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REGIONAL INTRODUCTION

This report focuses on key stakeholder audiences within the Amazon 
region and the ways they share and receive information to help design a 
communications strategy that enables USAID to effectively communicate 
with often marginalized populations. The regional summary and the country 
profiles in this report provide demographic overviews and data highlights 
on Indigenous populations, gender dynamics, and access to and use of 
communications technologies. To connect USAID’s work with the country 
contexts, the country profiles conclude with USAID and U.S. government 
goals and the national environmental threats and drivers, based on the most 
recent Country Development Cooperation Strategies and Biodiversity and 
Tropical Forest Foreign Assistance Act 118 and 119 Analyses. The principal 
sources of data for this report are the National Censuses of each country or 
other reports their respective National Institute of Statistics produce.

A complementary qualitative analysis of key informant interviews with 
bilateral Missions and implementing partners will accompany this report. The 
analysis will identify themes and patterns regarding internal communication 
with the Amazon Regional Environment Program (AREP) team and external 
communication with key stakeholders, like program participants, including 
Indigenous communities. Ultimately, this report and the qualitative analysis will 
result in a set of recommendations and best practices to reach different key 
audiences to inform the AREP Communications Strategy.   

UNDERSTANDING CONTEXT
The Amazon region spans 7.8 million square kilometers and is home to 33 
million people, including 1.5 million Indigenous people from 385 different 
ethnic groups.1 Over seventy percent2 of the population in the Amazon lives 
in cities, with 5.6 million living in the top six cities alone, five of these in Brazil 
and one in Peru (Table 1). However, the rural/urban divide of the Amazonian 
areas of the six countries where AREP programs is variable. The populations 
of the Brazilian and Peruvian Amazon are predominantly urban; the majority 
of the Ecuadorian, Guyanese, and Surinamese Amazon population lives in rural 
areas; and the Colombia Amazon population is about evenly split between 
urban and rural areas. For example, two of the three regions of the Guyanese 
Amazon are 100 percent rural, and Sipaliwini, the largest district of Suriname, 
covered mainly by rainforest, has no capital city. 
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Table 1: Most populous cities in the Amazon
City Country Urban Population (2020)

Manaus Brazil 2,219,580

Belem Brazil 1,499,6413 

Porto Velho Brazil 539,354

Macapa Brazil 512,902

Iquitos Peru 479,866 (2015)

Santarem Brazil 306,480

The majority of Amazonian Indigenous populations lives in rural areas, with the 
exception of the Shipibo Konibo people of Peru, who have a slightly higher urban 
population than rural. Across the Amazon, Indigenous people living in rural areas 
tend to have lower access to Information and Communications Technology (ICT) 
than the national averages. At the same time, Amazonian Indigenous Peoples have 
a long history of physical mobility within the Amazonian Basin; more recently this 
mobility also manifests as circulation between urban areas and home communities,  
connecting multiple households as a diversified livelihood strategy.4 For example, 
in Peru many Shipibo live primarily in the cities, but return to rural towns to 
acquire raw materials for their craft-work.5 Economic, educational, and political 
opportunities draw Indigenous populations to cities. Serving as nodes connecting 
external actors and resources to Indigenous communities, these circular migrants 
are often leaders in the campaign for representational and territorial rights. 
Despite lower access to ICTs, Amazonian Indigenous groups have creative 
ways of sending and receiving information both within communities and with 
external actors, including local and national governments, civil society, and donor 
organizations. Indigenous people who circulate between urban and rural spaces 
are key actors in facilitating these communication and information flows. But 
equity concerns mean they should not be the sole communication route to reach 
rural Indigenous populations.  

DEMOGRAPHIC REGIONAL TRENDS 
□ 

 

 

Census data indicate that Amazonian Indigenous populations live predominantly in rural areas, 
however traditional and new forms of mobility frequently bring Indigenous people to urban 
areas. 

□ Some members of Indigenous communities circulate between rural and urban space and serve as 
key nodes in access to resources, information, and political representation.

□ Diverse communication tactics should be used to reach different members within communities 
to avoid treating Indigenous leaders as de facto gatekeepers.
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Expert Highlight: Language  
Dr. Georgia Ennis, Pennsylvania State University, Center for Humanities & Information

The Amazon is one of the most linguistically complex regions in the world. More than 300 Indigenous 
languages are spoken alongside several colonial and creole languages, and bilingualism and multilingualism 
are common. Maroon communities, the descendants of enslaved Africans who sought refuge in the 
rainforest, speak creole languages that incorporate African, European, and Indigenous influences. 
Indigenous groups often span national borders: the Ticuna language, for instance, is spoken by about 
48,000 people in Brazil, Peru, and Colombia.6 Overall, distinct colonial histories shape the Amazonian 
countries and influence linguistic dynamics. 

In urban areas, many people, especially young people, communicate almost entirely in colonial 
languages. Some understand but do not speak Indigenous languages. Amazonian youth are often 
educated in Western languages and adept at using technology, making them strategic participants 
in communications work. However, relying on them risks downplaying the traditional role of elders 
in leadership. Knowledge of colonial languages and print literacy are increasing across Amazonia. 
Fluent bilinguals are key actors for translating written materials into culturally appropriate forms. 
Translating ideas, not just words, is crucial, as literal translations can produce incomprehensible texts.7 
Some Indigenous languages have standard orthographies, though these may not be accepted by all 
actors.8 Conversely, many Indigenous languages have not been standardized, complicating written 
communication.9 Although literacy is more widespread than often imagined, there is a strong preference 
for performance and broadcast media and live festivals, which can incorporate more traditional genres 
like storytelling and song.10,  Audiovisual communication in local languages is vital for reaching women, 
elders, and rural audiences. Working with Amazonian broadcast and performance media producers 
and media artists is one way to tailor messages to local audiences. 

KEY COMMUNICATIONS CHANNELS
RADIO
Radio has long been a solid form of information exchange with Amazonian Indigenous populations. For 
example, in the late 1970s, Shipibo leaders in Peru began transmitting a small radio show in the Shipibo 
language; through the 1980s, this program grew and was transmitted by Radio Pucallpa.12 Now, there 
is a Network of Indigenous Communicators of Peru. Radio shows in Indigenous languages, like this 
one, have helped create a shared sense of identity among communities that are often dispersed across 
large areas. Radio shows have also been a way for Indigenous groups to make demands of the state 
and to communicate their conflicts with external actors, like illegal loggers and miners.13 The website 
Radiogarden maps radio stations across the globe and enables the user to tune in. It shows that across 
the Amazon region, radio stations are concentrated in population centers and along the Amazon River. 

Shortwave radio is an important complement to these broadcast FM stations because it can be 
transmitted over much larger distances. Many Indigenous communities rely on two-way shortwave/ Very 
High Frequency radio, which in addition to reaching long distances, has low infrastructure requirements 
and works with solar-powered batteries. For example, the Alto Juruá Extractive Reserve in the Brazilian 
state of Amazonas has a network of seven radios inside the reserve and one main hub-station in the 
city of Marechal Thaumaturgo.14 The hub connects and exchanges information among all the stations, 
connecting family members living in the reserve to those in the city; enabling requests for medical 
assistance; exchanging information about the price of goods and services; and reporting illegal logging, 
hunting, and mining happening within the reserve.  
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RECOMMENDATIONS BASED ON IDENTIFIED TRENDS
□ Explore the use of shortwave radio and creating relationships with broadcast hubs.
□ Look for ways to adapt content such as activity reports, press releases, interviews, 

organizational and learning activities to audio formats such as talk radio and podcasts combined 
with music and storytelling.

□ Because radio is an established medium for implementing education and sharing news and 
culture, particularly with women and Indigenous Peoples, it reaches those audiences where they 
are and does not require them to seek access to technology they may not readily have. When 
trying to reach these populations, it should be one of the first choices, if not the first choice, 
when the message fits the medium.

Expert Highlight: Television  
Dr. Richard Pace, Middle Tennessee State University, Department of Sociology & Anthropology

Among the types of media available in the Amazon region, television has been the most frequently 
engaged since the 1990s and remains so today.15 The medium serves as a key source of information 
and entertainment, although access and program comprehension vary considerably among different 
populations.

Across the Amazon region, at least four broad (but not always mutually exclusive) categories 
of people watch TV:
•	 Indigenous Peoples (numerically the smallest population). In rural areas, there is a continuum 

from limited TV access to its complete absence in more remote areas due to costly and 
inconsistent energy sources, such as diesel generators or car batteries, and poor signal reception, 
particularly in areas without satellite dishes. However, many Indigenous Peoples will spend time 
in small towns and cities where access to TV is much better.

• Peasants/small farmers (the largest rural group consisting of ribeiros [riverine dwellers], maroon/
quilombos [descendants of African slaves], and recent migrants). Access to TV is common near 
towns, but rarer in more remote locations where energy sources are limited and TV signals are 
weak or absent.

•	 Small town (more than 5,000 inhabitants). These communities serve as a bridge between urban 
and rural zones, as many people migrate back and forth. TV access is high as most communities 
have electricity and satellite dishes (public or private). Households own and/or share access 
with neighbors.

•	 Urban (cities of 50,000 or more—the largest Amazonian population). The Amazon is 
demographically an urban space, frequently fed by migrant populations from the rural zones. 
Near saturation in TV access occurs as households strive to own a set, regardless of income, or 
have access to neighbors’, friends’, or extended family’s sets.

Issues in receiving messages through TV: Beyond problems of access, issues associated with
understanding transmitted messages relate to cultural capital (including language spoken) and cultural 
proximity. In televiewing terms, cultural capital refers to knowledge of narrative structures and 
program strategies, genre rules, and familiarity with different types of program characters. Cultural 
proximity refers to how recognizable are the visual elements (such as the landscape, clothing styles); 
verbal elements (including regionalism in language, historical references); and other distinctive
features associated with a particular national, regional, local, ethnic, or class culture. 
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In a model that researchers developed for Amazon peasants and Indigenous Peoples,16 these features 
combined to create four outcomes: 1) heeding or accepting messages (often when individuals share 
much of the cultural capital and cultural proximity to message creators, enabling them to accept the 
content as intended), 2) missing messages (lack of shared cultural capital and proximity, the content 
is not understood), 3) ignoring messages (content understood, but deemed irrelevant, confusing, or 
inconsequential), or 4) resisting messages (content understood, but rejected because perceived as false 
or threatening). 

Predicting reception: Much of a viewer’s cultural capital is rooted in the local or subnational region, 
despite the impact of globalization.17 Local culture, therefore, will often supersede national culture in 
terms of viewers’ perceptions, world views, and heeding or accepting of messages. This is especially 
the case with groups like rural and marginalized urban Amazonian populations, whose ability to travel 
or otherwise experience the outside world is limited and for whom family and personal networks are 
key sources of information. Communicating messages beyond the viewers’ cultural context becomes 
problematic, and missing, ignoring, and resisting television messages becomes common.

RECOMMENDATIONS

•	  Televised messages need to be tailored to targeted audiences’ cultural capital and cultural proximity. 
This is best achieved jointly with a local/native consultant.

•	 Follow-up analysis on the impact of a message can help guard against unintended message 
dissemination.

•	 Although TV is the most ubiquitous medium, it will not reach all groups in terms of access, language, 
or cultural appropriateness. Combining TV with radio broadcasts (including community radio), as 
well as “clips” that can be shown and exchanged on platforms ranging from YouTube, Instagram, 
WhatsApp, and Facebook expands messaging coverage.

•	 Local and Indigenous groups should be recruited to produce their own version of desired messages 
and disseminate through their own social networks.18

DIGITAL ACCESS
While census data show relatively lower access to internet and mobile phones among Indigenous 
populations, this does not mean that Indigenous communities do not use these technologies. National and 
regional Indigenous organizations, such as the Confederation of Indigenous Nationalities of Ecuador or 
Coordinator of the Indigenous Organizations of the Amazon River Basin (COICA) use multiple social media 
platforms including Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, and sometimes YouTube and Spotify. Through these 
platforms, national and regional Indigenous organizations communicate demands and campaigns to external 
actors and exchange information with their home communities. COICA highlights “Systems, Technology 
and Communication” as one the six organizing axes of the Amazonian Indigenous Agenda, underlying the 
organization’s prioritization of access to and skilled use of ICT.  

Internet access and cellular coverage are arriving to many parts of the Amazon; with its multiple large 
cities, the Brazilian Amazon likely has the greatest digital coverage. Even in areas that do not have access to 
internet or mobile connections, Indigenous groups often use mobile phones to take photos, record audio, 
and make videos. This content can then be shared during periodic trips into a city when the devices are able 
to connect to the internet. One study found that among Indigenous groups in Acre and southern Amazonas, 
Brazil, Facebook is the most used social media platform. When in areas with digital coverage, people check 
their Facebook page; upload content; and download photos, audio, or video that they watch offline. Many 
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in the Amazon use social media to build and reinforce relationships, discuss personal life with friends 
and family in different places, express Indigenous politics, organize meetings, and market craftwork and 
other products.19 This use of social media is changing the gender dynamics of who interacts with external 
actors and information and how, with women able to connect with external social, economic, and political 
spaces, which, traditionally only men could do. A separate study reports that communications NGOs, 
like Servindi, investigative journalism outlets, like Ojo Público, and radio stations are also using Facebook 
pages to exchange information across the Amazon.  
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Expert Highlight: Digital Access  
Jennifer Sierra, University of Michigan, PhD Candidate in Linguistic Anthropology

In the past decade, digital communication technologies and internet access have become more widespread 
in the Amazon region. However, the Amazon regions maintain the lowest rate of internet access in their 
respective countries.20 Despite multiple barriers to internet and digital device access, Amazonian peoples 
have been enthusiastic adopters of digital communication technologies with Facebook and WhatsApp being 
the most popular social media platforms. 

The biggest barrier to internet connectivity for Amazonian Indigenous people is the lack of necessary 
telecommunication infrastructure. The two most popular forms of internet connectivity in the Amazon 
region today are satellite connection and mobile data.21 Indigenous people mainly access the internet through 
phone data, while owning a PC or a laptop is rare. Wireless internet access is becoming increasingly popular 
in urban towns while broadband connectivity remains a challenge, with the dense forests and rivers of the 
region impeding installation of the necessary infrastructure.22 There is a striking disparity in internet access 
between urban and rural areas.23 Rural Amazonian communities largely lack cell phone towers and satellites 
that make internet connection possible. 

Indigenous leaders in rural communities have invested in long-lasting partnerships with NGOs and private 
cell service providers to acquire access to communication technologies. For example, the Yawanawa and 
the Asháninka Indigenous Peoples of the Brazilian Amazon partnered with an NGO to bring internet access 
to their communities more than a decade ago.24 These partnerships, with private telecommunications 
providers such as Movistar and Claro, or NGOs who mediate these transactions, offer the principle means 
through which Indigenous rural groups get telecommunication infrastructure. This connectivity, however, 
is not speedy or reliable, and technologies such as LTE that allow for video streaming remain absent in rural 
areas. 

