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IFPRI’s Research and Capacity-Building Strategy  

in Latin America and the Caribbean 
 

Overview 

 

The Latin America and Caribbean (LAC) region is host to some of the most difficult environments in 

the world, either because of altitude, climate, or topography, or because of huge inequalities in 

the distribution of land (the bottom 60 percent of landowners—those with the smallest 

landholdings—own only 4 percent of all land in the region), as well as striking income inequality in 

spite of economic growth as shown in Figure 1 (with an average Gini index score of 53.29 as 

compared to Asia and Eastern Europe, whose scores of 41.8 and 32.8, respectively, indicate far 

less income inequality). On the other hand, the LAC region provides researchers and policymakers 

with significant opportunities to learn from the successful structural reforms that most of the LAC 

countries have undertaken during the late 1980s and early 1990s. During these decades most Latin 

American countries went through significant reforms: they controlled inflation, sold off state 

enterprises, lowered tariffs, opened capital markets, reformed tax systems, deregulated financial 

markets, and lowered government deficits.  

 

Latin America’s increased economic openness has gone hand in hand with large financial inflows—

particularly in the first half of the 1990s—and has brought new sources of economic growth. As a 

result, economies grew, inflation declined, and there was a big surge in foreign capital inflows. 

Although overall growth slowed after 1995, the region has experienced strong growth in the past 

five years, the best sustained performance since the 1970s. With the exception of a handful of 

countries, this growth has been accompanied by relatively modest inflation.  

 

Despite these positive results, virtually all Latin American countries share certain problems: 

uneven economic growth, unacceptably high poverty and malnutrition rates, and lagging 

agricultural growth. More than 60 percent of the region’s poor live in rural areas, where slow 

economic growth, unequal distribution of assets, inadequate public investment and public 
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services, and vulnerability to natural and economic shocks are major policy issues resulting in 

severe poverty traps.  

 

Figure 1 
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The food price crisis of 2007–08 and the financial crises of 2009 exacerbated these problems. 

Although the region is fairly immune to external shocks—due to its higher foreign exchange 

liquidity; decreased public-sector and external borrowing needs; exchange-rate flexibility; lower 

exposure to currency, interest rate, and rollover risks in public-sector debt portfolios; and more 

access to local currency loans—the food price and financial crises affected all the LAC countries in 

terms of inflation, especially food inflation, and in terms of credit constraints, specifically those 

related to trade costs. The impact was greatest on net importing countries (specifically, Central 

America and Mexico), and also on poor consumers in peri-urban and rural areas. Before the crisis, 

most Latin American countries were on track to reach the Millennium Development Goal of 

halving the proportion of people who suffer from hunger by 2015; now, a significant number of 

countries will not be able to accomplish this goal. Furthermore, inflationary pressures will 

reappear and persist in coming years.  

 

Table 1—Latin America and the Caribbean selected economic indicators1

 

 

 

GNI per 

capita2

Extreme 

 

Poverty 

(%)3 Poverty (%)  4 Gini Index  5

Central America and The Caribbean

 

6 5.20  19.64 38.64 52.88 

Andean Countries7 5.95  12.68 29.86 54.41 

Chile and Argentina 12.95 5.23 13.92 52.39 

Mexico 10.56 3.02 11.65 46.05 

Brazil 8.14 7.54 21.15 56.99 

     Total 8.22 8.97 22.49 53.29 

Source: World Bank. 2006. World Development Indicators database. Washington, D.C.  

 

 

 

                                                       
1 These are the latest figures available for each country, representative of the timeframe 1995 to 2005. 
2 In thousands of US$, purchasing power parity (PPP) 
3 Under $1 per day (PPP) 
4 Under $2 per day (PPP) 
5 Population-weighted average of available Gini indexes 
6 Antigua and Barbuda, Aruba, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Cayman Islands, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominica, Dominican 
Republic, El Salvador, Grenada, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Netherland Antilles, Nicaragua, Panama, Puerto 
Rico, St. Kitts and Nevis, St. Lucia, St. Vincent and the Grenadines, Trinidad and Tobago, and the Virgin Islands 
7 Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Venezuela 
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After reviewing recent and current work in the region, this document will explain IFPRI’s research 

strategy for the LAC region, conceived with the intention to help policymakers meet the challenges 

mentioned above of uneven economic growth, unacceptably high poverty and malnutrition rates, 

and lagging agricultural growth. The strategy includes the following three major areas of focus: (1) 

Efficient and fair functioning of global and national food and agriculture systems; (2) Effective 

strategies and governance at the global, regional, and national levels; and (3) Enhancing pro-poor 

food and agriculture system innovations.  

