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ECONOMIC ASPECTS OF INDIAN REMOVAL

Joseph T. Manzo

Although Indian removal has been studied from a variety of per-
spectives, including social and cultural aspects, this paper offers another
perspective. (J) Its purpose is to illustrate some of the economic aspects
of Indian removal. Not forgetting its demeaning and unjust nature,
Indian removal represented a large scale, federal stimulation of indi-
vidual entrepreneurial activity during peacetime. For example, south-
eastern Indians, during the time frame of this study, 1831 to 1833,
contributed greatly to the support of the Arkansas territory. Data in-
dicate money paid by the government to individuals (primarily Anglos
but also Indians) worked its way into the fabric of American society,
especially in the trans-Appalachian frontier. (2)
It should be noted that studies documenting Indian economic im-

pact on Anglo society do exist ranging from the shaping of the corn belt
of the Midwest to wild horse herding in the basin and range country.
(3) However, except for Terry Jordan's Trails to Texas, Malcolm Rohr-
bough's The Trans-Appalachian Frontier, and Arthur H. DeRosier Jr.'s
The Removal of the Choctaw Indians, the last quarter century's research
has contributed little in the way of pre-1840 insights into native Amer-
icans and the American economy. (4)

ECONOMIC TIES WITH INDIANS. Indians and Anglos were econom-
ically tied in a variety of ways prior to Indian removal. For example,
gifts given to secure Indian allies or treaties were part of the normal
negotiating process. In the early nineteenth century the Wampum Bead
Company of Hackensack, New Jersey made its living directly from In-
dian gifts sold to traders and the federal government. (5) Later, as
treaties of peace and friendship gave way to negotiations for Indian land,
the government began paying Indians on a regular basis.
The fur trade serves as another example of economic interdepen-

dency as the Indian "subordinated and eliminated all crafts except those
directly related to the European-Indian trade." (6) Native Americans
also became a readily available home market for American products.
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This can be seen in a letter from Pottawatomi leaders Alexander Rob-
inson and Billy Caldwell. They write of the usual custom of Indians
locating themselves in small hunting parties in the vicinity of white
settlement "for the purpose of exchanging their peltry and skins with
their white brethren for the coming winter's necessities." (7) Other
economic interaction involved the liquor trade and the Indian trader
who supplied the Indians' sundry needs in exchange for yearly monetary
payments.

INDIAN REMOVAL. Indian removal involves more than just gifts, em-
ployment and trade. In the first half of the nineteenth century, the
Indian was a multifaceted problem to Anglos. In large part the native
American was an immediate problem to individuals from both north
and south who wanted his land and wealth. Also, throughout the
country there existed a general moral indignation at the Indians' failure
to embrace the concept of private property. Concomitantly, Indian sym-
pathizers supported Indian removal as a means of protecting the eastern
Indian from the decadent influence of whites. Thus, western relocation
was favored either to save the Indian or to get him out from underfoot.
Andrew Jackson signed the Indian Removal Bill on May 28, 1830.

By this time, the aforementioned materialistic and humanitarian forces
in support of removal had come together under a president who had
little love for the Indian. Also, there was a growing federal surplus
providing ample funds for this removal project. (8)
Congress initially authorized $500,000 for removing all eastern In-

