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INDIANS VOICE CONCERNS

There is a growing movement on the part of indig-
enous peoples worldwide to re-claim both their land and
their traditions. At a recent United Nations forum, indig-
enous peoples were given an opportunity to voice their
concerns, with the possibility that these concerns will be
reviewed in the context of the UN’s official International
Year of Indigenous Peoples in 1993. This article may be
used with the Land and Freedom series in American His-
tory on Indian Land Ownership (#1) and Imperialism in
Central America (#16).

SHARE THE WEALTH -
RUSSIAN STYLE

Just a few years ago, if an article on Russia’s shift to
capitalism appeared in an American newspaper, it would
‘have been labeled an April Fool’s joke. Today, such an
article is taken for granted. The shift from communism to
a free - market economy is not an easy task. There are no
precedents for such a change. Only time will tell if their
planned voucher sysiem will work. This article relates to
two Iessons in the Land and Freedom series: World His-
tory - Emancipation of the Serfs(#9) and The Soviet5 Year
Plans (#12). This article can also be used in conjunction
with Self-Interest (#4) in the Economic Studies Series.

Supreme Court

Prepared by the US Supreme Court, this 32-page
booklet contains a brief history of the Court, its traditions
and procedures, and a brief illustrated bio of each of the
current Justices. Write to: Public nformation Office Su-
preme Court of the United States Washington,Dc 20543.

Plymouth Plantation

Although many of the pamphiets contain informa-
tion about visitations to the Plantation, a number of them
also give background period history of this historic site.
One booklet contains a map of the site plus short biogra-
phiesof some of the leading Pilgrims (such as Standish and
Alden}, plus an accurate description of various building
locations. Another booklet, A Field Guide to Field Trips,
deals with the Pilgrims world view, historical Archaeology
and objects of everyday use. Write fo: Plymouth Plantation,
PO BOX 1620, Plymouth, Mass. 02360.

Frer MarTerials For TEACHERS

Appomatiox

On April 9, 1865, General Robert E. Lee surren-
dered his men to U.S. Grant at the Appomattox Court
House. While some of the material in this brochure is
geared toward thissite asa visitor’scenter, itisworthwhile
reading for an encapsulation of the entire Civil War
period. Printed on a 16 x 23 inch poster, it highlights the
war at a glance, denoting the Eastern theatre on one side,
the Western on the other. Maps are also part of the
presentation. In addition, a short summary of last Civil
Warcampaign is provided aswell as information concern-
ingtwovideos--adocumentary and one entitled A Soldier’s
Diaries. Write fo: Appomuattox Court House National Histori-
cal Park, PO BOX 218, Appomattox, VA. 24522-0218.

Ulysses 8. Grant Memorial

The National Park Service will send limited sup-
plies of its materials, including the following: Facts and
Figures (detailed descriptions of the exterior and interior
of the memorial); Mosaic Murals and Benches; and
Claremont Inn (describes the legendary hotel that once
stood north of Grant’s tomb). In addition, the site bro-
chure summarizes the highlights of the life of General
Grant. Write to: US Dept. of Interior, National Park Service,
Manhattan Sites 26, Wall Street New York, NY 10005-1907.

National Aeronautics
and Space Administration

The NASA Educational Affairs Division can pro-
vide teachers with a variety of programs and materials.
covering awide range of top-
ics. One of the programs- the
Teacher Resource Center
Network - provides teachers
with videos, slides, audio
tapes and various publica-
tions, lesson and activities
guides. There are nine such
network-centers throughout
US, each one covering sev-
eral states. Write to: NASA,
John F, Kennedy Space Cen-
ter, Kennedy Space Center,
Florida 32889.
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Reprinted from The Christian Science Monitor
by Julia Michaels

Ithad beenalongwaitunderahot
afternoon sun, but someone inside had
vouched for them-and now 10 Brazilian
Indians were walking across the parking
lot towards the conference pavilion. The
photographers went into a clicking frenzy
over thewaythe Indians’colorful feather
headdresses, bare chests, swim trunks,
and rubber flip-flops combined with the
starched blue uniformsand policecaps of
the United Nations escort.

Once inside, the Indians clipped
their visitor passes onto their necklaces
and went through the security check.
Raoni, a chief of the Brazilian Caiap4
nation, climbed up onto one of the con-
crete planters decorating the pavilion’s
skylit central hail.

