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As they underwent deportation beyond the limits of politically organized territories of the Union, to the outskirts of the American republic1 , in the regions of the Great Plains where the Comanche Empire identified by Hämäläinen had long developed 2 , the acculturated nations of the South-East faced, through dispossession, forced exile and the Trail of Tears, the complete annihilation of their social and cultural environment. While the loss of land implied the end of Indian sovereignty in the East, along with the Supreme Court decision to make Indian nations "domestic and dependent" in 1831, uprooting questioned the very identity -or Indianness -of the relocated nations. They were not only confronted to massive death rates but also to the need to artificially provide the deported people with a new form of unity, away from the land of their ancestors, that had allowed for the organic structure and cohesion of the nations until then. Yet, I contend that removal to Indian Territory could also be analyzed as a challenge to which relocated nations rose. The resilience of the southeastern nations was indeed characterized by a certain ability of reinvent the very notion of Indianness, in finding the means to guarantee new forms of sovereignty on allocated lands, while preserving a certain national cohesion that Indian leaders such as Cherokee chief John Ross had tried so hard to maintain as they resisted federal and local oppression in the 1820s. As they adapted to these new conditions, the Cherokees, Choctaws, Creeks and Chickasaws became the champions of a modern state in the West since they carried out the strategy of resistance through acculturation they had developed in the South-East. In doing so, they transposed in the West the state-making apparatus they had created east of the Mississippi to legally resist land-greedy settlers of the then developing Deep

South. Therefore, one may argue that the position relocated Indian were forced to occupy -on lands that originally belonged to the Plains Indians -and the strategies they developed in situ to survive, made them agents of the territorial and political construction of what Stephen H.

Long had described as the "Great American Desert", and, somehow, by proxy, of imperial expansion on the Great Plains. This, I contend, has to be connected with the pursuance by relocated nations of what I defined in the dissertation I defended in 2017 as "strategic mimesis"3 .

The outstanding process of acculturation of the so-called five "civilized" tribes has been extensively studied by historiography. Ethnohistorians have focused on the cultural changes at stake within the southeastern nations, from the end of the 18 th century to the 1820s, and highlighted the dynamics at work within the nations that explained such transformations of Indian identity, pointing out the emergence of mixed-blood elites that imposed a certain Americanization of Native cultures and led to tensions between what has been alternatively referred to as "traditional" and "progressive" branches, full-bloods and mixed-blood, lower and upper towns, etc. With the increasing scarcity of game caused by the ever-growing pressure of colonial invasion in the South-East, the development of a capitalistic mode of agriculture, fueled by that of Black slavery, that was the cause and consequence of the emergence of a mixed-blood economic and political elite in the nations, came to constitute a means to resist colonization. It granted Indian nations a form of legitimacy to occupy their land as a response to the Euro-American ideology that associated extensive exploitation of land, individual property and sovereignty. "Strategic mimesis", that was instilled through the vertical form of power developed by emerging central governments within the nations, that superseded the traditional clan-based lose confederations of locally influential towns, and mixed-blood figures that gained legitimacy for the role they were able to play as diplomatic and ideological interlocutors with the colonial sphere, aimed, on the surface, at satisfying the Federal will to see the Indians assimilate and "disappear" in showing evidence of a cultural and moral ability to "adapt" while responding, in depth, to tribal and national objectives to preserve territorial sovereignty 4 . The state-like entities developed by the nations in the South-East, framed by laws and constitutions (especially in the case of the Cherokees with the Constitution of 1827) that defined Indian territory in the law, allowed Indian nations to resist expansion using Euro-American legal language and tools that could have left no choice to the Federal and local states but to acknowledge Indian legitimacy. Still, as President Andrew Jackson relied on pseudoscientific racist arguments of Indian "degradation" developed at the time to fulfill the role he was elected for in 1828 -that of a republican representative of the "vast southern empire" 5 , accompanying the momentum of nationalist popular expansion that characterized the 1820s -, he strategically denied the fact that these "few savage hunters", as he called southeastern Indians in his address to Congress, had, as the Cherokee Phoenix affirmed in 1829, "unexpectedly become civilized" 6 .