 

IFPRI’s work within the region 

IFPRI’s efforts to address the challenges of poverty and food and nutrition insecurity in Latin 

America and the Caribbean can be organized according to IFPRI’s research themes. 

 

Globalization, trade, and markets 

The impact of CAFTA and EU free trade agreements 

In response to a request by the Central American Council of Agricultural Ministers, IFPRI 

researchers are analyzing policies and measures to deal with the economic and social challenges 

posed by the Central American Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA). Specifically, they are identifying 

the types, numbers, and locations of people in the region who, in the absence of corrective public 

policies and investments, will be harmed by CAFTA. They are also generating an improved 

understanding of the likely impacts of CAFTA on (1) economic growth, employment, and trade for 

the member countries; (2) new market opportunities, especially for agricultural and agro-industrial 

products; and (3) income and employment opportunities for small farmers and other poor rural 

household groups. Finally, they are enumerating the policy and institutional options and public 

investments that countries might undertake during the transition period to capture new market 

opportunities and ensure that small farmers and other rural poor are not left behind. This analysis 

is now being extended to the analysis of the free trade agreement with the European Union. A 

regional model incorporating internally consistent country models for Guatemala, Costa Rica, 

Nicaragua, El Salvador, and Honduras will be developed, and studies on the potential welfare 

impacts of EU free trade agreements for the Central American region will be implemented. 
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International trade 

As part of its collaborative research network on international policy analysis, IFPRI is collaborating 

with research institutions in several Latin American countries in three areas: trade liberalization, 

income distribution, and poverty; the interaction between multilateral liberalization and 

preferential schemes; and trade liberalization and food security and nutrition. Thus far, IFPRI has 

undertaken a global assessment of a plausible World Trade Organization Doha Round outcome 

and an assessment of the distributional and poverty effects of trade reform in Brazil; it will expand 

this research to other LAC countries. 

 

Natural resource policies 

Biofuel expansion in LAC countries 

Biofuel expansion in Latin America and the Caribbean can affect food prices, trade, food security, 

and nutrition. IFPRI conducted a diagnostic study and forward-looking analysis of the current 

production situation in LAC countries. Results show that most LAC countries will not have a 

production constraint for biofuel expansion if the goal is to meet established blending 

requirements. If the goal is to achieve energy independence, however, only a few countries would 

be able to meet it. Estimates using IFPRI’s model known as IMPACT-WATER show that biofuel 

expansion will have the largest impact on food security and malnutrition in Mexico and Central 

America, where the feedstock used for biofuel production represents a significant share of the 

food supply. Brazil will continue to be the major ethanol player, whereas Argentina and Colombia 

will have difficulty meeting their internal demand for energy through biofuels. 

 

Risks and emergencies 

Food prices 

To better understand the net effects of rising food prices on the urban and rural poor, IFPRI is 

working in 15 Latin American and Caribbean countries to examine the price transmission 

mechanism from world markets to local markets and to study the effects of food-price changes on 

household consumption welfare, and calorie intake, and on production decisions. 
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Governance and policy processes 

Rural services 

Guatemala is one of the countries in which IFPRI is implementing the “Making Rural Services Work 

for the Poor” project, which aims to improve the livelihood of poor rural households by 

contributing to better provision of services for agricultural and rural development. The project 

generates policy-relevant knowledge on strategies that empower the rural poor to participate in 

local governance, demand the services they need, and hold service providers accountable. Special 

attention is given to strategies that increase the participation of indigenous communities in local 

governance and that aim to overcome the political, social, and economic exclusion of Guatemala’s 

indigenous population. 

