








 Figure 6B:
 Yuchi words rendered into the 
Syllabary Tsoyaha Yugiha  & 
Tsotanewaeno Because Cheokee has 
fewer phoenems the Syllabary would 
need more characters to fully render a 
Yuchean orthography -- just what the 
one at left has 92 rather than the 86 of 
the current one.

Figure 6A:
The syllabary that Traveller Bird 
identifies as an earleir version. Some 
of these glyphs here are a closer match 
to the sylloglyphs in the Kentucky 
cave than any in the current Cherokee 
Syllabary.

Yudgiha



 "The discipline of archaeology is no longer the exclusive province of White, European upper-class men, and there 
is no going back to a[n earlier] era of exclusionary, hierarchical and scientized knowledge that marginalizes the 
multivocal archaeology from the peripheries. The question of 'who controls the past?' is no longer a conundrum 
because it must be generally conceded that there are many pasts and they will be known differently from many 
views." (19)

No single perspective dominates over all others any longer, but they share the stage, and are entertained each for their own 
glimpse of the past in our information intensive internet age. Indigenous America has been viewed through Eurocentric 
glasses for far too long. The stodgy age of a few academic experts presiding over the official view is over. Therefore, 
it is herein declared that the Yuchi have a cultural patrimony over their own history and a sovereign right to put forth 
their own historical arguments for popular consumption and as an “official” view. This is precisely the course that UT’s 
absurd denial of the Yuchi as past residents of the Tennessee region has forced upon those of us with Yuchi ancestry – 
and why the webpages as www.yuchi.org were created nearly two decades ago. It is an honor much appreciated that the 
multidisciplinary DIG conference has given me the privilege to present my case for the importance of Yuchi Studies here 
at the University of Tennessee’s facilities. I wish to close with the following pleading:

Integral, Inclusive and Interdisciplinary Inquiry
In addition to reclaiming the marginalized Yuchean culture, and raising doubts about the Sequoyah myth, we are here 
highlighting the issue of cultural sovereignty with the intent to frame it in a larger context. The nature of the problem of 
the Indigenous past is far too large, to be viewed from the narrow perspectives of archaeology and history alone, but is of 
the nature of a transdisciplinary problem. It requires an integral approach that is fully interdisciplinary in its scope. Only 
interdisciplinary studies can fit the puzzle pieces from a number of a scientific approaches into an integrated whole. But 
even more than this need, there is a need for greater involvement of Indigenous peoples and Indigenous ideas in the efforts 
to understand the Indigenous past. One cannot understand a past purely from a detached perspective. One must understand 
the language to understand the culture. One must understand the culture to understand the symbols, and meaning of the 
past.

Authenticity demands that any research into the Indigenous past that lacks Indigenous input, also lacks for legitimacy, 
and museums that deal with Indigeneity without some Indigenous staff should be hugely suspect. It is clear that merely 
guessing at a culture from the remains left as artifacts lacks for scientific sophistication. It is also clear that history has 
largely ignored the Indigenous people except in so far as they were in the way of “white” expansion. If a really factual 
understanding is the goal, than an inquiry should include every possible means of comprehending the deeper past – this 
undoubtedly would include the Indigenous cultures, languages, and points of view as well as the maximum domains 
of science. Archaeology in the Valley has not only thought too narrowly, but much too small – it has failed to outgrow 
its relic collecting infancy. Into this void, the Indigenous people will now step to flesh out an understanding -- a more 
thorough understanding of the Indigenous past.

The Yuchi and other peoples that were here in the Yuk’u deserve much better than to be marginalized out of existence 
by such insufficient efforts, as well as a desire to glorify the few and powerful at the expense of the marginalized many. 
The past should not be for sale to the highest bidder. However, the Internet provides the level playing field wherein such 
marginalization may be addressed. Information wants to be free, and facts will win out over propaganda in the end. The 
Yuchi Story, the Syllabary Story and inclusiveness will have their day.