While internet access is more readily available in urban towns, Indigenous people in these areas don’t 
have equal access to this service. Lacking the economic means to acquire digital communications devices 
and Wi-Fi at home, most Indigenous individuals in urban areas rely on schools or internet cafes for 
digital technologies.25 However, this is changing: five years ago, urban Indigenous individuals rarely owned 
smartphones. Today as these technologies have become cheaper, most urban Indigenous households can 
afford at least one smartphone. 

Indigenous people used to most commonly buy more affordable prepaid cell phone plans with limited voice 
call minutes and days of unlimited social media access with a capped amount of data. Many Indigenous people 
are now switching to monthly plans that offer larger amounts of data for social media and internet browsing. 
Because only those in leadership positions or with high-paying jobs can afford to pay the monthly fee to 
acquire Wi-Fi from home, home internet connection becomes a sign of wealth, solidifying leadership and 
other powerful positions within community internal structures. Such hierarchies mediated by technological 
access are also true between different Indigenous groups. 

Once online, Indigenous people use social media platforms and messaging applications such as Facebook, 
Instagram, and WhatsApp as well as search engine software like Google and YouTube, while email, blogs, and 
personal web pages remain unpopular in the region.26 Indigenous people use these social media technologies 
to maintain existing social relationships, establish new ones,27 share local news about their communities, and 
publicize events. Many of these communications are conducted in Indigenous languages, especially through 
private messaging, opening up new spaces for Indigenous language use.28 Crucially, Indigenous Peoples also 
utilize these platforms to create a more complex narrative of who they are as Indigenous individuals and to 
bring attention to Indigenous issues.29 Overall, social media platforms enable diverse Amazonian Indigenous 
groups to engage one another and debate important issues that previously would only be discussed among 
leaders, NGOs, and government officials.



State of the Amazon Analysis Regional and Country Demographics   11

RECOMMENDATIONS BASED ON IDENTIFIED TRENDS
□ Because consumption of this type of material may be delayed due to frequency of access, and/or 

downloading and saving for a later time, it may not be the most efficient way to share messages 
that are time sensitive or date specific. Consider the advance planning required to use this 
effectively or use it to share overarching messages that are evergreen. 

□ As AREP activities work to increase the digital connectivity of Amazon populations, provide 
program content or news that trainers can use in demonstrations, e.g., AREP content and 
products.   

□ When providing internet training to target audiences, take time to understand what their 
connectivity needs and motivations are to better reach them online. 

□ Create hashtags to help these groups quickly access AREP information and download it.  
Additionally, this makes tracking the success of these efforts possible and allows for AREP to see 
which messages or content resonate most with target audiences. 

□ Keep file sizes small when possible so they are easy to download for populations who have to 
store up digital media and do not have regular or strong online access. 

□ Whenever possible, provide online announcements or materials in the native language. 
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Expert Highlight: Communicating and Collaborating with Indigenous Peoples 
Organizations (IPOs) Dr. Anna Laing, University of Sussex, School of Global Studies

Effective communication with IPOs requires recognizing Indigenous Peoples’ rights as enshrined 
in international and national legislative frameworks. International frameworks center free, prior, 
and informed consultation (FPIC) as the primary safeguarding mechanism to establish bottom-
up participation and consultation with Indigenous communities prior to any project that affects 
Indigenous Peoples and their ancestral lands, territories, and/or resources.30, 31 As such, best practice 
for communication with IPOs would take lessons from the guiding principles of FPIC, regarding 
institutional structures and decision-making procedures, the principle of “interculturality,” good faith 
and mutual trust, and inclusive participation.

Institutional Structures and Decision-Making Procedures
Legal rights frameworks make clear that Indigenous Peoples have the right to political participation, 
including the right to participate in decision-making on matters affecting them. This should occur through 
their own institutions and in accordance with their respective customs, rules, and procedures.32, 33 

Effective communication requires an understanding that often multiple forms of governance structure 
operate under the umbrella organizations that represent Indigenous communities. Complex histories 
shaped by distinct political, cultural, economic, and religious factors characterize structures of 
representation and decision-making across the Amazonian region. As such, due diligence should be 
taken to communicate through the appropriate, multiple—and sometimes overlapping—institutional 
structures of respective Indigenous communities. FPIC also requires that any communication with 
IPOs should factor in a sufficient period of time to respectfully adhere to these systems without 
pressure on them to conform to a timeline devised externally.34  

The Principle of “Interculturality”
Any communication with IPOs should align with the language/s spoken by Indigenous populations.35, 

36 Further, effective interpretation of information requires a level of cultural competency recognizing 
and respecting that Indigenous Peoples have their own cultural norms and values, as well as respective 
world visions. This requires a commitment to “interculturality,” a principle identified by IPOs to 
promote their political and epistemic struggles for the recognition and building of “other” worlds and 
societies.37 Translation should be considered an active and contested process, rather a straightforward 
mapping of meanings from one language to another. IPOs may require their own consultancies, 
studies, technicians, scientists, and other intermediaries to effectively convey information to the 
populations they represent in accordance with their own cosmologies and ways of interpreting their 
realities. It is also important to consider the channel or means of communication most appropriate 
(e.g., through storytelling, mapping, song, theater, etc.). IPOs should be consulted on the terms most 
appropriate for any communication.

Good Faith and Mutual Trust 
Patterns of colonialism, marginalization, exploitation, and miscommunication have generated a climate 
of mistrust among Amazonian Indigenous Peoples. For this reason, Indigenous rights frameworks 
recognize the principle of operating in “good faith” when conducting consultation procedures.38, 39  

This expectation requires that all information presented should be objective and complete in scope, 
including detailing all potential impacts of any involvement with external projects on Indigenous 
lives and their environments. Communities should also be provided with sufficient time to absorb 
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and understand any information, as well as to raise any questions or concerns.40 The Inter-American 
Court of Human Rights (IACHR) is clear that this implies regular communication between the parties 
concerned and that communication should be conveyed without pressure or conditions on IPOs.41, 42   

Inclusive Participation
Effective communication requires the inclusive participation of all individuals and communities of the 
Indigenous populations concerned. This inclusivity will work to prevent internal division and tensions, 
as well as ensure the full participation of affected populations. The IACHR states, “[t]his requires at a 
minimum that all the members of the community are fully and accurately informed of the nature and 
consequences of the process and provided with an effective opportunity to participate individually 
or as collectives.”43 Due diligence should be taken to communicate with each level of Indigenous 
communities, including through supra-communal organizations, traditional Indigenous authorities, 
community leaders, and grassroots movements. It also requires a commitment to ensuring the full 
participation of all Indigenous Peoples with no discrimination on the basis of gender, age, religion, 
sexual orientation, race, and/or ethnicity. External agencies should recognize that IPOs might have 
institutional structures that work against equal participation.44 Effective communication should seek 
the active involvement of parallel women’s and youth organizations, for instance. The criteria of who 
to include/exclude in communication with IPOs is sensitive and necessitates research into the current 
political context of the Indigenous communities affected. 

RECOMMENDATIONS
•	 Respect and adhere to institutional structures and decision-making procedures of Indigenous 

communities. 
•	 Present and explain information in a way that is understandable to communities, in accordance 

with the principle of interculturality. 
•	 Align communication with IPOs to the language/s spoken by Indigenous populations.
•	 Ensure communication is based on good faith and mutual trust and that information is transparent, 

honest, and fair.
•	 Respect the unity of Indigenous Peoples through the inclusive participation of all affected 

populations.
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GENDER AND SOCIAL INCLUSION IN 
COMMUNICATIONS
Regional and national Indigenous organizations can be effective nodes in bidirectional flows of 
information, both distributing information to Indigenous populations across the Amazon, as well as 
receiving communications from these populations and sharing these with external actors. However, 
Indigenous communities are not homogenous, and these organizations may not represent all 
perspectives or reach all members of Indigenous groups. Elders, for example, may have decision-
making power in different communities, but have less access to digital information. It is important to 
ensure communications reach women, men, boys, and girls of each community because these different 
gender and age groups play diverse roles in their social systems and have knowledge about different 
components of their environments and the opportunities or risks posed by social and environmental 
changes. 

Many differences and fault lines may exist within a single community, often exacerbated by divisive 
tactics used by some external actors in forming agreements with members of the community who 
may not have followed internal procedures for communal decision-making.45 The country profiles 
demonstrate wide gender gaps between Indigenous men and women in literacy, decision-making power, 
paid income, ICT access, and free time outside of paid and unpaid labor duties. The Amazonian regions 
have higher rates of adolescent pregnancy than national averages. For example, the national adolescent 
pregnancy rate in Peru is 14.4 percent while three of Peru’s Amazonian regions have the highest rates in 
the country: Loreto (34.1 percent); Amazonas (26.2 percent); and Ucayali (22.4 percent).46 Adolescent 
pregnancies are associated with higher risk of maternal and infant mortality and morbidity and lower 
socio-economic status and educational attainment.47 These risks are especially high in remote, rural 
areas with less access to health and social services. Gender-based violence, especially against women 
and girls, tends to increase during periods of stress. Under the COVID-19 pandemic, rates of gender-
based violence have increased across the globe and in the Amazon.48 In many parts of the Amazon, 
illegal logging, mining, poaching, and land invasions have also increased due to decreased presence of 
law enforcement.49 The incursion of extractive industries into or near Indigenous territories brings the 
threat of violence to all members of Indigenous communities, but also the threat of sexual violence and 
forced sexual exploitation, particularly to women and girls. 

Increasingly, Amazonian Indigenous women are forming national and regional organizations, either 
independently or as subgroups of other Indigenous organizations. For example women formed the 
Colectivo Mujeres Amazónicas Defensoras de la Selva de las Bases frente al Extractivismo in Ecuador in 
2008. COICA has a Women’s Counsel that hosts a Congress of Indigenous Women of the Amazonian 
Basin, and Guajajara women in Maranhão formed a group of guerreiras da floresta, or women forest 
warriors, to carry out patrols.50 Most organizations have a digital presence through webpages, Twitter, 
and Facebook accounts. Consulting and communicating with these women-led Indigenous organizations 
is an important first step for equity in communications, recognizing that there may be women in their 
home communities with different experiences, perspectives, and ways of accessing information. A 2019 
study on Indigenous broadcasters in Peru found that Indigenous women are given limited air-time on the 
radio in comparison to their male counterparts. However, radio may be the best way of disseminating 
information to women, who have lower access to other information technologies. Radio can also be 
easily consumed during the longer hours women work in unpaid labor. 
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Expert Highlight: Gender, Equity, and Social Inclusion in the Amazon  
Dr. Jane Henrici, Anthropologist

Amazonian identities, including those of gender, have never been static or entirely rural.48 Customs, roles, 
and kin relations among ethnicities, tribes, and African slave-descendent communities have interacted across 
ecological zones and population centers for centuries.52 Primarily men, and women as part of families, have 
migrated seasonally or for temporary work across ecological subregions, between rural and urbanizing areas, 
and across geopolitical boundaries. Fluidity and mobility enable Amazonians to maintain extended kinship 
and trade networks that make both sociopolitical and symbolic connections53 and diversify household and 
market provisions for greater sustainability and resilience.54 In recent decades, however, migration by gender 
and generation has changed markedly. Younger Amazonians continue to form and utilize interdependent 
multiple households across the resource-diverse subregions.55 Yet, a significant percentage of women of 
different racial and ethnic backgrounds56 now migrate without dependent children57 and singly rather than to 
join a husband or partner and experience subregional mobility as their norm.58

Younger and older Amazonians of all genders meanwhile face inequities intersectional with race, ethnic 
group, and sexuality (less is reported about disability status). Medical and educational services do 
mitigate household insecurities, and gender disparities among those services have improved.59 However, 
Amazonians remain disproportionately, if differentially by age and gender60 as well as race, ethnic group, 
and sexuality, vulnerable to infectious and parasitic diseases.61 and long-term harm from natural and 
anthropogenic hazards62—not the least of which is rising numbers of femicide.63  

Like many regions worldwide, Amazonia’s market economy depends on women to be both part of the 
underpaid workforce and solely responsible for the unpaid care of children, elders, and those who are 
chronically ill or less able. The participation of women in the workforce helps pull Amazonian nations 
from poverty, while gender wage gaps and post-colonial household gender roles keep Amazonian women 
in the aggregate poorer than Amazonian men.64 Care work demands on women’s and girls’ labor time 
are likely to increase. A rising percentage of children in Peru, Ecuador, and Suriname will require long-
term care for congenital and chronic conditions such as those tied to malaria and, in Ecuador and Peru, 
the Zika virus.65 Conversely, families face aging populations in Colombia, Brazil, and Guyana as increased 
longevity in those nations follows recent youth bulges and lowered birth rates.66

Amazonians seek to counter ongoing risks to themselves and their environment. Pushing back against 
such dangers—despite often violent responses to their mobility and their mobilizing—is an effort 
Amazonians across genders are finding critical.67 Amazonian men, women, and even children in regional 
conservation movements are targeted with extreme acts of violence, trafficking, and even murder when 
their individual and community goals oppose those of private entities allowed to act with impunity by, 
and sometimes with support from, governmental forces.68 That threat is compounded for women, since 
they are more likely than men to experience violence within personal or workplace spheres as well. 
Despite this likelihood of different forms and sites of violence, relative to other global regions, Latin 
American women including Amazonians are well represented in environmentalist leadership.69 

RECOMMENDATIONS BASED ON IDENTIFIED TRENDS
□ Women and men, boys and girls play different roles in their social systems and have knowledge 

about different parts of their environments. It is important to reach each of those groups with 
messages tailored for them and thought to the medium they most are most likely to use.

□ Because of a lack of access to other technology and work and life demands, radio is often the 
best communication tool for reaching women.

□ Indigenous communities are not homogenous and organizations that represent these different 
groups may not reflect all perspectives or reach all members of Indigenous groups.



