%‘““‘“\N Ag Econ sxes
/‘ RESEARCH IN AGRICUITURAL & APPLIED ECONOMICS

The World’s Largest Open Access Agricultural & Applied Economics Digital Library

This document is discoverable and free to researchers across the
globe due to the work of AgEcon Search.

Help ensure our sustainability.

Give to AgEcon Search

AgEcon Search
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu

aesearch@umn.edu

Papers downloaded from AgEcon Search may be used for non-commercial purposes and personal study only.
No other use, including posting to another Internet site, is permitted without permission from the copyright
owner (not AgEcon Search), or as allowed under the provisions of Fair Use, U.S. Copyright Act, Title 17 U.S.C.

No endorsement of AgEcon Search or its fundraising activities by the author(s) of the following work or their
employer(s) is intended or implied.


https://shorturl.at/nIvhR
mailto:aesearch@umn.edu
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/

Economia Agraria y Recursos Naturales. ISSN: 1578-0732. e-ISSN: 2174-7350. Vol. 23,2. (2023). pp. 29-59

Environmental impacts of certification programmes at
Colombian coffee plantations
Diego Ivan Caviedes Rubio?®, Daniel Ricardo Delgado® & Alfredo Olaya Amaya®

ABSTRACT: Certification programmes are often promoted as a sustainable solution for the negative
environmental and socio-economic effects generated by agricultural activities. This scope review
assesses the seven most adopted certification programmes in Colombian coffee plantations and their
ecological, economic and social impacts. In addition, this scope review characterises the coffee regions
where the studies are conducted and the main methodological approaches that are used. The review
revealed that the main methodological approach used in the studies is the mixed approach and that the
largest number of studies is not conducted in the departments that report the highest coffee production
rates. The main certification program assessed in this review is the Rainforest Alliance. However, this
study also reports the existence of several gaps caused by multi-certification effects. In total, 87 reports of
ecological, economic, and social impacts were identified. Out of the 87 environmental impact reports of
the certifications identified in this study, 66 were positive and only 21 were negative.

Impacto ambiental de los programas de certificacion en fincas cafeteras de
Colombia

RESUMEN: Los programas de certificaciéon a menudo se promueven como una solucion sostenible para
los efectos ambientales y socioeconémicos negativos generados por las actividades agricolas. Esta revision
de alcance evalta los siete programas de certificacion mas adoptados en los cafetales colombianos y sus
impactos ecologicos, econdomicos y sociales. Ademas, esta revision de alcance caracteriza las regiones
cafetaleras donde se realizan los estudios y los principales enfoques metodologicos que se utilizan. La
revision revelo que el principal enfoque metodologico utilizado en los estudios es el mixto y que la mayor
cantidad de estudios no se realiza en los departamentos que reportan las mayores tasas de produccion de
café. El principal programa de certificacion estudiado es Rainforest Alliance (RA). Sin embargo, este
estudio también reporta la existencia de vacios en los efectos generados por la multicertificacion. En
total, se identificaron 87 impactos ecoldgicos, econdmicos y sociales. De los 87 impactos identificados,
66 fueron positivos y solo 21 negativos.
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1. Introduction

Colombia is the third largest coffee producer in the world. In 2021, 12.6 million
60 Kg sacks of dry parchment coffee (dps) were produced in the country and this
particular annual harvest was valued at over $10.8 billion (FNCC, 2022a), which
has a meaningful contribution to the GDP growth for the national agricultural sector.
In fact, out of 3.3 % GDP increase in 2022 for this sector, 15.3 % was exclusive
contribution by the coffee production (FNCC, 2021a; FNCC, 2021b).

After hydrocarbons, coffee is the fourth highest export product in Colombia
(Piraquive et al, 2017). The coffee exports during 2021 were 12.4 million of 60 kg
bags (ICO, 2022), exceeding a 17 % of the production value reached the previous
year. The revenue from this harvest is distributed among 563,000 producing families,
with 93 % of them owning less than 5 coffee hectares (Bravo et al., 2016; FNCC,
2021b) and generating about 2.5 million jobs, 960,000 of these jobs are direct,
which represents approximately 26 % of all agriculture and livestock farming jobs,
a significantly higher number than any other agricultural activity (FNCC, 2021b;
Ministerio de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural de Colombia, 2022).

In the last 20 years, a number of certification schemes have been adopted by some
Colombian coffee producers that consist of developing a series of sustainable
production practices, verified by a certifying entity or body that grants the farm and
the product a certification represented on a label. The objective is to obtain a better
price and increase competitiveness in the market, since it indicates to consumers
that the coffee they buy and for which they pay an additional premium comes from
production processes under proper agricultural management, that makes them
economically viable, environmentally adequate and socially beneficial and equitable
(Jurjonas et al., 2016; Bray & Neilson, 2017).

