 
one and one white one at 3MI292 (McCrocklin 
1992c), but thousands came from the Coushatta 
sites (McCrncklin 1985). 
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Let us refer again to Friedrich Gerstaecker, 
the German hunter and h·avel writer. For 
Gerstaecker, a key clement of Native American 
clothing in Arkansas was glass beads. Recall his 
description of the Native American with the r.ifle 
there on the Arkansas at Little Rock, "a tall 
powerfu1 Indian, decked out with glass beads 
and silver ornaments'' (above and Gerstaecker 
1968:91). 

Gerstaecker is certain of the association 
between glass beads and Native Americans. Note 
in the following passage what artifact he uses to 
confirm ethnic identity. In late January 1843, he 
was hunting somewhere in Newton County or 
thereabouts. He entered a cave looking for bear 
but, 

An 1inexpected sight suddenly arrested our 
progress,-the skeletons of n mnn and of a 
bear, lying peaceably within tltree feet of 
each other. A rifle, thickly covered with 
rust, and a corroded knife, lay by the side 
of the first, and some glass beads convinced 
us that it was the skeleton of an Indian, 
who had bravely attacked the bear sin­
gle-handed, and had fallen in the struggle, 
tire skeleton of tlze bear proving that he had 
sold his life dearly (Gerstaecker 
1968:337-8). 

For Gerstaecker, the key clue to knowing the 
dead hunter was a Native American was the 
glass beads. And why not beads? For the Native 
Americans of the Southeast, where shell, clay, 
stone, and bohe beads had been jmportant 
ceremonial objects for thousands of years (for 
example, Brown 1996 2:575-590), glass beads 
were a powerful reminder of their own traditions 
(cf. Polhemus 1977 and Harmon 1986), 

Finally, the last set of artifacts that links 
3PP449 on the Arkansas to the Cherokee are 
pieces of sheets of brass from making decorative 
items. As with the beads, Native American use of 
copper had been important ceremonially for at 
least a thousand years (for example, Brown 1996 
2:545-551, 557-559). Artifacts of brass such as 



tinkling cones represent an important part of 
trade with Native Americans almost from contact 
with Columbus. 

This is certainly the cass.in Arkansas. Some of 
the oldest b·ade goods known for Arkansas were 
found in a prehistoric Native American trash pit 
at Carden Bottom on the Arka!l§aS River near 
Russellville (Stewart-Abernathy 1994). Those 
trade goods included blue glass beads, rolled 
brass beads, and a brass sequin. Charcoa! was 
found in the same pit and through _radiocarbon 
means, and we now know~ that pit, and the 
European h·ade goods it contained, date some 
375 years ago, between A.O. 1575 and 1625. This 
was perhaps one or two generations after the 
DeSoto Expedition, and at least 50 years before 
the first recorded Frenchman came to Arkansas. 

Much of the brass found at our Cherokee site is 
actually so·ap, left behind by making brass objects 
such as tinkling cones and other decorative gear 
(Figure 5). One such scrap was from an object that 
had been stamped repeatedly (Figure 6). However, 
also found was a puzzling sheet of brass, green 
from oxidation (Figure 6). It has a serrated edge 
obviously cut by hand. It is far too thin to be used 
for cutting, but it reminds one of headdress pieces, 
like the "crown" one sees on Powwow Princesses in 
Indian country today. It certainly does not look like 
anything that would be in an Angloamerican 
pioneer household. It would go well in the 
traditional regalia of a modern jingle dancer along 
with all her shiny brass tinkling cones. 

And so there is a paradox. On the other hand, 
much of what is found at these Cherokee sites 
looks the same as one finds at Angloamerican 
pioneer household sites. TI1en we find the brass 
and beads that tell us something else is going on. 
We find from travelers that these people spoke 
not in accents of England and Scotland and 
Ireland, but in the words and sounds of the 
Principal People, the Cherokee name for 
themselves. Indeed, these were pioneers in a new 
wilderness. 

In 1828 they were forced to move again. They 
were replaced on the landscape of the Arkansas 
River by Angloamerican pioneers, who used 
much of the same material culture, from cut nails 
to _British-made dishes, and living in much the 
same way, in log houses on farmsteads they were ., 
happy to take away from the Cherokee who built 
them. Along the way, the very presence of those 
thousands of Chero}<ee was hidden away, and 
their enormous conh·ibution to settling the 
Arkansas Frontier was forgotten. 

Conclusion 

In Arkansas, perhaps it is possible to get a 
new perspective on the achievements of 
Cherokee families and other emigrant Indians 
h-ying to construct new lives for themselves in 
what they desperately hoped would be a new 
Homeland. At these Cherokee sites, one can find 
what the Cherokee themselves chose out of 
European and Angloamerican culture, as they 
sought to build a new Cherokee life in Arkansas. 
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Figure 1: line drawing. Arkansas map with Arkansas Rive.rand tributaries located, and 
Red River. 

Figure 2: line drawing. Site map for 3PP449 with location. 

Figure 3: b/w photo. 3PP449 ceramics and glass. 

Figure 4: b/w photo. miscellaneous metal h1duding nail, bullet mold. 

Figure 5: b/w photo. trade goods including glass beads and brass scrap. 

Figure 6: b/w photo. detail of serrated brass sheet and stamped brass 
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Congress designated the Trail of Tears National Historic Trail in December 1987. In accordance with the National Trails System 
Act, the National Park Service has prepared an official set of trail maps for the Comprehensive Management and Use Plan. The 
National Park Service contracted with Duane H. King to map the trail and to identify significant sites along it. 

Trail maps are kept in the administrative office of the Trail of Tears National Historic Trail at the NPS Southwest Regional Office 
in Santa Fe, New Mexico. The routes are revised as new information about the trail becomes available. Any changes to the 
congressionaly designated national historic h·ail route will be published in the Federal Register, in conformance with the Na­
tional Trails System Act, and necessary revisions will be made to the Comprehensive Management and Use Plan. 

The Deparhnent of Arkansas Heritage is grateful to the National Park Service for the use of this map in the Trail of Tears Sympo­
sium Proceedings. 
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