In Summary
zGiven that history is so often written for propaganda purposes, why should we allow an alien people to write our 		
	 history to suit their needs?

zArchaeologists need to involve Indigenous peoples in the study of the Indigenous past. (Leaving the Yuchi out of 		
	 Tennessee protohistory is a repugnant act.)

zThere are some serious questions to be entertained with respect to the origins of the Indigenous Syllabary. (If 		
	 Yuchi Oral Traditions are correct, the Syllabary was used by them before the Cherokee appropriated it.) 



Footnotes:
1)	 After two decades, the history between the University of Tennessee and Yuchi Studies remains deeply contentious. 
It is a distasteful task, but because all reason has failed here, must now be confronted openly and head on. Beginning 
in the early 1990s, people began calling me asking why the University of Tennessee was telling them that the 
Yuchi were never in Tennessee. This information was coming primarily from the McClung Museum, but seemed 
to be based in some kind of policy statement. I had numerous conversations with Dr. Jefferson Chapman wherein 
he made the claim that the Yuchi were never residents of the Tennessee region. On one particular occasion when 
I ask how he could take such a stance amid the historic documentation, he turned to me and said, “I would have 
to produce DNA evidence before they would release any of the bones.” I was stunned by the nonsequitur. It, of 
course, is quite revealing as to the motivation for the position. NAGPRA Law, of course was passed in November 
1990. Over the next decade attempts to reason with them about this issue were all turned away with the declaration 
that the Yuchi were not a Tennessee tribe. In July of 2003, I formally approached The McClung Museum, after my 
students questioned why the McClung exhibit mentioned no tribe but the Cherokees, and the Museum guide had 
told them there never were any Yuchi in Tennessee. Dr. Jefferson Chapman responded by naming a “blue ribbon” 
committee to determine whether the issue was being properly addressed by the University. The Committee was 
quite stacked, and included mostly UT staff and former students. This Committee included the following: Dr. Jason 
Jackson, Dr. William Sturtevant, Dr. Charles Hudson, Dr. Bret Riggs, Dr. Gerald Schroedl, Dr. John Finger, and 
Dr. Lynne Sullivan. By September of the following year, Dr. Chapman informed me that he had only heard from 
two of the committee members who were in favor of the status quo. He did not disclose from whom he had heard. I 
subsequently sent out a query and documentation to the Committee, and received responses from three of them by 
November 2004. William Sturtevant’s office stated that they were on the record with his 1966 map and his 1991 text 
with Taylor that the Yuchi were indeed here. Jason Jackson also responded with the fact he was on the Record with 
his 2003 text, and the just being published 2004 Smithsonian Handbook. John Finger responded that he did not feel 
qualified to register an opinion. None of the other UT staff or former students responded to me. It was clear that there 
was no intent here but to stonewall. Drs. Sturtevant and Jackson’s publications are:

Taylor/Sturtevant—The Native Americans; the Indigenous People of North America, p 12, Smithsonian 
Institution 1991

Jason Baird Jackson --The Handbook of North American Indians ed. Wm Sturtevant Vol. 14 (2004) 
Smithsonian Press pp 415-428 

Jackson, Jason Baird —-Yuchi ceremonial life: performance, meaning, and tradition in a contemporary 
American Indian community. Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2003.

It was also quite clear that only the University of Tennessee doubted the Yuchi presence, and their main argument 
was one that Roy Dickens had posited that the Dallas, Mouse Creek, Pisgah, and the rest of the cultural phases of 
East Tennessee were all variants of Cherokee culture. This extreme hypothesis was their sole defense that the Yuchi 
were not among the peoples who were here before the Cherokee. All appeals for a greater inclusiveness have fallen 
on deaf ears.

Roy S. Dickens, Jr. -- Cherokee Prehistory, the Pisgah phase in the Appalachians, University of Tennessee 
Press 1976, -- (Note: The Pisgah bears a strong resemblance to Mouse Creek culture and is not likely Cherokee 
even.

