Showcase of the Creeping Irrelevance: The Annual Meeting of the Inter-American Development Bank (IDB) in Guatemala
Vince McElhinny, Bank Information Center 

In the midst of strident protests in opposition to the visit of President Bush and crush of an embarrassing political scandal, the IDB will struggle to showcase its development achievements in Guatemala and Latin America during its Annual Meeting (March 16-21, 2007).  President Bush’s recent acknowledgement that life has not improved for Latin America’s poorest only underscores the paradox of the IDB holding its premier event in a country where two of every three citizens live on less than a dollar per day.  The IDB will claim credit for it strategy of greater social inclusion in a country where 80% of the poor are indigenous.   The Bank will credit its investments in social development in a country that allocates a miserly 10% of its GDP to public expenditure – the lowest in the hemisphere.  President Moreno will tout his institution’s achievements in modernizing the state in a country where the government is admittedly captured by organized crime and homicides per capita approximate levels seen during Guatemala’s 30 year civil war.   
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After nearly a half century of lending and cooperation for poverty reduction, most Guatemalans might be wondering why they don’t have more to show for nearly $3 billion in debt from the country largest lender.  Similarly, across Latin America, the IDB is increasingly facing doubts about its perceived relevance as the preferred source of multilateral development finance in a region crowded with alternatives.  

IDB promotion of structural adjustment policies of downscaling the state and opening commercial and capital markets beginning in the 1980s were predicted to reduce poverty and diminish long standing inequity.  After three decades of reforms, little or no progress in poverty reduction has resulted in the most of Central and Latin America.  The available evidence suggests that at best, there is absolutely no indication that the IDB backed reform agenda has resolved long-standing problems in these areas. 
Table 3.  Trends in Poverty and Inequality in Latin and Central America, 1980-2002
	
	Latin America
	Central America

	
	
	Total Poverty
	Extreme Poverty
	
	Total Poverty
	Extreme Poverty

	
	Gini

	Millions
	%
	Millions
	%
	Gini
	Millions


	%
	Millions
	%

	1980
	0.54
	136
	40.5
	62
	18.6
	--
	--
	--
	--
	--

	1990
	0.583
	200
	48.3
	93
	22.5
	.564
	16.1
	62.8
	10.2
	39.7

	1997
	0.575
	204
	43.5
	89
	18.5
	--
	18.3
	60.4
	10.2
	33.7

	1999
	0.577
	211
	43.8
	89
	18.5
	.55
	19,2
	59.2
	8.8
	27.0

	2002
	0.576
	221
	44.0
	99
	20.0
	.547
	20.8
	58.4
	11.8
	33.0


Source: CEPAL (2002, 2004);Londono and Szekely (1997) Persistent Poverty and Excess Inequality in Latin America, 1970-1995, IDB Working Paper 357.
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Thus the decision of the IDB that Guatemala would be the host of its premier event is surprising for some. Neither Guatemala nor Central America are the ideal places to showcase the record of the IDB as a development bank. In Guatemala, nearly $3 billion of IDB loans have been unable to reorient this country, which has one of the worst development profiles in the region. In Guatemala, two thirds of the population lives in poverty, a vast majority of indigenous people is excluded from the benefits of the society and of a state that presides over one of the lowest levels of public investment in all of Latin America.  Like most of Central America, the development indicators paint a picture of decades of failed policy reforms.
In countries such as Guatemala, the IDB has seen its position as the number one multilateral lender gradually eclipsed by the primary subregional lender, the Central American Bank for Economic Integration.  As IDB financial flows have fluctuated between 0 in some years and as much as $250 million in others, while the BCIE has dramatically increased its lending to Guatemala in recent years, approved of $666 million in 2005 alone.   This gap between the BCIE and IDB may continue to grow as the BCIE has projected that it will lend $300 million on average to each Central American country in the coming years.
Key Moment for the IDB
With a scaled back program, the 2007 Annual Meeting involves only five public seminars (youth, social inclusion, public private partnerships, sustainable energy, etc.) – many fewer than at past annual meetings.  The 2007 Annual Meeting happens at a moment of change for the bank.  A major organizational realignment was announced on Dec. 15 of last year.   One of the principal motivations behind the realignment is the growing doubt about IDB relevance to Latin America.  In the past two years, an increasing number of new governments have been elected on platforms that directly reject a large part of policy framework that the IDB has pushed (privatization, free trade, top-down infrastructural integration, fast track hydrocarbon development).  Other governments benefiting from the recent windfall of oil, gas and mineral prices are taking fewer loans from the IDB.  Consequently, lending to the region has been flat.  Facing competition from below in the form of aggressive lending by subregional banks with many fewer social or environmental safeguards, the IDB is challenged to maintain its intermediary market position between the World Bank and a growing field of new sources of development finance for Latin American borrowers.  The realignment is intended to make the IDB more agile and responsive to the competition.  A great concern is that IDB safeguards, weak as they are, will be further marginalized.
 