The benefits from these certifications have been discussed in several studies
conducted in different coffee-producing regions around the world. The most frequent
impacts described in the studies, correspond to those related to the reduction in the
use of agrochemicals, which are reported in all the producing regions (Milder &
Newson, 2015; Ibanez & Blackman, 2016); the increase in biodiversity is reported
in studies from Central and South America (Komar, 2012; Milder & Newson, 2015;
Hardt et al., 2015), however, there is no real evidence that this is the case in Asia
(Kessler et al., 2012). The most frequent social impacts correspond to the reduction
of child labor in Asia (Auriol & Schilizzi, 2015); the reduction of the level of poverty
in African communities (Chiputwa et al., 2015); and improvement in working
conditions in South America (Guhl, 2009; Caviedes & Olaya, 2020). Finally, in the
economic aspect, price stability and guarantees are described more frequently in
all producing regions, however, in some regions of Africa and Central and South
America, coffee growers indicate that it is not enough to mitigate the investment
of certification (Van Rijsbergen et al., 2016; Dietz & Grabs, 2022). These results
show divergences in the impacts that certification schemes generate in each region
(Blackman & Rivera, 2011; DeFries et al., 2017; Caviedes & Olaya, 2020).
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The variations presented above are attributable to the context and the actors involved
in the implementation of the voluntary sustainability standards, to the level of effort
of the institutions (including public ones) or coffee grower cooperatives to support
obtaining certification and expand coverage without discriminating the degree of
sustainability of the producer at the beginning of the process, so that not only pre-
existing behaviors are certified (Dietz et al., 2020; Dietz & Grabs, 2022). Similarly,
it is also attributable to aspects such as industrial relations, labor law, property
rights and cultural aspects, such as the idiosyncrasy of the communities and the
resistance to compliance with standards due to the low cost-benefit ratio found with
the implementation of the programs (Amengual & Chirot, 2016; Caviedes & Olaya,
2020; Graz, 2022)

In Colombia, local or regional studies have been carried out, but none at the national
level that list and describe the impacts generated by certification programs in coffee
production. The question that guides this review is, what are the effects of the
adoption of certification programs in coffee farming aimed at sustainability in its
ecological and socioeconomic components, reported in the existing literature? The
objective of this study was to compile and identify, through the information obtained
in the field and published by various researchers and institutions, using different
methods, the presumed ecological, economic, and social impacts generated by the
certification programs in good agricultural, administrative and fair-trade practices in
the Colombian coffee production.

The importance of the results of this study, given the quality of the existing
information, lies mainly in the recognition of the coffee regions in which these
academic efforts have been concentrated to a greater extent. Likewise, in the
estimation of the perception of the coffee growers of these regions, presented in
these studies, regarding the effects attributed to the adoption of certification schemes,
which will eventually be useful as input for the design of other studies that seek to
evaluate these aspects, so that the scope of research on this topic and literature gaps
are identified.

2. Methodology

Since most review studies do not offer an updated and representative synthesis
of all research publications available for a given topic (Créquit et al., 2016), the
methodology for a scoping review was defined based on the Joanna Briggs Institute
(JBI) methodology for scoping reviews (Peters et al., 2020) and recommendations
from Higgins et al. (2019) in the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of
Interventions Version 6.0. According to Munn et al. (2022) a scoping review is
defined as a synthesis of evidence whose objective is to systematically identify
the breadth of available evidence on a specific topic or problem within or across
particular contexts, without discriminating the type of information source. This type
of review allows a greater breadth and inclusion of studies related to this context
without evaluating the methodologies of the different studies reviewed and analyzed
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(Terstappen et al., 2013). In the same way, it allows identifying key ideas, types of
evidence and information gaps (Pollock et al., 2021; Khalil et al., 2021).

The scope of the objective of this article was initially established for the search,
review, selection, and synthesis of the literature, thus referring to recognizing,
identifying, and reporting on the presumed ecological, economic, and social impacts
of the certification programs in good practices in the Colombian coffee production
and identify the most assessed regions, according to various studies. The dimensions
considered in each aspect were defined by the original authors according to the
certification program they were assessing in their study.

2.1. Identification of studies

The scope review is inclusive, allowing all types of studies to be integrated,
without necessarily evaluating the methodological quality of the evidence and its
related risk of bias (Pollock et al., 2021; Munn et al., 2022), which for this context
is pertinent. It is due to the scarce literature published in specialized journals whose
area of study is Colombia, therefore it was decided to include the graduate thesis
published in the repositories of the universities.

To identify the studies considered in this review, searches were conducted in the
following databases: Science Direct, Springer Link, JSTOR, Taylor & Francis, Web
of Science, EconLit, Latidex, Redalyc and Scielo. Likewise, search in Google Scholar
was made as well as the repositories at 16 Colombian universities were reviewed,
including Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Universidad del Valle, Pontificia
Universidad Javeriana, Universidad de Narinio, Universidad Surcolombiana and
Universidad Tecnologica de Pereira, in addition to free publications available on the
Internet. The studies considered for selection include journal articles, graduate thesis
(including master’s and PhD’s) and documents or reports from public and private
entities. A total of 292 records were found, of which 164 were excluded, because
they appeared more than once in the searches carried out. Finally, 128 studies were
obtained that were preliminarily screened.

