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  CHAIRPERSON, CEPF DONOR COUNCIL

CHANCE
FOR NATURE

The agreement that established the new Kunming-Montreal 
Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF)—an outcome of the U.N.’s 

Convention on Biological Diversity meeting held in December 
2022—seeks to halt and reverse biodiversity loss by 2030.  
 This isn’t the first set of ambitious biodiversity conservation 
targets for countries around the world. Despite good intentions 
and significant work, previous efforts have fallen woefully short, 
including most recently the Aichi Biodiversity Targets that were 
meant to have been achieved by 2020. 

WHAT MAKES THIS AGREEMENT DIFFERENT?  

The promise of the GBF lies in part in a greater emphasis on 
inclusion and strengthening of Indigenous and local communities. 
Another key is the focus on the delivery of financial resources—
most notably the new Global Biodiversity Framework Fund to  
be operated by the Global Environment Facility (GEF)—to the  
places where they are most needed and at a scale that makes  
the path to success much clearer. The new targets also have  
been designed to be “SMART” (specific, measurable, ambitious, 
realistic, timebound), making it easier to track and assess  
conservation progress and adjust actions as needed.  

19 6  C O U N T R I E S  B A C K  TA R G E T S  F O R  S W I F T,  E Q U I TA B L E  
A N D  A D E Q U AT E LY  R E S O U R C E D  C O N S E R VAT I O N  

A NEW

Cover: Crowned lemurs (Eulemur coronatus), Madagascar. © Ken Behrens 
Top: Julia Marton-Lefèvre. © Julia Marton-Lefèvre

Michael Ome, a traditional leader in Roga village, Kelimutu National Park, 
Flores Island, Indonesia. © Rifky/Rekam Nusantara Foundation 
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FROM CEPF DONORS
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Governments

Private Sector

The aspiration of the agreement is clear in Target 3, which has been the subject of 
many headlines: “ensure and enable that by 2030 at least 30% of terrestrial, inland 
water, and coastal and marine areas, especially areas of particular importance for  
biodiversity and ecosystem functions and services, are effectively conserved and 
managed” while “recognizing and respecting the rights of Indigenous peoples and local 
communities including over their traditional territories.” Currently, 17% of terrestrial and 
inland water areas and just over 8% of marine areas are officially protected or covered 
by other effective area-based conservation measures—and in many cases, these  
protections have not been implemented with the appropriate participation of  
Indigenous peoples and local communities. 
  And “30 by ‘30” is just one of 23 targets of the GBF under four overarching goals:  

 
Reducing threats to biodiversity. 

Meeting people’s needs through sustainable use. 

Ensuring fair and equitable benefit-sharing. 

Securing adequate financial resources, capacity,  
cooperation and access to technology. 

(For details on CEPF and the new targets, see page 69–70.) 

  Reaching these targets in a world facing growing human need and conflicting  
interests will be an enormous challenge. But nature is a necessity for us all, and the 
consequences of failure are daunting. The global community must embrace collaboration 
and partnership among governments, civil society, local communities, Indigenous peoples 
and the private sector to make the required progress.  
  CEPF will continue to work with our many committed allies—old and new—as we 
train our eyes on success. Among our essential collaborators are CEPF’s grantees—past, 
current and future. Their experience in establishing grassroots coalitions fuels lasting 
conservation and restoration, and provides models for the sort of far-reaching change 
that can turn this framework into reality. 
 We ask you to join us in embracing this new chance for biodiversity. When we come 
together as respectful, focused partners, we have the tools and the momentum to secure 
a shared future with nature.  
 

“Recognizing and supporting the 
work of Indigenous peoples and local 
communities is a moral imperative,  
and practical policy. These communities 
steward one-quarter of Earth’s land  
and 80% of global biodiversity,  
meaning the success of 30x30 hinges  
on their inclusion and leadership.  
It’s significant—and indeed,  no small  
victory—that the Global Biodiversity 
Framework makes this explicit,  
incentivizing governments to recognize 
Indigenous rights and land tenure.”  

Dr. M. Sanjayan,  
CEO of Conservation International 

“Nature is at the heart of our efforts  
to end poverty. Nature is an engine  
of jobs and GDP and is the poor’s  
most important food safety net.  
We can’t end poverty until we end 
the wanton destruction and negligent 
degradation of nature. This is why we 
celebrate the Global Biodiversity  
Framework and we are supporting 
countries to meet its targets.” 

Valerie Hickey,  
Global Director–Environment, 
Natural Resources and Blue Economy,  
the World Bank 
 

Collaboration Área de Conservación Regional Q’eros-Kosñipata, Peru. © Michelle Léon/Pronaturaleza 
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A B O U T

CEPF
Empowering locally led conservation of 
biodiversity hotspots—some of the world’s most 
biologically rich yet threatened ecosystems.

THE GOAL

U.S.$282 MILLION  
IN GRANTS

U.S.$401 MILLION  
LEVERAGED BY THOSE GRANTS

109 COUNTRIES AND TERRITORIES  
BENEFITED

2,673 GRANTEES  
SUPPORTED

CEPF partners with a regional  
implementation team in the hotspot  
to help shepherd the investment and 
build local conservation leadership.

Since 2000, CEPF has been bringing 
together donors to conserve biodiversity, 
strengthen civil society and support 
sustainable development.

On the basis of an assessment of  
opportunities and threats, CEPF donor 
partners choose which biodiversity 
hotspots to invest in as funding  
becomes available.

Grant-making is guided by ecosystem 
profiles—analyses of the biodiversity and 
socioeconomic conditions in each hotspot 
that are produced by, and in consultation 
with, local stakeholders.

Civil society entities—including  
nongovernmental organizations,  
Indigenous and local communities,  
academic institutions and businesses— 
apply for grants that are awarded on  
a competitive basis for projects that  
contribute to CEPF’s conservation strategy.

Projects funded by CEPF add up to a 
portfolio of complementary conservation 
actions addressing critical priorities  
while also building local conservation 
communities that will continue to  
lead protection of the hotspots after 
CEPF funding is completed.

The results achieved by CEPF grantees 
complement governments’ efforts to 
meet targets related to the U.N.’s  
Convention on Biological Diversity  
(previously the Aichi Targets, and now 
the new Kunming-Montreal Global  
Biodiversity Framework), the U.N.  
Framework Convention on Climate 
Change, and the U.N. Sustainable  
Development Goals.

Local  
Management

Donor 
Partnership

Focused 
Investment

Participatory  
Priority-Setting

Grants to  
Civil Society

Enduring  
Conservation

Achieving  
Global Goals

The Accursed Mountains, also known as the Albanian Alps, 
eastern shore of Skadar Lake, a transboundary wetland 
shared by Montenegro and Albania. © Jamie Rojo 
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CEPF grantees contribute to four 
categories of impact, known as  
the pillars of CEPF:

This report presents 21 years of results achieved by 2,673 
partners that have implemented 2,786 grants. All CEPF grants 
contribute to one of four categories of impact, known as the  
pillars of CEPF. The biodiversity pillar is the central focus of 
CEPF and is supported by and linked to the other pillars.  
Civil society organizations that are empowered to increase  
and apply their knowledge and skills are essential to sustainable 
biodiversity conservation. Human well-being is directly linked to 
the success of biodiversity conservation efforts because healthy 
ecosystems are necessary for people’s lives and livelihoods, 
while ecosystems that are unhealthy or devoid of biodiversity cannot 
deliver the benefits that people need. Enabling conditions, such 
as sustainable financing and strong laws and policies, are critical 
for successful conservation. CEPF measures progress in all four 
of these interlinked pillars.

E X E C U T I V E  S U M M A R Y

21
 YEARS OF CEPF IMPACT

BIODIVERSITY

CIVIL SOCIETY
HUMAN WELL-BEING

ENABLING CONDITIONS

5,518
COMMUNITIES 

BENEFITING FROM 
CEPF-FUNDED PROJECTS

1,166
SPECIES  

BENEFITING FROM 
CONSERVATION 

ACTION

864
NETWORKS AND 
PARTNERSHIPS  

CREATED AND/OR 
SUPPORTED

211
COMPANIES ADOPTING 

BIODIVERSITY-FRIENDLY 
PRACTICES

470
CEPF-FUNDED 

ORGANIZATIONS WITH 
IMPROVED CAPACITY 

216,464
PEOPLE RECEIVING 

STRUCTURED 
TRAINING 

16.5 
MILLION

HECTARES OF 
PROTECTED AREAS 

CREATED OR EXPANDED

11.8 
MILLION

HECTARES OF 
PRODUCTION 

LANDSCAPE WITH 
STRENGTHENED 
MANAGEMENT

107,232
PEOPLE RECEIVING 

CASH BENEFITS

53.2 MILLION
HECTARES OF KEY BIODIVERSITY 

AREAS WITH IMPROVED 
MANAGEMENT 

70
SUSTAINABLE  

FINANCE MECHANISMS

248
CEPF GRANTEES 
WITH IMPROVED 

UNDERSTANDING OF 
AND COMMITMENT TO 

GENDER ISSUES

491 
LAWS, REGULATIONS 
AND POLICIES WITH 

CONSERVATION 
PROVISIONS THAT HAVE 

BEEN ENACTED 
OR AMENDED

Report authors: Nina Marshall, CEPF senior 
director of monitoring, evaluation and outreach; 
and Julie Shaw, CEPF communications director

Frilled coquette hummingbird (Lophornis magni icus), Brazil. 
© Conservation International/photo by Jack Tordoff 

Zongo Valley, Bolivia. © Trond Larsen 
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Snow leopard (Panthera uncia) with the highest peak 
of the Northern Tien Shan Mountains, Kazakhstan,  
in the background. © Saltore Saparbayev 
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L’AGENCE FRANÇAISE DE DÉVELOPPEMENT
L’Agence Française de Développement (the French Development Agency) is a  
financial institution that is at the heart of France’s Development Assistance Policy. 
It supports a wide range of economic, social and environmental projects in the 
French overseas territories and in 115 countries. www.afd.fr 

CONSERVATION INTERNATIONAL 
For 35 years, Conservation International has worked to spotlight and secure the  
critical benefits that nature provides to humanity. Combining fieldwork with  
innovations in science, policy and finance, we’ve helped protect more than 6 million 
square kilometers (2.3 million square miles) of land and sea across more than  
70 countries. Today, with offices in more than two dozen countries and a worldwide 
network of thousands of partners, our reach is truly global. www.conservation.org 

THE EUROPEAN UNION (EU) 
Comprising 27 member countries, the European Union is the largest single provider 
of development aid in the world. The EU development policy recognizes biodiversity 
as a crucial element for human well-being through the production of food, fish, fuel, 
fiber and medicines; the regulation of water, air and climate; and the maintenance  
of land fertility. Through EU International Cooperation and Development, the EU 
invests in biodiversity and development projects in more than 100 countries.  
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/home

THE GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY (GEF) 
The Global Environment Facility is the world’s largest public funder of projects to 
improve the global environment. The GEF unites 183 member governments together 
with leading international development institutions, civil society organizations and the 
private sector in support of a common global environmental agenda. www.thegef.org

THE GOVERNMENT OF JAPAN 
The Government of Japan is one of the largest providers of development assistance 
for the environment. Japan seeks constructive measures and concrete programs to 
preserve unique ecosystems that provide people with important benefits and help 
reduce poverty. www.env.go.jp/en 

THE WORLD BANK 
With 189 member countries, staff from more than 170 countries, and offices in over 
130 locations, the World Bank Group is a unique global partnership: five institutions 
working for sustainable solutions that reduce poverty and build shared prosperity in 
developing countries.  www.worldbank.org/en/who-we-are

Gursky’s spectral tarsier (Tarsius spectrumgurskyae), Sulawesi, Indonesia. © O. Langrand

T H E

PA R T NE R S HIP
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Not eligible for CEPF investmentEligible for CEPF investment 

Current CEPF Investment Cerrado 

US$8 million 
2016–2022

Tropical Andes

US$14 million  
2021–2027  
(Cumulative investment: 
US$32.2 million)

Caribbean  
Islands 

US$11.8 million 
2021–2026
(Cumulative investment: 
US$18.7 million)

1 2 3

Mesoamerica 

US$14.5 million 
2002–2011

Tumbes-Chocó- 
Magdalena 

US$6.95 million  
2002–2013

Atlantic Forest 

US$10.4 million 
2002–2011

4 5 6

CHILEAN WINTER RAINFALL-VALDIVIAN FORESTS

5

TUMBES-CHOCÓ-MAGDALENA 

2

TROPICAL ANDES

4

MESOAMERICA

NORTH AMERICAN COASTAL PLAIN

3

CERRADO

1

CARIBBEAN ISLANDS

MADREAN PINE-OAK WOODLANDS

ATLANTIC FOREST

6

TWENTY-ONE YEARS OF CEPF IMPACT

C E P F
A N D  T H E

B I O D I V E R S I T Y
H O T S P O T S

AS OF 30 JUNE 2022

CALIFORNIA FLORISTIC PROVINCE

Tian Shan Mountains, Kyrgyzstan  
© Ninara, licensed under CC BY 2.0 https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0/ 

Past CEPF Investment

East Melanesian 
Islands 

US$9 million  
2013–2021

Wallacea

US$2.1 million 
2020–2024  
(Cumulative  
investment: 
US$8.95 million)

Indo-Burma

US$10 million 
2020–2025 
 (Cumulative  
investment: 
US$35.5 million)

Mountains of  
Central Asia 

US$8 million  
2019–2024

Madagascar and the 
Indian Ocean Islands

US$12.5 million  
2015–2022  
(Cumulative investment: 
US$18.1 million)

Mediterranean 
Basin 

US$12.5 million 
2017–2022  
(Cumulative investment: 
US$23.2 million)

Guinean Forests  
of West Africa 

US$12 million 
2016–2022  
(Cumulative investment: 
US$20.1 million)

7 8 9 10

Succulent 
Karoo 

US$9.3 million 
2003–2012

Maputaland- 
Pondoland-Albany 

US$6.65 million 
2010–2015

Caucasus 

US$9.5 million 
2003–2013

Eastern  
Afromontane 

US$12 million 
2012–2019

Coastal Forests  
of Eastern Africa

US$8.75 million  
2004–2014 

Himalaya 

US$5 million 
2005–2010

Western Ghats 
and Sri Lanka 

US$6 million  
2008–2015

Sundaland 

US$10 million 
2001–2006

Mountains of 
Southwest China 

US$7.9 million  
2002–2013

Philippines 

US$7 million 
2002–2007

Polynesia- 
Micronesia 

US$7 million 
2008–2013

14

21
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22

16

23

17

24

18

25

19 20
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8

MEDITERRANEAN BASIN

7

GUINEAN FORESTS OF WEST AFRICA

12
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SOUTHWEST AUSTRALIA

FORESTS OF EAST AUSTRALIA

18

SUNDALAND

14

SUCCULENT KAROO

IRANO-ANATOLIAN

HORN OF AFRICA

9

MADAGASCAR AND THE INDIAN OCEAN ISLANDS

24

WESTERN GHATS AND SRI LANKA

23

CAUCASUS

19

PHILIPPINES

20

POLYNESIA-MICRONESIA

17

HIMALAYA

10

MOUNTAINS OF CENTRAL ASIA

25

MOUNTAINS OF SOUTHWEST CHINA

11

INDO-BURMA

13

EAST MELANESIAN ISLANDS

JAPAN

NEW CALEDONIA

NEW ZEALAND

CAPE FLORISTIC REGION

21 MAPUTALAND-PONDOLAND-ALBANY

16
COASTAL FORESTS OF EASTERN AFRICA

22

Cape Floristic 
Region

US$7.65 million 
2001–2011
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I N T R O D U C T I O N

S ince 2000, the Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund (CEPF) has worked to empower civil society
in developing countries and transitional economies to protect the world’s biodiversity hotspots, 

some of the Earth’s most biologically rich yet threatened terrestrial ecosystems. To date, CEPF has 
awarded more than US$282 million in grants to 2,673 civil society organizations. These grants have 
been implemented in 25 biodiversity hotspots, covering 109 countries and territories.  
   CEPF’s first grants closed in 2001, and every year since then has been one in which our civil society 
partners have achieved conservation results despite increasing threats to biodiversity, the growing 
challenge of climate change, and, over the past few years, a global pandemic. With dedication,  
commitment and passion, CEPF grantees are protecting critical ecosystems and the species and 
ecological processes they support, as well as improving the lives of the people who depend on these 
ecosystems for their well-being and livelihoods. This report presents the results of CEPF grantees’ 
work, from 2001 through 30 June 2022.  
 CEPF measures its global impact with 16 indicators adopted by CEPF’s Donor Council in June 2017. 
The indicators are designed to yield clear and valuable data that articulate CEPF’s impact and  
demonstrate to donors the efficacy of the CEPF partnership. Each indicator corresponds to one of 
CEPF’s four pillars: biodiversity, civil society, human well-being, and enabling conditions. The biodiversity 
pillar is the central focus of CEPF and is supported by and linked to the other pillars. A strong, diverse 
civil society is an essential foundation for sustainable biodiversity conservation. Human well-being  

Y E A R S  O F  I M PA C T21

Chapada dos Guimãres, Cerrado Hotspot, Brazil. © O. Langrand

is directly linked to the success of biodiversity conservation efforts because healthy ecosystems  
are essential for people’s lives and livelihoods, while ecosystems that are unhealthy or devoid of 
biodiversity cannot deliver the benefits that people need. And enabling conditions such as sustainable 
financing and strong laws and policies are critical for successful conservation. Further details on 
CEPF’s monitoring framework can be found in the Annex. 
 During fiscal year 2022, CEPF’s investment in the East Melanesian Islands was completed, and 
grant-making wound down in the Cerrado, the Guinean Forests of West Africa and Madagascar  
and the Indian Ocean Islands hotspots as a new investment began in the latter hotspot. Active 
grant-making took place through new or ongoing investments in the Caribbean Islands, Indo-Burma, 
Mediterranean Basin, Mountains of Central Asia, Tropical Andes and Wallacea hotspots.  
 By 30 June 2022, CEPF had awarded 50% of its grants, just over US$140 million, under the  
biodiversity pillar, demonstrating the priority that CEPF gives to this theme. The enabling conditions 
pillar, encompassing projects dedicated to awareness-raising, mainstreaming, policy, conservation finance 
and support to regional implementation teams (RITs), received 31% of the allocation. RITs, which  
are based in or near hotspots where CEPF is investing, received 16.8% of the enabling conditions  
allocation to fund the essential role these organizations play in helping to manage grant-making, 
implement CEPF’s strategy, provide direct support to grantees and manage a small-grants program  
for the hotspot. The civil society pillar, focused on capacity building and support for networks,  
received 11% of the allocation while human well-being received 8% (Figure 1). 

FIG U R E  1

Distributions of  
Funds by Pillar
2001–Fiscal Year 2022

BIODIVERSITY CIVIL SOCIETY

HUMAN WELL-BEING ENABLING CONDITIONS U S $ 2 8 2 
M I L L I O N 
T O T A L

50%

8%

11%

31%
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TABLE 1: PILLAR AND INDICATORS  TARGET/GOAL

BIODIVERSITY

Number of hectares of protected areas created and/or expanded.
  

Number of hectares of Key Biodiversity Areas with improved management.
   

Number of hectares of production landscapes with  
strengthened management of biodiversity.     

Number of protected areas with improved management  
(using the Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool).  

Number of globally threatened species benefiting from  
conservation action.

   

CIVIL SOCIETY
Number of CEPF grantees with improved organizational capacity  
(using the Civil Society Tracking Tool).

Number of CEPF grantees with improved understanding of and  
commitment to gender issues (using the Gender Tracking Tool).

Number of networks and partnerships that have been created  
and/or strengthened.

HUMAN WELL-BEING

Number of people receiving structured training.
 

Number of people receiving non-cash benefits other than  
structured training.  

Number of people receiving cash benefits. 
 

Number of projects promoting nature-based solutions to  
combat climate change.  

Amount of CO2e sequestered in CEPF-supported natural habitats.
 

ENABLING CONDITIONS
Number of laws, regulations and policies with conservation  
provisions that have been enacted or amended.  

Number of companies that adopt biodiversity-friendly practices.
   

Number of sustainable financing mechanisms that are  
delivering funds for conservation. 

CEPF has linked all 16 indicators to relevant United Nations Sustainable 
Development Goals and Convention on Biological Diversity Aichi Biodiversity 
Targets (Table 1). A description of CEPF’s monitoring framework and  
definitions for each indicator are included in the Annex. 

* https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/   
  The content of this publication has not been approved by the United Nations and does not reflect the views of the United Nations or its officials or Member States.

Achievement toward these global indicators is measured only once for each grant, at the end of 
each project. CEPF’s results are compiled annually for the program. For some indicators, where  
relevant, CEPF has reported on results by region. Several hotspots span regions. Each region and  
the hotspots it includes are listed in Table 2. 

TABLE 2: BIODIVERSITY HOTSPOTS BY REGION

 
AFRICA

Cape Floristic Region; Eastern Afromontane (excluding Yemen); Eastern Arc Mountains and Coastal 
Forests of Kenya and Tanzania; Guinean Forests of West Africa; Madagascar and the Indian Ocean 
Islands; Maputaland-Pondoland-Albany; Mediterranean Basin (North Africa); Succulent Karoo. 

ASIA
Caucasus; Himalaya; Indo-Burma; Philippines; Mountains of Central Asia; Mountains of  
Southwest China; Sundaland; Wallacea; Western Ghats and Sri Lanka. 

CARIBBEAN ISLANDS
Caribbean Islands.

CENTRAL AMERICA
Mesoamerica.

EUROPE
Mediterranean Basin (excluding North Africa, Lebanon, Jordan and Palestine).

MIDDLE EAST
Eastern Afromontane (Yemen); Mediterranean Basin (Egypt, Lebanon, Jordan, Palestine).

PACIFIC ISLANDS
East Melanesian Islands; Polynesia-Micronesia.

SOUTH AMERICA
Atlantic Forest; Cerrado; Tropical Andes; Tumbes-Chocó-Magdalena.

Rhinoceros beetle, Sulawesi, Indonesia. © O. Langrand 
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C E P F  P IL L A R  1       B I O D I V E R S I T Y

I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
hectares  
of protected  
areas created  
and/or expanded.

 Ile Alatau National Park, Kazakhstan. © Andrey Kulagin

In fiscal year 2022 (1 July 2021–30 June 2022), CEPF grantees 
recorded the creation and/or expansion of 463,414 hectares of new 

protected areas, bringing the overall total since inception to 16,587,345 
hectares in 25 biodiversity hotspots. Gains were significant in the 
Guinean Forests of West Africa, Madagascar and the Indian Ocean 
Islands, Cerrado and Mediterranean Basin, all of which were nearing 
the end of their investment periods. Several hotspots recorded no new 
hectares as these are in their initial year of investment or reinvestment. 
Figures 1.1 and 1.2 show the number of hectares newly protected by 
hotspot and by region since inception of the fund.

Tropical Andes

Succulent Karoo

Madagascar and Indian Ocean Islands

Eastern Afromontane

Maputaland-Pondoland-Albany

Guinean Forests of West Africa

Mesoamerica

Philippines

Atlantic Forest

Indo-Burma

Cape Floristic Region

Mountains of Southwest China

Eastern Arc Mountains and Coastal Forests

Polynesia-Micronesia

Western Ghats

Caucasus

Sundaland

Tumbes-Chocó-Magdalena

Caribbean Islands

Cerrado

Mediterranean Basin

East Melanesian Islands

Wallacea

5,762,109
2,954,358

1,692,365
1,428,329

546,085
540,504

457,417
449,893
429,391
425,333

254,452
229,028

200,471
196,867
189,945
169,116
146,576
124,185
116,604
104,590
73,516
59,385
36,826

FIG U R E  1 .1

Protected Areas Created  
or Expanded by Hotspot IN HECTARES

2001–Fiscal Year 2022

FIG U R E  1 . 2

Protected Areas Created  
or Expanded by Region
2001–Fiscal Year 2022

 Africa

South America

Asia

Central America

Paci�c Islands

Caribbean Islands

Europe

46%

38%

10%

3%

1.5%

1%

.5%

 

16 . 5  M I L L I O N  
H E C TA R E S
T O T A L
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Protecting Private Lands  
in a Deforestation Hotspot

M  ost of the land in the Cerrado Biodiversity Hotspot—one of the world's biologically richest and 
most threatened tropical savannas—is privately owned. 
 These private properties necessarily loom large in strategies to improve the low rates of nature 
protection in the region, which hosts a unique array of species—including plants adapted to drought 
and fire—and provides Brazil's people with essential freshwater supplies and carbon storage. The  
Cerrado's rise as a powerhouse of commercial agriculture and ranching starting in the 1950s and 
'60s has resulted in the loss of 50% of its natural vegetation. 
 Only 8.7% of the Cerrado is protected, with 3.2% in strictly protected areas, while the remaining 
5.5% are in sustainable-use areas.

“The conservation of water resources is at stake, and the sustainability of agricultural production,”  
said Braulio Diaz, president of CEPF grantee Fundação Pró Natureza (Funatura). 

Harmut Oster, owner of the Terra Maria RPPN. © Laercio Machado de Sousa 

 Recognizing the urgent need to get more of the Cerrado under formal protection, Funatura 
seized the opportunity provided by Brazil's 1990 law permitting the establishment of private 
natural heritage reserves (RPPNs). The organization has worked for decades to encourage 
property owners in the Cerrado to convert properties to RPPNs, which allow landowners to 
retain ownership but require protection of natural resources. RPPNs are legally recognized at 
local, state and national levels and are permanent, even if the land is sold. The reserves can 
be used for scientific research, tourism, recreation and education.
 Under a project funded by CEPF from September 2019 to November 2021, Funatura 
set an ambitious goal of adding 50 new RPPNs, which would increase the number of such 
reserves in the Cerrado by 20%. While the goal has not quite been reached yet, Funatura 
continues its efforts. By March 2023, the organization had helped establish 35 new RPPNs— 
at a total of more than 4,683 hectares—with 15 more in the process of being finalized. 

“We are producing well-being for humanity,” said Harmut Oster, owner of the Terra Maria RPPN  
in Pirenópolis, in the state of Goiás. “Even the water we are preserving, the CO

2
 we are capturing  

with vegetation, we are doing our part.”

 In addition to the 50 locations targeted for RPPNs, the project yielded a list of an 
additional 70 private lands included in key conservation corridors and mosaics for which 
landowners have express interest in RPPNs. Together these 120 reserves would help  
reduce fragmentation. 
 

“There is huge potential for the creation of RPPNs, but more work is needed to get potential players  
and opinion-makers behind this conservation model, which can be combined with production areas  
to make them more sustainable,” said Pedro Bruzzi Leon, executive supervisor of Funatura. 

 

 The project team also conducted a preliminary study of the economic potential of the 
environmental services of the RPPNs in the Cerrado, as well as a study of the public policies 
associated with environmental assets and conservation. Funatura provided input to the 
secretary of environment of the municipality of Monte Alto that led to a supplementary  
bill in August 2021 to improve the process of creating RPPNs. And the team convened  
representatives of governmental institutions with a focus on RPPNs to discuss ways to 
support this fast-growing segment of protected areas.
  The team created the RPPNAPP application—software that brings together the  
information applicants need to navigate the process to establish an RPPN. And they are  
planning an event for 2023 that will gather private and governmental stakeholders  
to review progress on RPPNs. 
  

“These conservation units ... they are like a bank of nature, a bank of the Cerrado,” said Chyslia  
Fernanda de Santana of the Instituto Biorregional do Cerrado and RPPNs Murundu and Biorregional 
Alto Paraíso de Goiás. “This is where we’ll let the Cerrado be who it is without us interfering.” 

Hear more from the  
project team and  

property owners via  
Funatura’s videos  

on RPPNs: 
https://www.youtube.com/@Funatura-

And learn more at  
the RPPN website:

https://reservasprivadasdocerrado.com.br

A private natural heritage reserve, Brazil © Ricardo Haidar 
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
hectares of  
Key Biodiversity  
Areas with  
improved  
management. 

Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs) are the most important places in the world for 
species and their habitats, and improving their management and protection is 

a fundamental objective of CEPF. KBAs are sites contributing significantly to the global 
persistence of biodiversity in terrestrial, freshwater and marine ecosystems. Sites qualify  
as global KBAs if they meet one or more of 11 criteria clustered into five categories: 
threatened biodiversity; geographically restricted biodiversity; ecological integrity;  
biological processes; and irreplaceability.  
 At the close of fiscal year 2022, CEPF had strengthened the management and  
protection of 53,256,356 hectares in 25 hotspots, with the Mountains of Central Asia  
being the newest hotspot to record hectares in this category. The total reflects an increase 
of 2,252,970 hectares during the fiscal year, with significant contributions from Cerrado 
(676,204 hectares), Mediterranean Basin (591,305 hectares), Guinean Forests of West  
Africa (490,027 hectares) and Madagascar and the Indian Ocean Islands (361,531 hectares). 
Figures 1.3 and 1.4 show the number of hectares of KBAs with improved management by 
hotspot and by region since inception of the fund.

C E P F  P IL L A R  1       B I O D I V E R S I T Y

Ambon, Maluku, Indonesia. © Rifky/Rekam Nusantara Foundation 
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
hectares of  
production  
landscapes with  
strengthened  
management of  
biodiversity. 

Production landscapes, areas where agriculture, forestry or natural product  
exploitation occur, can be very important for biodiversity. CEPF supports  

grantees to integrate management of biodiversity into these landscapes, and since  
2001, grantees have contributed to the strengthened management of biodiversity in 
11,814,084 hectares. This is an increase of 1,764,804 hectares in the past fiscal year,  
with the largest contribution being 779,473 hectares from the Cerrado. Notably,  
CEPF only began to systematically record achievements in production landscapes  
in 2008, and therefore hotspots receiving investment prior to this date are  
underrepresented in global figures.  

C E P F  P IL L A R  1       B I O D I V E R S I T Y

Biodiversity-friendly rice production, Cambodia. © CIRD 

FIG U R E  1 . 6

Production Landscapes with Strengthened Management 
of Biodiversity by Hotspot 2001–Fiscal Year 2022

FIG U R E  1 . 5

Production Landscapes with Strengthened Management 
of Biodiversity by Region IN HECTARES

2001–Fiscal Year 2022

Madagascar and Indian Ocean Islands

Mediterranean Basin

Cerrado

Atlantic Forest

Eastern Afromontane

Indo-Burma

Mountains of Southwest China

Guinean Forests of West Africa

Cape Floristic Region

Tropical Andes

East Melanesian Islands

Caucasus

Polynesia-Micronesia

Mesoamerica

Western Ghats

Wallacea

Succulent Karoo

Eastern Arc Mountains and Coastal Forests 

of Tanzania and Kenya

Maputaland-Pondoland-Albany

Tumbes-Chocó-Magdalena

Mountains of Central Asia

Caribbean Islands

 1,893,046 
 1,751,479 

 1,549,155 
 1,520,610 

 1,510,537 
 802,481 

 700,000 
 582,193 

 485,568 
 271,404 

 162,880 
 142,741 
 117,850 

 117,000 
 116,223 

 74,248 
 8,000 
 4,400 

 2,260 
 1,700 
 167 
 142 

 Africa

South America

Asia

Middle East

Europe

Paci
c Islands

Central America

Caribbean Islands

38%

28%

16%

9%

6%

2%

1%

<1%

 

1 1. 8  M I L L I O N  
H E C TA R E S
T O T A L



27 www.cepf.net  CRITICAL ECOSYSTEM PARTNERSHIP FUNDIR 2001–2022 IR 2001–2022CRITICAL ECOSYSTEM PARTNERSHIP FUNDwww.cepf.net  28

Building Community-Based Conservation  
in Madagascar Forests and Wetlands

T  he Ambato-Boeny and Maevatanana-Ambato-Boeny Wetlands Key Biodiversity Areas comprise 
unprotected low-elevation dry forests and wetlands that support several threatened mammals— 
including the Critically Endangered mongoose lemur (Eulemur mongoz), the Endangered crowned 
sifaka (Propithecus coronatus) and the Vulnerable Madagascar flying fox (Pteropus rufus)—as well  
as numerous threatened bird and fish species. 
 Historically, little conservation work has taken place in the area, and most flora and fauna  
have not yet been inventoried.  
 Meanwhile, Ambato-Boeny-Maevatanana suffers from forest destruction and degradation,  
fires, hunting, wetland conversion for rice production, overfishing and, most probably, invasive 
non-native wetland vegetation and introduced fish species.  
 Recognizing the need for urgent action, the Aspinall Foundation moved to engage local  
communities in wetland and forest assessments, and prioritization of species and sites for  
conservation action. 
 After identifying priority sites, the foundation supported local communities to create six new 
community associations with the legal structure to protect and manage local biodiversity. These 
groups then developed management plans for defined areas of natural resources, leading to the 
transfer of management responsibility from regional government to the local community associations. 
 Soon six new community-management agreements were established, covering a total of 37,364  
hectares within the project area, including more than 11,000 hectares of dry deciduous forest and 
over 1,200 hectares of river and gallery forest. Also covered are nearly 4,000 hectares of freshwater 
lakes designated for improved community-based management, and more than 1,800 hectares targeted 
for community-based reforestation. Numerous species will benefit from  
this new management, including two wetland species, the Critically  
Endangered Madagascar big-headed turtle (Erymnochelys madagascariensis) 
and the Endangered endemic cichlid fish (Paretroplus maculatus).  
And these activities set the stage for sound conservation work in  
these KBAs in the future. 

Top: Project participants monitor a waterway in  
Ambato-Boeny-Maevatanana Wetlands Key Biodiversity Area.  

© Tony King/The Aspinall Foundation 
Right: Madagascan big-headed turtle (Erymnochelys madagascariensis).  

© Tony King/ The Aspinall Foundation

Conserving Biodiversity in Morocco by  
Revitalizing Traditional Grazing Practices

Ifrane National Park in Morocco hosts more than 1,015 species of vascular plants and large  
numbers of fungi, lichens and mosses. Located in the Atlas Mountains, the site was established  
as a park in 2004, but it has long been an important sheep farming area and a key source of  
natural products such as medicinal plants for the local Ait Mhamed and Ait Ben Hcine communities. 
 Although the park was created with the dual intentions of conserving biodiversity and  
developing sustainable economic activities, recent changes in grazing practices and rangeland  
management have led to negative consequences for biodiversity. With the abandonment of  
traditional practices, CEPF grantee Association Forêt Modèle Ifrane (AFMI) has observed less  
rotation of herds, less movement of people and breaches of temporary bans on resource use  
and harvest. The result has been the disappearance of perennial palatable species, an increase in 
annual and toxic species, over-grazing, over-harvest of shrubs and trees such as cedars and oaks  
for fuel, and overall loss of ecosystem function and resilience.
 AFMI identified a possible solution to the problem: Revitalize traditional sheep-farming practices 
by supporting local communities to set up a sustainable grazing system and establish cooperatives 
for traditional medicinal plants with regulations for sustainable harvesting. Efforts focused on 
raising awareness and training more than 100 people in gardening, pasture management, financial 
management and marketing, traditional methods such as rotational grazing, and management and 
restoration of parklands via seed collection, replanting of grasses, and planting of income-generating 
crops such as lavender. In all, the group strengthened management of biodiversity on 4,127 hectares 
in the park, a major achievement for the region’s endemic species and a clear demonstration of how 
traditional grazing methods can benefit protected areas in a region where livestock farming is the 
main socioeconomic activity.