16   USAID

COMMUNICATIONS DURING 
COVID 
The use of different channels of communication to reach Amazonian 
populations during the pandemic can illuminate opportunities and 
challenges for information exchange and offer unique lessons learned 
on effective communication in the region. USAID/Peru’s “Alianza por la 
Amazonia frente el COVID-19” uses a communication and community 
mobilization strategy to disseminate health messaging. It has reached 
10,000 people in the Amazon using social networks, newspapers, TV, 
and radio to share information on COVID-19 prevention.70 UNICEF 
has pivoted a project with the Fundación Nimaira training Indigenous 
youth in the Colombia Amazon in communications technology to 
provide information about COVID-19 to Indigenous communities in 
linguistically and culturally attuned ways.71 The Peruvian Ministries of 
Culture and Health have collaborated to create and spread information 
in 32 languages about preventing the coronavirus, taking into account the 
cultural context of different Indigenous Peoples. They shared information 
through flyers, radio spots, microprograms answering frequently asked 
questions, and short videos.72  

Regional and national Indigenous organizations are also disseminating 
health information internally to their communities and communicating 
the demands, health needs, and COVID-19 situation of their communities 
with external actors like governments across the regions and 
international donors. The Asociación Interétnica de Desarrollo de la 
Selva Peruana developed a communications campaign called “Indigenous 
Emergency” sharing with its nine regional bases a 7-minute long radio 
program communicating important details about the coronavirus. This 
radio program also includes Indigenous communities’ requests to the 
Peruvian government for support. Youth within the Confederación 
de Nacionalidad Indígenas Amazónicas del Ecuador (CONFENIAE ) 
formed a collective “Lanceros Digitales” as the communications team for 
CONFENIAE.73 In the face of the pandemic, they produced audio material 
and infographics about COVID-19 in six languages: Kichwa, Shuar, Wao 
Tededo, Ai’Kofan, Siona, and Siekopai. They spread the contents daily 
through Facebook, WhatsApp, and the radio.74 Many of the information 
campaigns’ goals of both Indigenous organizations and ally NGOS are to 
bring the experience of Amazonian Indigenous Peoples to governments so 
that they respond to Indigenous community needs and demands. These 
information campaigns also aim to reach international audiences that can 
pressure governments or international donors to help fund emergency 
programming in Indigenous communities. For example the Centro 
Amazónico de Antropología y Aplicación Práctica created an audiovisual 
campaign “Pueblos Amazónicos en la Pandemia del COVID-19,” that 
collects and shares short videos from different parts of the Peruvian 
Amazon through Facebook and WhatsApp.75
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COUNTRY DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILES



BRAZIL
Standard Demographics

Geographic 
area

Total 
population

Urban Rural 

Population 
density 
(person/

km²)

Average 
monthly income
per capita (R$)

2017

Population 
vulnerable to 

poverty 

Severe 
poverty 

National 190,755,799 84.4% 15.6% 22.43 1,268 6.2% 0.9%

Legal Amazon 
states

25,474,365

Acre 733,559 72.6% 27.4% 4.47 769 9.8% 5.3%

Amapá 669,526 89.8% 10.2% 4.69 936 11.3% 1.3%

Amazonas 3,483,985 79.1% 20.9% 2.23 850 8.3% 1.4%

Maranhão 6,574,789 63.1% 36.9% 19.81 597 12.7% 3.9%

Mato Grosso 3,035,122 81.8% 18.2% 3.36 1,247 8.0% 0.5%

Pará 7,581,051 68.5% 31.5% 6.07 715 12.0% 2.3%

Rondônia 1,562,409 73.6% 26.4% 6.58 957 13.4% 0.8%

Roraima 450,479 76.6% 23.4% 2.01 1,006 5.8% 1.3%

Tocantins 1,383,445 78.8% 21.2% 4.98 1,060 10.5% 1.2%

Sources: Brazil Demographic Census (2010); Brazilian Institute of Geography and Statistics (2017); Oxford Poverty Human Development 
Initiative: Country Briefing 2020 Brazil

A Closer Look
The World Bank categorizes Brazil as an upper-middle income country. 
Approximately 6.2 percent of the national population is vulnerable 
to multidimensional poverty, a poverty index that takes into account 
education, health, and standard of living.1  A greater portion of the 
population living in the Amazonian states is vulnerable to poverty than 
at the national level. Less than 1 percent of the national population 
lives in severe poverty. Within the Brazilian Amazon, Acre and 
Maranhão have the largest portions of their populations living 
in severe poverty, 5.3 percent and 3.9 percent, respectively. The 
average per capita monthly income is lower in the Amazonian region than 
the national average. Maranhão’s average monthly income is the lowest in the 
country and half of the national average monthly income. The Amazonian states 
represent 13.4 percent of the national population. Every state except Amapá 
has rural populations higher than the national average. Maranhão and Pará have 
the highest percentage of rural populations, 36.9 percent and 31.5 percent, 
respectively. Population densities are significantly lower in the Amazonian region 
than the rest of the country. Maranhão is an outlier, with a population density 
only 2.6 percent below the national average. In 2018, the states of Roraima 
(5.43), Amapá (2.02), and Amazonas (1.61) had the highest rate of population 
growth across Brazil (0.82).2 An employee of the Brazilian Institute of Geography 
and Statistics attributed Roraima’s exceptionally high population growth rate to 
the migration of Venezuelans into this state.3  

Brazilian 
Amazon
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Indigenous Population

Geographic 
Area

Indigenous 
population

% of  
regional 

population

% Indigenous 
population in 
urban areas

% Indigenous 
population in 
rural areas

% Indigenous 
population living in 
Indigenous lands

% territory 
in Indigenous 

lands

# of 
Indigenous 
ethnicities

National 817,963 0.4% 38.5% 61.5% 57.7% 13.8% N/A

Legal Amazon States

Acre 15,921 2.2% 16.3% 83.7% 75.7% 14.92% 332

Amapá 7,408 1.1% 18.4% 81.6% 80.4% 8.06% 322

Amazonas 168,680 4.8% 20.3% 79.7% 70.6% 28.54% 388

Maranhão 35,272 0.5% 19.6% 80.4% 76.3% 8.63% 326

Mato 
Grosso

42,538 1.4% 13.7% 86.3% 82.3% 16.57% 376

Pará 39,081 0.5% 25.5% 74.5% 69.9% 22.89% 358

Rondônia 12,015 0.8% 24.2% 75.8% 70.5% 21.05% 356

Roraima 49,637 11% 16.5% 83.5% 83.2% 46.20% 340

Tocantins 13,131 0.9% 16.6% 83.4% 81.9% 9.33% 330

Sources: Brazil Demographic Census (2010); The National Indian Foundation (FUNAI), Indigenous Information System webpage; Instituto 
Brasileiro de Geografía e Estatística Indigenous webpage.

A Closer Look
Indigenous people make up only 0.4 percent of Brazil’s 
population. Approximately 37.4 percent of Brazil’s 
Indigenous population live in the North Region, which 
includes Amazonas, Roraima, Pará, Acre, Tocantins, 
Rondônia, and Amapá. This percentage does not take into 
account the Indigenous populations living in Maranhão 
(Northeast Region) and Mato Grosso (Central West 
Region) and is based on the 2010 Census. The state 
of Amazonas accounts for 20.6 percent of the national 
Indigenous population. In contrast to Brazil’s highly 
urbanized population, 61.5 percent of the Indigenous 
population lives in rural areas and 57.7 percent lives in 
officially recognized Indigenous Lands. Of the Indigenous 
population living outside of Indigenous Lands, a majority 
(78.7 percent) live in urban areas. Besides São Paulo, the 
four municipalities with the largest Indigenous populations 
are located in the state of Amazonas: São Gabriel da Cachoeira, São Paulo de Olivença, Tabatinga, and 
Santa Isabel do Rio Negro. Currently 724 Indigenous Lands across the country are in different phases 
of demarcation, ranging from lands under study by a FUNAI–nominated working group to lands that 
have been formally recognized. These lands occupy more than 117 million hectares, or 13.8 percent, 
of the national territory. Most are located in the Brazilian Legal Amazon: 424 areas and 115 million 
hectares, covering 23 percent of the Amazon territory and 98.3 percent of the area of Indigenous 
territories across Brazil. The population living within Indigenous Lands is 51.6 percent male, and 
those living outside Indigenous lands is 51.3 percent female. Illiteracy rates vary depending on if the 
population lives within or outside Indigenous Lands (32.3 and 14.5 percent illiterate, respectively). 
Within Indigenous Lands, 28.8 percent of the population does not speak Portuguese and 57.3 percent 
speaks Indigenous languages. Outside, 3.5 percent of the population does not speak Portuguese and 
12.7 percent speaks Indigenous languages. 

Language Snapshot 
by Dr. Georgia Ennis, Linguistic Anthropologist

Brazilian Portuguese is the official language. More 
than 150 Indigenous languages are spoken, though 
only 23 languages have speaker populations greater 

than 5,000. These include: Apuriña, Ashaninka, Baniwa, 
Baré, Chiquitano, Guajajara, Galini do Oiapoque, 

Ingarikó, Kaxinawá, Kubeo, Kaingáng, Kayapó, 
Makuxi, Munduruku, Santeré-Mawé, Taurepang, 
Terena, Timbira, Tukano, Wapixana, Xavante, 

Yanomami, and Ye’kuana. Many Indigenous 
people in Brazil also speak the 

French-based creole 
Karipuna.4   

http://sii.funai.gov.br/funai_sii/index.wsp
https://indigenas.ibge.gov.br/estudos-especiais-3.html
https://indigenas.ibge.gov.br/estudos-especiais-3.html


Gender

Geographic 
Area

Female 
pop

Male pop

Female 
literacy 

rate 
(15+)

Male 
literacy 

rate (15+) 

Female average 
monthly income as % of 
average male monthly 

income

Femicide rate (# per 
100,000 women)

National 51.0% 49.0% 90.9% 90.2% 67.6% 2 

Legal Amazon States

Acre 49.8% 50.2% 84.8% 82.0% 75.0% 2.6

Amapá 49.9% 50.1% 92.1% 91.6% 77.8% 1.7

Amazonas 49.7% 50.3% 90.4% 89.7% 69.1% 0.6

Maranhão 50.4% 49.6% 81.5% 77.6% 66.2% 1.4

Mato Grosso 49.0% 51.0% 91.8% 91.4% 70.1% 2.3

Pará 49.6% 50.4% 89.6% 87.0% 69.5% 1.1

Rondônia 49.1% 50.9% 90.9% 91.1% 66.2% 0.8

Roraima 49.2% 50.8% 90.4% 89.0% 72.3% 2.3

Tocantins 49.2% 50.8% 88.2% 86.1% 65.3% 0.6

Sources: Brazil Demographic Census (2010); Brazilian Public Security Yearbook (2019) 

A Closer Look
Brazil has a gender inequality index score of 0.408 on a scale from 
0 (indicating greater equality) to 1 (indicating greater inequality). In 
contrast to the national average, there are more men than women in 
the Amazonian states except in Maranhão. The national literacy rate is 
slightly higher for women (90.9 percent) than men (90.2 percent). This 
trend of a slightly higher rate of literacy among the female population 
can be seen throughout the Amazonian states, except Rondônia. 
Literacy rates in Amapá, Mato Grosso, and Rondônia are at or above 
the national literacy rate while Maranhão’s literacy rate is much lower, 
77.6 percent for men and 81.5 percent for women. 

Women experience gender inequality in the workforce. Nationally, 
women’s average monthly income is 67.6 percent of men’s monthly 
incomes. The gender wage gap is highest in Maranhão and Rondônia 
where women make on average 66.2 percent of men’s monthly income. 
In addition to making less than men, women work, on average, 7.5 more 
hours per week than men, when taking into consideration hours spent 
on domestic chores. This results in around 53.6 hours of work per 
week for women and only 46.1 hours of work per week for men. 

Gender-based violence remains a problem in Brazil. Every 2 minutes, 
a woman experiences domestic violence, and Brazil accounts for an 
average of 180 rapes per day. From 2017–2018, the number of femicides 
increased by 11.3 percent and resulted in the death of 1,206 women. 
Acre has the highest femicide rate in the country with 2.6 femicides per 
100,000 women (Brazilian Public Security Yearbook 2019). 



Communications

  

Geographic Area
Households with 

a TV 
Households with a 

cell phone
Households with a 

computer 
Households with access 

to the internet

National 97.6% 83.2% 38.3% 80.4%

Amazonian Regions

Acre 92.8% 79.4% 24.1% 78.7%

Amapá 92.9% 80.0% 25.6% 60.3%

Amazonas 92.3% 74.8% 26.0% 67.1%

Maranhão 96.9% 60.5% 13.2% 73.0%

Mato Grosso 95.1% 88.0% 35.6% 77.8%

Pará 94.6% 72.6% 18.6% 63.5%

Rondônia 94.6% 81.0% 28.2% 76.6%

Roraima 94.4% 76.9% 30.5% 66.4%

Tocantins 95.4% 82.7% 22.4% 73.8%

Sources: Global Data Lab Brasil Profile (2013); (TV from 2013; cell phone, computer, and internet from 2010)

A Closer Look
Access to information and communications technology 
(ICT) is below the national average in the Amazonian 
states. The portion of households with televisions and 
cell phones is high throughout Brazil. There is only a 
5.3 percent difference between the national average of 
households with televisions and the state of Amazonas, 
which has the lowest rate of households with TVs. 
Nationally 83.2 percent of households have a cell phone, 
but the range of access is wider across the Amazonian 
states, varying from 60.5 percent in Maranhão to 88.0 
percent in Mato Grosso. In the Amazonian states, the 
percent of households with access to the internet is 
lower than at the national level. Amapá and Pará have 
the lowest rates of household internet access, (60.3 and 
63.5 percent, respectively). Rural households are less 
likely to have internet access than urban households, with 
only 46.1 percent of rural households having internet 
in comparison to 81.5 percent of urban households. 
Nationally, computers are not prevalent within homes; 
only 38.1 percent of households have a computer. This 
number is even lower in Amazonian units. Maranhão has 
the lowest percentage—13.2 percent of households have 
a computer. Overall, Amazonian states have less access 
to ICT than the rest of the country. Television continues 
to be the most prominent media outlet in the country. 
However, internet usage is growing, as is Brazilians’ use of 
social media.
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National Environmental Threats and Drivers
The main environmental threats in Brazil include infrastructure development, a weakened forest code, land conflicts 
and unclear land tenure, logging, cattle ranching, crops, and climate change.The deforestation rate of the Amazon 
is 641,800 hectares lost each year and the deforestation rate of Cerrado is 640,000 hectares per year. Brazil 
has legally declared 16.6 percent of land, or 140 million hectares, protected areas. However, many of the 
threats above are happening on these protected lands.

The primary drivers include conservative politicians opposed to restrictions on private properties; weak national 
environmental governance and enforcement; inadequate management capacity; lack of clear land tenure; socio-
political factors such as growing, and more prosperous, populations; subsidies; growing demand for resources; and 
climate change. 

Agency Goals and Priorities in Brazil
USAID Goal: To ensure the integrity and biodiversity conservation 
of the Brazilian Amazon ecosystem over the next 20 years, with an 
associated high-level development objective to improve the well-
being and socio-economic development of rural and traditional 
communities based on sustainable economic activities in the 
Amazon.

U.S. Govt. Priority: Focus on innovation and engagement with the 
private sector for biodiversity conservation and development of 
sustainable socio-economic solutions.

