


west left and Ca5 on the east right) are not near to any known historic town along the 

Apalachicola River.  These sites also did not produce much Chattahoochee Brushed 

pottery, with three sherds and one sherd, respectively. 

 
 

Figure 5.3 Ocheeses and Ca8 and Ca43. 
 
 

Continuing north about a mile and a half was the probable location of the town of 

Hyhappo (Savannah), 1778.  This Muskogee-speaking town coincides with the 

archaeological site Ja417 (Figure 5.4).   Again, the locations of the towns are based on 

descriptions written in the mid-seventeenth century and early eighteenth century.  The 

Thick Greenbriar site, Ja417, is a known Fort Walton (late prehistoric) site that has been 

extensively excavated and has produced only six sherds of Chattahoochee Brushed 

pottery.  Of those, only one was recovered from excavations and was very shallow 

(White 2000:212-213).  The Thick Greenbriar site may not be the location of the 
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Hyhappo (Savannah) town but it was probably the occupants of that historic town (yet to 

be discovered archaeologically) who dropped those six sherds at what we call today the 

Thick Greenbriar site. 

 
 

Figure 5.4 Hyhappo (Savannah) and Ja417. 
 
 

The next town is Tamatles (Tomatly or Tomathli), with Muskogee-speakers.  It is 

located five and a half miles north of Hyhappo.  Based on the town description, it 

probably overlaps with Ja409 and Ja391 (Figure 5.6).  These sites are located within the 

boundaries of the Mulatto King and Emathlochee Reservation, 1823.  On the other side of 

the river, still relatively close to these sites but not necessarily related to Tamatles, are 

Gd137, Gd279, and Gd280.   
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Figure 5.5 Tamatles and Ja409 and Ja391. 
 
 

  Wekivas, a town of Muskogee-speakers, is approximately six miles north of the 

Florida/Georgia boundary at the confluence of the Apalachicola, Chattahoochee, and 

Flint Rivers.  Again, the historic towns are approximations in location based on the 

historic description, so Ja25 may be the location of Wekivas, even though they are not 

matched up perfectly on the map (Figure 5.6). 

The following historic towns have been previously associated with archaeological 

sites from earlier surveys.  My research confirms this information while adding some new 

data.    

Emasses (Emusses or Yamassees) is contemporaneous with and located near 

Tock-to-ethla, recorded in 1818, which is the town used as the base point from which 

Econchatimico’s Reservation (Figure 5.7) was measured.  Archaeological sites associated 
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Figure 5.6 Wekivas and Ja25. 
 

 
 

Figure 5.7 Econchatimico’s Reservation and Ja309, Ja270, Ja32, Ja31, Ja30, and Ja27. 
 

108 
 



113 
 

Of the original 38 sites identified archaeologically as Lower Creek/Seminole, 

eight sites do not contain Chattahoochee Brushed pottery:  Ca8, Ca11, Fr365, Fr369, 

Fr798, Ja27, Ja278, and Ja409 (Table 5.2 [note that Tables 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4 are more 

general categories for artifacts; Chapter Four has more extensive listing]).  Of these eight 

sites, there are three that do contain indeterminate brushed or roughened:  Fr365, Fr369, 

and Fr798.  That means that there were four sites that did not contain either 

Chattahoochee Brushed or brushed/roughened pottery:  Ca11, Ja27, Ja278, and Ja409.  

For Ja27, Bullen (1950) reports English stoneware and notes that its location is within the 

boundaries of Econchatimico’s Reservation, so I am confident in labeling it Lower 

Creek/Seminole.  Ja278 is within the cluster of sites designating the historic town 

Ekanachatte and also has Euro-American materials.  Ja409 had one sherd of Ocmulgee 

Fields Incised another diagnostic type indicating a Lower Creek presence.  As for Ca11, I 

removed it from the USF database of Creek/Seminole sites. 

Of the 38 original sites identified archaeologically, nineteen (or 50%) have no 

Euro-American artifacts:  Ca5, Ca8, Ca11, Ca27, Ca43, Fr365, Fr369, Gd137, Gd279, 

Gd280, Ja5, Ja25, Ja37, Ja52, Ja60, Ja270, Ja272, Ja391, and Ja409 (Tables 5.3 and 5.4).  

