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SURVIVAL INTERNATIONAL X CULTURAL SURVIVAL AND THE BODY SHOP

Documentos que explicitam a rivalidade existente entre as organizagdes Survival
International, Cultural Survival e The Body Shop International PLC, tendo como pano de
fundo a discusséo sobre a viabilidade da exploracédo do 6leo da castanha do Paréd em terras
Kaiapd.

Documentos:

- Press Release da Survival International - 15/06/92;

- Dossier "Fruits of the Harvest" da Survival International - 06/92;

- Carta de Jason para Jordana (ambos da Cultural Survival) - 05/07/92;

- Carta da Cultural Survival para os editores da New Statesman & Society, 17/09/92;

- Artigo do New Statesman & Society intitulado "The Lynching os Paiakan: part 2", 18/09/92;
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'‘RainfofCst harvcsi' projccts harm, not help, indian communities
Survival International voiccs misgivings aboul Body Shop and Cultural Survival

The so-called 'rainlbresl harvest* has received much allention recenily and is advcrlised as being of
great benefit to foresi conservalion and to Ibrest dwellers. Although it does nol opjxise marketing
Ibr tribal pooplesy;<r se, Survival Inlemational lias grave reservations alxiul lhe currem ‘rainlbresl
hurvesi' concepi, boih in iheory and practice. Survival is panicularly ameemed lhal il is scriously
divening alieiuioit Irom Lhe real and urgem problems lacing tribal pcoples loday. In .some
circumsiances lhe 'rainlbresl harvest' ean itselibe liarmful.

The current 'rainloresl harvesl‘ iheory is based on Lhe idea iliat il' il ean I>e shown lhal rainforest
produee (moslly Iruiis and nuis) is more valuable in ilic long lerm lhan limlxr, then govemmems
will I>e encouraged u> promoie rainlbresl conservaiion. Although ihts soutuls like a good idea, iribal
I>eoples have rarely benclned Irom sueli projecis in lhe pasi (see below).

Cultural Survival and lhe Body Shop

The US-based organisalion, Cultural Survival, supponed by Ihe IJK-based Body Shop company,
are working logether on various 'rainlbresl| haivesl' pmjeets and Ixuh Cultural Survival and lhe
Body Shop have iheir own independem schemes. One ol' Cultural Suivival's projecis is lhe
promotion of'Rainlbresl Crimch’, a snackconiaining Bray.il nuis (as well as several non-rainforest
ingredients). Tlus began nol. as ono miglu assume, as small-scale projecis buying Irom local

indigenous [leople and paying lair prices. The mus were actually bougin tluough normal
commercial suppliers, not Indianx.

Probably lhe most highly-profiled Body Sliop projeci is Lhat with lhe Kaya[X) liulinns of Bray.it
who have contracis 1o supply ingrediems Ibr Body Shop cosmeiics. Tliis April, Paulinho Paiakan,
one ol’several Kayapo leaders, appoared ai a press conlerenee in London lo announce lhal lhe iribe
had agreed to supply 6,(XK) litres a yearol'natural oils to use in hair condiiioncr. As the Body Shop
iisell lias said, il is lirsl and Ibremosl a trading eompafiy 'looking lor irade’, a sianee whieh lakes
priority over charitable ventures. Survival has lor some lime heen concerned al tJie thoughlless
IUshioil in which Ihe Body Shop has deall wilh th)» Kaya|Xi iribe, especially as three years ago,
when asked lor advice by Ihe Body Shop, Survival weni lo ennsiderable lengih.s to stress Ihal ;iny

projecis, panicularly ihose involviug large sums oimoiiey, coulil easily lead lo division and
alienaiion wilhin a comitiuniiy.

" There has becri n lenible invviuibility ciboni tlw problems now aj]Hc(ing Ihe Body Shop

projeci atui the Kayapo. The projcci has cutisal decp divisions anioni>st ihe Kayapo

exacerbated by tiu: way Paiakan has accutnulawd i;rcai personal wcalth and

power. The rainforest liarvesi ean be beneficiai ifit is proposcd and conirolled  Foufld(1130

by the tribal peoptes Uwmselvas, rathcr tiian imposcd by oiasiders for rirofii." IGumi-ivenmod A



Problems with lhe 'rainforest harvest'

Jlistory shows lhal tribal |>eoplcs have nol benefilcd in Ihe long term when a raw material from lhe i
rainforest becomes valuable lo lhe ouiside world. 'I'he people are ex.ploiied in ils extraction and Ihe
foresi is very ofien destroyed to make way lo cultivale on'y ihose planls reijuired. The mosi notoriouSi
examples are: rublx'r in Amazonia, which caused lhe slavery and deailis ol Icns of thousands of
Indians ai Ihe siaii of lhe cenlury; arui rattan in soulheast Asia, which over receni ycars bccamc
sulliciemly valuable lo entail the Iclling ofhuge arcas lor ratian culiivation, now tended by jxjorty
paid lalHHirers - including iribal pcoples whose lands ihese oncewere.

The ‘harvestlphilosophy says lliat iribal pcoples' problems can I>e solved by lying them 10

iniemational, wesiern maikeis, bul il ignores lhe faci lhai demand for Ihe produet can llueluatc and |
even collapse. liy allraciing Ihe publieily shese projecis need to prolli cotitinercially, they divert
atlention away fiom Lho real problem. I-orthe real problem, as tribal |>coplcs are unaniiuous in
asserting, is Ihal their lands and resourees slumld be rocogniscd as lheir own, as lliey declarcd al V
Ihe liaiith Summit <inly last week: "We maintain our inalienable righls lo our lands and lerriiorie.s, 10

ali our resourees - above and bclow- and to our waters, We asseii our ongoing rexponsibilily to pass
Ihese on to luture generalions."

Thcre are several causes oi' rainforest and iribal pcoples’ destruciion but govemtneni-encouragcd
colonisation is lhe main one in the long tenri. 'Harvest' projects, if they are successful, are likely to
encourage more colonists to seek a living in Ihe 1'orest.

"The real issue isfor tribal pcoples to have proper ownership ri*hts over their lands, so Ihal |
they can decide what does or does not happen on them. With the rainforest harvest they are {
purely at the rnercy of western hi}>h Streetfashions. What will happen to the Ittdians when
Rainforest Crunch yoes oui offashion?" said I-iona Walson, Ilra/il Campaigns Officer.

What tribal people liiink

"We do not reco}>nise any advantai>es in our assoeiation with Cultural Survival... Their
concrete help ... has been tninimal and their neyaiive repfratxsions enonnous. It has shown i
itselfready to help us onty ifit establishes lhe priorities iitstead of us'. The publicityfor lhe b
harvest projects eonjuses the people (in lirazil) aboul... our ideasfor a self-sustainable
economies in our reyjotis. Cultural Survival reveals that 10% ofiis profitsJrotn sales of
produt.is \voitld ~>0 baek io yrassroots oryanisations. UV have not ... see.n atty return."

I:rotn Ihe paper'l.walualion ol lhe Cultural Survival Rainlbresl Marketing Projeci’, Alianga dos Povos
da Floresta (Alliance of Foresi Peoples), Hra/il, March IW1.

’

At lhe end oflast year the Ama/.on Indian Conledoration (COICA) also published an atlack on lhe US r
organisalion, relaiing 10 iis unwelcome interferenee in Indian oryanisaiions. (Funher informaiion

abx>ui lhe dilference twtween Survival International arui Cultural SurvivaTs |X)licies isavailable on
requesi).

Survival Internalional

Por ils pau, Survival International lakes no posilion on whal is Uie besl fulure Ibr tribal pcopl¢s. Sincc h
ils crcation in 16 it lias always siood lbr Mie right of tribal |[VO]>les llienisclves to decide how they | :
wish 10 live. Survival huemalionai is not opposed to marketing as sucli. Praciieally ali Iribal peoples
already sell or excharige some produee loeally - and always have done. lIlowever, they musl bc able to i

gel a lair reium, and uliimately tliis ean only be si‘ciircd by lheir owniii}» and conlrolliti}> lheir
land and resourees.

For further inlbrmalion eonlael: Charlotle Sankey orPolly Malhewson 071-723 5535
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Fruits of the harvest
the 'rainforest harvest', 'Cultural Survival' Sc the '‘Body Shop’

Recent events in llra/.il, induding an alleged nt[>e by a Kaya|x5 Indian, have drawn the attention of
lhe iniemaiional jircss to lhe so-called 'rainforest harvest' projecis and lo two organi.sations which

are promoting tliem; the l.inglish-based soap and cosmeiic eompany, the '‘Body Sliop', and the US
organisalion called, 'Cultural Survival'.

Survival International has seriotis misgivings atxjut the way these organisations are presenting these
projects as the key lo saving rainforests and rainforest dwellers as wcll as other aspects of their work
with tribal jxioples.

We hope that this dossier will go some way to answering some of the questions we are now being
asked about the 'rainforest harvest', Cultural Survival and ihe Itody Shop.

We are auacling (in order of puhlication):

Conservation Ioundaiioti ueluber 1991 Quotable quotes

Publicaiion ol' llie I-nvironriiental News and Information
Service alxml llie 'liarvesi' iileolo”y

Survival International Decemberl991 An outline of the differences between

Survival International (‘Survival') and
Cultural Survival

The Daily Tdegraph 30 May 1992 llrought to you by the Body Shop

About the MillciiiGuin tclevision series

The Times (Saturday Review) 30 May 1992 Mother e;»rth's iittlc helpers

Alnmt ‘rainlbresl liarvesi*, Illody Sliop A Cullurad Survival

Survival International June 1992 Fruits of the harvest

An outline of the problems with Uie 'harvest' philosophy

The Independem 8 June 1992 Greens' Ama/.on forest hero is wanted for
rape
Alxjiu Paiakan's allcgcd crime

Folha de Séo Paulo 10 June 1992 Knlidado eulpa comércio verde

Aboul ilotly Slio|>‘s rolaiions with Puiakan

Sunday Times 14 June 1992 Rape disgrace of tribal chicf feted by
eeology lobby

Laiesi news alxiut tlie alleged rape

Foundad 1969

. . .. . Hight Ljwullhudd Awatd 1969
Survival Iniemaiional, Jime IW?.