With a lending volume to Latin America that is has topped out at about $6 billion over the past five years (despite an $8 billion capacity) the IDB is about to be eclipsed region-wide by a smaller sub-regional bank (the CAF).  The expected IDB announcements at its Annual Meeting regarding initiatives in clean energy, opportunities for the majority, debt forgiveness, infrastructure mega-projects and realignment reflect an institution in transition, perhaps adrift.  In fact, the interest generated by President Moreno’s announcements in 2006 on these themes upon assuming tenure at the IDB has faded as these initiatives have been blocked by internal politics or have been upstaged by events in the region.   

The IDB and Governance in Guatemala

One of the pillars of the IDB strategy in Guatemala has been modernization of the state.  After a decade of intended reforms, governance in various aspects of Guatemalan daily life remains an illusion.  Since 1996, the IDB has provided $1.5 billion to Guatemala for a wide variety of state reforms, including the security agencies, the tax system, the finance sector, social development, and those institutions charged with protecting the environment.  In almost every area, the performance of these loans has fallen far short of expectations.

Despite a $25 million loan in 2003 to shore up Guatemala’s security system, recent events have determined what many have long suspected.  Four Guatemalan policemen were arrested on February 21, 2007 on suspicion of murdering three prominent Salvadoran legislators a week earlier.  The suspects were placed in the El Boquerón top-security prison east of Guatemala City, where they were shot dead four days later. Witnesses said they were executed by a group of hooded gunmen who penetrated the prison with assistance.  After initially that the policy were killed in the course of a prison mutiny, the Interior minister, Carlos Vielman, and the Police Chief, Edwin Sperinson, were sacked. President Oscar Berger has publicly acknowledged the existence of corruption, drug trafficking and another abuses within the security forces.

Rather than fully owning up to these collapse in state security system, the government has offered relatively minor concession as journalists covering the scandal have been threatened.  Cable Guatevisión news director Haroldo Sánchez said the journalists who produced his station’s report on the murder of the four policemen were themselves filmed and photographed by the security forces. He said the station has been getting “email messages warning that we will be killed” since 25 February. He was personally been warned “not to cover this case any more.” 

State facilitated violence against activist critics of failed development policy has had a long and tragic history in Guatemala.  The police scandal is only the most recent in a string of attacks against human rights, trade unionists, environmentalists and land rights activists – spurred in part by public condemnations of these organizations by the Berger government as “terrorists.” 
  Many of the recent attacks and killings are associated with IDB loans and a legacy of failed oversight or indifference within the IDB’s country office.  