The Thick Greenbriar site, Ja417, has been left off of this list as it contains Euro-

American artifacts but is clearly associated with an earlier historic (protohistoric) 

component.  Of the sites that do contain Euro-American artifacts, whiteware and 

stoneware are the most common ceramics, while black glass and clear glass are the most 

common types of glass found. The most common Euro-American artifact, at nearly 20%  
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Table 5.2 Native American ceramics from Lower Creek/Seminole sites in the Project 
Area* 
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Ca5 1         3      
Ca6¹ 5 8 1  1   31 14 1      
Ca8  1      16  7   6   
Ca26 2       4        
Ca27 8       5  7      
Ca34 3       4  3      
Ca43 4       2  2     1 
Ca149¹ 2 7   1   35     3   
Fr365  1     2         
Fr369  1    3          
Fr798²  104            188  
Gd137 X               
Gd279 3         6   1   
Gd280 4 2    1  26  77   9 1 1 
Ja5 3 1 11   24  24      3  
Ja25 10     1        3  
Ja27**        93        
Ja30¹ 9       1   6     
Ja31¹ 24       9   1     
Ja32 3               
Ja37¹ 3       13   1     
Ja44¹ 33  1     16   3     
Ja45² 16

7  1 3 7 6 6 17  63 130 1    
Ja48 36    1   24  2 17     
Ja49¹ 28       5   11     
Ja50¹ 9  1     52  1 15  1   
Ja51 16  2     7        
Ja52 16       10        
Ja60 X               
Ja270¹ 5          3     
Ja272 1       2  1 9     
Ja278**        134   4     
Ja296¹ 9       1  14 10     
Ja309¹ 1               
Ja391 1 2              
Ja409     1   1  1      
Ja417² 6               

*Materials recovered from surface collection unless otherwise specified 
**Sites that are labeled Creek/Seminole based on criteria other than diagnostic aboriginal ceramics 
x Chattahoochee Brushed pottery reported for these sites but not examined for this research 
¹ Shovel testing conducted at site 
² Extensive excavations conducted at site 
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Table 5.3 Euro-American ceramics from Lower Creek/Seminole sites within the Project 
Area* 
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Ca5              
Ca6¹    2  1  1  4 4   
Ca8              
Ca26      2        
Ca27              
Ca34 5  4 7  1  1  7 44 3  
Ca43              
Ca149¹    3   1  1 6 2 2 2 
Fr365              
Fr369              
Fr798²  20      4   20 2  
Gd137              
Gd279              
Gd280              
Ja5              
Ja25              
Ja27        10      
Ja30¹    1    4      
Ja31¹ 1 2      5      
Ja32        1      
Ja37¹              
Ja44¹        43  1 1   
Ja45² 2 2  1    1  11 11   
Ja48           1   
Ja49¹        3 1 7  2  
Ja50¹    1    3  1    
Ja51        3      
Ja52              
Ja60              
Ja270¹              
Ja272              
Ja278 1   2          
Ja296¹          1    
Ja309¹           6   
Ja391              
Ja409              
Ja417²              
              

*Materials recovered from surface collection unless otherwise specified 
¹ Shovel testing conducted at site 
² Extensive excavations conducted at site 
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Table 5.4 Glass and other remaining materials recovered from Lower Creek/Seminole 
sites within the Project Area* 
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Ca5                           
Ca6¹ 3  4                 1    
Ca8                         5 
Ca26          1              3 
Ca27                           
Ca34 2  1  9  1  2  2  1     32 
Ca43                           
Ca149¹                      2  3 
Fr365                           
Fr369                           
Fr798²    29        192        4160  54 
Gd137                           
Gd279                         4 
Gd280                         7 
Ja5                         96 
Ja25                         3 
Ja27                         50 
Ja30¹ 1  1                    79 
Ja31¹                         3 
Ja32                         117 
Ja37¹                         38 
Ja44¹    4                    133 
Ja45² 28        2           11  135 
Ja48                         193 
Ja49¹             1           261 
Ja50¹    1                    71 
Ja51                         53 
Ja52                         62 
Ja60                           
Ja270¹ 1                         
Ja272                         17 
Ja278 1                       226 
Ja296¹ 1                       17 
Ja309¹                           
Ja391                           
Ja409                         25 
Ja417²                           

*Materials recovered from surface collection unless otherwise specified 
¹ Shovel testing conducted at site 
² Extensive excavations conducted at site 
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of the sites, is black glass, representing liquor bottles.  This black glass has a deep green 

hue and may include the many green glass fragments at Negro Fort/Fort Gadsden site,  

Fr798.   Other Euro-American materials include metal items, military paraphernalia, 

bricks, pipe fragments, etc.; most of this came from excavations at the Fr798.   

