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Abstract. From the time of the first colonization of the Americas during
the fifteenth century, many relationship dynamics have been at play between
the Native Americans and the Europeans. Establishing a government on the
soil of the newfound continent of North America raises questions on the role
and position of Indians in their fatherland. Striving for sovereignty and
recognition as a unique cultural group versus economic dependence and
assimilation into the US are a couple concerns that Natives (and the federal
government) have to face. In this paper, I will be looking at and analyzing
secondary sources by different scholars in order to understand the interrelation
between the government and Indians. One of the main discernments in this
paper is that how both the US federacy and Natives view what it means to be
Indian heavily influences what political decisions each makes in regards to one
another.
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AnaaTna. AMepuKaHbBl aNFaliKel OTapjay yaKbIThIHAH Oacram OH
OeciHmn FacelpjjaH  Oepl  aMepUKaHbIH  OaWbIpFBl  TYPTBIHIAPHl  MEH
EBPOMATBIKTAP/IBIH apachlHAa KONTEereH KapbIM-KAaThIHACTAD JAHHAMHKACHI
epOimi. XKana amputran ConTycTik AMepuKka KYPJIBIFBIHIA YKIMET KYpPY Ypaici
YHAICTepAIH ©3 aTaMeKEHIHJEr1 pelli MEH MO3UIUSCHI KalbIHAA CYpakKrap
TybIHIATa bl Tayenci3aikke jkoHe Oipereil MojieHueT ToObI PeTiHIe TaHbLUTyFa
ymrbuly, ofaH kepici AKII-ka SKOHOMHUKAJBIK TOYEHIUTIK  KOHE
ACCUMWISIISIIAaHY — YHAICTepAiH (koHe Qemepanabl YKIMETTIH) alablHIa
Typran Macenenepain Oipi. Ocbl Makanaga OalbIpFbl aMEpUKaHABIKTAD MEH
AKII ykiMeTiHIH apachlHIaFbl KapbIM-KaTBIHACTBI TYCIHY YVIIiH OpTYypJi
FAIBIMIAPBIH KaiiTamama KeslepiHe Kapam, TangaiiMbiH. OcCbl MaKallaHBIH
HETI3T1 KOPBITBIHABLIAPBIHEIH Oipi - deaepanaplK YKIMET TIeH OalbIpFb
YHIICTEpiH TYCIHIKTepiHAer1 «yHIIC O0Iy» ce3iHiH MarblHAChIHA Kapaii Oip-
OipiHE KaTHICTHI CasICH MICIIIMACD O3Tepe/ii.

Kiar ce3nep: AMepukaHbIH OalfbIPFBI TYpPrbIHAAPHI, (enepaibl YKiMeT,
ACCUMUWJIAIINSA, ©31H-631 aHBIKTAY, TAUMAJIBIK YKIMET, pe3epBallusi, EreMeH IIK
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AnHoTanus. Co BpeMEH INEpBOM KOJIOHM3aLMU AMEPUKU B TEUECHHE
MATHAALATOIO CTOJIETUS MEXy KOPEHHBIMH aMEepUKaHIIAMU U eBponeiiamu
HaOmoanack Oomblnas AWHAMHUKa OTHomieHwW. Co3JaHue MPaBUTENLCTBA HA
3emMJIe HOBOOOpETEeHHOTro KOHTHUHEeHTa CeBepHOl AMEPHKH CTaBHT BOIPOCHI O
POJIM ¥ TIOJIOKEHUU MHJEHIEB B UX oTeuecTBe. CTpeMIIeHHE K CYBEPEHUTETY U
MPU3HAHUIO YHUKAJIBHOW KYJIBTYPHOW TPYMHIBI B TPOTUBOBEC IKOHOMHYECKOH
3aBucuMoctTd u accumuisiiud B CIHIA - 3TO OCHOBHBIE TMPOOJIEMBI, C
KOTOPHIMH  CTAQJIKMUBAIOTCS ~ KOpeHHble  xutenu (U (denepampHOE
MPaBUTENbCTBO). B 1aHHOI cTraTbe aBTOp paccMaTpuBaeT M aHAIU3HPYET
BTOPUYHBIC HAYYHBIE WCTOYHUKH, JII TOTO, YTOOBI TOHSTH B3aHMOCBS3b
Mexnay npaButenbcTBOM CIIIA M KOpeHHBIM HaceleHHeM - UHACHIaMu.
OnHUM K3 OCHOBHBIX 3aKJIFOYEHHUI B 3TOM CTaThe SBIAETCS TO, YTO 3HAYECHUE
CIIOBOCOYETaHHUS  «OBITh  HWHACHIIEM» B TMOHUMAHUH  (eAepaTbHOrO
MPABUTENbCTBA M KOPEHHBIX HHJIECHIEB BIMAECT HA MOJUTHUYECKHE DPELICHHUS,
MIPUHUMAIOIIHMECS B OTHOIIEHUU APYT Apyra.