Top: Sheep and goats in a pen inside Ifrane National Park. © O. Langrand 

Right: Working with the local community on traditional,  
sustainable land management. © Said Zalmad
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
protected areas  
with improved  
management.   

CEPF uses the Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool (METT)—developed to 
reflect the IUCN World Database on Protected Areas Framework—to track the  

management effectiveness of protected areas that have received CEPF investment.   
 To date, CEPF has received 479 METT scorecards from 257 protected areas in  
18 biodiversity hotspots (Cape Floristic Region, Caribbean Islands, Caucasus, Cerrado, 
Eastern Afromontane, Guinean Forests of West Africa, Indo-Burma, Madagascar  
and the Indian Ocean Islands, Maputaland-Pondoland-Albany, Mediterranean Basin,  
Mesoamerica, Mountains of Central Asia, Mountains of Southwest China, Polynesia-Micronesia, 
Succulent Karoo, Tropical Andes, Tumbes-Chocó-Magdalena and Wallacea). As of June 
2022, 155 of the 257 protected areas had a baseline and a subsequent METT scorecard. 
Out of these 155 protected areas, 129 showed an improvement in their management 
effectiveness. For the nine hotspots with a significant number of completed METT  
scorecards in fiscal year 2022, there was an increase in management effectiveness  
of 12 points on average (+31%). As such, CEPF has been contributing to Aichi  
Biodiversity Target 11 in helping 32 countries increase the percentage of protected  
areas that have been assessed and managed more effectively.   

C E P F  P IL L A R  1       B I O D I V E R S I T Y

FIG U R E  1 .7
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Working in Support of Albania’s  
Parks and Protected Area System 

Divjaka-Karavasta National Park (DKNP) in Albania is a stunningly beautiful wetland complex that 
is home to about 265 bird species, and at certain times of the year, hosts thousands of resident, 
breeding and migratory birds. In the winter, waterbirds can number over 80,000.
 One of the most important areas for birds in the Southern Balkans Corridor, the approximately 
23,000-hectare park has several official designations indicating its global importance as to nature: 
it is a Ramsar Site, an Important Bird and Plant Area, an Emerald Site and a Natura 2000 Pilot Site. 
For these reasons and more, the park has been a central focus of the Albanian Ornithological Society 
(AOS), which has worked tirelessly to preserve and protect the natural integrity of the site.  
 Confronted by plans to construct a mega-resort in the heart of the park and other proposals for 
unsustainble development that could degrade or destroy the park’s natural heritage, AOS analyzed 
policies and legislation, conducted national and local consultative meetings, and led and coordinated 
the NGO Coalition for Protected Areas. AOS also implemented a comprehensive public campaign to 
raise awareness about the importance and value of DKNP, Albania’s protected areas and the threats 
affecting them.  
 AOS and partners overcame huge challenges to succeed in halting the plans that threatened the 
park. Further, they contributed to the strengthening of legislation and policies for Albania’s protected 
areas and the improvement of the park’s management.  
 In 2013, when CEPF first supported grantees to work in DKNP, the site’s score on the Management 
Effectiveness Tracking Tool (METT) was 44. The score had risen to 65 prior to AOS’s intervention. 
Over the course of CEPF’s grant to AOS—January  2019 through June 2021—the group worked 
closely with the authorities in charge of the park. As a result, the score rose from 65 to 76, with 
increased scores related to boundary demarcation, existence of a work plan, a sufficient budget,  
sufficient equipment and maintenance, cooperation with adjacent users and commercial tour  
operators, and better programs to enhance community welfare.  
 While these accomplishments are significant, AOS’s commitment to scientific research, waterbird 
monitoring and putting the local community at the center of conservation are also highlights of their 
project. This work has been instrumental in supporting policy decisions, conservation actions and 
the people, birds and other species that rely on this natural treasure. 

Aerial photo of the Divjaka-Karavasta National Park. © AOS
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of globally 
threatened species  
benefiting from  
conservation action. 

Since inception, 1,166 globally threatened species have benefited from  
conservation action by CEPF grantees. Conservation actions have been  

diverse and range from population surveys to site monitoring to captive breeding.  
During the past year, 224 species have been added to the list. (Note that species  
already included have not been recounted. This would be the case if a species in a  
single hotspot benefited from multiple interventions from one or more grantees,  
or if the species occurs in more than one hotspot, such as one of the sea turtles.)   

C E P F  P IL L A R  1       B I O D I V E R S I T Y

FIG U R E  1 .7

Number of Globally  
Threatened Species  
Benefiting from  
Conservation Action  
2001–Fiscal Year 2022 

FIG U R E  1 . 8

Taxa Benefiting  
from CEPF  
Conservation Action 
2001–Fiscal Year 2022 

 Vulnerable

Endangered

Critically 
Endangered

503
355
308

 Bird

Plant

Invertebrate

Mammal

Amphibian

Reptile

Fish

21%

21%

18%

15%

14%

6%

5%

 

1,16 6  S P E C I E S
T O T A L

The vast plain of the Koytendag foothills in Turkmenistan—part of the Mountains of Central Asia 
Biodiversity Hotspot—comprises a key section of the Eurasian-African Flyway, one of the world’s 
most important routes for migratory birds.  
  A project implemented by CEPF grantee Agzybir Hereket monitored threatened bird species in 
the Koytendag foothills, with a focus on the Tallymergen-Kelif-Zeit priority area and the Endangered 
steppe eagle (Aquila nipalensis). During their project, Agzybir Hereket collected data on threatened 
migrants during winter and spring periods and devoted special attention to the steppe eagle by 
searching for and tracking radio-tagged birds. The group also surveyed the area to identify the most 
important power line sites, as these are a key threat to migrating birds of prey. The country’s entire 
power line system does not yet meet environmental impact assessment requirements and international 
standards, resulting in power line accidents and mass bird deaths, especially during migration.  
 The species monitoring yielded valuable data and the regrettable discovery of two steppe eagles 
deceased near high-voltage electrical lines. The findings strengthened Agzybir Hereket’s conviction 
that further development of power-line safety action plans is necessary, including equipping power 
lines with bird protection devices.  
 The project team also conducted awareness-raising amongst the general public and local communities 
about conservation and ecosystem services; undertook GIS analyses to help with future demarcation 
of conservation areas; and generated a dossier on the Zeyit-Kelif Wetland that was submitted to  
the Ministry of Agriculture and Environmental Protection of Turkmenistan to lay the groundwork  
for proposing that the wetland be declared a Ramsar site—a wetland site designated to be of  
international importance.  
 Agzybir Hereket plans to continue and expand this important effort to conserve threatened  
species and the habitats they depend on. 

Addressing Threats to  
Migrating Birds in Turkmenistan 

Steppe eagle (Aquila nipalensis) on a power structure. © Atamyrat Veyisov 
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Indo-Burma

RE-ESTABLISHING A WILD POPULATION OF THE SIAMESE CROCODILE IN CAMBODIA 

• The organization Rising Phoenix, with technical support from Fauna & Flora International, 
made a significant contribution to Siem Pang Wildlife Sanctuary by restoring a wetland, 
discovering a remnant population of Siamese crocodile (Crocodylus siamensis), and  
implementing a pilot population reinforcement effort through the release of 19 adult  
crocodiles. This work was complemented by community engagement—including  
awareness raising and recruiting wildlife scouts from among local villages—to cultivate 
positive attitudes toward crocodiles. The long-term goal is to establish a self-sustaining 
wild population of at least 100 adult crocodiles, which would align with the government- 
endorsed Siamese crocodile reintroduction and reinforcement strategy. Re-establishing  
a viable wild population of Siamese crocodiles is helping to restore the ecological  
balance at Siem Pang Wildlife Sanctuary and reduce the extinction risk of this  
Critically Endangered reptile.

S P E C IE S   HI G H L I G H T S

First crocodile release in March 2022. © Jeremy Holden/Rising Phoenix

Mountains of Central Asia

GENERATING INTEREST AND ENTHUSIASM FOR THE SNOW LEOPARD 

• In the mountainous areas surrounding Almaty in southeastern Kazakhstan,  
Wildlife Without Borders assessed the status of the snow leopard (Panthera uncia), 
which is listed as Vulnerable on the IUCN Red List. Monitoring with camera traps 
revealed that 22 leopards inhabit the area, with five recorded within the city’s  
administrative boundaries. The project team established a basis for further monitoring  
of the population and a system for assessing the effectiveness of conservation  
measures. The team worked to engage civil society in the protection of the snow leop-
ard and its habitat through media outreach, videos, print material, souvenirs  
and interaction with stakeholders. The annual festival, “Week of the Snow Leopard,” 
provided eco-educational activities for the public, and residents of Almaty were given 
the opportunity to give names to seven snow leopards. The project also conducted 
activities to increase the conservation and research capacity of the staff of two protected 
areas—Ile-Alatau National Park and the Almaty Reserve—and to promote snow  
leopard conservation, in particular by mitigating the impact of recreational pressure.

Mediterranean Basin

RUMEX TUNETANUS, A HERITAGE PLANT IN TUNISIA  
• The World Wide Fund for Nature-North Africa and partners have worked to 
strengthen the management of the unprotected Garâa Sejenane wetland, home 
of Rumex tunetanus, a Critically Endangered Tunisian endemic plant. Efforts have 
entailed working with local civil society to establish Garâa Sejenane as the first 
private Ramsar site in Tunisia; developing a long-term monitoring system for globally 
threatened heritage plants; and supporting land managers and local users to adopt 
practices beneficial to local flora. The project team also conducted research on  
propagation and conservation of the species, alongside awareness and training  
on the importance of ex-situ and in-situ conservation of heritage species.

Wallacea

TRANSITIONING THE PELAGIC THRESHER SHARK FISHERY  
IN THE ALOR ISLAND COASTAL WATERS
• The pelagic thresher shark (Alopias pelagicus) is an Endangered species found in 
the coastal waters of Alor Island in Indonesia. A major threat to the species is fishing, 
as its fins and meat are sold at local markets. Yayasan Teman Laut Indonesia is 
working with fishing communities of Lewalu and Ampera villages on Alor Island to 
transition away from thresher shark fishing to yellowfin tuna fishing. This transition 
model includes raising awareness for the Endangered status of the shark, training 
on artisanal handline tuna fishing for ex-thresher shark fishermen, and institutional 
management and other thematic training for women developing fish products.  
These various trainings have already benefited 100 people in the communities,  
and population monitoring shows that the annual thresher shark catch has been 
significantly reduced from 233 individuals in 2021 to just 55 individuals in 2022.

Snow leopard (Panthera uncia). © Eric Kilby/Flickr Creative Commons 

Divers measure a thresher shark (Alopias pelagicus) in Indonesia. © Irwan Hermawan

Rumex tunetanus. © Faculté des Sciences de Tunis, Tunisie / Photo by Amina Daoud-Bouattour
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Madagascar and the Indian Ocean Islands

RADIATED TORTOISES RELEASED INTO THE WILD
• Once abundant, the radiated tortoise (Astrochelys radiata) is now Critically Endangered 
due to the disappearance of the semi-arid spiny forest it depends on in southeastern 
Madagascar, as well as the growing threat of poaching. Valued locally as a food source and 
internationally for the pet trade, populations are decreasing drastically. Efforts to curtail  
the trade have led to confiscations of thousands of tortoises, and in turn the need to house 
and care for the reptiles. Following large confiscations in 2018, more than 9,000 tortoises 
were transferred to Tananan’ny sokake, or Le Village des Tortues (the Village of Tortoises),  
a wildlife rehabilitation facility located north of Toliara in the village of Ifaty, co-managed by 
French organization Station d’Observation et de Protection des Tortues et de leurs Milieux 
(SOPTOM) and Malagasy organization Association de Sauvegarde de l’Environnement (ASE). 
Realizing that the facility would not be able to care for the huge numbers of confiscated 
tortoises, CEPF grantee SOPTOM worked to conduct research and monitoring on health, 
relocation and release into the wild. By project close, SOPTOM had released 500 tortoises, 
raised awareness for the species in local communities and trained local community members 
to patrol the site of the release. After five months, tortoise survival was recorded at 90%. 
Although results are preliminary, the prognosis for future releases looks promising.

Guinean Forests of West Africa

NEW DATA HELPS TO CONSERVE THE PRÍNCIPE THRUSH  
• The Príncipe thrush (Turdus xanthorhynchus), endemic to the island of Príncipe  
in São Tomé and Príncipe, occurs only within the primary and secondary forest 
of the Príncipe Natural Park. The population appeared to have suffered dramatic 
declines due to habitat loss and disturbance, as well as predation by introduced 
mammals. Grantees Fauna & Flora International and Fundação Príncipe assessed  
an existing species action plan, reviewing and implementing its activities. Through 
the project, a new population estimate and distribution map were produced, confining 
the Critically Endangered species to a mere 15 to 25 square kilometers and highlighting 
the need to understand more about it. 

Tropical Andes

IMPLEMENTING A PARTICIPATORY MONITORING PLAN FOR RUIZ’S ROBBER FROG

• Colombia’s Paraguas-Munchique/Bosques Montanos del Sur de Antioquia Corridor  
is home to numerous globally threatened species, including the Ruiz’s robber frog  
(Strabomantis ruizi), an Endangered species that benefited from the work of the  
Corporación Biodiversa. This CEPF grantee focused on the Bosque de San Antonio and 
conducted multi-stakeholder management planning and governance strengthening for 
the San Antonio Key Biodiversity Area in Colombia. Local community members were 
trained and participated in monitoring and research related to the Ruiz´s robber frog, 
yielding important data that were incorporated into the monitoring action plan and  
awareness materials. They also worked to raise awareness among landowners and  
primary school students from three public educational institutions.

Radiated tortoise (Astrochelys radiata) at Tananan’ny sokake, Madagascar. © O. Langrand 

Ruiz’s robber frog (Strabomantis ruizi). © Oscar Cuellar/Biodiversa 

The Príncipe thrush (Turdus xanthorhynchus) is one of eight of Príncipe’s birds  
that are single island endemics. © Yodiney dos Santos/Fundação Príncipe

East Melanesian Islands

IN SEARCH OF THE FIJIAN MASTIFF BAT ON VANUATU
• The little-known Fijian mastiff bat (Chaerephon bregullae) is an Endangered microbat  
species that lives on a handful of islands in Vanuatu and Fiji. Most of the data about  
the bat have come from Fiji—including that the country has the only confirmed breeding site.  
So the Vanuatu Environmental Science Society set out to learn more about its status,  
distribution, habitat requirements and the threats affecting it in Vanuatu. They conducted  
a comprehensive survey in local communities to gather general perspectives and information 
on bats and established an extensive acoustic monitoring system to determine presence  
and distribution of the species. The team also conducted an awareness campaign, trained 
local biologists in monitoring techniques, and joined a partnership to create a new network 
for Pacific bat conservationists and academics—PacBat. Their acoustic monitoring yielded 
81,659 recordings of ultrasonic sounds in 2021, of which 15,599 (19%) were bat echolocation 
calls. The data gathered through the project confirm that the Fijian mastiff bat is present on 
Aore, Malo and Espiritu Santo islands in the Samna Region, and can be used to guide future 
conservation efforts for this species.

Cerrado

RESTORATION AND PROTECTION OF THE FAVEIRO-DE-WILSON TREE IN BRAZIL
• The faveiro-de-Wilson (Dimorphandra wilsonii) is a Critically Endangered Brazilian tree found only 
in the southeastern state of Minas Gerais. The tree produces clusters of yellow flowers and can 
grow to 20 meters in height. Discovered only in the 1960s, the species numbers fewer than 500 
mature individuals in the wild and is threatened by habitat loss and degradation. The Sociedade  
de Amigos da Fundação Zoo-Botânica de Belo Horizonte (SAFZB-BH) has been involved in  
faveiro-de-Wilson conservation since 2003, and CEPF’s grant helped them to continue the effort. 
The organization conducted and promoted research on distribution and status of the species, as 
well as genetics, propagation and reintroduction. They made field visits to monitor the population,  
collect data and maintain contact with local collaborators. The team also created a forest 
firefighters brigade and organized a symposium to bring together researchers and collaborators 
working on faveiro species. Efforts to germinate seeds led to 157 seedlings suitable for planting, a 
small but important number for this Critically Endangered species, which is exceedingly difficult 
to cultivate. The project participants also worked to raise awareness and increase engagement 
of local communities, and produced a booklet aimed at the general public. Finally, SAFZB-BH 
worked successfully to revise existing legislation to better protect the species.

Caribbean Islands

CONSERVATION OF THE WHISTLING WARBLER 
• In April 2021, La Soufrière Volcano on the Caribbean island of St. Vincent began to 
erupt for the first time in 42 years. These explosive eruptions left the conservation 
community gravely concerned about impacts to the island’s wildlife and vegetation, 
especially the Endangered whistling warbler (Catharopeza bishopi), found only on  
St. Vincent. Working together with the forestry department and local nongovernmental 
organizations, BirdsCaribbean will carry out surveys of the warbler to help determine 
its status on the island. It will also provide training to forestry staff in standardized 
bird monitoring methods and establish a long-term monitoring program for the warbler 
and other forest birds. An education campaign will raise community awareness  
about the value of the species and the importance of conserving forests. Finally, 
conservationists and stakeholders will meet to create a conservation action plan  
for this species.

Whistling warbler (Catharopeza bishopi). © Frantz Delcroix 

The faveiro-de-Wilson (Dimorphandra wilsonii) tree.  
© Fernando M. Fernandes 

Fijian mastiff at (Chaerephon bregullae). © Dave Waldien / Lubee Bat Conservancy 
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
CEPF grantees  
with improved  
organizational  
capacity. 

The Civil Society Tracking Tool (CSTT) was launched 2009 in two pilot hotspots and 
was extended to all active hotspots in 2013. At the close of fiscal year 2022, CEPF had 

received 631 complete assessment cycles (baseline plus final) from recipients of large grants, 
small grants (US$50,000 or less) and subgrants. The 631 organizations that submitted a  
complete assessment are from 17 hotspots:  
 

Completed investments: Caribbean Islands, Eastern Afromontane, Maputaland- 
Pondoland-Albany, Mesoamerica, Mountains of Southwest China, Polynesia-Micronesia, 
Tumbes-Chocó-Magdalena, and Western Ghats and Sri Lanka.  
 
Ongoing investments: Cerrado, East Melanesian Islands, Guinean Forests of West Africa, 
Indo-Burma, Madagascar and the Indian Ocean Islands, Mountains of Central Asia,  
Mediterranean Basin, Tropical Andes and Wallacea.   

 

Project team members for Station d’Observation et de Protection des 
Tortues et de leurs Milieux (SOPTOM) affixing a transmitter to a radiated 
tortoise (Astrochelys radiata) that was rescued from trafficking prior to 

releasing it to the wild in Madagascar. © Jean-Marie Ballouard

Out of the 631 organizations that completed their reporting cycles, 470 recorded an increase in organizational 
capacity (74%). Figure 2.1 presents the results per hotspot with an ongoing investment and the average for the 
hotspots with a completed investment. 

FIG U R E  2 .1

Number and Percentage of  
Civil Society Organizations with  
Increased Capacities for  
Completed and Active Investments
2001–Fiscal Year 2022
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FIG U R E  2 . 2

Average Change in Capacity  
of Civil Society Organizations
2001–Fiscal Year 2022

As per Figure 2.2, which presents the average baseline and final scores for completed investments and each hotspot 
with an ongoing investment, there is an overall weighted average increase of 10 points (+12%) in the capacities of  
civil society organizations. This weighted average is obtained by multiplying the average of each hotspot by the  
number of civil society organizations with a complete cycle for this hotspot. 
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FIG U R E  2 . 3

Contribution of Each Hotspot to CEPF Global Impact  
on Civil Society Organizations’ Capacities
2001–Fiscal Year 2022

FIG U R E  2 . 4

Change in Average  
CSTT Scores 
2001–Fiscal Year 2022 

In Figure 2.3, one can see that three hotspots—Cerrado, East Melanesian Islands and Guinean Forests of West 
Africa—are making the largest contributions to CEPF’s impact on civil society capacity globally. These figures are 
determined by considering the number of civil society organizations with a baseline and a final assessment in each 
hotspot; by considering the percentage changes in their CSTT scores; and by relating this to the total number of 
organizations with a baseline and a final CSTT globally. For example, because 90% of participating grantees from the 
Guinean Forests of West Africa showed an increase in capacity, and the number of participating grantees is 73, this 
represents a higher contribution than a hotspot such as the Mediterranean Basin, where 105 grantees participated 
and 64% of them increased their capacities. 
 Finally, as per Figure 2.4, organizations benefiting from CEPF grants have seen the highest improvements in 
their management systems and strategic planning, with both categories showing an average increase of 1.5 points. 
Strengthened management systems allow available resources to be translated into effective actions, while strategic 
planning ensures that these actions target conservation priorities. 
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As in nature, the ecosystem of civil society-led conservation is stronger when there is thriving diversity.  
  This principle and the value CEPF places on local knowledge and commitment are behind the fund’s emphasis 
on small organizations in the biodiversity hotspots—helping them maximize their role in the conservation community 
and realize their growth potential and long-term sustainability.  
  The focus on capacity building is reflected in the strategy for CEPF’s 2016–2022 investment in the Guinean 
Forests of West Africa Biodiversity Hotspot, which stresses working with local organizations to build on their 
strengths. Based on lessons learned from previous investment in the region, CEPF and its regional implementation 
team, BirdLife International, embraced mentorship as a key means to meet capacity-building goals. As a result,  
the Guinean Forests Mentorship Program was launched in 2019.  
  The Tropical Biology Association (TBA) led the largest effort under this program, seeking to increase the  
organizational capacity of 45 civil society organizations in Cameroon, Ghana, Nigeria and Togo, as well as  
10 women-led organizations—two each from Ghana, Nigeria, Cameroon, Sierra Leone and Liberia. A similar  
initiative led by Fauna & Flora International (FFI) provided mentoring and training to 17 organizations in Liberia  
and São Tomé and Princípe, while the Ghana-based West Africa Civil Society Institute (WACSI) led the mentorships  
for 17 organizations in Côte d’Ivoire, Guinea and Sierra Leone.  
  All three lead organizations administered the Civil Society Tracking Tool (CSTT) and Gender Tracking Tool (GTT)  
at the start and end of their programs. In total, 198 men and 124 women were mentored and received training. 
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Women mentees presenting at a master class in Ghana.  
© Tropical Biology Association/Ohene Adomako

FOCUS ON ORGANIZATIONAL MANAGEMENT 
TBA designed and delivered training through tailor-made master classes and mentoring 
focused on organization management. With support from in-country partners, invited  
local civil society organizations enrolled as mentees. The organizations’ capacities were 
assessed and, where needed, immediate support was provided in the way of internet  
connections and software to facilitate online learning. Mentees participated in master 
classes on project development and fundraising, institutional management and leadership, 
communicating conservation impacts, and empowering women in conservation. A six-month 
mentorship opportunity and workshops to share participant experiences complemented  
the classwork.  
  The program connected each mentee organization to one of 16 external mentors  
recruited from among experts and practitioners in the project countries. The mentee- 
mentor pair defined their goals and timelines guided by protocols developed for the program. Five group sessions were 
also held, where multiple mentees and mentors discussed topics such as strategic communications, financial sustainability, 
strategic networking and partnerships, stakeholder engagement, and effective organizational and team management.  
  Eight of the participating organizations were later awarded small grants from CEPF. Participants raised more than  
US$3.4 million for conservation in the two years following the mentorship and attributed 52% of this success to the program. 

EMPOWERING WOMEN LEADERS 
TBA also conducted the “Empowering Women in Conservation in Africa” master class, which 
focused mentees on women’s contributions in natural resource management, strategic planning,  
leadership and management, gender issues in conservation, gender equity and women’s 
empowerment. Twenty-six representatives from women-led organizations based in Ghana, 
Nigeria, Cameroon, Liberia and Sierra Leone and their affiliate networks participated in the 
course. Through the support of women mentors, learning hubs in each country allowed  
participants to learn together. By project completion, five new “women in conservation 
networks” were established, one in each of the project countries.  
 The mentees also created several social media platforms where they share information 
and hold virtual meetings. And women leaders joined existing international women’s networks.  
For example, Nigerian organizations joined the Women in Nature Network (WINN) and established their own local chapter. 
Meanwhile, a new network called West Africa Women in Conservation Network (WAWiCoN) was formed with participants 
from Ghana, Nigeria, Cameroon, Liberia and Sierra Leone. 

TURNING TRAINING INTO ACTION 
The FFI-led program provided training and mentoring primarily aimed at organizational strengthening.  
Activities included preparing gender policies, reviewing vision and mission statements, learning about 
grant application processes and improving communication skills. Participants also received training 
on the development of proposals. Fifteen of the resulting proposals were awarded as subgrants via a 
small-grants program built into the project. The grants covered the costs of goods and services that 
were deemed essential for improving the effectiveness of the organization but difficult to fund via 
other grant programs—such as printers, projectors, cameras, laminators, software licenses, laptops 
and English classes. This also gave all mentees the opportunity to practice applying for another 

grant. Further, three mentee organizations subsequently received grants from the CEPF Guinean Forests of West Africa 
investment, and two mentees submitted successful proposals to other funders after the training.  
 WACSI’s program focused on four components: training; mentoring and coaching; support to apply for small-grant proposals; 
and documentation of change stories and lessons learned. WACSI’s mentorship and coaching process was designed to improve 
on the participating organizations’ operational processes and related policies, taking into consideration the specific context 
of each organization. The training and technical assistance content was developed based on information gathered from 
organizations through learning needs assessments conducted prior to each training phase.  
 The project participants received post-training action plans that covered development of charters to guide board  
functioning; strategic plans; institutionalized staff appraisals; strategic communication plans and tools; organizational  
monitoring and evaluation systems; and sound financial management systems.  
 As a result, mentees were able to take ideas and activities to heightened levels. For example, in Guinea, STEP-Guinée 
developed a strategic plan, a procedure manual, a communication plan, a resource mobilization plan and a human resource 
policy. All the policies developed have been approved by the STEP-Guinée board, which was put in place as a result of the 
mentorship project. Importantly, WACSI’s mentees used their new skills to fundraise, with 42% of them making successful 
grant applications after the program and one organization raising more than US$1 million for conservation projects. 

“The mentoring helped me to focus  
on what is important: learning how to 
write a vision and mission statement, 
knowing who my target audiences  
are and the appropriate means of  
communicating with them. And  
measuring the impacts of our projects,”   
Nyimale Grace Alawa 
Biodiversity Preservation Center, Nigeria. 

“Now I have a clear path to deliver my 
expected outcomes since this program 
helped me develop three important  
institutional strategic documents— 
a fundraising plan, gender policy and 
personal leadership development plan,”   
Gifty Baaba Asmah 
Daasgift Quality Foundation in Ghana. 

Master class participants, Calabar, Nigeria. © @Tropical Biology Association/Fola Babalola 
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
CEPF grantees  
with improved  
understanding of  
and commitment  
to gender issues.

The Gender Tracking Tool was launched in 2017, and since that time CEPF 
has approved 1,010 assessments from recipients of large grants, small grants 

(US$50,000 or less) and subgrants across 11 hotspots: Caribbean Islands, Cerrado, 
East Melanesian Islands, Eastern Afromontane, Guinean Forests of West Africa, 
Indo-Burma, Madagascar and the Indian Ocean Islands, Mediterranean Basin,  
Mountains of Central Asia, Tropical Andes and Wallacea. The investment in the 
Caribbean Islands started in early 2022 and therefore there are no final assessments 
yet for this hotspot. In total, there are 357 organizations with a baseline and a final 
assessment from the remaining 10 hotspots.  
 The CEPF impact on civil society organizations’ understanding of and commitment 
to gender issues is based on the analysis of the baseline and final assessments of  
these 357 organizations. Of these, 248 recorded an increase in understanding of and 
commitment to gender issues (69%). Figures 2.7 and 2.8 present the results by hotspot.     

FIG U R E  2 .7

Number and Percentage of Civil Society Organizations  
with Increased Integration of Gender by Hotspot
2001–Fiscal Year 2022 

C E P F  P IL L A R  2      C I V IL  S O C IE T Y
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FIG U R E  2 . 8

Average Change in Gender  
Integration by Hotspot  
2001–Fiscal Year 2022 

FIG U R E  2 . 9

Average Evolution of 
Gender Integration 
Among Civil Society 
Organizations
2001–Fiscal Year 2022 

For the 357 organizations, out of a maximum score of 20 points, the overall average 
baseline score was 7.4 points, and the average final score was 10.2. This represents 
a global increase of understanding of and commitment to gender issues of 37% since 
CEPF started promoting gender integration. Figure 2.9 presents the average evolution 
of scores.  
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FIG U R E  2 .10

Networks and Partnerships Created  
and/or Strengthened by Region
2001–Fiscal Year 2022

C E P F  P IL L A R  2      C I V IL  S O C IE T Y

I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
networks and  
partnerships  
that have been 
created and/or 
strengthened.  

CEPF encourages grantees to create and support partnerships and networks. 
These alliances are especially important as they can make a huge difference  

in ensuring the sustainability of conservation outcomes. They can secure broad support  
for conservation actions, promote inclusion among diverse stakeholders, and increase 
the likelihood that conservation efforts and activities will be sustainable. Since fund 
inception, CEPF has recorded a total of 864 networks/partnerships, 615 of which 
were created by grantees. This is an increase of 159 since the close of fiscal year 2022.     
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Network Supports Local Management  
of Marine and Coastal Madagascar 

Madagascar’s marine and coastal ecosystems harbor significant biodiversity and comprise priority 
conservation areas that underpin livelihoods and food security for more than 500,000 local people.  
 Over recent decades these critical ecosystems have experienced unprecedented degradation due 
to overfishing, climate change and other anthropogenic impacts. Efforts to address these threats 
include the creation of locally managed marine areas (LMMAs)—areas of ocean managed by coastal 
communities to help protect fisheries and safeguard marine biodiversity.  
 With support from CEPF, conservation organization Blue Ventures has worked with MIHARI, a 
network for those managing LMMAs that was created in 2012 during Madagascar’s first national 
LMMA forum. Blue Ventures’ efforts have focused on supporting MIHARI to gain the essential pillars 
of organizational strength and to pursue their goals of strengthening local and national management 
of marine and coastal resources and increasing the resilience of marine ecosystems and vulnerable 
coastal communities across Madagascar. 
 During the project, Blue Ventures supported the MIHARI network to create a steering committee 
to streamline decision-making; register as a legal entity; finalize internal regulations and financial 
systems; and gain skills in leadership, communications, report writing and public speaking, among 
other topics. MIHARI was also supported to host an LMMA Summit and create a Fisherwomen 
Leadership Programme aimed at strengthening women’s participation and capacity, communication 
skills, and awareness of gender issues and fishing regulations. These activities have enabled MIHARI 
to build the management and leadership skills of 176 LMMA leaders and raise the national profile of 
the network. The project also helped establish MIHARI as an autonomous civil society network with 
independent legal status, with the ultimate goal of conserving biodiversity and securing the rights  
of small-scale fishers across Madagascar. 

Fishing communities in mid-west 
Madagascar sort mangrove pods 
before planting. © MIHARI

Seaweed growers in southwest Madagascar. © MIHARI 
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
people receiving  
structured training. 

This indicator captures the number of men and women who have  
participated in a structured training opportunity. As with other  

indicators, sex-disaggregated data are only available since collection started 
in 2017. To date, 216,464 people have received structured training, including 
59,962 women. During the past year, training topics have included agroforestry, 
organic cocoa cultivation, seagrass monitoring, environmental and social  
safeguards, gender mainstreaming, communications, organizational development, 
beekeeping, project design, reef restoration, environmental impact assessment, 
species monitoring, water quality monitoring, fire management, financial  
management, leadership skills and countless other topics geared toward  
helping local organizations to improve their capacity.  

Amphibian observation outing in the Morán community, Ecuador,  
during a workshop at El Ángel Ecological Reserve. © Eduardo Obando 
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Preparing Bolivian Journalists and  
Students to Raise Biodiversity Awareness 

Bolivia hosts a wealth of threatened species and ecosystems, yet there is very little recognition by 
Bolivian civil society of the importance of the country’s biodiversity. This is due in part to lack of 
coverage in the media, a problem that the Asociación Boliviana para la Investigación y Conservación 
de Ecosistemas Andino Amazónicos (ACEAA) addressed with a comprehensive capacity-building 
program for journalists.  
  ACEAA started by developing training modules covering fundamental concepts related to  
biodiversity, endemic species, threatened species, protected areas, ecosystem functions, valuation  
of biodiversity, communication techniques and journalism. They then conducted a multitude of 
training workshops and events, leading to a total of 267 people (93 men and 174 women) receiving 
structured training. 
  The trainees comprised journalists from urban areas, the Department of La Paz and nine rural 
towns in the Madidi-Pilón Lajas-Cotapata corridor; social communication students from various  
universities; and 49 people from 21 partner institutions linked to the implementation of CEPF 
projects. The project also provided scholarships to six students to develop communication tools 
and eight urban journalists to produce pieces in written or video format about environmental and 
biodiversity issues in the corridor.  
  An unexpected impact was the creation of a network of journalists and communicators in the 
region, which allows the members to maintain contact, disseminate relevant information, and in 
the case of rural journalists, report on illegal activities in a timely manner. With new skills and the 
network in place, these journalists and future journalists are well placed to raise awareness about 
the importance of biodiversity and encourage conservation. 

Workshop with journalists and communicators from Rurrenabaque.  
© Andrea Morales Vargas /Conservación Amazónica - ACEAA.

I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
people receiving  
cash benefits.  

Since 2017, CEPF has systematically collected data from grantees on  
the number of men and women receiving cash benefits. These benefits are 

derived from employment opportunities, for example in projects where grantees  
hire people to work in plant nurseries or work as eco-guides, or from small-scale  
alternative livelihood projects where beneficiaries are able to generate income.  
Examples of activities yielding cash benefits include production of wild fruits,  
coffee, cocoa, medicinal plants, handicrafts, silk, honey, or coconut oil, as well  
as via sustainable fisheries and ecotourism. To date, CEPF has recorded  
107,232 people receiving cash benefits, 34,222 of which are women.    

FIG U R E  3 . 3

Number of People Receiving  
Cash Benefits by Region  
2001–Fiscal Year 2022
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 Indonesian Fishers Net the  
Benefits of Sustainable  
 Resource Management  

Fishing is the economic lifeblood of Bitung, Indonesia. The primary fishing port of North  
Sulawesi Province, Bitung produced 48,894 tons of catch from its high-biodiversity waters  
in 2019, and tuna is the top commodity. 
  Foreign fishing vessels were banned by Indonesia in 2014, and currently 89% of the fishers 
in Bitung waters are local small operators. Many do not have proper registration, do not fish 
sustainably and are not knowledgeable about processing procedures. Their catch is too small to 
allow them to participate in auctions, so they must sell their fish in small markets or door to door, 
resulting in lower income and poor quality of product due to lack of knowledge of fish handling. 
  To support small-scale operators and conserve the vibrant marine life of the area, local  
organization Manengkel Solidaritas worked with fishers to improve the quality and efficiency  
of their operations and boost their income while also pursuing protection of a portion of the  
port’s waters.  

