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Written Document Analysis Worksheet

TYPE OF DOCUMENT (Check one):

¢ Newspaper ¢ Map (" Advertisement
E?; Letter (" Telegram . ("v Congressional Record
 Patent {": PressRelease. . (" Census Report. .
' Memorandum {: Report (" Other
- | UNIQUE PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DOCUMENT (Check one or more):

- [ Interestinglettertieads: *. - [7-Notatioris: /- :
[} Handwritten l" “RECE!VED" stamp
X1 Typed [ Other
F‘ Seals

DATE(S) OF DOCUMENT: .

AUTHOR (OR CREATOR) OF THE DOCUMENT:

POSITION (TITLE):

FOR WHAT AUDIENCE WAS THE DOCUMENT WRITTEN?

DOCUMENT INFORMATION (There are many possible ways to answer A-E.)

A. List three things the author said that you think are important:

B. Why do you think this document was written?

C. What evidence in the document helps you know why it was written? Quote from the document.

D. List two-things the document tells you about lifesin the United States at the time it was written.

E. Write a question to the author that is left unanswered by the document:
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Indian Removal Act

Early in the 19th century, while the rapidly-growing United States expanded into the lower South, white settlers faced what
they considered an obstacle. This area was home to the Cherokee, Creek, Choctaw, Chicasaw and Seminole nations. These
Indian nations, in the view of the settlers and many other white Americans, were standing in the way of progress. Eager for
land 1o raise cotton, the settlers pressured the federal government to acquire Indian tertitory.

Andrew Jackson, from Tennessee, was a forceful
proponent of Indian removal. In 1814 he commanded the
U.S. military forces that defeated a faction of the Creek
nation. In their defeat, the Creeks lost 22 million acres of
land in southern Georgia and central Alabama. The U.s.
acquired more land in 1818 when, spurred in part by the
motivation to punish the Seminoles for their practice of
harboring fugitive slaves, Jackson's troops invaded
Spanish Florida.

From 1814 to 1824, Jackson was instrumental in
negotiating nine out of eleven treaties which divested the
southern tribes of their eastern lands in exchange for lands
in the west. The tribes agreed to the treaties for strategic
reasons. They wanted to appease the government in the
hopes of retaining some of their land, and they wanted to
protect themselves from white harassment. Asa result of
the treaties, the United States gained control over three-,
quarters of Alabama and Florida, as well as parts of
Georgia, Tennessee, Mississippi, Kentucky and North
Carolina. This was a period of voluntary Indian migration,
however, and only a small number of Creeks, Cherokee

e

and Choctaws actually moved to the new lands.

In 1823 the Supreme Court handed down a decision which stated that Indians could occupy lands within the United States,
but could not hold title to those lands. This was because their “right of occupancy™ was subordinate to the United States'
"right of discovery.” In response to the great threat this posed, the Creeks, Cherokee, and Chicasaw instituted policies of
restricting Iand sales to the government. They wanted to protect what remained of their land before it was too late.

Although the five Indian nations had made earlier attempts at resistance, many of their strategies were non-violent. One

~ method was to adopt Anglo-American practices such as large-scale farming, Western education, and slave-holding. This
seamied the niationsitheidesignation.of the #Five:Civilized Tiibes." They adopted thistpelicy-of:assimilation.in.an attempt to
“coexist with settlers and*ward off hostility. But it only made whites:;jealous:and-resentful.

Senate.gov {n.d} Andrew Jackson portrait. Retrieved April 17, 2009 from

http:/fwww senate. sov/artandhistory/history/resourcesigraphic/large/Andrewlackson.jpg. Other attempts involved ceding portions of their

land to the United States with a view to retaining
control over at least part of their territory, or of the

new territory they received in exchange. Some indian nations simply refused to leave their land -- the Creeks and the

‘Seminoles even waged war to protect their territory. The First Seminole War Tasted from 1817 to 1818. The Seminoles were

aided by fugitive slaves who had found protection among them and had been living with them for years. The presence of the
fugitives enraged white planters and fueled their desire to defeat the Seminoles.

The Cherokee used legal means in their attempt to safeguard their rights. They sought protection from land-hungry white
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belongings, and as they left, whites looted their homes. Then began the march known as the Trail of Tears, in which 4,000
Cherokee people died of cold, hunger, and disease on their way to the western lands.