dians to the west side of the Mississippi River. (9) Available data indicate
that approximately $70,000,000 was spent between 1832 and 1837 in
the Old Northwest. (JO) By the 1850s, through final relocation in Okla-
homa, $100,000,000 plus was spent. (JJ) This paper focuses on the time
frame 1831-1833 when approximately $900,000 was spent primarily on
Choctaw and Cherokee, as well as Pottawatomi, Shawnee, Kickapoo,
Seneca, and Ottawa. This amount becomes all the more noteworthy
because of the distribution of payments in society. Although payments
were sometimes contested or deferred for long periods of time, the
federal government by virtue of payments to carpenters, doctors,
farmers, businessmen, horse traders and teamsters stimulated indi-
vidual entrepreneurial activity. Henry Clay's 1824 request to Congress
for the creation of "a home market", a focus for spending American
money in America, was a reality in 1830. (J 2)
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ECONOMIC ASPECTS OF REMOVAL. The Indians included in this
study are from the areas east of the Mississippi River and north and
south of the Ohio River. Of the approximate $900,000 spent on relo-
cating Choctaw, Cherokee, Pottawatomi, Shawnee, Kickapoo, Seneca,
and Ottawa during the time frame of 1831-1833, approximately
$742,000 was spent on the first two groups with most by far paid to
individuals to subsist the Choctaw. In the decade of the 1830s, the
Cherokee would come to epitomize the harshness of forced removal on
their "Trail of Tears" to the West. (J 3) In the first three years of the
decade, however, the eyes of the United States were focused on the
Choctaw, the first group to negotiate for western lands under the Indian
Removal Bill of 1830. (14) This group was chosen for several reasons
including the influx ofAnglo settlers into Mississippi, the social stability
of the Choctaw, the good soil conditions of their land, and the shorter
distance between their location in Mississippi and the Arkansas territory
than for other southeastern groups. (J 5) The government's plan was to
demonstrate the ease and cheapness with which this tribe could be
moved. To this end, the government was disappointed as removal took
three years and cost $712,000, 95 percent of government money spent
on all Indians between 1831-1833.
The migration routes of the Choctaw and Cherokee took them from

their eastern homelands to present-day Oklahoma (Fig. 1 and Fig. 2).
Along the way money was spent for food, clothing, shelter, and other
necessities. Some of this money was paid to native Americans such as
Tall Mittube who made $6.00 and David Folsom who made in excess
of $1,200. (J 6) Joel Nail, a Choctaw, had achieved a fairly high status
before removal from Mississippi. (J 7) He was educated and was referred
to by some as chief for his district. On the way west he was in charge
of supplies for his migrating group. Nail made $2,532.97 from Choctaw
migration for hauling salt, providing a wagon, and providing some beef
and corn. (JS) Robert Nail, his brother, made several hundred dollars
also. (J 9)
Anglos also earned money moving Indians west. In fact, the amount

of money earned was so great that "In the early days . . . the economy
of the [Arkansas] territory rested largely on the maintenance of In-
dians." (20) This is a reasonable statement given the government's ob-
ligation to subsist the Indians for at least one year in their new home.
The Arkansas firm of Byrd and Belding, for example, earned over
$27,000 in a two-year period just from supplying beef and corn. (2J)
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Fig. 1. Westward migration routes of the Choctaw and Cherokee.

Concomitantly, great sums of money were spent on individuals sup-
plying smaller amounts of goods and less expensive services. Allen C.
Yates made $318 supplying wagons and teams. (22) Matthew Williams
earned $1.50 for a branding iron, and M. J. Williams earned $4.50 for
repairing a bridge. (23) Other money found its way into eastern states
for goods and services. The Deringer Firearms Company of Philadel-
phia supplied 500 rifles to the Choctaw and earned $6,732.60, while
the Dupont Company of Wilmington, Delaware earned $2,139.50 for
supplying gun powder. (24) Single payments to individuals ranged from
$1.25, earned by Arkansan Abram Smith for one and one-half bushels
of corn, to $30,625 for the same commodity paid to Texan Jessee
Shelton. (25) Although all of the individuals involved in the removal
process are not identifiable, it is clear that Anglos from Mississippi,
Tennessee, Alabama, Kentucky, Missouri, and Louisana earned money
from the removal of southern Indians. It should be kept in mind that
this was not the first money to reach the frontier. There had always
been opportunities to sell pelts or work for a large estate owner with
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some capital. There were also public work projects such as river and
road improvement jobs. Indian removal provided a new money making
opportunity for frontiersmen after 1830. The following section high-
lights some of the goods and services which provided money for the
frontiersmen.