Tuna meatballs are a new source of income for women in North Sulawesi.  
© Steven Siwu/Manengkel Solidaritas

TRAINING TO IMPROVE PRODUCTS AND PROFITS 
The project connected tuna fishers in the villages of Mawali and Batu Lubang with members 
of the Indonesian Pole & Line and Handline Fisheries Association, an organization of fishers 
and fishing companies. Engaging with association members helped the small-scale operators 
learn how to meet the requirements to deliver sustainable tuna, reduce inefficiencies in supply 
chains and connect with domestic markets that value responsibly caught product. 
  Through the project, 25 fishers received training in fishing techniques and women in the 
Mawali, Batu Lubang and Atep Oki communities were trained in processing techniques that 
maximize the economic value of fish products.  

“The project has had a big impact: 45 coastal women now have fisheries businesses together.  
They have income so that school payments and food for their families are no longer an issue.  
While, for fishers, there are open doors that value their catch,” said Sella Runtulalo,  
program manager for Manengkel Solidaritas. 

  The company Pertamina Indonesia-Bitung agreed to take part in the project through  
their social responsibility fund, supporting procurement of equipment to help communities 
diversify fish products and conduct digital promotion and marketing. Additionally, the project 
helped multiple women-run small businesses get registered with the Office of Cooperatives, 
Micro, Small and Medium Enterprises, and Industry, and aided 114 local fishers to obtain the 
Ship Nationality Certificate and Registration, which are required to fish legally. Manengkel 
Solidaritas supported fishers to acquire the necessary documents, including fisher ID cards, 
proof of ship ownership, lists of equipment, materials and crew, and to prepare descriptions 
of fishing activities to be undertaken.  
 

PROTECTING MARINE ECOSYSTEMS THAT SUPPORT PEOPLE  
Manengkel Solidaritas also worked with partners such as the North Sulawesi Conservation 
Working Group, the North Sulawesi Province Marine Affairs and Fisheries Agency, and the 
University of Samratulangi Manado to provide the necessary ecosystem and socioeconomic 
data and stakeholder consultations needed to pursue establishment of a new protected area. 
In 2022 the organization achieved its goal when the governor declared the new 3.6-hectare 
Bitung City Conservation Area, which is expected to contribute to regeneration of marine life  
in the area, in turn directly benefiting local fishers.  
  A next step for the project is to engage more people in marine conservation efforts. And 
beyond the immediate benefits provided to communities and biodiversity, the project offers a 
valuable model that could be adapted to help address additional threats to natural resources in 
an area where mangrove logging and sand mining are threatening coastal ecosystems that are 
essential to the resilience of people and biodiversity, especially as climate change progresses.  

Scan this code  
to watch a brief video  

of one of the fisher 
training sessions.  

Boats docked at Lembeh Island, Bitung, Indonesia. © O. Langrand 
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of people 
receiving non-cash 
benefits other 
than structured 
training. 

CEPF has collected data on the number of communities benefiting  
from CEPF projects since 2001, but not until 2017 did monitoring  

expand to include collection of information about community characteristics,  
types of benefits received, and number of males and females in each community. 
Since inception of the fund, a total of 5,518 communities have benefited, and a  
total of 1,567,221 people (790,238 males and 776,983 females) have been  
recorded as benefiting from the 4,531 communities counted since 2017.  
The following charts illustrate the characteristics of the communities  
CEPF has supported and the types of benefits received. 

FIG U R E  3 . 4

Communities Benefiting from  
CEPF Projects by Region 
2001–Fiscal Year 2022
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FIG U R E  3 . 6

Types of Benefits Received by  
4,531 Communities in 10 Hotspots 
2017–Fiscal Year 2022

FIG U R E  3 . 5

Characteristics of 4,531 Communities  
Benefiting in 10 Hotspots 
2017–Fiscal Year 2022
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C E P F  P IL L A R  3       H U M A N  W E L L- B E IN G

I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
projects promoting 
nature-based  
solutions to combat  
climate change. 

All CEPF hotspots are experiencing changes in climate. Species,  
 ecosystems and the people that depend on the hotspots are feeling  

the impacts. CEPF’s grantees are addressing the threat by promoting nature-based 
solutions such as ecosystem resilience, protected areas creation, reforestation and 
restoration, soil conservation and watershed management, to name just a few of 
the possible actions. 
 From inception through fiscal year 2022, CEPF has supported a total of  
1,611 projects, valued at US$153,269,213, that are implementing nature-based  
solutions to climate change.    

FIG U R E  3 .7

Number of  
Projects Promoting  
Nature-Based  
Solutions to 
Climate Change  
by Region 
2001–Fiscal Year 2022

FIG U R E  3 . 8

Restoration and  
Reforestation  
Projects by  
Region  
2001–Fiscal Year 2022
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Promoting Community-based Management  
of a Mountain Ecosystem in Cameroon  

Communities facing major threats to a treasured mountain landscape gained the information  
and planning they needed to drive sustainable use of their resources through a project led  
by Cameroon-based organization Forêts et Développement Rural (FODER).  
 The landscape—Cameroon’s Tchabal Mbabo Massif—has summits reaching 2,240 meters.  
The landscape is extremely diverse and includes gallery forests, high-elevation dry forests, 
 grasslands and wooded savannas.  
 Local communities count on these ecosystems for livestock grazing and harvesting of forest  
resources. But overuse, poaching, agricultural encroachment and bushfires are taking a toll,  
threatening livelihoods as well as the site’s significant biodiversity. The area hosts 30 species of  
mammals, 337 species of birds, 77 species of butterflies and 118 plant species, such as understory 
shrub Chassalia laikomensis, which is listed as Critically Endangered on the IUCN Red List of Threatened 
Species, and African mahogany (Khaya grandifoliola), which is listed as Vulnerable on the Red List.  
 Recognizing the need for conservation and local community engagement, FODER conducted a 
CEPF-funded project to document the biodiversity of the area and promote participatory management 
by local communities. In partnership with TRAFFIC Central Africa, FODER also worked with residents 
to ensure sustainable use of African cherry trees (Prunus africana), a species that is harvested for 
medicinal use—often by nonresidents—and is listed as Vulnerable on the IUCN Red List.  
 

FODER assisted communities in creating 22 local committees for the management of natural 
resources, enabling residents to participate in planning and management of the massif. The project 
provided awareness-raising activities and capacity building to support the committees. FODER also 
encouraged biodiversity research, and the resulting inventories yielded extensive data on species 
distribution. Areas were zoned and 18 maps of natural resource use were prepared and used as a 
basis for agreement with the communities and the Ministry of Forests and Fauna on how to  
manage the massif.  
 Overall, 3,803 men and 2,685 women in 46 communities benefited from improved decision-making, 
recognition of traditional knowledge and land tenure. FODER’s focus on Prunus africana was also 
significant, with training provided to 36 people in regulations and harvest techniques that will help 
communities achieve sustainable use of this valuable resource. 

Community members from Baadjara, a village in the Tchabal Mbabo Massif,  
during a participatory mapping session. © ClovisNzuta / FODER2021 
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 BUFFALO WALLOWS KEY TO  
 WETLAND HABITAT IN CAMBODIA

S
easonal ponds in the Northern Plains of Cambodia are  
essential for the survival of a range of mammals and 
birds, including two Critically Endangered bird species—

the giant ibis (Thaumatibis gigantea) and the white-shouldered 
ibis (Pseudibis davisoni)—as well as Endangered Eld’s deer, 
(Rucervus eldii). During the wet season months of June and 
July, the ponds become inundated with water and then dry out 
as the rain subsides. By January the ponds could be limited to 
dry mud. The Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS) has found 
that the presence or absence of water buffalo (Bubalus bubalis) 
greatly affects the status of these wetlands, with buffalo 
playing an essential role in increasing the depth of the ponds, 
controlling vegetation and increasing the moisture in the pond 
such that in the dry season it maintains a a 50:50 ratio of wet 
mud to water. Research with control and experiment ponds 
that monitored water, substrate, and human and wildlife  
activity revealed that buffalo are key to restoring these  
valuable wetland ecosystems so that they can host a wealth  
of biodiversity. 
 Working with partners, WCS used this research to implement 
a traditional buffalo “banking” system that provides a buffalo  
to individuals who sign a contract to take the animals to 
visit wetland areas selected by the project team. Participants 
received veterinary support such as deworming and vaccines, 
as well as husbandry training, and will eventually earn income 
from sales of meat and milk. By project close, 78 buffalo were 
distributed in three locations, 42 buffalo were born and a 
total of 4,118 buffalo and cows received deworming and  
vaccines. The project team collated a total of 445 ponds  
in a database, selected 21 for monitoring, and conducted  
294 surveys that provided a full year of data on the conditions 
of the ponds. WCS’s research and the success of the buffalo 
banking are already reaping rewards for local communities 
and Cambodia’s wildlife. 

 RESTORING ECOSYSTEM  
 SERVICES IN THE CERRADO 

The Cerrado Mineiro in southeast Brazil is a vast area stretching 
across 235,000 hectares. It is known for its high-quality 
coffee and, more recently, for droughts and erratic weather 
patterns that affect both coffee producers and the water 
supply for the region’s urban centers. To address this crisis, 
coffee growers, international roasters, nonprofit organizations 
and researchers came together in 2015 to create the Cerrado 
das Águas Consortium (CCA). CEPF joined the effort through a 
grant to the local organization Cerrado Mineiro Development 
Foundation (FUNDACCER) to support development of a pilot 
program in the Feio Stream Basin to assist coffee growers in 
implementing sustainable agriculture methods, monitoring 
water resources and developing land use strategies that 
address climate change.  
  From 2019 to 2022, CCA worked with 57 producers on 
73 properties to develop strategies to manage landscapes 
and the effects of climate change on more than 500 hectares. 
Efforts included working with property owners to set up  
plots for research on restoring the land with 22 species of 
native plants. CCA experimented with organic herbicides, 
reviewed germination rates and monitored seedling success. 
The experiments had varied results but yielded valuable 
lessons about the resilience of the different species, the 
factors affecting seedling survival, and key threats to native 
vegetation, which include fire and invasion of the exotic grass 
Brachiaria. This effort benefited from collaboration with the 
Cerrado Seeds Network (Rede de Sementes), which developed 
the “Cerrado Seeds Course: Training of Collectors and  
Restorers.” This activity resulted in eight other partnerships 
to expand the restoration effort. 
  The research and the partnerships developed will play an 
important role in helping coffee producers and natural-resource 
managers to restore degraded lands and manage water resources. 
Native vegetation in the Cerrado plays an all-important role in 
regulating water flows and recharging aquifers, benefiting the 
region’s numerous municipalities as well as biodiversity. 

Wildlife Conservation Society researchers record changes  
to seasonal ponds in Chhaeb Wildlife Sanctuary. © Everland 

Restoration site on the farm of Rogério Arantes.  
© consorciocerradodaságuas 

E C O S Y S T E M  R E S T O R AT I O N   HI G H L I G H T S

 BRINGING BACK NATIVE  
 FOREST IN MAURITIUS   

The flora of Mauritius is among the world’s most threatened, 
with 89% of its endemic plant species considered at risk of 
extinction. The organization Ebony Forest Ltd has been working 
in the country’s Chamarel–Le Morne Key Biodiversity Area to 
reduce the extinction risk and halt degradation of the flora 
by controlling invasive alien plants, a major threat to the 
remnant native plant community and endemic fauna.  
 Ebony Forest’s efforts entail the removal of woody exotics 
such as guava or Tecoma to prepare for planting and reduce 
competition for native species. Thereafter, maintenance weeding 
is undertaken 3-5 times per year for the first five years to 
ensure that slow-growing natives, planted or naturally  
regenerating, establish and mature. Native plants are  
grown in a nursery and planted to accelerate the restoration  
of biodiverse forests. 
 With CEPF funds, Ebony Forest has made some significant 
achievements. Capacity building has been a priority, with the 
project team developing a total of 18 different courses and 
conducting 27 four-day courses linked to conservation and 
biodiversity. A total of 175 people received training.  
 Ebony Forest worked to improve the management of 
50 hectares of native forest by propagating and planting 
native species, including 38 threatened endemics. In total, 
7.5 hectares were weeded and 10,026 native plants planted. 
Forest restoration was complemented by predator control 
that particularly targeted invasive species such as rats and 
mongoose, which pose major threats to native bird species. 
Among the species that have benefited from the project are 
the Mauritius kestrel (Falco punctatus), which is listed as  
Endangered on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species,  
and the echo parakeet (Psittacula eques) and pink pigeon 
(Nesoenas mayeri), both of which are listed as Vulnerable.  

 REHABILITATING REEFS  
 IN INDONESIA 

The Togean-Banggai Marine Corridor off the coast of Central 
Sulawesi hosts a vast array of animal and plant life. The area is 
subject to destructive fishing practices that include the use of 
explosives and poisons, while mangroves and nearshore habitat 
are threatened by development. Coral reefs and seagrass beds are 
damaged by port dredging, human settlement and development 
of commercial fish and shrimp ponds.  
 With funding from CEPF and support from local government, 
the Indonesian organization Perkumpulan JAPESDA worked 
with local communities to improve the conservation and  
management of resources in the Peleng Banggai Key Biodiversity 
Area, and specifically in the waters of Uwedikan and Lambangan  
villages. Efforts entailed building capacity to improve the  
sustainability of small-scale fisheries, promoting awareness  
and implementation of zoning and regulations, and providing 
local communities with legal and business support to boost  
their income. 
 JAPESDA also focused on coral reef rehabilitation near the 
village of Uwedikan, an area identified as having severe damage. 
JAPESDA based its work on a similar initiative undertaken by 
the Office of Marine Affairs and Fisheries of Central Sulawesi 
Province. A team represented by JAPESDA, the local community 
and reef experts installed platforms at three sites in Uwedikan 
village waters and transplanted coral seedlings. Platforms were 
made of plastic pipes and were arranged to be able to hold the 
coral reef seedlings. Following installation, the platforms were 
monitored regularly every month to gauge the mortality rate 
and to replace dead seedlings. After six months, 89% of the 
corals survived and demonstrated healthy growth. The local 
government and communities will continue to monitor and 
restore the coral reef habitat. 

Chamarel - Le Morne Key Biodiversity Area, Mauritius.  
© O. Langrand

Coral transplantation.  
© Al Aziz/JAPESDA
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C E P F  P IL L A R  4      E N A B L IN G  C O N D I T I O N S

I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of laws,  
regulations and  
policies with  
conservation  
provisions that  
have been enacted  
or amended. 

Effective laws, policies and regulations are an essential underpinning for  
conservation achievements, contributing to their sustainability. For this  

reason, CEPF has prioritized the mainstreaming of biodiversity into policy, and  
since inception has supported the enactment or amendment of 491 laws, policies or 
regulations categorized into 15 themes: agriculture, climate, ecosystem management, 
education, energy, fisheries, forestry, mining/quarrying, planning/zoning, pollution,  
protected areas, species protection, tourism, transportation and wildlife trade. 
Protected areas is the most prevalent theme with 233 policies addressing this issue, 
followed closely by ecosystem management with 222, species protection with 197, 
and planning/zoning with 141. Some policies address more than one theme.     

FIG U R E  4 .1

Percentage for Conservation of Policies  
Addressing Specific Themes
2001–Fiscal Year 2022 
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FIG U R E  4 . 3

Number of Laws, Policies and Regulations by Hotspot 
2001–Fiscal Year 2022
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FIG U R E  4 . 2

Laws, Policies and Regulations by Scope
2001–Fiscal Year 2022
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P  lastic waste is a menace to marine species and ecosystems around the world, and the Mediterranean 
Sea is no exception. An estimated 730 tons of plastic waste enter the sea every day.
 The Tunisian Association of Taxonomy (ATUTAX) has implemented a plan to conserve the biodiversity 
and ecosystems of the Kerkennah Archipelago off the southern coast of Tunisia by taking on widespread  
use of plastic in octopus fishing and promoting traditional practices that are sustainable. 
 With support from CEPF, ATUTAX contributed to the March 2022 passage of a ban on the use of  
plastic in octopus traps, promoting the legislation to key decision-makers. The organization also eased 
communities’ transition to better practices by bringing together stakeholders to promote traditional 
fishing techniques, in particular charfia—a fixed fishery system that uses traps made of local palm 
fiber. The practice is recognized as national cultural heritage by UNESCO.
 Awareness was low in the region regarding the need for biodiversity conservation and the serious 
threat posed by plastic waste. In response, ATUTAX held numerous workshops and field trips 
attended by fishing-trap artisans, natural resource managers, students, local civil society organizations, 
representatives from the municipality and environment ministry, and fishers. Together they developed 
an action plan to adopt environmentally friendly practices. ATUTAX also held a three-day fair to promote 
biodiversity conservation and the use of charfia. The fair featured a training program attended by 
47 artisans (14 men and 33 women) focused on the making of traditional palm fiber traps, which 
included visits for students and teachers to learn about this traditional practice. The events generated 
enthusiasm for traditional fishing techniques. 

New Law Bans Use of Plastic  
in Octopus Traps in Tunisia

Kerkennah fisherman making a net. © Nada Abdelkader 

C E P F  P IL L A R  4       E N A B L IN G  C O N D I T I O N S

I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
sustainable  
financing  
mechanisms that 
are delivering 
funds for  
conservation.  

Since 2001, CEPF has created and/or supported 70 sustainable financing  
mechanisms that vary in size, scope and type, and include conservation  

trust funds, revolving funds and debt swaps, as well as tax, credit or payment  
for ecosystem service programs. All mechanisms that are counted are functional 
and delivering funds for conservation. It is not sufficient to simply set up a  
mechanism without ensuring its ability to operate. For some mechanisms this  
entails working with potential donors to secure capital, providing funds to define 
the administrative and governance arrangements, and supporting staff to operate 
the mechanism. CEPF does not provide the financial capital to create or support  
any of these mechanisms.    

FIG U R E  4 . 4

Sustainable Finance Mechanisms  
Supported by Region  
2001–Fiscal Year 2022
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Maximizing Conservation  
Benefits for Solomon Island  
Tribal Communities

Measuring trees in the Sirebe Forest Conservation Area. © NRDF
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In the Solomon Islands, where poverty is widespread and economic opportunities are slim, 
it can be difficult for communities to choose their lush rainforests and associated cultural 
traditions over the short-term income potential of logging or mining. 
 Natural Resources Development Foundation (NRDF) set about making the choice easier 
for communities on Choiseul Island—where high levels of biodiversity include 92 bird species, 
the highest for a single island in the country—while also establishing a model that could be 
repeated elsewhere. 
 With funding from CEPF, NRDF first assisted communities in establishing their forests as 
formally recognized protected areas, a complex process that can be daunting. This step was 
crucial not only for safeguarding the forests but also for the next step: setting them up for 
the sale of carbon credits with the aim of providing ongoing financing for both protection of 
the forests and improved well-being for the people. 
 NRDF partnered with the Nakau Programme, a rainforest conservation program developed in 
collaboration with Live & Learn Environmental Education. The Nakau Programme methodology 
allows more communities to protect their forest through conservation carbon projects that 
have environmental, social, cultural and climate resilience benefits at the core. 
 The resulting plan for the participating Choiseul communities earmarked the income from 
the sales of carbon credits to cover the cost of protecting and managing the forest conservation 
sites and to provide group benefit activities such as community investments, projects and 
enterprises for sustainable economic development.

PROTECTING FORESTS AND ESTABLISHING CARBON CREDITS 
During the project, three of four targeted tribal forests had been formally declared protected 
areas under the Protected Areas Act of 2010—Sirebe Forest Conservation Area at 800 hectares,  
Siporae Tribal Forest Conservation Area at 666 hectares, and Padezaka Tribal Rainforest  
Conservation Area at 4,823 hectares. These were then grouped together as the Babatana 
Rainforest Conservation Project for the purposes of establishing carbon credits under the Plan 
Vivo standard—a set of requirements used to certify smallholder and community projects based 
on their climate, livelihoods and environmental benefits.
 The Sirebe Tribe led the way, being the first tribe to participate in the Babatana Rainforest 
Conservation Project, the first tribe in the Solomon Islands to establish an official protected 
area under the Solomon Islands Protected Areas Act, and the first in the country to have their 
carbon credits verified by an international auditor. The tribe has already sold three years of the 
annual carbon credits generated from their protected area. They built a team of six Indigenous 
rangers, formed a women-led savings group and are managing their forest. They also used the 
income from credit sales to provide financial stability and resilience during COVID-19 and pay 
for school fees and much-needed sanitation facilities.

“We have only one Sirebe,” said Bartholomew Qalo, Sirebe chairman, in a recently produced video  
for the Babatana project. “Suppose a logging company comes and destroys it. Our grandchildren  
will not be able to see the land and how we live. So that is why we decided not to allow logging 
companies into our forest.”

“The money we receive from carbon trading really helps our families and community,” said  
Elijah Qalolilio Jr., a Sirebe ranger, in an interview in the same video. 

 The Siporae tribe will be the next to undergo an audit and start selling their credits.  
 And since the end of the project, another clan, Vuri, gained formal protected status for  
their forest and is now navigating the path to carbon credit sales. 

“We have many other tribes within the Solomons asking for our help,” said NRDF Project Manager  
Wilko Bosma. “Hopefully other organizations can take the model we’ve developed and replicate  
it elsewhere.”

Scan this  
code to watch a  

brief video about  
the project.
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I N D I C AT O R : 
 
Number of  
companies  
that adopt  
biodiversity-friendly 
practices. 

While CEPF has worked with the private sector throughout much of its 
existence, only in 2017 did CEPF develop an indicator to measure what we 

are trying to achieve with our engagement with this group of stakeholders. CEPF’s 
indicator seeks to measure the change in behavior of private sector entities by 
documenting the specific biodiversity-friendly practice(s) that they adopt and the 
countries in which they implement these practices. A frequently asked question  
is whether or not individual farmers are included, as they may aim to make a profit. 
However, the general guidance is to omit individual farmers, fishers or similar  
producers because the goal is to record larger-scale change that will have an  
impact beyond the household. To date, CEPF has documented 211 companies in  
10 hotspots that have adopted practices favorable to biodiversity.
  

FIG U R E  4 . 5

Number of Companies  
Adopting Biodiversity-Friendly  
Practices by Hotspot 
2001–Fiscal Year 2022
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36
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2 1 1 
T O T A L

Integrating Biodiversity into  
Hunting Concessions in Tajikistan

Tajikistans’s vast Baljuvan Key Biodiversity Area covers 94,000 hectares of sparsely populated 
mountainous terrain that is renowned for its stunning landscapes and iconic wild sheep and goats 
such as the urial (Ovis vignei bocharensis) and the Asiatic ibex (Capra sibirica). 
 Only 3,800 hectares are formally protected, while the rest is state-owned and managed, primarily 
as leases for mountain grazing during the summer season. In 2016, the state leased 24,000 hectares 
to Oxus Holding LLC, a private Tajik company, for the development of sustainable commercial hunting 
and high-end tourism. 
 To prevent degradation from poor range management and unsustainable land use, CEPF grantee 
the Association of Nature Conservation Organizations of Tajikistan (ANCOT) joined with partner  
organizations to foster a better partnership between Oxus Holding LLC and local people.
 At the start of ANCOT’s project in 2020, Oxus Holding’s operations were still in their infancy, with 
staff and rangers lacking essential knowledge of conservation and management and having little 
engagement with the local people living or grazing their animals within Baljuvan. ANCOT collaborated 
with Oxus to develop a five-year management plan for the area under concession that will ensure 
engagement with local communities in livelihood activities, sustainable rangeland management  
within the concession, and improved information and management of wildlife populations. The plan 
also includes conservation measures for wild fruit trees. 
 And ANCOT is helping to build trust between Oxus Holding and four nearby settlements by 
supporting development of sustainable livelihoods, providing conservation education and training 
the staff of Oxus Holding LLC—enabling all involved to be better stewards of the land. ANCOT has 
conducted awareness activities and trained community members on beekeeping, which has already 
resulted in the sale of honey. 
 Oxus Holding has also expressed interest in expanding its conservation-related activities, such as 
contributing to research on wildlife populations and participating in patrolling and species surveys.

Urials (Ovis vignei bocharensis), Baljuvan Key Biodiversity Area. © ANCOT
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A I C H I  B I O D I V E R S I T Y  TA R G E T C O N T R I B U T I O N  T O  I M P A C T O P E R AT I O N A L  C O N T R I B U T I O N

Target 1. By 2020, at the latest, people are aware of the  
values of biodiversity and the steps they can take to  
conserve and use it sustainably.

At least 216,464 people have benefited  
from training in biodiversity, conservation, 
and related topics.   

CEPF has supported a total of 553 
projects with a primary emphasis 
on education and awareness and 
on capacity building, valued at 
US$36,706,126. 

Target 2. By 2020, at the latest, biodiversity values have 
been integrated into national and local development and 
poverty reduction strategies and planning processes  
and are being incorporated into national accounting,  
as appropriate, and reporting systems.

CEPF has influenced 491 policies, laws or 
regulations in 25 biodiversity hotspots. 

CEPF has supported a total  
of 178 projects in 25 hotspots 
with a primary focus on  
Mainstreaming Biodiversity, 
valued at US$17,921,611. 

Target 3. By 2020, at the latest, incentives, including 
subsidies, harmful to biodiversity are eliminated, phased 
out or reformed in order to minimize or avoid negative 
impacts, and positive incentives for the conservation and 
sustainable use of biodiversity are developed and applied, 
consistent and in harmony with the Convention and other 
relevant international obligations, taking into account 
national socioeconomic conditions. 

CEPF has created and/or supported  
24 positive incentive schemes, including 
payment for ecosystem service, tax and 
credit schemes. 

CEPF has supported 20 projects 
valued at US$5,022,940 that 
have created or supported  
positive incentive schemes. 

Target 4. By 2020, at the latest, governments, business 
and stakeholders at all levels have taken steps to achieve 
or have implemented plans for sustainable production and 
consumption and have kept the impacts of use of natural 
resources well within safe ecological limits. 

11.8 million hectares of production  
landscape with strengthened biodiversity 
management, through mechanisms such 
as organic agriculture, sustainable harvest, 
and improved land use practices.   
   
Enactment or amendment of 491 laws, 
regulations, and policies with  
conservation provisions. 

59 projects located in agricultural/ 
artificial landscapes, valued at 
US$4,774,366, including activities 
such as such as agroforestry, 
sustainable production, and 
improved agricultural practices. 

Target 7. By 2020 areas under agriculture, aquaculture 
and forestry are managed sustainably, ensuring  
conservation of biodiversity.

CEPF has contributed to improved  
biodiversity management of 11.8 million 
hectares of production landscapes in  
22 hotspots. 

CEPF has supported 327 projects 
with a primary emphasis on 
strengthening management 
outside protected areas, totaling 
US$30,120,401. 

Target 9. By 2020, invasive alien species and pathways are 
identified and prioritized, priority species are controlled or 
eradicated, and measures are in place to manage pathways 
to prevent their introduction and establishment.

CEPF-funded project results have included 
preparation of biosecurity plans, eradications 
of invasive alien species, training and  
restoration of critical habitat. 

CEPF has supported 100 projects 
with a component dedicated to 
addressing invasive alien species, 
totaling US$7,902,298, in  
14 biodiversity hotspots.  

Target 11. By 2020, at least 17 percent of terrestrial and 
inland water, and 10 percent of coastal and marine areas, 
especially areas of particular importance for biodiversity 
and ecosystem services, are conserved through effectively 
and equitably managed, ecologically representative and 
well-connected systems of protected areas and other  
effective area‐based conservation measures and integrated 
into the wider landscapes and seascapes.

CEPF has supported the creation or expansion 
of 16,587,345 hectares of new protected 
areas in 23 biodiversity hotspots. 
CEPF has strengthened the management 
and protection of 53,256,356 hectares of 
Key Biodiversity Areas in 25 hotspots. 
CEPF has contributed to improved management 
of biodiversity in 11,814,084 hectares of 
production landscapes in 22 hotspots

CEPF has supported 734 projects  
with primary emphases on 
protected areas creation, and 
improved management, totaling 
US$78,997,106. 

Target 12. By 2020 the extinction of known threatened 
species has been prevented and their conservation status, 
particularly of those most in decline, has been improved 
and sustained.

At least 1,166 IUCN Red List species listed  
as Critically Endangered, Endangered  
or Vulnerable have benefited from  
CEPF support. 

CEPF has supported 657 projects 
with a component focusing on 
species conservation, totaling 
US$52,491,265. 

Target 20. By 2020, at the latest, the mobilization of 
financial resources for effectively implementing the  
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011- 2020 from all sources, 
and in accordance with the consolidated and agreed 
process in the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, should 
increase substantially from the current levels. This target 
will be subject to changes contingent to resource needs 
assessments to be developed and reported by Parties.

CEPF has supported 70 sustainable finance 
mechanisms, ranging from trust funds, debt 
swaps, payments for ecosystem services, 
and tax and credit schemes. 

CEPF has supported 92 projects 
with a component focusing on 
conservation finance, totaling 
US$15,122,397. 

C O N T R I B U T I O N S   T O  T H E  U . N .  C O N V E N T I O N  O N  B I O L O G I C A L  D I V E R S I T Y 

S U S TA I N A B L E  D E V E L O P M E N T  G O A L C O N T R I B U T I O N  T O  I M P A C T O P E R AT I O N A L  C O N T R I B U T I O N

Goal 2. End hunger, achieve food  
security and improved nutrition and  
promote sustainable agriculture

5,518 communities receiving non-cash benefits such as improved food  
security, access to water, improved land tenure and increased representation  
in decision-making and governance. Since collection of data start in 2017  
for types of benefits communities received, 1,555 communities have  
reported increased food security.
     216,464 people benefiting from structured training, including in topics 
that lead to improved nutrition, increased income, and increased production. 
Topics include beekeeping, financial management, horticulture, medicinal 
plant production, organic farming, poultry farming, salt production, species 
monitoring, sustainable fishing practices, sustainable harvest of nontimber 
forest products and tourism.
     11.8 million hectares of production landscape with strengthened 
biodiversity management, through mechanisms such as organic agriculture, 
sustainable harvest, and improved land use practices. 

CEPF has supported 264 projects with a 
primary focus on human well-being, totaling 
US$22,252,979..
     205 projects totaling US$19,106,271  
with specific components on agroforestry  
and agriculture. 

Goal 4. Ensure inclusive and equitable  
quality education and promote lifelong  
learning opportunities for all

216,464 people receiving structured training. Since start of collection of  
sex-disaggregated data in 2017, 59,962 women reported to have received 
training. Training topics were diverse, such as handicraft production,  
sustainable tourism, post-harvest processing, beekeeping, hygiene,  
environmental education, leadership, financial management and  
climate-smart agriculture.

CEPF has supported 929 projects with a 
component/emphasis on capacity building, 
valued at US$111,675,364.
     CEPF has supported 768 projects with 
a component/emphasis on education and 
awareness, valued at US$63,995,170.

Goal 5. Achieve gender equality  
and empower all women and girls

Since start of collection of sex-disaggregated data in 2017, a total of  
776,983 women and girls were recorded as receiving non-cash benefits  
such as increased access to water, increased food security, and increased 
resilience to climate change.

Collection of sex-disaggregated data from 
grantees since 2017.
     Monitoring of change in grantee  
understanding of and commitment to 
gender issues since 2017.
     Preparation and dissemination of a 
gender toolkit.
     Preparation and dissemination of  
a training kit on empowering women  
in conservation.

Goal 6. Ensure availability and  
sustainable management of water  
and sanitation for all

Since 2017, 567 communities receiving non-cash benefits report increased  
access to clean water as a benefit.

CEPF has supported 325 projects associated 
with inland wetland habitats, valued at 
US$22,567,249, covering a range of topics 
such as research and assessment, biodiversity 
inventories and development of best practices 
for management.
     87 projects with an emphasis on water 
management, located in various habitats, 
valued at US$8,530,126.

Goal 8. Promote sustained, inclusive  
and sustainable economic growth, full and 
productive employment and decent work for all

Since start of collection of number of people receiving cash benefits  
in 2017, 107,232 people have been reported as receiving cash benefits.

Human well-being projects have taken place 
in 61 countries and territories.

Goal 12. Ensure sustainable consumption and 
production patterns

11.8 million hectares of production landscape with strengthened biodiversity 
management, through mechanisms such as organic agriculture, sustainable 
harvest and improved land use practices. 
     Enactment or amendment of 491 laws, regulations and policies with  
conservation provisions.

CEPF has supported 59 projects located in 
agricultural/artificial landscapes, valued at 
US$4,774,366, including activities such as 
such as agroforestry, sustainable production, 
and improved agricultural practices 

Goal 13. Take urgent action to combat climate 
change and its impacts

Multiple actions across hundreds of projects involving
 • Restoration
 • Tree planting
 • Training in forest carbon technical work
 • Preparation of land use plans containing climate  
     change risk assessments 
 • Watershed management and restoration
 • Mangrove/coastal zone management
 • Sustainable coastal tourism
 • Climate change modeling
 • Development of strategies for climate change adaptation and mitigation.

CEPF has supported at least 1,611 projects 
that promote nature-based solutions to 
address the negative impacts of climate 
change. These projects are valued at 
US$153,269,213. 

Since 2017, 1,456 communities have been 
reported as receiving the non-cash benefit 
resilience to climate change. 

Goal 14. Conserve and sustainably use  
the oceans, seas and marine resources for  
sustainable development

32 Small Island Developing States receiving CEPF funds. CEPF has supported 230 projects associated 
with marine and coastal habitat, valued at 
US$16,232,756. 

Goal 15. Protect, restore and promote 
sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems, 
sustainably manage forests, combat  
desertification, and halt and reverse land 
degradation and halt biodiversity loss

CEPF has supported the creation or expansion of 16.5 million hectares  
of new protected areas in 23 biodiversity hotspots.
     CEPF has strengthened the management and protection of  
53 million hectares of Key Biodiversity Areas in 25 hotspots.
     CEPF has contributed to improved biodiversity management of  
11.8 million hectares of production landscapes in 22 hotspots.
     At least 1,166 IUCN Red List species listed as Critically Endangered,  
Endangered or Vulnerable have benefited from CEPF support.

CEPF has supported 91 projects with a  
component focusing on conservation 
finance, totaling US$15,002,807.

Goal 16. Promote peaceful and  
inclusive societies for sustainable  
development, provide access to justice  
for all and build effective, accountable  
and inclusive institutions at all levels

864 networks/partnerships supported, 615 of which CEPF helped to create.
      
470 civil society organizations out of the 631 for which two civil society  
organizational capacity assessments have been completed—74%—report  
an increase in their organizational capacity. 

CEPF has supported 381 projects  
with an explicit focus on civil society  
capacity building and networking,  
valued at US$29,795,054 .
     All local CEPF grantees self-assess  
at start and end of grant to measure  
change in institutional capacity.

C O N T R I B U T I O N S  T O  U . N .  S U S TA I N A B L E  D E V E L O P M E N T   G O A L S 
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G L O B A L  B I O D I V E R S I T Y  F R A M E W O R K  TA R G E T C E P F  C O N T R I B U T I O N

Target 1 
Planning the use of land and sea

CEPF has identified areas of high biodiversity importance in the form of  
Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs) and will monitor the integration of KBAs  
into spatial planning and/or effective management processes. 

Target 2 
Ecosystem restoration 

CEPF will monitor the number of hectares of terrestrial forest, terrestrial  
non-forest, freshwater and coastal marine areas brought under restoration.  