Endnotes
1 The Multidimensional Poverty Index takes into account ten indicators of poverty across the three 

dimensions of education, health, and standard of living.
2 https://www.ibge.gov.br/apps/populacao/projecao/index.html
3 https://folhabv.com.br/noticia/CIDADES/Capital/Populacao-de-Roraima-cresceu-10-/43341
4 “Lenguas - Pueblos Indígenas En Brasil,” accessed April 30, 2021, 

https://pib.socioambiental.org/es/Lenguas; Aikhenvald, Languages of the Amazon.
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https://pib.socioambiental.org/es/Lenguas


            

COLOMBIA
Standard Demographics1

Geographic 
area

Total population Urban Rural
Population with unmet 

basic needs, NBI
National 44,164,417 75.5% 24.5% 14.3%
Amazonian Regions
Amazonas 66,056 48.4% 51.6% 35.2%
Caquetá 359,602 64.3% 35.7% 23.6%
Cauca 1,243,503 37.3% 62.7% 18.8%
Guainía 44,431 42.1% 57.9% 59.5%
Guaviare 73,081 55.6% 44.4% 27.9%
Meta 919,129 76.5% 23.5% 13.5%
Putumayo 283,197 50.1% 49.9% 19.0%
Vaupés 37,690 29.6% 70.4% 68.9%
Vichada 76,642 24.0% 76.0% 67.8%

Source: Departamento Administrativo Nacional de Estadística (DANE): National Census of Population and Housing (2018)

A Closer Look
The World Bank categorizes Colombia as an upper-middle 
income country. Multidimensional poverty2 is relatively 
low in Colombia, with 7 percent of the population either 
vulnerable to poverty or facing severe poverty at the 
national level. While this rate is very low in urban areas 
(2.1 percent), it increases three-fold in rural areas (23 
percent). Multidimensional poverty measures could not 
be found for the Amazonian departments; however, data 
on the population with Necesidades Básicas Insatisfechas 
(NBI), or unmet basic needs, indicate higher rates of 
poverty in the Colombian Amazon. All Amazonian 
departments but one, Meta, have populations with NBI 
scores higher than the national average. Guainía, Vaupés, 
and Vichada have NBI scores more than four times the 
national average. At 30.5 percent, the NBI score in rural 
areas is three times that of urban areas (9.5 percent) and 
twice the national average (14.3 percent). These nine 
Amazonian departments consist of only 7.0 percent of 
the national population yet make up a large percentage 
of the population living in rural areas. Meta and Caquetá 
are the outliers, with percentages of urban and rural 
populations much closer to the national averages. Average 
monthly income could not be found for the Amazonian 
departments of Colombia.

Colombian 
Amazon
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Indigenous Population3

Geographic 
Area

Population that 
self-identifies 
as Indigenous

% of 
Population

Predominant ethnicities Predominant Indigenous Peoples
Number 
of native 
languages

National 1,905,617 4.4%
No ethnicity (85.9%)
Afrocolombian (10.6%)
Indigenous (3.4%)

Wayuu, Zenú, Nasa y Pastos 68

Amazonian Regions

Amazonas 38,130 57.7%
No ethnicity, Indigenous, 
Afrocolombian

Makuna, Matapí, Miraña, Nonuya, 
Ocaina, Tanimuka, Tariano, Tikuna, 
Uitoto, Yagua, Yauna, Yukuna, Yuri

18

Caquetá 8,825 2.5%
No ethnicity, 
Afrocolombian, 
Indigenous

Andoke, Coreguaje, Coyaima, 
Embera, Embera katio, Inga, 
Makaguaje, Nasa, Uitoto

6

Cauca 308,455 24.8%
No ethnicity,
Indigenous,
Afro-Colombian

Coconuco, Embera, Eperara 
Siapidara, Guambiano, Guanaca, 
Inga, Nasa, Totoró, Yanacona

unknown

Guainía 33,280 74.9%
Indigenous, No ethnicity, 
Afrocolombian

Kurripako, Piapoco, Puinave, Sicuani, 
Yeral

6

Guaviare 6,856 9.4%
No ethnicity, 
Afrocolombian, 
Indigenous

Desano, Guayabero, Karijona, Kubeo, 
Kurripako, Nukak, Piaroa, Piratapuyo, 
Puinave, Sikuani, Tucano, Wanano

6

Meta 20,528 2.2%
No ethnicity, 
Afrocolombian, 
Indigenous

Achagua, Guayabero, Nasa, Piapoco, 
Sikuani

unknown

Putumayo 50,694 17.9%
No ethnicity, Indigenous, 
Afrocolombian

Awa, Coreguaje, Embera, Embera 
Katio, Inga, Kamëntsa, Kofán, Nasa, 
Siona, Uitoto

8

Vaupés 30,787 81.7%
Indigenous, No ethnicity, 
Afrocolombian

Bara, Barasana, Carapana, Desano, 
Kawiyarí, Kubeo, Kurripako, Makuna, 
Nukak, Piratapuyo, Pisamira, Siriano, 
Taiwano, Tariano, Tatuyo, Tucano, 
Tuyuka, Wanano, Yurutí

21

Vichada 44,578 58.2%
No ethnicity, Indigenous, 
Afrocolombian

Kurripako, Piapoco, Piaroa, Puinave, 
Sáliba, Sikuane

7

Sources: DANE: National Census of Demography and Population: Ethnic Groups (2018); DANE: Census (2005); Ministry of Culture: Instituto 
Caro y Cuervo, Portal de Lenguas de Colombia; International Work Group for Indigenous Affairs: The Indigenous World 2020: Colombia

A Closer Look
While a majority of the Indigenous population reside outside 
of the Amazon Basin in La Guajira, Nariño, and the non-
Amazonian areas of Cauca, the Amazonian departments 
are a source of Colombia’s ethnic and linguistic diversity. 
Among the Amazonian departments, Cauca has the largest 
absolute Indigenous population, while Vaupés has the largest 
demographic makeup of Indigenous people (81.7 percent) in 
terms of total regional population. Vaupés is home to more 
than 19 Indigenous Peoples who speak approximately 21 
languages. Of the Indigenous population, 82.8 percent is literate 
in comparison to 93.9 percent of the total national population. 
Ethnicity plays a large role in poverty, as measured by the NBI 
index; at 50.7 percent, the poverty rate among the Indigenous population is 3.5 times that of the national poverty 
rate, 14.3 percent.  As 79 percent of the Indigenous population lives in rural areas, which experience higher rates 
of poverty, the rural Indigenous population likely experiences an even higher rate of unmet basic needs. Across the 
Amazonian departments, the gap in access to basic services between Indigenous and non-Indigenous populations 
varies, but access is always lower for Indigenous heads of households. In Meta, 32.7 percent of Indigenous-headed 
households have electricity compared to 92.3 percent of houses with non-Indigenous heads of households. In contrast, 
there is only a 4.5 percent gap in access to electricity between the Indigenous and non-Indigenous heads of households 
in Cauca. Within Colombia, there are 115 ethnic groups. Consistent data could not be found to provide ethnicity 
breakdowns beyond the Indigenous percentage of each population.

Language Snapshot 
by Dr. Georgia Ennis, Linguistic Anthropologist

Spanish is the official language. The Colombian Amazon 
is known for its intense multilingualism.7 More than 60 
Indigenous languages are spoken in the country, though 

half are spoken by less than 1,000 people; many are 
endangered. Indigenous Amazonian languages 
with large populations include: Camsá, Cofán, 

Cubeo, Guayabero, Inga, Koreguaje, 
Sáliba, Sikuani, Ticuna, Tukano, 

and Yagua.8 



Gender4

Geographic 
Area

Female 
pop 

Male 
pop 

Female 
literacy 

rate

Male 
literacy 

rate

Female head 
of household 

Male head of 
household 

Rate of non-fatal partner 
and ex-partner violence 
against women by every 

100,000 women

National 51.2% 48.8% 95.0% 94.6% 40.7% 59.3% 167.7

Amazonian Regions

Amazonas 47.9% 52.1% 92.8% 95.8% 30.9% 69.0% 278.8

Caquetá 49.3% 50.7% 93.6% 92.6% 39.3% 60.8% 140.1

Cauca 50.5% 49.5% 91.5% 93.5% 39.1% 60.9% 125.8

Guainía 47.8% 52.3% 87.3% 94.9% 27.7% 72.4% 223.6

Guaviare 46.5% 53.5% 93.4% 93.6% 33.7% 66.3% 83.2

Meta 49.4% 50.6% 95.9% 95.6% 36.4% 63.6% 338.8

Putumayo 49.5% 50.5% 93.5% 94.5% 40.0% 60.0% 169.7

Vaupés 47.5% 52.5% 86.3% 93.3% 19.9% 80.1% 103.3

Vichada 46.9% 53.1% 85.9% 90.7% 25.6% 74.4% Unknown

Sources: DANE: National Census of Population and Housing (2018); Mujeres y Hombres: Brechas de Género en Colombia (2020);  Iniciativa 
público-privada para reducir las brechas económicas de género en Colombia (2019)

A Closer Look  
Colombia has a gender inequality index score of 0.428 on 
a scale from 0 (indicating greater equality) to 1 (indicating 
greater inequality). In contrast to the national average, 
there are more men than women in each of the Amazonian 
departments except in Cauca. Literacy rates are high across 
the country, but a gap remains between the genders in 
many of these departments. The literacy gaps in Guainía 
and Vaupés stand out for differences favoring men by 7.6 
percent and 7.0 percent, respectively. Gender inequality can 
also be seen in the workforce. Women in the Amazonian 
departments are less likely than the national average to be 
heads of households. Additionally, women participate even 
less in the workforce in rural areas (42 percent) than in urban 
zones (58 percent) and in comparison to men, 76 percent 
and 74 percent, respectively. On average, only 57 percent of 
women of working age are economically active compared to 
75 percent of men of working age. Across Colombia, women 
work nine more hours/week than men when unpaid labor is 
counted. The average monthly income for women is lower, 
approximately $244, than men’s average monthly income, 
approximately $293, indicating a gender wage gap of 17 
percent. The incidence of nonfatal violence against females by 
a partner or an ex-partner ranges throughout the Amazonian 
departments, but is significantly higher than the national 
average (167.7 per 100,000 females) in Amazonas (278.8 per 
100,000 females) and Meta (338.8 per 100,000 females).



Communications5

 

Geographic 
Area

% of people 
5+ who listen 
to the radio 

at home

Households 
with access 

to TV

Households 
with internet 

access6 

% of people 
5+ who use 

the internet in 
any place

% of people 5+ 
who have smart 

phone access

% of people 5+ 
who access the 
internet with 
cell phones

National 50.5% 90.7% 52.7% 64.1% 56.3% 54.4%

Amazonian Regions

Amazonas 37.8% 63.2% 4.8% 22.0% 24.2% 13.6%

Caquetá 42.5% 79.0% 31.8% 42.1% 41.4% 33.6%

Cauca 63.9% 82.0% 30.2% 48.8% 40.2% 35.6%

Guainía 21.1% 41.8% 8.5% 22.5% 23.1% 15.4%

Guaviare 39.8% 70.7% 21.3% 39.7% 44.7% 32.0%

Meta 41.6% 88.9% 53.8% 67.9% 62.2% 59.7%

Putumayo 52.7% 71.2% 15.2% 39.2% 27.8% 22.8%

Vaupés 36.9% 42.7% 1.5% 22.9% 20.5% 12.8%

Vichada 26.6% 49.7% 5.0% 27.2% 25.0% 19.1%

Source: DANE: National Quality of Life Survey (2018)

A Closer Look
Access to information and communications technology (ICT) is 
below the national average in the Amazonian departments with the 
exception of Meta, which is only partially part of the Colombian 
Amazon. Household access to television varies widely with only 
41.8 percent of households with TV in Guanía and close to the 
national average in Meta, at 88.9 percent. Nationally and across 
the Amazonian regions, the percent of people who listen to radio 
at home has fallen from the 2014 levels of 61.9 percent and 59.6 
percent, respectively. Cauca and Putumayo stand out with the 
highest 2018 rates of radio listening. Households with internet 
access remain relatively low, with every region except Meta below 
the national average (52.7 percent), ranging between 4.8 percent 
in Amazonas and 31.8 percent in Caquetá. Fewer individuals have 
smartphones than at the national level, with a low of 20.5 percent 
in Vaupés to a high of 42.1 percent in Caquetá. Cauca and Meta 
have higher rates, but are only partially Amazonian. The percent 
of people who use cell phones to access the internet is lower than 
the percent of people with smartphones, indicating gaps in digital 
coverage. However, digital coverage will improve as the Territorially 
Focused Development Programs (PDETs) that are part of the Peace 
Agreement bring fiber optic cables and free high speed internet to 
many of the municipalities most affected by the armed conflict as 
part of a broader rural development process. Among the Amazonian 
regions, municipalities in Caquetá, Cauca, Guaviare, Meta and 
Putumayo are part of the PDETs. 



National Environmental Threats and Drivers
The main environmental threats in Colombia include infrastructure expansion and infrastructure associated with 
mining and hydrocarbon exploration and exploitation; expansion of agricultural frontier, small-scale agriculture, 
agro-industry, cattle ranching, and illicit crops; legal and illegal mining; introduction of exotic and invasive species; 
hunting; fishing; logging; extraction of plant species for commercial purposes; and land grabbing in the Amazon 
Basin. Deforestation is a persistent problem with 220,000 hectares lost each year. Colombia has legally 
declared 26.1 percent, or approximately 30.9 million hectares, of land protected areas. However, many of 
the threats above are happening on these protected lands.

The primary drivers include unsustainable economic development models; lack of land use planning for 
environmental sustainability and climate change adaptation; inequitable distribution of land; the view that 
protection and conservation of land is considered to be opposed to development; the devaluation of biodiversity, 
including forests and ecosystem services; illegal grabbing of uncultivated lands; land colonization by non-
owner farmers; the establishment of agro-industrial crops on land previously deforested; and the expansion of 
hydrocarbons and other mineral resources.

Agency Goals and Priorities in Colombia
USAID Goal: A more stable, peaceful, and prosperous Colombia through inclusive 
governance and equitable growth.

U.S. Govt. Priority: The Mission will expand citizen security and community 
protection programming; empower vulnerable communities, including youth and 
Indigenous and Afro-Colombian communities; expand the use of digital technology to 
achieve development objectives; work to mobilize additional private sector resources 
to finance Colombia’s challenges; increase US foreign policy objectives: Joint 
Strategic Plan, Joint Regional Strategy, and National Security Strategy; and halve coca 
production in Colombia by 2023 (US-Colombia Growth Initiative (USCGI).