PROVISION OF CORN, REEF, AND PORK. Corn, long a staple in
the diet of American Indians but seen as "poor man's food" by Anglos,
was included in the list of provisions to be purchased for emigrant
Indians. (26) Its near universal use in the trans-Appalachian West, cou-
pled with varying degrees of commercial orientation, made it easy to
supply. To help insure the availability of corn and other products for
the emigrant tribes, George Gibson, commissary general, wrote to his
men instructing them as follows:

Make yourself thoroughly acquainted with the present and probable
future resources of the country for furnishing the Indian ration of corn,
beef or pork and salt. You are requested to apprize the nearest settlers of
the probable market they will soon have for their corn and cattle and hold
out every proper inducement for them to raise both in quantities sufficient
to meet the expected demand. (27)

The Arkansas Gazette "urged its readers to cooperate." (28) Such
encouragement was well received as emigration officer Captain Clark
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Fig. 2. Western relocation areas for the Choctaw and Cherokee.
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noted that Arkansans had planted more corn than cotton. (29) To help
insure provisions, corn was also ordered from St. Louis and New Or-
leans on a standby basis. (30) Contracts for corn, as with other provi-
sions, went out to the lowest bidders with a warning to purchasing
agents to "be particularly guarded against combinations among bid-
ders." (3J)
Between the second quarter of 1831 and the fourth quarter of 1833,

approximately 70 different individuals supplied corn. Of these, some
supplied corn on more than one occasion and the money paid to an
individual supplier varied with the amount supplied. Moreover, the
amount earned by suppliers was influenced by the market price which
ranged from 500 per bushel to $2.00 per bushel during this time frame.
(32) It should be noted that the price of corn in the 1820s was around
100 per bushel, its lowest price since 1793. (32) The price rose in the
early 1830s. The large amount of corn supplied to the Indians would
seem to be a contributing factor to the higher prices. (34) Also, the
extremely wet spring and summer of 1833 lessened the available supply
of corn which allowed for higher prices. (35) Arkansan John H. Fowler
and the Arkansas trading firm of Byrd and Belding made large sums of
money supplying corn to the Choctaws. In the fourth quarter of 1831,
Fowler was paid $5,125.42. In the second quarter of 1832 Byrd and
Belding made $8,056.45. (36) Texan Benjamin Milam earned $4,231.22
delivering corn in the first quarter of 1832. (37) James Picken and James
Jones of Arkansas did not fare nearly as well in the fourth quarter of
1831; at 500 per bushel they made $5.50 and $2.00 respectively. (38)
There was also money to be made from activities related to sup-

plying corn. Arkansan Hiram Vincent was paid $51.00 for transporting
corn, while William Gutery, also an Arkansan, earned $3.00 for building
a corn crib. (39)
If the incomes of those individuals at the high end of the scale are

compared to the estimated per capita income of $400 per annum in this
period, it can be concluded that Indian removal resulted in considerable
money for some frontiersmen. (40)
While meat such as venison, turkey, prairie hens, and bear was

foraged along the way west, the greatest quantities were supplied to
the migrant groups. Beef and pork were purchased on the hoof and
driven to various points on the trail for convenient slaughter. Of the
two meats involved, beef was supplied in the greatest quantities, per-
haps even in quantities beyond one's expectation for the nature of early
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emigration. Because the Choctaw were the first group to move, extra
pains were taken to help insure the success of their relocation in order
to quiet detractors. In the first quarter of 1833, Byrd and Belding alone
supplied 398,000 pounds of beef at prices that ranged from $3.07 to
$3.23 per 100 pounds. (41) In the same quarter, Texan Lorenzo N. Clark
supplied 328,000 pounds of beef at $3.24 per 100 pounds. (42) Within
the time frame of this study, large amounts of money could be earned
from the sale of beef. Frontiersman Jacob Buzzard earned over $13,000
from the sale of beef to government contractors, while F. A. Mc-
Williams, a Virginian newly removed to Arkansas, earned $7,480. (43)
The government's demand for beef created the first markets for

cattle from northeast Texas. (44) Although the Indian market did not
last long, large sums of money were exchanged at prices several mills
higher than the level paid by the nongovernmental market. As well,
the continuation of Indian herding traditions in the West formed the
basis for both the pre and post Civil War cattle industry.
Although pork was a dietary staple in the West and South, relatively

little was supplied for the Indian. This situation may have been due to
the small supply available or to the demand of other established markets
or because of dietary preference. It should be noted that some of the
unaccountable pork drains in the post 1832 period which were men-
tioned by Hilliard may have been due partly to the Indian market. (45)
Nonetheless, as with beef and corn, the amount of money earned from
pork varied. Arkansan R. H. Callaway was paid $2.60, while George
W. Barclay and Company made $1,223.20 for supplying approximately
20,000 pounds of bacon. (46) Edward Wilson cleaned and repacked the
bacon, thus earning himself $48.00. (47) Data for the two-year period
show approximately 2,000,000 pounds of beef were supplied to Indians
and just over 125,000 pounds of pork. (48) As with money supplied for
corn and corn-related activities, various amounts also were paid for tasks
related to supplying meat.