1. ECAP (Team of Community Studies and Psychosocial Action) an organization that provides psychological counseling for victims of Guatemala’s civil conflict has been receiving numerous death threats since October.  This recent attacks area apparently linked to the job of ECAP with survivors of the massacre of Plan de Sánchez, Rabinal, Baja Verapaz, and to the recent orders of capture for extradition from Spain against José Efraín Ríos Montt, Oscar Humberto Mejía Víctores, German Chupina, Ángel Aníbal Guevara, Pedro García Arredondo and Benedicto Lucas García for architects of Guatemala’s dirty war. 

2. CALDH, Communicate, UPD-MNDH and MNDH and are all Guatemalan human rights organizations that have had a series of threats and office break-ins in early 2007.  CALDH’s legal team advises the Association for Justice and Reconciliation (AJR) in the cases charging former dictator Gen. Efraín Ríos Montt and other former officials with genocide.  The UPD-MNDH records all cases of attacks against human rights defenders.  Soon the group will release a report analyzing high-impact cases involving human rights defenders in 2006, including the continuing attacks against ECAP.  COMUNICARTE is finishing documentaries about topics such as genocide, the Dos Erres massacre, and the women of the Ixcán.

The IDB investments in transparency and accountability in the public sector, particularly within the security sector, have done little if anything to improve overall citizen security, much less the rights of opponents of Guatemala’s political and economic elite. Based on a recent evaluation by the IDB, of the total of the funds approved by the IDB in period 1993-2003 only 4,2% was directed to investments strictly to improvements in public sector transparency and accountability (as opposed to privatization and liberalization), while 67% of the resources were invested in economic growth. This distribution of the funds can be a significant cause in the deficiencies of the program, due to that few resources have been directed to solve the problems of the corruption and inefficiency in public expenditure, subjects considered important in the evaluation for explaining the poor performance of Guatemala’s IDB project portfolio.

3. Pedro Zamora Alvarez, Secretary General of STEPQ (dockworkers union) killed in January and the four remaining members of STEPQ's Executive Committee have since received death threats.  The STEPQ is affiliated to the International Transport Workers' Federation, and works to improve the working conditions of its members, as well as campaigning for basic services to be made available for workers' family members.  Recent activities have included opposing plans to build a new container terminal at the port, due to fears that this could lead to future privatization and job losses. The STEPQ has also been active in campaigning for the reinstatement of the nine workers who were allegedly unfairly dismissed on 9 October 2006 during a peaceful demonstration against the construction project.

The IDB has been at the vanguard of infrastructure privatization in recent years, conditioning loans to countries like Guatemala on reforms in the regulatory system to permit greater private operation of transport infrastructure.  These loans within the framework of Plan Puebla Panamá have paid less attention to labor rights or public opinion than to accelerating the concession of state property in the form of policy loans conditioned on loosening the constraints on private sector participation.  

5.  On Jan. 8, some 600 Guatemalan national police and army troops occupied two Kekchi Maya indigenous communities at El Estor, Izabal department. Their orders were to evict the 308 families that made up the settlements of La Union and La Pista. The following morning, 175 more Kekchi families were forcibly expelled from the nearby communities of La Revolucion and La Paz. A Kekchi community in the neighboring department of Alta Verapaz was also evicted.  The evictions were carried out on behalf of the Guatemala Nickel Co. (CGN), a subsidiary of the Vancouver-based Skye Resources Nickel Mining Co., which holds a disputed title to the lands. The dispute goes back to the 1960s, when the Canadian mining giant INCO started to buy or force out local campesinos. At the time, human rights violations were widespread. In 1999, the U.N. Truth Commission for Guatemala found INCO directly responsible for killings and other rights abuses. INCO bought other lands from the Guatemalan government on very favorable terms.  In September 2006, hundreds of landless Kekchi families moved back to El Estor to reclaim their territories.

