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onservation Outcomes

Conservation targets at the species level are
those that are globally threatened with
extinction, meeting the criteria of Critically
Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable on the
IUCN Red List. According to the 2004 Red List,
there are 248 threatened species in Sumatra.

Targets at the site level are termed Key
Biodiversity Areas (KBAs), or sites of global
significance for biodiversity conservation. KBAs
are sites that are actually or potentially
manageable for conservation, identified using
globally standard criteria and thresholds. They
are based on the occurrence of species
requiring safeguard at the site scale: globally
threatened species, restricted-range species

AZE sites contain 95 percent or more of the
global population of one or more Critically
Endangered or Endangered species; a total of
seven AZE sites have been identified in Sumatra
(highlighted on the map in red).

Donors, governments, and non-governmental
organizations must safeguard biodiversity in
Sumatra through a range of conservation
activities. A few globally threatened species will
require species-specific action, such as disease
mitigation or controlling invasive species. Most
investment, however, will need to be at the site
level, to safeguard the habitats in which target
species are found. Safeguarding a KBA may
involve declaring a new protected area,
expanding or strengthening management in an

investment priorities identified by CEPF can be
found in the Sumatra Ecosystem Profile
(www.cepf.net).

Sumatra is one of the most biologically rich
areas on earth. However, the spectacular
endemic species found on Sumatra are
succumbing to intense pressures such as
poaching, logging, oil palm development, and
the local and international wildlife trade.
Targeted conservation investment is urgently
needed to combat these threats.

For more information, please refer to
www.cepf.net, www.conservation.org,
www.biodiversityhotspots.org, www.redlist.org,
www.birdlife.org, and www.zeroextinction.org.
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The Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund
(CEPF) is a joint initiative of Conservation
International, the Global Environment
Facility, the Government of Japan, the
MacArthur Foundation and the World Bank.
A fundamental goal of CEPF is to ensure
civil society is engaged in biodiversity
conservation.

The political and geographic designations
shown on this map do not imply the
expression of any opinion on behalf of
CEPF or any of its partners concerning the
legal status or deliniation of the frontiers of
any country, territory or area.