PROVISION OF RATIONS AND OTHER SERVICES. Although made
up in part of corn and beef or pork, rations constituted an independent
category of food provisions. Each ration consisted of one-half pound of
beef or pork, one pint of corn or an equivalent in corn meal or flour,
and two quarts of salt for every 100 rations issued. (40) The price per
ration ranged from 60 to 12.50 and, as with other commodities, the
price variation probably reflected the supply available from the private
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sector. (50) It should be noted that the 12.50/ration paid by Lt. S. T.
Cross in what is today Camden, Arkansas was considered an exorbitant
price by the government, while the low price of 60 paid to the Missis-
sippi company of Wright and Ragsdale provided less than an adequate
ration nutritionally according to the Army. (51) Wright and Ragsdale
made just $209 from rations which they supplied. (52) Of course, con-
siderable sums of money could be made from supplying rations, as can
be seen in the July 3, 1833, edition of the Arkansas Gazette which
advertised for 359,340 rations. (53) Matthew Moore made approxi-
mately $20,000, while Jesse Shelton made $24,000. (54)
The government spent the most money on food (Table 1). However,

moving the Indian west required that money be spent for goods and
services beyond dietary necessities and their accompanying expenses
(Table 2). There were teamsters to be hired, wagons to be rented and
roads to be cut.

CONCLUSION. Although Indian removal as an idea can be traced back
through several presidential administrations to the British Proclamation
of 1763, under Andrew Jackson's administration it was mandated. The
government put money into the American economy while moving In-
dians west. While some of this money found its way into the East, a
good portion flowed into the frontier areas. Although the initial amount
of $500,000 approved by Congress for removing all eastern Indians was
spent in less than three years on one group, the government continued
to spend. Indian removal provided the opportunity to earn money that

TABLE 1
EXAMPLES OF MONEY EARNED SUPPLYING FOOD TO CHOCTAW

AND CHEROKEE 1831-1833

Recipient Residence
Provision
Supplied Amount

Byrd & Belding
Lorenzo N. Clark
F. A. McWilliams
John H. Fowler
Benjamin Milam
Enoch J. Smith
Jessee Shelton
Matthew Moore
Wright & Ragsdale

Arkansas578,000 pounds ofbeef$18,419.60
Texas328,000 pounds ofbeef$10,627.20
Virginia200,000 pounds ofbeef$7,480.00
Arkansascorn$ 5,125.42
Texascorn$ 4,231.00
Arkansassupplyingcorn$ 1,000.00
Texasrations$24,000.00
Arkansasrations$20,000.00
Mississippirations$ 200.00

Source: United States Senate Document 512, 23rd Congress, Vol. 1.
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TABLE 2
EXAMPLES OF NON-FOOD EXPENDITURES ASSOCIATED WITH

INDIAN REMOVAL

building log cabins
providing forage for horses
transporting Indians left
behind sick

for hasps and staples,
padlocks

interpreters
stationery
coffins

clothing
rifle flints

wagons and teams
rifle powder
tents

barrels for crackers

candles

medicines

wood

Osnaburg linen
rope

jackscrews and wagon
whips

finding stray animals

Currycombs
yokes of oxen
chain

whiskey
tar

making bridges
road building
general freight
bear's oil

tablespoons
wines

soap

Source: United States Senate Document 512, 23rd Congress, Vol. 1.

could be turned into power, land or at the very least supplies for another
year. The future cattle industry of the east Texas area began with the
Indian market. Indian removal may have started some fortunes but it
more than likely added to already existing estates. Examples of money
earned from Indian removal point to the southeastern Indian being an
integral part of American economic history.
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