QUOTABLE QUOTES - irom Stcphen Corry

Director General of Survival International

Tliis siaicmoni. consiiiuios the ocrsonal opinion ol' the wriicr and does not
necexsarily rcptyscnl__ilul view of Snrvivil__Imenm ion;il i

Wc should hc very wary ol' ihe idea Ihal rainlbresis and Ibrcsi tribcs can only
have a fuiure ilI' ihcy aro able to pay lheir way on our lerms. The marketing of
foresi produce has been goiug ou for conturies in Amazbdnia and tlic Indians havg
usually been ripped off or worse as a result. Don‘t helieve lor a moment tliai

ciicouraging some iribal pcoples o1 ;i siall at lhe nuirkct place will mcan they will;
eiul dp iradiug on any tcims oiher ilian our own. ;

Hiiuling llie eeonomic future of tribal peoples 10 lhe crcaiion of ephemcral, i
lbreiLM nurkets in non-esseniial luxuries sucli as iee-cream or shampoo with
added rainforest ingredienis will not solve their problems.

Worse; if this ideology goes unchallenged and beeomes progressively acceptcd as

llie way [brwurd, it iindevmines lhosetrihal peoples wlio are irying to drum up S
worldwide suppori in lheir opposilion lo. governmenis and companieswho are t
siealing lheir land. For this. is lhe real issue, ihe poim on which Ihe very i
survival of ihe.se peoples hangs in ihe balance; ihey willonly survive if their f

proper and lei/al ownership righis over Iheir own lands are fuily recognised and
enforced.

Lci’s Toryei aboul ihem selliny wus Ilhe forc.st nutsand siari by ensuring lhat they K

own the land and resourees ihey live onand use. And lhal won'l bc achieved in ?
auy pennanent sense unless and uniil public opinion is bchind them. The iroubliii

with marketing ihc rainforest is thai ithas noreievance 10 Ihe real shaping of %
tluu opinion. Rra/.il nuts and red lierrings won’i save lhe forest and the tribal n
peoples - a worldwide oulcry will, !

Are wc really only going to conserve lhose wildernesses which can pay lheir
way? Are we really only going to stand up for the dispossessed if they start
producing someihing we want?  And are we really goinglo tel business and
prolits dieiaie cnnscrvaiinn and  huinanriglus' siraiegies and goals.

The (juestion has nolhing to do with pragmatism or realism. The most significanl
advances in ihe recogniiion of iribal peoples' riglus over lhe last 20 ycars (and
Ihere have beeu many) have been the resuli of well-1'ocussed campaigns, wilh no i
punches pullcd, by boih tribal organisalions and lheir supporicrs. They have
come aboul precisely becatise people have not accepied lhe ‘reajities’ of the
current siiualion. People have been moiivated lo ligiil againsi seemingly

-~

overwhelming odds - iliat is what has broughi ihe changes lor Ihe beiier.
Survival Inlernational is a worldwide movemont to support tribal
peoples. It slanrls Ibr their riglu to decide their own future and
helps them pruiect lheir lands, environ ment and way of

The Rnviromncnt.a] News and Information Service is spnnsored by Nntiorml C
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An outline of the differences between
Survival International (Survival)

and
Cultural Survival

Survival works to halt ali damaging
exploitation of tribal peoples’ lands.

Survival is independent of any government,
politica! or academic affiliation. Its governing
bodios and staif comprise people from 10
nationalities and from many walks of life. The
staff includes anthropologists.

To maintain its independence, Survival does
not handle money from any national
government (It recently turned down an offer of
about £50,000 from the Spanish government.
The only exception to this has been in past
years when it has accepted small amounts,
about £2,000, from the French Ministry of

Culture for funding the prinling of a magazine in
French).

Survival relies on its members and some
trusta and foundations for its income. For
several years, members have provided about
60% of its total income. No single donor in any
one year has ever provided moro than 7% of its
total income.

Surviviil International

310 [Idijwaru Roncl
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Utiilud Kmcjdom
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Cultural Survival asserts that development on
tribal peoples' lands is inevitable and cannot be
stoppod. It acts as a consultant for
organisations such as the World Bank which
aro responsiblc lor destroying tribal peoples.

Cullural SurvivaPs growth in the 1980S was
linked to its receipt of major funding from the
United States government (over US$1.3 million
in just ono year, 1988, for example). Its offices
were in Harvard University and its Board is
largely drawn from Harvard academics (7 out of
the 9 members are irom Harvard University,
Medicai, Law or Business Schools). Its senior
staff were anthropologists.

Although this is not made clear to its members
or to the recipients of its funds, Cultural
Survival has acted for many years as a broker
for the US government, placing government
funds with projects in the Third World.

As far as we know, in past years only two
sources (the US government and the Ford
Foundation) have provided most of Cultural
Survivar.s income. In 1990 members provided
only 22 % of its total income.

Founded 1969
Livelihood Award 1909



Togotherwith the Denmark-based, International
Work Group ior Indigenous Affairs and many
other observors, Survival alfirmod that the

Ache Indians in Paraguay (aced gonocido in
thi 1970s.

Survival takes no position on what the future
for tribal peoples should or should not be, it
aftirms simply that their human rights and their
land rights should not be violated. It stands for
their right to decido their own future.

Survival is primariiy acampaigning
organisation. It directs its message at a wide
sector of the concerned public {including
children) and its campaigns are promoted
primariiy by its supporters.

Survival has always focussed unequivocally
on tribal peoples' rights with an emphasis on
land righls and with its philosophy rootod in the
concept of self-determination.

Survival puts a particular emphasis on
distributing news about human rights violations
to tribal communities themsclves.

Survival has formai status as a rocognised
Non-Governmental Organisation at the United
Nations. It is also recognised formally by the
1LO, UNESCO, and the EC.

Survival has offices in 4 countries - ali are
componenls of a single organisation. !t
publishes regularly in English, French, Italian,
Japanese, Portuguese and Spanish {and

occasionally in other languages r.uch as Dutch
and German).

Survival was founded in 19( by a numbor ol people
irom various walks ol lilc and wilhoul alliliation to any
singlo institution.

In a report for the US government, Culiurul *
Survival explicitly denied tho allogationsphat '
the Acho Indians in Paraguay faced a |

gonocidal siluation in the 1970s. Many felt this
to bo a whitowash of a gonocidal regime.

Cultural Survival's support for marketing
rainforest prodctcé reflects an ideology which
sees tribal peoples' future linked to the |
produetion of resourees lor western markets.
(Though, confusingly, it seems as if tribal
peoples are not really involved in these ;
marketing projects.)

Cultural Survival is not primariiy acampaigning
organisation. Its major publication seems
directed at academics.

Cultural Survival has supported a numbér of
projects (lor example, marketing ice cream in
the US and supporting a pop concert in Brazil -
which never actually took place) which have
little or no relevance to tribal peoples’ rights.

Culiurai Survival materiais are not directed at
indigenous communities.

As far as we know, Cultural Survival is not
formally recognised by major international
organisations such as the United Nations etc.

Cultural Survival is a US organisation with an
ontirely soparate affiliate in Canada. It
publishes in English and sometimes in Spanish.

Cuitur:i! Survival wns (ounded in 1972 by an
anihtopologhu at I larvard University.



The Dainly Telegraph
Saturclay 30 May 1992

Brou%ht to you by

the

HESE are roller-coabter times

for the Body Shop, the chain

store with the cieaner-than-
thou imudC. This week Anita Hod-
d>ck's company annuunced a 2ii per
cem rise in profits as, wet) as initiat-
ini; legal pruieedinas ac¢nnist Chan-
nel 4, which had queRtioned ils re-
cord nn ammal testiuii.

Now Mrs Roddick, vvho prides
herself on lir.r alhnity with lhe Third
World, has run nuo trouble with a
BBC documentary series aboul
tribal eustoms. The Body Shop is
ptinnu: £%.?:> million (half the pro-
duciifiii cost) imo ihe 10-part pro-
ject, Millfcnnium, which wiis sched-
uled to In: showu riext momh but has
been delaytiti ainid allfiiations thar

Ruddtck:puttinf; up £2.25 million

ody Shop

African iribesmen have been mis-
represented.

Kinet Evans, a re&pected indepen-
dem producer involved in one of the.
proyramines, does not juince hif.
words. 'Tve seen the final pvrientu-
ton and 1'm dismayed,” hc says.
“Words wimv put imo the mouths of
Ilie iribeupeople. The illm-makers
made siieciotis and inaccurate com-
parisons between une culture and
the next, in e/lect rewritint; anrhroé-
udo”ical history. li is utterly half-
>akeéd and | do not want my name
attached to it,"

While F.vans believes the Body
Sliop is rnamly interestod in the
filtu*& publicity valuc, Ihe tompany
witlJms it con]d have its name
«ttiiched to the series. In view of ivs
hefty invc¢ctmeut, the Body Shop
askfd the BBC 10 close eaeh pro*
ipamme with the words: “Brought
lo you by the Body Shop”, The Cor-
poration would not accept such com-
meriialism, thoujjh lelevision exec*
titires in America — wliere thO
series is now being shown — have.
few such scruples.