Target 3 
Area-based conservation 

CEPF has three indicators dedicated to quantifying area-based conservation.  
This target will be monitored by recording the number of hectares of KBAs with 
improved management, the number of hectares of protected areas created and/or 
expanded, and the number of protected areas with improved management. 

Target 4 
Species recovery and conservation  

Many CEPF grantees implement conservation actions for globally threatened  
species. CEPF will monitor the number of globally threatened species benefiting 
from conservation action. 

Target 5 
Harvesting, trade and use of wild species 

Many CEPF grantees facilitate the flow of information needed to effectively  
address unsustainable use and trade of wild plant and animal species.  
The impacts of these activities will be monitored at the hotspot and global levels. 

Target 6 
Invasive alien species 

Invasive alien species are a particularly severe and pervasive threat to  
biodiversity in island hotspots where CEPF is active. The impact of these  
activities will be monitored at the hotspot and global levels. 

Target 8 
Climate change 

Many CEPF grantees implement projects that promote nature-based solutions  
to climate change. Such projects might address a range of topics including  
climate adaptation, land use planning, payment for ecosystem services, buffer 
zones, reforestation, soil conservation and water management, among others. 
Impacts related to this target will be monitored at the hotspot level and by the 
following global indicator: number of projects promoting nature-based solutions  
to combat climate change. 

Target 9 
Use of wild species 

Some CEPF grantees promote sustainable management and use of wild plants  
and animals. Where relevant, impacts related to this target will be monitored  
at the hotspot level. 

Target 10  
Productive systems 

Working outside of protected areas and engaging with land managers in  
production landscapes is a major focus of CEPF grantees. CEPF will monitor  
the number of hectares of production landscapes with strengthened management  
of biodiversity. 

N E W   G L O B A L  B I O D I V E R S I T Y  F R A M E W O R K

T he world took a major step toward addressing the interrelated crises of biodiversity loss and 
climate change with the adoption of the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework  
by 196 countries on 19 December 2022. The Framework, which was the culmination of the 

15th meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Convention on Biological 
Diversity, sets four overarching goals and 23 action-oriented targets designed to halt and reverse 
biodiversity loss while respecting the rights of Indigenous peoples and local communities.  
 The new framework replaces the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and Aichi Biodiversity Targets 
for the 2011–2020 period, which were adopted at the Conference of the Parties held in 2010.  
 Sixteen of the targets are relevant to CEPF’s work, and CEPF will report on impacts related  
to the new targets for actions dating from January 2023 forward. Grantee contributions to the  
targets will be monitored on an annual basis using CEPF’s global impact indicators and, for  
selected targets, portfolio indicators that pertain to selected biodiversity hotspots. Below, each of 
these 16 targets is listed with an indication of how CEPF grantees will contribute to these targets. 

G L O B A L  B I O D I V E R S I T Y  F R A M E W O R K  TA R G E T C E P F  C O N T R I B U T I O N

Target 11 
Ecosystem services 

The essential contributions that ecosystem services make to the well-being of  
people and their resilience to the impacts of climate change are a key consideration 
when designing CEPF investments. CEPF will monitor contributions to this target  
via five global indicators. 

Target 14 
Mainstreaming  

Mainstreaming biodiversity and its values into other sectors is a focus of CEPF  
investment in all hotspots. CEPF will monitor contributions to this target via  
indicators pertaining to enactment of laws, regulations and policies with  
conservation provisions; sustainable financing mechanisms that deliver funds  
for conservation; and companies that adopt biodiversity-friendly practices. 

Target 19 
Resource mobilization 

CEPF strives to increase the level of funding available for conservation.  
CEPF will monitor grantee efforts to establish sustainable financing mechanisms  
to determine its contribution to this target.  

Target 20 
Non-monetary resource mobilization  

Through grant-making, training and exchanges, CEPF strengthens civil society’s 
capacity for biodiversity conservation and nature-based climate solutions.  
Impacts related to capacity building will be monitored via indicators pertaining  
to civil society organizational capacity and the creation and/or strengthening  
of networks and partnerships. 

Target 21 
Access to data, information  
and knowledge  

Many CEPF grantees generate data on biodiversity and communicate  
conservation messages to decision-makers and the general public. Impacts related  
to communication and awareness raising will be monitored at the hotspot level. 

Target 22 
Representation and participation  

CEPF pays very specific attention to ensuring full and equitable participation  
of women, youth, Indigenous peoples and other vulnerable groups in the grants 
it awards. Impacts related to this target will be monitored by means of portfolio 
indicators at the hotspot level. 

Target 23 
Gender equality  

Gender issues and considerations are actively incorporated throughout the  
grantmaking process. CEPF monitors progress on gender-related outcomes  
at the portfolio level, and grantee understanding of and commitment to  
gender issues at the global level.  

For the full list of the GBF targets, visit the Convention on Biological Diversity website.

Critically Endangered Celebes crested macaques  
(Macaca nigra), Sulawesi, Indonesia. © O. Langrand 
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F I S C A L  Y E A R  2 0 2 2

During the fiscal year,  
1 July 2021 to 30 June 2022,  
CEPF grantees made impressive gains  
in conserving biodiversity, helping  
communities thrive and building civil  
society’s capacity to lead conservation  
in the biodiversity hotspots.
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Pit viper (Trimeresurus sp.), Annamite Mountains, Lao PDR. 
© Souksamlan Laladeth/Saola Foundation 2022 
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July 2021 

Ecosystem Profile Updates Strategy  
for New Investment in Madagascar  
and the Indian Ocean Islands  

 Supporting civil society 
organizations to promote  
ecosystem-based adaptation 
(EbA) is the focus of CEPF’s 
new 10-year engagement in 
Madagascar and the Indian 
Ocean Islands, funded by  
the Green Climate Fund 
through l’Agence Française  
de Développement (AFD) as 

the accredited entity. CEPF held four workshops in  
July and August 2021 to introduce this important  
program to national designated authorities in each 
country of the hotspot and other stakeholders.  
  In September, a consortium led by Conservation  
International Madagascar and including Biotope,  
Missouri Botanical Garden and Asity began the regional  
stakeholder consultations that informed an update to 
the ecosystem profile of the hotspot. This process was 
completed in spring 2022, and the resulting ecosystem 
profile was finalized in December 2022. 
  CEPF has enlisted a consortium of nongovernmental 
organizations to be its regional implementation team 
(RIT) in the hotspot, coordinated by IUCN NL, and 
including Initiative Développement (ID) for Comoros, 
SAF/FJKM for Madagascar, Fondation Ressources  
et Nature (FORENA) for Mauritius and Seychelles  
Conservation and Climate Adaptation Trust (SeyCCAT) 
for Seychelles. These organizations are working with 

CEPF to implement a five-year conservation strategy  
for the hotspot and build local civil society capacity 
based on the updated ecosystem profile. 

 
 
September 2021 

 
New Marine Protected Area  
in Montenegro  

 The Minister of Ecology, Spatial and Urban Planning of 
Montenegro proclaimed the creation of Katič Nature Park, 
only the second marine protected area in the country. 
 Katič is designed to include the seagrass beds of 
Posidonia oceanica—known as the “lungs of the  
Mediterranean Sea”—as well as corals found near the 
island of Veliki Katič, the estuary of Vezirovo and Cape 
Dubovac, and some important marine caves. The total 
area of this new protected area is 2,745 hectares. 
 CEPF grantee Green Home, a Montenegrin organization,  
worked in partnership with the Mediterranean Center 
for Environmental Monitoring and the Montenegrin  
Ecologist Society to gather scientific and ecological 
data, lead negotiations with local fishers and tourism 
operators, and support the national authorities for the 
preparation of designation documentation. They are now 
involved in the management of this protected area. 

Katič Marine Protected Area, Montenegro. © Mihailo Jovićević 

Thank You,  
MAVA Foundation!

MAVA FOUNDATION: A LEGACY FOR PEOPLE AND NATURE 
 The MAVA Foundation, which for nearly 30 years had been a key player in nature conservation, particularly in West Africa and the 

Mediterranean Basin, ended grant-making in March 2022 and closed its doors in June 2023. Created by late Swiss philanthropist Luc 
Hoffmann, the foundation provided not only financial support but also expertise and strategic vision for the preservation of biodiversity. 
 CEPF and MAVA Foundation forged close ties through conservation activities in the Mediterranean Basin Biodiversity Hotspot. 
As early as 2009, the foundation supported CEPF’s first ecosystem profile for the hotspot—not only through financial support 
but also by lending its convening power to ensure active participation of their many regional partners. Subsequently, MAVA was 
represented on the CEPF Mediterranean Basin Advisory Committee for 10 years, and consultation between CEPF and MAVA grew 
stronger over the years, particularly through the Mediterranean Donor Roundtable. In light of converging objectives—particularly 
in regard to building the capacities of local organizations—MAVA decided in 2014 to provide financial support to CEPF. The foundation 
ultimately contributed more than US$3.5 million to CEPF over the years, becoming a leading regional donor for the fund. 
 The conservation community feels the loss of MAVA Foundation deeply, but MAVA lives on through the many organizations 
it strengthened and the nature protection it nurtured for so many years. CEPF is grateful to Lynda Mansson, MAVA’s director 
general, and Paule Gros, director of MAVA’s Mediterranean Basin Programme and head of strategic partnerships, for the excellent 
collaboration they established with CEPF. 

September 2021 

Validating West African Freshwater Key Biodiversity Areas   

 West Africa is rich in freshwater biodiversity and regional endemism. Nevertheless,  
there is a considerable gap in knowledge around freshwater priority species and sites in 
West Africa, aspects covered by an IUCN project funded by CEPF.  
 The project team conducted and synthesized Red List assessments of 1,502 species of 
freshwater fish, mollusks, odonates (dragonflies and damselflies), decapods (crabs and 
shrimps) and aquatic plants. The conservation status of freshwater species was found to  
be declining, with 14% of all native freshwater species being globally threatened with  
extinction. More strikingly, there is a lack of sufficient monitoring data to reveal conservation 
trends of freshwater species, with many species not having been observed for decades. 
 The report, published during the World Conservation Congress in Marseilles, identifies 
key threats to specific species and some 22 subcatchments as irreplaceable sites—the only 
locations of 39 threatened freshwater species. The report makes recommendations for the 
conservation of these sites. It also highlights specific sites in urgent need of surveys and 
recommends conservation actions for each taxonomic group. It is hoped that governments, 
conservation practitioners and researchers will use these data to conserve the region’s 
unique freshwater biodiversity. The report is available in English and French. 

André Hoffmann, president of MAVA, addresses attendees at a celebration of the MAVA  
Mediterranean Program 27 April at Tour du Valat, Le Sambuc, Arles, France. © O. Langrand

A damselfly, Sapho ciliata, Guinea. 
© Piotr Naskrecki
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December 2021 

Focusing on Strong Partnerships in the Caribbean Islands 

 Nurturing partnerships among stakeholders is a key 
element of CEPF’s new US$13.9 million investment in 
the Caribbean Islands Biodiversity Hotspot, which is 
financed through the Critical Ecosystem Partnership 
Fund–Caribbean Hotspot Project of the World Bank, 
using funds provided by the Government of Japan.   
 Outreach conducted by Instituto Tecnológico de Santo 
Domingo (INTEC) in the Dominican Republic and by  
Integrated Health Outreach (IHO) in Antigua and Barbuda 
yielded several important advancements in promoting 
collaborative social accountability (CSA) frameworks as 
a way of tackling conservation problems in the hotspot. 
CSA is a set of methodologies and tools for constructive 
engagement of citizens and civil society organizations 
in forging partnerships with government and the 
private sector. The goal is to support citizens in voicing 
their concerns and needs while working with others to 

address issues. The approach is being 
piloted in the environmental sector for 
the first time in the Caribbean Islands  
through funding from the World Bank. 
 The CSA team conducted extensive outreach with  
23 local civil society and governmental stakeholders  
to educate and promote environmental stewardship in  
five Key Biodiversity Areas. These outreach efforts  
resulted in the Antigua and Barbuda Department of  
the Environment and the Ministry of Tourism signing 
memorandums of understanding that formalize their 
participation in the effort.  
 Local governmental partners and civil society  
organizations participated in a series of training sessions. 
The tools developed and lessons learned are being used 
as INTEC and IHO set their sights on expanding the  
CSA approach to Jamacia and Saint Lucia. 

Vervain hummingbird 
(Mellisuga minima)  
in Parque Nacional 
Sierre de Bahoruco,  
Dominican Republic. 
Caribbean Islands 
Hotspot.  
© Jorge Brocca

Read more 
about the 

investment  
in this  

final report.

November 2021 

Grantees Gather to Assess Results  
of Cerrado Investment  

 The final assessment of the CEPF investment strategy 
in the Cerrado Biodiversity Hotspot was held on 25  
November 2021. The 97 participants represented grantees, 
regional and global donors and staff from CEPF and  
Instituto Internacional de Educação do Brasil (IEB), 
which serves as the RIT. 
 The event, which was held remotely due to the 
pandemic, was an opportunity to celebrate the results 
achieved during the 2016–2022 implementation of the 
US$8 million investment strategy in the Cerrado. The 
gathering also allowed stakeholders to discuss a joint 
vision for the future of the Cerrado and lessons learned. 
 The investment, which funded grants to 62 local and 
two international organizations, promoted the adoption 
of best practices in agriculture, supported the creation 
and effective management of new protected areas, 
strengthened supply chains of native nontimber products  
and fostered ecological restoration. Grantees also  
conserved globally threatened species, created databases  
and a platform to better inform decision-making,  
supported women in conservation and collaborated  
with local organizations to build their capacities. 
 Key results include: 

 3 million hectares of Key Biodiversity Areas 
under improved management. 

 1.6 million hectares in Indigenous, quilombola 
(descendants of Afro-Brazilians who escaped 
slavery) and traditional community lands 
integrated into planning and strategies for 
conservation and sustainable development. 

 1.5 million hectares in production landscapes 
with strengthened biodiversity management.  

 35 new protected areas created, covering 
 104,590 hectares. 

 2.2 million hectares of protected areas strengthened. 
 Nine globally threatened species benefiting from 

conservation action. 
 89% of local grantees with improved  

institutional capacity. 
 20 private-sector enterprises adopted  

biodiversity-friendly practices. 
 23 public policies created/adjusted to  

promote biodiversity. 
 107,779 people from 450 small and subsistence 

communities derived non-cash benefits. 
 11,030 people received structured training in 

topics such as land use planning, climate-smart 
agriculture and restoration.  

 IEB continues efforts to build on the CEPF investment. 
In May 2022, IEB learned it would receive US$1.8 million in  
funding from the Global Environment Facility to consolidate 
results from the CEPF investment in developing a sustainable 
supply chain for nuts from baru trees (Dipteryx alata). 

Furnas da Boa Sorte quilombola community in Corguinho, Mato Grosso  
do Sul, Brazil. © Conservation International/photo by Peggy Poncelet 

Kalunga women spin cotton on a spindle.  
© Associação Quilombo Kalunga (AQK) 

anuary 2022 

Start of New Tropical Andes Investment and German Government Funding 

 CEPF launched a new investment in the Tropical Andes 
Biodiversity Hotspot, engaging an alliance comprising  
Profonanpe, Patrimonio Natural, and Asociación Boliviana 
para la Investigación y Conservación de Ecosistemas  
Andino Amazónicos (ACEAA) to serve as the Tropical 
Andes RIT for Peru, Colombia, and Bolivia, respectively. 
 Meanwhile, in May, an agreement was signed with the 
German Government via KfW Development Bank for a 
contribution of 7 million euros to CEPF for biodiversity 
conservation projects in the Ecuador portion of  

the Tropical Andes. The funding is being provided  
through an agreement with Conservation International. 
 The funding furthers KfW’s overall objectives of  
securing natural habitats through improved natural  
resource management and protection, reducing  
deforestation and degradation, and mitigating  
climate change. Ecuadorian organization Fundación  
Futuro Latinoamericano (FFLA) serves as the  
regional implementation team for the investment  
in Ecuador. 

March and April 2022

Gauging Progress as the East Melanesian Islands  
Investment Is Completed 

 As CEPF’s investment in the East Melanesian Islands Biodiversity Hotspot drew to a 
close, final assessment workshops took place in the Solomon Islands and Papua New 
Guinea in late March and Vanuatu in April, with a regional workshop also held in April. 
Participants discussed the most important collective CEPF impacts in their countries, 
lessons learned and ways to ensure the sustainability of the conservation achieved.  
 CEPF invested US$8.5 million in the region from 2013 through 2021, emphasizing: 

 Support to local communities to conserve key biodiversity areas. 
 Integration of conservation into land use and development planning. 
 Protection of species by addressing threats and information gaps. 
 Strengthening of civil society organizations and facilitating their partnership 

with each other, government and the private sector. 
 
 Forty-one local organizations and 25 international organizations received grants 
over the investment period. Projects benefited 33 globally threatened species and 
34 sites. Although the work was challenging, threats were abated at 10 sites. At the 
same time, 16 local organizations became demonstrably stronger in terms of capacity 
of staff members, financial management and project delivery. Networks formed in all 
three countries also allowed small groups to amplify their impact.  
 Additional results of the investment include:

 281,869 hectares of key biodiversity area are under improved management. 
 59,385 hectares of new protected areas were established. 
 7 customary land sites have improved ownership and tenure rights. 
 7,155 people were reached via training on livelihoods or conservation activities. 
 53 species listed on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species benefited from  

conservation action. 

Ranger boats rest on a river beach, Babatana, Solomon Islands. 
© Babatana Rainforest Conservation Project 

Pristimantis samaniegoi, Abra de Zamora, Ecuador. © UTPL
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May 2022 

Helping Indonesian Island Communities Sustain Their Marine Resources 

 In the Sangihe Island group near Indonesia’s northern 
ocean boundary with the Philippines, CEPF grantee 
YAPEKA is helping rural and remote island communities 
use their marine resources more sustainably. Fishing 
and products from mariculture are a major source of 
income to the fewer than 140,000 people living on 
several islands that are 90 minutes by air and several 
hours by ferry from Mando, the nearest large city. 
Fishing effort in the region is becoming increasingly 
intense and yielding smaller catches, so YAPEKA is 
promoting alternatives, including cultivation of sea grass 
and sea cucumbers. Both products have a huge market 
throughout Asia. In May 2022, a sea cucumber nursery 
installation was completed in the village of Bulo and a 

cooperative was formed to facilitate buying and selling 
sea cucumbers. In exchange for this support, fishers are 
committing to more sustainable practices, particularly to 
avoid harming dugong (Dugong dugon) or degrading its 
habitat. YAPEKA is building on the proven concept that 
communities that both benefit from and control their 
natural resources will care for them. Thus, YAPEKA has 
facilitated the creation of various groups—fishers, people 
who manage the sea “gardens,” and people who process 
the seagrass and sea cucumber products—that will act 
as resource stewards. By the close of the project in  
mid-2023, 60,000 hectares of marine Key Biodiversity 
Area are expected to be under improved management. 

 
 

June 2022 

Community Management of Ramsar-Site  
Fisheries Improves Food Security 

 Engaging communities in Cambodia’s Stung Treng 
Ramsar Site in the management of fisheries yielded 
significant results through a CEPF-funded project led 
by Culture and Environment Preservation Association 
(CEPA). The project empowered local communities 
within Stung Treng Ramsar Site in Cambodia to manage 
fisheries resources sustainably by providing support to 
the management committees of 17 community fisheries 
(CFis). By the end of the project, 80% of the CFi committees  
were actively involved in management of fisheries 
resources, including patrolling and conducting joint 
campaigns with government staff. Also, two protection 
zones for broodstock (reproductively mature fish) were 
established, covering a combined area of 1,081 hectares. 
These were functioning well by the end of the project, 
with the number of cases of electrofishing and floating 
gillnets reducing by 95% and 100%, respectively, within 

these zones during the closed fishing season, compared 
with the situation before the project. 
 Through these activities, the project delivered well-being  
benefits to participating communities, particularly in 
terms of increased food security. Fish catch monitoring 
data from a sample of households revealed that annual 
fish catch per household had increased to 566 kilograms 
by 2021, compared with 374 kilograms in 2019: an 
increase of 23% per year. According to a report from the 
Fisheries Administration Cantonment, more than 7,000 
tons of broodfish were protected by the broodstock 
protection zones and allowed to migrate safely to their 
spawning grounds. 

Nurseries can be seen as three rectangular 
structures under water in Bulo. © YAPEKA 

Student intern Gebby Tarimakase checks the growth of  
a new sea cucumber individual post cutting. © YAPEKA 

Patrolling broodstock zone, Stung Treng Ramsar Site, Cambodia. 
© Mr. Chheang Piseth, Project Officer of CEPA 

June 2022 

Looking to the Future as Guinean Forests of West Africa Investment Wraps Up  

 A Final Assessment and Long-Term Vision Workshop 
for the Guinean Forests of West Africa Biodiversity 
Hotspot took place in Accra, Ghana. 
 From 2016 to 2022, CEPF and regional implementation 
team BirdLife International disbursed US$10.1 million 
through 79 grants to civil society organizations in the 
hotspot. The funding and associated technical support 
enabled the mainstreaming of nature conservation into 
18 government policies and 21 business practices and 
supported 384 local communities to receive benefits 
such as improved food security, improved access to 
clean water, increased resilience to climate change  
and improved land tenure. 
 Fifty-three grantees attended the workshop, as well 
as donor representatives, journalists and CEPF and 
regional implementation team staff. The event was  
organized and facilitated by the Global Initiative for 

Food Security and Ecosystem Preservation (GIFSEP)  
and the Tropical Biology Association (TBA). Grantees 
reflected on successful approaches, lessons learned, 
future donor engagement and priorities for the hotspot.  
 Collectively, CEPF grantees had many notable 
achievements in the hotspot, including: 

 57 local and Indigenous communities trained to 
advocate for land tenure and forestry reforms. 

 43 local land use plans developed and implemented. 
 25 participatory management plans developed  

and implemented for protected areas. 
 174 communities engaged in sustainable livelihood 

activities or benefit-sharing mechanisms. 
 13,998 people received structured training  

in topics such as project management, accounting, 
sustainable forest management, beekeeping and 
climate-smart agriculture. 

June 2022 

Using Existing Laws to Guide  
Infrastructure Projects in Central Asia 

 In the face of a boom in infrastructure projects in 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Uzbekistan, CEPF grantee 
Zoï Environment Network strengthened the ability of civil 
society organizations to apply relevant existing laws and 
procedures to safeguard against environmental risks. 
 The project team facilitated networking among civil 
society groups to share knowledge and to better engage 
governments, lenders and private companies. More than 20 
nongovernmental organizations and community/interest 
groups participated in training and capacity building. The 
effort directly informed and involved more than 200 
representatives from businesses, nongovernmental and 
governmental organizations, and local communities. As a 
result, participants used mass media and social media to 
raise awareness in the three countries about safeguards for 
nature. Project activities in 2022 were aligned and integrated 
with the International Year of Sustainable Mountain Devel-
opment to leverage greater political and public visibility.  

 
The types of infrastructure projects  
covered included road and pipeline  
construction, mining and extractive  
industries and tourism development, 
with the estimated value of the 
associated investments exceeding 
US$200 million, affecting more than 
100,000 hectares of Key Biodiversity 
Areas and eco-corridors. 
 The multifaceted project also included development of 
illustrated publications, infographics, and animations in 
local languages; field workshops and themed roundtables 
targeting specific geographic areas and economic sectors 
with gender-balanced participation; engagement of local 
women and youth in conservation and educational actions; 
and connecting with environmental safeguard teams of 
the development banks active in the region. 

Read the  
project’s impact 

report here.

Working with collected plants at the National Herbarium of São Tomé. 
© Jardim Botânico da Universidade de Coimbra 

Logo for Fauna & Flora International’s “From Bee-burners to Beekeepers” 
awareness campaign in Príncipe.  

Alai Valley, Kyrgysztan  
© Ninara licensed under 
CC BY 2.0 
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CARIBBEAN  
ISLANDS 
 

Strategic Direction 1.  
Improve the protection and  
management of 33 priority sites  
for long-term sustainability. 
 

Caribbean Coastal Area  
Management Foundation 

US$388,484 
Management Planning and Implementation in the 

Portland Bight Protected Area, Jamaica 

 

Fundación José Delio Guzmán 

US$209,892 
Reducing Threats in Valle Nuevo National Park, 

Dominican Republic 

 

Sociedad Ornitologica  
de la Hispaniola 

US$434,625 
Threat Mitigation in Sierra de Bahoruco  

and Bahoruco Oriental Key Biodiversity Areas, 

Dominican Republic 

 

Strategic Direction 4. 
Improve the enabling conditions  
for biodiversity conservation in  
countries with priority sites. 
 

Instituto Tecnológico  
de Santo Domingo (INTEC) 

US$500,000 
Promoting Collaborative Social Accountability in 

the Caribbean Islands Biodiversity Hotspot 

 

Strategic Direction 6. 
Provide strategic leadership and  
effective coordination of CEPF  
investment through a regional  
implementation team.  
 

Caribbean Natural Resources  
Institute (CANARI) 

US$1,500,000 
CEPF Regional Implementation Team for the 

Caribbean Islands Biodiversity Hotspot 

 

CERRADO 
 

Strategic Direction 4.  
Support the protection of  
threatened species in the hotspot. 
 

Instituto Claravis/IUCN SSC Center 
for Species Survival Brazil 

US$100,908 
An Integrative Approach for Advancing Conservation 

of Threatened Species of the Brazilian Cerrado 

EAST MELANESIAN  
ISLANDS 
 

Strategic Direction 1.  
Empower local communities to  
protect and manage globally significant 
biodiversity at priority Key Biodiversity 
Areas underserved by current  
conservation efforts 
 

Santo Sunset Environment Network 

US$12,000 
Protecting Indigenous Forests from Emerging 

Logging Threats in the Santo Mountain Chain Key 

Biodiversity Area, Vanuatu 

 

 

GUINEAN FORESTS  
OF WEST AFRICA
 

Strategic Direction 1.  
Empower local communities to engage 
in sustainable management of 40 
priority sites and consolidate ecological 
connectivity at the landscape scale. 
 

AJEMALEBU Self Help (AJESH) 

US$25,000 
Enforcing Community-Led Conservation  

Leadership Around Ebo Forest, Cameroon 

 

Biakwan Light 

US$29,678 
Restoring the Degraded Afi Mountain Wildlife 

Sanctuary in Buanchor, Boki, Nigeria 

Grants are reported on the basis of  
the effective date of the agreement.

A P P R O V E D
G R A N T S

1 JULY 2021-30 JUNE 2022

C E P F

Faro Island tree frog (Litoria lutea), Solomon Islands. © Douglas Pikacha 

Adult female San Salvador Iguana (Cyclura rileyi), 
The Bahamas. © Jenny Daltry

Community Assistance In  
Development (COMAID) 

US$25,000 
Enhancing Protection of Threatened Wildlife 

Species in Ebo Forest, Cameroon 

 

Conservation des  
Espèces Marines (CEM) 

US$20,958 
Creation of the Voluntary Nature Reserve  

Managed by the Local Communities of 

Grand-Bereby in Ivory Coast 

 

Greening Economies, Environments 
and Lives in Fifteen States of  
West Africa-Sierra Leone  
(GREENLIFE Sierra Leone) 

US$24,996 
Improve Livelihoods of Gola Rainforest  

Communities Using Apiculture, Sierra Leone 

 

Hen Mpoano 

US$24,960 
Implementing the Participatory Management  

Plan for Primate Conservation in Cape Three 

Points, Ghana 

 

Muloma Women’s  
Development Association 

US$24,775 
Promoting Sustainable Livelihoods to  

Incentivize Conservation of Sierre Leone’s  

Yawri Bay Key Biodiversity Area 

 

Non-Governmental Organization 
Coalition for Environment (NGOCE) 

US$29,954 
Community-Based Participatory Sustainable 

Forest Management Action in Nigeria 

 

Resourcetrust Network (RTN) 

US$25,000 
Income Initiatives for Smallholder Conservation 

Practices in Ghana 

 

Skills and Agricultural  
Development Services (SADs) 

US$24,944 
Sustainable Development of Non-Timber  

Forest Products in Wonegizi Proposed  

Protected Area, Liberia 

Strategic Direction 4. 
Build the capacity of local civil society 
organizations, including Indigenous 
People’s, women’s and youth groups,  
to conserve and manage globally 
important biodiversity. 

 

Associação Programa Tatô 

US$24,898 
Muala Kandja (Woman-Light): Promoting  

Women’s Empowerment for the Conservation  

of the Environment on the Island of São Tomé,  

São Tomé and Príncipe 

 

Biodiversité—Environnement  
et Développement Durable  
(BEDD) 

US$24,998 
Women and Sustainable Biodiversity  

Management in Tchabal Mbabo, Cameroon 

 

Development Concern (DEVCON) 

US$24,728 
Strengthening Communities’ Indigenous Coalition 

for Effective Forest Governance, Nigeria 

 

Développement Pour Tous 

US$24,822 
Building the Capacity of Women Salt Producers  

in Dubreka, Guinea 

 

Forêts de Développement Rural 
(FODER) 

US$24,998 
Promote the Key Biodiversity Area Concept  

in Cameroon 

 

Fundação Príncipe 

US$29,017 
Changing Local Mindsets Through Women’s 

Hands, São Tomé and Príncipe 

 

Global Initiative For  
Food Security and Ecosystem  
Preservation (GIFSEP) 

US$50,000 
Showcasing CEPF Investments:  

Project Assessment, Knowledge Sharing  

and Lessons from the GFWA 

Global Initiative For  
Food Security and Ecosystem  
Preservation (GIFSEP) 
US$50,000 
Showcasing CEPF Investments: Strengthening 

Conservation Knowledge Among Journalists and 

Civil Society Organizations in the GFWA Hotspot 

 

Initiative de Base pour la Gestion  
des Ressources Naturelles (IBGRN) 

US$24,973 
Supporting Organizations in Protecting  

Natural Resources of Mount Nimba, Guinea 

 

Organization for Positive  
Sustainability Culture in  
Nigeria (OPSCN) 

US$36,300 
Strengthening Women in Conservation in  

Akpabuyo Local Government Area, Nigeria 

 

Réseau des Acteurs de la  
Sauvegarde des Tortues Marines  
en Afrique Centrale (RASTOMA) 

US$32,993 
Structuring National and Regional Networks for 

the Conservation of Marine Turtles and Their 

Habitats in Atlantic Africa, Cameroon 

 

Royal Society for the Protection  
of Birds (RSPB) 

US$88,125 
Building Networks for Key Biodiversity Area  

Monitoring and Protection in Guinea, Sierra 

Leone, Liberia, Ghana and Nigeria 

 

SOS-Forêts  

US$24,895 
Strengthening Local Community Conservation 

Management of Azagny National Park in  

Ivory Coast 

Obô giant land snail (Archachatina bicarinata), 
Sao Tomé. © Vasco Pissarra 
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INDO-BURMA  

Strategic Direction 1. 
Safeguard priority globally threatened 
species by mitigating major threats. 
 

Asian Arks 

US$150,000 
Conservation of Annamite Biodiversity  

through a Social Business Model in Lao PDR 

 

Center for Nature Conservation  
and Development (CCD) 

US$40,000 
Community-based Conservation of Northern 

White-cheeked Gibbon in Xuan Lien Nature 

Reserve, Vietnam 

 

Center for People and  
Nature Reconciliation (PanNature) 

US$25,000 
Community-based Actions to Conserve  

Two Globally Critically Endangered Fish  

Species in Vietnam 

 

Community Wildlife Conservation 
(CWC) 

US$33,920 
Community-based Conservation of Wild Water 

Buffalo in Uthai Thani and Kanchanaburi, Thailand 

 

ComNet Mekong 

US$39,694 
Community-based Conservation of Jullien’s Golden 

Carp in the Mekong River, Thailand 

Fauna & Flora International (FFI) 

US$239,803 
Community-based Protected Area Management; 

Myanmar Primate Conservation, Phase II  

FISHBIO 

US$40,000 
Conservation Action, Threat Analysis and  

Participatory Research for Monkey-Eating  

Fish in Lao PDR 

 

Fishing Cat Ecological Enterprise  
Co., Ltd. 

US$38,544 
Integrated Conservation of  

Wetland Ecosystems in Cambodia 

 

Indo-Myanmar Conservation 

US$200,060 
Protecting Priority Tortoise and  

Freshwater Turtle Populations in Vietnam 

 

Saola Foundation 

US$236,999 
Rediscovering Saola: State-of-the-Art Methods to 

Detect Endangered Annamite Species in Lao PDR 

 

Seub Nakhasatien Foundation 

US$39,856 
Participatory Surveys to Support Conservation  

of Somphong’s Rasbora in Thailand 

 

Shan Shui Conservation Center 
US$99,981 
Building Capacity and Networks for Myanmar 

Snub-nosed Monkey in China 

Turtle Survival Alliance 

US$240,000 
Back from the Brink: Recovering Two Critically 

Endangered Turtles in Myanmar 

 

Viet Nature Conservation Centre 

US$40,000 
In Search of Vietnam Pheasant in Ke Go Nature 

Reserve, Ha Tinh Province, Vietnam 

 

 

Strategic Direction 2.  
Develop innovative, locally  
led approaches to site-based  
conservation at 28 key  
biodiversity areas. 
 

Beijing Normal University (BNU) 

US$46,167 
Strengthening Cooperation to Reduce Illegal 

Wildlife Trade at the China-Laos Border 

 

China Exploration & Research  
Society Limited (CERS) 

US$26,240 
Changing Attitudes and Behaviors to Reduce 

Illegal Wildlife Trade Around Namha National 

Protected Area, Lao PDR 

  

 

 

Local communities join the effort to bring 
buffalo wallows back to the ecosystems 
of the Northern Plains of Cambodia.  
© Filip Agoo & Everland 

Checking a trap, Lower Mekong River, Cambodia. 
© Meth Monthary, FISHBIO 

Institute of Biology, Chemistry  
and Environment, Vinh University 

US$39,975 
Using Crime Script Analysis to Understand  

Wildlife Crime in Annamite Mountains, Vietnam 

 

Rural Development Agency (RDA) 

US$40,000 
Empowering Youth to Combat Illegal Wildlife 

Trade Around Hin Nam No National Park  

of Lao PDR 

 

TRAFFIC International 

US$225,000 
Reducing Wildlife Trafficking Across Logistics 

Supply Chains and Online Platforms, Vietnam  

and China 

 

Zoological Society of London 

US$209,827 
Strengthening Capacity and Collaboration  

for Combating Illegal Trade of Pangolin  

and Other Wildlife in Thailand 

 

 

Strategic Direction 4.  
Empower local communities to engage 
in conservation and management of 
priority key biodiversity areas. 
 

China Wild Plant Conservation  
Association (CWPCA) 

US$40,000 
Co-management to Conserve Endangered  

Magnolia Species in Malipo Key Biodiversity  

Area, China 

 

Kadoorie Farm and Botanic Garden 
Corporation 

US$40,000 
Co-management to Support Cao-vit  

Gibbon Conservation in Bangliang Key  

Biodiversity Area, China 

 

People Resources and  
Conservation Foundation (PRCF) 

US$249,995 
Strengthening Co-management in the François’s 

Langur Conservation Landscape, Vietnam 

Strategic Direction 6. 
Demonstrate scalable approaches for 
integrating biodiversity and ecosystem 
services into development planning  
in the priority corridors. 

 

Rising Phoenix Co. Ltd. 