Fast forward to the current efforts of the Remnant Yuchi Nation to obtain Tennessee State recognition: We have 
several individuals making vitriolic ethnic slurs and fallacious claims based in UT’s statements that the Yuchi were 
never in Tennessee. UT in order to hold on to 10,000 human skeletons that they hold in their Middlebrook warehouse 
in violation of NAGPRA Law, has continued for two decades to commit an academic dishonesty of claiming the 
Yuchi were never here. -- in spite of the fact that it is an unscientific position, as it is impossible to prove a negative. 
Worse though, there is ample evidence that they were here – ample enough for the some of the top experts to stake 
their reputations on it. UT not only has fueled crazies to attack honest people trying to obtain recognition for their 
ancestry, but continues to commit the last act of genocide – the writing of a people out of history.



Buchner, Andrew C. “Yuchi Indians.” pp. 1093-1094 in Van West, Carroll, editor-in-chief, The Tennessee 
Encyclopedia of History and Culture. Nashville, TN: Tennessee Historical Society, Rutledge Hill, 1998.  

Evans, E. Raymond. “Koasatis, Napochín, and Yuchis in the Eastern Tennessee Valley.” Published by the 
InterTribal Sacred Land Trust. On line at http://www.itslt.org/koasati_yuchi_napochin.doc

All documentation (letters, emails & documents) to support these claims are held in the Yuchi National Archive. I 
here maintain that the position that the University of Tennessee has taken is unscientific, academically dishonest, 
and a conflict of interest aimed as has been so stated by other faculty members as a ruse to keep bones from being 
returned under NAGPRA Law. The University’s position here is further underscored by the lack of a formal 
American Indian Studies Program, as well as an absence of Indigenous staff at the McClung Museum. Recent 
overtures to the Qualla Cherokee also remain troubling in their nature.

In my experience the University of Tennessee is not Indigenous friendly. If bones are indeed the excuse for denying 
the Yuchi their rightful place, then it is time to return these bones under NAGPRA Law.  

See McClung Research Guide listing Skeletal Collections on page 7: http://diglib.lib.utk.edu/wpa/collect_guide.pdf

NAGPRA --The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA), Pub. L. 101-601, 25 U.S.C. 
3001 et seq., 104 Stat. 3048, is a United States federal law passed on 16 November 1990 requiring federal agencies 
and institutions that receive federal funding to return Native American "cultural items" to their respective peoples.

2)	The coalescent nature of today’s tribes has become very apparent and is widely noted by scholars such as Robbie 
Ethridge in Creek Country: The Creek Indians and their World (2003). Current work by the Yuchi National 
Archive has established a considerable presence of Yuchi heritage among the Snowbird Cherokee, and Catawba 
among the Qualla, as well as hints of others in the agglomeration of this tribe. The Chickamauga were less Cherokee, 
and more Creek, of several branches, Yuchi, Shawnee, Natchez and Siouians as has been noted in bloodlines of 
Dragging Canoe and other Chickamauga leaders. Yuchi oral traditions give such mixing a very long history, but it 
certainly is documented for the post-Indigenous holocaust period. Ethridge, Robbie. Creek Country: The Creek 
Indians and Their World. Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 2003.

 Many people with Yuchi heritage and at least one tribe of Yuchi remain in East Tennessee. Swanton mentions Yuchi 
remaining in Tennessee in the early Twentieth Century and refers to T. Michelson as his source, and this writer has 
interviewed many with language evidence of a Yuchi heritage and oral traditions in their family. One tribal group 
has documentation of their Yuchi and coalescent past going back over 150 years. The Remnant Yuchi Nation whose 
members live in the Tricities area predominantly traces their roots back to, not only the Yuchi, but Monacan, Saponi, 
Shawnee, Tutelo, and Cherokee. The town of Euchee in Rhea County clearly demonstrates a Yuchi past for the 
Valley, and takes its name from the Euchee Old Fields that were here nearby to the Yuchi Temple Mounds. Swanton 
citations of Yuchi remaining in Tennessee may be found at: 

J.R. Swanton—Early History of the Creek Indians & Their Neighbors, Bulletin 73 BAE Annual Report of the 
Bureau of American Ethnology (1922) Reprinted by the University Press of Florida 1998 p298 “[A] few are still 
said to be living in Tennessee…” Communication credited to T. Michelson.