Following the principle of colonization, developed since the creation of the American Colonization Society in 1816, the forced relocation of southeastern Indians modified dramatically the geopolitical landscape of the Prairie and the Plains. The relocated nations constituted an acculturated population that, according to the terms of the Removal treaties, was allowed to occupy and exploit territories that traditionally belonged to local Indian populations.

Roughly half of the allocated lands corresponded in fact to the important hunting grounds of the Comanches, Kiowas, Katakas, Wichitas and Osages. While the Federal government insisted on the legitimacy of relocated nations to appropriate these lands that were part of the national domain of the United States ever since the Louisiana Purchase of 1803, the treaties imposed on the southeastern nations, including the Treaty of New Echota made with the Cherokees in 1835, guaranteed Federal protection to the deported populations, notably against the Plains Indians.

Besides, the "civilization" they had been denied east of the Mississippi, was now used by the Federal authorities as an argument to legitimize the appropriation of allocated lands by the relocated nations: they were able to produce agricultural work in the manner of Euro-Americans, which was not the case of local populations considered as "savage", as federal agent among the Comanches, A. P. Chouteau, affirmed in 1837:

It has been further stated, that the Comanches are dissatisfied because the Creeks and Choctaws have extended their occupation and improvements to the country heretofore used by themselves as a hunting ground. This matter should be explained to them, so that they may understand that the United States, having purchased these lands from the tribes possessing the occupant title, has guaranteed the exclusive right in it to the emigrated Indians. They cannot, therefore, be permitted to hunt upon it after the latter are prepared to settle upon and cultivate it 7 .

Whereas deportation could have implied a return to a more traditional Indian identity, the rupture imposed by the removal was paradoxically characterized by an acceleration of "strategic mimesis", as Indian leaders tried to adapt and exploit this "domestic dependent" situation in order to reaffirm Indian sovereignty on allocated lands. As they transposed the statemaking apparatus developed in the East, and reinforced it in each nation with the drafting of national constitutions modeled after state constitutions of the Union, that not only reaffirmed the legal legitimacy to occupy geographically delineated territories but also intensified the process of acculturation that culturally positioned Indian Territory in a certain continuity of the American republic, migrating nations managed to use the tools of so-called "civilization" to bring new forms of national cohesion outside ancestral lands8 . In the meantime, the At present they are doing very well. They have erected several buildings for public worship, made large appropriations for schools, and raised 40,000 bushels of corn this year over and above what will be required for consumption. To say nothing of the wealthier half-breeds, who own large cotton plantations, very many of the uneducated full-blood Indians have valuable improvements on the routes travelled by the Texas emigrants. They find a ready market for their produce and are learning to acquire and take care of property9 .

This territorial, economic and cultural development of Indian Territory conferred a certain power of influence upon the relocated nations. As they appropriated the lands they were granted to legitimize their sovereignty despite their dependence on Federal authorities, and as they secured their geographical integrity facing the resistance of Plains Indians, Indian Territory somehow became an outpost of American westward expansion.

The (John Ross's brother), one of the most influent planters of the nation, sent for a boat with 500 slaves from Georgia. And as some Indian planters went to Arkansas and Louisiana regularly to buy slaves, they also benefited from the sale of slaves captured by the Plains Indians in the Republic of Texas. In the 1840s, the Federal government still perceived the development of slavery among Indian nations as a sign of "progress" and "civilization". The annual report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 1842 mentioned that "the Choctaws may be considered as an agricultural and stock-raising people; farms on the Red River will compare with many in the States […]. The richer class in addition to stock own, many of them, a number of slaves, these are engaged, generally, in cultivating cotton" 10 . Therefore, it seems that the possession of slaves and the ongoing subjugation of the latter were considered as evidence of the success of colonization in West by the Federal government and as a means for relocated Indians to legitimize their reinvented forms of sovereignty in Indian Territory. In maintaining not only economic but also ideological ties with the Deep South -in the cultural context of which they had developed "strategic mimesis" -the southeastern nations participated in the development of the Slave South west of the Mississippi. From a "facing West" perspective, one may contend that the reinventing process imposed by deportation made relocated Indians participants in the development of a "vast Southern Empire", which provided them with a certain extent of influence in the South at a time when the debate regarding the establishment of slavery in western territories raged in the United States. What is more, in the process, and from a "facing East" perspective, the geopolitical and cultural position southeastern nations came to occupy in Indian Territory seems to have turned relocated Indians into diplomats and pacifiers vis a vis Plains Indians.