Richard Mee.ch, co-producer,
denies Evans’s criticisms, but
admita: “We (Itd put 'words in the
tnbe.speople’s mouths, but our
translationg¢ were bai>éd on what
iliey suid. We've just diven them
more of nn inner voice.” The Body
Shop says tlie f.eries is “‘not sup*
posed lo be some héavyweight docu*
mentary. li's intendftd 10 spark
interest in indigenous trlbes. And
u's incredibly eynical to sucgest wc
are just in it for publicity”.



The Times (Saturday Review)
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Saturday 30 May 1992

The people of the rainforests are eaught between

two opposing views of aicl, Alan Franks reports

Mother
~ earth’s
little helpers

n il week uf the ncniTiil
I cleciion il was easy to miss ihe
llravilian Indians who woie
snmeluiw cmijuicd Imm Ihe datk
licari of ilw llra/iliau lainiiucsl ut
the WHIC li*hl i tUo uindornn [vas
conlcicnce cheuit.  Siill, liavinj!
niisiied ilieni. yi>u could innsulc
ymnsclf with ihe cnlai|;cd im»ne ol
1N@A0 of lu-ni smilint; fiom tlie
idculOl;ically sound Ita”rariecS of
yoiir hi|;li sireei Hody Shop. TIhi*
coMiieiie cham tias siuncd 10 en-
hance us prnducis wilh lliavil uui
oi) lioin ihe liccs of 1ndiau cnmmu-
nines, jusi hcyimd ilic houiularics uf
IIU* Xiti*Lt nalional patk in llia/il.
Al any other lime, Ihe liotly Shop
could have expocled the Indians.
T'ukalire anil I'aiakan. lo upslace
ilir clection candidalcs. They are, iu
ihe on;aiusaiiiio\ Vision uf trade.
mofe ilifin llie aecepiable lares ol
Kiwn capitalism: they aic meant lo
I>c 11F cmhndimcni ot ihe approach
knowrt as llie ramfmcsl liarvesi.
Iliu tlieoiy of this mus ;is lollows:
rather itian plundct ihe luresis lor
lhe quick financial iciurns of lim-
Ikt, why not use the ihreaieneil
hcctaies 10 pioduce smncihiiiK Ihal
can hc markcicd lo the wuild?
lu lhe woild ol amseivalion,
howcvecr. i 0i lu nu is as
unconicmiuus as u somids. I'ui ai
iis crudcst. llie conflici is hclwevu
assislini; fniest cummuniiies by
plul:iiiii]: theni in, huwevei mar”in*
ally. iu our own ecouoinic uucha-
nistits, or cnuhlm” ihcm tu sccua*
lheir own desiinics >y havini; the

laiul lonually tillcJ as theiis. and
Iheu leavinu ihem atonc.

As wuli ali )ni|;c dilcmmas that
much on moral preroyaiivcs. llieie
is iufiuite

space lor ra”e anil
leciiminaiiou. "Are wc ic.illy only
I'oin|; lo cnnscive lhose wildei-

iics-.es which can pay lheir way?”
asks Stephcn tjtrry. diicclnr ol ihe
Ililish oi(;anisaiion. Survival Inler-
iianonal. "Are wc vcally only ifofiij*
iu staiuf up for tlircaicncd people if
ilicy siait punlucirui somelhim; we
wauiV And aic we really noint; m lIct
husiness and profits dieialc const r-
vaiion and human ri”liis siiaicuies
and (;oals?" The hull uf miuii of
<_'oiry's eiilicisin is Ihe Mavsachu-
seits-hased oi”~arnsaliim. Cultural
Suivival; wliicli was loundcd in
107." hy llaivard anthiopol<i|>isis.
One ot ihe ciucial tlillciciiccs lic-
lween lhe lwo is (liai IThe Ameiicatt
hotly acecpis tlu- titcvilahilily uf
devetopiiiLMil iirul fucuscs on how its
impact (in iiali*enous pcoj)lcs can
hc controlleil,

Hcforc yointi iniu these kcy dif-
feieiiccs. it isjyorth staymii wiih the
IUidy Shop Indians a while lori”er,
since lhe issues taised hy the Hra/il

tun iradiii); projeci aie, tu some
cxiciu. a compact model oi the
wuler dchatc. In Amia
Itoddick, Ilie cumpany‘s loimdcr.

wolt ©© a gutharing of
infs of e Anw/onian
Ninlacst. hcld & Alle-
mira, n Irke norttom sitee
of Fani. Sticweoi DUl
a anleraxe o mindd
gpsition b i dam H
woold llood tas d i

mi(cssive gedais. &
Aliainita. was Palden. a
ko d e Kayopo
auiirnity in tie iamlc
ulbreof Akere. Hetwoe»
lhen. Hobidk and hc
ewohed a piau tu Nrad
K/t mil al, which hes
piqeertics as a hailr an-
around trevillbe.with Ire
aims of poadmi]* lahour
ko te inehilenis and a pra=—
L ada far ilier-procloc.
'I'luee years on, wilh a liltle help
from ICI. a manually operaled cold
press is in place in A-Ukre. and lhe
Hra/il nul condiiiuucr has hil lhe
UiHIly SIiO|> shclves.  ljiul  year.
accoidint; 10 Ihe Chain, lhe A-Ukie
liarvesi pnnluccit 22 lomicsof nuts.
yieldiny 1.SUO kilos of cold-presscd
oil. Al such a pitch ofoperario», lhal
would make Ihe Kayopo ahnut
1110.0 0 0 » year.

he atdractias are do/aas.

Thie Hudy Shop rol aly
etifences s (lieitrcs by

s epul imo pradiice a polioyd
“rack ol aid " Yei ttere Balotte
ae @ gglicisn WMo, i B
lerpiiutt boask, Blremore help™
Akie or Ire lidySliq?

In lairness tu, koddick's crilies.
they do not auack her lor iryinti.
lhey mcrely i[ucstiun ihe appruuch.
One of lhem, ‘terry Turner, a
disiinuuishctl American amluopol-
otjisi who has studied lhe Kayopo

Indians, leais lhal lhe A-Ukie
ptujeci has a|**rava(od divisious
wilhin lhe communiiy. llc tias

hciml coinplainls fmm ihe villa®e



tit.il llie vmjik ti it*« liemii nllrinl
etiually [» utl wiw a«e dijphle lor il.
and lhal lhose who have been
CaihcrinK lhe Ural.il nuts lar tlie
piess icel they aro In;iji® punrly
tewardeil. As with uiher villaije*
wiili a tew tiuuidred inhahiiams.
there is inji ijtiv single eliiel, t>ui
several.

Aixurdinu to Tumor, who is
professor ul aMliropolu”ical studies
ai Chicago fUnivcrsiiy. ibere are
atmost cenilrito hc icnsioits when a
prtijcil like Ihts [tlie is sei up.
Thmu”~h n-OetU cimlacVwHIIi *tne *il
ihe oilu-r chieis. Mokuka. tu* esii-
inales lhal!lre are ai leastas iiinny
village/s wtio are unhappy abuui
iliis new iradint; iniliative as lhose
who feel ihey are befielinnjj- As u» ils
ptaciical impaci ou defurcsiaiton.

this is. lur tlie prosem. nunimal. Yci

arees. “il kalwuys worih iryin”® lo
J»m soluiim.w inio pracncc. as umj;
as lhal isdwie, iliert- is llie hope ul
lindiu® a bJticpiiui
wherc. Ttic tioublc is Ihal iliere is
fiL* danyer liiat il' Siime new iilea
docsu'l work out, a cuirmtumty will
be more reluttiant tu iry suiiiclhiitn
cise in Ihe fuairc. It uii|>hi even be
icmptcd to lail back on Jo|.;niujj."

Unloss it iv maiui®ed witli lhe
uitntisi eare, like iraile not aid
formula ean Uiuwurse ihan disrupi
tlie balance oil a lonu-cvolved
cutniiiunily; ii uan also raise
cxgieviaiiurisoiiiyukdiash lhem mur
ttinre it an apiMjeimily j*manienl
dufiiand @liLi uji. WWtlai. huf d¢nuiii-
(lli. winilit liappen il the Hknly
Slwp's rel]Uli'cmetl( for lltanl jaut
ild pmved lo be irunsiem? In
Kodiliek’s opinion lhal is mtlikoly,
ni view uf lhe oi!'s versaliliiy. She is
thinkint;. she says, not in lerins of
faslnon, but uf expansion.

lur use elsc,"

" In tlie view ul Péi.ikail, scc[»li<’ism
aboul A-llkre is nitsplaced. |lle
enuulers itiai Mokuka is tlie only
one in ihe vilb”e not liappy with
whai is nul,,M 011 lhei\*: llial lie
(Mokuka) lavouis tlie shorticnn
fucojiic oi luifjfitin. and lias. as a
icsult. isoiaicd liituself ifont Iht-resi
ol ihceoimmmity.

Jusi as a vilkt"e ean cmbrace iwa
views 011 ils own salvaluin. m>ean
ilu- widcf eoiotnuiiity. Suivivat
Inlcrnalioital is eimviitced llun ihf
spread ol A-UklJe-siyle ttjieraiintis
eatt «nfy~ltvoii ait/niioii littin llie
ClJUIS ol wllit il COILMIut™* IMOV
radical sniunons tt>llie pltRbl of tlie
laittlurests and tlieir  |K-ofiltn.
Meanwliile. Cultural Survival is
proecedin”™i apuce«.own ilte road <ii
inercasiiifi llie uuttilier and tluan-
my ol taw materiais wliieli it lielps
lo extraei Itoin tlie lotesis uf (lte
world Apan liutn Ihe um. it alsn
tleals in lotxls, sptees, boii, lloui.
01!-. and many « tlieewmvs u«d
in eosiueiies. peilttnies and im-tit-
cines.