Endnotes 
1 Only portions of the departments of Cauca, Meta, and Vichada are within the Colombian Amazon, though  

these numbers include the entire department.  
2 The Multidimensional Poverty Index takes into account ten indicators of poverty across the three 

dimensions of education, health, and standard of living.
3 Only portions of the departments of Cauca, Meta, and Vichada are within the Colombian Amazon, though  

these numbers include the entire department.  
4 Only portions of the departments of Cauca, Meta, and Vichada are within the Colombian Amazon, though  

these numbers include the entire department.  
5 Only portions of the departments of Cauca, Meta, and Vichada are within the Colombian Amazon, though  

these numbers include the entire department.  
6 Includes both fixed and mobile internet connection.
7 Janet Chernela, “Language in an Ontological Register: Embodied Speech in the Northwest Amazon of 

Colombia and Brazil,” Language & Communication, Language in the Amerindian Imagination, 63 (November 
1, 2018): 23–32.

8 “Lenguas Nativas y Criollas de Colombia,” accessed May 3, 2021, https://www.mincultura.gov.co/areas/
poblaciones/APP-de-lenguas-nativas/Paginas/default.aspx; ONIC, “ONIC - 65 Lenguas Nativas de las 69 
en Colombia son Indígenas,” ONIC, accessed May 3, 2021, https://www.onic.org.co/noticias/636-65-
lenguas-nativas-de-las-69-en-colombia-son-indigenas
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ECUADOR
Standard Demographics

Geographic 
area

Total 
population

Urban  Rural  
Population 

Density 
(km²)

Population 
vulnerable to 

poverty

Population 
in severe 
poverty

National 14,483,499 62.8% 37.2% 57 7.6% 0.8%
Amazonian Regions
Morona Santiago 147,940 33.6% 66.4% 6 16.4% 5.9%
Napo 103,697 34.2% 65.8% 8 15.2% 2.4%
Orellana 136,396 41.0% 59.0% 6 11.5% 4.2%
Pastaza 83,933 44.0% 56.0% 3 12.9% 6.3%
Sucumbíos 176,472 41.4% 58.6% 10 12.4% 1.4%
Zamora Chinchipe 91,376 39.6% 60.4% 9 10.3% 1.0%

Sources: Ecuador Census: Population & Demographics (2010); Oxford Poverty Human Development Initiative: Country Briefing 2020 Ecuador 

A Closer Look
The World Bank categorizes Ecuador as an upper-middle 
income country. Despite this, poverty affects much of the 
country, with 32.8 percent of the population with unmet 
basic needs and 7.6 percent vulnerable to multidimensional 
poverty.1 The population vulnerable to poverty is higher 
in the Amazonian provinces than the national average. The 
highest rates of vulnerability to poverty in the country are 
found in Morona Santiago and Napo at 16.4 percent and 15.2 
percent, respectively. Amazonian provinces also have a greater 
percentage of their populations living in severe poverty than 
the national average. Pastaza and Morona Santiago have the 
highest rates, at 6.3 percent and 5.9 percent, respectively. 
Populations in the Amazonian provinces of Ecuador are small 
in comparison to the rest of the country. These six provinces 
consist of only 5.1 percent of the national population. When 
looking at the urban-rural divide, the Amazonian provinces are 
much more dispersed than the remainder of the country. The 
population density of all six provinces is more than five times 
less than the national average, as populations are more likely to 
live in rural communities than urban communities. 

Ecuadorian
Amazon
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Indigenous Peoples

Geographic Area
Indigenous 
population

Indigenous 
population as % of 
total population

% Indigenous 
population living 

in rural areas

Predominant 
ethnicities

Prominent 
Indigenous Peoples

National 1,018,176 7.0% 78.5%
Mestizo (71.9%)
Montubio (7.4%)
Afro-Ecuadorian (7.2%)

Kichwa de la sierra, 
Puruhá, Shuar

Amazonian Regions

Morona Santiago 71,538 48.4% 93.0%
Indigenous (48.4%)
Mestizo (46.6%)
White (3.1%)

Shuar, Achuar, Kichwa 
de la sierra

Napo 58,845 56.7% 85.1%
Indigenous (56.7%)
Mestizo (38.1%)
White (2.7%)

Kichwa de la Sierra, 
Kayambi, Andoa   

Orellana 43,329 31.8% 87.1%
Mestizo (57.5%)
Indigenous (31.8%)
Afro-Ecuadorian (4.9%)

Kichwa de la sierra, 
Shuar, Waorani  

Pastaza 33,399 39.8% 81.1%
Mestizo (55.3%)
Indigenous (39.8%)
White (2.9%)

Kichwa de la Sierra, 
Shuar, Achuar  

Sucumbíos 23,684 13.4% 89.2%
Mestizo (75.0%)
Indigenous (13.4%)
Afro-Ecuadorian (5.9%)

Kichwa de la sierra, 
Shuar, Cofan     

Zamora Chinchipe 14,219 15.6% 88.1%
Mestizo (80.3%) 
Indigenous (15.6%)
White (2.1%)

Shuar, Saragura, 
Kichwa de la Sierra     

Sources: Ecuador Census: Population & Demographics (2010); Coordinating Ministry of Patrimony/Unicef (2011)

A Closer Look
The Amazonian provinces of Ecuador account for 24.1 percent 
of the entire Indigenous population of the country. Ecuador 
has 28 different Indigenous Peoples and 14 native languages. 
Napo and Morona Santiago have the largest Indigenous 
populations, 56.7 percent and 48.4 percent respectively. 
Poverty, as measured by households whose per capita income 
is below the cost of a basic basket of goods and services, is 
prevalent in rural areas and Indigenous communities. People 
living in rural areas, where 81.1–93 percent of the Amazonian 
Indigenous population lives, are more likely to experience 
this form of poverty (47.3 percent) than those living in urban 
areas (15.5 percent). Indigenous Peoples are also more likely 
to experience this type of poverty with an incidence of 64.8 
percent compared to 29.6 percent of Afro-Ecuadorians, 37.5 
percent of Montubians, 21. 2 percent of Mestizos, and 17.7 percent of Whites. The poverty gap is 27.3 percent 
between Indigenous Peoples and Montubians and 47.1 percent between Indigenous Peoples and Whites, the lowest 
scoring group.2 Indigenous people also experience a lower literacy rate and smaller monthly income. The national 
literacy rate is 93.3 percent, while the Indigenous literacy rate is 79.6 percent, a 13.7 percent gap. The average 
monthly income of Indigenous populations ($285.50) is less than the national average ($468.50) by $183.

Language Snapshot 
by Dr. Georgia Ennis, Linguistic Anthropologist

Spanish is the official language; Kichwa and Shuar 

are official languages of intercultural communication. 

Languages widely spoken in the Ecuadorian Amazon 

include:  Lowland Kichwa; Shuar, Achuar, and Shiwiar; 

Wao Tededo (Huaorani); Cofán (A’ingae); and 

Siona-Secoya (two languages spoken by a 

merging community across Ecuador 

and Colombia).  



Gender

Geographic 
Area

Female 
pop 

Male 
pop 

Female 
literacy 

rate 

Male 
literacy 

rate 

% working-
age (10+) 

female pop 
economically 

active

% working-
age (10+) 
male pop 

economically 
active

Total hours 
women 
worked/

week (paid 
& unpaid)

Total 
hours men 
worked/

week (paid 
& unpaid)

Females who 
have suffered 

gendered 
violence by a 

partner

National 50.8% 49.2% 92.3% 94.2% 38.4% 68.0% 78.1 60.8 48.7%

Amazonian Regions
Morona 
Santiago

49.4% 50.6% 91.4% 95.3% 43.6% 64.7% 82.1 59.5 57.1-63.7%

Napo 49.1% 50.9% 91.7% 95.7% 44.7% 63.9% 72.4 57.0 51.1-53.5%

Orellana 47.1% 52.9% 91.8% 95.0% 36.3% 70.5% 72.8 60.3 36.1-38.5%

Pastaza 49.7% 50.3% 90.6% 95.5% 42.9% 63.9% 82.5 58.1 57.1-63.7%

Sucumbíos 47.4% 52.6% 92.1% 94.2% 34.2% 71.0% 77.5 64.4 38.6-41.9%

Zamora 
Chinchipe

48.1% 51.9% 93.1% 95.7% 34.1% 69.9% 88.6 64.0 53.6-55.8%

Sources: Ecuador Census: Population & Demographics (2010); Diagnostic of the Situation of Amazonian Women (2019); Gender based violence 
against women in Ecuador (2014)

A Closer Look
Ecuador has a gender inequality index score of 0.384 on a scale 
from 0 (indicating greater equality) to 1 (indicating greater 
inequality). In contrast to the national average, there are more 
men than women in each of the Amazonian provinces. Despite a 
relatively lower gender inequality index score, gender inequality 
persists in the country. Literacy rates are high throughout 
Ecuador, but a small literacy gap favors males. Within the 
Amazonian provinces, this gap ranges from approximately 2 
percent to 5 percent. Gender inequality can also be seen in the 
workforce as women are less likely than men to be economically 
active yet work more total hours. Men’s average monthly income 
is $526 compared to women’s $411. The monthly income of 
men and women drops in rural areas to $400 for men and $269 
for women. The monthly income of Indigenous people drops 
again to $343 for men and $228 for women. On average, men 
work 5.4 more paid hours per week than women, but women 
work 22.7 more unpaid hours per week than men, resulting in 
women working 17.3 more hours than men every week. Within 
the Amazonian provinces, the gap between the total number of 
hours men and women spend working ranges from 12.5 hours to 
24.6 hours. This gap is largest for women in Pastaza and Zamora 
Chinchipe. The incidence of gendered violence against women 
ranges throughout the Amazonian provinces but is higher than 
the national average (48.7 percent) in Morona Santiage (57.1 
percent to 63.7 percent), Napo (51.1 percent to 53.5 percent), 
Pastaza (57.1 to 63.7 percent), and Zamora Chinchipe (53.6 to 
55.8 percent). 
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Communications

  

Geographic Area
Households 

with cable TV
Households 

with computers  
Households 

with internet

Individuals who have 
used a cell phone in 
the last 6 months

Individuals who have 
used internet in the 

last 6 months 

National 58.6% 27.0% 11.8% 56.7% 28.0%

Amazonian Regions
Morona Santiago 18.4% 19.1% 4.7% 45.5% 20.4%

Napo 17.4% 20.9% 9.4% 50.5% 24.4%

Orellana 31.7% 16.6% 6.9% 52.3% 17.7%

Pastaza 26.5% 26.6% 9.0% 56.5% 30.8%

Sucumbíos 30.1% 16.6% 6.5% 55.3% 17.5%

Zamora Chinchipe 17.0% 19.2% 6.0% 54.1% 21.2%

Sources: Ecuador Census: Population & Housing (2010); Ministry of Telecommunications Annual Report (2010).

A Closer Look
Ecuador’s most recent census (2010) indicates low access to information 
and communications technology (ICT) nationally; access tends to be lower 
across the Amazonian provinces. Only 27.0 percent of households in 
Ecuador have computers. This rate is lower for all Amazonian provinces, 
except for Pastaza (26.6 percent). A little over half of the national 
population used a cell phone in the six months leading up to the census. 
Populations in the Amazonian provinces generally used cell phones almost 
at the national rate, with only Morona Santiago and Napo registering a gap 
of more than 5 percent. A little over a quarter of the national population 
used the internet in the six months leading up to the 2010 census. 
Orellana and Sucumbíos had lower rates than the national average and 
the rest of the Amazonian provinces. Access to ICT has grown immensely 
since 2010. The percentage of households with internet increased 
from 13 to 45.5 percent from 2010 to 2019. However, a big gap exists 
between rural households with internet access (21.6 percent) and urban 
households (56.1 percent). An urban-rural divide also exists in regards 
to cell phone access. At the national level, 59.9 percent of the population 
has a cell phone, but this drops to 47.6 percent in rural areas. This is 
important to note because in the Amazonian provinces, 56 –66.4 percent 
of the population and 81.1–93 percent of Indigenous people live in rural 
areas.  Of the national population, 11.4 percent of those age 15 to 49 are 
considered digitally illiterate, meaning they do not own a cell phone and 
have not used a computer or the internet in the past year. This number 
is 7.8 percent in urban areas and 20 percent in rural areas. The rate of 
digital illiteracy is slightly higher for women (12.1 percent) than men (10.6 
percent), according to 2019 data. Updated ICT data at the provincial level 
could not be found. Nationally, radio and television remain the dominant 
news platforms, but online news platforms continue to grow as internet 
access expands throughout the country. 
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National Environmental Threats and Drivers
The main environmental threats in Ecuador include mining, agricultural expansion, and grazing; petroleum 
development; illegal logging; hunting and wildlife trafficking; fire; coastal loss, including development, shrimp farming, 
and climate change; roads and other infrastructure development; and the need for elevation shifts due to climate 
change. Ecuador has a deforestation rate of 74,000 hectares per year and tree cover loss is 787,000 hectares 
per year. Deforestation hot spots include the dry forest of the southern coastal region and the humid tropical 
lowland forests of the northern Pacific coast. Ecuador has legally declared 25 percent, or approximately 7.1 
million hectares, of land protected areas. However, many of the threats above are happening on these protected 
lands.

The primary drivers include non-systematic and poorly coordinated development; the low prioritization of 
biodiversity values and a lack of environmental awareness; strong markets for resources; socio-political factors such 
as corruption, poverty, and population density and growth; a lack of formal land tenure; climate change; a lack of 
technical capacity; weak governance and implementation of laws; and a lack of environmental data.

Agency Goals and Priorities in Ecuador
 
USAID Goal: To work with the government of Ecuador to renew the 
partnership that has existed since USAID first opened its Mission in 
Ecuador in 1961.

U.S. Govt. Priority: Respond to, and reduce the risk posed by, natural 
disasters and other emergencies; promote the local and productive 
economic development of Ecuador; help the social development 
of Ecuadorians; encourage contributions to the protection and 
conservation of the environment in Ecuador; encourage the sustainable 
management of Ecuador’s natural resources and renewable energy; 
strengthen Ecuadorian public institutions, democratic governance, 
the fight against corruption, human rights, and civil society; promote 
education in Ecuador at all levels, including in science, technology, and 
innovation; and contribute to strengthening the Ecuadorian system of 
care, integration, and protection of the rights of migrants and refugees.