There are fourteen sites that contain both Chattahoochee Brushed pottery and 

Euro-American materials:  Ca26, Ca34, Ca149, Ja30, Ja31, Ja32, Ja44, Ja45, Ja48, Ja49, 

Ja50, Ja51, Ja296, and Ja309.  Most of these sites fall within the archaeological site 

clusters that are associated with known historic towns, including the following:  Blunt 

and Tuski Hajo’s Reservation and Ca26, Ca34, and Ca149; Econchatimico’s Reservation 

and Ja30, Ja31, Ja32, and Ja309; Ekanachatte and Ja44, Ja45, Ja48, Ja49, Ja50 and Ja51.  

Ja296 was the only site that had both types of artifacts and was not associated with a 

historic town.   

Based on my research, the Lower Creek/Seminole label will be removed from one 

site in the USF database, Ca11.  Ca11 was only labeled in the USF database and not on 

the original site form.  It did not contain brushed pottery and is not located near a 

historically-recorded town.  There is no evidence to support this site’s having a Lower 

Creek/Seminole occupation, and this designation must have been a typographical error.   

There are two other sites in question, Fr365 and Fr369.  These sites are located on 

St. Vincent Island in the Apalachicola River delta.  I was a little suspicious of these sites 

as they are not near any of the other Lower Creek/Seminole sites, but Miller et al (1980) 

reported one Chattahoochee Brushed sherd at each site.  After further investigation in the 

FSU collection, as described earlier, the sherds were determined not to be Chattahoochee 
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Brushed.  They did however have brush strokes on them and have been relabeled 

indeterminate brushed sherds.  Although I am not removing them from the list of Lower 

Creek/Seminole sites, they are not likely from a long-term settlement or town. 

  Aside from Chattahoochee Brushed pottery and Euro-American trade goods, 

Ocmulgee Fields ceramics are present at Upper Creek sites (Dickens and Chapman 1978: 

390).  In fact, the presence of Ocmulgee Fields ceramics may indicate if a settlement was 

permanent.  The Chattahoochee Brushed pottery was a utilitarian pottery but the 

Ocmulgee Fields was a nicer, a more time-consuming pottery to design.  A study 

conducted by Dickens and Chapman (1978) tested two contemporaneous Upper Creek 

sites, Nuyaka and Tohopeka in Alabama.  Nuyaka was established in 1777 as a 

permanent settlement.  Tohopeka was established in the winter of 1813 as a temporary 

settlement during the Creek Wars.  Their findings were that more Ocmulgee Fields 

ceramics were found at permanent settlements as compared with temporary sites 

(Dickens and Chapman 1978:397). 

Five sites within my project area contain Ocmulgee Fields ceramics:  Ca6, Ca149, 

Ja45, Ja48, and Ja409.  These archaeological sites are associated with historically-

recorded towns as follows:  Ehawhohasles and Ca6; Blunt and Tuski Hajo’s Reservation 

and Ca149; Ekanachatte and Ja45 and Ja48; Mulatto King and Emathlochee’s 

Reservation and Ja409.  Three historic towns agree with Dickens and Chapman (1978) in 

that they are permanent sites and contain Ocmulgee Fields pottery. 

 Gordon Willey and William Sears (1952:11) discovered, while working on the 

Kasita Site on the Lower Chattahoochee River at the Fort Benning Military Reservation 
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near Columbus, Georgia, that non-shell-tempered brushed pottery and red-painted pottery 

were specific representations of the Upper Creeks in the late eighteenth century.  Foster 

(2004:68) examined archaeological phases in Georgia.  He learned that, in the lower 

Chattahoochee River Valley, in southern Georgia (home of the Lower Creeks or Hitchiti 

speakers), from about 1550-1650, pottery types were primarily shell and grit-tempered 

Lamar ceramics.  By the early 1700s through the early 1800s, there was a decrease in 

shell-tempering and an increase in grit-tempering in the lower Chattahoochee River 

Valley (Worth 2000:286).  By this time, the Yamassee War was occurring in Georgia.  