I-very year ii supplies fiundseUs o(
raii>lijit.-si [iroduets w several def/.en
eonifpaniL-s. and lhe revemie: fiom
iliesc- operaiiotis is ailtled w- thc

ftrantt* n ivtvives from tlie Mtote,
eorpuiate and etiarity seetwrs.
U-sietli in llie IWi hiunUttfioii

(luiilti Smivx are sc-voii crunts si«ee
tW > icitmeU ui loiisl tilananemeul.
Uilallioit jdnl Itss Iliati JI ruilKvtift
Ili-.e irtefriift a J.t HJ.Otlt) jjrani Uat
totesi uiiufitruieul

wilh iwo ic-
eiiMtal a;>MH'ialKHit ol itidij:cnoos
IH/ujite in I-.cuado . and lor (>lan-

Uolivia, foloinliia und IVio

itndoii-basetl Sorvival Iciler-
national is linancialfy sinatt

by compatison. Whett il

-tljncil tn llie SiAlti-s. tl tiad only
20U itiriiiUis. and a volually
uiipuid adiniiiisiiatioll. Today il
lias 1.SUU Mili|M»flei's. fiom wliom il
dciiws nu jier eem ofiis ineome. It
lias ;iit aiinoa! lurtiover uf
fIU.UU. and It slall in (Jindun.
In essenei” a pu-ssinv “ioti|i Ihat
liases ns work on case resvarch, it
funclitits iu n*u|:h)y tlie satne way
as Aninesiy lineinalionul. only
tliiL-ali-ncJ ty eiieioadtnient. In
otlii-s  wotds, ils apjnnadl is
Mtbsiaiili.illy ilillrienl Inini tliat ol
lLailuiral StlViv.il.

Moanwliik-, (‘uliural Survival is

opi-niit.* Us ncw lindou ofliLVs
uudei (hc sanif t>>l as llie llutly
SImp. Survival internationars

t-oriy is unbéji|>y, atui lie concedes
Ilial tl ittay be due in pari lo llie
Sense ol tinvai al a "rival” ouilii
liittmj; luwn. liut only in pan. Une
ol Itis niaitt lesetvalions aljoui lhe
aseent of tiie Ainciicuns is tlial
Uolknal Stiivcal lias. in Itis «put-
li»n. Thi-rt euin|HiJoiiM'd hy ils use ot
line US (fovenuneni nioney which il
mteeived via ihe USAIU slale
ayeney. (.ivei llie years, tie assens, Il
Hik ebanneited soeb Iluruls irtlo
- ptojeeis wilh indi®eiioits
jH-oples =iit severa) eoun-
tiies.""Suiite of these were

Hood projects, bui ihe orj*-
jiikiliuu did not tdl (Jie
iceipit-nis lhat tltcy were
dcalinjt witfi US jjovern-

IMi-iit oioncy." Mtitenver.

f >a fulLeves itiK Oavtd
Mayl*it»y t.ewis, llie
loHtitler and ditecior ot
Cutiuial Sutvivai, as' au-
Itior of a ivpuri durini’ Ihe
tatler jnesitletl® un tlie
Adie Indians of Parajiuay.
"wiiiicwashcd” the Suoess-
ner rejtitn-* ol “cnoeitle
diarifi-s. tlictvby cnablinj!

10

| tlie US* to continue su|>jity-

| inif aid lo Paraguay

M aybury-l.ewis dis-

misses this lasi aeeusation

as "mooiishinc ... lhat rc-

(Kin sei <iut tu show what

itie Indians of (Jutat;uay

were iulfcnnji (tom. and

this was stiown |» elalwraie

delail, | do not uiiderstunuU

tiow what we said about

ilietn. about what liad tiap

peitcil lo Ihem. uiuld tie

taketi as nood news by

al/iyune.” And he refutes

any sugtiesliuii Ihal his

organisalion is “sonteltow

ilmjiS the US |>overtinteiiiss

diny wtnk ... 1(lo aniee that itieie

is a diflereiux* of visiuti (betwwrn

ourselves and Survival .Inter-

natintial). It is roniantit to imagine

Ihal Itiere is a purc iiuliiteuoud

ctiliuie that eannot be cliant;id.

Jluii is anthropokniically uti-

(cnat)le. The Indians uu the «routid

are not interested in niaimaitiinjj a

loniaiiliepitst. but inestabtishini: a

le~itimate elaini in Iheir luiure. i)i

euurse ihete arc problems as people

eotue irtlo a markei systetn. There

always are. AmhrnpntoHists have

known alKml this lor a”es. bui |

lielieve il is lite stance o( an osirieh

lo say: ‘I wish il had nevef
liap(>eiiefl.* "

tlow. we tmiilit wontlei. are we

ever guinj; to save a single iree.

ensure ihe tenureol usingk- Indian.

when we caulim seeeye tutye on ltie |
approaeli tu such u lask? Maybuiy- |
U-wis itisists lhat his way does nol j

gxtfudt! the tilher. Cm ry retoils that
iot Itie iribes. tlie Cultural Suivtval
philosophy is lantaniount lo le-
airan”int: the deck eiiairs on itie
Titatue. And the Itody Shop presses
oit to tlie nexi villaye.

1 is ini|Hissible u» smoke oul a

tjenuiticly mipartial deus ex
macltdia. |lieie is luu much enio-
tiun in the foresi flirlhul. Ilut there
is always llie Koyal C.euyiai)iiicai
Soeieiy. And tluic is always ils
tliiectur. Jotm tletttminti. a world-
icnuwiied aulhuriiy uu tlie Ilraiil-
tuti Indians, "l.and is
fundanieniat.”” lie says. "Wittioul
taild. llie trilies disinie~rate. 1"ind-
ownersltip is ihe eu.shtoti tlial t;ives
itiem ume lo Chance, and lo do so at
the» own pace. The 1Hike ol
Devonsliiie doesn’l tcl iiceted ji
like an animal m a /oo. Ite has his
land and Iteltas Ihe riylitlo say who
oitites on tn it. The Indians sluiuld
Ix-aUuwed lo ke like tlial.

“I1(airtlie waiits mbe assimtlaied,
ihat's fine- They aie Rousscau-hke
in lheir deinocraey. The whole
villa™e is a eouncil. Al) we must ask
is Ihat lhe? are uiven iiie ehoice/" »



Fruits of the harvest
the 'rainforest harvest', 'Cultural Survival' & the 'Body Shopl

The so-called 'rainforest i{unesi' is advertised as being of great benefit to forest conservadon and
as helping forest dweUers but it is in fagt a contentious issue which can be of doubtful benefn as
well as diverling atienton away from the real problems. It can even be harmful in some
circumstances.

The US organisation, Cultural Survival, sippor™T by the soap and cosmetic company, the 'Body
Shop’, are working together on various 'rainforest harvest' projects and both Cultural Survival and.
the Body Shop have their own independent schcmes.

So what is the 'rainforest harvest'?

These schemes began to attract publicity a couple of years ago. Their theory is based on the notion
that if it can be shown thui rainforest produce (mostly fruits and ituts) is more valuable in the long
term than tirnber or agriculture, then governnients will be cncouraged to promote rainforest
conservation.

This may sound like a good idea but it raises many questions and it is being appued with projects
which are not helpful.

There are many problems with tlie 'rainforest harvest' theory vis-a-vis tribal peoples. Three of
them are...

1 History shows that when a rainforest subsiance becomes valuable to the outside world,
then tribal peoples are exploiied in its extraction ;ind ofien the forest Is destroyed
anyway to make way for growing oniy those plants giving tlié produet desired.

The most notorious exiimples iure probably: rubber in Amazénia, which caused the
slavery and deaths of tens of thousands of Indians at the start of tlie century and which
has now bccome a major tree crop, replacing forests, in southeast Asia; and rattan (also
in southeast Asia), which over recent years became sufficiently valuable to eniail the
felling of huge areas for rattan cultivations now tended by poorly paid labourers -
inciuding tribal peoples whose lands these once were.

2) The 'harvestlphilosophy says that tribal peoples' problems can be solved by western
markets (but il ignores tlie Tact that demaiwi for the produet can fluctuaie and even
collapse). By attracting the publicity these projects need to profit commercially, they
divert attention away from tlie real problem. S6 what is the reid problem?

Tribal peoples themsclves iire unanimous about Ihat - Iheir lands and resourees should
be recognised as their own. This is the key to lheir survival; 'who owns the land and
resourees', not, 'how they are marketed'.

3) There are several causes of rainforest and tribal peoples destruetion but government'
encouraged colonisation is the main one in the long term. 'Harvest' projects, if they
are successful, are llcely to encourage more cotomsts to seek a living in lhe forest.



But quite apart from these wider objections, there are many criiicisms ol Cultural Survival's
specifu; schemes. These began not as une might assume as small-scale projects buying trom local
indigenous people and paying fair prices. Cultural Survival lias promoted its work largely through
a snack eomaining Brazil tuils (as well as several non-raiuforest ingredients) called, Vainforesl
crunch'. But tlie nuls were acuially ljought lluough normal eommercial suppliers - noi Indians.
An added problem is that the Bra7.il nut industry is a big business in BriL7.il and is serviced by
underpaid and exploited labour. Cultural Survival lias, in fact, bought its nuts olT one of the most
notorious and corrupt suppliers.

liut Survival International also supports marketing projects!

Survival lias no policy on what tlie futurgrof tribal peoples should or should not bc, it affimis
simply that they should be allowed to decide thatfor thansclves, and Ihat they have no future
unless their owncrship rights over their lands and resourees are secured. Its work is rooted in
opposing violations ol' tribal peoples’ human rights.