Persistent landlessness and a boom in the extractive industries investments have squeezed rural, largely indigenous Guatemalan communities to the margin, forcing them to resort to land occupations to preserve their fragile livelihoods.  During 2003, the new farming census registers. The Gini index measuring the current concentration of the land ownership is 0.84, a level that demonstrates an extremely high land inequity.  There exist 47 properties of 3,700 hectares or more while 90% of the producers survive with an average of one hectare. 
 These are similar data to the 1979 Censue which shows that there has not been much improvement in this area, in spite of several loans that the IDB and World Bank made trying to voluntarily promote an agrarian reform.

4. Carlos Albacete Rosales (director of environmental group Tropico Verde) and Piedad Espinosa Albacete (his wife, also a Tropico Verde activist) were shot at by police officers on their way home from the airport in January.  They're now in temporary exile until things calm down. Tropico Verde (Green 
Tropic), which works to protect the Mayan Biosphere Reserve (a nature reserve in the Peten region in northern Guatemala). During the last four years Tropico Verde has been active in denouncing cattle ranchers' and alleged drug traffickers' usurpation of land inside the Reserve. It's most likely forces connected to the drug traffickers who are attacking Tropico Verde for their activities in the Peten.  

A previous loan from the IDB, Sustainable development for Peten (GU-81) has almost failed totally. It was a notorious example of how some loans survive for private interests in spite of their terrible performance. It was the worst operation in operative terms in a portfolio of bad operations. It was approved in 1996 and suspended until 2004. From 2005 its payment was accelerated, although there remains $1,5 million undisbursed even after one decade from its approval. In spite of several mistakes that were made to delay  its implementation, the loan was not cancelled by the IDB. Now Guatemala has paid to $3,1 million in interest and commission for $19,7 million for a loan that has almost not had any impact in the development of the Peten.

In 2004-2005, Carlos Albacete and Piedad Espinosa Albacete informed the IDB that any new development loan that did not address that lack of governability in the region would likely fail and may even produce more conflict.  Tropico Verde presented detailed documentation of unregulated colonization and deforestation in the Maya Biosphere, driven to a large part by drug traffickers.  The IDB ignored the advice and proceeded to approve a $25 million loan largely designed to develop a little known Mayan ruin near deep within the Mayan biosphere with no clear plan for transporting tourists to the site in a way that is compatible with the prohibition of new roads within the protected region.  The project has likely contributed to land speculation and colonization in 2006 and indirectly to the attacks against environmental advocates like Carlos and Piedad.

Guatemala and the IDB: Lecture in Damage Control
Although the IDB can not be held directly responsible for these failures of the Guatemalan development model, the question of the Bank’s contribution to them can certainly be explored.  In fact, a recent study by the IDB’s own evaluation department did find that Guatemala also has the dubious honor of being one of the worst performing countries in the IDB’s lending portfolio.  A recent bank evaluation of a decade of IDB lending to the country found patterns of failed or problem loans at a frequency unseen in most of Latin American countries. The Country Program Evaluation of Guatemala, (1993-2003) found that the country’s portfolio may have been the worst supervised in Latin America.  One of every three audits was simply not done between 1998-2002, and the mounting reservations noted in other audits were not addressed in a timely manner.  The report underscored the lack of internal controls, lax country supervision, and an IDB auditing system that had no teeth.  The Bank’s evaluation itself was necessary to force the Bank to quickly take remedial steps.  The departure of the former country representative from employment at the IDB, despite Bank claims to the contrary, strongly suggests a linkage to this dismal performance.

