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[bookmark: _Toc199163514]Reporting Organizations
This alternative report is submitted to the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination by the University of Arizona College of Law Indigenous Peoples Law and Policy Program (IPLP).[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  https://law.arizona.edu/academics/programs/indigenous-peoples-law-policy. ] 

On 29 July 2016 and 19 July 2022, the Special Rapporteur on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples submitted two thematic reports to the General Assembly on the issues of conservation and protected areas.[footnoteRef:2] To follow up on the implementation of the recommendations by the mandate, IPLP launched the Initiative on Indigenous Peoples Affected by Protected Areas and Other Conservation Measures. As part of this initiative, IPLP conducted a mapping exercise documenting human rights violations of Indigenous Peoples in 95 protected areas across 40 countries, including the Maya Biosphere Reserve in Guatemala. [2:  A/77/238, A/71/229.] 

[bookmark: _Toc199163515]Summary
Indigenous Peoples in Guatemala experience human rights violations connected to protected areas, specifically violations related to their lands, territories, and natural resources. Evictions and forced displacements are violating Maya Peoples’ land rights may be related to large-scale development projects, including agrobusiness and extractive industries. We request that the Committee urge Guatemala to respect and protect the rights of the Maya Indigenous Peoples in and around protected areas, through specific measures outlined below.
[bookmark: _Toc199163516]Committee Observations and Recommendations on Indigenous Peoples’ Rights
In its last review of Guatemala in 2019,[footnoteRef:3] CERD made the following observations and recommendations related to the impacts of protected areas on Indigenous Peoples’ lands, territories and natural resources. [3:  CERD/C/GTM/CO/16-17.] 

CERD expressed grave concern about the lack of protection of Indigenous Peoples’ collective property rights following reports of forced evictions conducted without appropriate legal protection and, in some cases, through the use of excessive force.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  CERD/C/GTM/CO/16-17, ¶ 21.] 

CERD urged Guatemala to provide sufficient protection against forced eviction and violence against Indigenous Peoples by respecting their right to free, prior, and informed consent (FPIC); just and fair compensation; access to judicial remedies for violations and by providing options for voluntary culturally appropriate relocation.[footnoteRef:5] CERD also urged Guatemala to adopt measures to prevent the excessive use of force and violence against Indigenous Peoples.[footnoteRef:6] [5:  CERD/C/GTM/CO/16-17, ¶ 22(c).]  [6:  CERD/C/GTM/CO/16-17, ¶ 22(d).] 

In December 2022, CERD sent an early warning/urgent action letter to Guatemala after the Committee received information reporting a significant increase in forced and violent evictions of Indigenous Q’eqch’i and Poqomochí communities in the departments of Alta Verapaz, Baja Verapaz, and Izabal. CERD had also received information about increasingly violent attacks related to the land tenure of Indigenous Q’eqchi’ and Poqomochí communities in the departments of Alta Verapaz, Baja Verapaz, Izabal, and Peten.[footnoteRef:7]  [7:  CERD/EWUAP/2022/MJ/CS/ks.] 

CERD expressed concern about these allegations and reminded Guatemala of the Committee’s General Recommendation No. 23 (1997) on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, including land rights and its 2019 Concluding Observations and requested information from Guatemala by 11 April 2023.[footnoteRef:8] On 8 December 2023, CERD followed up with a letter indicating expressing concern about the State’s failure to respond and reiterating its call for Guatemala to address the allegations.[footnoteRef:9] [8:  CERD/EWUAP/2022/MJ/CS/ks.]  [9:  CERD/EWUAP/111th Session/2023/MJ/CS/ks.] 