Survival does not oppose in any way tribal peoples having access to outside markets for their
goods. On ihe comrary, for nearly 20 years, as well as ils campaigning work and a variety of self-
help and emcrgency field projects, Survival has funded trihal peoples’own marketing sehemcs in
several coumries. Practically al! tribal peoples are in contact wilh markets anyway and many have
been for generalioiis.

Marketing lheir goods provides tribal peoples wilh cash lo buy what they want and necd.

But even the most appropriau* schemes provide only a cash income. They do not lead to a solution
to the despcrately urgem problems tribal peoples face as lheir lands are invaded and their resourees
ransacked.

Survival is in favour of marketing projects as long as: they arise from the people themselves and
are controlled by them; are appiopriate within their economic and social situation (lcading to
tjemiirte economic imlepcndence 1rom exploitativc middlemen and ai Ihe same lime promoling
cohesivetiess taihcr than division within ihe commimitics concerned); and are not carried out by
outside organisations Ibr Iheir own profit.

The projects being pursued by the Body Shop and Cultural Survival do not meet these criteria.

It is also vital that outside groups work with tribal peoples' own organisations and not subvert
them by dealing with individuais who are allowed lo amass pcrsonal wealth and power at the
expense of the communiiy. Otherwise this will inevitably Icad lo division and resentment (not to
mention social dislocation and alienation) as has happened wilh such tragic consequences for the
Kayapo.

There are many Indian peoples in Brazi! and elsewhere who face urgem threats to their tves
(Survival is conlinually releasing Urgcnt Action Bullelins and reports on these cases); it is tragic
Ihat public attcniion is now being divcried away from these and lbcussing o11 the ephcmeral and
unhelplul 'rainlorest harvest' and the mitlions which arc being spent to prornote it.

The view (f the Indian organisations

In 1991 the Coordinating Body for the Indigenous Peoples’Organisations of the Arnazon Basin
(COICA) published an attack on Culiural Survival accusing it of manipulating Indian meetings.

Earlier Ihal year the Brazilian Rainforest Peoples' Alliance (Alianca dos Povos da Floresta) which
incorporates the Union of Indian Nations (Unido das Nag¢@es Indigenas) published a detailed
'Fvaluation of lhe Cultural Survival rainforest marketing project'.



Corningfrom outside, which are complctely detachedfrom the reality that wc are constructing for
oursclves...

Cultural Survival is turnin# into yet anoiher intermediary in lhe cornpiex social relationships of
Amazodnia...

Cultural Survival in a gesture ofseif-itnporiance, lattnched a process of-consumin}tropicalforest
produets injinitely yreater than the capacity of... produetion that Ihe traditional populations of \
Amazonia... have. With the motivation that the iniemaiional market... needed to be captured
before it lost i/iterest, Cultural Survival decided ali hy itself without consullin}s the graxsrootx |
organisations, that it wottld play the...'intermediary... usina the prodtiction ofthe traditional
suppliers of nuts, 'historically cxploiters' of the pcoples of theforest...

We... disagree with the warkin”s of... [Cultural Survivalj... which... has interfered in some of
our own initiatives...

We have also been advcrscly affectcd by the publicity that Cultural Survival has put out to lhe
lirazilian press... This confuses... people ... about what nr are doin#... 10 introduce new ideasf
and propose alternativesfor a self-sustainable econo/ny... This should be thefruit of the evolulion
oforganised sectors ofour society, and not ofthé interfcrence ofajdreign organisation that has |
shown itsclfready to help us only if 'it establishes lhe priorities instead ofus’... >

Despite needin}> tens oftons ofiirazil nuts per year, only two years afier be”*i/ming the Rainforest

Crunch project... did Cultural Survival buy itsjirst stoek of... nuts that really canu‘from a \
cooperative of Hra/il nut collectors... AH the rest ofthe... tons ofthis produet were prepared with
nuts pttrchasedfrom the same traditional monopolies which expiait Jirazil nut collectors... f

Consequently... the lar®est exporter of... nuts in the countrv... declareii that as a result of
International interest inforest produets, their... salas increased considerably...

Cultural Survival created an island with potentialforprosperity, but increased the dijficulties in ail

the other reyions of Amazdnia which are still exploited by lhe same bosses who become richer anil

richer,. Their investment in a viuble ulternative is insignijicant co/npared to the disaiivanti}>es
caused in other re®ions...

We donf recognise any advama”es in our association with Cultural Survival, since their concrete
help with our initiatives has been minimal, and their negative repercussions have been eriormous. i

UUjI"U W_% hinlYIVMI 1UL1 IIU LUIIILLUUUIL WITiUMJAYCIL WIIHIT WLIIUUIU ~UTl VIViU,

(0 Survival Inlernational* June 1992
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Greens’ Amazon forest
hero Is wantecl for rape

THE GLOBAL Fomin runnind in
paiullcl wiih ihe Earth Summil in
Ril de Janeiro was ruekcd ycster-
day by tlie itiformalion dv.it
Paulinho Faiakan, lhe Caiapo In-
dian chiei from ihe AiiiurOfi su;e
of 1‘ura, u»d a figure of world rc-
iiowii since hc received llie UN's
Oliibal TUO awurd f»r sérvices iu
the eiiviruitmetit ia iy*SJt w.is
wanted by Ihe poliee for rape, uir-
lurc and allempted morder.

The slory broke in (hc *eek.iy
news maga/me Vdjit, wliich gave
details uf ihe rape of Si(viu Leiieia
da Lu2 1'eireirj, an [fi-ycar-uld
who was leaehirii; Paulinho
r'akikuii'i three Juu”~Tiiers 10
and wriie Portuyuesc.

From RikTunier
ithRit tj*Jandro

Accunfint; lo ihe repori, the
Caiapo chiei was aidcd in dic ai-
taok by his wife and the rape w.is
wiincwed by his tive-ycar-oid
ditunliicr, while a while mait wiu>
workcd for ihe chiei hcard llie
girJN.screauis and arrived lo save
iicf from slrangulaiiuii.

Paulinho Paiakiin was to liavc
been in Km yenterday to addio-vs
tlie Global forum alutigsidc an av
sorlment uf lhe tjreen and fumou*,
indudinjj Ilie Daiai Lama. Liui Itc
has vanixhed intu lhe forgst ivhore
his iribc lives.

A Qriiiah uiiihrnpolo”ist who
Jtus worked wiih (hc Caiapo and
preferred io rcniaiti anonynious
said ihai ihe story in Ycju alleged
the chief and hii wife wcre dnmk
ivlien ihe rape uiok plairc, and
"unifl iLventty (lie Caiapos had
only ever drunk wuter”. If lhe
su>ry is true, she weni 011,
Paulinho Paiukan may have been
"ilrunk ou power also, bccause
Ue‘l. an ludituiry persoii who was
suddenly uatapulied 10 ta<ne".

In addititm tu (ame, he and his
tribe accuniulaied a fottuiic re-
cenily thanks lo Iheir uuthor-
isaikm u> c.xploii tropical wotids.
Tlicy liave sold maliogany wonh
SWIm (D 3m) over (lie past tltrce

“At ARE fIGHII:IC {0 OEFEHO THE fOfiESP... WIIHOUI IHE FORESTVIE « |
VIOII*18E AfIIE 10 BfiEAIIE ANO OUR HEARIS WILL STHIf AlID WE WILL DIt*

fiulinho PtMun

A chitilrenS comic ((ublisind by flit Und) .Slioj» sliovts Paiakan in 1
IjILs Midi Anidi lluddiik about (tu- luiiplyof fuic”l produets

years aitdJ in

April

Paulinho

timier. Ilis ivc:d(li has given Uim a

l‘aiakau ikjapearud at a preas eon-
fetence itt LIhiJoii to anmmncc
ilt.il tlie bnitK lud ctosed a deal
nidi Aniia KkiKldiek's Uixly Shop
to supply 6.isasjiirus a year of itai-
ural oils tiom tlie rainforest for
the manuiaaurtf of hair eondi-

privaie uetofiKTne, two cars, wide

tracls ot laiul and several cmplo)< .
ees, iueluilinj* ihe une who, ao ]

corditi® lo KJti, saved Ms da Lu/
(rerreira‘s lifc.

liartli Siininiil, page 0

Lu Iy, iS



Folha de Sao Paulo
Wednesday 10 June 1992

Entidade culpa comércio verde

ANTONIO CARLOS SEIDL
De Lumires

A Survival liitrirnaiional, enti-
dade internacional de pioic”ao aos
diidtos dos povos tribais, culpou
a cmpiesa britanica de cosmtiiirijv
nmurujs “ Body Sliop” pr.lo irs-

que envolvr

"Na nossa opini:io, 0s piojetos
da liod) Shup com Paiakau séo,
pirlo menos parcialmente, respon-
>aveii a medula qur. & cmpiesa
colocou t-ssi homtm cm uma
posicdo de rigqueza e potisr consi-
Oeiaveis", di-,se il Folha o diic-
lor-scral iln Sun’iva! Internaiio-
nal. Sicphtm Cory,

Aui livio “Bod\ & Soul*

""Body Sliop”, 1 empresaria Anha
Ruddiek., -19, refcre-.sc a Paiakan
comu “um novo Gandhi”.

“ QO projoio da ‘Body Shop’com
0s indios caiap6s é prtrjudu:inl em
vei de bcnt*fico, porque coloca
muito poder nas maus dc lim sé
individuo”, di.Sbt: Stcphen Cory,

O dircior-i/eral da Survival In-
tel nauonal di? que o suposto cri-
me dF Paiakiin é uin “sirio rel-
veis" paia 0 movimento de prote-
¢do ao.s direitos tios indios.