“We need our land demarcated.
We want to maintain our customs,” he
told the crowd of reporters. “We want to
tell you that for many, many years you've
been destroving the forests, and we're
goingtotell youthatwe'renot goingto let
you finish gutting all of our forest.” He
added that the Indians want the white
men to “leave us slone.” _

The visit of the 10 Brazilian Indi-
ans to the UN Conference on Environ-
ment and Development was brief and
brought no immediate action on the part
of delegates. But indigenous leaders say
the visit demonstrated that the native
peoplesofthe Southern Hemisphere are
finally beginning {0 break into world af-
fairs in their bid to seek justice.

“It was difficuit 1o get anything
from the UN [before now),” says Marcos
Terena, president of the Brasilia-based
Interiribal Commission, a nongovern-
mental group. “The South didn’t have
this tradition. 8o fwith the conference] a
new chanceopened up toworkwithin the
United Nations.... One day we’ll have a
seal there.”

For five minutes, Mr. Terena
spoke on indigenous peoples” concemns

at the conference plenary session. [twas -

the first time a UN forum had officially
taken up concerns of native peoples.
The UN conference did involve
the direct participation of indigenous
delegatesfrom developed countries, such
as Canada and Norway, but Costa Rica
was the only developing couniry with an
indigenous representative on its official
delegation. The imbalance parallels dif-

fering histories that today contribute to

different priorities.
“Indians in Brazil and Latin-
America are struggling for recognition

and the demarcation on theirland,” says
Lydia Luz,coordinator ofthe Pro-Indian
Commission, a Sdc Paulo nongovern-
mental group. “Butin the North theytalk
of sovereignty. They have demarcated
their land; for them the fundamental
question is political autonomy.” '

This difference was evident in
conversations with many native peoples
from avound the world whowere attend-
ing the official UN conference and its
parallel non-governmental meetings.
Mark Charfauros, whois from the 43,000~
population Chamoru nation on the is-
land of Guam, wants “ complete inde-
pendence from the United States,” which
he says has “ensiaved” Guam.

But for Pedro Indcio Pinheiro, a

chief of the Tukano, an equally small

nation whose members live in Brazil,
Colombia, and Perun, justice would be
upheld if the Brazilian government rec-
ognized his people’s right to their ances-
tral lands, thereby diminishing constant
conflictswithwhitesover fishing and lum-
bering.

“We say you came from outside.
We are the first owners of the earth, you
came later,” Mr. Pinheiro says that the
Tukano tell non-native intruders, “[but]
in the white man’s law you need docu-
ments.” The Tukano have been to see
federal officials about their problems
“more than 20times,” he adds, “and noth-
ing happened.”

Between the extremes of Guam
and the Amazon are peoples such as
Chile’s 2million Mapuche, most of whom
areliterate, thankstothe religiousschools
they attend. The Mapuches focus on
keeping strong their lively music, rituals,
and other traditions, but they also say
they want the government to return land
it confiscated from them in the Iast cen-
tury, provide them with agricultural as-
sistance and credits, offerbilingual educa-
tion, and end discrimination.

Indigenous peoplesmeeting here
managed to have some say at the United
KNations, despite decp splits among vari-
ousfactions. Because theycouldnot agree
on a single native-peoples’ event, at least
four different factions ran separate pro-
grams paralleling the UN conference,
ending with recommendations and de-
mands that were passed on to official
delegates.

The problem, explains Ms. Luz, is

thatmanytribeshavetraditionally warred

with one anocther and so have trouble
thinking in larger collective terms. “In
many native languages, the name of the
tribe means ‘people,’ as if they were the
only ones,” she says.

The Indians were also hampered
by the negative impact of a Brazilian
news-magazine report during the con-
ference that Caiapd chief Paulinho Paiaca
raped a young white woman in May. The
report diverted public attention from
other issues, some Indians said. The al-
leged crime also peinted up the confused
legal status of Indiansin Brazil and many
other countries; Brazilian law allows for
both federal- and local-government in-
volvement in such a case, while the local
tribal council said it preferred to deal on
its own with Mr. Paiaca.

By the end of the Earth Summit,
the native peoples’input,like muchofthe
language considered at the conference,
was watered down in efforts to reach
agreement betweeén North and South.
Térena says that the ferm “indigenous
peoples” was replaced with “indigenous
popuiations,” and that delegates axed a
proposed indigenous consultative body
to be set up under the UN segis with a $3
billion yearly budget.

Nevertheless, Agenda 21, a final
document containing aworld action pro-
gram, recognizes indigenous peoples as
fundamental elements in environmental
recovery and recommendsthe use of their
experience in sustainable environmental
management. It also ensures their rights
to their “habitats.”

