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POSITION PAFER

Subjects Coordinated Services for Indian Communities

FROBIEM:

What position should the U.S. Delegation take with respect to
the report of the Committee for Cultural Action on Coordinated .
Services for Indian Commnities, drawn up in response to NHesolution VII
‘of the First Meeting of the Inter-American Cultural Council.

U.S. POSITIONS

1. The Delegation should favor acceptamce of the report by the
Second Meeting for informational purposes only, and should oppose
any effort either to eriticize or to give specific approval to the
"Coordinated Services for Indian Communities" in Mexico or similar
projects elsewhere:

2, If a majority at the Second Meeting is interested in further
acticn on the baglis of the Study, the Delegation should favor
limitation of such action by the Second Meeting to referral of the
natter to the Inter-dmerican Indian Inetitute. :

(a) If the study is referred to IAIT, it should be clearly
established that the "pertinent suggestions" called for by
Resolution VII of the First Meeting are to consist of factual
obgervations on technical aspects of such projects that would
be of interest to other countries.

3. If an attempt is msde to carry through the original proposal
in Resolution VII of the First Meeting, that the CCA Study be sub-
mitted to the Council of the 0AS, the Delegation should favor
referral to the Inter=American Indian Institute for further
congideration, rather than to the Council of the 0AS, in view of
the division of responsibilities established in the OAS Charter.

DISCUSSION s
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DISCUSSTON:
General Considerations

This report provides a descripticn of the nature and operation
of Coordinated Servicea for Indian Communities under the Administra-
tion of Indian Affairs of Mexico, based upon Mexican official
releases and one day's observation by a worlking group of the Committee
in one operating center. Though no final judgment of the expsriment
is reached, certain limitations of the undertaking are mentioned as
obgervations. j

Commentary on U.S. Pogitdiaon

Pogition No. 1. = The brief Committee study, which hardly gives
a comprehensive picture of the Mexican experiment, should not be
endorsed but may be "noted" or otherwise accepted for informational
purposes. In view of the nature of the report, it seems that its
acceptance for informationsl purposes would be sufficient.

Position No. 2. = The Inter-American Indian Institute, a
specialized arganization of the 0AS, having fifteen of the American
republics as members, is fully empowered by ite treaty (Convention
on the Inter-dmerican Indian Institute, 1940) to make a technical
study of this subject. In accordance with Resolution VII of the
Tenth Inter-Agerican Conference, introduced by the United States,
the Cultural Council is to "utilize, as fully as possible, the

.resources and programs of the specialized organizations such as...

the Inter-American Indian Institute”. Though the Charter in

Art. 7l (d) specifies that a function of IACC is to "promote...the
adoption of apecial programs of training, education and culture for
the indigenous groups of the American countries", the TACC should
not attempt to discuss what action the OAS might take on technical
matters relating to Indian populations when an inter-dmerican
specialized organization exists for such purposes.

(a) The Committee for Cultural Action was asked to make
a study "with the idea of making pexrtinent suggesticns to
the Council of the QAS". It is evident from page 7 of the
study that the Committee for Cultural Action believes that
Resolution VII requires a "final judgment" or "final evaluation”
of the experiment in Mexico "for the purpose of making definite
reccammendationg...” This interpretation appears to exceed the
scope of the original resolntion, and the Delegation should
regist acceptance of such an interpretation by the Second
Meeting on grounds that it would be inappropriate for an
international body to do more than exchange information and
make cbservations of a technical character, stopping short of
anything resembling "proncuncing final judgment"”.

Position No. 3
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Position No. 3. - For reasons similar to those cited above in
relat¥on to Resolution VII of the Tenth Converence, the United
States can see no point in the referral of the Study to the Council
of the OAS, It is not necessary for the Cultural Council to addreas
itgelf to the inter=American specialized organizations in the cultural
field through the Council of the 0AS, or for the latter to report to
the COAS an matters referred to them by IACC. The project itaelf
does not seem to be significant enough to justify the Inter-American
Institute's making recommendations at a later date to the Council of
the Organization of American States, as suggested by GCA (last

paragraph on page 7)s

State<FD - Wagh., D. C,



