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The benefits from intact habitats and healthy ecosystems extend well beyond biodiversity. This
report is part of an ongoing effort by the Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund (CEPF) to analyze
the relationship between the projects it supports and poverty reduction.

This analysis includes a socioeconomic study across the CEPF geographic funding areaand a
project- and portfolio-specific study performed through administering questionnaires to grantees.
The socioeconomic information provides CEPF with more detailed information about the areas
whereit invests and can be layered with existing biodiversity datato present a more
comprehensive picture of the priority areas. Project-specific information, collected through
guestionnaires, provides specific data on key indicators agreed upon by the CEPF donor partners.
In addition, this report incorporates narrative examples of how CEPF-supported conservation
projects contribute to poverty reduction.

The project-level information is presented in a standard format agreed upon with the CEPF donor
partners that is then globally aggregated as a part of the regular quarterly reporting to the partners.
This approach has so far been completed in ten regions. Atlantic Forest, Cape Floristic Region,
Guinean Forests of West Africa, Madagascar and Indian Ocean Islands, Philippines, Southern

M esoamerica, Succulent Karoo, Sundaland, Tropical Andes, and Tumbes-Choc3Magdalena. The
following report presents the results from Tumbes-Choc[3M agdal ena, emphasizing the Choc*
Manablhiodiversity conservation corridor in that hotspot.

CEPF[3$ Tumbes-Choc[}M agdal ena ecosystem profile focuses on supporting existing
conservation efforts in the Choc3Manab[biodiversity conservation corridor, located in Colombia
and Ecuador (Figure 1). The emphasis of CEPF funding in this corridor is on promoting the
engagement of awide range of private and public institutions to address conservation needs
through coordinated regiona efforts.

Data from various complementary sources were used for the analyses presented in this report. For
the entire region and the corridor, we compiled and examined avail able socioeconomic data from
Colombia and Ecuador. For individual projects, we collected and analyzed data from CEPF
grantees. This report summarizes the data analysis at aregiona scale, at a corridor scale, and for
individual projects.



Figure 1. Map of the Choc[3Manab[ICorridor within the Tumbes-Choc[3Magdalena Hotspot

Initiative-Wide (Regional) Level

The Tumbes-Choc3M agdalena Hotspot includes parts of four countriesin Central and South
America: Colombia, Ecuador, Panama, and Peru. CEPF attention focuses specifically on the
Choc3ManabCorridor, which occurs partialy in Colombia and partially in Ecuador. In 2000,
Colombia accounted for nearly 50 percent of the hotspot population, whereas more than 36
percent of the region(s population lived in Ecuador that same year. Both countries are
characterized by considerable poverty, a proposition borne out by standard devel opment
indicators such as the Human Devel opment Index and the Human Poverty Index (Table 1). Based
on al indicatorslisted in that table, poverty is slightly greater in Ecuador than Colombia.



Table 1. National development and poverty levels for Colombia and Ecuador

Colombia Ecuador
Human Development Index: value (rank ?) 0.785 (#69) 0.759 (#82)
Human Poverty Index: value (rank %) 7.4 (#8) 10.6 (#22)
% population living on less than $2 per day ° 22.6 40.8
% population living on less than $1 per day ° 8.2 17.7

a Rank among less developed countries globally, 2003
b: Average, 1990-2003
Source: United Nations Development Programme-Human Devel opment Reports online: http://www.undp.org/reports/

Corridor Level

To explore the socioeconomic context of CEPF corridorsin the Tumbes-ChochMagdalena
Hotspot, this study examined measures of poverty available for Colombia and Ecuador. In the
case of Colombia, we used data from the 1993 census of population and housing for
municipalities to measure poverty within the Chocl+Manab[Corridor and beyond, focusing on
housing units lacking adequate water sources (those lacking piped and well water), housing units
lacking adequate waste treatment (those without toilets), housing units using charcoal, firewood,
or refuse as cooking fuel, and persons lacking any formal education. Thisinformation is dated,
but when we prepared this report, municipality-level datafor poverty indicators from the 2005
census remained unavailable.

In the case of Ecuador, efforts by the World Bank to estimate and map poverty in small areas
enabled the direct analysis of poverty, again measured at the level of the municipality. Poverty
measures used are percentages of population below the national poverty line, poor persons (below
the poverty line) per square kilometer, and the poverty gap (a measure of the cost of eliminating
poverty relative to the national poverty line, with higher values indicating greater poverty).

M apping the percentages of housing units in Colombialacking accessto piped or well water,
toilets, and modern cooking fuel, and Colombians lacking formal education, indicates that many
of the municipalities occurring in the corridor exhibit poor conditions (Figures 2 and 3).
Similarly, mapping the percentage of population below the national poverty line, density of poor
persons, and poverty gap in Ecuador reveals the large amount of poverty in the southern part of
the Choc[3*Manab[Corridor (Figures 4 and 5).



Figure 2. Poverty Indicators for Colombia, 1993: (a) Percent of Housing Units Lacking Piped or Well Water, (b)
Percent of Housing Units Lacking Toilets (Data source: Sistema de Consulta del Censo/93, Departamento
AdministrivaNaciona de Estad(stica, http://www.DANE.gov.co)

Figure 3. Poverty Indicators for Colombia, 1993: (a) Percent of Housing Units Using Charcoal, Firewood, or Refuse
for Cooking, (b) Percent of Population Aged 12 Y ears and Over Lacking Education (Data source: Sistema de Consulta
del Censo/93, Departamento Administriva Naciona de Estad(stica, http://www.DANE.gov.co)




Figure 4. Poverty Indicators for Ecuador, 2001: Percent of Population Below Poverty Line (a), Number of Persons
Below Poverty Line per Square Kilometer (b) (Data source: Poverty Mapping Project: Small Area Estimates of Poverty
and Inequality, http://www.ciesin.columbia edu/povmap/)

Figure 5. Poverty Gap Index for Ecuador, 2001 (per capita cost of eliminating poverty) (Data source: Poverty Mapping
Project: Small Area Estimates of Poverty and Inequality, http://wwuw.ciesin.columbia.edu/povmap/)