KiawueBble  cjoBa: Kopennbie  amepukanipl,  QeaepaibHOE
MPaBUTEIBCTBO, ACCUMUJIALUSA, CAMOOTPEIETICHUE, TUIEMEHHOE MPABUTENILCTBO,
pe3epBalysi, CyBEpeHUTET

Main part. The discovery of a new world. More specifically, the world
of North America. The first arrival of Columbus on this newfound continent
brought with it many other Europeans hoping to start a new life and discover
their own riches. However, this new land was not completely vacant, with the
first interactions of different peoples on the strange island being those between
the Native Americans or «Indians» and the European journeyers. Their first
connections were based mainly on trade and the Indians trying to help the latter
navigate. As the settlers started increasing in number, so did a need for a
government, and eventually Native Indians were slowly marginalized into plots
of land (or «reservations») so that the former could conquer with ease. Many
wars, diseases, treaties, and other such interactions took place in the many
years afterward. The intercommunication between the new and old people
certainly took many a turn, affecting both simultaneously, but the Natives
immensely more so, leading the latter into poverty and confusion of a sense of
self. So a question I have wondered is: what are the relations between the
Native Americans and the government of the United States like, developing
from their first meeting to the 21% century? Are they more dependent or
independent? In this paper, I will be arguing that how Native Americans and
«greater society» (thus, everyone else) understand what it means to be «Indian»
will greatly influence the political actions and decisions that are taken in
regards to one another. I will be looking mainly at secondary scholarly sources
in order to understand the roots of Indian problems nowadays.
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Fig.1. A Native American reservation

First, let us define some common terms. Who are the Native Americans ?
These are peoples who have migrated to the American continents from Asia
long before others. They are now at risk of disappearing in number. The
federal government is the central government of the USA, making decisions for
the whole country rather than only one state. Reservations are lands owned and
looked over in trust by the new government now, meant for Native Americans
to live on, but which allow Europeans in the past to colonize lands freely, as
well as to teach Indians the ways of the Western world across the sea, and to
assimilate them. These reservations later started gaining their own sovereignty
and separate governance, led by the tribal govermment. Thus, each such
reservation could have very different rules than each other or from the rest of
the US population.

There are several problems that have risen in the current days in regards
the role and position of Native Indians in their fatherland and their current
situation. Many Natives have fallen into a cycle of poverty. Despite, or shall I
say, because of the financial dependency of the Indian tribes on the help of the
US government, there has been an increasing lack of motivation for economic
development. This, in combination with poor farming land, and a stagnation in
business decisions where no step can be taken without going through several
approvals and permissions from above, has greatly encouraged unemployment
and further economic dependency. The Native Americans, according to statics,
also are the highest alcohol and drug abusers, as well as having the highest
suicide rate, showing the youth lacking hope and optimism. The education
system is poor, and many who go on to study in college have a high percentage
of dropping out.
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There are also other problems that the Indians and the US government
have to face, especially in relation to one another. One such issue, is that of
assimilation into US culture versus preserving their the unique Native tradition.
There was a time when young Indians were sent to boarding schools in order to
learn English and to incorporate American and European culture into
themselves. They were even forbidden to practice their own religion. However,
later policies, such as the Indian Reorganization Act, have understood the fault
of the government, and instead allowed and encouraged Natives to discover
and preserve their own cultures. The latter were encouraged also to head their
own government independent from the federacy. However, this has led to its
own set of problems, according to scholars, as tribal governments have aspects
that make it hard for it to function productively in a proper manner.
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Fig.2. Unemployment Rates

There are also issues surrounding romanticism. Many Americans,
scholars alike, when they think of «Indians» often see a frozen picture in
history. They often do not imagine the community as dynamic and every-
changing. For the government as well, it provides a kind of history for the
country. Although Indians themselves may also want to go along with and may
feel pressured to uphold these images, they often hinder development as not
Natives nor others are able to efficiently deal or help with the realistic
problems of drugs, alcoholism, unemployment, etc. among Indians.
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Past Month lllicit Drug Use among Persons
Aged 12 or Older by Race/Ethnicity, 2009
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Fig.3. Drug use statistics

Why is the relationship between the US federacy and Native Americans
relevant? This topic raises questions on several other broader themes. Such as,
how important is history in determining the sovereignty of a country ? Is it
better for the US to ignore a part of its history that it deems not as pretty, or is
it better to attract others with the romantic image of the historical Native Indian
? Does reminders of its Indian past make the government feel guilty? Could the
US citizen start to question the true sovereignty of the federacy ? To civilize or
to allow to co-exist as a separate governments? These are all just a few of the
questions that I imagine the current bureau specializing in Indian affairs has to
juggle with.

Another interesting point is that early European migrants had thought
themselves authorized to capture American lands, as they viewed the Indians as
barbaric and in-need of help and transformation to Christianity. Although the
US is now officially secular, it still has many little reminders of religion in its
Constitution and money. Similarities in needing to rescue Indians from their
religion in the past, also rings a similarity to the current will to spread
democracy, suggesting, maybe the government and peoples haven’t changed as
much in nature, even though they may have in substance (with their many
policy and legal changes).

However, in the case of Native Americans, it really depends on how the
federacy and Natives view what it means to be «Indian» that will change the
dynamic of their relationship. Just as in history they have acted on each other
based on what role they viewed themselves in, whether both take an active
stance depends on how they view themselves.
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In conclusion, looking at examples in history and the different
progressions in the role of Natives in their land, it seems that more Indians are
being held back from positive progression and a dependence on the US
government, because of their views of themselves. Although the issue is much
more complex, taking a more direct approach to solving its own problems can
help the Indian tribes. The Native American nation is unique, no doubt,
however, there are lessons of sovereignty, self-governance, and the role of
history that can be applied to broader models.
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Figure 4 Native American reservations labeled in purple
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