
Give An Example From An Indigenous
Peoples History Of The United States
Of One Of These Overseas Federal
Give An Example From An Indigenous Peoples History Of The United States Of
One Of These Overseas Federal

Understanding the complex history of Indigenous peoples in the United States
involves exploring their experiences with various federal policies,
especially those enacted overseas or through federal authority. One
significant example illustrating this history is the federal government's
role in the forced removal and relocation of the Cherokee Nation in the
1830s, often referred to as the Trail of Tears. This tragic chapter
exemplifies the broader patterns of displacement, cultural suppression, and
resilience that characterize Indigenous peoples’ histories across the nation,
including their interactions with federal entities.

The Cherokee Nation and the Trail of Tears: An
Overview

Background and Context
The Cherokee Nation, one of the "Five Civilized Tribes," inhabited the
southeastern United States, primarily in present-day Georgia, Tennessee,
North Carolina, and Alabama. During the early 19th century, increasing
pressure from American settlers and economic interests led the federal
government to pursue policies aimed at removing Native tribes from their
ancestral lands.

Key points include:
- The discovery of gold on Cherokee land, intensifying desires for land
acquisition.
- The Indian Removal Act of 1830, signed into law by President Andrew
Jackson, which authorized the federal government to negotiate removal
treaties with Native tribes.
- The Supreme Court case Worcester v. Georgia (1832), which upheld Cherokee
sovereignty, but was largely ignored by the federal government.

The Removal Process and the Trail of Tears
The Cherokee Nation resisted removal efforts through legal means and
negotiations. However, federal policies persisted, leading to the forced
relocation known as the Trail of Tears, which took place from 1838 to 1839.



Details of this tragic event include:
- The forced march of approximately 16,000 Cherokee people from their
homelands to designated Indian Territory (present-day Oklahoma).
- Conditions during the journey, marked by exposure, disease, starvation, and
death—an estimated 4,000 Cherokee died.
- The relocation was carried out under military escort, with many families
separated and communities devastated.

Federal Policies and Their Impact on the
Cherokee and Other Indigenous Nations

Legal and Political Strategies
Federal authorities employed various strategies to justify and facilitate
removal, including:
- Treaty Negotiations: Treaties such as the Treaty of New Echota (1835)
authorized removal, despite opposition from the majority of the Cherokee
Nation.
- Legislation: The Indian Removal Act provided the legal framework for
displacement.
- Military Enforcement: U.S. troops enforced removal orders, often with
violence and coercion.

Consequences for Indigenous Societies
The policies resulted in profound and lasting impacts:
- Loss of ancestral lands and natural resources.
- Disruption of social, political, and cultural structures.
- Spread of diseases such as smallpox and cholera, decimating populations.
- Cultural suppression, including efforts to eradicate languages and
traditions.

Resilience and Cultural Preservation Post-
Removal

Despite adversity, Indigenous communities demonstrated resilience through:
- Rebuilding political institutions in new territories.
- Preservation of languages, stories, and traditions.
- Formation of cultural organizations and advocacy groups.

The Cherokee, for instance, established the Cherokee Nation in Indian
Territory, creating schools, newspapers, and legal systems to maintain their
identity.



Broader Federal-Indigenous Relations: A Pattern
of Displacement and Resistance

Other Examples of Federal Policies Affecting
Indigenous Peoples
The Cherokee removal exemplifies a broader pattern that includes:

The Dawes Act (1887): Also known as the General Allotment Act, it aimed1.
to assimilate Native Americans by dividing communal lands into
individual allotments, leading to significant land loss.

The Indian Boarding School System: Federal programs that sought to2.
eradicate Indigenous languages and cultures by forcibly assimilating
children into Euro-American norms.

Relocation and Termination Policies: Efforts in the mid-20th century3.
aimed to assimilate Indigenous peoples into mainstream society, often
resulting in economic hardship and cultural disconnection.

Resistance Movements and Legal Challenges
Indigenous communities have continually resisted federal policies:

Legal victories such as the Boldt Decision (1974), affirming fishing
rights for tribes in the Pacific Northwest.

Activism like the American Indian Movement (AIM), advocating for
sovereignty, treaty rights, and cultural revitalization.

Contemporary movements opposing pipeline projects, land dispossession,
and environmental degradation on Indigenous lands.

Lessons from Indigenous History and Federal
Policies

Understanding this history underscores several vital lessons:

Recognition of the resilience and sovereignty of Indigenous nations
despite federal policies aimed at assimilation and displacement.



The importance of honoring treaties and respecting Indigenous rights and
sovereignty.

The necessity of ongoing advocacy and legal action to address historical
injustices and promote equitable relations.

Appreciating the rich cultural diversity and contributions of Indigenous
peoples to American history and society.