Finally, it recommends that the
conference language concerning Indi-
ans be reviewed in the context of the
United Nations official International
Year of Indigenous Peoples in 1993.




Citizens of Russia To
Be Given Share of
State’s Wealth

MOSCOW, Sept. 30 - For its next
economic gamble, the Russian Govern-
ment will start issuing vouchers, worth
10,000 rubles each, to every man, woman
and child in the couniry on Thursday,
hoping that by year’s end, they will take
their share of state-owned industry and
invest it in the shaky beginnings of a capi-
talist system.

“This is the starting point of the
capitalisteducationof the Russian people,”
said Anatoly B. Chubais, the 33 year-old
Deputy Prime Minister in charge of
privatization, in an interview today,

According to the Government's
rosy scenario, over the next few months,
between'5,(00and 7,000 mediumandlarge
factories - about 60 to 70 percent of Rus-
sian industry - will reorganize themselves
asjoint-stock companies,in which citizens
can buy shares with, their vouchers or
cash. A 10,000-rublevoucheristhe equiva-
lent of about two months of an average
worker’s salary-about $40 at the current
exchange rate.

In the process, the scenario goes,
state companies will become private, fac-
tory directors will become major stock-
holders, and Russia’s reforms will get a
shot in the arm, as stock exchanges take
over where state subsidies left off.

Launched at a time when Acting
Prime Minister Yegor T. Gaidar and his
team of young economists are caughtin a
political struggle to keep the rest of their
economic program on track, the voucher
campaign is an attempt to win popular
support for what its architects call the
irreversible dismantling of the old Com-
munist system,.

But like other phases of Russia’s
economicreformprogram, thisonecomes
with uilt-in delays, and unanswered ques-
tions. Only 75 to 80 percent of the vouch-
ers will be distributed by the end of the
year, while trading in shares will not start
until Dec. 1. Even then, it is not clear how
many eligible factories will have
refashioned themselves into private com-
panies, ready to offer shares for cash or
vouchers.

Of all the problems facing Russia’s
grandiose privatization project, the big-
gest is public ignorance. In a recent poll,
published in Ekonimiika i Zhizn, 38 per-
cent of the respondents said they thought
the voucher program was “just a show-
piece, and assuch will not change anything.”

Ask Russians on the street what.
they are going to do with their vouchers,
and few, if any, have a clue. “You tell me
wherelcaninvestmyvoucher,”said Lyuba,

a30-year-old clerkin a fruit and vegetable
store. “How ean 1 find an enterprise thatis
not going bankrupt? If there were any
non-bankrupt enterprises, I’dinvestinone.
But Idon™ see any.”

For the 148 million Russian citi-
zens eligible to participate, the voucher
system will be something akin to a vast
Monopoly game, inwhich everyone gets a
ceriificatewith a 10,000-ruble face value at
the start. The vouchers may then be bought
and sold, with sorze people seeking to pool
voucheis - to buy a small store in their
neighborhood, for example - and others
secking to unload them quickly for cash.

But along with the vouchers, the
Government is issuing a warning to own-
ers not to buy or sell them too quickly
because their prices may vary. Some esti-
mate that they will have an initial value of
only 5,000 rubics, but others think the
vouchers'value may jumpto several times
their face value.

The vouchers are not legal tender
in the sense that theycan be cashedinata
bank. Butissuing them amounts to a huge
infusion of money,and there are fearsthat
this could fuel inflation.

Selling vouchers quickly - anyone,
including foreigners, can buy - is sure to
be a strong temptation for pensioners
and poor families struggling to survive
Russia’s latest inflationary binge and the
Government says about 35 percent of the
people will do just that. The vouchers may
not be used to make actual stock pur-
chases until later this year or next year.

The voucher sysiem is similar to
one that was introduced last year in
Czechoslovakia, where it was widely
praised in the more affiuent Czech lands.

But the system was also severely
criticized in the less well off Slovakre-
public,where many derided it as a capitai-
ist giveaway. Indeed, the criticism by
Vladimir Meciar, the populist Slovak
leader, became a factor in the breakup of
the 75-year-old Czechoslovak federation.

Despite these problems, Russian
leaderssaid theywere optimisticabout the
system here,

“Our goal isnot to make each citi-
zen of Russia a businessman,” said Mr.
Chubais today. “Our goal is to let each
citizen make his own choice.”

