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SESOLIIION OF T1{E PAPAGO TRTBAL COTINCIL
( Supporting NCAI Reconrnendations - CEIA)

RES. N0. 97-80

, the Papago CHIA Progr€ns have reported certain reccrrrendations to the

Papa.go Cor:ncil whidr were supported hy the Hwnn Resor:rce Coranittee of

the Nationaf Congress of Anerican Indians pertairlirg to Ccnprehensive

Erptoynent and TYaining Act (trCEIAr) Prograns of the Departnent of

Iabor, and ttre Papago Tbjbal Corincil. does also fu1ly support suctt

neccmrnendations.

, T!{EREFORE, BE IT RES0LVm by the Papago Council that it hereby reco]ffre.nds

that:

f. Ihe Depar'fipnt of labor (IDOL") shoul-d irlrnediately withdraw its
prr:posed plan to reonganize the Division of Indian and Native
Iserican Prrrgrals (xDIMPrr) sjnce this plan was devel-oped wittrout
consultation w-ith Tt ibal goverrrents or other gnantees and
flagrentl-y violates DOLrs responsibility to provide necessary
services to Indian Tbibes and othen organizations ilplorcntirg
Indian elplo5nrent and tl?ainfug prcgnans. Arry organizatiornl plan
affecting DIMP should be developed only aften ftil1, open
consu-ltation wittr Tlribes and other grEntees, and must insure that
DINAPs tnve sufficient authoritv to a&n-inistsr Indian CE|A

?

including the polie:r to set policy, rmke and tpnito:r gnants and
provide necessarSz teclrrical- assistance to grantees. DOL rmst
provide DIMPs with a staffing 1eve1 adequate to neet their fufl
responsibi-lities to al.l grantees.

2. The Congress strouJ.d act swiftly to qrtend authorizilg legislation
for special- Indian youth progrtms, protecting Present ftntdjrtg
fevels for. such prognans and insuring that the regulations for
Indian progrerns take irrto account the special circr.unstances of
Indian conurn:nities. nrther, Congress and DOL should take
necessarSr steps to provide special diseetiornry frnds to initiate
progralns serr/ing urban Indian youth l*rose needs ar€ rtot clrr€ntly
net from either the Indian set-aside or the fi:nds clnmeled
t}|Iough state and l-ocal goverrment prile sponsore.

Congress should act swiftly to exEend authorizing legislation for
Indian private sector progrdns undecr Title VII of CFIA. DOL

should use additi-ornl Titl-e VfI fr:nds, above the minimun 2% Ievel-
provided il tlre pa.st, to neet nrre of the pro'ven needs for this
progrErn,

4. After apprrcpr:iate consul-tation with f::rdian Tbibes and other fndian
CEIA gnantees, DOL should cla:rify its policy with respect to the
audit of Indian progr:ars. While providing inseased accountabili
in the audit process, by a11cr^ring grantees to contr:act for
necessar5r audit services, mL must continue to provide special
funds fon the conduct of audits since fa.r, if arry Indian CEIA
grantees can afford to cover such costs out of their lirnited
al-locations of ftirrds thev receive for a&dnistrative *penses.

5. The Congress ard the Adninistnation should r in consuftation with
Indian T\ribes and onganizations, develop a procedr:re that asslr€s
a fu1l and fair. exanrilation of Indian needs and the success of
Indian prograns in the process of wnitirg a CEIIA renerla-l bill to
extend CErA payr€nts pa.st their scheduled Septenber 30r f982
exoi-nation.



CEIA)

Department of labor shouJ-d develop a&dnistnative procedr:res and
staffi.ng to insi.n:e ttnt alf grantees receive new Tiscaf Year funds
within three wee]<s frorn the date of firnf enactrpnt of the r€s.ul_ar
DeparLn€nt of tabor appropriatiorrs bitrf on continuilg resofutlon
cover.ing CHIA progr"airs.

Depar'Lrlent of labor should fi].l the position of penuanent Dir:ecto:r
of Indian Native Arerican Prrrgrarc at ttre ear'li.est possible tire.

7.

foregoing Resofution was dul-y enacted by t}re Papago Cor:nci1 on the 7th
of 0etobor, 1980, at a reetirrg at which a qlronm $/as presert witJ. a-G-6f

THE PAPAGO COUNCIL

COPY RECEfVD tn]rs /L4 day of October, f980.
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894. For; 0 fuairrst; 7f.0 Not Votine; ard 1 Absent. Dursuant to
re authoraty vested in the Papago Counci-l by Section 2 (a) and (d) of Article
of the Constitution and B5r-1aws of the Papago Tt'ibe of .Arizona, as anended,
ified by tTle Papago 1Y'ibe on Decerber l-2, f936, and approved by the Sed€tar5/
the Interion on Janr.rar5/ 6, 1937, pursuEmt to Section 16 of the Act of June 18

934 (48 Stat. 984). Said Resolution is not subjeet to review by the Secreta4/
f the Intenioor and is effective as of the date of its enactnent by the Papa.go
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Papago Agency



Lst. ;love - John Narcho

2nd. llovc - Rosemary Lopez

DATE: Ocrober 07. 1980
RnsctuTrolt

Accept C.E.T.A. desolution
. Supporting NCAI Recommendations

RESCIUTTO:I or ORDiiiNICE l:O. 97-80
No. of

ni c+-i ^ie Pairoc6nl->f i rtac' \otes For Asain 1no Not Vot A

BABOQUIvARI

L42

I. Edr4/ard ]I. Kisto
f .1^.hh err^i.\

Kenneth Chico
(Iranklin An tone)

2.

7L.O

7L.0 .\

CIIU;(['T KUK

lr1

L. Rosenary Lopez
(Laurence Jose)

2. Harriet Toro
aliahrr,._T^cal

5l 5

55.5

x

GU ACHI

Lc1

I. Angelo Joaquin
(.toseph Pete Faron)

2. Cipriano l4anuel
(Jonas Robles)

50-5

50. 5

GU VO

51

1. Cross Antone
(Juan Joe Cipriano)

2. Witliam Lewis, Sr.
(Pauline J, levrj-s )

25.5

25 -5

HICKIIII]I

78

1. Benry A. Ramon
(,Jemes Angea)
Edward I'ianuel
(Archie Pilone)

)

39,0

39.0

Y

Prs {E!'10

60

I. Lamando Francd.sco
(Herman T,opez)
Jose l,lanuel Jr.
()

2.

30. o

30. o x

SAN ]-UCY

29

1. Max Jose
(barraerq lenzo.,

2. .'*i#r.c€-fF+"f;itba
aA t hart- (:^na? \

14.5

SAN XAVIEF.

83

l. John Narcho
/<ih^h [l.h.lza \

2. .rrr.!oil*{i!iti!-
(carmen llattias)

41. 5

,!

SCHUK TOAK

l6

I. AIex Juan
. (Francisco Jose Jr. )

2. Ranon Canpillo, ,Ir,
(Joann Francisco)

38.0

| 19

l. Andrew M. Patricio
I T.: rrv r::rai:l

2. Fred Stevens
(Jacob Escalante)

69. 0

69. 0 x

SIF O]DAK

96

t. Elliot lewis
(Eugene Jose)
I'Ielis sa ltrorris
(John N. Jose)

2.

48. 0

48. 0

u\

x

TOTALS 965.0 894 . 0 71 .0 1