[bookmark: _Toc199163517]Guatemalan Law on Indigenous Peoples and Conservation
The Protected Areas Law, Decree No. 4-89,[footnoteRef:10] was formally adopted on 7 November 1996. It established the Guatemalan System of Protected Areas (Sistema Guatemalteco de Áreas Protegidas, SIGAP) and set up the overall legal framework governing protected areas, including management categories, funding, wildlife conservation, administration authorities, etc. The law does not explicitly protect Indigenous rights, including the right to be consulted and to provide their FPIC before the creation of protected areas or the adoption of conservation initiatives that may impact Indigenous Peoples.[footnoteRef:11] In 2024, representatives of the Laguna del Tigre and Sierra Lacandón communities proposed reforms to the Protected Areas Law, as well as the Law Protecting the Mayan Biosphere, to legally recognize communities living in protected areas and protect their fundamental rights.[footnoteRef:12] [10:  Decreto Numero 4-89, available at https://www.mem.gob.gt/wp-content/uploads/2012/05/5._Ley_de_Areas_Protegidas_Decreto_4-89.pdf.]  [11:  A/HRC/39/17/Add.3, Report of the Special Rapporteur on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples on Her Visit to Guatemala, ¶ 42, available at https://un.arizona.edu/search-database/report-special-rapporteur-rights-indigenous-peoples-her-visit-guatemala. ]  [12:  Shirlie Rodriguez, Piden protección a comunidades que habitan en áreas protegidas de Petén, RUDA (Mar. 20, 2024), https://www.rudagt.org/temas/piden-proteccin-a-comunidades-que-habitan-en-reas-protegidas-de-petn.] 

Decree No. 57-2002,[footnoteRef:13] passed on 11 September 2002, criminalizes discrimination including based on race, ethnicity, and/or language and imposes penalties of 1–3 years in prison and a fine, with a 1/3 increase for discrimination on the basis on language, culture, or ethnicity. Decree No. 57-2002 refers to Guatemala’s ratification of the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination (ICERD) and ILO Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention No. 169. [13:  Decreto Numero 57-2002, available at https://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2002/cp10270.pdf.] 

Decree No. 110-96,[footnoteRef:14] passed on 12 December 1996, prohibits the usurpation of protected areas: “Anyone who promotes, facilitates, or invades lands located within duly declared protected areas commits the crime of usurpation of protected areas, with fines for illegal exploitation or enrichment. Anyone responsible for this crime will be punished with four to eight years in prison and a fine of three thousand to six thousand quetzales.”[footnoteRef:15] Allegations of usurpation have been used to target Indigenous Peoples living in protected areas and to support eviction efforts.[footnoteRef:16] [14:  Decreto Numero 110-96, available at https://faolex.fao.org/docs/pdf/gua88499.pdf.]  [15:  Decreto Numero 110-96, art. 27.]  [16:  See: Desplazamiento forzado por la conservación de áreas protegidas: Comunidad de Laguna Larga. Reserva de la Biosfera Maya, Guatemala, GLOBAL ATLAS OF ENV’T JUSTICE, https://ejatlas.org/conflict/desplazamiento-forzado-en-nombre-de-la-conservacion-de-areas-protegidas-comunidad-de-laguna-larga-peten-guatemala; Mélisande Séguin, Cooperant Update: Protected Areas in Guatemala: A Conservation Project That Only Conserves Elite Economic Interests, MARITIMES-GUATEMALA BREAKING THE SILENCE NETWORK (Sept. 10, 2024), https://breakingthesilenceblog.com/2024/09/10/cooperant-update-protected-areas-law-community-dispossession/; IACHR Res. 36/2017, § III, ¶ 23.  ] 

[bookmark: _Toc199163518]Human Rights Violations Occurring During the Reporting Period
[bookmark: _Toc199163519]Creation of Protected Areas and Violations of Indigenous Peoples' Rights
During the reporting period, Indigenous Peoples in Guatemala experienced ongoing human rights violations related to their lands, territories, and resources within the Laguna del Tigre National Park (LDTNP) and Sierra del Lacandón National Park (SDLNP), both located in the Maya Biosphere Reserve (MBR).
The parks overlap the ancestral territory of the Maya Indigenous Peoples and were established in 1990 without consultation and the absence of their FPIC.[footnoteRef:17]  The MBR was divided into: [17:  PRISMA, Conservation and Community Rights: Lessons from Mesoamerica (Dec. 2016), https://rightsandresources.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/Prisma_Conservation-and-Community-Rights_Lessons-from-Mesoamerica_December-2016.pdf; PBI Guatemala, Displaced Communities in Protected Areas of Petén: Between Criminalization and Invisibility (Jan. 2014), https://pbi-guatemala.org/fileadmin/user_files/projects/guatemala/files/english/140123_Peten_Comunidades_desplazadas_en_areas_protegidas.pdf] 