The Lower Creeks were moving away from the lower Chattahoochee River and into 

Florida around the Tallahassee region, while the Upper Creeks, or Muskogee speakers, 

were actually moving into the lower Chattahoochee River Valley (Wright 1986:2).  If 

Upper Creeks made non-shell-tempered pottery, this may be why there was a decrease in 

frequency of shell-tempering in the lower Chattahoochee River Valley.  The area that 

Foster (2004) refers to as the lower Chattahoochee River is a couple hundred miles north 

of the project area in this thesis.  A Creek presence is suggested by brushed pottery.  If a 

larger percentage of shell-tempering occurred than grit-tempering within the ceramic 

assemblage, a Lower Creek presence is suggested, while a larger percentage of grit-

tempering may indicate an Upper Creek presence at sites that occur in the 1700s and 

early 1800s.    

In the lowest part of the Chattahoochee and the Apalachicola Rivers, the project 

area for this thesis, south of the region Foster (2004) is researching, there is little shell 
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tempering.  In Table 5.5 I have calculated the percentage of diagnostic artifacts within the 

entire artifact assemblage known for each site (as listed in Chapter Four). 

 

Table 5.5 Percentages of different artifact types from possible Creek-component 
materials at sites within the Project Area 
 

  
Chattahoochee 
Brushed 

brushed/ 
roughened 

Euro‐
American  Lamar 

shell‐
tempered 

grit‐
tempered  other 

Ca5  25  75 
Ca6 6  11  25  1  58 
Ca8 3  20  77 
Ca11 70  30 
Ca26 17  25  58 
Ca27 40  35  25 
Ca34 2  68  2  28 
Ca43 44  22  34 
Ca149 3  10  28  0  59 
Fr365 33  67 
Fr369 25  75 
Fr798 2  93  4  1 
Gd137 
Gd279 23  46  35 
Gd280 3  2  >1  60  3 
Ja5 2  7  2  89 
Ja25 59  18  23 
Ja27 7  93 
Ja30 9  7  84 
Ja31 53  18  20  9 
Ja32 2  1  97 
Ja37 5  95 
Ja44 14  21  65 
Ja45 28  10  1  10  51 
Ja48 13  1  86 
Ja49 9  4  87 
Ja50 6  1  4  1  88 
Ja51 20  2  4  74 
Ja52 18  82 
Ja60 
Ja270 56  11  33 
Ja272 3  3  94 
Ja278 1  99 
Ja296 17  4  26  53 
Ja309 14  86 
Ja391 33  67 
Ja409 4  96 
Ja417 100 
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Of the 38 sites only 5 sites contained shell-tempered pottery:  Ca43, Fr798, 

Gd280, Ja5 and Ja25.  Each site had only a small percentage of the total artifacts that was 

shell tempered pottery: <1%, 4%, <1%, 2%, and 18% respectively.  However, calculated 

as a percentage of aboriginal ceramics, shell-tempered pottery makes up 11% at Ca43, 

64% at Fr798, <1% at Gd280, 5% at Ja5, and 23% at Ja25.  Considering that it is 

uncommon for the historic Native Americans living along the Apalachicola River to 

temper their pottery with shell, these numbers are a little more significant.   

The largest percentage of shell-tempered pottery from the aboriginal ceramics 

occurred at Fr798, the Negro Fort (later Fort Gadsden) site.  There were 188 sherds of 

shell-tempered pottery recovered from this site.  Griffin (1950:260) reports that along 

with Lower Creek Indians and escaped African and African-American slaves, the fort 

was also occupied by Choctaw Indians who came from farther west, outside northwest 

Florida.  The Choctaw Indians prehistorically made shell-tempered pottery, which is 

typical Mississippian ceramics.  This probably accounts for the large number of shell-

tempered pottery sherds at Fr798, a high percentage that is seen nowhere else in the 

project area. 