US$62,903 
Inundated Forest Conservation Through  

Wetland Restoration and Disease Reduction  

in Northeast Cambodia 

 

Rising Phoenix Co. Ltd. 

US$90,231 
Organic Livelihoods Conserving Cambodia’s  

“Big Five” 

 

Tropical Biology Association 

US$179,171 
Strengthening Civil Society Capacity for  

Long-term Conservation Impact in Indo-Burma 

 

 

MADAGASCAR  
AND THE INDIAN  
OCEAN ISLANDS  
 

Conservation International –  
Madagascar (CI) 

US$20,000 
Update of the Madagascar and the  

Indian Ocean Islands Ecosystem Profile 

 

Strategic Direction 1.  
Empower local communities to  
protect and manage biodiversity in 
priority Key Biodiversity Areas. 
 

Station d’Observation des Tortues  
et de leurs Milieux (SOPTOM) 

US$74,740 
A Future for Radiated Tortoises Confiscated  

in Madagascar 

 

Seychelles fruit bat (Pteropus seychellensis). © O. Langrand 
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Strategic Direction 2.  
Enable civil society to mainstream  
biodiversity and conservation into 
political and economic decision-making. 
 

Dahari 

US$119,988 
Developing a Conservation Agreement Scheme  

to Restore Forests on Anjouan Island, Comoros 

 

Strategic Direction 5.  
Provide strategic leadership and  
effective coordination of CEPF  
investment through a regional  
implementation team. 
 

IUCN National Committee of the 
Netherlands Foundation 

US$2,299,826 
Madagascar and Indian Ocean Islands Hotspot 

Regional Implementation Team 

 

 

 

 

MEDITERRANEAN  
BASIN  
 

Strategic Direction 1.  
Support civil society to engage  
stakeholders in demonstrating  
integrated approaches for the  
conservation of biodiversity  
in coastal areas. 
 

Association de la Continuité  
des Générations 

US$117,687 
Promoting Co-Management and Sustainable  

Traditional Fishing in Tunisia’s Kneiss Islands 

Strategic Direction 2.  
Support the sustainable management 
of water catchments through integrated 
approaches for the conservation of 
threatened freshwater biodiversity. 

Agency for Sustainable  
Development Altus Mostar (Altus) 

US$13,358 
Enhancing Knowledge on Biodiversity of  

the Lower Catchments of Neretva River,  

Bosnia and Herzegovina 

 

Association des Enseignants  
des Sciences de la Vie et de la  
Terre - Section Khémisset (AESVT) 

US$15,087 
Build Knowledge on Rare and Threatened Species 

in the Bouregreg Watershed, Morocco 

 

Groupe de Recherche pour la  
Protection des Oiseaux au Maroc 
(GREPOM) 

US$140,297 
Building a Network of Freshwater Ecosystems 

Important for Biodiversity in Morocco 

 

Hemaya Company for  
Environmental Consultancies  
and Services 

US$11,000 
Biodiversity Survey and Assessment of  

Lake Burullus in the Nile Delta, Egypt 

 

United Agro-Environmental  
Association Agri-En, Albania 

US$6,811 
Bushtrica River: An Important Natural Ecosystem 

in the Shebenik-Jabllanica National Park, Albania 

 

 

Strategic Direction 3.  
Promote the maintenance of traditional 
land use practices necessary for the 
conservation of Mediterranean bio-
diversity in priority corridors of high 
cultural and biodiversity value. 

ECOVOLIS 
US$14,170 
Conservation of Pastures Through the Support  

of Pastoralism and Sustainable Ecotourism in  

Lura Natural Park, Albania 

 

GO2 (Organizatë për Planifikim  
të Qëndrueshëm Urban) 

US$24,500 
Creating Traditional Alpine Water Ponds for the 

Benefit of Biodiversity and Livestock Breeders of 

Shkrel Locality in Malësi e Madhe Area in Albania 

 

Strategic Direction 5.  
Strengthen the regional conservation 
community through the sharing of  
best practices and knowledge  
among grantees across the region. 

Association for Active Tourism  
Explorer 2018 Ohrid – Macedonia 

US$12,924 
Friends of National Park Galicica, Albania 

 

Cabinet Sami Ben Haj  
“Thétis-Conseil”  

US$16,322 
Development of a Long-term Vision for Civil 

Society Organizations in Tunisia 

 

Center for Environmental Research 
and Information (Eko-Svest) 

US$11,767 
Citizen Science in Service to Biodiversity  

Protection, North Macedonia 

 

Mediterranean Agronomic Institute 
of Chania (CHEAM-MAICH) 

US$24,803 
Facilitate Regional Networking and Develop the 

Technical Capacities of Civil Society Through the 

Third Mediterranean Plant Conservation Week 

 

Red Cross of the Republic of North 
Macedonia—Local Branch Ohrid 

US$10,021 
Developing Educational Resources for Cave and 

Bat Protection in the National Park Galichica, 

North Macedonia 

Albanian tulip (Tulipa albanica).  
© Institute for Environmental Policy – Albania  

Shoqata AlbNatyra 

US$11,049 
Strengthening the Role of Local Community  

as an Important Stakeholder for Biodiversity 

Protection, Albania 

 

Une Gruaja 

US$11,430 
Crossing Borders for Environmental Protection  

of the Ohrid-Prespa Region, Albania 

 

 

 

 

MOUNTAINS OF  
CENTRAL ASIA  
 

Strategic Direction 1.  
Address threats to priority species. 

 

Earth Island Institute 

US$249,998 
Endangered Raptor Conservation on the  

Indo-Palearctic Flyway of Kazakhstan 

 

Ganji Tabiat  

US$19,999 
Conservation of Threatened Wild Fruit Tree 

Species in South Tajikistan by Establishing 

Micro-Nurseries 

 

Kukhoi Pomir 

US$19,588 
Protect Wild Relict Endemic Pear Species  

in Tajikistan 

 

Wildlife Without Borders 

US$20,000 
Mountain Landscape Connectivity  

Measures to Support Snow Leopard  

Populations, Kazakhstan 

 

Youth Group on Protection  
of Environment 

US$149,986 
Protecting Tugay Forests and Threatened Species 

of Tajikistan’s Kayrakum Wetlands 

 

Strategic Direction 2.  
Improve management of priority  
sites with and without official  
protection status. 

 

Agzybir Hereket 

US$20,000 
Creation of a Sustainable Hunting Farm “Kelif”  

in Turkmenistan 

 

Biodiversity Conservation Fund  
of Kazakhstan 

US$100,000 
Improving the Management of Protected Areas  

of the Western Tien Shan, Kazakhstan, Phase II 

 

Bugu-Enye 

US$20,000 
Bird and Raptor Conservation and Population 

Restoration in Kyrgyzstan 

 

ECO Atameken 

US$19,924 
Environmental Education in Kentau,  

Turkestan Province, Kazakhstan  

Ecological Movement of Uzbekistan 

US$47,227 
Sustainable Use of Biodiversity in the Nuratau 

Ridge Mountain Ecosystem, Uzbekistan 

 

Iktidor 

US$19,752 
Endangered Darvaz Hawthorn and Bukhara 

Almond Conservation in the Republic of Tajikistan 

 

Jonli tabiat 

US$49,717 
Innovative Nature Management in the Gissar 

Nature Reserve Buffer Zone, Uzbekistan 

 

Kyrgyz Association of  
Forest and Land Users 

US$150,550 
Conservation of Wild Apricots and Almonds  

in the Isfayram-Shakhimardan Region of Kyrgyzstan 

Lesik-Yug 
US$19,943 
Biodiversity Conservation and Restoration of 

Natural Ecosystems in the Kyzyl-Unkur Key 

Biodiversity Area, Kyrgyzstan 

Ile-Alatau State Reserve, Kazakhstan. © O. Langrand 
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Muztor 

US$19,859 
Agricultural Practices Informed by Conservation 

Considerations in Sary-Chelek State Biosphere 

Reserve, Kyrgyzstan 

 

Olima 

US$20,000 
Lake Restoration in Tigrovaya Balka State  

Nature Reserve, Tajikistan 

 

Obadeskahyzmat 

US$20,000 
Preserving Biodiversity Through Conservation 

and Propogation of Pitstachio Orchards in the 

Koitendag State Nature Reserve, Turkmenistan 

 

Rural Development Fund  

US$151,924 
Improving the Management of the  

Chychkan Gorge of Kyrgyzstan 

 

UGAM 

US$49,901 
Community Engagement in the Preservation of 

Western Tien Shan Biodiversity, Kasakhstan 

 

Youth Ecological Center 

US$19,918 
Involving Communities in Reducing Pressures on 

Tajikistan’s Khojamumin Key Biodiversity Area 

 
 

Strategic Direction 3.  
Support sustainable management  
and biodiversity conservation  
within priority corridors. 
 
Aga Khan Agency for Habitat SA in 
the Republic of Tajikistan, Tajikistan 

US$150,000 
Improved Management of the Corridor  

Connecting Zorkul Natural Reserve and  

Tajik National Park, Tajikistan 

 

American University of Central Asia 

US$149,913 
Improved Pasture Management in Chychkan, 

Toktogul and Suusamyr, Kyrgyzstan 

Strategic Direction 4.  
Engage communities of interest  
and economic sectors, including  
the private sector, in improved  
management of production landscapes 
(i.e., priority sites and corridors that  
are not formally protected). 
 

Association of Nature Conservation 
Organizations of Tajikistan 

US$124,779 
Supporting Private Sector and Community 

Conservation Co-Management in Baljuvan Key 

Biodiversity Area, Tajikistan, Phase II 

 

Shk Khantagy 

US$19,992 
Biodiversity Conservation within the Karatau 

Nature Reserve and Buffer Zone, Kazakhstan 

 

Society of Soldiers-Internationalists 
and Invalids of Tyulkubas Region 

US$19,980 
Pasture Restoration and Biodiversity Preservation 

in Kaiyrshakty, Kazakhstan  

Tabigat Republican Association  
of Hunting Communities and Farms 

US$150,006 
Sustainable Tourism in the Dzungaria Corridor  

of Kazakhstan 

 

Union of Photojournalists  
(Soyuz Fotozhurnalistov) 

US$133,803 
Promotion of Ecotourism to Key Biodiversity 

Areas in Kyrgyzstan 

Wildlife Conservation Society 

US$30,000 
Private Sector and Community Conservation 

Co-Management in Baljuvan Key Biodiversity 

Area, Phase II, Tajikistan 

 

Strategic Direction 5. 
Enhance civil society capacity for 
effective conservation action. 
 

Global Forest Coalition 

US$150,600 
Strengthening Conservation of Key Biodiversity 

Areas in Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan 

 

 

TROPICAL ANDES  

 

BirdLife International 

US$3,000 
Validation and Database Management of  

Updated Key Biodiversity Areas in the  

Tropical Andes Hotspot 

  

Strategic Direction 1.  
Strengthen protection and  
management of 52 priority KBAs 
to foster participatory governance, 
green recovery from COVID-19, climate 
change resilience, species conservation, 
and financial sustainability. 
 

Consejo Regional T’simane  
Mosetenes Pilon Lajas 

US$126,549 
Implementing the Pilón Lajas Management  

and Indigenous Life Plan, Bolivia 

 

Unidad Indígena del Pueblo Awá 
(UNIPA) 

US$119,716 
Conserving the Territory of the Awa People, 

Colombia and Ecuador 

Desert wheatear (Oenanthe deserti),  
Kazakhstan. © O. Langrand

Strategic Direction 3.  
Safeguard priority globally  
threatened species. 
 

Fundación para el Desarrollo  
de la Ecología (FUNDECO) 

US$51,127 
Action Plan Preparation to Conserve Amphibian 

Trigger Species in Pilón Lajas Key Biodiversity 

Area, Bolivia 

 

 

Strategic Direction 5.  
Provide strategic leadership and  
effective coordination of CEPF  
investment through a regional  
implementation team (RIT). 
 

Profonanpe 

US$570,000 
Regional Implementation Team in the Hotspot of 

the Tropical Andes for Bolivia, Colombia and Peru, 

Phase III 

 

 

WALLACEA  
 

Strategic Direction 1.  
Address threats to high-priority species. 
 

Coral Triangle Center Foundation 

US$131,981 
Empowering Communities for Dugong  

Conservation in the Lease Islands, Indonesia 

 

Yayasan Penyu Indonesia 

US$71,743 
Reduce Trade of Turtle Shell Products in  

Central Sulawesi, Indonesia 

 

Strategic Direction 2.  
Improve management of sites  
(KBAs) with and without official  
protection status. 

Sulawesi Community Foundation 

US$32,225 
Diversification of Small-Scale Fishery Products  

in the Sabalana Islands of Indonesia 

 

Yayasan Rekam Jejak  
Alam Nusantara 

US$38,264 
Improved Fisheries Management in the  

Pangkajane Islands of Indonesia 

 

Yayasan Romang  
Celebes Indonesia 

US$18,615 
Promoting Sustainable Sea Cucumber Harvest  

in the Pangkajane Islands, Indonesia 

 

Strategic Direction 3.  
Support sustainable natural resource 
management by communities in  
priority sites and corridors. 
 

Karsa Institute 

US$32,491 
Improved Demersal Fishery Management in 

Kabalutan, Togean Islands, Indonesia 

 

Lembaga Maritim Nusantara  

US$36,317 
Small-Scale Fishery and Reef Management in 

Banggai Laut, Indonesia 

 

Perkumpulan Sanggar Seni Lokal 
dan Pengiat Media Rakyat 

US$17,913 
Improved Mangrove Management in  

Peleng Banggai, Indonesia 

Yayasan Kompas Peduli Hutan 

US$26,550 
Improved Fishery Governance in the  

Banggai Islands of Indonesia 

Yayasan Sauwa Sejahtera 

US$18,307 
Indigenous Peoples Engagement in Coastal  

Resource Management in Negeri Waai, Indonesia 

Strategic Direction 4.  
Strengthen community-based action  
to protect marine species and sites.
 

Baileo  

US$49,975 
Building on Traditional Knowledge for  

Improved Management of Small-Scale Fisheries  

in Maluku, Indonesia 

 

KKT TOUNA 

US$12,857 
Small-Scale Fisheries Management in  

Taupan Island, Indonesia 

 

Lembaga Partisipasi  
Pembangunan Masyarakat 

US$69,999 
Sustainable Small-Scale Fisheries Management on 

Small Islands in West Seram, Indonesia, Phase II 

 

Manengkel Solidaritas  

US$70,149 
Improving Marine Protected Areas and  

Sustainable Fisheries Management in  

North Sulawesi, Indonesia, Phase II 

 

Yayasan Ekonomi Keanekaragaman 
Hayati Laut Indonesia  

US$11,466 
Zero Bycatch Fishing Promotion and  

Improved Mangrove Management in the  

Sabalana Islands, Indonesia 

 

Yayasan Konservasi Laut Indonesia  

US$63,102 
Community-based Conservation Program  

for Octopus Fisheries in South Sulawesi,  

Indonesia, Phase II 

 

Yayasan Pengembangan dan  
Pemberdayaan Masyarakat 

US$18,291 
Fisheries Value Chain Enhancement on  

Haruku Island, Maluku, Indonesia 
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F IN A N C I A L    S U M M A R Y

CEPF  awarded US$13.6 million in new grants during the 
2022 fiscal year of 1 July 2021 to 30 June 2022, bringing  
the amount it has invested in conserving critical ecosystems 
since 2000 to US$282 million.  
 CEPF signed a new grant agreement for US$13.9 million 
with the World Bank, using funds provided by the Government 
of Japan to support civil society organizations involved in the 
conservation of biodiversity in the Caribbean Islands Hotspot. 
The fund also received €7 million through a grant agreement with 
the German Government via KfW Development Bank to protect 
biodiversity in the Tropical Andes of Ecuador. The funds  
complement the ongoing US$7.5 million investment in the 
Tropical Andes.   
 The fund also ramped up activity through its new  
investment in the Madagascar and the Indian Ocean Islands 
Biodiversity Hotspot, as it began receiving funds from  
the US$38 million agreement with l’Agence Française de  
Développement as the Accredited Entity of the Green Climate 
Fund for the project titled “Ecosystem-Based Adaptation in  
the Indian Ocean.” Elsewhere, CEPF began a new investment  
in Wallacea, with the Nimick Forbesway Foundation signing 
a funding agreement for US$200,000, and the Bloomberg 
Vibrant Oceans Initiative increasing its grant award from 
US$700,000 to US$800,000. 
 Grant-making also continued during the fiscal year in  
the Cerrado, Guinean Forests of West Africa, Indo-Burma, 
Mediterranean Basin and Mountains of Central Asia hotspots. 
The investment in the East Melanesian Islands Biodiversity 
Hotspot was completed during the fiscal year. 

G R A N T S

Inception Through 
30 June 2022

Africa

Asia 

South America

Paci�c Islands

Europe

Central America

Carribbean

29%

22%

16%

15%

10%

5%

4%

Caribbean

Africa

Europe

Asia 

South America

Paci
c Islands

24%

22%

20%

18%

10%

5%

Awarded in  
Fiscal  Year 2022

Local

International

64%

36%

Awarded in  
Fiscal  Year 2022

Butterfly, Bantimurung-Bulusaraung National Park, Sulawesi, Indonesia. 
© O. Langrand 

  CEPF Statem
ent of Activity

Revenue FY22) Cumulative

Grants and contributions 59,900,000) 415,746,378 ) 
Gain (loss) in foreign exchange (503,006) (2,358,959)
Interest earned 7,689) 3,451,154 )  

TOTAL REVENUE 59,404,682) 416,838,572) 

Grants by funding region* FY21) Cumulative)

Atlantic Forest 10,010,403 )  
Cape Floristic Region 7,551,147 ) 
Caribbean Islands 6,873,205) 
Caribbean Islands II 3,283,001) 3,283,001) 
Caucasus 9,288,219)
Cerrado 161,491 ) 8,043,370) 
East Melanesian Islands 88,714 ) 8,701,319 )  
Eastern Afromontane 11,974,727 )  
Eastern Arc Mountains & Coastal Forests 8,789,550)  
Eastern Himalayas 4,882,859) 
Guinean Forests of West Africa 8,072,696)  
Guinean Forests of West Africa II 554,213 ) 10,196,572 )  
Indo-Burma 9,656,797) 
Indo-Burma II (2,426) 15,436,022)  
Indo-Burma III 2,520,975) 8,162,375 )  
Madagascar 5,555,602)  
Madagascar & the Indian Ocean Islands 195,672 )  12,278,655 )  
Madagascar & the Indian Ocean Islands II 2,299,826)  2,299,826)  
Maputaland-Pondoland-Albany 6,646,749) 
Mediterranean Basin ) 10,600,744) 
Mediterranean Basin II 683,671 ) 12,241,523 )  
Mountains of Central Asia 1,987,404 ) 5,388,699)
Mountains of Southwest China 7,886,147 )
Multiple Hotspots (16,844) 482,720)  
Northern Mesoamerica 7,079,430)  
Philippines 6,970,399)  
Polynesia-Micronesia 6,828,576) 
Southern Mesoamerica 7,046,928)
Succulent Karoo 9,220,999)  
Sundaland 9,901,465) 
Tropical Andes 8,287,386) 
Tropical Andes II (218,200) 9,404,673) 
Tropical Andes III 1,443,869 ) 1,443,869 ) 
Tumbes-Chocó-Magdalena 6,797,978)  
Wallacea  6,689,843)  
Wallacea II 639,088) 1,931,724 )
Western Ghats & Sri Lanka 6,055,069)

TOTAL GRANTS 13,620,454 ) 281,961,266) 

Ecosystem profile preparation 202,499) 12,086,510 ) 
Use of interest: External evaluations, audit and special projects 32,678) 3,341,225 )  
Operations 3,503,861 ) 57,538,131 ) 

TOTAL OTHER EXPENSES 3,739,039) 72,965,866)

TOTAL EXPENSES AND GRANTS AWARDED 17,359,493 ) 354,927,133) 

Revenue less expenses 42,045,190) 61,911,440 )  
Fund balance at beginning of period 18,488,746 )
Fund balance at end of period 60,533,936) 

Cash and interest accrued, net of amount due to/from CI   14,880,199 )  
Accounts receivable   64,033,273) 
Grants payable (18,379,535)
Fund balance at end of period (fully earmarked for investments)   60,533,936) 

Expenses and Grants Awarded

Fund Balance at End of Period Consisted of:

*Grant expenses include new grant awards in the current fiscal year. Negative amounts represent deobligations.
 Adjustment may be included in current fiscal year from prior-year cumulative.
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!Khwa Ttu
“Gakhir” Charitable Organization
3S Rivers Protection Network
A 
A Rocha Ghana
A. P. Leventis Ornithological  

Research Institute
Aaranyak
Acção para o Desenvolvimento 

Agropecuário e Protecção do 
Ambiente (ADAPPA)

Acharya, Pushpa Raj
ACT India Foundation
Action Ceinture Verte pour  

l’Environnement
Action for Community Organization, 

Rehabilitation and Development
Action for Development (AFD)
Action for Environmental Sustainability
ActionAid
Active Youth Community Initiative
Actor Wildlife & Ecosystem Conservation 

Action Nationalwide ( WECAN)
Adams, Agnes
Adams, Robin
Adams, Trevor
Adansonia Consulting
ADDICT.COM, Agence de communication
Addis Ababa University
Additive Adventure
Adonis, Andries
AfriBugs CC
Africa Conservation Fund
Africa Environmental News Service
Africa Insights
Africa, Henry
African Butterfly Research Institute
African Conservation Trust
African Rainforest Conservancy
African Research Association Limited 

by Guarantee
African Safari Lodge Foundation
African Wildlife Foundation
Afrique Nature International
Afya na Maendeleo Self Help Group
Agency for Sustainable Development 

Altus Mostar
Agjencia Joniane e Mjedisit,  

Medias, Informacionit
Agoo, Esperanza Maribel G.
AGORO Centre for Intercultural 

Learning and Talent Development
Agricultural and Forestry Research 

and Development Center for 
Northern Mountainous Region  
of Vietnam

Agricultural Research Council and 
Range and Forage Institute

Agri-Kameelkrans Farmers Union
Agro-Environmental & Economic 

Management-Center (AEEM-Center)
Agro-Meslehet Non-Governmental 

Organization
Agzybir Hereket
Ahmed Yehia Ali
Ajemalebu Self Help
Akatov, Valeriy
Alas Indonesia
Albanian Ornithological Society
Albanian Society for Protection of 

Birds and Mammals
Albanian Society for the Protection of 

Birds & Wild Fauna (Mammals)
Albertine Rift Conservation Society 
Albuquerque, Jorge Luiz
Algeria Community
Alhayat Organization to Protect 

Wildlife and Marine Organisms
Aliansi Jurnalis Independen (AJI)  

kota Gorontalo
Alianza para la Conservación y  

el Desarrollo
Alianza para las Àreas Silvestres
Alicat Tours
Alisei
All Out Africa
Allan, Tamryn
Alliance of Rural Communities
Almeida, Afrânio Silva
Al-Shouf Cedar Society
AMAN Maluku Utara
AMAN Sinjai
Amanagua
Amani Nature Reserve
Amar Caparó
Amauri Range Post Level FECOFUN
Amazon Conservation Association
Ambiental 44 Informação e Projetos 

em Biodiversidade Ltda
American Bird Conservancy
American College of Traditional 

Chinese Medicine
American Museum of Natural History
American University of Beirut
American University of Central Asia

Amigos del Museo de Historia Natural 
Noel Kempff Mercado

Amil, Celso Miguez
Amjad and Majdi Salameh Company 

(Enviromatics)
Amorim, Valmor
Anand, Gazmer
Anand, M.O.
Anciens Etudiants en Didactique et 

Communication en Sciences/Action 
(AED/Action)

Andaman Organization for Participatory 
Restoration of National Resources

Aneri Vlok
Angkor Center for Conservation  

of Biodiversity
Anglia Ruskin University
Angweng Reincarnated Buddha
An-Najah National University
Ano & Vano Union NGO
Another Way Trust
Anti Illegal Logging Institute
Antique Outdoors Inc.
Appel, Alliston
Appel, Beverly
Appels, Andrew
Applied Environmental  

Research Foundation
Aquamedia Fund
Arabuko Sokoke Guides Association
Arboretum d’Antsokay
Arche aux Plantes 
Archipelagos-ambiente e sviluppo
Arid Zone Ecology Forum
Arizona State University
Armenian Assembly of America, Inc.
Armenian Forests NGO
Armenian National Academy of 

Sciences, Institute of Zoology
Armenian Nature Protectors Union
Armenian Society for the  

Protection of Birds
Armenian Tourism Association
Arnavon Community Marine  

Conservation Association
Arnold Arboretum of  

Harvard University
Arts, Sciences and Technology 

University in Lebanon
Arulagam
ASEAN Focus Group Pty. Ltd.
Ashoka Trust for Research in Ecology 

and the Environment
Asia Biodiversity Conservation Trust
Asian Arks
Asian Nature Conservation Foundation
Asity Madagascar
Asociación Agricultura Ecológica 
Asociación Balam para la Conservación 

de los Recursos Naturales y 
Culturales Integrados

Asociacion Beyond Light  
(The Living Med)

Asociación Boliviana para la 
Investigación y Conservación de 
Ecosistemas Andino Amazónicos 
(ACEAA)

Asociación Caritas Madre de Dios
Asociación Centro de Acción 

Legal-Ambiental y Social  
de Guatemala

Asociación Civil Armonía
Asociación Comercial y Agropecuaria 

de Chiriquì Grande
Asociación de Agricultura Ecológica 

del Perú para la Conservación  
del Medio Ambiente de la  
Amazonia Peruana

Asociación de Amigos y Vecinos de  
la Costa y la Naturaleza

Asociación de Cabildos Indígenas del 
Pueblo Awá del Putumayo (ACIPAP)

Asociación de Desarrollo y Promoción 
Humana de la Costa Atlántica

Asociación de Ecosistemas Andinos
Asociación de Moradores La Torre de 

Uso Sostenible y Ecoturismo
Asociación de Organizaciones del 

Corredor Biológico Talamanca Caribe
Asociación de Practicantes de 

Medicina Tradicional Naso
Asociación de productores  

agroecologicos del municipio 
de San José del Palmar-Choco 
(ASOPALMAR)

Asociación de Profesionales y 
Técnicos Ngöbe Bugle

Asociación de Reservas Naturales 
Privadas de Guatemala

Asociación de Shiringueros  
Sector Alerta

Asociación de Turismo de Tres Colinas
Asociación Económica de Productores 

y Acopiadores de Cacao
Asociación Ecuatoriana de Ecoturismo

Asociación Isuyama Bajo Tambopata
Asociación IXACAVAA de Desarrollo e 

Información Indígena
Asociación Mejorando al Desarrollo 

Rural de la Region a Traves de la 
Conservación de la Vida Silvestre 
(formerly Asociación Meralvis)

Asociación Nacional para la  
Conservación de la Naturaleza

Asociación para el Desarrollo de  
San José de Ocoa (ADESJO)

Asociación para el Desarrollo 
Económico y Social del Agro 

Asociación para el Estudio y 
Conservación de las Aves Acuáticas 
en Colombia

Asociación para la Conservación de la 
Cuenca Amazónica

Asociación para la Conservación, 
Investigación de la Biodiversidad y 
el Desarrollo Sustentable

Asociación para la Investigación y 
Desarrollo Integral 

Asociación Peruana para la  
Conservación de la Naturaleza 
(APECO)

Asociación Red Colombiana de Reservas 
Naturales de la Sociedad Civil

Asociación Trópico Verde/ 
ParksWatch Guatemala

ASODUENDE
Assis, Darnício
Assoc d’Intervention pour le Develop 

et L’Environement (AIDE)
Associação Amigos de Iracambi
Associação Amigos do Museu Nacional
Associação Baiana para Conservação 

dos Recursos Naturais
Associação Bombeiros Voluntários
Associação Civil Muriqui de  

Desenvolvimento Sustentável
Associação Comunitária Alternativa
Associação Cunhambebe
Associação de Apoio à Escola do 

Colégio Estadual José Martins 
da Costa

Associação de Certificação de Produtos 
Orgânicos do Espírito Santo

Associação de Cultura e  
Educação Ambiental

Associação de Defesa da Lagoa  
de Araruama

Associação de Defesa do Meio Ambiente
Associação de Estudos Costeiros e 

Marinhos dos Abrolhos
Associação de Fomento Turístico e 

Desenvolvimento Sustentável
Associação de Moradores do Marimbu, 

Santo Antônio e Rio Negro
Associação de Pescadores e Amigos 

do Rio Paraíba do Sul
Associação de Programas em 

Tecnologias Alternativas
Associação de Proprietários de 

Reservas Particulares da Bahia
Associação de Proprietários de 

Reservas Particulares do Patrimônio 
Natural (RPPN) do Mato Grosso do 
Sul – REPAMS 

Associação de Proprietários em 
Reserva Ibirapitanga

Associação de Proteção Ambiental do 
Vale e da Serra das Garcias

Associação do Patrimônio Natural
Associação dos Agricultores  

Familiares de Alto Santa Maria,  
Rio Lamego e Barra do Rio Claro

Associação dos Amigos do Rio 
Piraquê-Açu em Defesa da Natureza 
e do Meio Ambiente

Associação dos Moradores do Vale do 
Rio do Braço/Santana

Associação dos Pequenos Produtores 
Rurais de Aruanda

Associação dos Pequenos Produtores 
Rurais Quilombolas de Onça e 
Adjacências (ONÇA)

Associação Dos Pescadores e Amigos 
Do Rio Paraiba Do Sul

Associação dos Proprietários de 
Reservas Particulares do  
Estado da Bahia

Associação dos Proprietários de RPPN 
e Reservas Privadas de Minas Gerais

Associação Flora Brasil
Associação Hanaiti Yomomo
Associacao KUWUKA -  

Juventude Desenvolvimento e 
Advocacia Ambiental 

Associação Lantuna
Associação Macambira de  

Reservas Privadas
Associação Mico-Leão-Dourado
Associação Mineira de Defesa do 

Ambiente (AMDA)

Associação para a Conservação das 
Aves do Brasil

Associação para a Gestão Socioambiental 
do Triângulo Mineiro

Associação para a Proteção da Mata 
Atlântica do Nordeste - AMANE

Associação Patrimônio Natural - APN
Associação Pedagógica Dendê da Serra
Associação pelo Meio Ambiente de 

Juiz de Fora
Associação Plantas do Nordeste
Associação Programa Tatô 
Associação Projecto Vitó
Associação Projetos Biodiversidade
Associação Pró-Melhoramento 

Ambiental da Região do Caparaó
Associação Protetora da Infância 

Província Paraná
Associação Quilombo Kalunga
Associação Rede Rio São Bartolomeu 

de Mútua Cooperação
Associação Super Eco de Integração 

Ambiental e Desenvolvimento 
da Criança

Associação Vila-Velhense de  
Proteção Ambiental

Associação Xavante de Etenhiritipá
Association “Synapse”
Association “Zekari”
Association 2 Mains
Association BBD
Association Burundaise Pour la 

Protection de la Nature
Association Burundaise Pour la 

Protection des Oiseaux
Association Club Vintsy Ankomba
Association de Citoyenneté et de 

Développement Durable (AC2D)
Association de Gestion Intégrée des 

Ressources  (AGIR)
Association de la Continuité  

des Générations
Association de la protection de 

la nature et de l’environnement 
de Korba

Association de protection de 
l’environnement Hammem Ghezaz 
(APEHG)

Association de Réflexion, d’Échanges 
et d’Actions pour L’Environnment et 
le Développement (AREA-ED)

Association des Enseignants  
des Sciences de la vie et de  
la Terre – Section Khémisset

Association des Enseignants des 
Sciences de la Vie et de la Terre 
(AESVT-MAROC)

Association des Fans de la  
Chebba (AFC)

Association des Footballeurs 
d’Antsahampano

Association des Producteurs Privés 
d’Alevins (APPA)

Association des Volontaires pour la 
Transmission vers le Développement 
Durable (AVT2D)

Association du Réseau des Systèmes 
d’Information (ARSIE)

Association Economics for Coral Reef 
Ecosystems (ECRE) – Bluefiance

Association Fanamby
Association Femmes Entrepreneurs 

Environnement Mahajanga (FEEM)
Association Fikambanan’ny Tantsaha 

Miara-Mizotra Antsahampano
Association Fikambanana Miaro 

Kijaha sy Alan’I Bobankora
Association Flora and Fauna—Georgia
Association for Active Tourism Explorer 

2018 Ohrid – Macedonia
Association for Community  

Development (LUPA)
Association for Community Training 

and Development
Association for Ecology and Tourism 

(ECOTOURISM-2016, Ohrid)
Association for Nature Protection and 

Sustainable Use “Mta-Bari”
Association for Sustainable  

Human Development
Association for the Conservation of 

Biodiversity of Kazakhstan
Association for the Protection and 

Preservation of Natural Environment 
in Albania

Association for the Protection of 
Jabal Moussa

Association Forêt Modèle Ifrane
Association Haute Moulouya pour 

l’Ecotourisme et la Protection de 
la Nature

Association Jlij pour l’Environnement 
Marin (AJEM)

Association Les Amis de Capte Tunisie 
Association Les Amis des Oiseaux

Association les Amis des Oiseaux 
Cap Bon

Association les Amis des Oiseaux 
Section de Sfax

Association Marocaine pour  
l’Ecotourisme et la Protection  
de la Nature 

Association Nationale d’Actions 
Environnementales (ANAE)

Association Nationale de Développement 
Durable et de la Conservation de la 
Vie Sauvage

Association Naturalistes, Environnement 
et Patrimoine de Mayotte

Association of Awá Traditional 
Authorities and Indigenous People

Association of Ecology and Tourism
Association of Environmental 

Lawyers of Liberia
Association of Friends of  

Nature “Tskhratskharo”
Association of Journalists and  

the Society
Association of Natural Reserves and 

National Parks of the Caucasus
Association of Nature Conservation 

Organizations of Tajikistan (ANCOT)
Association of Scientists-Ecologists— 

“Caucasian Eco-House”
Association of Social Economic Research
Association pour la Conservation de la 

Nature au Rwanda
Association pour la Gestion Intégrée 

et Durable de l’Environnement
Association pour la Promotion des 

Etudes d’Impacts Environnementaux 
au Rwanda

Association pour la Sauvegarde du 
Patrimoine Ecologique et Naturel 
du Cap Bon

Association Promotion des Femmes 
Rurales de Wilaya de Skikda

Association RENIALA
Association Rwandaise des Ecologistes
Association Sidi Bouzitoun
Association TAFITA
Association TANJONA
Association TOSIKA (Tontolo Sy Kajy)
Association Tsimoka
Association Tunisienne de  

Développement Durable:  
La Recherche en Action

Association Tunisienne de la  
Vie Sauvage

Association Tunisienne de Taxonomie
Association Tunisienne des  

Ingénieurs Agronomes 
Association Vahatra
Association Vehivavy TAMIA 

Mivoatse - VTM
Association Wafa de Oued Bared pour 

l’environnement et le patrimoine
Associazione Volontari per il  

Servizio Internazionale
Auckland UniServices Limited
Augustus, Delricia
Auristela Toledo de Villafuerte
Aurora Resource Development 

Initiatives Association Inc.
Aus Community Conservation Trust
Australian Volunteers International
Aves Pronaturaleza
Aves y Conservación
Ayuda para Vida Silvestre Amenazada 

Sociedad Zoológica de Fráncfort 
Perú (AVISA SZF PERU)