Conclusion

The example of the Cherokee Nation’s forced removal and the Trail of Tears
vividly illustrates how federal policies have historically impacted
Indigenous peoples in the United States. It highlights themes of
displacement, resilience, and the ongoing struggle for sovereignty and
recognition. By examining this chapter of history, we gain a deeper
understanding of the broader patterns of federal-tribal relations and the
importance of honoring Indigenous rights today. Recognizing these past
injustices is essential in fostering a more just and inclusive future that
respects the sovereignty, cultures, and histories of Indigenous communities
across the United States.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is an example of an overseas federal policy
that impacted Indigenous peoples in the United
States?
One example is the establishment of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
of 1971, which addressed land claims of Indigenous peoples in Alaska, an
overseas territory at the time, leading to significant land and financial
settlements.

How did the annexation of Hawaii affect Indigenous
Hawaiian peoples?
The annexation of Hawaii in 1898 resulted in the suppression of Hawaiian
sovereignty, land dispossession, and cultural marginalization of Native
Hawaiians, marking a significant overseas federal intervention in Indigenous
affairs.



Can you give an example of federal policies
impacting Indigenous peoples in U.S. territories
like Puerto Rico?
The Jones-Shafroth Act of 1917 granted U.S. citizenship to Puerto Ricans and
established a territorial government, but it also limited Puerto Rican self-
determination and maintained federal oversight over local affairs.

What role did the United States play in the history
of Indigenous peoples in Guam?
The U.S. acquired Guam in 1898 after the Spanish-American War, establishing
military control that led to the displacement of Chamorro people and ongoing
military presence impacting their sovereignty and way of life.

How did the federal government’s policies affect
Indigenous peoples in American Samoa?
Federal policies, including territorial governance and military use of land,
have limited Samoan self-governance and impacted traditional social
structures, often prioritizing U.S. strategic interests over local
sovereignty.

What is an example of a federal intervention in
Indigenous peoples’ lands in the Northern Mariana
Islands?
The Northern Mariana Islands became a U.S. Commonwealth in 1978, with federal
immigration laws and military agreements influencing land use and the
political status of the indigenous Chamorro and Carolinian peoples.

Can you give an example of overseas federal
influence on Indigenous peoples in the U.S. Virgin
Islands?
The U.S. purchased the Virgin Islands from Denmark in 1917, establishing
military and economic control that affected the social and economic
structures of the Indigenous and local populations.

How did the federal government’s policies impact
Indigenous peoples in the context of the Mariana
Trench Marine Sanctuary?
Designating parts of the Mariana Trench as a marine sanctuary involved
federal restrictions that affected local fishing rights of Indigenous and



local communities, impacting their traditional livelihoods.

What is an example of federal land policies
affecting Indigenous populations in American
territories?
The transfer of land to the U.S. federal government for military bases in
territories like Guam and the Northern Mariana Islands has led to land
dispossession and restrictions on Indigenous land use.

How does the history of Indigenous peoples in U.S.
territories reflect broader federal policies?
Federal policies such as land confiscation, military control, and limited
self-governance in territories like Puerto Rico, Guam, and the Northern
Mariana Islands exemplify how overseas federal actions have historically
marginalized Indigenous and local populations.
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Introduction: Understanding the Context of
Indigenous Histories and Overseas Federal
Relations

The history of Indigenous peoples in the United States is rich, complex, and
often marked by struggles against colonialism, forced assimilation, and
federal policies aimed at erasure or control. While much of this history is
centered within the continental boundaries, a significant yet less widely
discussed aspect involves the relationships between U.S. federal policies and
Indigenous peoples in overseas territories or contexts. These relationships
reveal patterns of sovereignty denial, resource exploitation, and cultural
suppression that echo domestic Indigenous struggles. In this piece, we
explore an illustrative example—namely, the case of the Native Hawaiian
movement—to understand how Indigenous histories intersect with the broader
framework of overseas federal influence.

---



Historical Background: Indigenous Peoples and
Overseas Federal Authority

The United States, as an imperial power, has extended its sovereignty beyond
its continental borders through territorial acquisitions, military
interventions, and political annexations. Indigenous peoples in these
territories—whether in Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Guam, or other Pacific
islands—have faced policies similar to those experienced by Native Americans
within the continental U.S., including:

- Loss of sovereignty: Imposed governance structures that bypass Indigenous
leadership.
- Cultural suppression: Efforts to erase indigenous languages, religions, and
customs.
- Resource exploitation: Extraction of natural resources often without
Indigenous consent.
- Legal marginalization: Laws and treaties that undermine Indigenous rights
and self-determination.

Among these, the case of Hawaii stands out as a pivotal example of Indigenous
resistance and the impact of overseas federal influence on Indigenous
sovereignty.

---

Hawai’i: An Indigenous Nation Under Overreach

The Kingdom of Hawai’i and Its Overthrow

Before U.S. annexation, the Hawaiian Islands were an independent kingdom with
a distinct sovereignty, rich cultural traditions, and a centralized monarchy.
The Hawaiian people, known as Kanaka Maoli, maintained their language,
religion, and social systems for centuries.