J.R. Swanton—Indians of the Southeastern United States, Bulletin 137 BAE Reprint from Smithsonian Press 
& Scholarly Press (1946/1979), pp111 & 215 “During the very early colonial period, part of the Tuskegee, and 
part of the Yuchi came to live among the Cherokee.” “ It should be added that a few Yuchi seem never to have 
moved out of the Appalachian region, but have remained among the Cherokee and become gradually incorporated 
with them.”

3)	Yuchean Language studies by this writer founded on the earlier works of Dr. Lewis Ballard, Dr. James Crawford 
and Dr. Gunter Wagner have documented that the terms for priest from the many cultures have their etymological 
roots in the Yuchean. Language. These studies further demonstrate that the important terms in the Greencorn Rite are 
root morpheme structures that validate the Yuchi claim that the Rite is a Yuchi construct likely crafted for state craft. 



It is quite clear that the Yuchean Language coevolved with the Greencorn Rite as delineated in the web publications 
at www.yuchi.org. In particular: 

Hackett, David (Woktela), “Spiritual Yuchi” @ www.yuchi.org:  http://www.yuchi.org/YuchiLang/langadd3.html, 
http://www.yuchi.org/YuchiLanguage.pdf & http://www.yuchi.org/Yuchiname.pdf , and also:

W.L. Ballard—The Yuchi Green Corn Ceremonial: Form and Meaning American Indian Studies Center, 
80pp, University of California, Los Angeles 1978, Call Number E 75 C128am 

W.L. Ballard—unpublished manuscript Uchean Lexicon 1985 -- a set of three lexicons assembled by Lew 
Ballard from his own and Gunter Wagner’s linguistic studies.
	
Crawford, James, Studies in Southeastern Indian Languages, page 279 #15, University of Georgia Press, 
Athens 1975. 

Gunter Wagner—Yuchi Tales, AES-P, Vol. 13, pp 1-357, 1931 -- Collection of 75 Yuchi stories with translations. 
Available on the web @ http://www.archive.org/details/rosettaproject_yuc_ortho-1

 Brown,  Chief Sam Jr., Yuchi Tribal Archives (tapes & letters copied from Mahan Collection, Schwab Archives, 
Columbus State University, Columbus, Georgia) 1957. 

4)	 While Yuchean Studies have been mostly neglected by academic research, several individuals have carried the 
weight here. Chief Sam W. Brown, Jr., the last hereditary chief of theYuchi recounted oral traditions recorded by his 
father, the previous Chief. These were tape recorded by Dr. Joseph Mahan, who had done his doctorial thesis on the 
Yuchi’s role in the mound building culture. Joseph B. Mahan—Identification of the Tsoyaha Waeno, Builders of 
the Temple Mounds, PhD dissertation, UNC 1970, and Joseph Mahan’s unpublished papers and tapes in the Yuchi 
National Archive and at Columbus State University Archives, Simon Schwob Memorial Library 4225 University 
Avenue, Columbus, GA 31907. James Crawford and Addie George worked extensively on the Yuchi language and 
made several tapes included in the above collection. Addie George also worked with Lew Ballard and this writer to 
preserve the Yuchi Language and Oral Traditions. I hope my work is a fitting memorial to these pioneers. 