Azerbaijan Center for Biodiversity
Azerbaijan Ornithological Society
Azerbaijan Society of Zoologists
B
Baatjies, Michelle
Bab Assalam Women’s Cooperative
Babaomby Nature Conservation
Baboo Ram Gurung
Bac Lieu University
Bachan, Amitha
Badan Perencanaan Pembangunan 

Daerah, Lampung Barat
Badaró, Marama de Mello
BADO Association for Environment
Bahamas National Trust
Bahir Dar University
Baileo Maluku Foundation
Bailey, Roger
Baimaxueshan National Nature 

Reserve Management Office
Baiposhan Nature Reserve
Baiyu Monastery
Balang Institute
Balkan Foundation for  

Sustainable Development
Barabashin, Timofey
Barbary Macaque Conservation in  

the Rif Mountains
Barbeiro, Heródoto

Barboza, Enoc dos Reis
Baricho Youth Group
Barkinkhoev, Boris
Barkinkhoev, Murad
Barkinkhoeva, Lousa
Barkinkhoeva, Rosa
Barnett, Mandy
Barodien, Glynnis
Barrie, Abdulai
Baru Conservation Alliance
Bat Conservation International
Baviaans Conservancy
Baviaanskloof Nature Awareness Group
Becker, Vitor Osmar
Bees for Development Ethiopia
Behr, Walter
Beihai Citizen Volunteer Association
Beijing Forestry University
Beijing Normal University
Beijing Shanmo Investment 

Consultancy Co.
Beijing Shanshui Conservation Center
Bekker, Karin
Belau Cares
Belau National Museum
Belik, Victor
Belize Association of Private 

Protected Areas
Belize Foundation for Research and 

Environmental Education
Belize Tropical Forest Studies
Benetti, Amilcar
Bengjinmeiduo Women’s Group
Benny, John
Benzilan Village
Berbert, Henrique
Besten, Sheila
Bethlehem University
Bhat, Ganapati
Bidadari Halmahera
Biflores – Conservação da Biodiversidade
Bigger Picture TV Production CC
Binhi Sang Kausawagan Foundation Inc.
BIO.LOG (Udruženje za biološka 

istraživanja i zaštitu prirode)
Biodiversa Corporation
Biodiversité-Environnement et 

Développement Durable (BEDD)
Biodiversity and Environment 

Research Centre
Biodiversity and Landscape  

Conservation Union
Biodiversity and Nature  

Conservation Association
Biodiversity Conservation Center
Biodiversity Conservation Fund  

of Kazakhstan
Biodiversity Conservation Madagascar
Biodiversity Institute of  

Kansas University
Biodiversity Inventory for Conservation
Biodiversity Inventory for  

Conservation (BINCO)
Biodiversity Preservation Centre
Biogen
Biome Conservation Foundation
BioResource Conservation Trust for 

the Philippines Inc.
BIOS.CV – Association for the 

Conservation of the Environment 
and Sustainable Development

Biosfera 1
Bird Conservation Nepal
Bird Conservation Society of  

Thailand (BCST)
BirdLife International
BirdLife International  

Cambodia Programme
BirdLife South Africa
BirdLife Zimbabwe
BirdWatch Zambia
Bishop Museum
Bitterfontein Traditional Dancers
Black Sea Eco Academy
Blagovidov, Aleksei
Blanchard, Ryan
Blankenberg, George
Blue Ventures Conservation
Bluefields Indian and  

Caribbean University
Blumeris, Hilton
Bomani Women Group
Bombay Natural History Society
Booth, Pam
Booyse, Pieter Eric
Booysen, Dennis
Border Rural Committee
Botanic Gardens  

Conservation International
Botanical Society of South Africa
Botha, Pierre
Boyana, Nondumiso Faith
Branch of Non-commercial Organization 

Aga Khan Agency for Habitat SA in 
the Republic of Tajikistan
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Bratkov, Vitalii
BRCC
Breganza, Edwin
Briel, Philip
Bring the Elephant Home Foundation
Brink, William
Bristol, Clifton and West of England 

Zoological Society Ltd. 
Brown Hyena Research Project
Bucol, Abner
Buddhist Association for  

Environmental Development
Bugu-Enye
Bukreev, Sergey
Burger, Elzanne
Burrows, Hendrik Jakobus
Burrows, Jannie
Burundi Nature Action
Burung Indonesia
Buthelezi, Siyabonga
Buzurtanova, Aza
C
CAB International
Cabildo Mayor Awá de  

Ricaurte (CAMAWARI)
Cabinet Sami Ben Haj 
Cagayan Valley Partners in  

People Development
Calbitz Holdings
California Academy of  

Sciences Madagascar
Calil, Nelson Antonio
Cámara Nacional de la Producción  

y el Emprendimiento
Cambodia Indigenous  

Youth Association
Cambodian Centre for Agricultural 

Research and Development
Cambodian Community Development
Cambodian Institute for Research and 

Rural Development (CIRD)
Cambodian Organization for  

Women Support
Cambodian Rural Development Team
Cambria, Patensi 
Cameroon Gender and  

Environment Watch
Caminhos de Cunha Centro de 

Fomento Social e Cidadania
Canal Studio Association
Canongia, Paulo Marcio Goulart
Capacity Building and  

Leadership Institute 
Cape Leopard Trust
Cape West Coast Biosphere  

Reserve Company
CAPESTORM Outdoor Apparel 

Pty. Ltd.
Cardoso, Luis Nelson Faria
Care Earth Trust
CARE International
Caribbean Coastal Area Management 

Foundation (CCAM)
Caribbean Natural Resources  

Institute (CANARI)
Caribbean Wildlife Alliance
Caribsave Partnership
Cáritas del Perú
Carlse, Alberto Frederick
Carlse, Carol Leigh
Carolus, Berenice
Carolusberg Garden of Hope
Carrick, Peter
Castro, Aristides de Oliveira
CATA Communal Property Association
Caucasian Endemics Research Centre
Caucasus Center for  

Ethological Research
Caucasus Environmental  

NGO Network
Caucasus Nature Fund
Caucasus Wild Plants  

Certification Centre
Cebu Biodiversity Conservation 

Foundation Inc.
Cecchi, Susie Lee
Cedars for Care
Cedarville Conservancy
Centar za krš i speleologiju
Centar za Zivotnu Sredinu / Center  

for Environment
Center for Biodiversity and  

Indigenous Knowledge
Center for Civil Initiatives (LEADER)
Center for Environmental Research 

and Information
Center for Karst and Speleology
Center for Large  

Landscape Conservation
Center for Legal Assistance to 

Pollution Victims 
Center for Mountainous Resources 

and Environment
Center for Nature Conservation and 

Development (CCD)

Center for People and Nature 
Reconciliation (PanNature)

Center for Protection and Research of 
Birds of Montenegro (CZIP)

Center for Russian Nature Conservation
Center for Social, Economic and 

Environment Development
Center for Water Resources  

Conservation and Development
Central de Pueblos Indigenas de 

La Paz
Central Mindanao University
Centre d ’Etudes, Formation,  

Conseils et Audits
Centre de Développement de la 

Région de Tensift
Centre Ecologique de Libanona
Centre for Climate Change, Natural 

Resources and Energy University 
Donja Gorica

Centre for Environment and  
Community Assets Development

Centre for Environment and  
Development (CED)

Centre for Environmental Education
Centre for Environmental Law and 

Community Rights Inc.
Centre for Forest Studies and 

Consulting (Albaforest)
Centre for International  

Forestry Research
Centre for Natural Resources and 

Environmental Studies
Centre for Plant Conservation
Centre for Policy and Law, Yunnan 

Forestry Bureau
Centre for Protection of Natural and 

Cultural Heritage
Centre for Supporting  

Green Development
Centre for Sustainable Water Resources 

Development and Adaptation to 
Climate Change (CEWAREC)

Centre for Wildlife Studies
Centre National de Formation, 

d’Etudes et de Recherce en 
Environnement et Foresterie 
(CNFEREF)

Centre National de Recherches sur 
l’Environnement (CNRE)

Centre National des Sciences 
Halieutiques de Boussoura

Centre of Economics and Ethics for 
Environment and Development in 
Madagascar (C3EDM)

Centre Suisse de Recherches  
Scientifiques en Côte d’Ivoire (CSRS)

Centro Agronómico Tropical de 
Investigación y Enseñanza

Centro Awá Pambilar
Centro Científico Tropical
Centro Comunitário Rural da Colina
Centro de Agricultura Alternativa do 

Norte de Minas (CAA)
Centro de Desenvolvimento  

Agroecológico do Cerrado
Centro de Desenvolvimento  

Agroecológico do Extremo  
Sul da Bahia Terra Viva

Centro de Desenvolvimento 
Comunitario

Centro de Desenvolvimento Sustentável 
Guaçu-Virá

Centro de Estudios en Biología Teórica 
y Aplicada

Centro de Estudios y Acción  
Social Panameño

Centro de Estudos e Pesquisas para 
o Desenvolvimento do Extremo 
Sul da Bahia

Centro de Estudos Ecológicos e 
Educação Ambiental

Centro de Estudos para Conservação 
da Natureza

Centro de Investigación y Estudios en 
Biodiversidad y Recursos Genéticos

Centro de Ornitología y  
Biodiversidad (CORBIDI)

Centro de Trabalho Indigenista (CTI)
Centro Euro-Mediterraneo sui 

Cambiamenti Climatici S.c.a r.l.
Centro Experimental de Asistencia 

Técnica Agropecuaria 
Centro Guatemalteco de Producción 

Más Limpia
Centro Jambatu
Centro Mexicano de Derecho Ambiental, 

Asociación Civil
Centro para el Desarrollo  

Agropecuario y Forestal, Inc. (CEDAF)
Centro para el Desarrollo del  

Indígena Amazónico
Centro para la Investigación en 

Sistemas Sostenibles de  
Producción Agropecuaria

Centro Terra Viva – Estudos e 
Advocacia Ambiental

CESVI ONLUS
Chamreourn Phal Community
Chamroen Chiet Khmer 
Channing, Alan
Chão Vivo
Chapembe Kajiweni Mikoko Group
Charitable Fund for Protection of 

Natural and Cultural Value in the 
Nature Reserves of Armenia

Charles Darwin University
Chen, Youping
Chengdu Bird Watching Society
Chengdu Institute of Biology
Chengdu Research Base of Giant 

Panda Breeding Center
Chengdu Urban Rivers Association
Chettri, Basundhara
Chikira, Hassan Senkondo
Chilikin, Vitalii
Chimpanzee Sanctuary & Wildlife 

Conservation Trust
China Exploration & Research  

Society Limited
China Institute of Water Resources 

and Hydropower Research
China Society of Territory Economics
China West Normal University
China Youth Daily–Green Island
Chinese Academy of Forestry
Chinese Academy of Sciences
Chinese Academy of Social Sciences
Chitsanze Falls/Cheka Cheka 

Medicinal Woodland Group
Chumchon Thai Foundation
Clanwilliam Living Landscape
Clanwilliam News Agency
Clarendon Parish Development 

Committee Benevolent Society 
Cleaver, Gail
Cleveland Zoological Society
Climate Conservation DBA Center for 

Large Landscape Conservation
Cloete, Cindy-Lee
Coalición para la Conservación de la 

Biosfera del Sureste
Coast Farm Forest Association
Coastal Oceans Research &  

Development Indian Ocean (CORDIO)
COCOBA (Community Conservation 

Bank) Tamburu
COCOBA (Community Conservation 

Bank) Tong’omba
CODE Menabe
Coelho, João Lopes
Collectif Developpement 
Collège d’Enseignement Général Daraina
Coller, Terence
COLUFIFA-Guinée
Colville, Jonathan
Comitato Internazionale per lo 

Sviluppo dei Popoli
Commanditaire Vennootschop Way 

Mengaku Indah
Community Aid for Rehabilitation  

and Development
Community and Biodiversity 

Conservation Research Center of 
Lanzhou University

Community Assistance In Development
Community Development Action
Community Development  

Resource Association
Community Economic Development 
Community Observer Association
Community Organisation  

Resource Center
Community Resource Improvement 

for Development
Community Wildlife Conservation (CWC)
ComNet Mekhong 
Company for Applied Research and 

Permanent Education in Agriculture
Comunidad Nativa de Infierno
Concerned Environmentalists for the 

Enhancement of Biodiversity
Confederation Regionale des  

Organisations du Sud-Est 
Conrado, Maria da Conceição Carvalho
Consejo Interinstitucional para el 

Desarollo de Constanza, Inc. (CIDC) 
Consejo Regional Tsimane Mosetén 
Consejo Regional T’simane Mosetenes 

Pilon Lajas
Conservação Estratégica
Conservación ambiental y desarrollo 

en el Perú - CAMDE
Conservation Centrée sur la  

Communauté (C3)
Conservation des Espèces Marines
Conservation et Restauration des Iles 

de Polynesie Fa’a’ Api
Conservation International
Conservation Lake Tanganyika

Conservation Management Ltd.
Conservation Management Services
Conservation Society of Pohnpei
Conservation Society of Sierra Leone
Conservation Strategy Fund
Conservation Through Public Health
Conservation Trust of Puerto Rico 
Conserve Africa Foundation
Consorcio Ambiental Dominicano
Consorcio Intermunicipal Lagos 

São João
Consorcio Para el Desarrollo 

Sostenible de la Ecorregion 
Andina-Condesan

Construction Planning Office of 
Shangri-La Alpine Botanic Garden

Cook Islands Natural Heritage Trust
Cooperation Committee for Cambodia
Cooperativa Agropecuária dos  

Produtores Familiares de Niquelândia
Cooperativa AMBIO Sociedad  

Cooperativa de  
Responsabilidad Limitada

Cooperativa Central do Cerrado
Cooperativa de Agricultura Familiar 

Sustentável com Base na  
Economia Solidária

Cooperativa de Trabalho e Serviços 
Técnicos - COOSERT

Cooperativa do Produtores Orgânicos 
do Sul da Bahia

Cooperativa dos Agricultores 
Familiares e Agroextrativistas do 
Vale do Peruaçu

Cooperativa dos Agricultores  
Familiares e Agroextrativistas 
Grande Sertão Ltda

Cooperativa dos Pequenos  
Produtores Agroextrativistas  
de Pandeiros (COOPAE)

Cooperativa Regional de  
Produtores Agrissilviextrativistas 
Sertão Veredas

Cooperative for Consulting and  
Supporting Rural Development Ha Hoa

Coral Reef Research Foundation Inc.
Coral Triangle Center Foundation
Cornell University
Corporacion Ecopar
Corporación Microempresarial Yunguilla
Corporación Oro Verde
Corporación para la Gestión  

Ambiental Biodiversa
Corporación para la Investigación, 

Capacitación y Apoyo Técnico 
para el Manejo Sustentable de los 
Ecosistemas Tropicales

Corporación Serraniagua
Correa, Angelo Pio Mendes Jr.
Costa Rican Amphibian Research Center
Council for Scientific and  

Industrial Research
Counterpart International
Country Office of the Regional Ecological 

Center of Central Asia (CAREC)
Cowling, Shirley Pierce
Craft South Africa
Cranes Conservation Volunteers
Crescente Fértil
Crnogorsko Društvo Ekologa  

(Montenegrin Ecologists Society)
CROSE
Cross River State Environment and 

Carbon Emission Board
Crouse, Annelize
CSF-Brasil
Culture and Environment  

Preservation Association
Cumming, Tracey
Cuochi Wild Yak Conservation 

Association
Cupido, Christopher
Current Conservation Community 

Interest Company
Curry, Neil
Curtis, Odette
CWPCA
D
da Silva, Irimar José
da Silva, João Emidio Lima
Dafengding Nature Reserve
Dagestan Regional Social  

Organization “Agama”
Dahari
Daleprani, Martha Penitente
Dalko Progressive Group
Damasceno, Sandra Souza
Damons, Monique
Damre Fishery Community 
Danish Zoological Society
Daocheng Zhujie Monastery
Daraina
Dargle Conservancy
Daries, Joan
Darjeeling Ladenla Road Prerna

Darmanto
Das, K.S. Anoop
David Butler Associates Ltd.
Davids, Deon
Davids, John
Davies, Sian
Day Ku Aphiwat
De Jaar, Jan
de Jong, Yvonne
De Kock, Gary
De Leon, Josefina L.
de Lima, Luci Ramos
de Lima, Sérgio
de Nora, Gustavo Henrique Martins
de Rincquesen, Isa
De Rust, Koppie
de Santana, Eduardo Augusto Alves
de Souza, Max Carmo
Delahunt, Kerry Jo
Deqin Community  

Co-management Association
Derecho, Ambiente y Recursos Naturales
Desmet, Philip
Deutsches Primatenzentrum
Development & Biodiversity  

Conservation Action for Madagascar
Development Bank of Southern Africa
Development Concern (DEVCON)
Development Impact
Développement Pour Tous 
Deyang Wildlife Conservation Association
Dhamala, Man Kumar
Diamond Village Community  

Heritage Organisation 
Difaf SAL
Dimalibot-Concepcion, Judeline M.
Dimas, Jennifer C.
Dingani, July
Dinkevich, Mikhail
Dispersors
Dispute Resolution Foundation (DRF)
Djogo, Antonius
Doğa Derneği
Dolphin Foundation
Dolphin Head Local Forestry  

Management Committee (LFMC) 
Dorji, Rinchen
Dorji, Wangchuk
Dorji, Yeshey
Douc Langur Foundation 
Driver, Amanda
Društvo za jamsko biologijo -  

Society of Cave Biology (SCB)
Društvo za opazovanje in proučevanje 

ptic Slovenije (DOPPS)
Du Toit, Dominique
Du Toit, Jeanette
Duineveld Coastal Association
Durban Botanic Gardens
Durrell Conservation Training Ltd
Durrell Wildlife Conservation Trust
Duzi-uMngeni Conservation Trust
Dzhamirzoev, Gadzhibek
E
Earth Island Institute
East Africa Natural History Society
East Africa Plant Red List Authority
East African Wild Life Society
East China Normal University
East Foundation
East West Management Institute, Inc.
Ebiil Society Inc.
Ebony Forest Ltd.
Ebrahim, Ismail
ECA Chayu Nain
ECNC Land & Sea Group Agrupación 

Europea de Interés Económico
ECO Atameken
Eco Oceania Pty. Ltd.
Eco Values for Sustainable Development
ECOA - Ecologia e Ação
EcoAfrica Environmental Consultants
Eco-Albania
Ecobiosfera El Triunfo, Sociedad Civil
Eco-Club Tapan
Ecole Supérieure des Sciences 

Agronomiques (ESSA)
Eco-Lifelihood Development 

Association Inc.
Eco-logic Consulting
Ecological Movement of Uzbekistan
Ecological Resource Center 

(EKOMAKTAB)
Ecological Solutions, Solomon Islands
Ecology and Conservation of Birds NGO
Ecolur Informative NGO
Eco-Pulse Consulting
Eco-Security Task Force of  

China Council for International 
Cooperation on Environment  
and Development

ECOSOL GIS
Ecosure Pty. Ltd.
Ecosystem Conservation and  

Community Development Initiative

Ecosystem Restoration Alliance 
Indian Ocean

Ecotourism Association  
Public Organization

ECOVOLIS
Eden District Municipality
Eden to Addo Corridor Initiative
Edenhope Foundation
Edgaonkar, Advait
Edu Ventures
Eduardo Mondlane University
Eduarte, Medaro Medel P.
Education for Nature-Vietnam  
Eendekuil Community
Eersterivier Projects Organization
Egan, Lorraine
Ehardt, Carolyn L.
El Colegio de la Frontera Sur
El Fondo Ambiental Nacional
Eland, Samuel
Elandskloof Community Association 
Eld’s Deer Community Conservation 

Group
Eldridge, Anne Claire
ElefantAsia
Ellman, Roleen
Enda Maghreb 
Endangered Wildlife Trust
Enendeni Women Group
Entrepreneurship Development 

Foundation
ENV.PRO
Enviromatics - Amjad and Majdi 

Salameh Company
Environics Trust
Environment for Life
Environment Futures Centre,  

Griffith University
Environment Learning and Teaching
Environmental & Rural Solutions 
Environmental Action Group
Environmental and Health Education 

Organisation (EHEO)
Environmental Awareness Group 

Inc. (EAG)
Environmental Camps for  

Conservation Awareness
Environmental Citizens Association 

“Front 21/42”
Environmental Conservation and 

Development Society
Environmental Defenders Office Limited
Environmental Development Group
Environmental Foundation for Africa
Environmental Foundation International
Environmental Foundation of 

Jamaica (EFJ)
Environmental Governance Institute
Environmental Law Centre “Ecolex”
Environmental Law Institute
Environmental Legal Assistance 

Center, Inc.
Environmental Monitoring Group
Environmental Organization “Grashnica”
Environmental Society “Lijepa Nasa”
Environmental Watch on the North 

West Caucasus
EnviroScience
Equals Three Communications
Equitable Tourism Options (EQUATIONS)
Ernstzen, Roy
Erzi State Reserve
Esau, Jacobus Phillipus
Escapade Tunisie
Escola Superior São Francisco de Assis
Escuela Agrícola Panamericana, 

Zamorano
Espanola, Carmela P.
ETE+ Lagune de Maâmoura
Ethiopian Wolf Conservation Programme 
Ethnobotanical Society of Nepal
Euro Caucasian Ecological Initiative 

Public Union
EuroNatur Foundation
European Herpetological Society
Exploralis
F
Facultad Latino Americana de 

Ciencias Sociales
Fakultas Kehutanan Universitas 

Hasanuddin (UNHAS)
Fan, Enyuan
Farha Ally
Farmers Associated to Conserve  

the Environment
Fato Relevante
Fauna & Flora International
Federacao dos Cafeicultores  

do Cerrado
Federación de Asociaciones  

Municipales de Bolivia
Federación de Centros Awá  

del Ecuador
Federación de Centros Chachis  

del Esmeraldas 
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Federación Nacional de Cafeteros de 
Colombia, Comité Departamental de 
Cafeteros del Valle del Cauca

Fédération des Pêcheurs pour le 
développement d’activités fédérales 
et l’amélioration de la communication 
interne et externe

Ferraz, Deise Maria Cardoso
Field Museum of Natural History
Field Researchers’ Union “Campester”
FieldWork
Fiji Nature Conservation Trust
Fikambanana Bongolava Maitso
First Philippine Conservation, Inc.
FISHBIO
Fisheries Action Coalition Team (FACT)
Fishing Cat Ecological Enterprise 

Co., Ltd.
FIVE Menabe
Florindo, Pollyane
Floris, Morris
Flower Valley Conservation Trust
Follmann, Eugênio Victor 
Fondation Biotope
Fondation Macaya pour le  

Développement Local
Fondation Nouvelle Grand’Anse
Fondation pour la Protection de la 

Biodiversité Marine
Fondation Tany Meva
Fondation Tour du Valat
Fondo Ambiental Nacional de Ecuador
Fondo de Conservación El Triunfo, 

Asociación Civil
Fondo de las Americas del Perú
Fondo Mexicano para la Conservación 

de la Naturaleza, A.C.
Fondo Patrimonio Natural
Fondo Pronaturaleza, Inc.
Fono-Rozani, Thisiwe Glory
Fontes, Flavio Diniz
Foot, Erica
Fopspeen Live Art
FORCERT - Forests for Certain; 

Forests for Life!
Forest of Hope Association
Forêts et Développement Rural 

(FODER)
Fortuin, Adrian
Forum Burundais de la Societe Civilie 

de Bassin du Nile
Forum Peduli Kawasan Mbeliling
Foster, Jodie
Foundation for Ecological Research, 

Advocacy and Learning
Foundation for Endangered Wildlife 

(Yemen)
Foundation for Integrative and 

Development Studies Inc.
Foundation for Revitalisation of Local 

Health Traditions  
Foundation for Woman Development 
Francois Leguat Ltd
Frankfurt Zoological Society
Fray, Justine
Fredericks, Marthinus
FREELAND Foundation
French Ichthyological Society
French Institute of Pondicherry
Freshwater Consulting Group
Friends for Conservation  

and Development
Friends of Die Oog
Friends of Ecosystem and  

the Environment
Friends of Nature
Friends of Nature, China
Friends of the Environment for  

Development and Sustainability Inc.
Friends of the Swart Tobie
Friends of Tokai Forest
Friends of Wildlife
Frontier-Cambodia
Fullard, Donovan
Funatura
Fund for Biodiversity Conservation  

of Armenian Highland
Fundação Arthur Bernardes 

(FUNARBE)
Fundação Biodiversitas para  

Conservação da Diversidade Biológica
Fundação Botânica Margaret Mee
Fundação Cearense de Pesquisa 

e Cultura
Fundação Ceciliano Abel de Almeida
Fundação Coordenação de Projetos, 

Pesquisas e Estudos Tecnológicos 
(COPPETEC)

Fundação de Amparo a Pesquisa e 
Extensão Universitária

Fundação de Apoio à Pesquisa da 
Universidade Federal de Goiás

Fundação de Apoio ao Desenvolvimento 
da Universidade Federal  
de Pernambuco

Fundação de Apoio da Universidade 
Federal do Rio Grande do Sul

Fundação de Apoio e Desenvolvimento 
do Ensino, Pesquisa e Extensão

Fundação de Apoio Institucional  
ao Desenvolvimento Científico  
e Tecnológico

Fundação de Desenvolvimento 
da Pesquisa, Departamento de 
Biologia Geral

Fundação de Desenvolvimento do 
Cerrado Mineiro (FUNDACCER)

Fundação de Empreendimentos 
Científicos e Tecnológicos (Finatec)

Fundação Escola Politécnica da Bahia
Fundação Maio Biodiversidade
Fundação Matutu
Fundação Neotrópica do Brasil
Fundação Príncipe
Fundação Principe Trust
Fundação Uniselva
Fundação Universitária de  

Desenvolvimento de Extensão  
e Pesquisa

Fundação ZooBotânica do Rio Grande 
do Sul

Fundación Agroecológica Cotobruseña
Fundación Altropico
Fundación Amigos del Río San Juan
Fundación Centro de Investigaciones 

del Pacifico
Fundación Centro para la Investigación 

en Sistemas Sostenibles de  
Producción Agropecuaria   

Fundación CODESPA
Fundación Corcovado Lon Willing 

Ramsey Jr.
Fundación de Defensa Ecológica
Fundación de Parques Nacionales
Fundación Defensores  

de la Naturaleza
Fundación EcoCiencia
Fundacion Ecohabitats
Fundación Ecológica Arcoiris
Fundación Ecológica Fenicia  

Defensa Natural (FEDENA)
Fundación Ecológica los Colibríes  

de Altaquer (FELCA)
Fundación ECOTOP
Fundación Ecotrópico Colombia
Fundación Ecovivero
Fundación Ecuatoriana de  

Estudios Ecológicos
Fundacion Internacional para la  

Promocion del Desarrollo Sustentable 
Futuro Latinoamericano (FFLA)

Fundación Jatun Sacha
Fundación Jocotoco
Fundación José Delio Guzmán
Fundación Kukulkan
Fundación Loma Quita Espuela (FLQE)
Fundación Natura
Fundación Natura Bolivia
Fundación Neotropica
Fundación Nicaragüense para  

la Conservación
Fundación para el Desarrollo Agrario
Fundación para el Desarrollo de 

Alternativas Comunitarias de 
Conservación del Trópico

Fundación para el Desarrollo de la 
Ecología (FUNDECO)

Fundación para el Desarrollo del Sistema 
Nacional de Áreas Protegidas

Fundación para el Desarrollo Integral 
del Corregimiento de Cerro Punta

Fundación para el Desarrollo Integral 
del Hombre y Su Entorno

Fundación para el Desarrollo Integral, 
Comunitario y Conservación de los 
Ecosistemas en Panamá

Fundación para el Desarrollo 
Sostenible

Fundación para el Desarrollo 
Sostenible de Panamá

Fundación para el Ecodesarrollo y  
la Conservación

Fundación para la Conservación de 
los Recursos Naturales y Ambiente 
en Guatemala

Fundación para la Conservación y el 
Desarrollo Sostenible 

Fundación para la Investigación y 
Conservación ProAves

Fundación Peruana para la 
Conservación de la Naturaleza 
(PRONATURALEZA) 

Fundacion Prodeci
Fundación PROFIN
Fundación Protección y Uso 

Sostenible del Medio Ambiente
Fundación Rainforest Rescue
Fundación Rio Guiza Colombia
Fundación San Marcos para el  

Desarrollo de la Ciencia y la Cultura

Fundación Servicio Ecuatoriano para la 
Conservación y el Desarrollo Sostenible

Fundación Sirua
Fundación Trópico
Fundación Universidad Nacional
Fynbos Forum
G
Gaduojuewu Conservation Society
Gama
Game Rangers Association of Africa
Ganji Tabiat
Gansu Baishuijiang National  

Nature Reserve
Gansu Forestry Technical  

Science College
Garcia, Harvey John D.
Garden Route Botanical Garden Trust
Garden Route Enviro Services
Garies Secondary School
Garman, Joy
Garuda, Sylva
Gaus Institut – Fondacija za novi 

tehnologii, inovacii i transfer  
na znaenje

Gazi Women’s Group
Gede Cultural Conservation Group
Geji Herdsmen Ecological  

Conservation Association
Geland, Christabel
Geng, Dong
Georgian Center for the Conservation 

of Wildlife
Georgian Young Naturalists Society
GeoTerra Image Pty. Ltd.
Gexigou Nature Reserve
Ghana Heritage Conservation Trust
Ghana Wildlife Society
Ghent University
Ghimirey, Yadav
Gibji Nimachow
Gizatulin, Igor
Gizo Women in Business  

Development Incorporation
Global and Local Information Partnership
Global Diversity Foundation
Global Environmental Institute
Global Forest Coalition
Global Initiative for Food Security and 

Ecosystem Preservation
Global Village Beijing
GO2 (Organizatë për Planifikim të 

Qëndrueshëm Urban)
Gobierno Municipal del Cantón San 

Lorenzo del Pailón
God for People Relief and  

Development Organisation
Goethe-Institute Tbilisi
Gogoni Conservation Initiative
Golden Rewards 1551 CC
Goldman, Tanya
Gomes, Deniz Braz Pereira
Gomes, Fernando Lessa
Gomes, João Batista de Oliveira
Gongga, Muya
Gordon, Ian
Gordon, Peter Juan
Govender, Mishelle
Governance Links Tanzania
Grand Gedeh Community  

Servant Association
Granier, Nicolas
Green Camel Association
Green Community Alliance
Green Connection
Green Earth Volunteers
Green Ground Seraidi-Annaba
Green India Trust
Green Innovation and  

Development Centre 
Green Isaka Youth Nature Group
Green Khampa
Green Kunming
Green Law Institute for Action
Green Laza Community  

Based Organization
Green Student Organizations Society
Green Watershed
Greening Economies, Environments 

and Lives in Fifteen States of West 
Africa-Sierra Leone (GREENLIFE 
Sierra Leone)

Greenomics Indonesia
Greentec Consultoria e Planejamento 

Agroflorestal e do Meio Ambiente S/S
GreenViet Biodiversity  

Conservation Center
Grenada Dove  

Conservation Programme
Grootbos Green Futures Foundation
Grootendorst, Petronella
Groupe de Recherche pour  

la Protection des Oiseaux  
au Maroc (GREPOM)

Groupe des Spécialistes des Plantes 
de Madagascar

Groupe des Spécialistes et Passionnés 
des Baobab de Madagascar

Grupo Ambiental Natureza Bela
Grupo Brasil Verde
Grupo de Agricultura  

Ecológica Kapi’xawa
Grupo de Defesa da Naturaleza
Grupo de Educação e Preservação 

Ambiental de Piracaia
Grupo de Proteção Ambiental da Serra 

da Concórdia
Grupo de Trabajo sobre Certificación 

Forestal Voluntaria en Ecuador
Grupo Ecológico Rio de Contas
Grupo Jaragua
Grupo Social Fondo Ecuatoriano 

Populorum Progressio
Grzimek’s Help for Threatened 

Wildlife, Inc
GTI – Geotehnicki Inzenering  

DOO Skopje
Gu, Xiaodong
Guangxi Biodiversity Research and 

Conservation Association
Guangxi Nanning Dipper Sports 

Culture Co. Ltd.
Guerrero, Antonio Fernandini
Guides Association
Guinée Ecologie
Gullele Botanic Garden
Gulu University
Gwele, Zwelithini
H
Habituasi
Hainan Gao 11 Culture Transmission Ltd
Hainan Hele-crab Conservation Center
Halmashauri ya Kijiji cha Njage
Han, Lianxian
Hanekom, Niklaas
Haribon Foundation for the  

Conservation of Natural Resources
Harrington, Jayne
Harrison Zoological Museum 

(Harrison Institute)
Hartmann, Ntombizanele
Hathorn, Paula
Hegde, B.L.
Hegde, Narasimha
Helme, Nick
Helping Hands for Women  

Organization (HHWO)
Hemaya Company for Environmental 

Consultancies and Services
Hen Mpoano
Hendricks, Luzann
Henn, Edith
Henry L. Stimson Center
Herbier National de Guin’ee
Hess, Harmut Herbert
Hifadhi Mazingira Na Utalii Rungwe
Hifadhi Mazingira Tingi
Highlanders Association
Hillers, Annika
Himalayan Nature
Himisa Group
Hlatywayo, Tsolofelo
Hlulani, Mawetu
Hong Kong Bird Watching Society 
Hopefarm
Horizon Nature
Horniman, Wentzel
Hotele, Ncamile
Houston Zoo, Inc.
Howard, Esther
Hrvatska Ekološka Udruga (BUNA)
Hrvatsko Društvo za Biološka 

Istraživanja (Croatian Biology 
Research Society)

Hugo, Corlie
Human Footprint
Humansdorp Tourism & Kouga 

Tourism Association
Humboldt State University Sponsored 

Programs Foundation
Humle, Tatyana
I
Identi’terre
Ihomboza Group
Iktidor
Ilam Cooperation Council
ILIRIA – Protection and  

Social & Environmental  
Development Association

IMAFLORA - Instituto de Manejo e 
Certificação Florestal e Agrícola

Impact Hub Brasilia
Imperial, Marco Antonio Gracie
Imtinen ben Haj Jilani de l’Institut 

Agronomique de Tunisie
Independent Producer Center, 

Yeni Dalga
Indian Institute of Science
Indigenous Heartland Organization
Indigo Development and Change
Indo-Myanmar Conservation

Indonesia Business Council for 
Sustainable Development

Indonesian Ecotourism Network
Inhatus
Iniciativa e Grave nё Punё –  

The Women At Work  
Initiative (TWAWI)

Initiative de Base pour la Gestion des 
Ressources Naturelles

Initiative pour le Développement, 
la Restauration Écologique et 
l’Innovation (INDRI)

Initiative pour les Petites Îles  
de Méditerranée

Inka Terra S.A./Amarumayo
Inn Chit Thu Social Development and 

Ecotourism Group
Insituto de Biologia UNAM
Institut et Observatoire de  

Géophysique d’Antananarivo (IOGA)
Institut Halieutique et des  

Sciences Marines
Institute for Adriatic Crops and  

Karst Reclamation
Institute for Entrepreneurship and 

Economic Development
Institute for Nature Conservation 

in Albania
Institute for Tropical Ecology  

and Conservation
Institute of Bio-Resources at  

Nakhchivan Division of National 
Academy of Sciences of Azerbaijan

Institute of Eastern-Himalaya  
Biodiversity Research,  
Dali University

Institute of Environment and  
Resources Conservation Law, 
Wuhan University

Institute of Environmental Economics 
and Nature Resources—“KADASTR”