2.2. Study Selection

After the search, review, and preliminary evaluation of the existing information
available in the different sources consulted, the selection of the studies or publications
for review and analysis was carried out. Following Munn et al. (2018) and Pollock et
al. (2022), the team of researchers defined and established the following elements or
selection criteria that the documents should meet to be included in this review.

1) Be related to certification programs or labels in Good Agricultural Practices
(GAP), fair trade or socially beneficial practices adopted in the Colombian
coffee production. This criterion includes reports from entities engaged in
coffee production without being exclusively an original research article.
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2) Clearly indicate the program or groups of certification programs in good
agricultural practices that are friendly to the environment, fair trade, and
socially beneficial and equitable practices to which they refer to and name or
present one or more impacts.

3) The publication or study must have been published in the period between
2000 and 2021.

4) Be published as journal articles, thesis, book chapters, entity reports and
conference presentations, provided that, full access has been granted to these
documents.

By applying the above criteria to the 128 screened documents, 87 documents were
preliminarily selected, which were analysed as a whole once again under the same
criteria by a second reviewer, producing a total of 81 selected to be included in this
review. Of these, 21 are thesis, 58 are scientific journal articles, and two correspond
to the category of institutional document. Figure 1 shows the identification and
selection process carried.

FIGURE 1
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2.3. Data Treatment

Following Pawson’s method (Pawson, 2002), which corresponds to a descriptive-
analytical method, an overview table was created to examine, identify, detail, and
organize the information found in each of the 81 selected studies, according to the
objective of the study. This table, which gives rise to a data matrix based on text and
not on specific data or on the use of statistical methods (Terstappen et al., 2013), was
periodically evaluated during the data extraction process of each source, to guarantee
the relevance of the structure and contents of the table or realize if it needed to be
restructured.

The data extractions will include the following aspects: 1. A component that
identifies the type of source (article, master’s thesis, doctoral thesis, book chapters,
entity reports and/or conference presentations), 2. Origin of the publication (journal
or university repository), 3. Title, 4. Year of publication, 5. Authors, 6. Area of study
by departments and municipalities, 7. Sample (number of people surveyed and/or
units of agricultural production), 8. Impacts (ecological, social and/or economic),
9. Description of the impact, 10. Program or certification programs, 11. Research
methodology (qualitative, quantitative or mixed), 12. Reported limitations.

The table content extracted from the various sources, allowed for examining and
analysing in a homogeneous way all the selected studies and in this way identify
the coffee regions, the most evaluated certification programs; the methodologies
used, the key considerations reported in each document; the categories of impacts
according to their ecological, economic and social dimension; as well as, the
homologation of the impact names with the same meaning in order to avoid counting
the same impact several times.

3. Results
3.1. Most Evaluated Coffee Regions

In Colombia, 23 departments with Andean areas engage in coffee production,
covering approximately 840,110 hectares (ha) of coffee plantations. However, 70.2 %
of these plantations are located in only 6 departments (Table 1) using different
levels of crop technology to generate more than 70 % of the country’s total coffee
production. The departments of Huila and Antioquia are the first and second coffee
producers in the country, respectively, with 31.6 % of the country’s production.

The 81 documents selected and reviewed revealed that the assessments or studies
are concentrated on 15 departments (Table 2), comprising 104 coffee-producing
municipalities. The departments of Santander, Cundinamarca and Huila are the most
commonly selected for conducting studies that address the effects from certification
programmes. It is evident that, with the exception of the department of Huila, in the
departments with the largest planted area and the highest production (Table 1), a
greater number of studies have not been carried out in this regard. It is important to
make clear that some documents include several departments as study areas.
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TABLE 1

Main coffee producers in Colombia, their cultivation areas and technification
level to 2021, according to the FNCC (2022) and Agronet (2022)

Plantation Plantation Technification Level*
T Production Area Area at (thousands of ha)
(%) (thousands  National Level ol1d
of ha) (%) Traditional Technified Technified
Huila 22.86 144.12 17.75 0.09 18.85 125.17
Antioquia 13.69 116.29 13.84 0.00 19.26 97.02
Tolima 10.57 107.03 12.73 0.65 26.76 79.61
Cauca 11.24 93.00 11.06 0.96 16.61 75.44
Caldas 6.41 59.28 7.05 0.01 7.54 51.72
Valle del Cauca 5.78 51.38 6.11 0.38 8.59 42.42

Note:* In thousands of hectares up to December 2021.

Traditional: Typical without traces, or typical with a density under 2,500 trees.

Old Technified: Sun-grown crops older than 9 years, or total or partial shade-grown crops older than 12 years.
Technified: Sun-grown crops less than or equal to 9 years, or total or partial shade-grown crops less than or
equal to 12 years.

Source: Author’s own elaboration.