The 15th of July 2005 Inforpress published an article summarizing an evaluation that was realized by the Inter-American Development Bank (IDB) of its program made in Guatemala during the period 1993-2003. The evaluation denounced numerous irregularities in the execution of programs, in its design and supervision. In the case of the financial modernization program, the evaluation argued that the lack of regulations and prudent norms contributed to creating conditions for the financial crisis of the 90s. The Bank and the government of Guatemala responded to questions by Inforpress on the subject with arguments that attempted to do damage control rather than to explain the causes of the corruption and irregularities in the programs. They either do not clarify the real costs of the lack of supervision that resulted in “disciplinary measures” within the Bank and the cancellation from at least four loans from the portfolio.  
“As is well known by the Bank and the Guatemalan government, there are numerous irregularities in the use of the funds of the Bank” concluded the Country Program Evaluation finished in December of 2004 and discretely published by the IDB on its Evaluation website (http://www.iadb.org/ove). The Country Program Evaluation (CPE) of the Office of Evaluation and Management of the IDB, presents a devastating description of the program of loans for Guatemala between 1993 and 2003. Although the text of 81 pages uses the word “corruption” only once, the shadow of corruption permeates a great part of the findings of “irregularities”, “complications”, and “inefficiency in public expenditure” in relation to projects financed by the IDB. In 2004, seven projects were classified as “in alert status” by the Bank, with US$272.2 million funds jeopardized as “at risk”. Although the IDB is, by most accounts, the most important source of multilateral development lending in Guatemala, since 2003 the flow of capital towards the country has been negative, due to the annual payments of debt that have an average of US$130 million, to a great extent for projects that did not manage to fulfill their objectives, due to irregularities, delays, faults of design and lack of supervision. The IDB considers Guatemala the worst portfolio of the Bank in terms of the “cleaning” of the audits.

Of the 19 studied projects, 10 presented delays in their execution, in five there was a low probability of achieving the expected results, and in seven there were found flaws in the assumptions used to elaborate them. Guatemala has had up to $256 million in loans approved and later cancelled, representing a tremendous waste in resources and questionable judgment in loan identification.
	I.- Annulled loans totally or partially 

	GU 170/1405 Census, Empowerment of the National Institute of Statistics (INE), US$25 millions, (100% annulled)
GU 155/1401 – Empowerment of the Work Ministry, reforms of the labor market, US$10 millions (100% annulled)
GU 131/1326 – Educative Reform II, US$22 millions, (100% annulled)
GU 22/1048 - Housing, promotion of major participation of the private sector  in the urban housing market, US$60 millions ($8.6 millions annulled)
GU19/1014 – Conditioned loans of adjust in the privatization of telecommunications, electricity, hydrocarbures, airports, US$100 millions ($25.1 annulled)
GU 73/967 – Investment on treatment systems of solid resides, potable water of the Guatemala City, US$34.8 millions (100% annulled) 


During the period reviewed, less than the half of the 112 technical visits were made and many fewer than the 112 required financial visits were done; and between 1998 and 2002 most of the external financial audits of the portfolio of investments detected irregularities and produced opinions with reservations, leading to the conclusion that the IDB portfolio in Guatemala was the worst one in Latin America in the recommendations of the auditors.

Regardless of the steps taken since 2003 to fortify internal controls, the situation accurately described in the CPE reveals an IDB country representative that was astonishingly lax in the mandated supervision duties, but also shows an IDB auditing system that had no teeth.  The Bank’s evaluation itself was necessary to force the Bank to quickly take, as of yet unspecified, remedial steps.  The “forced” departure of the former country representative from employment at the IDB and the firing of an IDB transport specialist, despite Bank claims to the contrary, strongly suggests a linkage to this dismal performance.  IDB refusal to produce documentation that details steps taken to correct the situation only leaves doubt as to the veracity of its claims that the problem has indeed been fixed.
Guatemala and Infrastructure
IDB President Luís Alberto Moreno visited Guatemala in November to promote the transparent and accountable administration of Central American infrastructure mega-projects within the framework of Plan Puebla Panamá. For more information, see the IDB press release "Mega infrastructure projects for Mesoamerica presented in Guatemala." Some of the initiatives being promoted by the IDB in the Mesoamerican region include:

· Consolidation of the Mesamerican regional power transmission grid and Colombian President Uribe’s goals of linking Meso- and South American power systems by opening the Darien. 

· A $7 billion Central American oil refinery 

· A $5.5 billion expansion of the Panamá Canal, recently approved by Panamanian voters in a referendum. 