5)	 Dr. Daniel Wildcat has noted that the Yuchi culture and language are built around a wetlands environment.  “In 
his address, Wildcat addressed the sociological connections that his tribe has to wetlands ecology. A significant 
component of Yuchi culture is a clan system tied to the natural world. Yuchi clans are identified by plants, animals, 
and even one of the natural elements, wind. A list of Yuchi clan names (e.g beaver, otter, fish) read like a list of 
wetlands ecology.”  Earth Medicine, Vol. 5 No. 4 (Fall 1998) http://www.engg.ksu.edu/CHSR/outreach/tosnac/
earthmed/docs/EM1998F.pdf 

   Further, evidence of this connection is quite obvious in the structure of the language which revolves around the  		
   Eastern Woodlands and wetlands.

6)	The location of major Yuchi towns stretch throughout the Southeast with both cultural remains and linguistic 
remains found along the ancient trails and particularly at nodes and salt licks. From Tybee Island and Silver Bluff 
on the Savannah River at the Atlantic Coast, to Yazoo on the Natchez Trail; from the Euchee Valley of the Florida 
Pan Handle up through the Great Valley with Euchee Old Fields in Rhea County, Tennessee, and on to Saltville. The 
Yuchi influence was spread wide over the Southeast. See main article at: www.yuchi.org

7)	The importance of salt to the Yuchi is recorded in the landscape at the Tybee Island salt pans (The word Tybee is 
derived from the Yuchean for ‘salt.), and by E. Raymond Evans in Evans, E. Raymond. “Koasatis, Napochín, and 
Yuchis in the Eastern Tennessee Valley.” Published by the InterTribal Sacred Land Trust. On line at http://www.itslt.
org/koasati_yuchi_napochin.doc p.9. It is also noted that even into the Twentieth Century, the Yuchi were involved 
in the Salt trade in Oklahoma – see Wright, Muriel, A Guide to the Indian Tribes of Oklahoma, University of 
Oklahoma Press 1951/1986 p.267.



8)  The web pages at www.yuchi.org establish some body of circumstantial evidence by using the linguistic 
etymology to verify oral tradition here. There is substantial information and research that remains yet to be 
published in this regard. However, it is as Thoreau has noted:  “Some circumstantial evidence is very strong, as 
when you find a trout in the milk.”  Henry David Thoreau US Transcendentalist author (1817 - 1862) 

9)  The Syllabary has been reframed in history by the Indigenous account of Traveller Bird in Tell Them They 
Lie; The Sequoyah Myth, Los Angeles: Westernlore Publishers, 1971.  In addition to the death warrant cited 
by Travellerbird as documentation, Susan Kalter notes that this account has not been given its due, and that 
there are some corroborating historical documents (see footnote 11 & 12) Susan Kalter "America's Histories" 
Revisited: The Case of Tell Them They Lie, The American Indian Quarterly - Volume 25, Number 3, Summer 
2001, pp. 329-351 University of Nebraska Press. E-ISSN: 1534-1828 Print ISSN: 0095-182X, DOI: 10.1353/
aiq.2001.0048. Kalter also note on page 339 of her paper that Helen Hunt Jackson (1881) cites a primary 
document referring to a buffalo skin on which Cherokee hieroglyphs was put on display in Savannah before being 
shipped to England. 

10)  Material documented by Jack and James East have helped me establish the Yuchi Cultural Footprint and its 
distribution in the Valley based in J. Joseph Bauxar  -- Yuchi Ethnoarchaeology, Part I-V, Ethnohistory Vol:4 
# 3 (Sum. 1957) pp279-301 & Vol:4 # 4 (Autumn 1957) pp369-464  http://www.jstor.org/pss/480806 & http://
www.jstor.org/pss/480328 and M. Kneberg & T. Lewis—Yuchi chapter, Tribes That Slumber, Univ of Tenn. 
Press, pp1-196, Knoxville 1958 as well as, M. Kneberg & T. Lewis—Hiwassee Island, U of Tenn. Press pp204, 
Knoxville 1946 -- Yuchi/Koasati digs. As well as, Lynn P. Sullivan ed. --The Prehistory of the Chickamauga 
Basin in Tennessee (1995) Kneberg & Lewis, Univ of Tenn. Press. 