TABLE 2

Studied coffee-producing departments in the selected documents

Department Frequency (studies)

Santander 17
Cundinamarca 16
Huila 13
Antioquia 10
Narifio 9
Cauca 9
Caldas 8
Tolima 7
Valle del Cauca 5
Quindio 4
Magdalena 4
Risaralda 3
Cesar 3
Boyaca 1
Norte de Santander 1

Source: Author’s own elaboration.

3.2. GAP Certification Programmes in Colombia

The ‘sustainable coffee’ category seeks to rigorously monitor social,
environmental, and economic factors associated with coffee production and to
guarantee the future of ecosystems, coffee growers and their communities (FNCC,
2015). In Colombia, the most common following certifications are Rainforest
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Alliance (RA), Fairtrade Labelling Organisations International (FLO), UTZ Certified,
Organic, Bird-Friendly (Smithsonian Migratory Bird Centre), AAA Sustainable
Quality and 4C Code of Conduct. The first four programmes are the most reviewed in
terms of ecological, social, and economic impacts.

Table 3 shows the frequency of Colombian studies included in this review, indicating
the ecological, economic and/or social effects from the certification program used.
In fact, many of the studies reviewed included the evaluation of several certification
programs and many study or evaluate farms with two or more certification programs
simultaneously, so the combinations of programs studied are included.

TABLE 3

Frequency of Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) certification programmes
used as object of study in the publications reviewed

Frequency of Studies

Certification Programme Doc. Thesis TOTAL
Inst.  MSc  PhD
Rainforest Alliance (RA) 15 1 4 20
Fairtrade Labelling Organizations International (FLO) 3 1 4
UTZ Certified 1 1 2 4
Organic 10 1 11
AAA Sustainable Quality 2 1 3
Bird-Friendly (Smithsonian Migratory Bird Center) 2 2
4C Code of Conduct. 1 3 4
RA and Organic 4 4
RA and Bird-Friendly 3 1 4
RA and UTZ 2 2
RA and FLO 3 2 5
RA, FLO and UTZ 3 2 5
RA, FLO and Organic 2 1 3
RA, FLO, UTZ and Organic 2 1 3
RA, FLO, Organico and Bird-Friendly 2 2
RA and AAA Sustainable Quality 1 1 2
FLO and Organic 2 1 3
TOTAL 58 2 19 2 81

Source: Author’s own elaboration.

The RA certification presents the highest number of case studies reviewed, and its
study area is distributed throughout the entire coffee production area in the country,
just like for the Fairtrade Labelling Organisations International (FLO) and UTZ
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Certified programmes. Case studies on the certification of organic coffee and AAA
Sustainable Quality predominate in the departments of Santander, Cundinamarca,
Huila, Narifio and Antioquia. In addition, studies on Bird-Friendly (Smithsonian
Migratory Bird Centre) certifications are mostly reported in the departments of
Caldas and Risaralda.

On the other hand, the case studies selected in this scope review include a diversity
of methodological approaches adopted by the authors of the different investigations.
Table 4 sorts the studies according to the quantitative, qualitative and mixed research
types, along with the frequency or number of case studies selected under each
category.

TABLE 4

Methodological approaches used in selected studies

Methodological Approach Frequency (Studies)

Qualitative 12
Quantitative 10
Mixed 50
Review 5
Methodological approach not specified or unclear. 4
TOTAL 81

Source: Author’s own elaboration.

The most widely used data collection instrument was the interview, supplemented
with quantitative methods, such as the propensity score assessment. The most
frequently adopted methodological approach in these studies is the mixed approach
(61.7 %). In the graduate thesis, the approach used is observed with greater clarity,
given the length of these documents, while in scientific journal articles, categorising
the methodological approach is more difficultwould make the study replicable.

The scope review did not assess the rigour of the research studies selected. However,
the review did include the number of plantations evaluated and the number of
coffee growers or experts interviewed as indicators. 23.5 % of the studies presented
representative samples, the rest are limited to small samples or case studies. The
departments with the highest frequency of studies that include representative samples
were Santander, Cundinamarca, Caldas and Risaralda.

3.3. Environmental Impacts

The review yielded 87 environmental impacts, 35 of which can be considered
ecological impacts, 29 economic impacts and 23 social impacts.
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3.4. Ecological Impacts

In total, 35 ecological impacts were named in 74.7 % of the documents reviewed:
25 positive (P) and 10 negative (N). Figure 2 denotes the ecological impacts found
and frequency with which the impact is mentioned in the studies assessed.

