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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 the Sundaland biodiversity hotspot, emphasizing the
four biodiversity conservation corridors comprising forested ecosystems on the island of Sumatra.

CEPF designed conservation investmentsin Sumatra to address a biodiversity emergency
namely the prediction in 2001 that by 2005 Sumatrals lowland forest would be gone. CEPF
embarked on a strategy to channel investments, focusing on four geographic areas selected on the
basis of their remaining plant and animal diversity: Tesso Nilo/Bukit Tigapuluh (central
Sumatra), Bukit Barisan Seletan National Park (southern tip of Sumatra), Seulawah-L euser-
Angkola (lying in the two northernmost provinces of Sumatra), and Siberut I1sland (in the
Mentawai chain off western Sumatra) (Figure 1). The emphasis of CEPF funding in these priority
corridorsisto focus on projects that aim to conserve forest through enhancing local stewardship
of remaining forests and building alliances among conservation-minded individuals.



Figure 1. Map of CEPF Priority Areasin Sumatra within the Sundaland Hotspot

Data from various complementary sources were used for the analyses presented in this report. For
the entire region and each corridor, we compiled and examined available socioeconomic data
from Indonesiain general and Sumatrain particular. For individual projects, we collected and
analyzed data from CEPF grantees. This report summarizes the data analysis at aregional scale,
at acorridor scale, and for individual projects.

Initiative-Wide (Regional) Level

The Sundaland Hotspot occurs in Indonesia, a densely populated idand nation in Southeast Asia.
Indonesiais one of the poorest in Southeast Asia, aclaim borne out by standard devel opment
indicators such as the Human Devel opment Index and the Human Poverty Index (Table 1). These
indicators revea dlightly mixed resultsin terms of the level of national poverty. For instance, the
Human Poverty Index rank does not indicate human conditionsin Indonesiathat are as bad as
those depicted by the Human Devel opment Index. Although less than 8 percent of the population
lives on $1 per day, more than 52 percent lives on $2 per day.



Table 1. National development and poverty levels for Indonesia

Indonesia
Human Development Index: value (rank ?) 0.697 (#110)
Human Poverty Index: value (rank %) 17.8 (#41)
% population living on less than $2 per day ° 52.4
% population living on less than $1 per day ° 75

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

Corridor Level

To explore the socioeconomic context of CEPF priority corridors in the Sundaland Hotspot, this
study examined measures of poverty available for Indonesia. We considered three different
poverty indicators] lack of education, infant mortality, and underweight childrenl] and present
each in map form to enable a comparison between the corridor areas and surrounding parts of
Sumatra. A map of percent of population in small geographic units called sub-districts indicates
relatively high proportions of the population lacking education in 2000 throughout Sumatra
(Figure 2). Certain sub-districtsin the corridors show particularly high percentages of population
with no formal education, particularly in Seulawah-L euser-Angkola and on Siberut Island.

Figure 2. Percentage of Sub-district Population on Sumatra Lacking Education, 2000 (Data source: 2000 Census of
Population and Housing, Statistics Indonesia, http://wwww.bps.go.id)




In contrast, mapping infant mortality rate in 2000 (defined as the number of deathsin the first
year of life per 1,000 live births) indicates slightly better conditions within the priority corridors
than elsewhere on Sumatra (and neighboring parts of Indonesia) (Figure 3). Although once again
there are localities within corridors that indicate poor conditions, as reveaed by higher infant
mortality, these are relatively few and most of the corridors feature an infant mortality rate of 10
or less. Findly, mapping the percentage of children aged five years or less who are underweight
shows a geographic pattern generally similar to that found in the map showing lack of education
(Figure 4). Throughout much of Sumatra, 24 percent or more of children were underweight in
2000. With respect to this measure of human well-being, afew locations with lower percentages
of children underweight occur in the corridors and beyond, but no clear geographic tendencies are
evident. It isworth noting, however, that higher percentages of children underweight tend to
occur on Sumatra (and on neighboring Java, to the southeast) than elsewherein Indonesia,
suggesting worse human conditions than elsewhere in that country.

Figure 3. Infant Mortality Rate Sumatra, 2000 (Data source: http://www.ciesin.columbia.edu/povmap/ds global .htm)