· Core zones (including LDTNP and SDLNP) where human activity was prohibited;
· Multiple-use zones designated for timber concessions; and
· A buffer zone at the southern end of the MBR.
These zoning decisions ignored the fact that many Indigenous communities had practiced sustainable harvesting of non-timber forest products (e.g., chicle) in the area for generations.[footnoteRef:18]  [18:  PRISMA, Conservation and Community Rights: Lessons from Mesoamerica (Dec. 2016)] 

i. Human Rights Violations and Evictions

The establishment of these parks led to a pattern of militarization, criminalization, and forced displacement. The 60,000 plus Maya Peoples who have been living in the SDLNP and LDTNP since before these areas were declared protected now face threats of eviction.[footnoteRef:19] [19:  DHAL, Petén: Demandan atención a la crisis humanitaria en Laguna del Tigre y Sierra Lacandón (Dec. 16, 2022), https://www.cdhal.org/es/peten-demandan-atencion-a-la-crisis-humanitaria-en-laguna-del-tigre-y-sierra-lacandon/] 

16. 	This situation is aggravated by the presence of oil concessions, militarization, unresolved agrarian conflicts[footnoteRef:20] and the lack of effective state mechanisms for the recognition and restitution of Indigenous Peoples' lands. In this regard, in 2004, the government declared a state of emergency in the LDTNP. In 2010, the government authorized Perenco to extend oil drilling in the area by another 15 years.[footnoteRef:21]  In 2011, a military unit called the Green Battalion was created to combat illegal settlements and the destruction of forests in the region.[footnoteRef:22] By 2018, at least 26 open cases of agrarian conflicts related to protected areas were registered against Indigenous communities, which were either under investigation, facing prosecution, or already under eviction orders.[footnoteRef:23] [20:  Voces Mesoamericanas, Laguna Larga: Un Desalojo Forzado e Injusticia Prolongada (Dec. 2017), https://vocesmesoamericanas.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/InformeLAGUNA-LARGA-FINAL-web.pdf.]  [21:  DHAL, Petén: Demandan atención a la crisis humanitaria en Laguna del Tigre y Sierra Lacandón (Dec. 16, 2022)]  [22:  Jeff Abbott, Extractivism and Neoliberal Environmentalism Cause Migration and Land Conflicts in Guatemala, TOWARD FREEDOM (Apr. 6, 2021), https://towardfreedom.org/story/archives/americas/extractivism-neoliberal-environmentalism-cause-migration-land-conflicts-guatemala/.]  [23:  AL GTM 4/2019] 


17. 	From 2007 to 2018, eight of the 54 communities living in the area were violently evicted, in the process destroying their housing, food, and livelihoods.[footnoteRef:24]  Evictions took place in Nueva Esperanza (2007), Macabilero (2008), Vergelito (2009), Centro Uno (2009), La Colorada (2009), Nueva Esperanza ( 2009), La Colorada (2010), Nueva Esperanza (2011), El Pescadito (2011), El Florido, Centro Campesino, Pollo Solo and  Las Cruces.[footnoteRef:25]  [24:  Environmental Justice Atlas, Desplazamientos forzados en áreas protegidas: Comunidades en la Reserva de la Biósfera Maya (Parques Nacionales Laguna del Tigre y Sierra del Lacandón, Guatemala), ENV’T JUST. ATLAS, https://ejatlas.org/conflict/desplazamientos-forzados-en-areas-protegidas-comunidades-en-la-reserva-de-la-biosfera-maya-parques-nacionales-laguna-del-tigre-y-sierra-del-lacandon-guatemala (last visited May 26, 2025)]  [25:  Ibid.; Voces Mesoamericanas, Laguna Larga: Un Desalojo Forzado e Injusticia Prolongada (Dec. 2017)] 