FIGURE 2

Ecological impacts and number of occurrences in the documentary review

ECOLOGICAL IMPACTS

Increase in biodiversity

Decrease in agrochemical use (pesticides)

Increase in soil conservation

Decrease in water source contamination
Increase in water source conservation measures

Increase in soil nutrients

Increase in the preservation of forest on plantations and vicinity areas
Increase in the reduction and usage of waste
Decrease in water demand
Increase in shade-grown crops

Reduction in Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions
Decrease in synthetic fertilisers use
Increase in soil water retention

Increase in native and migratory animal species environments
Decrease in deforestation

Increase in the adaptability to climate change

Increase in GHG emissions

Increase in environmental awareness and social responsibility
Decrease in photosynthetic activity in plants
Increase in monoculture

Decrease in hunting
Increased knowledge about biodiversity and its conservation
Decline in original biodiversity
Increase in coffee quality
Increase in landscape diversification
Burning reduction

Soil contamination
Groundwater pollution

Air pollution with bad odour due to organic fertilisers production

Increase in the agricultural frontier to the detriment of natural forests

Increase in soil protection against direct solar radiation

Increase in research and conservation special opportunities
Nutrient imbalance in shaded soil
Increased pathogens in shade-grown coffee

Reduction of pests and diseases

Source: Author’s own elaboration.
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The increase in biodiversity was the most frequently impact named (Gonzélez et al.,
2021; Armbrecht et al., 2005; Farfan & Sanchez, 2007; Jha et al., 2011; Rojas et al.,
2012; Trimarchi, 2014; Vargas et al., 2015; Atallah et al., 2018), which is supported by
studies that report increases in the diversity of arboreal and epiphytic species (Andrade,
2016; Del Rio, 2016; Ibanez & Blackman, 2016; Moreno & Romero, 2016; Ramirez
& Granobles, 2015; Bravo et al., 2015; Aguirre et al., 2022), as well as an increase
in birds, mammals and macroinvertebrate species. The birds are the taxonomic group
most studied in coffee plantations, where it is observed that, due to high landscape
heterogeneity, there is a high diversity of habitats with different landscape elements that
confer favourable structures for diversity and the conformation of communities from
other taxonomic groups (Bosselman et al., 2009; Botero et al., 2014; Calderon et al.,
2011; Caviedes, 2012; Lentijo & Hostetler, 2013; Mufioz & Villota, 2014; Gémez et
al., 2018; Roach et al., 2021; Suarez et al., 2019; Valente et al., 2022).

Coffee growers consider that certification increases environmental awareness, fosters
the conservation and protection of fauna and flora, and decreases hunting (Gémez
et al., 2018; Rueda & Lambin, 2013; Valencia, 2010). Likewise, the development of
agroforestry systems improves species environment (Mancilla, 2012; Méndez, 2016;
Polo, 2013; Salazar, 2008; Valente et al., 2022). The decrease in deforestation and
controlled burning in certified plantations is also repeatedly mentioned (Bosselmann
et al., 2009; Rojas et al., 2012) as well as the increase in the preservation of existing
forest remnants on plantations and surroundings (Calderon et al., 2011; Hughell &
Newsom, 2013; Trejos et al., 2011). The increase in shade-grown coffee crop areas,
which affects the generation of several ecological impact topics is also named (Farfan
& Baute, 2009; Gomez, 2012; Ibanez & Blackman, 2016; Moreno & Romero, 2016;
Rojas et al., 2012). However, many coffee growers indicate a significant reduction
in the original biodiversity in ecosystems (Botero et al., 2014; Lentijo & Hostetler,
2013), an increase in the agricultural frontier against natural forests (Trimarchi,
2014); and increase in monocultures (Trimarchi, 2014; Oberthiir et al., 2011) and the
reduction of coffee photosynthetic activity due to the shade required by some brands
(Atallah et al., 2018; Brunner, 2018; Mancilla, 2012).

The second most frequently named impact in the studies reviewed studies was the
decrease in agrochemical applications, mainly used for managing the coffee berry
borer (Hypothenemus hampei Ferrari) and the coffee rust (Hemileia vastatrix Berk and
Broome) (Ibanez & Blackman, 2016; Mancilla, 2012; Valbuena et al., 2017). Over
72 % of all certified plantations do not use pesticides. Those who use them, do it in
a controlled way and under technical recommendation, using substances with active
principles that are not prohibited by international organizations (Cruz et al., 2014;
Ramirez & Granobles, 2015; Trejos et al., 2011; Trimarchi, 2014). This reduction is
due to the integrated management to the control and reduction of pests and diseases
adopted by coffee growers (Farfan & Sanchez, 2007; Moreno & Romero, 2016).

The third most frequently named impact in the studies reviewed was the increase in
measures for the conservation of water sources and the decrease in their pollution
(Aristizabal, 2005; Del Rio, 2016; Grabs et al., 2016; Hughell & Newsom, 2013;
Oliveros-Tascon & Sanz-Uribe, 2011; Ospina et al., 2003; Rueda et al., 2015; Trejos
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et al., 2011). The main conservation measure conducted by coffee growers is the
reforestation of the micro-watersheds within the plantations (Mosquera, 2018; Jha
et al., 2011; Bosselmann et al., 2009). However, the reduction in agrochemical use
is also important; as well as the increase in the implementation of practices that
reduce waste and increase its uses (Garcia et al., 2014; Grabs et al., 2016; Hughell
& Newsom, 2013; Ibanez & Blackman, 2016; Valbuena et al., 2017), as well as a
decrease in the amount water demanded by wet coffee processing methods, thus
reducing the amount of pollutants discharged (Araque, 2015; Galindo et al., 2014;
Garcia et al., 2014; Mancilla, 2012; Solano, 2014).