By 1837, the Jackson administration had removed 46,006 Native American people from their land east of the Mississippi,
and had secured treaties which led to the removal of a slightly larger number. Most members of the five southeastern nations
had been relocated west, opening 25 million acres of land to white settlement and to slavery.

PBS.org (1998) Indian Removal.
Afticans in America. Retrieved April 15, 200%
from
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The Indian Removal Act of 1830

{This was the Jackson-era legislation authorizing the president to transfer Eastern Indian tribes to the western
territories promised (falsely) "in perpetuity”, The actual relocation culminated in the 1838 "Trail of Tears" forced
march, one of the most shameful occurrences in the history of federal domestic policy.]

CHAP! CXLMIT.—Af AcE£o-prowid @i an-excliange:ofilands withithie Jridiansresidiig-in.any:ofithe-states:d g
territories, and for their removal west of the:river Mississippis: - -

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America, in Congress
assembléd; 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 1ndian titie has been extinguished, as he may judge necessaty, to be divided into a
suitabie 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 remave there; and to cause each of aid districts to be so described by
naturat or artificial marks, as to be easily distinguished from every other.

SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shafl 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 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
territoties, 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
tawful 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 5tates, 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 individuai or
individuals of such tribes or nations, it shall and may be lawful for the President to cause such value to be
a_sggtiadipgd 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 improvements so
valued and paid for, shall pass to the United States, and possession <hall 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 settie 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

- - i¥superintendence and care ‘gver any tribe or nation:in the country:£o.which they.may remove, a5 contemplated

’ '-:iby-fthis'i“act,f’athat"‘*hefiswznow. atithorized ito-havesoverithemsat stheir:presentplaces :ofresidence.

Civics Online
http://www.civics-—online.org

Yt oarrw oivics-online.org/library/formatted/texts/ indian act.html 2/14/2012
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Africans

A

Ctizrica:

Cherokeg letter protesting:the-Trea viof New-Echiota

Letter from Chief John Ross, "To the Senate and House of
Representatives'

[Red Clay Council Ground, Cherokee Nation, September 28, 1836]

It is well known that for a number of years past we have been harassed by a
series of vexations, which it is deemed unnecessary to recite in detail, but the
evidence of which our delegation will be prepared to furnish. With a view to
bringing our troubles to a close, a delegation was appointed on the 23rd of
October, 1835, by the General Council of the nation, clothed with full powers
to enter into arrangements with the Government of the United States, for the
final adjustment of all our existing difficulties. The delegation failing to effect
an arrangement with the United States commissioner, then in the nation,
proceeded, agreeably to their instructions in that case, to Washington City, for
the purpose of negotiating a treaty with the authorities of the United States.

After the departure of the Delegation, a contract was made by the Rev. John F.
Schermerhorn, and certain individual Cherokees, purporting to be a "treaty,
concluded at New Echota, in the State of Georgia, on the 29th day of
December, 1835, by General William Carroll and John F. Schermerhorn,
commissioners on the part of the United States, and the chiefs, headmen, and
people of the Cherokee tribes of Indians.” A spurious Delegation, in violation
of a special injunction of the general council of the nation, proceeded to

“:. Washington. City. with:this:pretended treaty, and by false and fraudulent

~"‘representations:supplanted-in.the-favor:of the Governmentthe legal and

accredited Delegation of the Cherokee people, and obtained for this instrument,
after making important alterations in its provisions, the recognition of the
United States Government. And now it is presented to us as a treaty, ratified by
the Senate, and approved by the President [Andrew I ackson], and our
acquiescence in its requirements demanded, under the sanction of the
displeasure of the United States, and the threat of summary compulsion, in case
of refusal. It comes to us, not through our legitimate authorities, the known and
usual medium of communication between the Government of the United States

hitne/famina nhe arafaohh/aiamartd/4hI0R3t html

2/14/2012




Africans in America/Part 4/John Ross letter Page 2 of 3

b

and our nation, but through the agency of a complication of powers, civil and
military.