Endnotes
1 The Multidimensional Poverty Index takes into account ten indicators of poverty across the three  

dimensions of education, health, and standard of living. 
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GUYANA
Standard Demographics

Geographic 
area

Total 
population

Urban  Rural  
Population 

Density 
(people/km²)

Population 
vulnerable 
to poverty

Population 
in severe 
poverty

National 746,955 26.4% 73.6% 3.50 6.1% 0.3%
Amazonian Regions
East Berbice - 
Corentyne 

109,652 31.8% 68.2% 3.00 4.8% 0.3%

Potaro - Siparuni 11,077 0.0% 100.0% 0.50 23.0% 2.4%
Upper Takutu - 
Upper Essequibo 

24,238 0.0% 100.0% 0.42 25.3% 2.5%

Sources: Guyana Population & Housing Census (2012): Preliminary Report, Final Results; Oxford Poverty & Human Development Initiative: 
Country Briefing 2017 Guyana

 

A Closer Look
The World Bank categorizes Guyana as an upper-middle income 
country.  Multidimensional poverty1 is low in Guyana, with 6.1 
percent of the national population vulnerable to poverty and 
only 0.3 percent living in severe poverty. While East Berbice-
Corentyne’s poverty rates resemble the national average, 
the populations in Potaro-Siparuni and Upper Takutu-Upper 
Essequibo are about four times more likely to be vulnerable to 
poverty. Upper Takutu-Upper Essequibo has the highest poverty 
rate of the entire country. Nationally, there is a difference in 
poverty rates between those living in rural and urban areas. In 
rural areas, 7 percent of the population is vulnerable to poverty 
and 0.4 percent face severe poverty. In urban areas, these 
rates are lower, at 3.7 percent and 0 percent, respectively. 
These three districts of Guyana consist of 19.3 percent of the 
country’s population. Guyana has six urban centers, or cities 
with populations of 5,000 or greater. Three of these cities can 
be found in East Berbice-Corentyne: New Amsterdam, Rose 
Hall, and Corriverton. Potaro-Siparuni and Upper Takutu-Upper 
Essequibo have no urban populations and very low population 
densities. Even though East Berbice-Corentyne has three of 
Guyana’s six urban centers, the population density is still far 
below the national population density. The regional average 
monthly income could not be found.

Guyanese
Amazon



Indigenous Population

Geographic Area
Indigenous
population

 
Indigenous 

population as % of 
total population

Predominant ethnicities
Prominent Indigenous 

Peoples

National 78,492 10.5%
East Indian (39.8%)

African/Black (29.3%)
Mixed (19.9%)

Arawaks/Lokonos, Warau, 
Caribs/Karinya,

Akawaio, Patamona, 
Arekuna, Makushi, 
Wapichana, Waiwai

Amazonian Regions 30,618

East Berbice - 
Corentyne 

1,801 1.6%
East Indian (66.0%)

African/Black (21.3%)
Mixed (10.7%)

Arawaks, Wapichana

Potaro - Siparuni 8,009 72.3%
Amerindian (72.3%)

Mixed (16.6%)
African/Black (7.8%)

Makushi, Patamona

Upper Takutu - 
Upper Essequibo

20,808 85.9%
Amerindian (85.9%)

Mixed (11.2%)
African/Black (1.5%)

Makushi, Waiwai, Wapichana

Sources: Guyana Population & Housing Census (2012): Compendium 1 (Population Composition); International Fund for Agricultural 
Development: Country Technical Note on Indigenous Peoples’ Issues for Guyana (2017)

A Closer Look
One-third of the entire Indigenous population of Guyana 
resides within these Amazonian districts. Indigenous 
People make up a much higher portion of Potaro-Siparuni 
and Upper Takutu-Upper Essequibo’s populations than at 
the national level. Indigenous people make up a relatively 
small percent of East Berbice-Corentyne’s population. 
The main Indigenous Peoples in Guyana are the Arawaks, 
Warau, Caribs, Akawaio, Patamona, Arekuna, Makushi, 
Wapichana, and Waiwai. Ethnicity does not appear to 
play a role in poverty. However, Indigenous populations 
in these districts are more likely to experience poverty 
because they live in rural areas, where a greater portion 
of the population is vulnerable to poverty and lives in 
severe poverty than in urban areas.

Language Snapshot 
by Dr. Georgia Ennis, Linguistic Anthropologist

English is the official language, while Guyanese Creole 
is very widely spoken. Indigenous languages include: 
Makuxi, Akawaio (Kapong), Ingarikó, Lokono, Wai 
Wai, Wapixana, and Warao; there are few proficient 
or first-language speakers of these languages, with 

the exception of Akawaio.5 Many communities 
cross borders with Brazil and Suriname, 

where larger speaker populations 
exist for many languages. 



Gender

Geographic Area Female pop Male pop 
Female 

literacy rate  
(15+)

Male 
literacy rate  

(15+)

Working-age 
female population 

economically 
active 

Working-age 
male population 

economically 
active 

National 50.2% 49.8% 89.8% 88.9% 34.6% 77.2%

Amazonian Regions

East Berbice - 
Corentyne 

49.9% 50.1% 85.0% 84.0% 25.4% 77.0%

Potaro - Siparuni 45.5% 54.5% 87.2% 89.6% 29.0% 66.5%

Upper Takutu - 
Upper Essequibo

48.5% 51.5% 85.8% 89.1% 41.2% 75.0%

Source: Guyana Population & Housing Census (2012): Final Results, Compendium 3, Compendium 4

A Closer Look 

Guyana has a gender inequality index of 0.462 on a 
scale from 0 (indicating greater equality) to 1 (indicating 
greater inequality). In contrast to the national average, 
there are more men than women in each of the 
Amazonian districts. Literacy rates are consistently high 
across the country, with females having a slightly higher 
literacy rate nationally. In the Amazonian districts, there 
is a less than a 5 percent difference between men’s 
and women’s literacy rates. Gender inequality can be 
seen in the workplace. Nationally and in the Amazonian 
regions, the economically active male population is more 
than twice that of women, with the exception of Upper 
Takutu-Upper Essequibo. Women who are economically 
active likely earn less than half what their male 
counterparts earn; the estimated income (purchasing 
power parity) for females nationally is $4,042, while 
the male average is $9,590.2 Nationally, 37.8 percent 
of women experience intimate partner physical and/or 
sexual violence within their lifetime.3 For women who 
experienced this type of violence, almost two-thirds 
reported the violence occurred more than once. There 
does not appear to be a statistically significant difference 
between ethnic groups. Gendered violence rates by 
district could not be found.
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Communications

 

Geographic Area
Households 
that own a 

radio

Households 
that own a 
television

Households 
in which at 
least one 

member has 
a mobile 
phone

Households 
that own a 
computer 

% females who 
used the internet 

in the past 12 
months (aged 

15-24)

% males who 
used the 

internet in the 
past 12 months

(aged 15-24)
 

National 57.1% 88.2% 88.7% 40.7% 66.6% 66.5%

Amazonian Regions

East Berbice -  
Corentyne (6)

53.0% 84.8% 84.6% 34.7% 57.5% 60.7%**

Potaro - Siparuni (8) 30.6%* 28.0%* 30.4%* 8.3%* 39.4%* 37.9%***

Upper Takutu - 
Upper Essequibo (9)

25.9% 35.4% 53.8% 11.8% 25.4% 37.9%***

Sources: Radboud University Global Data Lab; Guyana: Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (2014)
*Includes Cuyuni-Mazaruni (Region 7) and Potaro-Siparuni (Region 8)
**Includes Mahaica-Berbice (Region 5) and East Berbice-Corentyne (Region 6)
***Includes Barima-Waini (Region 1), Cuyuni-Mazaruni (Region 7), Potaro-Siparuni (Region 8), and Upper Takutu-Upper Essequibo (9) 

A Closer Look
Access to information and communication technology (ICT) is below the 
national average in the Amazonian districts, especially in Potaro-Siparuni 
and Upper Takutu-Upper Essequibo. In these two districts, the percent 
of households that own a radio, television, mobile phone, or computer is 
significantly lower than the national average. While East Berbice-Corentyne 
is below the average for all categories, it is only by a few percentage points. 
Young women and men use the internet at similar rates, with the biggest 
gender gap in internet usage in Upper Takutu-Upper Essequibo (12.5 percent). 
Potaro-Siparuni and Upper Takutu-Upper Essequibo populations’ access to 
the internet is significantly below the national average. Guyana is seeing an 
increase nationally in households with internet access, but the percentage 
remains low. In 2002, 5.3 percent of households had internet access and in 
2012 the number increased to 16.2 percent. At the national level, the portion 
of women who read a newspaper, listen to the radio, or watch television 
at least once a week are 69.5 percent, 56.1 percent, and 86.8 percent, 
respectively, while the rates for men are 62.4 percent, 63.6 percent, and 86.4 
percent. These figures suggest that women prefer newspapers to radio, in 
contrast to men, but all favor television. These gendered media preferences 
are the same in the Amazonian regions, although media consumption rates are 
much lower than the national average in Upper Takutu-Upper Essequibo. For 
example, 33.3 percent, 24.7 percent, and 42.8 percent of women, respectively, 
read a newspaper, listen to radio, or watch television at least once a week 
in this region. These rates increase in Potaro-Siparuni, and in East Berbice-
Corentyne they are not much lower than the national average. Nationally, 
Amerindians have the lowest rates of media consumption and African 
heads of household have the highest. The Guyanese government dominates 
broadcast media; it owns the National Communications Network TV and two 
radio stations with frequencies capable of reaching the entire country and 
limits the licensing of private radio stations.4
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Expert Highlight: 
Communicating with Guyanese Amazonian Populations
From Key Informant Interview with Louisa Daggers, Anthropologist, Department of Language and Cultural Studies, 
University of Guyana 

The most important issues to take into consideration when communicating with people who live in the Guyanese 
Amazon are accessibility and language: accessibility with regard to road transportation, internet connectivity, and 
telephone communication, and the language barrier, because there are a number of Indigenous groups and they 
all speak different languages, and this sometimes creates a block to getting information filtered into communities. 

Filtering information through the governance structure
We have a total of 215 Indigenous communities across Guyana, all governed by a council of representatives called 
the National Toshaos Council (NTC) that is responsible for the welfare of Indigenous Peoples across Guyana. 
Communities are governed by a village leader, called a Toshao, and a council. Most communities are within a 
district, which also has a board. If anything is going to happen in a certain community or territory, it is usually 
necessary to engage the Toshao and council. The main path of communications is between the village council, the 
district board, and the NTC. 

Access to and use of communications technology
Some regions do have radio access, so you can have programs and information put out over radio. However, the 
reality is nobody wants to turn the radio on even to get information they’ve been wanting, even if you tell them 
when to listen. Most areas in the hinterland do not have a TV, so television is problematic. More recently, with 
COVID-19 and health care and education access concerns, the government has been putting a wifi system into 
most Indigenous communities so that they can have free wifi access provided by the government.  However, it 
does not necessarily benefit people outside of villages. Outside of villages, most people have access to smartphones 
and have Whatsapp. To get information to these groups, the Ministry of Agriculture, for example, will provide data 
credits so they can forward information to and start communicating with them.  

Wifi is accessed mostly through smartphones rather than computers. Whatsapp, Facebook, and Instagram seem 
to be the most used locally among the population. A wide cross section of people use Whatsapp: women, young 
adults, and teenagers. The older folks, while they don’t have the service, rely on children and grandchildren to 
provide them with the information.  People prefer to be part of Whatsapp groups.  If they have a vested interest 
in the group, they’ll definitely check the messages. However, one of the biggest hindering factors is access to data: 
getting to the point to buy the data and having the funds to purchase the data. Some communities are so remote 
they have to travel for four hours or more to get to the closest data point. They usually rely on someone on the 
coast or elsewhere to put data onto their phones. To purchase a one-day data plan is almost $300 Guyanaese 
dollars, which is usually someone’s household income per day. This is why often projects need to have a separate 
budget to facilitate communications within these communities if they really want to reach them. 

Because women are responsible for child and family care and are so consumed with responsibilities at home, they 
are often left out of important engagements, meetings, and forums, and excluded from groups like Whatsapp 
groups.  As a result, information does not get filtered to the women it should be reaching.  It is important to 
find creative ways of reaching them.  For example, creating a system where there are 2-3 women who receive 
information and are responsible for filtering it down to other women. Evenings are a better time to reach women. 

Language
With Indigenous communities, most speak some other language. Even if you break it down in English, you still need 
to have a translator to give the information to them. Indigenous languages are largely spoken, with few people who 
can write in them. It is not worth translating, writing, and distributing something, since half the community doesn’t 
know how to read it. Translation from English to native languages also becomes very time consuming because many 
words do not exist in the Indigenous languages. Having things recorded and then played becomes more useful. 
Within most communities there are people, often young people, who are very fluent in English. So those people 
are a part of the Whatsapp groups and filter the information, taking their time, to the rest of the population. Most 
of the Toshaos and members of the councils are fluent in both English and native languages, so it is good to engage 
them and have them translate to the general population in the biweekly council meetings. 
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National Environmental Threats and Drivers
The main environmental threats in Guyana include mineral mining, primarily bauxite, gold, and diamonds; artisanal 
effluent from gold mining; sand mining; illegal logging; oil and gas drilling; wildlife trafficking, poaching, and fishing; 
hunting animals for bushmeat; and new road construction. Guyana has a deforestation rate less than 0.1 percent 
annually. Guyana has legally declared 8.0 percent, or approximately 1.7 million hectares, of land protected 
areas. However, many of the threats above are happening on these protected lands.

The primary drivers include climate change; strong markets for resources; a lack of political will to enforce existing 
laws and regulations; sociopolitical factors such as regional poverty, lack of transparency, and corruption; a lack 
of capacity, including a lack of the financial resources needed for government agencies to implement actions 
and technical capacity; slow legislative and policy processes; and a lack of species and ecosystem data that make 
planning and coordinating efforts difficult.

Agency Goals and Priorities in Guyana

USAID Goal: Safer, more prosperous Caribbean communities.

U.S. Govt. Priority: USAID will focus resources where they are most 
needed and can have the greatest impact. The Mission will evaluate the 
need, commitment, and capacity of the government when setting specific 
program priorities. Other priorities include improving the collection, analysis, 
distribution and use of reliable, current data related to climate change; and 
expanding core HIV/AIDS programming to achieve sustainable epidemic 
control.