 

Development strategies 

Rural development and poverty reduction in the Peruvian and Ecuadorian Sierra 

In the Andean countries, IFPRI is currently working in Peru and Ecuador—where most of the rural 

population lives in poverty and almost half the children in the mountainous regions suffer from 

chronic malnutrition—to increase the productivity of the poor so that they can earn their way out 

of poverty. Our research does not choose specific products for development but rather it design a 

framework for policy interventions that overcome current bottlenecks faced by each of the 

identified regions within Peru and Ecuador by developing a typology of micro regions in the rural 

areas based on the econometric estimation of stochastic profit frontiers to identify the main 

bottlenecks facing producers in different microregions. The research program aims at providing a 

roadmap for the actions and investments that would be required to profitably realize these 

regions’ potential. The project not only develops the framework but also validates it through pilot 

projects in specific areas, which, once validated, can be scaled up (see Figure 2). This initiative is 

currently being expanded to all countries in Central America and to the southern part of Mexico. 
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Figure 2—Framework of analysis: Heterogeneous development strategy for a heterogeneous 

rural worl 
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Poverty, nutrition, and social protection 

Conditional cash transfers 

 

Between 1997 and 2000, IFPRI researchers led a pathbreaking study examining the impact of 

Oportunidades (formerly called  PROGRESA)—the first large-scale conditional cash transfer 

program to be implemented in Latin America. Results from this study demonstrated that 

conditional cash transfer programs can have a positive impact on schooling, food consumption, 

and nutrition while reducing poverty. The contribution of individual program components is not, 

however, well understood. IFPRI is exploring this issue by examining whether conditionality affects 

a key conditional cash transfer program’s outcome (that is, schooling), taking advantage of the fact 

that about 10 percent of the Oportunidades program beneficiaries who received transfers did not 

receive the forms needed to monitor their children attendance at school (meaning conditionality 

was not enforced). Using a variety of statistical techniques, the results show that the lack of these 

forms reduced the likelihood of children’s attending school, with this effect most pronounced 

among children who were transitioning to lower secondary school. In this program, conditionality 

seems to have enhanced the impact on schooling outcomes. IFPRI is also leading the impact 

evaluation of Communidades Solidarias Rurales, an El Salvadoran conditional cash transfer 

program formerly called Red Solidaria, which targets households in the poorest areas of the 

country. It provides those households with cash transfers, conditional on their taking young 

children to regular preventive health visits and on ensuring that all children aged 6 to 18 years 

who have not completed primary school enroll in—and attend—school regularly. The impact 

evaluation will use an innovative methodology (regression discontinuity) to statistically identify 

the impacts of the transfers on a variety of outcomes related to health and education behaviors. 

Finally, IFPRI is leading the impact evaluation of Bolsa Familia, Brazil’s conditional cash transfer 

program. This program is the largest of its kind in the world, with more than 46 million 

beneficiaries. It targets poor households (with incomes below 120 reais per month) with children. 

In collaboration with Datametrica of Brazil, IFPRI will conduct a follow-up impact evaluation survey 

of 15,000 households that were included in an earlier survey round. 

 

Contracting out of poverty in Peru 

Poor rural farmers are often left out of the market because they cannot compete with larger 

farmers who can provide grocery store chains or exporters with a consistent supply of high-quality 
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products. These barriers to entry frequently result from the scale of production, but a smaller 

farmer’s inability to commit to a consistent supply may also be a contributing factor. At the time of 

sale, if market prices are higher than contracted prices, farmers may renege on the contract and 

sell in the open market. Although farmers who renege on contracts will probably not have their 

contracts renewed, empirical evidence suggests this risk is not a sufficient deterrent. IFPRI 

researchers have addressed the issue by proposing three innovative contract structures to be used 

with coffee producers in several rural communities in Peru and in the short future in Guatemala, 

Nicaragua and Honduras. They will examine which contract structures work and how they 

contribute to improvements in overall farmer welfare. Eventually, this work can be applied to 

contract farming in other countries as well. This initiative is not only in LAC but is also being 

implemented in Africa and Asia. 

 

Impact evaluation of access to infrastructure for the poor 

IFPRI researchers are evaluating the impact of a massive rural electrification program in the 

northern region of El Salvador. Because the program also aims to improve roads, water, and 

sanitation, and because different combinations of infrastructure will be provided to different 

households, the program presents a unique opportunity for researchers to measure the impacts of 

different types of infrastructure provision on the poor. They will do this by conducting a 

randomized impact evaluation to capture the complementarities of access to more than one type 

of infrastructure. IFPRI is also implementing a set of interventions to connect the poor and small 

holders to markets through the use of information and communication technologies. These 

interventions range from using cellular phones to transfer information on prices to using Internet 

and content to explore hypotheses related to the roles of localized content transmission, psycho-

social barriers to access, and web-relevant human capital in the diffusion of information and 

communication technologies (cellular phones, in this case) and in transferring new knowledge 

from kids to adults. 