18. 	For instance, in the case of Centro Uno, a Q’eq’chi community of 164 families was forcibly evicted from the Sierra del Lacandón Park by about 600 military, police, and guards despite having signed a cooperation agreement with the National Council of Protected Areas on 16 June 2009.[footnoteRef:26]  Of the Pollo Solo community forcibly evicted from Serra la Candona,[footnoteRef:27] some were able to relocate and reside with relatives in Alta Verapaz and Izabal, but others continue to live in an improvised settlement in San Andrés, Petén.[footnoteRef:28] [26:  Ibid; Comunidades de Laguna del Tigre y Sierra del Lacandón, Propuesta Alternativa para el Desarrollo Integral y Sostenible (Sept. 2016), https://www.plazapublica.com.gt/sites/default/files/doc_6_propuesta_comunidades_laguna_del_tigre.pdf]  [27:  Environmental Justice Atlas, Desplazamientos forzados en áreas protegidas: Comunidades en la Reserva de la Biósfera Maya (Parques Nacionales Laguna del Tigre y Sierra del Lacandón, Guatemala), ENV’T JUST. ATLAS ]  [28:  PBI Guatemala, The Protected Areas Law and Its Consequences for Communities (Apr. 5, 2022), https://pbi-guatemala.org/en/multimedia/articles/protected-areas-law-and-its-consequences] 


19. 	In addition to the evictions, criminalization, repression and imprisonment of the communities, authorities, and leaders,[footnoteRef:29] at least six community members were killed.[footnoteRef:30] Protests have been repressed with the use of military forces. [footnoteRef:31] [29:  Voces Mesoamericanas, Laguna Larga: Un Desalojo Forzado e Injusticia Prolongada (Dec. 2017)]  [30:  CDHAL, Petén: Demandent l’attention sur la crise humanitaire à Laguna del Tigre et Sierra Lacandón (Dec. 20, 2022)]  [31:  Voces Mesoamericanas, Laguna Larga: Un Desalojo Forzado e Injusticia Prolongada (Dec. 2017)] 


ii. The Case of Laguna Larga
	
20. 	In June 2017, 1,500 members of the police and the military, accompanied by personnel from the Nature Protection Division (DIPRONA) and “eco-guards” of the National Council for Protected Areas (CONAP), carried out the forced eviction of about 500 Maya Q’eqchi, Chuj  Indigenous Peoples of the community of Laguna Larga.[footnoteRef:32] The summary eviction meant residents had very little time to gather their belongings. Indigenous Peoples had no access to effective judicial remedies for the burning of their houses, schools, churches, and animals. The Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR) documented the criminalization of evicted persons accused of collaborating with gangs and other crimes.[footnoteRef:33] [32:   IACHR, Resolution 36/17, Precautionary Measure No. 412-17, Laguna Larga Community, Guatemala (Sept. 8, 2017), https://www.oas.org/es/cidh/decisiones/pdf/2017/36-17mc412-17gu.pdf; Sasha Kramer, A Brutal Expulsion in Guatemala Shows How Neoliberalism Gets Greenwashed, THE NATION (Aug. 30, 2017), https://www.thenation.com/article/archive/a-brutal-expulsion-in-guatemala-shows-how-neoliberalism-gets-greenwashed/]  [33:  IACHR, IACHR Completes Working Visit to Guatemala (Aug. 3, 2018), https://www.oas.org/en/iachr/media_center/PReleases/2018/158.asp] 


21.	The eviction followed the arrest of a community leader in March 2017[footnoteRef:34] and a breakdown in dialogue initiated after the adoption of the community-led “Alternative Proposal for Integrated and Sustainable Development” in September 2016.[footnoteRef:35] This proposal included, among other elements, the recognition and titling of their lands, the right to sustainable development, and the suspension of any exploitation activities that could have a negative environmental impact on their territory.[footnoteRef:36] [34:  PBI Guatemala, The Protected Areas Law and Its Consequences for Communities (Apr. 5, 2022)]  [35:  Communities of Laguna del Tigre and Sierra Lacandón, Propuesta Alternativa para el Desarrollo Integral y Sostenible (2016), https://www.plazapublica.com.gt/sites/default/files/doc_6_propuesta_comunidades_laguna_del_tigre.pdf]  [36:  Ibid. ] 


iii. National and International Responses

22. 	In August 2017, the IACHR conducted an on-site visit in both the original Laguna Larga community and the site of relocation. The delegation observed that multiple homes in the original Laguna Larga community had been destroyed or burned. They noted inhumane conditions in the area where the community had resettled, including lack of drinking water, lack of sanitation services, and inadequate housing. The IACHR received medical reports that 36 children in the community suffered from malnutrition, and other community members suffered from respiratory infections and parasitosis related to the unsafe living conditions.[footnoteRef:37] [37:  IACHR Res. 36/2017, § III, ¶¶ 24, 28–30.] 