Endnotes
1 The Multidimensional Poverty Index takes into account ten indicators of poverty across the three dimensions 

of education, health, and standard of living.
2 ILO 2018.
3 UN Women 2018.
4 CIA World Factbook.
5 Elton Bollers et al., “Guyana’s Indigenous Peoples 2013 Survey: Final Report” (Inter-American Development 

Bank, February 2019), https://doi.org/10.18235/0001591; Aikhenvald, Languages of the Amazon.
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PERU
Standard Demographics

Geographic 
area

Total 
population

Urban Rural

Pop 
density 
(person/

km2)     

Average 
monthly 
income 
(soles)

Population 
vulnerable 
to poverty

Population 
in severe 
poverty

National 31,237,385 79.3% 20.7% 25 1443.1 9.6% 1.1%
Amazonian Regions
Amazonas 379,384 41.5% 58.5% 9.7 1,014.0 20.7% 3.7%
Loreto 883,510 68.7% 31.3% 2.4 1,231.5 21.5% 7.7%
Madre de Dios 141,070 82.8% 17.2% 1.7 1,665.0 15.2% 0.9%
San Martín 813,381 68.1% 31.9% 15.9 1,159.2 16.4% 1.4%
Ucayalí 496,459 81.0% 19.0% 4.9 1,174.4 13.0% 3.4%

Sources: Peru Census: Sociodemographic Profile (2017); National Household Survey (2016); Oxford Poverty Human Development Initiative: 
Country Briefing 2020 Peru 

Peruvian 
Amazon

A Closer Look
The World Bank categorizes Peru as an upper-middle 
income country.  Despite this, multidimensional poverty1 
affects much of the population, with over 10 percent of the 
population vulnerable to poverty or experiencing severe 
poverty.  In rural areas, the portion of the population 
vulnerable to poverty or in severe poverty is much higher 
(26.7 percent) than in urban areas (6.2 percent). Amazonas 
and Loreto stand out with over double the national rate 
of the population vulnerable to poverty and almost 8 
percent of Loreto’s population facing severe poverty. The 
population living in Amazonian regions of Peru is small in 
comparison to the rest of the country; these five regions 
make up only 8.7 percent of the national population.  
However, across Peru, Madre de Dios is the department 
with the highest rate of annual growth (2.6 percent) over 
ten years (2007—2017), likely due to the boom in artisanal 
and small-scale gold mining across the same decade. Madre 
de Dios and Ucayalí are the two departments with the 
fastest increase in population density and are net receivers 
of internal migrants, while Amazonas, Loreto, and San 
Martín are losing population to internal migration.2
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Indigenous Population
 

Geographic 
Area

Indigenous
pop (12+)

 
Indigenous 
pop as % of 
total pop 

(12+)

Pop w/
Indigenous 

mother 
tongue 

Pop living 
in an 

Indigenous 
locality3 

Predominant  
ethnicities 

Predominant 
Indigenous 

Peoples

Top 
Indigenous
languages 
(total # of 
languages)

 

National 5,972,606 25.8% 16.0% 6.9%

Mestizo (60.2); Quechua
(22.3); White (5.9); 
Afrodescendant (3.6); 
Aimara (2.4); Nativo de 
la Amazonia, Ashaninka, 
Awajún, Shipibo-Konibo, 
and other groups (5.6)

 Quechua, 
Aimara, 
Amazonian 
Indigenous, 
Ashaninka, 
Awajún, 
Shipibo-Konibo

Quechua, 
Aimara, 
Ashaninka, 
Awajún (48)

Amazonian Regions

Amazonas 43599 15.5% 13.5% 17.3%
Mestizo (71.9); Awajún 
(10.4); White (4.4)

Awajún, 
Quechua, 
Wampis                  

Awajún, 
Quechua, 
Wampis (3)

Loreto 70354 11.3% 6.4% 18.1%

Mestizo (75.9); 
Amazonian Indigenous 
(5.1); Afrodescendant 
(2.7)

Kukama 
Kukamiria, 
Kichwa, Shawi, 
Achuar        

Shawi, 
Quechua, 
Achuar (30)

Madre de 
Dios

42239 40.0% 21.6% 3.0%

Mestizo (45.9); 
Quechua (34.5); White 
(3.3)

Quechua, 
Harakbut, 
Matsingenka, 
Yine, Ese Eja                         

Quechua, 
Matsigenka, 
Harakbut (9)

San Martín 38672 6.4% 1.8% 5.8%

Mestizo (80.5); 
Quechua (5.1); 
Afrodescendant (4.7)

Awajún, 
Kichwa, 
Shawi, 
Yaminahua        

Quechua, 
Awajún, 
Shawi (4)

Ucayali 55641 15.6% 13.4% 11.9%

Mestizo (75.2); 
Quechua (5); Shipibo-
Konibo (4.6)

Quechua, 
Shipibo-Konibo, 
Ashaninka, 
Asheninka    

Shipibo-
Konibo, 
Ashaninka, 
Quechua 
(16)

Sources: Peru Census: Sociodemographic Profile (2017); Ministry of 
Culture: Database of Indigenous or Originary Peoples (2020)

A Closer Look
While Andean Indigenous Peoples compose the majority 
of Peru’s Indigenous population, the Amazonian regions 
are the source of Peru’s ethnic and linguistic diversity. 
Fifty-one of Peru’s 55 Indigenous Peoples and 44 of its 48 
languages originate in the Amazon. Madre de Dios is the 
Amazonian region with the highest percent of Indigenous 
population, but the lowest percentage living in Indigenous 
localities. This is likely due to the high number of Andean 
Indigenous people migrating to Madre de Dios, and 
therefore with no recognized collective rights in the area. 
Across the Amazonian regions, the gap in access to basic 
services between Indigenous Peoples and non-Indigenous 
people varies. For example, in Amazonas 16.9 percent of 
the Indigenous population has access to electricity, in comparison to 82.5 percent of the non-Indigenous population. 
In contrast, there is only a 9.8 percent gap in access to electricity between the Indigenous and non-Indigenous 
populations of Madre de Dios. Illiteracy rates among the population older than 15 years vary widely across ethnic 
identities, as follows: Ashaninka (21.4 percent), Awajún (14.8 percent), Amazonian Indigenous (14.2 percent), 
Quechua (10.9 percent), Aimara (9.6 percent), Shipibo-Konibo (6.3 percent), Afro-descendant (6 percent), White 
(4.2 percent), and Mestizo (3.9 percent). The national illiteracy rate is 5.8 percent. 

Language Snapshot 
by Dr. Georgia Ennis, Linguistic Anthropologist
Spanish is the official language. Forty-four Indigenous 
languages are spoken in the Amazon. Many Indigenous 

languages are still learned and widely spoken, and several 
have alphabetic standards. Languages with populations 
in the thousands include: Achuar; Awajún (Aguaruna); 

Amuesha; Ashaninka; Cashinahua; Matsigenka; 
Nomatsigenga; Shawi; Shipibo-Konibo; Urarina; 

Wampis; Yanesha; and Yine.4  Peruvian 
Quechua, although more common in 

the highlands, is present among 
Andean settlers. 



Gender
 

Geographic 
Area

Female
pop 

 Male 
pop

Female 
literacy 

rate

Male 
literacy

rate
 

Female 
median 
income 
(soles)

Male 
median 
income 
(soles)

Female average 
monthly income

as % of male
 

Female experience of
any intimate partner 

violence ever

 

National 50.8% 49.2% 91.5% 96.1% 1,199.3 1,616.1 70.4% 70.8%

Amazonian Regions

Amazonas 49.6% 50.4% 85.1% 93.9% 906.9 1,072.1 79.0% 67.5%

Loreto 49.8% 50.2% 92.7% 96.6% 1,126.1 1,288.5 85.5% 66.6%

Madre de 
Dios

47.7% 52.3% 94.8% 98.1% 1,365.1 1,808.4 73.4% 75.0%

San Martín 49.0% 51.0% 80.7% 95.4% 976.8 1,244.6 78.9% 69.1%

Ucayalí 49.5% 50.5% 94.0% 95.8% 918.6 1,318.5 75.9% 64.1%

Sources: Peru Census: Sociodemographic Profile (2017); National Household Survey (2019); Peru Gender Gaps (2019)

A Closer Look  
Peru has a gender inequality index score of .395 
on a scale from 0 (indicating greater equality) to 1 
(indicating greater inequality).  In contrast to the 
national average, there are more men than women 
in each of the Amazonian regions. Literacy rates 
are high across the country, but there is still a gap 
between the genders, ranging from 1.8 percent in 
Ucayalí to almost a 15 percent difference in San 
Martín. This gender inequality can also be seen in 
women’s average monthly income as a percent 
of men’s average monthly income, although the 
Amazonian regions stand out with a lower rate of 
income difference between genders than at the 
national level.  Across the nation, women work 9.15 
more hours/week than men when unpaid labor is 
counted. This gap widens to 11.67 more hours in 
rural areas and 11.6 in the Selva region. In the Selva 
region, women work 14.95 fewer hours in paid 
labor, and 26.54 more hours in unpaid labor, than 
men. Intimate partner violence (IPV) is an important 
issue across the country and the Amazonian region, 
with the rate of IPV in Madre de Dios standing 
out as higher than the national average.  In some 
Amazonian regions, female speakers of Indigenous 
languages are more likely to experience physical 
and sexual violence by their partner than non-
Indigenous language speakers (as in San Martín); 
in other regions, like Madre de Dios and Ucayalí, 
Spanish-speaking women are more likely to 
experience this type of violence.  



Communications

Geographic Area
Households with 

non-cable TV 

Households with a 
member owning a 

cell phone

Households 
without access to 

any ICT

Women who use 
the internet

Men who use 
the internet

National 82.3% 90.9% 13.9% 49.9% 55.2%

Amazonian Regions

Amazonas 60.2% 86.8% 29.7% 23.6% 28.4%

Loreto 66.2% 75.0% 32.3% 31.0% 32.5%

Madre de Dios 85.0% 93.0% 10.0% 51.2% 53.3%

San Martin 74.6% 90.1% 17.2% 32.3% 38.2%

Ucayali 79.5% 88.3% 21.2% 43.7% 48.3%

Sources: Peru Census: Sociodemographic Profile (2017); Peru: Gender Gaps (2019)

A Closer Look 
Access to information and communication 
technology (ICT) has increased enormously in 
Peru; between 2007 and 2017, the percentage of 
households without access to any ICT dropped 
from 46.7 to 13.9. The percentage of households 
with no ICT is much higher in the Amazonian 
regions than the national average, with the 
exception of Madre de Dios. Across the Amazonian 
regions, 75 percent or more of all households 
have at least one member who owns a cell phone. 
While lower than the national average, a majority of 
households in Amazonian regions also have non-
cable TV. At the level of the Amazonian region as a 
whole, 57.9 percent of female-headed households 
and 65.7 percent of male-headed households have 
a radio, and many radio stations across this area 
broadcast in Indigenous languages. The ethnicity gap 
in internet use is much higher than the gender gap. 
Only 15.9 percent of Indigenous women and 24.3 
percent of Indigenous men use the internet whereas 
56.7 percent of non-Indigenous women and 61.2 
percent of non-Indigenous men use the internet. 
The majority of men and women who live in the 
Selva region and access the internet use it once a 
day. Across Peru, 40.5 percent of the men and 42 
percent of the women who use the internet do so 
only through cell phones.  



National Environmental Threats and Drivers
The main tropical forest threats in Peru include climate change, illegal logging, illegal mining, small scale and shifting 
agriculture, species overexploitation, under-planned rural roads, illegal crops, provoked and natural fires, large 
road infrastructure development, large extractive industries, agribusiness projects, introduced species, El Niño 
and climatic variability, habitat conversion, illegal fishing, lack of solid waste management, contamination by oil/gas 
development, and untreated sewage. Deforestation is a persistent problem with 125,301 hectares lost each year 
due to factors such as logging, infrastructure development, and growing agriculture. Peru has legally declared 
16.9 percent, or approximately 19.5 million hectares, of land protected areas. However, many of the threats 
above are happening on these protected lands.

The primary threat drivers include climate change, weak national environmental governance and enforcement, 
inadequate management capacity, inadequate technical capacity, a strong market for resources, and growing 
sociopolitical factors such as growing populations and inequality.

Agency Goals and Priorities in Peru
USAID Goal: Peru more effectively leads and finances shared strategic 
priorities through increased capacity to combat illicit activities, 
corruption, and over-exploitation of natural resources.

U.S. Govt. Priority: Pursue a “Vision for a Strategic Partnership” that 
emphasizes new roles for USAID/Peru to engage, connect, and support 
Peruvian leaders in government, private sector, and civil society to 
mobilize resources, transform systems, and institutionalize reforms that 
address mutual challenges.

Endnotes
1 The Multidimensional Poverty Index takes into account ten indicators of poverty across the three 

dimensions of education, health, and standard of living.
2 Efectos de la migración interna sobre el crecimiento y estructura demográfica 2012-2017. INEI  

Peru. 
3 Indigenous locality is defined as geographic spaces where Indigenous or Originary Peoples live and/or 

exercise collective rights. These are Native Communities, Campesino Communities, Settlements of Indig-
enous Peoples in Initial Contact, or Localities without Identification. In total, they occupy 18.1 percent of 
Peru’s territory.

4 Ministerio de Educación - Perú, Lenguas Originarias Del Perú (Lima: Ministerio de Educación, 2018), 
https://centroderecursos.cultura.pe/sites/default/files/rb/pdf/Lenguas%20Originarias%20del%20Peru%20
%282018%29_7_MB.pdf.
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SURINAME
Standard Demographics

Geographic 
area

Total 
population 

Population 
density

(people/km²)

Population 
vulnerable to 

poverty

Population in 
severe poverty 

National 541,638 3.3 4.0% 0.4%
Amazonian Regions
Brokopondo 15,909 2.2 16.1% 0.0%
Para 24,700 4.6 6.8% 1.4%
Sipaliwini 37,065 0.3 20.5% 3.5%

Sources: Suriname Census 2012; Oxford Poverty & Human Development Initiative: Country Briefing 2020 Suriname

A Closer Look
The World Bank categorizes Suriname as an upper-
middle income country. Sixty-six percent of the national 
population live in urban areas and 34 percent live in rural 
areas. Multidimensional poverty1 is low in Suriname, with 
4.0 percent of the national population vulnerable to poverty 
and only 0.4 percent living in severe poverty. Poverty rates 
are higher in the Amazonian districts. In Brokopondo, the 
population is four times more likely to be vulnerable to 
poverty than the national average, and the population in 
Sipaliwini is five times more likely. Nationally, Sipaliwini is the 
region with the largest percent of the population vulnerable 
to poverty and living in severe poverty. Para has the second-
largest percentage of residents living in severe poverty. 
Poverty is more prevalent in the rural interior, which is 
where 33.9 percent of the national population resides, 
and for women. These three Amazonian districts make up 
12.5 percent of the national population. Brokopondo and 
Sipaliwini have population densities lower than the national 
average. Sipaliwini’s population density is significantly lower 
than the national average with a population density of 0.3 
people/km². Urban and rural population demographics 
and average monthly income could not be found for the 
Amazonian districts of Suriname.