 

Science and technology 

Agricultural research and poverty reduction 

Brazil’s economic transformation can be attributed in a large part to agricultural growth. Studies 

have shown that this agricultural growth has had a broad effect on rural and urban populations by 

increasing incomes, reducing the cost of living, and increasing tax revenue for the government’s 
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social programs. There have been few attempts, however, to explicitly link agricultural research to 

poverty reduction in Brazil. IFPRI researchers are doing just that by assessing how agricultural 

research and development benefit the poor. This assessment will help the Brazilian government 

make informed policy decisions about setting priorities and allocating funds in ways that will 

enhance the positive contribution of Brazil’s national agricultural research institution to poverty 

reduction IFPRI researchers are working to enhance the sustainable management and use of crop 

genetic resources embodied in seed, including a wide array of seed types and technologies. A 

project in Ecuador is examining the impact of seed choice on crop damage from pests and 

diseases. Projects in Bolivia, Colombia, and Honduras are evaluating the benefits, costs, and risks 

of genetically-modified technologies on resource-poor farmers, consumers, and trade. Valuing 

these contributions allows for a better understanding of the impact of plant genetic diversity and 

the adoption of genetically-modified technologies on the vulnerability of households and thus 

allows for the formulation of sound policy recommendations. 

 

Innovation and research capacity: Agricultural biotechnology in LAC countries 

An IFPRI examination of agricultural biotechnology innovation and research-and-development 

capacity in LAC countries has led to a greater understanding of the region’s capacity to take 

advantage of this technology and benefit the poor. The study found that only Argentina, Brazil, 

and Mexico have the capacity to perform advanced biotechnology applications, such as genetic 

modifications, while Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Peru, and Uruguay have the capacity to use 

conventional and modern techniques. All remaining countries in Central America, as well as 

Bolivia, the Dominican Republic, and Paraguay, have very low capacity for conventional techniques 

and almost no capacity to perform modern biotechnology applications. In spite of these marked 

contrasts, however, significant agricultural innovative capacity exists, though countries will need 

to address institutional constraints related to biosafety, financing for research and development, 

intellectual property, and technology transfer. 

 

IFPRI strategy for Latin America and Caribbean  

Vision and mission 

IFPRI’s vision is a world free of hunger and malnutrition. IFPRI’s mission is to provide policy 

solutions that reduce poverty and cut hunger and malnutrition.  
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IFPRI’s vision for Latin America and the Caribbean is a region with economic growth and less 

inequality, poverty, and food and nutrition insecurity. The mission in the LAC region is to provide 

policy solutions to reduce income inequality, hunger, and malnutrition by reducing rural and peri-

urban poverty. 

 

If there ever was a case where growth does not trickle down to the poor, the adverse geographical 

regions of LAC are it (because of altitude, climate, and topography). In those areas there is a need 

for a rural development strategy based on a coordinated attack on the structural causes of poverty 

and exclusion in these areas. That strategy would be based mainly on investments in human 

capital (better education and smart safety net programs, including conditional cash transfers), 

hard infrastructure (roads, electricity, telephones, and water sanitation), productivity-increasing 

infrastructure, a large expansion in projects that link small producers and minority groups (females 

and racial minorities) in rural communities to national and export markets, a significant expansion 

in off-farm activity and a partnership between the public and the private sector. All of this could 

create the marginal returns needed to move these areas out of poverty in a sustainable way, 

allowing the LAC region to meet and even surpass the Millennium Development Goals. 

 

Latin America offers a challenge and an opportunity for IFPRI’s research strategy of urban and 

rural poverty reduction. 

• It is among the most challenging environments for rural development in the world 

because of adverse geography, huge inequality in the distribution of land (the bottom 60 

percent of landowners—those with the smallest landholdings—own only 4 percent of all 

land in the region), and striking income inequality in spite of economic growth.  

• There is significant inequality in access to assets because of adverse geography and 

exclusion or discrimination based on both exogenous characteristics (for example, race or 

gender) and traits acquired through life.  

• There is a sizable opportunity to learn given the significant amount of structural reforms  

 

The proposed strategy in this region is based on five major pillars:  

a. Prioritization: Identifying current emerging issues on the priorities to reduce inequality and 

poverty in close collaboration with national and regional research institutes and ministries 

and developing a framework to prioritize public investments; 
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b. Learning: Learning from successes and failures in poverty alleviation and agricultural 

development programs implemented in the region to generate country, regional and 

international public goods and to learn from other lessons from other regions;  

c. Alliances: Making strategic alliances with local partners and regional networks to provide 

research solutions to the priorities identified within countries and across the region;  

d. Capacity building: Building local capacity, recognizing the necessity of increasing the region’s 

capacity to convert research results into sound policy proposals;  

e. Communicating: Communicating the best practices identified within countries and across 

countries in the region for policymakers to have access to a tool box of solutions that have 

already been validated.  