All of the sites within the project are contain some grit-tempered pottery, as that is 

a common temper in the Apalachicola River Valley.  It is interesting to note that the 

Kasita Site, an Upper Creek site excavated by Gordon Willey, contained 28.7% 

Chattahoochee Brushed pottery (percentage of the total number of artifacts).  At Neal’s 

Landing, Ja45, the most extensively excavated site in my project area, Chattahoochee 

Brushed pottery was 28% of the total artifacts and there was no shell-tempered pottery.  It 
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should also be noted that most of the artifact information from the 38 sites within my 

project area is mostly based on surface collections.  Materials collected, even based on 

shovel testing, do not provide enough control for an unbiased assessment of artifacts 

(Foster 2007:76).  That said, I can suggest that the Creeks settling on the lower 

Chattahoochee and Apalachicola Rivers were Upper Creeks who made non-shell-

tempered, brushed pottery. 

Settlement Patterns  

In the late prehistoric Fort Walton period, archaeological sites are spread fairly 

evenly up and down the Apalachicola and lower Chattahoochee Rivers (Marrinan and 

White 2007).  The sites with Creek/Seminole components do not share this characteristic.  

These sites cluster in five areas with gaps in between.  The southernmost cluster is that of 

the Blunt and Tuski Hajo Reservation around river mile 74 of the Apalachicola.  The next 

cluster is at Ocheeses around river mile 93 of the Apalachicola.  Mulatto King and 

Emathlochee’s Reservation is the next cluster at river mile 103 of the Apalachicola.  

Then there is Econchatimico’s Reservation at river mile 10 of the Chattahoochee.  

Finally, the town of Ekanachatte has the last cluster of sites at river mile 24 of the 

Chattahoochee.  In between these clusters of sites, are single, isolated sites.  These are 

probably shorter-occupation campsites, while the clusters represent more permanent 

settlements. 

Besides the fact that these sites occur in clusters, most of the Creek/Seminole sites 

are located only in the northern half of the Apalachicola River and on the west bank. This 

is a very distinctive settlement pattern that requires explanation.  The southern half of the 



Apalachicola River Valley is mainly swamp.  Figure 5.10 shows that the light colored 

farmland does not extend below the south part of Calhoun County today.  Although the 

area may have been used for hunting, it would not have provided good farm land.  The 

same kind of environmental explanation may hold with the east bank of the river.  The 

landscape throughout Liberty County is steep bluffs and ravines (see Figure 5.10).  Again 

this would not be a good spot for a settlement for the Creeks and Seminoles who had 

become reliant on agriculture.   

 
 

Figure 5.10 Aerial photo of the Apalachicola River. 
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Another contributing factor to the location of the sites may be that the mission 

road from west Florida over to St. Augustine that ran through the forks area at the top of 

the Apalachicola River.  This would have been a strategic place for trade as well as a 

route on which to travel east and west.  Also, the Florida-Georgia border was important 

for the Native Americans.  On one side, they were under British control and on the other, 

Spanish control.  Even later, it meant the difference of being under American control.  As 

stated earlier in this thesis, many Native American groups, especially the Creeks, moved 

across the border for better trade relations or just to be left alone. 

With that said, I can ask why would the Creeks/Seminoles want to go even as far 

downriver as modern day Blountstown, the southernmost cluster of sites which is over 25 

river miles from the forks?  Prior to the First Seminole War, there was a small town 

located there in which Blunt was one of the leaders. It is unknown how or why Blunt was 

there in the first place, although two major Fort Walton mound centers, Yon and Cayson, 

are located there (Marrinan and White 2007).  When he was to be put on a reservation, 

the Americans chose that area to place the boundaries.  The location was probably not 

meant to be permanent as far as the Creeks were concerned, but the government made it 

as such.  

There are a few anomalies in the data set.  The first are the two sites on St. 

Vincent Island.  St. Vincent Island is in the Apalachicola River delta.  This means that the 

sites are at river mile 0 of the Apalachicola while, aside from Fr798 (see below), the first 

cluster of sites starts at river mile 72 of the Apalachicola.  Although the St. Vincent sites 

contained no Chattahoochee Brushed pottery, they did each contain one sherd of 
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indeterminate brushed pottery.  This may be from a campsite but more information is 

needed to conclude this. 