Flui Talhar, poiui-vo/. da ‘‘Bo-
civ .Sliop”, disse que a empresa
licou “absolutamente atordoada”
com a noticia do suposto compor -
lamento criminoso de Paiakiui.
“Nos ja tiaiujiiiliyamo:; a comum-

(Como ¢ Alma), publiciulo reem-
u:rir.:ntf rm Londres, u dona cia

dade caiapo. Nossos neijécios vao
continuar’*, cii“sclTidbol.

Survival InternationalTintcrnaiional organisalion working for the rights of
iribal pcoples, blames tlie Uriii.sh cosmeiics company, lhe '‘Body Shop' for the
scandal suriomtding Paiakan.

Speaking to 'Folha' llie Director General of Survival Iniemaiional said: "In
our opinion, llie projecis which 'llody Shop' has run with Paiakan are at least in
pau responsible, in that the company has put hitn in a position of considerable
wealth and power."

In her Ix>ok 'Body and Soul', recently published in London, the head of
'Body Shop', Aniia Roddick (49), refers 10 Paiakan as “a new Gandhi".

"Body Shop's project with the Kayapo Indians is harmfu! rather than
beneficiai because it places power in the hands ofone individual"”, says Siephen
Corry.

The Director General of Survival International says that tlie alleged crime by
Paiakan is a serious blow for.ihe movemeiu to protect Ihe rights of tribal peoples.

Phil Talboi, spokesman for ihe 'Body Shop] said that the company was
"extremely sliocked" by tlie news of the alleged criminal behaviour of Paiakan.
"We have already reassured tlie Kayapo communiiy. Uur business will go on."
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Rapedis
tribal ch

Y
e

race of
f feted

by ecology lobfiy

tT SHOULD hawjfceeiulheir
.fines* hour. Wsilt lheir
spcciftcuiur s*«U>u*si licud-
e dresies flf ydkiM* piuiol iL-atli-
1eis wuvinjt tn tiie Urcexe, (lic
"'Kayapo Indian* were featurcd'
on lelcviston uuws liullctius
utl £)ver Ihe ulrik- aathey caiu-
(laignct lo lava-tlie rainforest
at ilie fiunh Stumiiu. ilui tlie
parade, unec jyuced by ihe
utbc's oulursil dijfnity,. was
Iliis litnc tair-itod Viilli disgrace
and shnme.

Ou tlie tiaytlie Kayapo had
& chance 10 sti/e m;uimutn
puUlieiiy, Olici' Jlaulinlio
taiakan, oncif lheii\cy tead-
ers and Imlao with Ilie I'tjil
World, had uiicn refugo Irom
policv In ilitc very i.miluicsl

, jiis (ribe w.is trying lo protoci.
(Ic wu; n fugiiive Irom a hor-
-niic scandal.’

i‘aiafcan. world media star
.and IriciiU di Sifiib, Jimmy
Catier and &umeric of celeb-
riiiei attracicttiby tlie lashion-
uliic Amal/u iv cuntjiaicn. was
accuscd lasi weck ol' Ihe raiic,
torture and aulitnptca inurder
"uf ihe lil-ycui-old vii£in who
iauflu his tfouglucrs tiiu*
guctie. Mc tfkiucs ali llie
dtarges. The wectirn, said ihe
docior who eiumincd licr. lwd
been iuujiiciuiti iu U “catt-
mbalisiic" aitéuli and is said
» liavc had pwf of u brcasi
bitien oil.

Tlie girl cluini:isshu.was at-
lac&cd ufier b&tnm tiriven
timc by paiakan auituhis wile,
trirkrau, alter u flimily bar*
luue wilicre lic lajd, bucit
drinUnp bcer ali aitcHiuon.
AucoidiiiB lu her staimncnrio
poilce; Paiakan smopui uu a
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deserted wad, dimbed in lhe
back, h«» fter i» (lic liicc uitd
iute oil" 4ci' tkrniuda Uunit
and bliiiu AT fic ripcd lu‘j, “hc
aliciei, tKckiajt Iki by
iuvii 10 ki-q) kT ilill-
I'aiakair htu alicticdly iriid to

Ilie

her wiiti a picw uf
whc mu& was only slu(i|lKd by
a J|iasii«™*l)y wltn the
tiiri‘i icscaiufand liccd lier al
guul)oi ti.

licard

Uuring tlie ijirl's or-
dcal 1l'adalLan aiid his wife iue
said tui Uarc smcaicd. blood
ovcrcauti oilicrs* hudics.
linviifoniuciiialisis wlio re-
.vere tMiukaii for lus
ataicsivuiuliip aic j|jliuil al
ihu ullcnaiions. TUoii ad(i[i'ed
Clncl', itietl un ilircc Cunu-
«cfiii, lokicr G(* iliilx inicr-
iiatiunal! honouis, li:ul In jusl
lour years lucuicd woi'ld
""" Uic dcvasiaiiun
of ilic rainlurcsts. 11c luid pci-

juaUcd itie Wtnkl llaitk to
wttlidraw l'uitdii>K Truiti dam
projetns lhal -would liavc

iluoded va-il arcas 01’ forest.
With Aiala Ruddiek, Ibuudcr
uf llody SHoi>, Iti; lud hcl|:vd
his villagu. (Muitecr a dc”l Uiat
could »oMdc a uiudcl lor lur-
eM coiiMinvation and di:v-
«'lopinciil, llow could lilis
mau bei_ ca_uab_l_i;__uf iu_.JIpIi Iun
itlaﬂﬁ mﬁ}u-«aui jui Ii
unlluuptluts™li uutl tvo-vaiu-
luicueis ilifii did 1aiaktn
uutici ilic iiivsiurc* of
becmB uiulLcti Ui**und ihe wui Id
dii inlenlatucrtal «.'eledr.iy
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wilh a polilically corrcci
causc? ’

Lasi wcck Paiakan ap-
pcaial on Urazilian wlcvisiun
10 deuy ali vimrtes but adinii
lic had liad sen wilii llie
icjdiL-r in tlie car wiliile liim
wife was ik*e]ji«ii. “livery*
iliiut liapiKiicd iKi.ausc ol ihe
drink," hc luld vicw”ib.
Uircau-iiuii; rciubuiiun if
iheie weiv revcnecaluiLhi, “If
a» tttdian dies in 110 ciiy,
rciucmlvr we Kayapo .Ilc
waniuii and du um Icar

edealh.”

His lawyer claims ttiai any
injunes to llie girl were causcd
by his wife, who aitucked licr
in ti (il ofjejlousy wticn slic
wokc up. 'Hm. defeiHe
sigmliciitll. Under
law (tidians are iun 1

1E'Cmitill'i|1.iirtl"™" hy-lhe ronir
(iy'i cuiuiiiuiiup, wituii
ncfoiding 10 .SUIIIC CAiJi-iii.
iiK-ans llicy cannoi be ined
lenahy. Paiakan is hkcly lo W
rcgardcil as iullicicmly aiiiui-
ilaied iniu Western culiuic <0
sliind triai; his wtle is um.

This weckend ilicrc was an

eugly suind-nll' in the lionlici'
uiwit of Kedcncao afn.'i' 2,U0U
ilrayilians dentunded imlice
capiurc iltc chief. “Tu carry
oul dic order, wc inibiu liavc
to fiicc a ficat batlle,” said
Licuieiiuul-foloiu-1 J.litnc.Je”
&K dc Olivcifa, wiu» 1;u
called in u Ciuek squad ul juu-
ulc ti*hiurs.

On liome urouiul ihe K.ty-.

apo will pul up a lounli litI™
seven years agu ilicy con>
lioincd an invaiion «l 4.IXiu
tiold |it'Os|H."i.'"tors and look sev-
efal liusmgc unttl tlie Hijuiihiui
bavcritmciit a*reed Uic nritirrs
[>ay a eoniniiission.

Ai lini t'atikaa's .supi>uil-
m sus”eiled (its cneiuies li;ul
sei liim up. llicy wcic i>lh-
ptcious uboul ihe tintiu~ufllie
waiidal, juil as lhe Indians
weic inv/Asinu lui’piulcctimi uf
tribal iciTitoncb. Their
iicimh inctcascd when du-y
Icarui tltc dotwr who eiuni-
was aUeudy itmilvcd Illa dis-
pute widl his WIi-, Wtll .f.-
Cused Itiiil lasl icui ol Moil-
isinu het wilhoul licr c.iiim ui.

N Miriuur h»1? "tiuluut uhl ftreu

IIr.uilfan scientisis, 100, are
lulitcd liy (hc allcgatiuns,
Kciiujc ilicrc is no prccedcul
foi a K;iy.ijMj auaclin” a while
£iil. "li isinia®inahlc Ilial Iticy

kill unotltcr person,
I-*in caiinibalism is iiita®-
iMablc, bui a scKuat crime is
nmt," uul t>aicy Ribeiro, uu
auiiihroli(du|ii*! and focnicr
i.K-(kuiy tiovernor of Rio siuic,
witw liviit willrKTtyftpns f«r 10

fii-
Olnnpio Serro, chairinan of

a The victim,
1ssid the doctor,
Ims subject to a

cannibaiistic

z&sauttand is
smt to have had

part ofa breast
bitten off f

ilu- K.un fi-iiiesl [-'oundation
Hiii/il, iiit' diafity tiiundcd by
Stin[-, Mtd ili.it ifa crime was
""" it itiust bc con-
luitdi wuh tlaiaknn'i Ixpo~
mmie lu Western indocnccs,
m» lcast in Lhe cilies of
IUiropc and Amci ica.
fluny vyears «ao fiw
Kayapo leadctv had ever nici
a white mau. Today 1'aiakan
a piivatc plane and twu
ufs, aml traveis lhe world
Uluu me.ind M-viiring market-
ing dcals for raiufuivst piod-
iiliu Midi as hra/il nut tiil.
Niayinu >n luucii with his

lulipik uutis ba% Itecn didlicwlt.
Lh:mﬂ;lsae REEH

Survival Intcr-

iuwitc

naiiona), which campaigns for
indigenous (youpi, raiukan‘i
jciscitiug as sole repre-
scnintive of his tribes is un-
naiural, arggc its' campaiu-
ners, bccausc al liomt
detisions are dcmocntticully
sluired amiiitu dders.