11)  See footnote 9 for Oglethorpe Buffalo skin above. There is also the case of the Swiss “Jesuit,” Christian 
Gottlieb Priber. He was captured as a “spy” as he travelled with a party of French Canadians in 1736. He was 
actually an early Utopian seeking to set up his ideal state. According to the account given by Helen M. Riley 
when he was captured he was in possession of a Cherokee dictionary.  See “South Carolina German-American 
of the Month” Clemson University Department of Languages, 2000. 12 June 2003. http://hubcap.clemson.edu/
german/PriberMonth.html 

12)  Susan Kalter (footnote 9) and Spanish Treaty of 1786 with syllabary signatures, held by Chickamauga 
Indians in Texas shared by Dr. Christopher Spruell in personal commmunication.

13)  The AniKutani are given some space in James Mooney -- Myths of The Cherokee (1950/1982) Cherokee 
Heritage Books, pp.392-3, 501. The extermination is covered in the last entry. If you ask any Cherokee they 
will usually tell you that all the priests were exterminated. It is a particularly widely held myth that is often set 
in different times. The Chickamaugas will tell you that they tried to kill all the priests, but did not succeed, as 
many remained among the Chickamauga. One who did was Sequoyah, but Dragging Canoe was also a priest as 
was Raven and Tollenteeskee. The best account of the war with the traditional priests is that of Traveller Bird. 
The Cherokee say it was over carnal transgressions, but more likely this is propaganda, as the real issues were 
traditionalism versus accommodation with the colonists.

S’aKwaYa is the word for a messenger or scribe. The reduplicative S’akhwa s’akhwa means woodpecker. 
YaKhwaNe is song. So Khwa it is the morpheme here tied to song and communication. It is likely that messages 
were often once sung as the human memory works better for sung material than merely memorized spoken 
material. The reduplicative also calls up the drumming sound of the woodpecker, which is similar to the sound 
made by pecking an inscription in stone. It is quite clear that the woodpecker is associated with communications, 
both written and spoken in the Yuchean mind-view.

14)	 The Tennessee Cave is known to this writer only by Jan Simek’s abstract: 
Simek, Jan F. (University of Tennessee, Knoxville), Sarah A. Blankenship (University of Tennessee, Knoxville), 
Joseph Douglas (Volunteer State Community College), and Alan Cressler (US Geological Survey). 2010. 
CHEROKEE SYLLABARY IN CAVES. Despite James Mooney’s assertion to the contrary, it is now clear that 
Cherokee people in Tennessee and Alabama visited caves and probably used them for ceremonial and perhaps 



industrial purposes[sic] [if indeed these were Cherokee and not AniKutani/Yuchi Priests]. We discuss evidence 
for this from two caves. One is in northern Alabama, and is of certain Cherokee origin as graffiti on the cave 
wall was clearly produced in the Cherokee syllabary invented by Sequoyah in the early nineteenth century. The 
second cave, in south-central Tennessee, is more difficult to attribute with certainty as it may date rather early for 
the syllabary and involves few identifiable words or phrases. This second site is, however, quite intriguing as it 
associates possible Cherokee writing with representational cave art, produced with a technique not seen before in 
prehistoric art caves, and with evidence for intriguing historical industrial use of the site.

All efforts to get information and pictures of this inscription were met with claims that he was not allowed to share 
it because of an agreement with the Cherokee. Since it is not on Cherokee land, and it was apparently federally 
funded research, this would seem to be merely uncooperativeness from UT staff. The important aspect here is that 
it is not translatable as Cherokee, and it seems to be “rather early” – two eyebrow raising elements with which we 
are being teased.
Kentucky Cave: http://www.nytimes.com/2009/06/23/science/23cherokee.html?pagewanted=all
Georgia Log Cabin: http://trailofthetrail.blogspot.com/2011/02/syllabary-cabin.html
Alabama Cave: http://www.flickr.com/photos/caving/2312432695/

15)  Kentucky Cave Syllabary in NY Times article by John Noble Wilford with quotes from William Welge, 
“Carvings From Cherokee Script’s Dawn” http://www.researchhistory.org/2011/03/11/carvings-from-cherokee-
script%e2%80%99s-dawn/

16)  Speck (1909), Rickohockans, signifying "cavelanders" (after Hewitt, in Hodge, 1907), perhaps an early name 
for a branch of the Yuchi. This attribution is not without controversy.