Negro Fort/Fort Gadsden, Fr798, is located at river mile 19-20 of the 

Apalachicola.  The site was originally a trading post on Prospect Bluff.  Later a fort, 

Negro Fort, was built by the British and was home to escaped slaves and Lower Creeks 

and Choctaw Indians (Griffin 1950).  As stated above, the farthest south the clusters of 

Creek/Seminole sites lie is river mile 72.  Fr798 is still quite a ways south, over 50 river 

miles, from this cluster.  As the site was chosen by the British, they may have traveled up 

the Apalachicola River from the Gulf of Mexico to the first high ground amid the swamp 

that is the south half of the river.  At this point only 19 miles upriver, travelers would still 

have the tide to assist them in navigating to this bluff.  The presence of this British-made 

fort is apparently the only reason that Creeks ever settled in the lower Apalachicola River 

Valley. 
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Chapter Six: Summary Statements 
 
 

During the 1700s, many struggles were taking place in Georgia.  The English 

were trading not only for goods but also for native slaves.  For this reason, Native 

Americans were forced to move farther south to trade with the Spanish.  Also the 

Yamassee War and the Creek Wars were driving both the Upper and the Lower Creeks 

into Florida.  The Lower Creeks, specifically Cowkeeper’s group and others, moved to 

the Alachua area.  The Upper Creeks, Muskogee-speakers, may have been the ones to 

come into Florida along the Apalachicola River.  The earliest Creek town recorded in my 

project area was 1778.   

At some point in the late 1700s, Native Americans in Florida were being referred 

to as Seminoles. The term “Seminole” was almost used as the term “Floridian” is used 

today; those who live there are given that name no matter where they came from.  The 

three governments that dominate Florida history, the Spanish, the English, and the 

Americans, did not necessarily distinguish the separate Native Americans.  If they did, it 

was to single out those groups loyal to the government and those who could not be 

trusted.  During the Seminole Wars, the Indians migrated, or were forced, south while 

some were removed from Florida completely.   

In this thesis, I initially set out to investigate the Seminole Indians from some of 

their early historic settlements in northwest Florida.  With my research area being the 
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Apalachicola River Valley and the lowest 25 miles of the west bank of the Chattahoochee 

River Valley, I realized that determining from which Native American groups the 

Seminole Indians derived was too large of a question for this thesis.  My focus switched 

to research that would contribute to investigating from which groups of people the 

Seminole Indians derive.    

The first step was to compile a list of historic Creek or Seminole towns within the 

project area. The historic town locations on the map are approximations based on written 

descriptions.  I made note of what years these towns were being recorded.  It was 

interesting that although the terms Lower Creek, Upper Creek, Creek, and Seminole are 

distinctive groups of people, most of the Europeans used these terms interchangeably.  

What the Europeans did distinguish was the language, Hitchiti or Muskogee.  It is 

understood that the Hitchiti language was originally spoken by those inhabitants of the 

lower Chattahoochee River Valley, the Lower Creeks, while Muskogee was spoken by 

the Upper Creeks (Worth 2000: 272).  The towns that I researched that were within the 

project area had Muskogee-speaking Native Americans living there.  (Whether Hitchiti-

speaking Lower Creeks were represented by earilier, protohistoric sites that produced 

Lamar pottery is a separate research issue [Marrinan and White 2007]). 

Next, I compiled data from the archaeological sites recorded from years of survey.  

The locations of these sites are based on Global Positioning System (GPS) data points.  I 

put both the historic town locations and the archaeological site locations on a map to see 

if they matched up.  There turned out to be five clusters of sites that overlapped the 

historic town locations.  These included the Blunt and Tuski Hajo’s Reservation, 
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Ocheeses, Mulatto King and Emathlochee’s Reservation, Econchatimico’s Reservation, 

and Ekanachatte.  There were a few towns and a few archaeological sites that did not 

match up.  These sites were located between these clusters of sites.  These clusters seem 

to represent a new settlement patterns for the historic Native Americans as compared to 

those of the prehistoric Native Americans who lived in this same area.  In the late 

prehistoric Fort Walton period, the natives had mound centers with concentrated, large 

populations that did not spread out far.  Also these centers and other large villages 

without mounds seem to be located all along the project area.  The Creek/Seminole sites 

investigated in this thesis are in the north half of the Apalachicola and lower 

Chattahoochee Rivers, with few exceptions, and on the west bank.  It is possible that the 

swamp land in the southern valley and the steep ravines and bluffs on the east bank were 

not suitable for farming and not attractive to these native migrants.  By the time historic 

groups were settling in the project area, they had come to rely on agriculture and cattle 

herding done in European ways.  Also, the clustering of sites shows that some of these 

towns are spread out over almost three river miles, unlike the prehistoric mound centers 

and villages.   