Institute of Natural Resources
Institute of Nature Conservation 

in Albania 
Institute of Rural Economics, Sichuan 

Academy of Social Science
Institute of Social Sciences, Western 

Development Research Center
Institute of Zoology, Chinese 

Academy of Sciences
Instituti i Politikave Mjedisore 
Instituti për Ruajtjen e Natyrës  

në Shqipëri
Instituto Altervita
Instituto Amada Terra de  

Inclusão Social
Instituto Ambiental de  

Desenvolvimento Social  
Sustentável Biocêntrica

Instituto Ambiental Litoral Norte
Instituto Ambiental Ponto Azul
Instituto Amigos da Reserva da 

Biosfera da Mata Atlantica
Instituto Araguaia
Instituto Ariramba de Conservação 

da Natureza
Instituto Baía de Guanabara
Instituto BioAtlântica
Instituto Cerrado e Sociedade
Instituto Cerrados
Instituto Chico Mendes de  

Conservação da Biodiversidade – 
ICMBio e a Cybermind  
Comunicação Interativa

Instituto Cidade
Instituto Claravis
Instituto de Biociências – Rio Claro, SP
Instituto de Biologia da Conservação
Instituto de Conservação de Ambien-

tes Litorâneos da Mata Atlântica
Instituto de Ecología 
Instituto de Estudos Sócio-Ambientais 

do Sul da Bahia
Instituto de Permacultura e Ecovilas 

da Mata Atlântica
Instituto de Pesquisa Ambiental da 

Amazônia – IPAM
Instituto de Pesquisa da Mata Atlântica
Instituto de Pesquisa e Conservação 

da Natureza
Instituto de Pesquisas e  

Conservação da Biodiversidade  
dos Biomas Brasileiros

Instituto de Pesquisas e  
Conservação da Biodiversidade  
dos Ecossistemas Brasileiros

Instituto de Pesquisas e Educação 
para o Desenvolvimento Sustentável

Instituto de Pesquisas Ecológicas
Instituto de Vivência Ambiental
Instituto Dominicano de Desarrollo 

Integral, Inc.
Instituto Dríades de Pesquisa e 

Conservação da Biodiversidade
Instituto Eco-Solidário

Instituto Ecotuba
Instituto Ekos Brasil
Instituto Estadual do Ambiente
Instituto Floresta Viva
Instituto IBA de Desenvolvimento 

Ambiental e Social
Instituto Idéia Ambiental
Instituto Jurumi para Conservação 

da Natureza
Instituto Machu Picchu
Instituto Nacional de Biodiversidad
Instituto Nacional de Tecnologia e Uso 

Sustentável – INNATUS
Instituto Oca Brasil
Instituto para la Conservación y la 

Investigación de la Biodiversidad
Instituto para o Desenvolvimento 

Social e Ecológico (IDESE)
Instituto para Preservação da  

Mata Atlântica
Instituto Pau Brasil de História Natural
Instituto Rede Brasileira Agroflorestal
Instituto Seiva Advogados pela Natureza
Instituto Sociedade, População e 

Natureza (ISPN)
Instituto Sul Mineiro de Estudos e 

Conservação da Natureza
Instituto Tecnológico de Santo 

Domingo (INTEC)
Instituto Terra
Instituto Terra Brasilis
Instituto Terra de Preservação Ambiental
Instituto Tijuípe
Instituto Uiraçu
Integrated and Sustainable Upland 

Community Development Foundation
Interfaith Movement for Peace, 

Empowerment and Development
International Center for Journalists
International Center for Living 

Aquatic Resources Management
International Centre for Environmental 

Management (ICEM)
International Centre of Insect 

Physiology and Ecology
International Crane Foundation, Inc.
International Fund for Animal Welfare
International Fund for  

China’s Environment
International Gorilla  

Conservation Programme
International Iguana Foundation
International Rhino Foundation
International Rivers Network
International Union for Conservation of 

Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN)
International Union for  

Conservation of Nature Centre for 
Mediterranean Cooperation

Island Biodiversity and Conservation
Island Conservation
Island Conservation Society
Island Knowledge Institute
Island Reach Committee Inc.
Ismailov, Khadzhaman
Issyk-Kul Clean
Istituto Oikos
Istituto Oikos Onlus
Istituto Sindacale per la Cooperazione 

allo Sviluppo
J
Jabagly-Manas Mountain Club
Jabur, Camila
Jack, Timothy
Jackson, Chumisa
Jacobs, Stephanus
Jamaica Conservation and Development 

Trust ( JCDT)
Jamaica Environment Trust
James Cook University
Jansen, Malton Alroy
Jansen, Neville Ivan
Januarie, Roland
JAPESDA Gorontalo
Jaringan Kerja Penyelamatan 

Hutan Riau
Jasson, Rene
Jathanna, Devcharan
Jatobá, Lucia
Jeevan Bikas Samaj
Jiabi Village
Jiaju Tibetan Village Tourism  

Management Association
Jiaota Monastery of Kongse
Jini, Antoinette
Jipe Moyo Mazingira Group
Jitegemee Group
Jiudingshan Friend of  

Wildlife Association
Jobe, Sizwe Xolani
Johnson, Norman
Jonas, Zuziwe
Jones, Trevor P.
Jongowe Environmental  

Management Association

G R A N T E E     PA R T N E R S

Jonli Tabiat
Jordaan, L. H.
Jordan BirdWatch Association
Joumat, Wendy
Jouzour Loubnan Association
JPFirst
Juhudi na Maarifa Group
Julio and Florentina Ledesma 

Foundation Inc.
Jullies, Meyer
Justice, Peace and Integrity of 

Creation ( JPIC) SVD
Justicia Ambiental
K
Kackar Rafting and Climbing Club
Kaday Community & Cultural 

Development Organization
Kadoorie Farm and Botanic  

Garden Corporation
Kadu Youth Development  

Association (KYDA)
Kahua Association Trust Board Inc.
Kakati, Kashmira
Kalloch, Horst Erhard
Kalu Ram Khambu Rai
Kalumanga, Elikana
Kalumonan
Kamati ya Matumizi Bora ya Ardhi
Kamerkloof Guesthouse CC
Kamfer, Christopher
Kampong Rotes Fishery Community 
Kangxie Xuanzi Team
KANOPEE SAS (Horwath)
Karavaev, Alexei
Karsa Institute
Kashahu Nature Reserve
Kasigau Conservation Trust
Kasilak
Katala Foundation, Inc.
Kawagebo Culture Society
Kawka Production
Kaya Jorore Group
Kaya Kinondo Conservation and 

Development Group and Coastal 
Forest Conservation Unit

Kaya Likunda Drama Group
Kaya Muhaka Forest  

Conservation Organization
Kayster, Glenda
Kelly, Ralph
Kenya Union of the Blind Shimba Hills
Kew Madagascar Conservation Centre
Keystone Foundation
Khadga, Mahesh
Khaiya
Khaled Ben Othmen
Khan, Asieff
Kharkams Technology Crafters
Khevsureti Center for Natural and 

Cultural Heritage “Sane”
Khohlov, Alexander
Khunou, Angeline
Khustup Nature Protection NGO
Kibuta Poverty Eradication
Kidau Group
Kigezi Initiative for Women and 

Children Empowerment and  
Development–Uganda (KIWOCEDU)

Kihale Wildlife Conservation Farm
Kijabe Environment Volunteers 

(KENVO)
Kikundi cha Juhudi na Maarifa
Kikundi cha Kujiendeleza
Kikundi cha Mazingira Kifinga
Kikundi cha Mazingira Mwaya
Kikundi cha Uhifadhi wa Kaya Fungo
Kikundi cha Uhifadhi wa Makaya 

ya Rabai
Kikundi cha Wakulima na Uhifadhi 

wa Mazingira
Kikundi cha Wanyumi
Kilibasi Self Help Group
Kilibasi Youth Group
Kilifi Green Town  

Environmental Initiative
Kilimo na Mazingira Muyombo
Kilio cha Haki Youth Group
Kiluma, Linda Stephen
Kilwala Nature Group
Kimanzichana Environment and 

Poverty Alleviation
King Mongkut’s University of 

Technology Thonburi
Kiruku Green Zone
Kitalu cha Misitu na Kilimo cha 

Mbogamboga
Kitalu cha Upandaji Miti, Kijiji cha 

Mwaya, Mangula
Kiunzi – Gestión de proyectos de 

comunicación (KIUNZI)
Kiunzi SRL
Kivedo, Mary
KKT TOUNA
Koali, Nneheleng
Koh Chba Fishery Community 

Koh Dambong Fishery Community 
Koh Khne Fishery Community
Kolby, Jonathan
Kolombangara Island Biodiversity 

Conservation Association
Komarov, Euvgeniy
Komunitas Konservasi Indonesia-WARSI
Koops, Kathelijne
Kormos, Rebecca
Korup Rainforest Forest  

Conservation Society
Kosrae Conservation and  

Safety Organization
Kragh, Vibeke
Krasnova, Elena
Krokhmal, Dmitrii
Kruger to Canyons Biosphere Region 

Non-profit Company
Kuanzisha Kitalu cha Mitiya Misitu 

na Matunda
Kuapa Kokoo Farmers Union
Kubayi, Rhulani
Kuboresha Mazingira Ili  

Kuondoa Umaskini
Kuchile Kumekucha
Kuendeleza Msitu
Kuensel Corp. Ltd.
Kufundisha Vikundi Juu ya Ujasiriamali 

(Income Generation Activities)
Kujenga Uwezo wa Jamii Inayozunguka 

Hifadhi ya Taifa ya Jozani na Ghuba 
ya Chwaka Kuhusiana na Umuhimu 
wa Matumizi Endelevu ya Misitu

Kukhoi Pomir
Kukuza Uelewa wa Uhifadhi Mazingira 

Pugu Station Shule ya Msingi
Kulkarni, Jayant
Kulmiye Youth Group
Kumara, H.N.
Kunming University of Science  

and Technology
Kuotesha Miche ya Asili Kwa Ajili ya 

Kuhifadhi Misitu Vijiji Vya Kizapala 
na Vianzi

Kuotesha Miti ya Asili na Matunda
Kurungurungu Group
Kutunza na Kuendeleza Msitu wa Kijiji 

wa Katurukila
Kuzuia Uchomaji Moto Vijiji Vya 

Magoza na Sunguvuni Mkuranga
Kwale Wildlife Action Patrons Group
Kwale Youth Action Plan Group
KwaZulu-Natal Crane Foundation
Kyrgyz Association of Forest and 

Land Users
L
L’ Association des Volontaires pour la 

Transmission vers le Développement 
Durable

L’Association HASOA
La Ligue pour la Protection des 

Oiseaux 
La Molina Agricultural University 

Conservation Data Center
Laboratoire de recherche “Ecologie 

des Systèmes terrestres et 
Aquatiques” (EcoSTAq)

Lafuge, Jean Claude
Lamoreux, John
Landcare Research New Zealand Ltd.
Landmark Foundation
Language of the Wilderness 

Foundation Trust
Lao Biodiversity Association
Lao Wildlife Conservation Association 

(Lao WCA)
L’Arche aux Plantes
L’association Club Botanique de Toliara
L’association d’Intervention pour le 

développement et l’Environnement
L’association MIHAVAO
Laubser, Maryke
Law School of Zhejiang University
Le Bien etre de la Population  

au Burundi
Le Roux, Elton Rowland
Le’an Nature Reserve
Leatherback Trust
Lebanese Environment Forum 
L’Ecole Doctorale Ecosystèmes 

Naturels (EDEN)
Legal Initiative for Forest  

and Environment
Leite, Antônio de Oliveira
Lem Ethiopia (The Environment & 

Development Society of Ethiopia)
Lembaga Maritim Nusantara (LEMSA)
Lembaga Partisipasi Pembangunan 

Masyarakat (LPPM)
Lembaga Penelitian Universitas  

Pattimura, Ambon (LEMLIT UNPATTI)
Lembaga Pengembangan Masyarakat 

Lembata (BARAKAT)
Lembaga Pesisir dan Lautan Kie Raha 

(eLSiL Kie Raha)

Lembaga Studi Pelayanan dan 
Penyuluhan Masyarakat

Lembaga Swadaya Masyarakat  
Gerakan Masyarakat Madina 
Pemantau Apatur Negara

Lembaga Swadaya Masyarakat 
Harapan Madina

Lembethe, Zithobele
Lemke, Huarley Pratte
Lemke, Nair Pratte
Les Amis de Nyoumbadjou
Lesik Yug
Lewis, Graham
L’Homme et l’Environnement 
Li, Xiaohong
Liangshan Prefecture Wildlife 

Conservation Association
Libyan Society for Birds
Libyan Society of Artisanal  

Fishery Friends
Libyan WildLife Trust
LightHawk
Lindani, Sabelo
Lipkovich, Alexander
Little Design Company
Liu Hule Law Firm
Liu, Guanyuan
Liuzhou Bird Watching Society
Live & Learn Environmental Education
Live & Learn Vanuatu
Livelihood Enhancement in  

Agro-forestry Foundation Inc.
Livesey-Goldblatt, Ruth
Living Earth Foundation
Living Lands
Living Planet Tunisia 
Living Plant
Living River Association
Living River Siam Association
Loader, Simon
Lokhman, Yuriy
Lolwana, Goodwill
Lombo, Amos
London Zoological Society
Lore Eco Club NGO
Lore of the Land
Lorica, Renee Ma. P.
Loureiro, Eduardo Luis
Lourens, John Eben
Louw, Rhoda
Lubombo Conservancy
Luderitz Secondary School
Lugandu, Simon Deus
Luhuo Rainbow Grassland Ecological 

Conservation Association
Luoxu White-lipped Deer  

Nature Reserve
Lyubimova, Kseniya
M
Maarman, Richard
Maasai Wilderness Conservation Trust
Mabandla Community Trust
Mabuwani Women Group
Mabuwaya Foundation Inc.
Macedonian Academy of Sciences 

and Arts 
Macedonian Biological Society
Macedonian Ecological Society
Maciel, Gilda Arantes
Madagascar Fauna and Flora Group
Madagascar National Parks
Madagascar Wildlife  

Conservation Society
Madagasikara Voakajy (MAVOA)
Madras Crocodile Bank
Madruga, Alice
Madureira, João Luiz Jr.
Magasela, Bongiwe
Magomedov, Suleiman
Magubane, Sanele
Mai Maasina Green Belt
Maingi, Kimuyu Duncan
Mairie de Nosibe
Makhado, Azwianewi
Malassele, Kgalalelo
Malepe, Madire
Mallon, David
Malovichko, Lyubov
Mama Graun Conservation Trust 

Fund Ltd
Mama Nyuki: Malkia wa Msitu
Mamabolo, Tshepo
Mamize Nature Reserve
Mammalogists of Azerbaijan
Man and Nature
Management Bureau, Baodinggou 

Nature Reserve
Management Bureau, Mangkang 

National Nature Reserve
Management Bureau, Tianchi 

Provincial Nature Reserve
Management Bureau, Yunling 

Provincial Nature Reserve
Mancomunidad de Municipios del 

Norte Paceño Tropical

Manda Wilderness Community Trust
Mandlake, Jerret
Manengkel Solidaritas
Mangala, Nonthuthuzelo Veronica
Mantadia Zahamena Corridor
Manuel, Jeffrey
Manus Environment Conservation 

Communities Network Inc.
Mao County Association of Friends 

of Wildlife
Mao, Tianxue
Mapango Yetu
Mapukata, Sivuyile Oscar
Marafa Group
Marilele, Tinyiko
Marine Conservation Society Seychelles
Marini, Claudia Chaves Gaudino
Marinus, Eugene
Marlon, Riza
Marsh, Carol
Marshall Islands Conservation Society
Martin, Marilyn
Masande Self Help Group
Mashologu, Noluvuyo
Masibambane Multi-Purpose 

Community Centre
Masifukulane Support Group
Mater Natura-Instituto de  

Estudos Ambientais
MATEZA
Matillano, Joie D.
Matjuda, Donald
Matoti, Ayanda
Matsha, Themba
Matzikama Tourism
Mauritian Wildlife Foundation
May, Daniel
Mazingira na Maendeleo
Mbambazeli, Ntsikelelo Giles
Mbarara University of Science  

and Technology
Mbega Group
Mboza Trust
McGregor, Eleanor
McKeith, Donovan
McKie, Charline
Mdala, Mandisa
Mdalase, Ntombizikhona
Mdlazi, Thumeka
Measey, G. John
Media and Training Centre for Health
Mediterranean Agronomic Institute of 

Chania (CHEAM-MAICH)
Mediterranean Center for Environmental 

Monitoring (MedCEM)
Mediterranean Information Office 

for Environment, Culture and 
Sustainable Development

Mediterranean Protected Areas Network
Mehta, Prachi
Meister, José Renato
Mekong Community Institute 

Association (MCI)
Mekong Delta Development  

Research Institute
Mekong Watch
MELCA-Ethiopia
Mellão, Renata
Mellville, Hestelle
Mentoor, Joel
MES Asmabi College
Mettu University, Ethiopia
Mevanarivo, Zo Elia
Meyer, Patrick
Mhlongo, Bongani
Miami University
Mianyang Normal University
Miarakap
MICAIA Foundation
Michael Succow Foundation
Micheals, Stacey-Anne
MIDA Creek Conservation and 

Awareness Group
Mijatovi Dvori
Mikhail, Soloviev
Miles, Melvyn
Milieukontakt Macedonia
Minaar, Charles
Mindanao Environment Forum
Mindo Cloudforest Foundation
Minnaar, Elana
Minnesota Zoo Foundation
Minoranskiy, Victor
Miriam-Public Education and 

Awareness Campaign for  
the Environment

Miritini Environmental  
Development Group

Mischenko, Alexhander
Missouri Botanical Garden
Misuku Beekepeers Association
Mitchell, Petrus
Mkefe, Thanduxola
Mkhulise, Sizwe Stevenson
Mkosana, Joram

Mkwalimija Group
Mkwemeni Progressive Association
Mligo, Cosmas
Mlokosievichi Society
Mlup Baitong 
Mnatsekanov, Roman
Mnisi, Bongani
Modelo de Comunidad Ecológica 

los Valles
Molobi, Cornelius
Mongabay Org Corporation
Monte, Nietta Linderberg
Montebello Craft and Design Centre
Monteiro, Carlos Alberto
Montenegrin Ecologist Society
Morkel, Augustine
Moroccan Biodiversity and  

Livelihoods Association
Morreesburg Tourism
Morris, Clive
Mother Nature (Meada Thoamajeat)
Mountain Club of South Africa
Mountain Rescue Service of 

Herzegovina (Hercegovačka Gorska 
Sluzba Spasavanja)

Mountain Societies Development 
Support Programme

Movement for Ecological Learning 
and Community Action (MELCA) 
– Ethiopia

Movimento Ambiental Pingo D’Água
Movimento Ecológico de  

Rio das Ostras
Mozambique Ornithological Society
Mpambani, Ayanda
Mpeketoni Imani Youth Group
Mpiri, Aloyce
Mradi wa Kuhifadhi Msitu wa Mkamba
Mradi wa Msitu, Mlima wa Visiga
Mradi wa Uhifadhi wa Bioanuai 

Ikolojia Kilwa
Mradi wa Upandaji Miti Kijiji  

cha Vikindu
Mradi wa Upandaji Miti Rufiji
Mradii wa Matumizi Endelevu ya 

Misitu ya Vikindu Pwani
Mruki Economic Development Group
Msabaha Neem and Mango  

Growers Association
Msambweni Beekeeping Association
Msengi, Bulelwa
Msitu wa Lupondo Hazina yetu
Mtandao wa Ilondo
Mtepeni Primary Infrastructure Savings
Mtepeni Primary School
Mthiyane, Khethokuhle
Mtike Wetu Group
Mugasha, Wilson Ancelm
Muller, Erna
Mülleriana: Sociedade Fritz Müller de 

Ciências Naturais
Muloma Women’s  

Development Association
Muluguni Umoja Youth Group
Mumbi, Cassian T.
Mungalova, Irina
Munsamey, Belinda
Museo delle Scienze di Trento  

(The Science Museum of Trento)
Museo Tridentino di Scienze Naturali
Museu de Historia Natural de Maputo
Museu Nacional
Musila, Simon Nganda
Muztor
Mwachambi Tree Nursery
Mwanda Environment Conservation unit
Mwangi, Kenneth Njoroge
Mwanikah, Mercy
Mwaura, Ann Njeri
My Village Organization
Myanmar Bird and Nature Society
Myanmar Environment Institute
Myanmar Environment Rehabilitation- 

Conservation Network
Myanmar Forest Association
Mzeru, Deogratias Paul
N
N.M. Restoration CC
NACLO
NACRES Foundation for Biodiversity 

Conservation
Nagan, Marx-Lenin
Nahnoo
Nakau Programme Ltd.
Namakwa National Park
Namib Desert Environmental 

Education Trust
Namibia Nature Foundation
Namibian Biodiversity Database
Namibian Development Trust
Namibian Environmental  

Education Network
Namprocon CC
Namsaling Community  

Development Centre

Nandini, R.
Nanning Wildlife Conservation 

Association
Narti Community Forest  

Coordination Committee
Nascimento, Eraldo Oliveira
Nashreen Williams
Nath, Cheryl Dwarka
National Audubon Society
National Botanical Research Institute 

of Namibia
National Center for Environment, 

Tourism and Sustainable Development
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation
National Herbarium and Botanic Gardens
National Institute of Advanced Studies
National Museums of Kenya
National Parks, Rivers and  

Beaches Authority
National Trust of Fiji
Natural Conservation  

Association Pingbian
Natural Greening  

Development Association
Natural History Museum
Natural History Museum of Zimbabwe
Natural Resources Development 

Foundation (NRDF)
Naturaleza y Cultura Internacional
Naturaleza y Cultura Peru
Nature and Culture International
Nature Conservancy
Nature Conservation and Sustainable 

Conservation Trust
Nature Conservation Centre
Nature Conservation Committee  

of Trashiyangtse 
Nature Conservation Foundation
Nature Conservation Foundation (India)
Nature Investment
Nature Kenya
Nature Palestine Society
Nature Preserving Society of 

Turkmenistan
Nature Protection Team
Nature Rights Protection NGO
Nature Rwanda
Nature Solutions
Nature Tanzania
Nature Uganda
Nature’s Valley Trust
NatureFiji-MareqetiViti
NatureLife Cambodia
NatureMetrics
Nature’s View 
Navadarsan Public Charitable Trust
NCT Forestry Co-Operative Limited
Ndalila, Mercy Nelima
Ndlumbini, Nolutando
Negros Economic and Development 

Foundation Inc.
Negros Forests and Ecological 

Foundation, Inc.
Neijiang Normal College
Nelson Mandela Metropolitan University
New England Aquarium
New Guinea Binatang Research Center
New York Botanical Garden
New Zealand Butterfly Enterprises Ltd.
Newcastle University 
Newman, Natalie
Newmark, William D.
Ngaruiya, Grace Wambui
Ngcakana, Sydney
NGO Coalition for Environment (NGOCE)
NGO Fsovi
NGO Green Home
NGO Journalists-Ecologists
NGO Living Green
NGO Orbi
NGO PROmotion Incorporated
Ngosaquata Development Council
Nguku, Julius K.
Nguruka kwa Kulala
Nicholson, Jennifer
Nieuwoudtville Publicity Association
Nipah
Nkili, Nzuzo
Noah’s Ark Centre for the Recovery of 

Endangered Species
Nodwala, Lungile
Noé Conservation
Noffke, Mandy
Nonkenge, Sanelisiwe
Non-Timber Forest Products
NOOSFERA
Norden Pines
Noronha, Agenor Rivioli
North Osetian State Nature Reserve
Northern Sierra Madre Natural Park 

Development Foundation Inc.
Northwest Normal University
Nosivolo Marolambo
Nosso Vale, Nossa Vida
Notre Grand Bleu
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Ntene, Mosili
Núcleo de Ação em Ambiente, Saúde, 

Cultura e Educação
Núcleo de Comunidades Agrícolas e 

Associação de Moradores do  
Marimbu, Santo Anônio e Rio Negro

Nuru Njema Masenge
Nuscheler, Marc
NVO Program za Zivotnu Sredinu 
NVO Župa u srcu
Nxesi, Funeka
Ny Tanintsika
Nyakitonto Youth for Development 

Tanzania
Nyuki Upendo
Nyuki Youth Group
O
Obadeskahyzmat
Oceania Ecology Group
OceansWatch
Ockhuis, Hennie
October, Heslene
Odendaal, Lawrence
Odendal, Anton
Office National pour l’Environnement
Ogoma, Maurice
Oikos – Cooperação e Desenvolvimento
Okoth, Susan Sande
Olima
Oliveira, Antônio Raimundo Luedy
Oliver-Rodel, Mark
Olivier, Nico
Omardien, Aaniyah
ONF Conosur S.A.
Oommen, Meera Anna
ORAM - Associacao Rural de  

Ajuda Mutua
Orchun
Organe de Développement du Diocèse 

de Toamasina
Organisation des Groupements pour 

l’Avenir de Rossignol
Organisation des Paysans pour le 

Développement de l’Unité II de la 
Forêt des Pins, Mare Rouge

Organisation for  
Social Development - Ethiopia

Organisation pour la Défense de 
l’Environnement au Burundi

Organisation pour la Rehabilitation  
de l’Environnement (ORE)

Organização Ambiental para o 
Desenvolvimento Sustentável

Organização Bio Brás
Organização Consciência Ambiental
Organização para a Conservação de 

Terras do baixo Sul da Bahia
Organização Patrimonial, Turística 

e Ambiental
Organización No Gubernamental 

Amigos de la Naturaleza y del 
Desarrollo de Guinea Ecuatorial

Organización para el Desarrollo 
Sostenible del Pueblo Naso

Organizata e Menxhimit të Peshkimit 
Liqeni i Shkodrës

Organization for Environmental 
Studies in Afghanistan (OESA)

Organization for Positive Sustainabili-
ty Culture in Nigeria (OPSCN)

Organization for Rehabilitation and 
Development in Amhara

Ornithological Society “Nase Ptice”
Ornitološko društvo naše ptice
OSMOSE
Oxford University
Oxygen Association for  

Environmental Protection
Oyster Bay Reserve
P
Paadhai Trust 
Paalan, Rene
Pacheco, Rediná de Almeida
Pacific Expeditions Ltd.
Pacific Invasives Learning Network 
Pagsandug
Paisley, Wendy
Palau Animal Welfare Society
Palau Conservation Society
Palawan Conservation Corps
Palestine Wildlife Society
Palni Hills Conservation Council
Pambaniso, Patricia
Paññāsāstra University of  

Cambodia (PUC)
Panos Institute
Pantarotto, Flavio
Panthera Corporation
Pantsi, Melikhaya
Papua New Guinea Environmental 

Law Association
Papua New Guinea Forest  

Certification Incorporated
Papua New Guinea Institute of 

Biological Research 

Parkar-Salie, Zohra
ParksWatch
Parren, Marcus
Parry, Noel
Partners for Development (Padev)
Partners With Melanesians Inc.
Partnership for Zapovedniks
Patrick, Charles
Paulo Henrique de Figueiredo Soares
Paulo, Deise Moreira
Peace Parks Foundation
PeaceWork
Peixoto, Therezinha Silva
Peking University
Penabulu Foundation
Peng, Jitai
Pengbuxi
Pennsylvania State University
People Resources and  

Conservation Foundation
Peregrine Fund
Pereira Filho, Helvécio Rodrigues
Perkumpulan Celebes Biodiversity
Perkumpulan Destructive Fishing 

Watch Indonesia
Perkumpulan Generasi Untuk 

Rehabilitasi Keseimbangan Hidup 
dan Alam

Perkumpulan Inovasi Komunitas
Perkumpulan Japesda
Perkumpulan Jurnalis Advokasi 

Lingkungan Celebes
Perkumpulan KELOLA
Perkumpulan Kompak Talaud
Perkumpulan Konservasi  

Kakatua Indonesia
Perkumpulan PAYO-PAYO
Perkumpulan Relawan untuk Orang 

dan Alam (ROA)
Perkumpulan Sampiri  

Kepulauan Sangihe
Perkumpulan Sanggar Seni Lokal dan 

Pengiat Media Rakyat (Salanggar)
Perkumpulan TAKA
Perkumpulan Uma Mentawai
Perkumpulan Wahana Lingkungan 

Lestari Celebes Area (Wallacea) 
Kota Palopo

Peruvian Foundation for the Conser-
vation of Nature - PRONATURALEZA

Pesquisa e Conservação do  
Cerrado - PEQUI

Peter, Mzwandile Leon
Petersen, Chantal
Pga K’Nyau Association for Social  

and Environmental Development
Pha Tad Ke Botanical Garden
Phantoms Rugby Club
Philippine Business for  

Social Progress
Philippine Eagle Conservation 

Program Foundation, Inc.
Philippine Endemic Species  

Conservation Project
Phillips, Mark Connel
Phindile Mangwana
Phoswayo, Vuyiswa
Phumlani Shezi
Pieterse, Deon
Pietersen, Allistair
Pietersen, Eric
Piligrim Studio
Pima, Nancy Eliad
Pires, Ovídio Antônio
Pixels on Screen
Plaatjies, Melile
Plaksa, Sergey
Planet Madagascar
Plant Conservation Action Group
Plateforme Femme Développement 

Durable et Sécurité Alimentaire
POH KAO des Tigres et des Hommes
Ponlok Khmer
Popova, Svetlana
Population Health and Environment 

Ethiopia Consortium 
Potatoes South Africa
Potgieter-Huang, Willa
Practical Actions - Regional Office  

for Latin America
Prado, Sérgio
Prasad, G. Krishna
Pratala
Presbyterian University College Ghana
Present, Gonald
Preserva
Preservation of the Mkondeni 

Mpushini Biodiversity
Pretorius, Abel
Pretorius, Adele
Probioma
Process Luzon Association Inc.
Prodeci Foundation for  

Citizens’ Rights
Profauna Indonesia

Professional and Entrepreneurial 
Orientation Union

Profonanpe (Fondo Nacional para Areas 
Naturales Protegidas por el Estado)

Programa de Implementación de 
sistemas Agroforestales 

Programme for Belize
Projeto Amiga Tartaruga
Projeto Araras
Projeto de Conservação das  

Tartarugas Marinhas em Porto Novo
Projeto Onça–Núcleo de  

Comunidades Agrícolas
Pronatura Chiapas, A.C.
Pronatura Península de Yucatán 

Asociación Civil
Pronatura Veracruz
Protea Park Primary
Protea Permaculture
Protection des Ressources Naturelles, 

de la Biodiversité, de la Santé et de 
la Sécurité Alimentaire

Public Institute of  
Regional Biological Researches

Pusat Penelitian dan Pengembangan 
Sumberdaya Alam, Bengkulu

P’yagobongan 
Q
Qendra për Iniciativa Rajonale
Qendra per Menaxhimin  

Agro-Mjedisore dhe Ekonomik 
Qinghai Buddhism Cultural  

Service Center
Quang Tri Center of Education  

and Consultancy on Agriculture  
and Rural Development

Quma, Sakhumzi
Quzika Community
R
Radio Ravinala Vohémar
Raghavan, Rajeev
Raimondo, Domitilla
Rainforest Alliance
Rajaonarivony Mbolatiana
Rajkamal Goswami
Rajoelison, Lalanirina Gabrielle
Ralambomanana, Andriamahefa 

Andriamarohaja
Ramayla, Sherry
Ramos, Sérgio
Ranjevasoa Mbolatiana
Rare
Rarivomanana, Hanitriniaina Tahiana
Rawsonville Wine & Tourism
Razafindramanga, Minoniaina Luce
Razafy, Fara Lala
Re:wild  

(formerly Global Wildlife Conservation)
Red Asesora en Gestión Ambiental y 

Desarrollo Local
Red Cross of the Republic of North 

Macedonia – Local Branch Ohrid
Red de Conservación Voluntaria  

de Amazonas
Reddy, Brian
Rede Cerrado
Rede de Sementes do Cerrado
Rede Nacional de Combate ao Tráfico 

de Animais Silvestres (RENCTAS)
Regalis Environmental Services CC
Regents of the University of Michigan
Regional Environmental Centre for 

Central and Eastern Europe
Regional Environmental Centre for 

the Caucasus
Regionalni Resursni Centar (ReRec)
Régua
Reis, Brasília Marcarenhas
Renu-Karoo Veld Restoration CC
Research and Action in Natural 

Wealth Administration
Research Centre for Resources and 

Rural Development (RECERD)
Reseau d’Enseignement  

Professionnel et d’Interventions 
Ecologiques (REPIE)

Réseau des Acteurs de la  
Sauvegarde des Tortues Marines  
en Afrique Centrale

Réseau Enfants de la Terre (RET)
Reserva Ecológica de Guapiaçu
Reserva Nativa
Resguardo Palmar Imbi
Resguardo Pialapí Pueblo Viejo
Resilience Now
Resourcetrust Network
Rhoda, Linden
Riau Mandiri
Ribeiro Neto, George
Ribeiro, Gilberto Pereira
Richtersveld Municipality
Rico, Edmund Leo B.
Rinchen Drakpa
Ringuer, Dalva
Rinijiao Village

Rising Phoenix Co. Ltd.
Rivers of Life Aquatic Health Services
Rizzieri, João
Rockman, Natasha
Rodel, Mark-Oliver
Rodrigues, Helvécio
Roots and Shoots/Jane Goodall 

Institute—China
Rose Foundation for Communities  

and the Environment
Rotarian Martin “Ting” Matiao 

Foundation Inc.
Rotokas Ecotourism
Royal Albania Foundation
Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew
Royal Institute of Management
Royal Society for the Conservation 

of Nature 
Royal Society for the Protection 

of Birds
Royal Society for the Protection 

of Nature
Royal University of Phnom Penh
RSET – Associação Técnico-Científica 

Para o Desenvolvimento
Rural Agency for Social and Techno-

logical Advancement (RASTA)
Rural Development Agency
Rural Development Fund
Rural Environment and Forestry 

Research Association
Russian Academy of Sciences
Russian Botanical Society, Dagestan 

Branch
Russian Society for Conservation and 

Studies of Birds (BirdsRussia)
Rwanda Wildlife Conservation 

Association
S
Saamstaan Information and  

Development Centre
Sabaki River Estuary Youth Group
Sabodien, Ishmael
Sabuni, Christopher
Safina akiba Group
Safina akiba na Mkopo
Sahyadri Nisarga Mitra
Saikia, Bhaskar
Saint Lucia National Trust
Saku Accountability Forum
Salaam, Wiesaal
Saldanha Community
Salvador, Assunta
Salve a Serra
Sam Veasna Center for Wildlife 

Conservation (SVC)
Samahan ng Sablayenong  

Mapgkalinga sa Kalikasan
Samisha Pather
Sampson, Tracey
Samvada
SANBI
Sanbona Game Reserve Pty. Ltd.
Sangco, Edelito
Sankaran, Mahesh
Sano y Salvo
Sansom Mlup Prey
Santana, Ronaldo de Jesus
Santo Sunset Environment Network
Saola Foundation
SAS.H Ltd.
Sauls, Clifford
Sauti ya Nyikani FFS  

(Field Farm Scheme)
Save Andaman Network Foundation
SAVE Brasil
Save Cambodia’s Wildlife
Save My Future Foundation
Save Tanzania Forests
Save Vietnam’s Wildlife (SVW)
Schöning, Caspar
Schubert, Michele
SEAWEB
Sebkhet Soliman: RET
Secretariat of the Pacific Regional 

Environment Programme
Section d’Ifrane de l’Association des 

Enseignants des  Sciences de la Vie 
et de la Terre au Maroc (AVEST)

Sekretariat Kerjasama Pelestarian 
Hutan Indonesia

Sekretariat Nasional Forum Indonesia 
Untuk Transparansi Anggaran 
(SEKNAS FITRA)

Seleksi Penerimaan Mahasiswa Baru
Selva Reps S.A.C.
Serikali ya Kijiji cha Utete Mashariki
Service d’Appui à la Gestion de 

l’Environnement
Servicios Educativos Promoción y 

Apoyo Rural
Seub Nakhasatien Foundation 
Sewefontein Youth Tourism
Shan Shui Conservation Center
Shangri-La Highland Plant Park

Shangrila Yunnan Golden Monkey 
Conservation Association

Shenguozhuang Nature Reserve
Shenzhen iConserve Eco-Technology 

Co., Ltd.
Shikaadabu Union  

Development Programme
Shilubane, William Mbhahleni
Shimba Hills Environmental  

Community Conservation Organisation
Shimba Hills Forest  

Guides Association
Shiwagaya Group
Shk Khantagy
Shoo, Rehema A.
Shoqata AlbNatyra
Shoqata e Bujqesise Organike
Shramik Sahayog
Shrestha, Jiwan
Shule ya Msingi Iwemba
Shule ya Msingi Mhovu
Shule ya Msingi Msowero
Shuonong Village
Sichuan Academy of Forestry
Sichuan Agricultural University 

Dujiangyan School
Sichuan Alpine Ecology Study Centre
Sichuan Forestry Science Institute
Sichuan Greenriver  

Environmental Association
Sichuan Normal University
Sichuan Sr. Scientists & Researchers 

Technology Association
Sichuan University
Sichuan Wildlife Association
Sichuan Wildlife Resource Survey and 

Conservation Management Station
Sichuan Wildlife Resources  

Investigation and Protection 
Management Workstation

Sidina, Ellen
SIKAP Institute
Sikhakhane, Lungile
Siliwal, Manju
Silliman University
Simas, Carlos Alberto Bello
Simas, Felipe Nogueira Bello
Simon Fraser University (SFU)
Simon, Gabriel
Sindicato dos Trabalhadores Rurais de 

Riacho dos Machados
Singo, Christopher
Siyaya, Jabulani
Siyu Economical & Development  

Self Help Group 
Skills and Agricultural Development 

Services (SADS)
Smith, Peter
Smithsonian Institution
Snehakunja Trust
Snowland Great Rivers Environmental 

Protection Association
Snyman, Cornelius
Snyman, Quinten
SOAMANEVA
Sochi Branch of Russian  

Geographic Society
Social Education & Environment 

Protection (SEEP)
Sociedad Audubon de Panamá
Sociedad Mesoamericana para la 

Biología y la Conservación y su 
Capítulo México, A.C.