The fourth most significant environmental impact of certified coffee production in
Colombia was the improvement of soil quality, expressed as an increase of the nutrients
found in the soil used for coffee production (Bosselmann et al., 2009; Diaz, 2014;
Farfan & Sanchez, 2007; Jha et al., 2011; Mancilla, 2012; Ospina et al., 2003; Ramirez
& Granobles, 2015; Valbuena et al., 2017). This effect has reduced the use of synthetic
fertilisers and increased the use of organic fertilisers (Bosselmann et al., 2009; Ceballo
& Ocafia, 2014; Escobar et al., 2012; Trimarchi, 2014), which translates into a reduction
in production costs and an improvement in coffee quality. However, the production
of organic fertilisers has caused air pollution through foul-smelling emissions and the
contamination of and groundwater through leachate flows (Moreno & Romero, 2016).

Finally, the reduction in Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions represents the fifth most
frequently reported environmental impact in the studies reviewed (Andrade, 2016; Diaz,
2014; Jha et al., 2011; Mancilla, 2012; Navia et al., 2016). This impact is generated by
the reduction of burned and buried waste (Rueda & Lambin, 2013; Trimarchi, 2014), the
reduction of plant biomass burnings (Navia et al., 2016) and the increase in agroforestry
systems that increase carbon sequestration and make adaptability to climate change
viable (Andrade, 2016; Jaramillo et al., 2017, Atallah et al., 2018; Aguirre et al., 2022).
However, (Ceballo & Ocaiia, 2014) report an increase in GHG emissions.

3.6. Economic Impacts

In terms of economy, 74.7 % of the documents reviewed identified 29 impacts: 21
positive and 8 negatives. Figure 3 lists these economic impacts found, the frequency
with which each impact is mentioned in different studies and the percentage of
documents where each impact is mentioned against the total number of documents.

The main economic impact caused by certification programmes in Colombian coffee
production was a revenue increase for coffee growers (Andrade, 2016; Aristizabal,
2005; Calderén et al., 2011; Giuliani et al., 2017; Moreno & Romero, 2016; Pefiuela-
Martinez et al., 2007; Rueda & Lambin, 2013; Trejos et al., 2011; Trimarchi, 2014;
Vellema et al., 2015; Melo et al., 2017). This effect is not only attributed to an increased
grain production, but also to the increase in production projects and the larger variety of
agricultural products in these plantations (Grabs et al., 2016; Mancilla, 2012; Ramirez
& Granobles, 2015; Solano, 2014). This additional revenue also increases purchasing
power and provides coffee growers with greater economic sustainability. Furthermore,
it fosters the general economic development of the region and the national Gross
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Domestic Product (Felipe & Cano, 2013; Grabs et al., 2016). However, other authors
indicate that certification programmes exert a strong impact on reducing the variety of

products produced at plantations, which increases dependence on coffee crops (Vellema
et al., 2015; Oberthiir et al., 2011; Guhl, 2004).

FIGURE 3

Economic impacts and number of occurrences in the documentary review
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The second and third most frequent impacts on this review are closely related to the
first one. They were, respectively, the increase in the price of coffee (Grabs et al.,
2016; Acevedo, 2015; Cano et al., 2012; Del Rio, 2016; Gomez, 2012; Ibanez &
Blackman, 2016; Mejia & Orozco, 2011; Rueda et al., 2015; Ramirez et al., 2022)
and the increase in productivity (Alzate, 2013; Armbrecht et al., 2005; Felipe &
Cano, 2013; Oberthiir et al., 2011; Serna et al., 2010; Trejos et al., 2011; Trimarchi,
2014; Valbuena et al., 2017; Vellema et al., 2015), which could be explained by an
increase in crop intensity (Farfan & Baute, 2009; Jiménez, 2018; Serna et al., 2010).
However, regarding this third impact, some researchers claim that some certification
programmes with strict shade requirements in fact reduce crop productivity by
decreasing the plant’s exposure to solar radiation (Diaz, 2014; Jaramillo et al., 2017;
Mangcilla, 2012). In the case of organic one, the price increase is only viable if there
is not a significant loss of productivity, caused by dependence on organic fertilization
and pest control (Roach et al., 2021). Similarly, the increase of the price of certified
coffee is not manifested as a net gain or poverty reduction due to higher family
income (Andrade et al., 2021; Dietz et al., 2020; Ramirez et al., 2022).

The fourth most frequently economic impact mentioned refers to the increase
in demand and purchase security for certified coffee (Araque, 2015; Giuliani et
al., 2017; Grabs et al., 2016; Vargas et al., 2015). Nevertheless, some studies
discuss cases where profitability has decreased due to over production (Felipe &
Cano, 2013). Certifications have also increased brand protection, competitiveness,
product accessibility and differentiation in the market (Ibanez & Blackman, 2016;
Oberthiir et al., 2011; Vargas et al., 2015; Vellema et al., 2015). Here an increase in
consumption patterns changes has implications on global coffee markets (Rueda et
al., 2015; Ramirez et al., 2022), which generate an increase in price fluctuations of
certified coffee, as well as a decrease in the prices of conventional coffee (Burgos,
2015; Mufioz & Villota, 2014; Navarro, 2016; Rueda et al., 2015).

