Colombia
Colombia’s first policy document
 contained a section on funding.  The implementation will make use of the financing under the Development Plan.  In addition, it may use resources from international cooperation, private sector, and those channeled through ECOFONDO to support NGO projects.

The revised policy document
 offered a section on availability and allocation criteria of financial resources, for the period 2006-2010.

The factor analysis showed that the state did not provide sufficient financial resources for the management of public institutions directly related to environmental policy and management of biodiversity. The financial resources, allocated by the State, are concentrated mainly to strengthen and develop economic and sectoral policies that promote activities such as mining, energy development, agriculture, infrastructure, among others, allowing the strengthening of these sectors, often at the expense of the ecological basis of the territories. However, the lack of financial resources for the conservation of biodiversity and ecosystem services can be aggravated by poor prioritization and allocation of resources relating to investment, which increases the feeling of the actors involved in environmental management, that resources are too scarce to produce a significant positive effect. Additionally, this financial allocation does not take into account the value that society could derive from biodiversity in establishing priorities, which favors the sectors that make use of biodiversity, not considering its strategic value, not integrating into resource planning, production, management and allocation.

In numerical terms, the main contribution to the financing of environmental management has been from the various national government sources-national, regional and local environmental authorities and local authorities, representing just over 90% of spending in the last decade the country in this field. Operational spending and investment in environmental official entities for the period 2002 - 2008p reported that spending on environmental protection (GPA) by the government sector, amounted to 3.394 million pesos in 2000, to 6.436 million in the 2007, representing 0.33% of GDP in 2000 to 0.42% in 2007. On the other hand, total expenditure (current and investment) in Government sector environmental protection increased from 695,237,000 pesos in 2000 to 1,791,183 million in 2007. However, the Colombian public environmental investment remains below international standards, for example in Brazil and Mexico environmental investment represents 1% of GDP. However, with the new resource allocation of National Royalties Fund (10%) to finance projects for Science, Technology and Innovation, the country's investment in these areas could rise and be very close to 1% of GDP.

Environmental investment in Colombia in the period 2006 - 2010 was 12% of the resources allocated by the General Budget of the Nation (PGN) to the sector of Environment, Housing and Territorial Development, Environment and Sustainable Development today. Total environmental investments for the period totaled 579.786 million pesos, from an investment of 76,512,000 in 2006 to 146,244,000 in 2010. In this sense, the effort of environmental protection is increasingly assumed by regional and local bodies, which implies various imbalances in their response capabilities in the context of decentralization and autonomy, but strong budget constraints in all levels of government and complex dynamics of reconstitution of territoriality and regional development in the country.

The budget allocated by the Nation to research institutes affiliated and linked to MADS between 2006 and 2010 was 112.387 million pesos (from 14,945,000 in 2006 to 29,248 in 2010), giving a total investment of management Institutes in the four years from 246.453 million pesos (MAVDT 2010c). In the case of the National Parks Unit (UAESPNN), the total budget for four years represented an increase of 50% from 20,015,000 to 46,821,000, while the investment budget was tripled from 9,425,000 to 30,278,000 (MAVDT 2010c). Regarding the Regional Autonomous Corporations (CARs) for the period 2007-2010, the resources were made by 3.9 billion pesos. 78% of these funds ($ 3.1 billion) was allocated for investment programs, with emphasis on programs to prevent and control environmental degradation, strengthening SINA for environmental governance and environmental planning in land management.

Other sources of funding for environmental issues are, the National Endowment Fund (FNR) and the Environmental Compensation Fund (FCA). In the first case, the resources allocated to the environment sector have increased significantly since 2006, from 246 million to $ 103.513 million pesos in 2010. However, the majority of resources were focused on coastal protection (6 projects, 47.639 million, corresponding to 46% of the resources of FNR) and reforestation (52 projects, corresponding to 33,297,000 32.2%). Topics such as strategic ecosystems, land use and desertification received only 9.9, 5.8 and 0.8% respectively of resources (MAVDT 2010c). The FCA, as a system of redistribution that has strengthened financing of the 15 corporations with fewer resources, was between 2006 and 2010 with a budget appropriation of $ 139.712 million, of which $ 31,264 million (24%) was allocated to operating expenses and $ 108,737 million to fund 383 projects of 18 Corporations (228 Sustainable Development and 155 Regional Autonomous).

For municipalities, the main resources managed with environmental spending purposes were: 3% of gross sales of hydroelectric generation, 1.5% of gross sales of thermoelectric generation and 1% current revenues of municipalities for purchase and improvement of land to protect watersheds that supply municipal water systems (Art. 111 Law 99/93, as amended by Article 210 of Law 1450 of 2011). Regarding the latter, Rudas (2010) reports that investment by 447 municipalities and seven departments, for which information is available in its 15 years of implementation of the standard, was worth about $ 159 billion (in current pesos), in contrast to the mandate of law requiring that these same local authorities, for this purpose had invested more than $ 1.27 billion. That is, 0.12% of total revenues of local authorities with data available were invested in land acquisition providers, up from 1% set by law. The transfers of the electricity sector, in the period 2005 - 2009, amounted to $ 382,433.4 million, while for the same period the revenue receipts paid by the remuneration rate and the rate of water use was $ 245,567.1 and $ 60,851.8 million.

In Colombia, one of the most important resources to support conservation management of biodiversity is international cooperation. In this sense, The Netherlands, Germany, European Union (through NGOs), United States (NGOs), Finland (via CAN), appear as the country's most important partners in this area in recent years. In this sense, by April, 2011, the country had 26 ongoing environmental projects in 24 departments, amounting to 54,647,526 million USD, corresponding to 7.36 of total cooperation (Social Action 2011). Regarding these aspects of cooperation, Sectoral Focus Programme 2007 - 2010, of Embassy of the Netherlands, was highlighted in recent years for the strengthening of SINA (cooperation of $ 43.2 billion), on important issues such as environmental planning in land management, the integrated management of water resources, the knowledge, conservation and use of biodiversity, promoting sustainable and competitive processes, and prevention and control of environmental degradation.

Furthermore, the Global Environmental Facility (GEF) cofinanced in Colombia, from 2002 to date, a total of 29 projects with a total contribution of $ 100,245.929. The biodiversity focal area has been represented with 19 projects, which received a total contribution by the Facility of $ 77,339,029 dollars, allowing the management of national counterparts in the order of $ 123,872,642 million USD.
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