 

Conceptual framework 

Several authors have suggested that one of the fundamental causes of poverty, lack of economic 

growth and income inequality is an unequal access and possession of assets. In this respect 

modifications in the distribution of key assets underlie long-term changes in income distribution 

and growth.  

 

The dispersion of spending or income, as well as the probabilities of individuals and families of 

being poor or nonpoor, depends on their stock of assets and their return or market price. The 

return on the possession of a unit of an asset of physical, human, financial, public, or 

organizational capital and its complementarities play an important role in the determination of the 

distribution of income and spending. 

 

The proposed conceptual framework brings together several dimensions of assets and initial 

conditions behind the countries and households and the role of geography. In that respect and as 

shown in Figure 3, the characteristics of individuals (gender, ethnicity, language, religion, weight, 

and height), levels of social capital (collective action in the countries), and initial geographic 

characteristics are all determinants of the potential access of households and countries to stable 

macroeconomic environments, public services (health and education), markets, and civil and 

political rights. 
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Given these dimensions, people may be included or excluded. Social exclusion is defined in our 

conceptual framework as the inability that individuals have to exercise their capacities completely 

due to an adequate or faulty insertion in the social system to which they belong. We find problems 

of social exclusion when a group of individuals see reduced or even eliminated their capacity to 

relate socially and economically, which impacts directly in the exercise of their capacities and has 

direct consequences on the quality of their life. Social exclusion is a concept that recognizes the 

multidimensional character of deprivation and poverty. Many groups in society are subject to 

economic, political, or cultural exclusion through different mechanisms and institutions. From an 

economic perspective their exclusion from certain goods and services affects their economic 

outcomes through various channels. For example, it may affect access to public and private assets 

(education, physical, financial, or organizational capital). It may also affect the rate of return of 

those assets: for instance, there may be differences in the economic returns to education for 

similarly educated people if there is occupational segregation or if certain groups do not have 

access to better paid jobs.  

 

There is significant research of exclusion because of having more or less of different traits, some of 

them totally exogenous—like race or initial agroecological conditions—and some of them acquired 

through life. Among the dimensions through which people may be excluded or discriminated we 

find geography, gender, race, ethnicity, age, weight, or height. Each one of these dimensions may 

be more or less important to explain why somebody is excluded from a certain market.  

 

Our conceptual framework is the base to analyze among LAC countries the extent and 

consequences of exclusion/inclusion in different markets. Learning how these forms of 

exclusion/inclusion impact on the access to opportunities for socioeconomic advancement and 

how it could also increase the probability of discrimination will help us in exploring potential 

elements to reduce the level of exclusion and to learn what policies work and which did not work 

in increasing inclusion among the poor of different LAC countries to reduce existing levels of 

inequality and poverty.  
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Figure 3—Conceptual framework 

 

 

 

Research, communications, and capacity building priorities 

The priority research areas for IFPRI in the region include the following specific topics within the 

three focus areas of IFPRI strategy should include:  

 

a. Efficient and fair functioning of global and national food and agriculture systems. We 

propose to focus on: globalization and trade liberalization given the significant increase in 

trade agreements in the region; on climate change; and on biofuels especially in Brazil. 

 

b. Effective strategies and governance at the global, regional, and national levels. We propose 

to focus on decentralization; governance on the delivery of public services; transformation of 

small holders farming, urban and rural linkages; and on poverty, nutrition, and social 

protection policies and interventions for poverty reduction, social protection, and nutrition 

improvement, including a focus on smallholders. On the latter, IFPRI had been and continues 

to be involved in several Latin American countries in designing and evaluating innovative 
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poverty alleviation programs that simultaneously improve child nutrition and other 

dimensions of human development, such as health and education, the most important being 

conditioned cash transfer programs, such as Oportunidades in Mexico and the Red de 

Protección Social in Nicaragua. These helps to understand what policies, interventions, and 

circumstances have been conducive to reducing poverty and undernourishment, especially of 

preschool children, and the increasing the education attainments of future members of the 

labor force. We propose to coordinate with IFPRI’s Poverty, Health, and Nutrition Division on 

how to better diffuse these results through regional workshops in the region and outside the 

region. 