By the stipulations of this instrument, we are despoiled of our private
possessions, the indefeasible property of individuals. We are stripped of every
attribute-of freedom-and.eligibility. for-legal self-defence. Ouriproperty. may be.
plundered%beforfx;oupey_es;a;wﬁiblénce;emay;tbémmﬁﬁttec{:on:ouﬁpcrsons;;gvem' &
our lives may be taken away, and there is none to regard our complaints. We™
are denationalized; we are disfranchised. We are deprived of membership in the
humen family! We have neither land nor home, nor resting place that can be
called our own. And this is effected by the provisions of a compact which
assumes the venerated, the sacred appellation of treaty.

We are overwhelmed! Our hearts are sickened, our utterance is paralized, when
we reflect on the condition in which we are placed, by the audacious practices
of unprincipled men, who have managed their stratagems with so much
dexterity as to impose on the Government of the United States, in the face of
our earnest, solemn, and reiterated protestations.

The instrument in question is not the act of our Nation; we are not parties to its
covenants; it has not received the sanction of our people. The makers of it
sustain no office nor appointment in our Nation, under the designation of
Chiefs, Head men, or any other title, by which they hold, or could acquire,
authority to assume the reins of Government, and to make bargain and sale of
our rights, our possessions, and our common country. And we are constrained
solemnly to declare, that we cannot but contemplate the enforcement of the
stipulations of this instrument on us, against our consent, as an act of injustice
and oppression, which, we are well persuaded, can never knowingly be
countenanced by the Government and people of the United States; nor can we
believe it to be the design of these honorable and highminded individuals, who
stand at the head of the Govt., to bind a whole Nation, by the acts of a few
unauthorized individuals. And, therefore, we, the parties to be affected by the
result, appeal with confidence to the justice, the magnanimity, the compassion,
of your honorable bodies, against the enforcement, on us, of the provisions of a
compact, in the formation of which we have had no agency.

" The Papers of Chief John Ross, vol 1, 1807-1839, Norman OK
Gary E. Mouiton, ed. i
" University of Oklahoma Press, 1985
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> The following are excerpts from a speech made by Senator Peleg Sprague (Maine) on April 16, 1830,
during the Senate's debate over the Indian Removal Bill.

Whither are the Cherokees to go? What are the benefits of the change? What system has been matured
for their security? What laws for their government? These questions are answered only by gilded
prom;isess:inﬂ:genaral.;tenms;;hey@x&_;m;-beaom@enﬁghfﬁened; civilized husbandmen:.. :

They now live by the cultivation of the soil, and thie mechanic arts. It is proposed to send them from’
their cotton fields, their farms and their gardens; to a distant and an unsubdued wildernessto make them
tillers of the earth! to remove them from their looms, their work-shops, their printing press, their
schools, and churches, near the white settlements; to frowning forests, surrounded with naked savages
that they may become enlightened and civilized! We have pledged to them our protection and, instead of
shielding them where they now are, within our reach, under our own arm, we send these natives of a
southern clime to northern regions, amongst fierce and warlike barbarians. And what security do we
propose to them? a new guarantee !! Who can look an Indian in the face; and say to him; we, and our
fathers, for more than forty years, have made to you the most solemn promises; we now violate and
trample upon them all; but offer you in their stead and other guarantee!

Will they be in no danger of attack, from the primitive inhabitants of the regions to which they
emigrate? How can it be otherwise? The official documents show us the fact, that some of the few, who
have already gone, were involved in conflicts with the native tribes, and compelled to a second removal.

How are they to subsist? Has not that country now, as great an Indian population, as it can sustain? What
has become of the original occupants? Have we not already caused accessions to their numbers, and
been compressing them more and more? Is not the consequence inevitable, that some must be stinted in
the means of subsistence? Here too, we have the light of experience. By an official communication,
from Governor Clark, the Superintendent of Indian affairs; we learn that the most powerful tribes, west
of the Mississippi, are, every year, so distressed by famine, that many die for want of food. The scenes
of their suffering are hardly exceeded by the sieges of Jerusalem, and Samaria. There might be seen the
miserable mother, in all the tortures which hunger can inflict, giving her last morsel for the sustenance
of her child, and then fainting, sinking, and actually dying of starvation! And the orphan? no one can
spare it food it is put alive into the grave of the parent, which thus closes over the quick and the dead !
And this not in a solitary instance only, bat repeatedly and frequently. "The living child is often buried
with the dead mother."

Retrieved April 18, 2009 from http:ﬂlincoln.lib.niu.edulteachers.’lessonS-grougbpr.html
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