Sociedad Ornitológica de la Hispaniola Inc 
Sociedad Para el Desarrollo Integral 

del Nordeste, Inc. (SODIN)
Sociedad Peruana de  

Derecho Ambiental 
Sociedade Amigos da Reserva 

Biológica Augusto Ruschi
Sociedade Angrense de  

Proteção Ecológica
Sociedade Civil dos Bombeiros 

Voluntários de Santa Teresa
Sociedade de Amigos da Fundação 

Zoo-Botânica de Belo Horizonte - 
SAFZB-BH

Sociedade de Amigos do Parque 
de Itaúnas

Sociedade de Estudos dos Ecossistemas 
e Desenvolvimento Sustentável 
da Bahia

Sociedade de Pesquisa em Vida 
Selvagem e Educação Ambiental

Sociedade dos Amigos do Museu de 
Biologia Prof. Mello Leitão

Sociedade Nordestina de Ecologia
Sociedade Portuguesa para o Estudo 

das Aves
Sociedade Visconde de São Leopoldo
Société Audubon Haiti
Société d’Etudes Ornithologiques  

de La Réunion
Société d’Ornithologie de Polynésie 

“Manu”

Société Ras Adar pour  
Divertissements Touristiques

Societe Ressources Ingenierie 
(RESING)

Society for Biological Research and 
Protection of Nature 

Society for Conservation of  
Nature in Liberia 

Society for Ecological Development
Society for Environmental Exploration
Society for Sustainability and  

Conservation Education for  
Rural Areas

Society for the Conservation and 
Study of Caribbean Birds

Society for the Conservation of 
Nature of Liberia

Society for the Protection of Birds  
of Uzbekistan

Society for the Protection of Nature 
in Lebanon (SPNL)

Society for Women and Vulnerable 
Groups Empowerment

Society of Green Artvin
Society of Soldiers, Internationalists 

and Invalids of Tyulkubas Region
Socio-Ecological Fund
Socorro Empowered  

People’s Cooperative
Soebatsfontein Tourism Forum
Soi, Bernard Cheruiyot
Sokoine University of Agriculture
Sokoke Community Forest/Game 

Scouts Association
Solidarité Villageoise Volontaire au 

Développement
Solomon Islands Community  

Conservation Partnership
Solomon Islands Environmental 

Lawyers Association
Solomon Islands National University
Solomon Islands Rangers Association 

Trust Board Inc.
Soluciones Ambientales BYOS 

Cía. Ltda
Song, Zhaobin
SOS Pro Mata Atlântica
SOS-FORETS
Sotomi, Athena
Souidi Zahira
South African Association For Marine 

Biological Research (SAAMBR)
South African Astronomical 

Observatory
South African National Parks
South African Ostrich Business Chamber
South African Protea Producers and 

Exporters Association
South African Rooibos Council
South African Route Owners and 

Operators Forum
South African Wine & Brandy Company
Southeast Asia Development Program
Southeast Asian Nepenthes Study and 

Research Foundation (SEANSRF)
Southern African Wildlife College
Southern Ambition 112
Southwest Forestry College
Space for Elephants Foundation
Station d’Observation des Tortues et 

de leurs Milieux (SOPTOM)
Steenkamp, Koos
Sterling, Ivo
Stichting Moroccan Primate  

Conservation (MPC)
Stishov, Mikhail
Stockholm Environment Institute
Stoffels, Barry
Straightforward Development 

Services Ltd.
Strand Life Sciences Pvt. Ltd.
Strengthen Agriculture, Livelihoods, 

Environment and Hygiene  
(SALEH) Organization

Strydom Construction 
Subba, Bharat Raj
Sukhanova, Olga
Sulawesi Community Foundation
Sumgayit Center for  

Environmental Rehabilitation
Sunrise Coast
Surigao Economic Development 

Foundation Inc.
Surplus People Project
Sustainability Forum
Sustainable Development Foundation
Sustainable Development Institute
Sustainable Environment and 

Livelihood Ltd.
Sustainable Natural Resource  

Management Association (SUNARMA)
Sustainable Rural Growth and 

Development Initiative
Sustainable Seas Trust
Sustaining the Wild Coast

G R A N T E E     PA R T N E R S

Sutherland Unemployment Forum
Sviridova, Tatiana
Swartland, Donovan
Swarts, Katriena
Sweimeh Association Charity
Sylvatrop
Sympathy Hands Community  

Development Organization
T
T.E.R.R.E. Liban
Tabata, Wilken
Tabigat Republican Association of 

Hunting Communities and Farms
Tacheng Gedeng Women’s Association
Taita Taveta Wildlife Forum
Takech Khlastos community 
Takitumu Conservation Area
Tana Delta Conservation Organisation
Tandan, Pramod
Tanzania Botanical Exploration 

Consultants Limited
Tanzania Forest Conservation Group
Tao Philippines
Taotsara
Tariq Ben Younis
Taut, Peter
Tawatana Community Conservation 

Development Association
Tawi-Asi Resource Network
Taylor, Sue
Tcapko, Nikolai
Tchanuganoo Farm, Baviaanskloof
Te Ipukarea Society
Te mana o te moana
Te rau ati ati a tau a hiti noa tu
Teberdinskii State Reserve
Technoserve Mozambique
Teixeira, Christiane
Teixeira, Fernando
Temple University
Ter Mer Rodriguez Association
Tereviva Associação de  

Fomento Turístico e  
Desenvolvimento Sustentável

Terra Viva Centro de Desenvolvimento 
Agroecológico do Extremo Sul 
da Bahia

Terrapi Farm, Langkloof
Tertitskii, Grigorii
Tetepare Descendants’ Association
TFC International 
Thai Fund Foundation (TFF)
Thai Wetlands Foundation
Thanyani, Jimmy
The Aspinall Foundation
The Dian Fossey Gorilla Fund 

International
The Kainake Project Inc
The Learning Institute
The Network for the Affirmation  

of NGO Sector
The Northern Green Lights
The Palestine Museum of  

Natural History
Thiago, Carlos Roberto Lima
Tianze Institute of Economy
Tibet Working Station of Minority 

Publishing House
Til’ba, Petr
Time and Tide Foundation
Tissu Associatif de Développement de 

la province d’Azilal (TADA)
Titus, Shamely
Titus, Ursula
Tölgy Természetvédelmi Egyesület 

(Oak Nature Conservation Association)
Toma Lestari
Tonga Community Development Trust
Toroitich, Faith Jebet
TRAFFIC International
Trans-boundary Journalists and 

Communicators Association
Treverton Trust
Treweek Environmental Consultants
Tropical Biology Association
Trópico
Tsaruk, Oleg
Tsechoeva, Maret
Tsinghua University Biodiversity 

Conservation Association
TSURO Trust
Tujiendeleze Group
Tujitegemee Group
Tumaini Jema Group
Tumaini Vugiri—Korogwe
Tumam Group
Tumia Jana Namupa Lindi
Tunza Mazingira Ambangulu Vugiri
Turi, Daniel
Turismo Ecológico Social 
Turtle Foundation
Turtle Survival Alliance
U
Uchozini Cooperative Ufugaji na 

Uhifadhi Mazingira

Udruga Dinarica
Udruženje za Biološka Istraživanja i 

Zaštitu Prirode (BIO LOG)
Udruženje za Unapređenje  

Životne Sredine
Uendelezaji Nishati Asilia na Hifadhi 

ya Mazingira Rufiji (RUTEDECO)
Ufugaji Nyuki Kwa Maendeleo 

Nauhifadhi wa Mazingira
Ufugaji Nyuki wa Kisasa Kijiji cha 

Njia Nne
Ufugaji wa Nyuki
Ugam
Ugyen Wangchuck Institute for 

Conservation & Environment
Uhifadhi na Usimamizi wa Misitu 

ya Jamii Vijiji Vya Migeregere/
Rukatwe—Kilwa

Uhifadhi wa Eneo La Muinuko La 
Bubujiko Wete Pemba

Uhifadhi wa Mlima wa Asili Magotwe
Uhifadhi wa Vyanzo vya Maji na 

Utunzaji wa Msitu
Uithaler, Eldrid
Ukalene Productions LLC
Ukizintambara, Tharcisse
Ulanga, Mayesha, Mayendrele (UMAMA)
Ulayat
Umima Group
Umoja wa Vijana wa Sali
Una Nas Águas
Une Gruaja
União dos Camponeses e Associações 

de Lichinga
Unidad Indígena del Pueblo Awá (UNIPA)
Unilever Tanzania Ltd.
Union for Sustainable Development 

“ECO-VIEW”
Union of Pasture Users of Ak-Dobe 

Village District
Union of Photojournalists
Union—“Durujis Madli”
United Agro-Environmental Association 

Agri-En, Albania
United Nations Foundation
United Purpose
United Society for Developing Water 

Resources and Environment
Universidad de las Regiones Autónomas 

de la Costa Caribe Nicaraguense
Universidad San Francisco de  

Quito (ECOLAP)
Universidad Técnica Particular de Loja
Universidade Católica de Santos
Universidade Estadual de Santa Cruz
Universidade Federal de Mato Grosso/ 

Grupo de Pesquisa CNPQ GeoHidro
Universidade Federal do Espírito Santo
Universitas Andi Jemma  

Fakultas Kehutanan
Universitas Andi Jemma  

Fakultas Perikanan  
Universitas Syiah Kuala
Université BADJI Mokhtar-Annaba
Université Nangui Abrogoua
Université Saint Joseph de Beyrouth
Université Saint-Joseph
University “Dzemal Bijedic” Mostar
University of Adelaide  
University of Antananarivo
University of Auckland
University of Calgary
University of Canterbury
University of Cape Town
University of Central Asia
University of Coimbra
University of Comoros
University of Copenhagen
University of Dar es Salaam
University of Delhi
University of East Anglia
University of Florida
University of Gondar 
University of Kent
University of Ljubljana
University of Louisiana at Monroe
University of Miami
University of Minnesota
University of Natural Resources and 

Applied Life Sciences, Vienna
University of Papua New Guinea
University of Pretoria
University of Queensland
University of Rochester
University of Southern Mississippi
University of Stellenbosch
University of the South Pacific
University of Vermont
University of Western Cape
University of Western Ontario
University of Witwatersrand
University of Würzburg
University of York
Upandaji Miti na Utunzaji  

Mazingira Kihare

Upandaji Miti, Ufugaji Nyuki na 
Uhamasishaji Jamii Jinsi Kuendeleza 
Uhifadhi wa Misitu ya Asili

Urban Research Institute
Ushirikishwaji Wananchi Juu ya 

Uhifadhi Usimamizi na Utawala wa 
Misitu ya Pugu na Kazimzumbwi

Uviwata (Wawata na Viwawa) Group
V
Valentina, Mamataeva
Valor Natural
Van der Vyver, Janet
Van der Vyver, Lourentia
Van Heerden, Marie
Van Noie, Arnelle
Van Rooi, Jacques
Van Ross, Granville
Van Vat Integrated  

Environmental Consultants
Vanuatu Environment  

Advocacy Network
Vanuatu Environmental Law  

Association Committee
Vanuatu Environmental Science 

Society (VESS)
Vedzizheva, Zaira
Velondriake Association
Verde Azul
Vertigo Lab
Verwey, Susan
Veterinarian Sanitary and  

Nature Protection
Viet Nature Conservation Centre
Vietnam National Park and Protected 

Area Association (VNPPA)
Vijayan, Robin
Vilkov, Evgeniy
Vinh University
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and 

State University
Vishnu Law Group
VOI LOVA Ampanotoamaizina
Voigt, Werner
Voluntariado International para o 

Desenvolvimento Africano (VIDA)
Voluntary Health Association  

of Sikkim
Volunteers for Sustainable  

Development in Africa (VOSIEDA)
Von Burick, Neil
Vondrona Ivon’ny  

Fampandrosoana (VIF)
Vsemirnyi Fond Prirody
VSF-CICDA/AVSF (Agronomes et 

Vétérinaires Sans Frontières)
W
WADI
WahPlaw Wildlife Watch
Wai-Hau Conservation Foundation 

Registered Trust Board Inc.
Wakid, Abdul
Wakuluzu: Friends of the Colobus 

Trust Ltd.
Walk With Me/Hamba Nam
Walters, Lewine
Wambugu, Geoffrey Mwangi
Wang, Nan
Wang, Yu
Wangchuk, Pelzang
Wanglang Nature Reserve
Warnick, Joslyn
Watala
Watu na Nyuki Ruvu Kusini
West Africa Civil Society Institute
West African Primate Conservation 

Action (WAPCA)
West Chester University
Western Baviaanskloof Initiative
Western Cape Animal Production 

Research Trust
Western Cape Conservation  

Stewardship Association
Western Cape International  

Youth Festival
Western Cape Nature Conservation 

Board (CapeNature)
Western Philippines University 

Puerto Princesa Campus
Westfälischer Zoologischer Garten 

Münster GmbH
Wete Environmental  

Conservation Club
Wetlands International—Kenya
Whistler, Art
Wild Bird Trust
Wild Cambodia Organisation
Wild Chimpanzee Foundation
Wild Plants Conservation Association
Wild Side Environmental Services 

(Pty) Ltd
WildAct Vietnam
WildAid
WildAid Foundation of Thailand
Wilderness Action Group
Wilderness Foundation 

Wildfowl & Wetlands Trust
Wildlands Conservation Trust 
Wildlife Act Fund
Wildlife Action Group
Wildlife Alliance, Inc.
Wildlife and Environment Society of 

South Africa
Wildlife and Environmental  

Conservation Society of Zambia
Wildlife and Environmental Society of 

Malawi-Lilongwe Branch
Wildlife Conservation Association  

of Boertala Mongolia  
Autonomous Prefecture

Wildlife Conservation Cambodia
Wildlife Conservation Nepal  
Wildlife Conservation Society
Wildlife Conservation Society  

of Tanzania
Wildlife Information Liaison  

Development Society
Wildlife Research and  

Conservation Society 
Wildlife Trust of India
Wildlife Without Borders
Wildlife Works EPZ Ltd.
WildReach
Willemans, Janine
Williams, Bronwen
Williams, Lesley-Anne
Wilman, Victoria
Wilson, Natasha
Windsor Research Centre Limited
Winrock International
Winter, Sue
Wood, Julia
Working—Associação de  

Integração Profissional
World Parrot Trust
World Pheasant Association
World Resources Institute
World Wildlife Fund (WWF)
Wupperthal Conservancy
WWF—Brazil
WWF—Cambodia
WWF—Democratic Republic of Congo
WWF—Greater Mekong
WWF—Greece
WWF—India
WWF—North Africa
WWF—Pacific
WWF—Russia
WWF—Vietnam
X
Xaba, Antonia
Xaba, Phakamani
Xishuangbanna National  

Nature Reserve
Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical 

Garden, Chinese Academy  
of Sciences

Xishuangbanna Tropical Rain Forest 
Conservation Foundation

Y
Yadav Ghimirey
Yakap Kalikasan Tungo sa Kaunlaran 

ng Pilipinas Inc.
Yan, Taiming
Yang, Yong
YAPEKA Association
Yasadhana
Yayasan Alam Indonesia Lestari (LINI)
Yayasan Alam Sumatera
Yayasan Ayu Tani Mandiri
Yayasan Bina Ketrampilan Desa
Yayasan Bina Wana Sejahtara
Yayasan Biota Lestari
Yayasan Cipta Citra Lestari Indonesia
Yayasan Citra Mandiri
Yayasan Ekologi Konservasi  

Nanggroe Aceh
Yayasan Ekonomi Keanekaragaman 

Hayati Laut Indonesia
Yayasan Ekowisata Aceh
Yayasan IDEP Selaras Alam
Yayasan Kaliptra
Yayasan Kasih Mandiri Flores 

Lembata (SANDI FLORATA)
Yayasan Kehutanan  

Masyarakat Indonesia
Yayasan Komodo Indonesia  

Lestari (YAKINES)
Yayasan Komodo Survival Program
Yayasan Kompas Peduli Hutan
Yayasan Konservasi Laut Indonesia
Yayasan Lembaga Pembelajaran 

Konservasi Indonesia
Yayasan Mia Wola
Yayasan Mitra Masyarakat Sehat 

Indonesia (CCPHI)
Yayasan Panorama Alam Lestari Poso
Yayasan Pengelolaan Lokal Kawasan 

Laut Indonesia
Yayasan Pengembangan dan  

Pemberdayaan Masyarakat 

Yayasan Pengkajian dan  
Pengembangan Sosial

Yayasan Penyu Indonesia
Yayasan Perguruan Kristen Halmahera
Yayasan Perlindungan Lingkungan 

Hidup dan Pelestarian Alam
Yayasan Pusat Informasi  

Lingkungan Indonesia
Yayasan Rekam Jejak Alam Nusantara
Yayasan Romang Celebes Indonesia
Yayasan Rumah Ganeca,  

Sulawesi Utara
Yayasan Rumpun Bambu Indonesia
Yayasan Sauwa Sejahtera
Yayasan Sikap Tulus Untuk Sesama
Yayasan Studi Etnologi Masyarakat 

Nelayan Kecil
Yayasan Tana Ile Boleng
Yayasan Tanah Air Beta
Yayasan Tananua Flores
Yayasan Teman Laut Indonesia
Yayasan Tunas Jaya
Yayasan Wahana Tani Mandiri
Yayasan Wallacea 
Yela Environment Landowners Authority
Yele Nature Reserve Management 

Office, Sichuan
Yi Tai Rui Wo Environmental Consulting 

Company Limited
Ynanch-Vepa Analytical Agency
Yongzhongzuoqinling Monastery  

of Dingguoshan
Young Progress Association
Youth Ecological Center
Youth Ecotourism Eco-educational 

Public Organization “Pilgrim”
Youth Environment & Sustainable 

Development Organization
Youth for Peace and Development
Youth Group for  

Environmental Protection
Youth Group on Protection  

of Environment
Youth Volunteers Association of 

Yunnan University
YPPM
Yulong County Wildlife  

Conservation Association
Yunkawasi
Yunnan Academy of Arts
Yunnan Academy of Social Sciences
Yunnan Green Environment  

Development Foundation
Yunnan Huawei Law Firm
Yunnan Lingyun Law Firm
Yunnan Normal University
Yunnan Ruixiang Law Firm
Yunnan Snub-nosed Monkey  

Conservation Association
Yunnan Synetics Partnership for  

Civil Organization Development
Z
Zaaimanshoek Primere Skool
Zamorano Biodiversity Center
Zanzibar Butterfly Center
Zeineb Ghrabi-Gammar de  

l’Association la recherche en  
action—REACT

Zeleni Dom Green Home
Zemva, Sylvia
Zeren, Pingcuo
ZESMAN Consultancy
Zhao, Lianjun
Zhao, Yao
Zhassyl Azyk
Zhaxi Lapu Monastery
Zhongnan University of Law  

and Economics
Zikishe, Vathiswa
Ziliotti, Bernadete
Zimri, Jona
Zinkwazi-Blythedale Conservancy
Zoï Environment Network (Zoinet)
Zoo Outreach Organization
Zoological Society of Philadelphia
Zoological Society of Yunnan Province
Zunckel Ecological +  

Environmental Services
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Iris haynei, Faqou’a-Jenin, Palestine. © Ahmed ALomary 
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CEPF measures results on three levels: project,  
hotspot portfolio and global. 
 On the project level, grantees report on project-specific  
targets and deliverables. Grantees provide periodic updates 
via progress reports, followed by a final report on overall 
project accomplishments at the end of the project. All 
grantee reports are reviewed thoroughly by CEPF and/or 
regional implementation team staff to ensure accurate and 
valid reporting of achievements. When feasible, grantees 
receive site visits during their projects.
 The second level is the hotspot portfolio level. Each 
hotspot investment has a logframe and targets associated 
with the hotspot’s specific investment strategy. At the 
end of their projects, grantees are requested to record 
their contributions to portfolio targets. Progress toward 
achievement of portfolio targets is assessed annually, 
with aggregated results reported on in an annual portfolio 
overview. Assessment workshops are held at the mid-term 
and final stages of each hotspot investment, and at these 
points a thorough review of progress in implementing 
the investment strategy is undertaken. 
 The third level at which CEPF measures results is the 
global level. Contributions to the global indicators are 
recorded by grantees in their final reports at the end of 
their project as well as by regional implementation teams 
who report on collective portfolio achievements that go 
beyond individual project accomplishments. Progress 
toward CEPF global indicators is assessed annually,  
with aggregated results reported on in the CEPF 
Impact/Annual Report.

Definitions for CEPF’s 16 global indicators

1 Number of hectares of protected areas 
created and/or expanded

To be counted, a new protected area must demonstrate 
formal legal declaration, and biodiversity conservation 
must be an official management goal. If a protected area 
is expanded due to CEPF grantee efforts, the area of 
expansion may be counted but must also demonstrate 
formal legal declaration. New protected areas include 
national or local parks and reserves, private protected 
areas, marine parks and reserves, community protected 
areas, such as fish conservation zones and lands protected 
under stewardship and community agreements. Areas 
that do not have an official formal declaration may be  
included insofar as their protected status is legally binding.

2 Number of hectares of Key Biodiversity 
Areas with improved management

To be counted, an area must be a Key Biodiversity Area 
(KBA), must benefit directly from CEPF funding, and there 
must be a substantive and meaningful positive change in 
the management/protection of the KBA. There must be 
a reasonable attribution between CEPF grantee action 
and the strengthening of management in the KBA. For an 
area to be considered as having “improved management,” 
it can benefit from a wide range of actions. Examples 
include increased patrolling, reduced intensity of snaring, 
invasive species eradication, reduced incidence of fire, and 
introduction of sustainable agricultural/fisheries practices.

3 Number of hectares of production  
landscapes with strengthened  

management of biodiversity
A production landscape is defined as a site outside a  
protected area where commercial and/or community- 
based agriculture, forestry or natural product  
exploitation occurs. 

 For an area to be considered as having  
“strengthened management of biodiversity,”  
it can benefit from a wide range of interventions, 
such as best practices and guidelines implemented,  
incentive schemes introduced, sites/products certified, 
and sustainable harvesting regulations introduced. 

 Areas that are protected are not included  
under this indicator because their hectares  
are counted elsewhere. 

 A production landscape can include part or all  
of an unprotected KBA.

4 Number of protected areas  
with improved management

CEPF strives to track the improved management of 
protected areas that have received CEPF investment. 
The tool that CEPF uses to collect this information is 
the Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool (METT). 
The METT is a scorecard that provides an assessment of 
protected area management effectiveness. Changes in 
score are determined by comparing a baseline scorecard 
to a final scorecard completed at the end of the project. 
To be counted under this global indicator, a protected 
area must demonstrate an increase in score from 
baseline to final. 

5 Number of globally threatened species 
benefiting from conservation action

To be counted, a species must benefit from an intervention 
that has direct conservation action. Examples include 
preparation or implementation of a conservation action 
plan; captive breeding programs; habitat protection; 
species monitoring; patrolling to halt wildlife trafficking; 
and removal of invasive species.

6 Number of CEPF grantees with  
improved organizational capacity

CEPF measures change in organizational capacity  
with a self-assessment tool, the Civil Society Tracking  
Tool (CSTT), that aims to monitor a civil society  
organization’s capacity to effectively plan, implement 
and evaluate actions for biodiversity conservation.  
This is determined by five major factors: (i) its available 
human resources; (ii) its financial resources; (iii) its  
management systems, which ensure that available 
resources are translated into effective actions; (iv)  
its strategic planning, which ensures that these actions 
target conservation priorities; and (v) its delivery,  
which ensures that these actions effect change.  
The tool has a total possible score of 100. It should 
be completed twice: at the start and at the end of the 
project. Local and national grantees are required to 
complete the CSTT. 

7 Number of CEPF grantees with improved 
understanding of and commitment to  

 gender issues
CEPF measures change in understanding of and commitment 
to gender issues with  the Gender Tracking Tool (GTT). It is 
a self-assessment tool that can be used by an organization 
to understand if and to what extent gender considerations 
have been integrated into its program and operations. It 
consists of seven questions for a total possible score of 
20. The tool should be completed twice: at the start and 
at the end of the project. Local and national grantees are 
required to complete the GTT. 

8 Number of networks and partnerships that 
have been created and/or strengthened

Networks/partnerships should have some lasting benefit 
beyond immediate project implementation. Informal 
networks/partnerships are acceptable even if they do not 
have a Memorandum of Understanding or other type of 
validation. Examples of networks/partnerships include 
an alliance of fisherfolk to promote sustainable fisheries 
practices; a network of environmental journalists;  
a partnership between one or more NGOs with one or 
more private sector partners to improve biodiversity 
management on private lands; and a working group 
focusing on reptile conservation.

9 Number of people receiving  
structured training

Structured training is defined as any organized or formal 
training opportunity, such as a workshop, classroom 
activity, university program, formal site visit or exchange 
program. Data are sex-disaggregated. This number is not 
to be combined with the indicator recording beneficiaries 
receiving non-cash benefits; this indicator is specific to 
training, a key element of CEPF’s work.

10 Number of people receiving  
cash benefits 

Cash benefits include those derived from employment 
and increased income due to livelihood programs. Project 
employees are excluded. Data are sex-disaggregated.

11 Number of people receiving non-cash 
benefits other than structured training

Non-cash benefits are increased access to clean water; 
increased food security; increased access to energy;  
increased access to public services; increased resilience 
to climate change; improved land tenure; improved 
recognition of traditional knowledge; improved  
decision-making and governance and improved access  
to ecosystem services. Data are sex-disaggregated.

12 Number of projects promoting  
nature-based solutions to combat  

 climate change
Projects have been tagged with one or more of the 
following keywords: buffer zones, carbon offsets, 
climate adaptation, climate mitigation, community-based 
conservation, conservation planning, ecosystem resilience, 
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habitat conservation and management, land use planning, 
payment for ecosystem services, private reserves, protected 
areas, reforestation, restoration, soil conservation and 
water management.

13 Amount of CO2e sequestered in 
CEPF-supported natural habitats

The methodology for measuring this indicator is under 
development and as such no definition is yet available for it.

14 Number of laws, regulations and  
policies with conservation provisions  

 that have been enacted or amended
“Laws and regulations” pertain to official rules or orders 
prescribed by authority. Any law, regulation, decree 
or order with conservation provisions that has been 
enacted or amended as a result of CEPF investment is 
eligible to be included. “Policies” that are adopted or 
pursued by a government—including a sector or faction 
of government—and provide for biodiversity conservation 
thanks to CEPF investment are eligible. 

15 Number of sustainable financing  
mechanisms that are delivering  

 funds for conservation
The purpose of this indicator is to track the number of 
functioning financing mechanisms created by or receiving 
support from CEPF and delivering funds for conservation. 
Sustainable financing mechanisms are secured to help 
ensure long-term financing for project or program 
conservation objectives beyond the project’s or program’s 
lifespan. They aim to generate sustaining financial 
resources over five or more years. Sustainable finance 
goes beyond traditional government or donor funding by 
introducing innovative market-based approaches, such 
as debt-for-nature swaps, environmental funds  
and payment for ecosystem services. 

16 Number of companies that adopt  
biodiversity-friendly practices

A company is a legal entity made up of an association  
of people—be they natural, legal, or a mixture of both— 
for carrying on a commercial or industrial enterprise. 
Company members share a common purpose and unite 
in order to focus their various talents and organize 
their collectively available skills or resources to achieve 
specific, declared goals. While companies take various 
forms, for the purposes of CEPF, a company is defined as 
a for-profit business entity. For a company to be counted, 
it must have adopted biodiversity-friendly practices 
as a result of CEPF investment. A biodiversity-friendly 
practice is one that conserves or uses natural resources 
in a sustainable manner.

Data collection and reporting processes
Each of CEPF’s grantees makes an important contribution 
to CEPF’s global impact. CEPF’s monitoring system has 
evolved from a simplistic effort focused on rudimentary 
data collection and an emphasis on stories to a complex 
framework applicable to grants of all sizes and scope, 

capable of articulating global impact and contributions 
to the UN Sustainable Development Goals and CBD Aichi 
Biodiversity targets in quantitative and qualitative ways. 
CEPF’s reporting system is fully electronic, allowing for 
aggregation of results and production of reports that  
can present portfolio and global results for all projects.
 CEPF’s monitoring framework allows for reporting 
on the fund’s operational contribution as well as on 
impact. During the application process, prior to project 
approval, each grant is assigned to one of CEPF’s four 
pillars (biodiversity, civil society, human well-being or 
enabling conditions); a project category (a subset of the 
pillar); a habitat; one or more taxa if relevant; and appli-
cable keywords. These assignments allow the fund to 
ascertain the amount of funds spent in certain categories 
and for various themes and facilitate analysis of data by 
hotspot and region. The ability to quantify how much 
money has been spent on selected themes helps to frame 
results in terms of what CEPF grantees have been able to 
do with the funds that have been allocated.
 Impact reporting is undertaken via comprehensive 
reporting tools and templates, available in multiple 
languages. Each grantee is responsible for completing 
selected monitoring tools, including regular programmatic 
progress reports and a final report, as well as tracking 
tools pertaining to gender, capacity and protected area 
management. Upon submission of monitoring reports 
and tracking tools, data are reviewed and validated by 
the respective regional implementation team and/or 
CEPF grant director responsible for that grant.
 While CEPF has established procedures for data 
collection and compilation, it is not without its challenges. 
Below are some of the main issues encountered in 
preparing CEPF’s impact numbers.

Interpretation

 Misunderstanding about what an indicator means: 
Despite translation of CEPF’s reporting formats into  
multiple languages, cultural differences can lead to 
varying interpretations of the indictors. 

 Different interpretations of what an indicator 
means, irrespective of language: Each indicator has 
a definition, but even so, people’s understanding and 
experiences can lead to different interpretations.

Overreporting
 Over-ambitious reporting: This can occur when a 
grantee may have only partially achieved a result 
but reports it as achieved. For example, a new 
protected area must be officially declared to be 
counted. A grantee may report that an area has been 
declared because official declaration is imminent. 

However, such an accomplishment should not be 
counted until it actually occurs.

Creative reporting
 Grantees are proud of their accomplishments, as is 
CEPF. However, sometimes a grantee will alter or 
expand the results reported for a specific indicator 
such that it is not possible to aggregate the results 
with those from other projects.

Lack of focus on reporting  
during implementation

 Although grantees receive training at the start of their 
project about reporting requirements and content, this 
focus can be sidelined in the enthusiasm to implement 
the project. If attention to monitoring is not a priority 
during the project, grantees may not be able to report 
accurately. For example, CEPF requires sex-disaggregated 
data for some indicators. If grantees do not record such 
data during the project, they may not be able to supply 
the required information in their final report.

Validation of grantee results
 All grantee reports are thoroughly reviewed by a CEPF 
grant director or the regional implementation team, or 
both when relevant. These efforts are supplemented by 
reviews of supporting documentation, correspondence 
with grantees, or site visits. If it is not possible to visit a 
grantee during or at the end of their project because some 
are in remote areas, other methods may be considered, 
including third party observation, photo/video evidence 
or frequent electronic contact during the project.

 CEPF’s Monitoring, Evaluation and Outreach Unit 
(MEOU) also reviews grantee reports when compiling 
overall results, thereby providing an additional avenue 
of communication with the grantee to verify and  
clarify results, as well as to gather qualitative  
information to better present grantee results in  
CEPF’s various communications products.

Post-project contact to ensure  
comprehensive reporting

 CEPF’s grants are often awarded for initiatives that 
may require a significant amount of time to see a result, 
such as creation of a protected area. A grant may come 
to an end before a result is achieved. In such instances, 
CEPF strives to maintain contact with grantees 
post-project so that when the result is achieved, it can 
be recorded as part of CEPF’s impact. Grantees are 
usually so enthusiastic about a result eventually being 
achieved that they communicate with CEPF. However, 
they are under no obligation to do so, and therefore 
CEPF may be underreporting for some indicators.

 
These challenges are a constant focus for CEPF MEOU, 
and its staff are dedicated to addressing these so that 
reporting procedures are better understood and  
implemented, with the overall aim of ensuring that 
CEPF’s results are as accurate and relevant as possible.

Participants identify insects during Ebony Forest Ltd 
course on invertebrate surveys. © Adisha Sewdyal 

Back cover: Ricaniid planthopper (Ricania sp.),  
Masoala, Madagascar. © Ken Behrens
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