Yciieiduy Gordun Rud-
diek, co-fogridcr of llody
Shop, rejceicd any sutfccstion
itiai Dusimvis dcnlmgs ttnd pul
sirain 00 (‘aiukan, witusc vil-
tage is imid £100,000 a year for
ifljrtildiid" in a“1ratf’cuu-
ditioner. “1U only fravcllud
wlten lie iHoutlu il was his
duly and when he wanicd to,"
said Roddick, whuase shops
icli a biochuid fcuiuring Paia-
kan as a canaon churucter.

Lucrative business deais,
howevcr well-iniciUioncd,
liavce Inoutilu inicr-tribal jeal-
ousies. '1lic “iradc «01 aid™*
formula cau disrupt tlie bul-
ancc of a voinntunit/ ihut ha*
evolved over ccnturics.
Aiiionu the Kayapo, Ibr unam-
I>tc, liicrv liave bcen griev-
auces over [>ay bctween lhose
who tiai vest lhe nui and tltosc
who ptotcsi il, attd disputes
swilh olltert who preler lop-
uinu. One Kayai>u cltiefis suid
10 have niadc a dcal wilh a
litnbcr comiuuy lhat allowed
hini and his sons lo trnive into
a ciiy hotel wilh white
prosiituies. -

As lhe r’aiakan scandal un-
ravcls. itie Indians rak .losint}
onc of lheir most inlluentiut
world voiccs. Ainold New-
inan, an American naluraltst
and aotlior who tias (ravclled
witn ludiuns abroad, said:
“They never wanl to Icnvr llie
foresi. They Ice] imiielted fis
siaiesutcu 10 muke Ihal sac-
rtlicc. I'iuakan'i nnty be llie
uttunaie saculice."”



TO: Jordana
FROM:  Jason
DATE: 5 July 1992

SUBJECT: SI17’s Documents About Cultural Survival

These are some notes on the various documents that Sl put togeth-
er in their dossier.

First a few notes on Pam®"s memo to Gordon and Jilly:

— at the launch of RF Crunch, there were no local cooperatives
that were shelling B-nuts for export, period. It was not a ques-
tion of quality, quantity or prices. Crunch In fact helped us to
generate the publicity and much later the money needed to finance
the Tirst collector-owned shelling factory at Xapuri.

— CS only works with groups that have expressed interest in
working with us. We do not go to the forest to covert the iInhab-
itants to capitalism. Most of them are already involved in
marketing of some sort. They just don"t get a fair deal iIn the
marketplace. Our role is to help change that. Most grougf,
however; realize that at least part of their future will be
determined iIn the marketplace, even if they have guaranteed land
rights. Few groups want to live as their ancestors did. There
are things that they want that they cannot harvest from the
forest even if their land rights are protected.

— Crunch i1s merely one of more than 100 produets that we have
helped to introduce iIn the marketplace in the past three years
with more 30 companies. CSE is, in fact, responsible for more
than 95% of ali the rainforest produets on the shelves.

— When we started, there were no local groups producing for
export. That is why we sourced commercially and then charged a
fee with which to support local groups to get started. Today at
least part of the 15 or so commodities that we sell are sourced
from local groups— half entirely so— with the exception of babas-
su oil, cashew nuts and annatto. The first two of these three
will begin to be sourced from local groups later this year.

— In_addition to ali the funds mentioned iIn the memo, CSE has
provided some $45,000 to Xapuri for technical and financial
assistance/consultants.

Comments on the SI document

Ouotable Ouotes

A. CS does not encourage opening a stall at the marketplace.
Most have already done 1t. Also, CS does not undertake business



as usual. We do unusual business. In fact, we are using the
market to generate the funds that will help change it.

B. No single solution will solve the problems of indigenous
peoples. Foreign and local markets, land rights, local organiza-
tions, sustainable resource management, and advocacy will ali
contribute to a successful but uphill battle to help indigenous
people define and shape their own futures. The combination of
these variables will be different for each group.

C. The strategy does not undermine the actions of indigenous
peoples. Quite the contrary, It supports them. It generates
funds and publicity for them. Because of marketing efforts,
nearly 100,000,000 consumers have been exposed to the problems
indigenous peoples face as well as the direct connection between
their fate and that of the resourees that they (and the rest of
the world) depend upon.

D. We, too, understand the primary importance of land rights to
the survival of indigenous peoples. That is why for more than a
decade, unlike Survival International, we have actually helped
groups directly to defend their land rights. We do not just seek
headlines and media attention, we quietly help groups take cases
to court, hire lawyers and protect their land and resource
rights. In Brazil, working with the Body Shop, CS has supported
the Nucleus for Indigenous Rights, which took the test case that
forced the Federal government to kick 40,000 gold miners out of
the Yanomami territory. This did not happen due to headlines and
urgent action bulletins. It happened because we were able to
help NDI hire comﬁptent lawyers to force the eviction. Sl does
not provide this kind of assistance.

E. The marketing of rainforest produets has done more to shape
public opinion In 3 years than Sl has In its entire existance.

F. We are not trying to save only those areas or those groups
that can pay their own way. However, some areas or groups can
use the market to protect themselves 1f It is done right and
carefully. The marketing of produets can generate funds that can
be used even for those areas and groups that do not have produets
to be marketed or that have no desire to market produets. For
example, with funds the program has generated we have supported
the work of CEDI. CEDI has mapped ali the Indian areas In Brazil
and 1s now scanning landsat images to determine when and where
Indian areas are beln? invaded. In ali 1ts work on land rights,
has SI ever fTinancially supported anything so concrete for 180
different Indian nations?

G. The question has much to do with pragmatism and realism. It
also has much to do with global campaignsas well as specific
interventions at the lever of the village and group. There have
been significant gains In the past 20 years that have resulted
from well orchestrated camﬁalgns and CS has been i1nvolved in most
of them. These campaigns have worked because people have not
accepted the realltles of others, just as CS does not accept the



current reality of the market place for our own marketing of
rainforest produets.

H. CS, too, sgpports tribal people throughout the world. We
believe iIn self-determination and, unlike SI, spend most of our
budget on projects that are designed and run by local grOUﬁS-
These projects, since the 1970s, have focussed on land rights,
local organizing and sustainable resource management. Recently
we added marketing to the overall support.

Differences between the two organizations

1. CS believes that virtually ali indigenous peoples will want to
undertake development programs on their own lands.

2. CS received $114,295 from US AID in 1987/88 and $174,633 in
1988/89. This represented 17.6 and 14.9 percent of our annual
operating budget each year. In 1990/91, our last full financial
year, we recelved $59,500 or 1.7% of our total budget. We have
always had a base at and strong links to Harvard. However,
Harvard has had no say or influence over our programs; we pay
rent to Harvard for our offices. Many of our senior staff are
anthropologists in keeping with our belief that good intentions,
like Slls, are not enough to guide our programs.

3. Each group that has ever been offered funds from CS that
originated from the US government has been advised about the
source of the funds and asked It they wanted the money or not.
IT they object to the funds then we attempt to obtain them from
other sources.

4. In 1989/90, CS members provided 56.8% of our funds; in
1990791, members provided 61.1%. During the same years, some 30
foundations (e.g. not Ford or AID) provided CS with 31.1 and 30.2
percent of our funding.

5. In its report, CS stated that there was not sufficient evi-
dence to suggest that the government of Paraguay was orchestrat-
ing a genocidal campaign against the Ache. The report also
stated that the S|tuat|on of the Ache was similar to that of
Indians on the frontier throughout the Amazon basin.

6. This i1s only one of CS"s programs. 1t seeks to help those
%roups that want help with marketing and generate funds in dif-

erent ways for support of other traditional human rights types
of programs.

7. CS has sponsored several campaigns. One, regarding the Ethio-
pian famine, Sl thought so much of that it copled It using CS"s
findings. our publications have been addressed to both policy
makers and the educated public. Consequently, they have had
considerable influence and have been the main source of our
20,000 members.

8. The concert took place iIn the US one year later and generated



more than $400,000 for projects in the rainforest and with rain-
forest peoples. You can see from the list of Prqjects funded
what CS has supported. They ali support tribal peoples rights.

9. CS"s materiais are published In Spanish. Each issue of our
Quarterly identifies common threads and issues relating to indig-
enous peoples from around the world. Each informs numerous
groups about both problems that similar groups are facing and
potential solutions. In general, however, our work with indigne-
ous peoples 1s not through general publications, but rather
through specific tailor-made assistance programs that involve
indigenous and nonindigenous consultants as well as training
programs.

10. CS has UN observer status.

11. CS has offices In the US, UK, Costa Rica and Brazil, and an
affiliated organization in Canada. We also have a part-time
staff in the Philippines, Ecuador and Bolivia. We are not con-
vinced, however, that the number of offices is really a good
indicator of effectiveness. We work directlywith nearly 100
organizations throughout the world each year, andwe have a net-
work of more than 1,000 organizations that provide information on
a regular basis. We also have a scholars network of more than
3,000 to undertake research on both urgent and chronic issues
affecting indigenous peoples.

Fruits of the Harvest

1. We don"t do business as usual. We act as the trader and set
up commercial relationships that benefit local groups.

2. Our approach is far more complicated than presented by Sl.

Al1 the concerns expressed by Sl have been thought through, and
we come down on different sides of the issue. We do not disagree
that land and resourees are key to the survival of indigenous
peoples. We think that there are a number of strategies to
protect or guarantee these rights and that many of them are
complementary. That is why our own programs complement and rein-
force each other.