In 1834, Lewis Cass, then Secretary of War, sent an expedition in the westernmost parts of Indian Territory to negotiate peace between relocated nations and Plains Indians, among whom the Comanches, that had been multiplying raids and attacks on relocated nations to resist the loss of their hunting grounds. Led by Colonel Henry Dodge and General Leavenworth, accompanied with George Catlin but also Cherokee, Delaware, Osage and Seneca guides, the expedition reached the Cross Timbers region, at the western limit of Indian Territory, and, after months of negotiations with the Comanches, a treaty was eventually signed at Camp Holmes on August 24, 1835. Although Comanche leaders may not have totally understood that the treaty actually implied they had to relinquish their hunting grounds, the active part taken by relocated Indians in this first stage of the long-term negotiation with the Plains Indians that would go on in the 1840s and 1850s not only illustrates the agency they developed in the securing of their new environment, but also the role they came to occupy in the process as diplomats of the Plains. It seems that the "civilized" character of the deported populations put them in an ambivalent position, at the same time victims of American expansionism and de facto colonizers of the Plains Indians. The creation of Indian Territory led to the emergence of a middle ground between Indian communities, characterized by cultural differences and incomprehension. In his journal, Ethan Allen Hitchcock, an agent in Indian Territory, described a peculiar scene that occurred on December 8, 1841, when some Osages came to visit the Cherokees in traditional attire:

Some half a dozen Osage Indians made their appearance last evening at the Council ground. Their heads were shaved and ornamented with feathers and they wore blankets in primitive style. The Cherokees gathered around them and gazed at them with as much curiosity as if they had never seen an Indian. The Osages would hardly have attracted more curiosity in the city of New York11 .

Two entwined types of interactions developed between the two cultural spheres on this new "Indian Frontier": trade and diplomacy. Merchants of the southeastern nations, along with the white merchants that were allowed to reside in Indian Territory got involved in the economic network of the region, that used to be operated by the French and the Spanish. Manufactured goods -mostly cotton goods -were exchanged for horses, mules, buffalo pelts and fur, but also Black slaves that the Plains Indians stole in the Republic of Texas. The mixed-blood Cherokee, Jesse Chisholm, embodies this growing commercial activity. He was responsible for the creation a trail between Fort Gibson and Fort Towson as early as 1830 and owned several trading posts on Little River and the Canadian River, east of Oklahoma City today. But, most of all, the figure of Jesse Chisholm is a good illustration of the ambivalence of this commercial activity. Indeed, while trading with the Plains Indians, the southeastern nations aimed at imposing their influence on them and securing this artificially created backcountry, with the help of the federal government which, in line with the terms of the Removal treaties that guaranteed the protection of relocated Indians, participated in the building of forts on the western border of Indian Territory (Fort Gibson (1824), Fort Towson (1824), Fort Coffee (1834), Fort Washita (1842), Fort Arbuckle (1850)). With the support of the government, the southeastern nations organized diplomatic relations with the Plains Indians, and somehow became both peacemakers and "civilizers" of the region. In September 1839, the first intertribal council was organized in the Cherokee capital, Tahlequah, where not less than 11 Indian nations convened, which had American authorities fear the nations might organize in a rebellious

  intensification of local agriculture -with the development of plantations and the reinforcement of slavery propelled by wealthy mixed-blood economic and political leaders -, and of transregional trade and exportation of cotton, made migrated Indians central participants in the construction of the western regions of the Union. The annual report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the year 1846 regarding the Chickasaw nation in particularly eloquent in that respect:

  reinforcement of the Peculiar Institution by relocated Indians west of the Mississippi made Indian territory an extension of the Deep South. Deported Indians took their slaves with them along the Trail of Tears. But the striking increase in the number of slaves in Indian Territory seems to indicate that relocated nations participated in a transnational slave trade in the antebellum period. Figures regarding the Cherokee Nation for instance show that the number of slaves went from 1277 in 1820 to 2511 in 1860. As early as 1839, Lewis Ross
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I do not elaborate here on the tensions that occurred within the nations regarding the development of "strategic mimesis", whether they be linked to nativist rebellions against acculturation or to the dissenting vision of the "treaty parties" that threatened the national objective of the strategy for instance. This may be discussed in the debate.

This implied for instance the Cherokee Nation Act of Union of 1839, that followed the assassination of the Treaty Party leaders including Elias Boudinot, Major Ridge and John Ridge, then considered as "traitors".
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confederation against the republic 12 . Interestingly enough, no pan-Indian coalition emerged in the West. Instead, the southeastern nations developed a "civilizing" attitude towards the Plains Indians. The speech made by Creek Chief Rolley McIntosh to the Comanches when the first treaty was signed at Camp Holmes in 1835, that strategically blended incitement to adopt "civilization" and elements of traditional diplomacy, including gift giving and pipe smoking, illustrates this phenomenon: Brothers, we once lived in a country East of this. We broke the bushes out of the way, cleared the road, and we now live in this Country. When we reached our new homes we heard of you in the West. We heard of your way of living. Our forefathers used to live the same way. We now live differently. We live in peace and our children grow up to live in peace. This is the way we should all live. When I first came to the West I heard of your way of living. I heard of your killing each other, and I was sorry, all my people were sorry. …. Here is our little father, the white man, he has raised us, he is the cause of our making peace. … He has done us much good. We, the Muscogees, give you these white beads. They are the emblem of peace. … I wish the treaty we have made may be faithfully observed and that our children may sleep in their cradles in safety. …. I give you this tobacco. When you go home, I want all your warriors to smoke of it, and when the white smoke ascends, altho I shall be at home and not see it, it will be the same as if I was present 13 .

In the Fall of 1845, as the Mexican American war loomed, the federal government sent yet another expedition among the Plains Pah u cah answered these several speeches by stating that he came along way to See his white brothers the Cherokees & Creeks, and he assured them that he was pleased to hear all their talks and he must say were good 14 .

As it is Hicks's journal, it is difficult to determine whether the Comanche chief really considered the Cherokee emissaries as "white". And even if we consider the fact there may be a missing comma between "white brothers" and "Cherokees" in the quote, it is still striking to notice that the whites, the Cherokees and the Creeks are considered as a whole that is culturally sidelined by the Comanche chief. This concluding remark allows for a change of perspective 12 Foreman, A Traveler in Indian Territory, op. cit., pp.69-70. 13 Speech delivered to the Comanches and Osages, August 25, 1835, Western History Collections, Rolley McIntosh collection, Folder 1, University of Oklahoma, Norman, OK. 14 "The Journal of Elijah Hicks", in Chronicles of Oklahoma, vol.13, n°1, 1939, pp.68-99. regarding the multi-faceted post-Removal position of the southeastern Indian nations as they developed strategies to survive and maintain self-determination within the limited frame of the Federal treaties. Facing East from the Great Plains, the strategies emigrated nations developed to affirm their fragile sovereignty in this new environment -that included active participation in treaty-making processes targeting Plains Indians that resembled the colonial attitude adopted towards indigenous populations -seemed to coincide with the momentum of imperial expansionism Plains Indians had to face as a whole. It appears the study of the initiatives taken by post-Removal southeastern nations leads us to reconsider the development of the American nation-state in the West as it imposes a reflection on the complexity of Native American resistance and resilience in the process.