23. On 8 September 2017, the IACHR issued precautionary measures in response to the eviction and displacement of the Laguna Larga community.[footnoteRef:38] The Commission requested that Guatemala adopt measures to protect the rights to life and personal integrity of the Laguna Larga community, including guarantees of adequate food, safe drinking water, adequate housing, and medical treatment.[footnoteRef:39] The Commission further urged Guatemala to adopt measures to protect the rights to life and personal integrity of the Laguna Larga community against potential violence by third parties and state actors.[footnoteRef:40] The Commission also called on Guatemala to adopt measures to consult with the community to achieve a lasting solution.[footnoteRef:41]  [38:  Ibid.]  [39:  Ibid., § VI, ¶ 7a.]  [40:  Ibid., § VI, ¶ 7b.]  [41:  Ibid., § VI, ¶ 7c.] 

24. In June 2018, the Guatemalan Human Rights Ombudsman’s office (Pocurador de Derechos Humanos-PDH) held that Guatemala had violated the rights of the inhabitants of Laguna Larga to housing, health, food, security, education, access to water, and a healthy and safe environment. In its decision, the PDH also urged Guatemalan authorities to respect the rights of the displaced Laguna Larga community; to consider the right to resettlement in future evictions; to study the possibility of the community’s return, ensuring coexistence with the protected area; to expedite resettlement efforts; to guarantee temporary shelter, basic services, and legal safeguards; to comply with the IACHR precautionary measures; and to reestablish a high-level dialogue platform to find human rights-based solutions to land conflicts.[footnoteRef:42] [42:  Procuraduría de los Derechos Humanos (PDH), Resolución del Procurador de los Derechos Humanos sobre el caso de la Comunidad Laguna Larga (June 2018), https://www.refworld.org/es/leg/resol/omb/2018/es/128015] 

25. On 29 January 2021, the Constitutional Court of Guatemala issued a decision granting protection to the Community Development Council of the Laguna Larga Community. The court ordered that adequate housing projects be completed as soon as possible, that the resettlement location be agreed upon with the community, and that it meet certain minimum standards. The Court further ordered continued consultation with the community; access to nutritionally adequate food; measures to ensure that the essential needs of women and children are met; compliance with ILO Convention No. 169; and adoption of plans, programs, and policies to end the systematic violation against Laguna Larga.[footnoteRef:43] [43:  IACHR Res. of Precautionary Measures 112/2021, ¶ 7; Constitutional Court of Guatemala, Case 4647-2018, pp. 52–53, https://app.vlex.com/vid/866538467.] 

26. In December 2021, the IACHR adopted follow-up resolution 112/2021 maintaining the precautionary measures granted in favor of the families of the Laguna Larga Community.[footnoteRef:44] [44:  IACHR, IACHR Expresses Concern over Forced Evictions and Human Rights Violations against Indigenous Peoples in Guatemala (Jan. 10, 2022), https://www.oas.org/en/IACHR/jsForm/?File=/en/iachr/media_center/PReleases/2022/002.asp.] 