· Alternative transoceanic land canals are also actively seeking investors (the Great Inter-Oceanic Canal of Nicaragua and the Transoceanic Corridor on Mexico across the Tehuantepec Isthmus, linking the port of Coatzacoalcos on the Gulf of Mexico with the port of Salina Cruz on the Pacific Coast). 

· Liquefied natural gas terminals or a gas pipeline from Colombia. 

· Hydropower mega-plants such as El Diquís in Costa Rica, the Chaparral and Cimarrón dams in El Salvador, a dam system in the Sula Valley in Honduras and the Copalar dam in Nicaragua. 
· Transportation mega-projects, such as the Northern Transnational Highway in El Salvador, the Metropolitan Beltway in Guatemala and the highway system in Panama.
Moreno announced that the IDB had set a goal of approving $12 billion in financing over the next five years for critical infrastructure projects in Latin America and the Caribbean. To this end, it created InfraFund, a $20-million fund to support identification, development and preparation of bankable, sustainable infrastructure projects proposed by governments, semipublic entities or private enterprises.  InfraFund resources may be used to finance specialized consulting services, studies and innovative mechanisms to promote private sector participation in infrastructure financing.

Infrastructure against a Social Agenda
[image: image3.jpg]


Social mega-projects, long neglected by Plan Puebla Panama and the region’s governments, were absent from the agenda. As illustrated in the graph below from a 2004 analysis of the PPP portfolio, the lion’s share of both approved and proposed PPP finance is clearly directed towards four of the nine initiatives in PPP (transport, energy, trade facilitation, and telecommunications).  These four represent the private sector-oriented agenda. The other four initiatives (sustainable and human development, tourism, disaster mitigation, plus the special smaller program on information, communication and participation) were inaugurated at a much lower profile and represent PPP’s social agenda.  Funding commitments disproportionately favor the private sector priorities. 

In fact, of an estimated $15 billion in approved PPP investments, 77% is directed toward infrastructure (McElhinny and Nickinson 2005) Also, as illustrated in the graph, total PPP funding wholeheartedly favors the “big four” - transport, energy, trade facilitation and telecommunications initiatives ($19.95 billion, 85%) versus the social initiative, or “the human face of PPP” ($3.35 billion, 15%). 

One of the negatives attributed to PPP, reiterated in a 2003 media assessment by the Fleishman-Hillard public relations firm, was that the public perceived PPP as having little, if anything, to offer in terms of social development.  PPP was viewed (accurately) as a euphemism for large-scale infrastructure that would have little benefit to the poor, and would likely have significant negative environmental impacts.  This is in fact the reality of PPP, although dams, highways and ports were not the types of priority investments that many had in mind after Hurricane Mitch.

Indigenous People and the Annual Meeting
It is being reported that Rigoberta Menchú Tum, a Guatemalan Maya-Quiché leader and winner of the the Nobel Prize, has been invited to address the closing session of the IDB Annual Meeting. In contrast, within the IDB, the Indigenous Peoples Unit has been excluded from the planning process for the full day session on Social Inclusion. The Guatemalan backdrop for the Annual Meeting highlights the failure of the IDB's portfolio to address ongoing social exclusion in the region.

Perhaps coincidentally, the III Cumbre Continental de Pueblos y Nacionalidades Indígenas de Abya Yala will also be convened in Guatemala just one week after the IDB Annual Meeting (March 26-30).  While the Indigenous Summit was not intended as a response to the IDB’s attempt to speak about social inclusion in one of Latin America’s most anti-indigenous contexts, the proximity of the two events must not have gone unnoticed by the event’s respective organizers.  In the run-up to the March meetings, the Bank’s leaders might reflect on the conclusions of the prior summit in Quito:

National governments, following the guidelines emanating from the IMF, WB and IDB, are devastating us for the payment of the external debt and are disregarding our collective rights to our land, changing legislation to allow privatization, corporative alliances, and individual appropriation. 

