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Andrew Jackson and the Indians: A Continuing Saga
Much has been written about Andrew Jackson’s
treatment of Native Americans who resided in the Southwest. There are at least a few items that historians know
for certain: Jackson led a series of campaigns against
the Creek Indians in 1813-14, and against the Seminoles
in 1818. In all of these engagements, Jackson and his
troops, though meeting a determined and tough foe,
achieved victory and crushed their opponents. The Battle of Horseshoe Bend was, quite literally, a slaughter. At
the Treaty of Fort Jackson in 1814, the iron general forced
both enemy and allied Creeks to turn over vast amounts
of land that fueled the future cotton kingdom. Andrew
Jackson’s victories signaled the end of the Native American way of life in this region. Few historians will argue
over these points.

the massacre at Fort Mims and ultimately forced them
from their lands to create a much-needed buffer zone between the Natives and the troublesome Spanish and English forces that fomented Indian uprisings. Jackson of
course knew that removal of the Indians would enrich
whites, but that was not his primary goal in going to war,
these historians conclude.
The lines on these two points of view are well documented and rigidly drawn. They extend on one side
from Michael Paul Rogin’s often-quoted Fathers & Children (1975) to Jeanne and David Heidler’s Old Hickory’s
War (1996), as well as the recently released Passions of
Andrew Jackson (2003) by Andrew Burstein. On the other
side comes the ubiquitous Robert Remini, The Legacy of
Andrew Jackson: Essays on Democracy, Indian Removal,
and Slavery (1988), and more recently Remini’s Andrew
Jackson and His Indian Wars (2001), as well as John
Buchanan’s Jackson’s Way: Andrew Jackson and the People of the Western Waters (2001).

The disputed question is one of motivation. Was Jackson a malevolent Indian hater, a destroyer of Indian culture who was bent on extinguishing Native Americans
from the earth? Was he a prototype Hitler engaged in
his own American Holocaust? Was his dual intent to
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