27. Despite the IACHR’s precautionary measures, the decision of the PDH, and the judgment of Guatemala’s Constitutional Court, the Laguna Larga community faces ongoing human rights violations.  As of August 2025, approximately 120 families continue to survive in improvised shelters made of nylon tarps (champas) on the border strip of El Desengaño, in Candelaria, Campeche, Mexico. The families continue to lack access to potable water, electricity, schools, and health centers, depending on the solidarity of civil society organizations and occasionally Mexican authorities.[footnoteRef:45] The ongoing humanitarian crisis has resulted in continued deaths from preventable causes. Children and elderly adults have died from malnutrition, gastrointestinal diseases, and high-risk pregnancies. Women and children remain the most vulnerable, as they lack access to medical care and nearby health centers. The COVID-19 pandemic further exacerbated the emergency, as the few medical services available, located hundreds of kilometers away, closed their doors. Reports indicates that food insecurity,  lack access to safe drinking water leads to skin infections, gastrointestinal problems, respiratory issues, and childhood malnutrition.[footnoteRef:46] At least 15 people have died from causes related to the unsafe living conditions.[footnoteRef:47] In addition, reports have emerged of arbitrary detentions of beneficiaries of the IACHR’s precautionary measures. In April 2023, three community members—including a minor—were arrested while harvesting corn.[footnoteRef:48]  [45:  El Observador GT, La crónica de una injusticia: Laguna Larga, siete años de exilio en la frontera del olvido, OBSERVADOR GT (Aug. 13, 2025), https://elobservadorgt.org/2025/08/13/la-cronica-de-una-injusticia-laguna-larga-siete-anos-de-exilio-en-la-frontera-del-olvido/]  [46:   Ibid.; see also, PRENSA COMUNITARIA, Siete años y el Estado de Guatemala sigue sin atender la crisis humanitaria de las familias de Laguna Larga en la frontera Mexicana, PRENSA COMUNITARIA (Nov. 13, 2024), https://prensacomunitaria.org/2024/11/siete-anos-y-el-estado-de-guatemala-sigue-sin-atender-la-crisis-humanitaria-de-las-familias-de-laguna-larga-en-la-frontera-mexicana/. ]  [47:  Noor Mahtani, Desalojados en nombre de la conservación: “Somos mendigos en nuestra tierra”, EL PAÍS (Aug. 30, 2022), https://elpais.com/america-futura/2022-08-30/desalojados-en-nombre-de-la-conservacion-somos-mendigos-en-nuestra-tierra.html. ]  [48:  Voces Mesoamericanas, Detención arbitraria de tres pobladores desplazados de la comunidad Laguna Larga (Feb. 2, 2024), https://vocesmesoamericanas.org/detencion-arbitraria-de-tres-pobladores-desplazados-de-la-comunidad-laguna-larga/] 

28. Overall, the Guatemalan State has failed to effectively carry out the IACHR precautionary measures or the order of the Guatemalan Constitutional Court. The government has made some attempts to relocate the community. The Land Fund (FONTIERRAS) considered including them in the Subsidized Land Access Program, but the farms offered were costly, contained infertile land, and/or lacked access to water.[footnoteRef:49] Humanitarian aid largely comes from Mexico.[footnoteRef:50]  In June 2025, a congressional working meeting acknowledged eight years since the eviction of Laguna Larga Community and proposed more “mesas de trabajo” but  no concrete compliance outcome is reported.[footnoteRef:51] [49:  Laguna Larga, desplazada y en pobreza extrema, recibió propuestas de tierras en Petén a precios impagables, PRENSA COMUNITARIA (Nov. 28, 2024), https://prensacomunitaria.org/2024/11/laguna-larga-desplazada-y-en-pobreza-extrema-recibio-propuestas-de-tierras-en-peten-a-precios-impagables/; Failure to Comply: The Families of Laguna Larga Demand State Action, GUATEMALA HUM. RTS. COMM’N USA (Oct. 1, 2021), https://www.ghrc-usa.org/2021/10/failure-to-comply-the-families-of-laguna-larga-demand-state-action/;  PRENSA COMUNITARIA, Siete años y el Estado de Guatemala sigue sin atender la crisis humanitaria de las familias de Laguna Larga en la frontera Mexicana (Nov. 13, 2024)]  [50:   PRENSA COMUNITARIA, Siete años y el Estado de Guatemala sigue sin atender la crisis humanitaria de las familias de Laguna Larga en la frontera Mexicana (Nov. 13, 2024)]  [51:  Congreso de la República de Guatemala, Seguimiento al caso Laguna Larga y fiscaliza … (Noticias, 19 June 2025) <https://www.congreso.gob.gt/noticias_congreso/13771/2025/1> ] 