We denounce that national governments in the Americas are increasingly using violent repression, and this is expressed in: the violation of our human rights and our rights as Peoples; the criminalization of our actions for the defense of life and religious ceremonies, paramilitarization, removal from our lands, military occupation, the corruption of leaders and local authorities; promotion of projects to "compensate" the damage done by transnational corporations; the so-called equitable benefit-sharing; and forced migration. They promote division, confrontation and armed conflict among the communities to impose their excluding, racist, and oppressive policies. 

We firmly oppose the development of plans such us the South American Regional Plan for Infrastructure Integration (IIRSA); Plan Puebla Panama; Plan Patriota; Plan Colombia; Plan Dignidad; Plan Andino, and the establishment of military bases. We also oppose the adoption of the FTAA and FTAs, which are fostered by the WTO for the benefit of the looter countries of the world. They only intend to create infrastructures to facilitate the circulation of their goods, to exploit natural resources on our lands and territories, and to protect transnational corporations. We consider them invasion plans for plundering, destruction and death.
 

BIC is helping to organize in Guatemala a workshop following on the conclusions of the Quito Summit to facilitate the strategic exchange of representatives of social movements and indigenous organizations confronting the mega-projects of economic integration (as Plan Puebla Panama, PPP and the Regional Initiative for the Integration of South American Infrastructure (IIRSA) as well as the multiple campaigns against extractive industries. This workshop (24-26 of March) follows a previous encounter and the recent Social Summit on People’s Integration in Cochabamba (December 2006) and precedes the III the Continental Summit of the Pueblos and Nationalities Indigenous of Abya Yala with several objectives:

a. To update the present situation of the struggles related to the challenge that establish concrete projects (e.g. a panoramic to the set of projects financed by the IFIs)

b. To socialize the Indigenous Declaration of Cochabamba and to give it feedback with contributions of new Mesoamericans organizations

c. To share strategies and tactics, challenges and opportunities to face and to influence in PPP and IIRSA and anti-mining from an indigenous perspective

d. To become qualified on the present of the IFIs, its models of integration and the possibilities of greater coordination between indigenous organizations in the future

For more information about these workshops, please visit http://www.bicusa.org/en/Region.4.aspx 






� World Bank estimates a slightly lower Gini coefficient for Latin and Central American income inequality, but show the same trend of a decline from 1960-1980, then slight increase from 1980-2000. See (2004) Inequality in Latin America and the Caribbean: Breaking with History? 


� BIC has produced a longer análisis of the IDB realignment (http://www.bicusa.org/en/Region.4.aspx)


� For more information on these and other cases of human rights violations in Guatemala, see NISGUA, � HYPERLINK "http://nisgua.org/get_involved/action_alerts" ��http://nisgua.org/get_involved/action_alerts�.  





� MAGA, Censo Agropecuario, 2003. The average faro size had decreased from 15.2 manzanas (10.6 ha) in 1950 to 11.44 mz (8.0 ha) in 1979.


� http://www.iadb.org/ove/DefaultNoCache.aspx?Action=WUCPublications@evaluations


� Para otros detalles, vea estos artículos: Evaluación de programa del IDB con hallazgos alarmantes sobre el Banco y el país Inforpress, 15 de julio del 2005 (sitio web Inforpress) ; Respuesta del IDB no aclara hallazgos de evaluación Inforpress, 5 de agosto del 2005 (sitio web Inforpress); Entrevista con el Economista en Jefe de la Región II del IDB Inforpress, 5 de agosto del 2005 (sitio web Inforpress); IDB ¿préstamos con corrupción? Prensa Libre, 11 de agosto del 2005 (sitio web Prensa Libre)


� Declaración de la II Cumbre Continental de Pueblos y Nacionalidades Indígenas de ABYA YALA, 21-51 de julio del 2004, Quito, Ecuador





