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UNITED STATES DEIEGATIW 
TO THE 

SECCJID MEETmG OF THE INTER...AMERICAN CULTURAL CaJH::IL 
Lima, Peru, :Hay 1956 

SubJ_e~s C6,2!dina~ Services £!!!. Indian COIIIIIIUllitiee 

PRCBIEMa 

What position ahould the U aSo Delegatim take with respect to 
the report of the CO!Uittee for Cultural Action on Coordinated . 
Servi.ces for Indian Caimunities, drawn up in responae to 11.esolUtion VII 
o? :ale ?ir'St Heetliig o? Uie !iite~ZErican Cultural Councilo 

U oS <. POOITIW: -
1. The Delegation should favor accept.a.t:ce of the report b;r the 

Second Meeting for in!oruticnal purposes only, and should oppose 
any effort either to criticize or to give specitic approval to the 
"Coordinated Services far Indian COIIriiUllitiee11 in Mexico or sildlar 
projects elaewhere• 

2o If a 1118Jor1t;r at the Second Meeting iB interested in further 
action on the basi& of the Study • the Delegation ahould fuor 
lirdtation of eu~ action b;r tbe Secor¥1 Meeting to referral o! the 
matter to the Inte~rican Indian Inatitute'. 

{a) I.t' the stlll\Y ia referred to IAn, it should be clearl:r 
e.at.abli.shed that the "pertinent auggestiows11 called for b;r 
Reealution VII of the First Meet~ are to consist of factual 
observations oo tocllllical aepeeta of euch projects that would 
be of interest to other countries o 

). U an att.e111pt is 118de to carry- through the original propoeal 
in Resolution VII of the Firat Meeting, thAt the CCA Stud;r be aub­
mitted to the Council of the OAS~> the Delegation •hould favor 
referral to the Inter...Aaerican Indian Inatitute for further 
c01:1siderat.1on, rather than to the CouncU of the OA.S, in view ot 
the diTieio.n of responoibilities est&bllahed in the OAS Charter. 

DISCUSSICila 
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DISCUSSICH~ 

General Consideratioil8 

Th1a report provides a descriptioo of the nature and operatiQl1. 
of Coordinated Services for Indian COIIIIIUDities under the Adild.n18ti'&P 
tion of Indian Affair8 of Mexico, based upcm Mexican official 
releues and one ciqOa observation by a vorld.ng group of the Committee 
in one operating center. Though no final judgi:Dent of the e:i:parilllent 
is reached, certain llmitatiooa of the undertak:i.Dg are Mntio.Ded u 
observaticns. · 

Comment;arz ~ ~ Position 

Position No. 1 ... The brief Cortaittee stud;y, which hardl.y givu 
a ccxaprehensive picture of the Herlcan experiment, should not be 
endorsed but mBiY be "noted" or othennse accepted !or in!onu.tiCl'l&l 
purposes. In view of the nature of the report, it seems 1;hat ita 
acceptance for informational purposes would be eutficiento 

Position No. 2. • The Inter...American Indian Institute 1 a 
speci:iliized organization of the OAS, having fifteen o! the Alericap 
rep1blics as =embers, is fully empowered by ita treaty (Comention 
on the Inter...American Indian Institute, 1940) to ll4ke a technical 
study of this subject. In accordance Vith Resolution VII o! the 
Tenth Inter--American Conference, introduced by the United States, 
the Cultural Counill is to "utilize, Ill! fully as possible, the 

. resources and programs of the specialized organizatioos web as ••• 
the Inter-.Americall Indian Institute" . Though the Charter in 
Art. 74 (d) specifies that 4 .f'unction o! nee ia to "proaote ••• the 
adoption of special programs o! training, education and culture for 
the indigencwt groups of the American countries", the IACC should 

. not attempt to diecua what action the OAS might take on tecbnical 
matters relating to Indian populatians 'When an inter...Aaerican 
specialized organization e:xiata !or such purpoeea o 

(a) The Caudttee for Cultural Action waa uked to make 
a study 11ldth the ~ea of maldng pertinent ~estiooa to 
the ~uncil of the CAS". It :18 evident frcm page 7 ot the 
study that the CCXI!Illittee tor Cultural Acticm believes that 
Resolution VII recpires a "final judgment" or "final evaluatioo" 
or the experiment in Mexico "for the pu.-pose of ma.ld..ng definite 
recalllllendat.i<ll8 • .o11 This interpretation appears to exceed the 
scope of the original resolution, and the DelegatiCCl mould 
resist acceptance of such an interpretation by the Second 
Meeting co groums that it would be inappropriate tor an 
intemationaJ. b~ to do 110re than exchange information and 
make observations of a technical character, stopping abort of 
al\)'th1ng resembling "pronouncing final judpent" .. 

Position~ J. 



 

Poeition Ho • .3. - Far reuone eiJailar to those cited abme in 
relat!oo to Reeoliii!oo vn of the Tenth Cooverence, the United 
States can see no point in the referral of the S~ to the Counc:ll 
of the OAS. It ie not necess417 !or the Cultural Counc.U to address 
it.eli' to the inter-American spec:l.alized organbatioo.e in the cultural 
field through the Counc.U of the a.w, or for the latter to report to 
the COAS on ma.tter.s referred to them b)'" IACC. The project itself 
does not seem to be aigniticant enrugh to ju.st;uy the Inter..Aaeriean 
Institute • s making recoaaendationo at a later date to the COUZJ:1l of 
the Organiza.tioo ot American State•, u auggested by GCA (last 
paragraph oo page 7). 

State-FD • Waab., D. C. 