Surinamese
Amazon
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Amerindian and Maroon Populations

Geographic
Area

 
Amerindian 

population by
place of birth

 
Amerindian 
% of regional

births
 

Maroon pop
by place of 

birth

. Maroon % 
of regional 

births

Predominant 
ethnicities by place 

of birth

Predominant 
Amerindian 

Peoples

Predominant 
Maroon Peoples

National 20,344 3.8% 117,567 21.7%
Hindustani (27.4%)
Maroon (21.7%)
Creole (15.7%)

Carib, Arawak, Trio, 
Wayana

Saramaka, Ndyuka

Amazonian Regions

Brokopondo
37 0.2% 16,699 95.0%

Maroon (95.0%)  
Creole (2.4%)
Mixed (0.9%)

Carib, Arawak
Saramaka, 
Ndyuka, Matawai

Para
1,522 24.0% 609 9.6%

Amerindian (24.0%) 
Creole (23.1%)
Javanese (19.9%)

Carib, Arawak Matawai

Sipaliwini 3,489 13.4% 21,704 83.5%
Maroon (83.5%)
Amerindian (13.4%)
Mixed (1.5%)

Trio, Wayana 

Saramaka, 
Ndyuka, 
Paramaka, 
Matawai, Aluku, 
Kwinti

Suriname Census 2012; The Amazon Conservation Team 2005

A Closer Look
While a majority of Amerindians reside in districts outside 
of the Amazon Basin, the Basin is home to 24.8 percent 
of Suriname’s Amerindians. Nationally, Amerindians 
comprise 3.8 percent of the population. In Para and 
Sipaliwini, Amerindians make up much larger portions 
of the regional populations than the national average, 
24.0 percent and 13.4 percent, respectively, based on 
place of birth. The Maroon population makes up 21.7 
percent of the national population. The six distinct groups 
of Maroons primarily speak Portuguese-based creole 
and English-based creole. Sipaliwini and Brokopondo 
have Maroon populations significantly higher than the 
national population, 83.5 percent and 95.0 percent, 
respectively, based on place of birth. The interior districts 
of Brokopondo, Sipaliwini, Marowije, and part of Para are 
almost exclusively inhabited by Amerindians and Maroon 
tribes. These interior districts are disproportionately 
poorer than those in other areas of the country.

Language Snapshot 
by Dr. Georgia Ennis, Linguistic Anthropologist

Dutch is the official language, but the creole 
Sranantongo (Sranan) is the most widely used language. 

Languages other than Dutch are the norm in Amerindian 
and Maroon communities. Amerindian languages include: 
Kari’na, Mawayana, Trio, Tunayana-Katwena, Wai Wai, 

and Wayana; all but Wayana are highly endangered. 
Maroon languages include: Matawai, Ndyuka, 

Pamaka, Saamaka, and Kwinti; many are 
mutually intelligible.2  Brazilian 

Portuguese may also be 
spoken. 



Gender

Geographic 
Area

Female 
pop 

Male 
pop 

Female
literacy 

rate aged 
15-49 

Male 
literacy 

rate aged
15-49 

Female 
(15-64)

% of 
working
pop by 
birth 

district

Male 
(15-64) 

% of 
working 
pop by 
birth 

district

Women (15-
49) who believe 

a husband is 
justified in 

beating his wife 

Men (15-49) who 
believe a husband 

is justified in 
beating his wife

National 50.0% 50.0% 96.3% 98.0% 36.9% 63.1% 4.7% 5.8%

Amazonian Regions

Brokopondo 46.6% 53.4% 93.7% 97.2% 41.1% 58.9% 4.3% 2.5%
Para 49.0% 51.0% 94.0% 99.6% 37.6% 62.4% 5.8% 2.9%
Sipaliwini 50.8% 49.2% 65.8% 73.5% 31.7% 68.3% 6.9% 12.6%

Sources: Suriname Census 2012; Suriname: Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 2018

A Closer Look  
Suriname has a gender inequality index score of 0.436 on 
a scale from 0 (indicating greater equality) to 1 (indicating 
greater inequality). Literacy rates are high nationally with 
a 1.7 percent gender gap favoring men. However, the 
literacy rate is much lower in Sipaliwini where men’s 
literacy rate is 73.5 percent and women’s literacy rate is 
65.8 percent, a gap of 7.7 percent. Men make up a greater 
percent of the working population than women, with the 
parity gap ranging from 17.8 percent (Brokopondo) to 36.6 
percent (Sipaliwini). Data on non-paid work hours for men 
and women are not available. In 2013, the World Bank 
calculated per capita income nationally at $8,900 (World 
Bank). Data on income based on gender and ethnicity 
are not available. However, based on increased rates of 
poverty and severe poverty for women and populations 
residing in the rural interior, it is likely the per capita 
income is lower in these districts and for Amerindians, 
Maroons, and women. Attitudes about domestic violence 
differ between men and women and by geographic location. 
Nationally, men are more likely than women to believe 
a husband is justified in beating his wife if she goes out 
without telling him, if she argues with him, if she refuses 
sex with him, or if she burns the food. Attitudes supporting 
domestic violence are above the national average in 
Sipaliwini, especially among men, which is more than 
double the national men’s percentage. The percentage of 
women in Para and Sipaliwini who believe a man is justified 
in beating his wife under specific circumstances is also 
above the national average. 
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Communications

  

Geographic 
Area

Households 
with access to 

radio

Households 
with access to a 

television

Households 
with cellphone

access 
 

Households 
with internet 

access 

% females who 
used the internet 

in the past 3 
months (aged 

15-49)

% males who 
used the 

internet in the
past 3 months 
(aged 15-49)

 

National 70.6% 87.7% 96.6% 52.1% 79.3% 79.3%

Amazonian Regions

Brokopondo 46.1% 65.4% 94.8% 22.9% 49.9% 57.7%
Para 63.8% 78.2% 97.7% 37.1% 65.8% 72.0%
Sipaliwini 32.3% 42.0% 91.2% 21.7% 35.4% 55.2%

Source: Suriname: Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 2018

A Closer Look 
Household access to radio, television, and internet in the 
Amazonian districts is below the national average. Nationally, 
52.1 percent of Surinamese households have internet access. 
In Brokopondo and Sipaliwini, access is even lower, with 
less than a quarter of their populations having access to the 
internet at home. However, rates of internet usage over the 
past three months are higher both nationally and regionally, 
suggesting that using the internet outside of the home is more 
common. Although no gender gap exists in internet usage at 
the national level, a gender gap does exist in the Amazonian 
regions, with the widest difference in internet usage between 
men and women occurring in Sipaliwini. At the national 
level, 70.6 percent of households have access to radio; this is 
significantly lower in Brokopondo and Sipaliwini. Nationally, 
87.7 percent of households own a television. The rate of 
household television access is much lower in the Amazonian 
districts. Both nationally and regionally, men and women 
are more likely to have watched television at least once a 
week than to have read a newspaper or listened to the radio. 
Cell phone access is high, with 96.6 percent of households 
owning a cell phone nationally and a regional low of only 91.2 
percent in Sipaliwini. This is an Amazonian gap of only 5.4 
percent in comparison to the 30.4 percent internet gap, 38.3 
percent radio gap, and 45.7 percent television gap. In every 
category, Sipaliwini has lower access rates to information 
and communications technology (ICT) than the other two 
Amazonian districts. Nationally, rural interior areas have lower 
ICT access rates than urban areas and rural coastal areas. 
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Expert Highlight:
Communicating and Collaborating with Surinamese Indigenous and Tribal Peoples 
Dr. Janette Bulkan, University of British Columbia, Department of Forest Resources Management

The geography of Suriname remains largely racialized. The numerical minority Indigenous and Tribal Peoples 
(ITPs) are the majority populations in the interior (Amazonian) regions, which also comprise the majority of 
the national land base. The numerical majority non-Indigenous populations (“coastlanders”) are settled along 
the treeless narrow coastal plain that covers less than 10 percent of the country’s land area. Suriname has both 
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples:3 25 Indigenous Peoples who number approximately 20,344 or 3.8 percent of 
the population; and 6 Maroon Nations Tribal Peoples who number 21.7 percent of the national population.4

Maroons comprise the second largest ethnic group.5,6   
  

Suriname’s constitution (1987) has no mention of ITPs or any other ethnic group.7 Since independence, political 
power has been held by coastlander-dominated, race-based political parties. As their traditional demographic 
bases have weakened, the political parties are conscious that ITP votes determine electoral outcomes; however, 
ITPs have not yet wielded that power. ITPs hold limited authority over the disposition of their customary lands 
that are part of an ever-growing natural resources frontier.8  

NGOs or donor agencies should support representative ITP organizations directly, not through national 
authorities, so as not to further enable government manipulation and co-option. ITPs have some representatives 
in the regional governments but these are controlled from the center. They have more autonomy on self-
governing district councils, which should be supported. At the national level, there are two representative 
Indigenous Peoples Organizations (IPOs): the Organization of Indigenous Peoples in Suriname9  and the 
Association of Indigenous Village Leaders (Vereniging van Inheemse Dorpshoofden in Suriname, or VIDS, in 
Dutch). VIDS was established in 1992 and remains the representative NGO for the 51 Indigenous villages.10 It 
is a member of the Coordinator of Indigenous Organizations of the Amazon River Basin (COICA) and works 
closely with international NGOs, principally the Forest Peoples Programme and the Rainforest Foundation US. 
The Association of Saamaka Traditional Authorities represents one of Suriname’s Tribal Peoples.

External donors can use social media, particularly Facebook, to communicate with ITP representative bodies and 
communities in culturally-appropriate ways.  VIDS in Suriname uses WhatsApp groups for rapid communication. 
However, a lack of reliable electricity supply, telecom towers, bandwidth, and training could pose barriers to 
telecommunications access. Donors should budget for outputs in culturally appropriate media in local languages 
that can be shared on the ITPs’ and district councils’ Facebook pages.11  

The principal political issue Indigeous and Tribal Peoples face is state failure to fully recognize their territorial 
rights. In Suriname, ITPs have only usufruct rights to their customary lands. The government has complied with 
neither the 2007 ruling of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights on the collective land rights of 
the Saramaka Tribal People12 nor the 2016 ruling on the right of the Kaliña and Lokono Peoples to collective 
ownership and environmental protection. The principal demand of ITPs is for legislative reform. The past 
Surinamese government (2015–2020) named a management team that included ITP representatives to lead a 
consultative process on the collective rights of ITPs. That body drafted a law which was tabled in the National 
Assembly. In November 2020, the new government installed a new presidential commission that included no ITP 
representatives to provide advice on the topic of ITP rights.13  
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Agency Goals and Priorities in Suriname
USAID Goal: Safer, more prosperous Caribbean communities.

U.S. Govt. Priority: USAID will focus resources where they are most needed 
and can have the greatest impact. The Easterm and Southern Caribbean Mission 
will evaluate the need, commitment, and capacity of the government when setting 
specific program priorities. Other priorities include improving the collection, 
analysis, distribution, and use of reliable, current data related to climate change and 
expanding core HIV/AIDS programming to achieve sustainable epidemic control.



National Environmental Threats and Drivers
The main environmental threats in Suriname include mineral mining, primarily bauxite, gold, and diamonds; 
artisanal effluent from gold mining; sand mining; illegal logging; oil and gas drilling; wildlife trafficking, poaching, 
and fishing; hunting animals for bushmeat; and new road construction. Suriname has a deforestation rate less than 
0.1 percent annually.14 Deforestation is most prevalent in Sipaliwini, Brokopondo, and Para. Suriname has legally 
declared 14.6 percent, or approximately 2.4 million hectares, of land protected areas. However, many of 
the threats above are happening on these protected lands.

The primary drivers include climate change; strong markets for resources; lack of political will to enforce existing 
laws and regulations; sociopolitical factors such as regional poverty, lack of transparency, and corruption; lack 
of capacity, including a lack of the financial resources needed for government agencies to implement actions and 
a lack of technical capacity; slow legislative and policy processes; and a lack of species and ecosystem data that 
make planning and coordinating efforts difficult.

Endnotes 

1 The Multidimensional Poverty Index takes into account ten indicators of poverty across the three 
dimensions of education, health, and standard of living.

2 Eithne B. Carlin et al., “1 Looking at Language, Identity, and Mobility in Suriname,” In and Out of Suriname, 
January 1, 2015, 1–12, https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004280120_002. 

3 The Maroons were internationally recognized in 1993 as “Tribal Peoples,” with equivalence before the law 
(Forest Peoples Programme, 2002).

4 Ooft, Max. “Suriname.” In The Indigenous World 2021, 474–480. The International Work Group for 
Indigenous Affairs, 2021.

5 National borders cross customary territories, and there is temporary and unregulated cross-border 
migration of Guyanese Amerindians to Brazil, Venezuela, and Suriname and of ITPs from eastern Suriname to 
French Guiana (Menke, 2016). 

6 Menke, Jack. “Mobility of Maroon People between Suriname and French Guiana: The Challenge of 
Assimilation, Autonomy, and Diversity.” In Mobilités, ethnicités, diversité culturelle: la Guyane entre Surinam et 
Brésil, eds. Gérard Collomb & Serge Mam Lam Fouck,71–98. Ibis Rouge Éditions, 2016.

7 Indigenous nations in Guyana and Suriname were independent and self-governing until the Dutch asserted 
both sovereignty and property rights to their customary territories from the 17th century. The Maroon villages 
in Suriname exercised self-governance from the 17th century. The 1986–1992 civil war disrupted livelihoods 
and governance in Suriname’s interior. An Agreement for National Reconciliation and Development was signed 
in August 1992 between the Government of Suriname and Maroon and Amerindian representatives.

8 The ITPs were historically marginalized in the social, economic, and political spheres of the colonies that 
claimed both sovereignty and property rights over their territories.

9 “Suriname: Organisation of Indigenous People in Suriname (Organization Van Inheemsen in Suriname, OIS,” 
Klima-Bundis, April 2010.

10 VIDS represents the 51 Indigenous village leaders (also known as captains); each captain is elected or 
appointed by the community or chosen in accordance with traditional practices. More than 3,300 persons 
follow VIDS’s Facebook page. There are 31 videos posted, some solely in Dutch, others featuring Indigenous 
languages’ speakers.  Website: https://vids.sr/ (in Dutch). Facebook page: https://www.facebook.com/
VIDSSuriname/?ref=page_internal

11 There is widespread ownership of smartphones in the interior districts. Not every village has a signal but 
people take their smart phones with them when they travel to local townships.

12 Saramaka People 2007, at para. 194,  in which the Court directly related the right to self-determination 
to ITPs’ property rights and ordered that recognition of the Saramaka people’s territorial rights must include 
recognition of “their right to manage, distribute, and effectively control such territory, in accordance with their 
customary laws and traditional collective land tenure system,” (Forest Peoples Programme, 2013).

13 Ooft, Max. “Suriname.” In The Indigenous World 2021, 474–480. The International Work Group for 
Indigenous Affairs, 2021.

14 Suriname is the only country for which the annual deforestation rate did not come from the 118/119. This  
data came from Global Forest Watch’s data dashboard.
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PERCENT OF POPULATION VULNERABLE TO POVERTY: 
COUNTRIES IN AMAZON BASIN
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PERCENT OF POPULATION LIVING IN RURAL AREAS: 
REGIONS IN AMAZON BASIN
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PERCENT OF POPULATION VULNERABLE TO POVERTY: 
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24   USAID

U.S. Agency for International Development
Amazon Regional Environment Program (AREP)

https://www.usaid.gov/documents/1862/amazon-regional-environment-program
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