The last step in my research was to examine the cultural materials from the sites. 

As most of the archaeological sites were labeled as Creek or Seminole based on presence 

of Chattahoochee Brushed pottery, it was interesting to find that there were four sites that 

did not contain that ceramic type.  All except for Ca11 were located within a cluster of 

Creek/Seminole sites that had been previously identified as being associated with a 

known Creek town and had Euro-American cultural materials.  After further research, 
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Ca11 was removed from the list of 38 archaeological sites labeled as Creek/Seminole.  It 

did not contain any artifacts that are diagnostic of Creeks or Seminoles and was not 

located near any of the historic towns.  As the USF database was the only source that 

contained this label, it was probably a typographical error. 

Previous studies on Creek sites north of the project area (Foster 2007) have 

suggested that shell tempering of ceramics is a marker for Lower Creeks.  Foster noticed 

that in the lower Chattahoochee River Valley, over a hundred miles north of this project 

area, the shell-tempering of the ceramics decreased as the Lower Creeks moved out and 

the Upper Creeks moved into the area.  If this is the case, then Creek sites with a large 

percentage of shell-tempered ceramics may be, in fact, those of Lower Creeks, while 

Creek sites with a little or no shell-tempering may be those of Upper Creeks.   

There are five sites within my project area that contain shell-tempered pottery.  As 

a percentage of the entire artifact assemblage, the shell-tempering is minute.  As a 

percentage of just the aboriginal ceramics, the shell tempering at Fr798 stands out.  This 

site is the location of the Negro Fort.  As Griffin (1950) stated, Choctaws were also 

occupying the fort.  Prehistorically, the Choctaw Indians made predominately shell-

tempered pottery which can account for so much being at this site and nowhere else in the 

valley.  Ja25 also had a larger percentage compared to the rest of the sites.  Further 

research may help explain why this site would contain more shell-tempered ceramics.  

Perhaps it was a homestead of a more foreign family who had come to join the Creeks. 

Many of the sites contained Euro-American cultural materials.  Aside from 

stoneware, black glass was the most frequently occurring material.  As most of these sites 
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were only surface-collected, it is hard to say if these materials belonged to the Native 

Americans or from Europeans in the area.  What is known is that these black glass sherds 

represent liquor bottles.  With liquor being represented at almost 20% of the sites, it was 

probably a major part of life in this area during the late 1700s and early 1800s. 

Although most of these sites were only surface collected, there is some evidence 

from shovel testing and extensive excavation.  From both my own shovel testing and the 

few excavated sites, we know that these Creek sites are shallow.  Most of the artifacts 

were discovered at or above 30 centimeters below the surface.  There were few features, 

with the most being at the Neals Landing site, Ja45, which was also the most extensively 

excavated, and the location of a historic boat landing (Franks and Yakubik 1987).   

Although ethnogenesis was too large of a topic for this thesis, I hope I have made 

contributions toward it.  It seems that the historic Creeks living on the Apalachicola River 

and lowest 25 miles of the Chattahoochee River, were not here until the late 1700s.  Most 

of the sites are in clusters with the towns spread out over many miles.  Also, there may be 

evidence to suggest that these Creeks are not Lower Creeks as originally labeled.  They 

may, in fact, be Upper Creeks.  At this point in time, the term Seminole was being used 

for these groups living in the project area as well as the terms Lower Creek, Upper Creek, 

and Creek. 

Of course, future research could help determine why the historic groups are 

settling in these patterns.  Also, more research needs to be conducted to further support 

the hypothesis that these Native Americans were originally Upper Creeks.  Finally, was 

liquor really as important as these data suggest and who was drinking it?  The Seminole 



131 
 

Indians have a very interesting past which is deeply intertwined with that of the Creeks.  

As always, with new discoveries, new understandings of our past unfold. 
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