[bookmark: _Toc199163520]Other Land Rights Violations
29. Indigenous Peoples in and around other protected areas have also experienced land rights violations during the reporting period. For example, in December 2022, approximately 5,000 government agents conducted an operation in the Q’eqchi’ Chapín Abajo community, located in the Bocas del Polochic Wildlife Refuge. The government’s stated goal was to recover stolen firearms; however, a social media report alleged that the government was actually attempting to evict the Indigenous community. When violence broke out, security forces fired tear gas, resulting in at least 15 injuries, including officers. There were reports of a 16-year-old community member shot and killed and four community members arrested. The violence occurred just two months after a previous attack in October 2022.[footnoteRef:52] [52:  Monthly Information Package Guatemala Number 231, PEACE BRIGADES INT’L (Dec. 2022), https://pbi-guatemala.org/sites/pbi-guatemala.org/files/MIP%20231%20ENG.pdf; Diego España, Enfrentamiento entre comunitarios y autoridades en El Estor, esto se sabe, La Hora (Dec. 6, 2022), /https://lahora.gt/nacionales/diego/2022/12/06/enfrentamiento-entre-comunitarios-y-autoridades-en-el-estor-esto-se-sabe; CRN NOTICIAS, Al menos 15 heridos en Izabal por enfrentamiento entre policías y comunitarios, (Dec. 6, 2022), https://crnnoticias.com/al-menos-15-heridos-en-izabal-por-enfrentamiento-entre-policias-y-comunitarios/; Renata Bessi, Chapín Abajo: History of a Community in Resistance Against Industrial Oil Palm Cultivation, AVISPA MIDIA (Nov. 27, 2023), https://avispa.org/chapin-abajo-history-of-a-community-in-resistance-against-industrial-oil-palm-cultivation/. ] 

30. This violence occurred in the larger context of land rights violations connected to both protected areas and business purposes. For example in Chapín Abajo community members were detained for opposing evictions requested by the palm oil company, Naturaceites.[footnoteRef:53] A leader from the Verapacense Union of Peasant Organizations (UVOC) explained how the use of lands for hydroelectric and mining industries, large monoculture plantations, and cattle ranching had essentially forced these families to live in the park.[footnoteRef:54] [53:   CRN NOTICIAS, Al menos 15 heridos en Izabal por enfrentamiento entre policías y comunitarios]  [54:  Elias Oxom, La falta de tierra los obligó a vivir en el Parque Nacional Laguna Lachuá, PRENSA COMUNITARIA (July 17, 2019), https://prensacomunitaria.org/2019/07/la-falta-de-tierra-los-obligo-a-vivir-en-el-parque-nacional-laguna-lachua/.] 

[bookmark: _Toc199163521]Conclusion and Recommendations
31. Indigenous Peoples in Guatemala suffer from human rights violations related to their lands, territories, and natural resources, in the context of protected areas. The Laguna Larga community, over seven years after their eviction from the Maya Biosphere Reserve, suffers an ongoing humanitarian crisis. The case of Laguna Larga exemplifies a broader pattern of human rights violations against Indigenous Peoples in Guatemala’s protected areas, with the criminalization of protests, imprisonment of leaders, killing of community members, and the use of state security forces to suppress Indigenous land claims.
32. In light of these human rights violations against Indigenous Peoples impacted by protected areas, we respectfully request that the Committee urge Guatemala to:
a) Fully implement all recommendations contained in paragraph 22 of the Committee’s Concluding Observations on the combined sixteenth and seventeenth periodic reports of Guatemala (CERD/C/GTM/CO/16-17);
b) Undertake legal and administrative reforms to the Protected Areas Law and related conservation laws and policies to ensure compliance with Indigenous Peoples’ rights, including collective land rights and FPIC as established in the UNDRIP and ILO Convention No. 169 and in full consultation with Indigenous Peoples;
c) Adopt legal, policy, and administrative measures for the full recognition and protection of Indigenous Peoples’ collective rights to own, develop, control, and use their lands, territories, and resources, in accordance with their legal institutions, land tenure systems, and international human rights standards, including the UNDRIP and ILO Convention No. 169;
d) Comply with the IACHR’s precautionary measures issued in favor of the Laguna Larga community on 8 September 2017 (IACHR Res. 36/2017), as well as the follow-up measures outlined in IACHR Resolution 112/2021;
e) Implement the 29 January 2021 decision of the Constitutional Court of Guatemala, which grants legal protection to the Community Development Council of the Laguna Larga community, and ensure timely and adequate compliance with all ordered measures;
f) Guarantee the provision of essential public services—such as clean water, sanitation, healthcare, education, and adequate housing—for Indigenous Peoples affected by protected areas; and
g) Ensure effective protection from forced evictions, criminalization, violence, and other land-related human rights violations for Indigenous Peoples living in and around protected areas, including the development of grievance redress mechanisms and access to justice.
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