The fifth impact from certified coffee production was an increase in the product
quality, both in terms of safety and organoleptic quality (Andrade, 2016; Gomez, 2012;
Ibanez & Blackman, 2016; Jaramillo et al., 2017; Mancilla, 2012; Oberthiir et al.,
2011; Quifiones-Ruiz et al., 2015; Trimarchi, 2014). The sixth impact evidences an
increase in investment and dedication of coffee growers. This impact can be detected
in production costs, inputs, investments efforts to achieve and maintain a certification,
and an increase in agronomic practices (Andrade, 2016; Burgos, 2015; Del Rio, 2016;
Hughell & Newsom, 2013; Ibanez & Blackman, 2016; Mancilla, 2012; Valbuena et
al., 2017). Alternatively, this phenomenon causes the marginalisation of producers
who cannot pay or support certification (Ramirez et al., 2022; Solarte et al., 2014;
Quinones-Ruiz et al., 2015; Rueda et al., 2015; Del Rio, 2016; Giuliani et al., 2017).

In addition, as the technological development of the plantation increases, an increase
in investments in plantation improvements and technical efficiency is also evidenced
(Araque, 2015; Burgos, 2015; Giuliani ef al., 2017; Lentijo & Hostetler, 2013;
Pefiuela-Martinez et al., 2007; Suarez et al., 2021). These investments increase the
value of the plantation and facilitate access to loans for coffee growers, who are now
able to use their plantations as collateral (Alzate, 2013; Ibanez & Blackman, 2016;
Pefiuela-Martinez et al., 2007; Vargas et al., 2015).



Environmental impacts of certification programmes at Colombian coffee plantations 43

The review also identified other economic impacts that were less frequently mentioned
in the documents, but have allegedly not been evaluated before. Among these, the
increase in investments for research and development (Araque, 2015; Rueda et al., 2015)
to expand crop lifespans (Mancilla, 2012; Valbuena et al., 2017). Likewise, there is an
increase in the number of coffee grower associations or cooperatives, which is a good
strategy for obtaining certifications or multi-certifications, since it reduces costs and
allows coffee growers to guarantee fair trade (Ibanez & Blackman, 2016; Serna et al.,
2010). Finally, some authors also mention an increase in ecotourism and agritourism
projects in the coffee production areas around Colombia (Ramirez & Betancur, 2015).

3.7. Social Impacts

Within 57.6 % of the documents reviewed, this study identified 23 social
impacts: 20 positive and only 3 negatives. Figure 4 lists the social impacts identified,
frequency with which each impact is mentioned in different studies and percentage of
documents where each impact is mentioned against the total number of documents.

The most frequently referenced impact was the increase in educational/training
processes associated coffee activities. This increases industry professionalism and
the training of leaders who participate in decision-making bodies at local, regional
and national levels (Bosselmann ef al., 2009; Jiménez, 2018; Mejia & Orozco, 2011;
Ramirez & Betancur, 2015; Rueda et al., 2015; Trimarchi, 2014; Valencia, 2010;
Vellema et al., 2015; Suarez et al., 2021).

The second most frequent social impact was increased job creation (Araque, 2015;
Solarte et al., 2014; Grabs et al., 2016; Hughell & Newsom, 2013; Ibanez &
Blackman, 2016; Jaramillo et al., 2017; Méndez, 2016; Mosquera, 2018; Rueda et
al., 2015; Vellema et al., 2015). This has also fostered the inclusion of minorities
employed in coffee production and an increase in the expertise of coffee growers
(Mufioz & Villota, 2014). The increase in employment is intricately linked to
the reduction of rural poverty in production areas (Giuliani et al., 2017; Moreno
& Romero, 2016). However, the evidence of these effects from certification
programmes on agricultural producers and workers is limited. Prices and income
from product sales are higher for certified coffee growers. Still, worker salaries do
not increase based on the adoption of labels (Vellema et al., 2015; Oya et al., 2018).