But, in the absence of any kind of
effective publiceducation campaign, most
Russians arc already swapping snide jokes
about vouchers, and “voucherization.”
Conservative newspapershave mounted a
campaign against them, mocking the
10,000-ruble sum - about $40 at the cur-
rent rate of exchange - as worth “two
weeks of a miner’s salary, or ten bags of
potatoes, or three cases of vodka, or in
dollars, ten cups of coffee in the West.”
“The Governmentrobbed the people with

rocketing inflation and is now trying to tip
them with a voucherworth a pair of shoes,
while the country is sold to local and for-
eign capitalists,” said the conservative
newspaper Den.

) A conservative parliamentary fac-
tion, Civic Society, published a statement
in the newspaper Pravda, saying, “This
illegal scheme will not hand out property
tothe people but will robthem and lead to
the laundening of mafia money.”

Others, including former President
Mikhail 8. Gorbachev, continue to argue

. thatstateindustriesshould be handed over

to workers’ collectives.

Mr. Gorbachevsaid at anews con-
ference on Tuesday that the voucher plan
wasweak and “will only alienate people.”
He said: “I think it is a sham. I think it is
deceiving people.”

M. Chubais dismisses the opposi-
tion as a last-ditch effort by the Comnmu-
nist old guard. .

“Theirmotivesare crystal clearand
they pursue only one goal,” he said at a
recent press conference. “The Commu-
nists and those who stand behind thesm
understand full weil that the distribution
of property to the people, popular
privatization, signifies the death of the
command economy.”

The value of the vouchers was
based on an assessment of fixed capital, as
of January 1992, roughly divided by Rus-
sia’s population, which is 150 million. The
figure for Government property nation-
ally is 1.4 1rillion rubles, a sum that is
considered a fraction of the post-inflation
value.

The vouchers, now being distrib-
uted on a regional basis through local
savings banks, are the most visible, but not
the most significant part of the privati-
zation program., More important is the
restructuring of the factories themselves,
where workers and more particularly
managets are being offeredhealthyincen-
tives to take their corpanies private.

Mr. Chubais said today that of the
companies required 10 privatize - defined
as those with more than 1,000 employees
or a fixed capital of more than 50 million
rubies - about 41 percent had already
submitted their plans for corporatization.

Of these, he said half had chosen
the Government’s so-called first option,
which allows employees to get blocks of
shares free or at discounted values, while
reserving the bulk, or 60 percent, for pub-
lic sales, The other half had chosen the
second option, which allowsmanagersand
employeesto buy 51 percent of the enter-
prise outright, but at 1.7 times the book
value of the shares,

Mr. Chubais said today that he has
not received complaints from factory di-
rectors protesting (continued next page)



the privatization plan. On the contrary, he
said, a number of directors from enter-
prises excluded from this year’s
privatization, including the energy sectors,
partsofthe military-industrial complexand
many other categories, are pleading to be
allowed mto the program.

The Government is choosing to
overiook those enterprises that in recent
months “privatized” themselves, dis-
tributing sharesexclusively among clirrent
employeeson the basisofoften dubiousinter-
pretationsof contradictorylaws and decrees.

Underthe Governiment'sfirstoption,
factory managers, a group that typically
numberslessthan 1Gpeople, areentitled to
buy 5 percent of shares at book value. This
offer is widely considered to be the key to
their cooperation in a plan that will ulti-

mately break their lifeline to state-coffers:-

The danger is for factories now on
the verge of bankruptey, which in recent
months have once again become depen-
dent on large injections of Government
credits, issued by a sympathetic Russian
Central Bank. A new law on bankruptey,
now being fought over in the Russian Par-
liament, is critical if privatization is to suc-
ceed, since onlythen will industrial manag-
ers understand the meaning of success or
failure in market terms.

Already,exceptionsare beingmade
for some of the giant factories that for
decades dominated Soviet industrial output.

But “it is in our interests that our
sharesdontfallinto thehands ofthose who
trade vodka,” said ZIE’s deputy director,
Viktor V. Novikov. - Celestine Bohlen

Reprinted from the New York Times

The Economy in Pictures!

1. What title would you give to this
cartoon?

2. What do the various figures mean?

3. How does the service economy differ
from the economy depicted in the car-
toon?

4. What is Uncle Sam doing to the tax-
payer?

5.How seriousisthe deficit probleminthe

United States? Cite some fgures.

1. What title would you give to this
cartoon?
2. What do the four pictures show?
3. Why do people seem to have such a
negative view of economists?
4. Give some examplesof datathat econo-
mists use to judge the economic condi-
tions of the nation.
5. Are you more inclined to agree or
disagree with the meaning of this car-
toon?
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