 

c. Enhancing pro-poor food and agriculture system innovations. We propose to focus on diet, 

health, and food safety policies to enhance food and diet quality, health, and food and water 

safety. 

 

In all these focus areas, IFPRI will learn from and do comparative research on what we have 

learned in other regions, especially Asia and Africa. Table 2 shows IFPRI’s priority themes in LAC 

with their weights and effort levels. 
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Table 2—IFPRI’s priority themes in LAC with weights and directions of effort levels compared to 

IFPRI’s overall strategy 

  

Weight and direction 

of effort level: 

Focus area Research theme IFPRI LAC 

 

A. Efficient and fair functioning of  

global and national food and  

agriculture systems 

1. Outlooks and global change 
  

2. Globalization, trade and markets    

3. Natural resources policies   

4.  Risks and emergencies 
  

 

B. Effective strategies and governance 

at the global, national, and regional 

levels 

 

5.  Governance and policy processes   

6. Development strategies 
  

7.  Poverty, nutrition, and social 

protection   

C. Enhancing pro-poor food and 

agriculture system innovations 
8.  Diet, health and food safety 

  

9.  Science and technology   

Policy communications 
  

Capacity strengthening 
  

Levels of effort:  = maintenance of current level of effort; = increase of current level of 

effort.  

Budget allocation:  = Low  = Moderate  = High 
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Proposed regional grouping 

Geographically, we propose to split the region in to four groups and focus on the following 

countries:  

a. Large LAC countries: Brazil and Mexico;  

b. Andean Countries: Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Venezuela;  

c. Southern LAC: Argentina and Chile; and  

d. Central America and the Caribbean: Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Guatemala, 

Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Nicaragua, and Panama. 

 

Each of these subregions has different levels of development and different characteristics. IFPRI’s 

current entry point is the Andean region and Central America because both subregions share 

problems of uneven economic growth, unacceptably high poverty and malnutrition rates, and 

lagging agricultural growth. The objective is to at least build strong networks in countries within 

each subregion. 

 

Policy communications 

The objective of the communications component of the strategy is to forge an effective two-

way communication with key stakeholder groups across Latin America and the Caribbean and 

their partners outside in order to: (1) ensure continued relevance of the institute’s agenda in 

the region, and (2) facilitate the provision of factual, timely, and competent information on all 

questions related to food and nutrition security and natural resource management on the 

continent. The institute’s communications work is carried out through the Communications 

Division in close collaboration with the research and outreach divisions and, in particular the 

2020 Vision Initiative. The communications component of the current strategy will be 

implemented as part of the institute’s overall communications effort, with a focus on issues of 

particular interest to Latin America and the Caribbean and will do substantial efforts in 

comparing it with Africa and Asia. 
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Capacity strengthening  

The capacity-strengthening activities of the Institute are consolidated under the Knowledge, 

Capacity, and Innovation Division, which cooperates with all IFPRI research and outreach 

divisions to provide an institutional focal point for learning, training, and capacity building. A 

major component is capacity strengthening of national agricultural research systems, which 

will be crucial for LAC. The strategy also targets efforts to develop the capacity strengthening 

across the different activities of each research division. This capacity strengthening activities 

are oriented to researchers, policymakers, trainers, practitioners, administrators, extension 

workers, students, community leaders, and others to address food policy issues through 

research, analysis, communications, policy formulation, institutional change, and 

organizational management, including the strengthening of effective networks. This strategy 

will also develop innovative ways of implementing capacity strengthening in such a way that 

result in the creation of a critical mass of knowledge that can be transferred overtime in the 

countries. With this objective in mind we propose to link with existing regional networks as 

the Latin American Economic Association, the Latin American Econometric Association, 

Facultad Latino Americana de Ciencias Sociales,  and many other important regional initiatives 

in the region. 

 

Institutional support 

Specifically in the case of Central America, we propose to keep an IFPRI project office rather than 

an IFPRI office, but this will be conditional on project financing. As before the IFPRI project office 

will be hosted in the Regional Unit for Technical Assistance, an inter-agency project with more 

than two decades of experience that coordinates the rural development efforts of seven major 

players in the rural development field in Central America. In other countries of the region, we will 

give priority to strong partnerships with key research institutions and universities. 