3. When we began our program there were no local suppliers of
nuts. We used the existing suppliers to provide the nuts needed
to make produets such as Crunch. Forest groups approved of the
suppliers that we purchased from. We did not purchase from the
Mutran family, one of the "most notorious and corrupt suppliers'.

bottom of page two:

The paper purportedly from the Alianca was written by an individ-
ual and never signed by the Alianca®s leadership. Clearly the
report reflected considerable frustration on the part of individ-
uals, mostly regarding the publicity and apparent iIncome that
marketing has raised.



It was never an official document. The document was not trans-

lated to English by the organization, but rather by the Rainfor-
est Action Network. It was sent to CS as a discussion paper for
debate on very important issues. Our initial meeting iIn October
of 1990 ended with the decision to do an evaluation of marketing
in Brazil. The members of the Alianca, however, could not agree
on the content of the document, but rather than delay longer it

was sent anyway.

CS and members of the Alianca met in April of 1991. It is our
understanding that most of the concerns expressed iIn the paper
(some of them were based on accurate Information, others were
not) have been addressed since that time. Some of them are more
process-oriented and will continue to be addressed for the life
of the project.

Jordana, one of the main problems was that specific Indian and
rubbertapper leaders wanted us to put ali the money (environmen-
tal premiums and revenue sharing) back through them so that they
could control them and In fact use them to coerce others into
joining them. They want it as a form of patronage. We argued
that the organizations they were part of did not represent ali of
the other forest groups in Brazil. They and others could estab-
lish priorities and guidelines, but we would have to control the
final decisions i1n order to guarantee to the consumer and manu-
facturer that their trust In the program has not been violated.

Since that time, the leaders of both UNI and CNS (Indian and
rubbertappers) have been changed. This does not mean that the
new ones are more representative git just reinforces our need to
maintain control over the use of the funds while developing a
solid board of advisors in Brazil. Sl doesn"t get into this kind
of i1ssue because they don"t work at the local levei. They take
It at face value that individuais are legitimate representatives
of local groups.

Clearly this cannot go into any reply to SlI"s material, but you
should know about these things. 1 will give you the complete
document and my reply.
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London E2 8DQ

To the Editors:
Sctring the Record Stxaight

Cultural Survival, an organisation which supports the rights of indigenous people
and ethnic minorities, has been the target (along with The Body Shop PLC) of a
disinformaiion campaign launched over the last several months by Survival
International (SI). This campaign by SI has been mentioned in two articles by
Alexander Cockburn (4 and 11 September). SFs attack on Cultural Survival
coincides with the establishment this year of onr new London office. Cultural
Survival has remained silent in the face of SI’s irresponsible and unsubstantiated
allegadons, finding them uninformed and undeserving of serious consideradon.

Via fax, Survival International has intemationally disseminated a misinformed
"dossier™ and several slanderous press releases attacking Cultural Survival. Through
this malicious campaign, Sl has sought to gain public relations advantage and to
define itself by describing the ways in which it differs from Cultural Survival.

Like Cultural Survival, Sl is an organisation that advocates for indigenous rights
and, as such, it could work with us on behalf of an important cause rather than
wasting its energy and resourees attacking one of the few organisations making
serious headway on serious problems.

Unfortunately* over the past several months, Cultural SurvivaTs efforts at goodwill,
tolerance, and cooperation with Sl have not borne fruit. .Meanwhile, its attacks
have continued. At this juncture, we have no alternativo but to set the record
straight.

Cultural Survival: Facts vs. Fiction

1. Cultural SumvaTs non-profit marketing program helps indigenous groups living
in fragile ecosystems to modify traditional resource management schemes and
generate income through processing and marketing their produets directly to
companies if they so choose. Sl asserts that CS's approach to marketing is harmful
because it forces indigenous people's futures to be linked to their ability to produce
for foreign markets. This is untrue.



CS believes that indigenous peoples will decide Iheir own futures if given the
economic opportunities and political freedom to operate as equals alongside
powerful development forces such as govemmental agencies and multi-national
companies. There are many indigenous communities around the world that ere
interested in undertaldng development initiatives on their own lands and a large
number are already doing so. CS assists those groups that want help marketing
their traditional produets in more resourceful and sustainable ways while
protectmg their basic human rights. Through our marketing program, we act as the
trader and set up commercial relationships with local commnnities that benefit
these groups politically, legally, and economically.

Cultural Survival's overall approach to indigenous rights and resource management
is thus far more complex than Sl paiats it«JLike SI, we believé that control of land *
and resourees is the key to the survival of indigenous peoples. However, we
believe that there are numerous ways to protect or guarantee these rights and that
many of them - such as resource management and marketing assistance - are
complementary. Ensuring that their land and resourees are economically viable is
widely recognised by indigenous groups as an important way for them to both
control their resourees and protect their rights as a community. Marketing is
important, but it is only one component of Cultural SurvivaTs multifaceted program*
Other areas of endeayor include research, financial and technical support of
resource management initiatives, public education, and direct work with policy
makers.

2. Sl has "accused" Cultural Survival of receiving "significam™ contributions from
the United States Agency for International Development (USAID). As part of its
overall efforts on behalf of indigenous peoples, CS seeks to influence govemmencal
development policies as well as those of bi-lateral and multi-lateral development
agencies. At CS, we are proud of the way we have been able to leverage our own
govemment’s policies and affect the way valuable resourees are spent, provided
the money is offered without strings attached.

USAID funding represented 17.6% of C$'s budget in 1987/88 and 14.9% in 1988/89,
In 1990/1991, we received 1.7% of our total budget or $59,500 from USAID. Every
local group which receives grants or aid from CS is informed of the source of that
funding, be it USAID or otherwise. If a group objects to the source of its funding
then we seek to obtain the funds from altemarive sources.

3. Sl has also attacked Cultural SurvivaTs links with Harvard University, implying
that our policies and projects are somehow inappropriately influenced by this
institutional association. This is untnte. Cultural Survival is a completely
independent organisation.

CS has always had a commitment to scholarly excellence, a value that Harvard
upholds, and this has formed the basis of our informed activism. Our work has
always been rooted in solid research and we have succesfully forged many fruitful
links between the internacional research communicy, indigenous peoples, and pro-
indigenous activists. CS has a respected research centre and publishes an award-



winning journal, the Cultural Survival Quarterlv, as well as many books on
anthropology, development, and human rights. In addition, we are currently
preparing a global report on "The State of the Nations" to coincide with the UN Year
of the World‘s Indigenous People in 1993

4. Sl has attacked Cultural Survival for not directing its materiais towards
indigenous communities themselves. This is also untrue. CS materiais are aimed
primariiy at audiences who are working direedy on a wide range of issues facing
indigenous societies. Indigenous peoples, pro-indigenous activists, policy makers,
anthropologists, economists, human rights activists, students, and members of the
general public ali read our publications and suppon our projects. Our research on
the Ethiopian famine, for example, was even used - though not often cited - by SI in
its own work. ~ &

CS materiais are published in Spanish, thus making them accessible to most of the
indigenous groups we work with in Latin America, where the majority of our field
work has taken place. As the scope of our field projects expands, we will adapt our
materiais to reach the widest audience posstble. Unlike SI, most of our contact with
indigenous groups is not through publications or campaigns. It is through face-to-
face contact and direct, tailor-made assistance programs with individual indigenous
communities. It is through these resource management and financial and legal
assistance projects that we feel we can make the greatest impact on the liyes of
indigenous peoples.

5. Sl has aceused Cultural Survival of not being a genuinely intentational
organisation. This is misleading. While our intemational headquarters and several
branch offices are located in the United States, we also have offices in the UK, Costa
Rica, and Brazil, as well as an affiHated organisation in Canada. In addition. Cultural
Survival employs part-time staff in the Philippines, Ecuador, and Bolivia. We work
directly with nearly 100 organisations through6ut the world every year, and we
have a network of over 1000 intemational organisations that provide us with
information on a regular basis. We have also establlshed a scholars network of
over 3000 individuais who undertake research on urgent and long term issues
affecting indigenous peoples. Thus, ali of our work is informed by the close
alliances we have cultivated with indigenous peoples and leading indigenous rights
activists and scholars throughout the world.

CS has also been recognised as a non-governmental organisation (NGO) by the
United Nations. We are currently applying for consoltative status with the UN.

6. Sl has attacked Cultural Survival for its relationship with The Body Shop, a
Corporation dedicated to social change and to the support of indigenous peoples.
We are honored to be collaborating with a company that takes its corrunitment to
indigenous rights as seriously as The Body Shop. Their trading initiatives, like our
own marketing program, provides indigenous communities with the extraordinary
opportunity to control their resourees wjhile generating much-needed income.
Cultural Survival is proud to cotrnt The Body Shop and nearly 100 other companies
as collaborators in a "conspiracy" to support indigenous peoples in their struggle for



survival and economic independence. We only wish that a thousand more
companies would do the same.

In conclusion, wc hope that Survival International will continue its work on behalf
of indigenous peoples. The forces acting against indigenous peoples are so powerful
in this world that organisations such as Sl and ourselves should be concentrating ali
our energies on changing preseut realities in the realm of indigenous rights.
Cultural Survival is pleased to have had the opportunity to set the record straight
regarding our own work and we intend to move forward and to ensure that
indigeaous peoples receive, both locally and mteraationally, the rights and
recognition that they so clearly deserve.

Yours Sincerely,

Pam Solo
Executive Director, Cultural Survival

Jordana Friedman
European Representative, Cultural Survival