- U.S. Involvement: Starting in the mid-19th century, American settlers and
business interests heavily invested in Hawaiian sugar plantations.
- Overthrow of the Monarchy: In 1893, a group of American businessmen and
sugar planters, supported by U.S. military intervention, orchestrated the
overthrow of Queen Liliʻuokalani, the last reigning monarch.
- Establishment of the Republic of Hawai’i: Following the overthrow, a
provisional government was established, which later sought annexation by the
United States.

This event was driven by economic interests but also had profound
consequences for the indigenous Hawaiian population, whose sovereignty was



dismissed in favor of U.S. imperial ambitions.

Annexation and Its Aftermath

- Annexation in 1898: Through the Newlands Resolution, the U.S. formally
annexed Hawai’i, making it an overseas territory.
- Impact on Kanaka Maoli: The annexation led to the suppression of Hawaiian
language, religion, and cultural practices. Native Hawaiians faced systemic
marginalization.
- Legal and Political Marginalization: The imposition of U.S. laws eroded
traditional governance structures, effectively erasing Hawaiian sovereignty.

The Hawaiian Resistance and Native Movements

Despite these oppressive policies, Native Hawaiians have continuously fought
for their sovereignty and cultural revival.

- Hawaiian Renaissance (1970s): A cultural revival movement emphasizing
language, traditional practices, and indigenous identity.
- Legal Battles: Efforts to restore sovereignty, including challenges to U.S.
jurisdiction and calls for independence or greater self-governance.
- The Hawaiian Kingdom Legal Status: Some activists argue that the illegal
overthrow invalidates the annexation, asserting that Hawaii was unlawfully
incorporated into the U.S.

The Hawaiian Sovereignty Movement Today

- Political Entities and Activism: Organizations like the Hawaiian Kingdom
Government and groups advocating for federal recognition or independence.
- Legal Challenges: Cases like Hawai’i vs. the United States question the
legitimacy of annexation.
- Cultural and Environmental Preservation: Native-led efforts to protect
land, language, and traditions as acts of resistance.

---

Parallel Themes: Indigenous Sovereignty and
Overseas Federal Policies

The Hawaiian case exemplifies broader themes seen in other Indigenous
contexts under U.S. overseas influence:



- Sovereignty Denial: The imposition of external governance disregards
Indigenous self-determination.
- Cultural Suppression: Policies aiming at assimilation and erasure.
- Resource Exploitation: Economic interests often take precedence over
Indigenous rights.
- Legal Marginalization: Laws enacted without Indigenous consultation, often
invalidating traditional systems.

Similar patterns have been observed with Indigenous peoples in Puerto Rico,
Guam, and American Samoa, where U.S. federal policies have suppressed local
governance and cultural practices, with ongoing struggles for recognition and
autonomy.

---

Implications of the Example: Lessons from
Indigenous Hawaiian History

Understanding the Hawaiian example illuminates critical lessons about
Indigenous peoples' resistance and the nature of federal authority:

- Recognition of Indigenous Sovereignty: Legal and political recognition is
essential for genuine self-determination.
- Cultural Revival as Resistance: Efforts to preserve language and traditions
are vital acts of reclaiming identity.
- Legal Challenges as Strategies: Indigenous groups often use courts to
contest illegitimate sovereignty claims.
- The Role of International Law: Indigenous sovereignty issues intersect with
international human rights standards, offering avenues for advocacy.

---

Contemporary Challenges and Opportunities

While the Hawaiian sovereignty movement has gained momentum, numerous
challenges remain:

- Legal Barriers: The U.S. legal system often complicates sovereignty claims.
- Political Resistance: Federal and state governments may oppose increased
autonomy.
- Public Perception: Media narratives can influence public understanding of
Indigenous rights.
- Environmental Concerns: Land rights and environmental protection are
central to sovereignty efforts.

However, opportunities for progress include:



- Increased Awareness: Growing global recognition of Indigenous rights.
- Legal Precedents: Court rulings that acknowledge Indigenous interests.
- Cultural Revitalization: Empowering Native voices and traditions.
- International Support: Engagement with bodies like the United Nations.

---

Conclusion: Recognizing Indigenous Histories in
the Broader U.S. Overseas Federal Framework

The example of Native Hawaiians vividly illustrates the intersection of
Indigenous history with the broader dynamics of U.S. overseas federal
influence. It underscores the pattern of sovereignty denial, cultural
suppression, and resource exploitation that many Indigenous nations have
faced beyond mainland borders. Recognizing these histories is crucial in
understanding the ongoing struggles for self-determination and sovereignty.

The Hawaiian case also highlights the resilience of Indigenous
peoples—through cultural revival, legal activism, and political
organizing—continuing to challenge unjust structures. It reminds us that
Indigenous sovereignty is not just a matter of historical record but a
living, ongoing pursuit essential for justice, cultural survival, and respect
for Indigenous nations worldwide.

As the broader conversation around Indigenous rights expands, acknowledging
examples like Hawaii enriches our understanding and emphasizes the importance
of honoring Indigenous sovereignty both within and beyond U.S. borders. Only
through such recognition can true reconciliation and justice be achieved for
Indigenous peoples who have endured centuries of marginalization under
overseas federal policies.
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