17)  Chief Sam Brown relates an oral tradition that the Yuchi were the Great Suns ruling at Cahokia, and that 
the Siouian peoples were taught the Greencorn Rites there. While we are some ways from establishing this oral 
tradition as more than a myth, it is consistent with all we know. Francis Jennings in The Founders of America; 
How Indians discovered the land, pioneered in it, and created great classical civilizations; how they were 
plunged into the Dark Age by invasion and conquest; and how they are now reviving, W.W. Norton, New 
York, NY (1991) has posited like this writer and many others that the Olmec were the nobility at Cahokia. While 
this is just a good speculation, there are many similarities between the Olmec and the Yuchi in trade and salt,  and 
in the use of religion for state craft. Most of all the timing and logistics are right. Jennings at least recognizes that 
the Moundbuilder Civilization is among the great civilizations, instead of continuing the denigration of this culture 
that archaeology has for so long pursued.

18)  Ample sources of information for learning about meso-American syllabaries exist on the web: 
http://www.famsi.org/research/pitts/MayaGlyphsBook1Sect1.pdf  
http://www.evertype.com/gram/olmec.html  
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mesoamerican_writing_systems  
http://www.latinamericanstudies.org/olmec/olmec-writing.htm  
http://www.ancientscripts.com/ma_ws.html
www.ancientscripts.com/ma_ws.html
“Olmec Origins of Mesoamerican Writing,” Mary E. D. Pohl1*, Kevin O. Pope2, Christopher von Nagy3 

19)  Gero, Joan. "The History of the World Archaeological Congress." Published on line at http://www.     			
worldarchaeologicalcongress.org/site/about_hist.php/.)

20)  Maps FigureTanner, Helen Hornbeck, Map in Powhatan’s Mantle: Indians in the Colonial Southeast, 		
       Revised & Expanded Edition, Gregory A. Waselkov, Peter H. Wood and M. Thomas Hatley  page, 29, 2006.

      Sturtevant, William, “Southeastern Languages Map,” Smithsonian Institution 1966. 
            
             Indians of North America Map © 1979   National Geographic  Society

      Great Valley Corridor:    http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Great_Appalachian_Valley



Figure  7:  Opening Page of the Remnant Yuchi Nations Tribal Roll.

A Statement of Indigenous Concern

One of the aspects of inappropriately denying the Yuchi as protohistoric residents of 
Tennessee is that the University of Tennessee staff, as recognized experts, have fueled 
people with a radical agenda to attack people of Yuchi heritage. They have conflated the 
University’s agenda into one of their own, and seek to deny people of other than Cherokee 
heritage any place in Tennessee’s past, present or future. It is unworthy of an educational 
institution to intentionally misguide and mislead the public.

It is the right of the Yuchi, Koasati, Natchez, Shawnee, and other Indigenous peoples to 
claim their rightful place in Tennessee -- which includes the seeking of State recognition 
of their heritage. It is objectionable for a State institution to favor one group at the expense 
of others. The Cherokee-ization of Indigenous Tennessee is an affront to all the other 
Indigenous cultures that had and have a share in the Tennessee experience.

The University recently dedicated a mound on the Agriculture Campus to the Cherokee. 
Only Cherokee were invited. However, this mound is most likely not Cherokee, as the 
Administration well knows. The University of Tennessee has also extended in-state status 
to the Qualla Cherokee. While we applaud the belated Indigenous support, we question 
both its motivation, and the exclusion of other deserving Indigenous cultures from this 
Cherokee privilege.