The requirements from certification programmes have also exerted influence in
safety and prevention measures among coffee growers (Del Rio, 2016; Manrique &
Rosique, 2014; Ramirez & Betancur, 2015; Trejos et al., 2011; Vellema et al., 2015).
Hence, this was the third most referenced social impact on the documents reviewed
as part of this study. A decrease in occupational health risks is reported when properly
handling agrochemicals, tools and agricultural machinery, as well as an increase in
the training of emergency brigade members (Rueda et al., 2015; Solano, 2014; Trejos
et al., 2011; Trimarchi, 2014).
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FIGURE 4

Social impacts and number of occurrences in the documentary review
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The fourth most frequent impact was the improvement in working conditions, as
it can be evidenced through better health and social security system accessibility
(Calderon et al., 2011; Del Rio, 2016; Ramirez & Betancur, 2015; Solano, 2014;
Trimarchi, 2014), an increase in agricultural labor stability (Calderén et al., 2011;
Giuliani ef al., 2017; Valencia, 2010) and the improvement in hygienic and sanitary
conditions at worker facilities (Del Rio, 2016; Ramirez & Betancur, 2015). Another
impact refers to the reduction in food safety risk due to the requirements from some
certifications, which demand shade-grown crops, thus allowing for other productive
tree species (Manrique & Rosique, 2014; Sanchez & Felipe, 2016; Solano, 2014;
Vargas et al., 2015; Macchiavello & Miquel, 2019). However, other studies mention
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a reduction in food security as fertile lands are dedicated to a single crop (Polo, 2013;
Sanchez & Felipe, 2016).

In most Colombian coffee-growing regions, an increase in education is evident. This
is a direct consequence of the impact generated by the certification programmes,
which promote schooling (Calderén et al., 2011; Rueda et al., 2015; Valencia, 2010;
Vellema et al., 2015) and a decrease in child labour. In fact, the training processes for
certification programmes place special emphasis on enacting legislation to eradicate
child labour and on enforcing International Labour Organisation regulations that
restrict the employment of school-age children and teenagers in agricultural tasks
(Calderén et al., 2011; Giuliani et al., 2017; Ramirez & Betancur, 2015; Trejos et al.,
2011; Vellema et al., 2015).

Not only the increase in women participation in the activities of coffee plantations,
but also an increase in gender inclusion in coffee grower associations and even their
organisation levels are some impacts referenced in different case studies (Araque,
2015; Burgos, 2015; Calderdn et al., 2011; Grabs et al., 2016; Ramirez & Granobles,
2015). Furthermore, there is an increase in the number of coffee growers associations
and cooperatives, which, in turn, provides greater recognition to coffee farmers, the
community and the region at large (Burgos, 2015; Solarte ef al., 2014; Ramirez &
Betancur, 2015; Trimarchi, 2014; Suarez et al., 2021).

Another impact associated with certification programmes, but has been referenced
to a lesser extent, is an increase in the acquisition of lands or properties for coffee
production. These studies observed that many coffee producers bought additional
hectares or transformed more territory to coffee plantations (Navia et al., 2016;
Vargas et al., 2015). Moreover, there is increase in structural improvements at the
coffee growers’ homes (Pefiuela-Martinez et al., 2007); as well as better maintenance
of tertiary roads and accessibility to transport systems (Rueda et al., 2015). In
addition, young farmers who do not migrate to cities can be retained (Solano, 2014;
Trejos et al., 2011; Valencia, 2010). Negative impacts are manifested in the decrease
of certified coffee growers and plantations due to the increase in the requirements
established by each certification and ignorance of certification mechanisms among
coffee growers (Solarte ef al., 2014; Gomez, 2012).

4. Conclusions

In brief, the documents assessed as part of this study all recognise that coffee
plantation certification programmes generate positive impacts on the ecological,
economic, and social spheres. However, negative impacts are also reported on the
three areas. In all these categories, the total of favourable impacts is significantly
higher than the number of adverse impacts. Here, we might highlight the presence of
ecological impacts in the first position, followed by economic, and finally at a lower
proportion, social impacts. Ecological and economic impacts were reported in about
75 % of the documents reviewed, many of which focused specifically on them. In
contrast, social impacts were only reported in 57 % of the documents assessed, thus
proving they were not as frequently assessed. This interest in evaluating the economic
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or ecological effect lies in the fact that they are the most emphasized components
by most voluntary sustainability standards. These are the most relevant aspects for
producers and consumers, since they have a direct impact on the willingness to pay
more for the product and do not incur social desirability or strategic “Free rider”
biases (Lopez-Becerra & Alcon, 2021; Takahashi, 2021).

The environmental impacts of certified coffee growing in Colombia coincide with
those reported in other coffee-producing countries, mainly in Latin American
countries such as Honduras, Nicaragua or Mexico (Dietz et al., 2020; Estrella et al.,
2022). However, there are also contrasts in impacts attributable to the geographical
conditions of the producing countries; the social organization of the producing
communities as occurs mainly in Africa and some Asian countries and the different
economic systems in which production takes place (Auld, 2010; Caviedes & Olaya,
2020).

Ecological impacts are mainly focused on changes that favour or disfavour
conservation (such as biodiversity, forests or wildlife). Second, they refer to the
conservation or deterioration of soils and water resources. However, these topics
exhibit a greater tendency towards positive consequences. To a lesser extent, a
reference is made to the impacts that beneficially or adversely modify air quality and
pests or diseases, as well as improvements in solid waste management, landscape,
scientific research, and responses against climatic threats. In countries with high
coffee production such as Vietnam and Indonesia, the findings on these issues
indicate that there is no effect of certification on the efficient use of water (Tscharntke
et al., 2015; Ho et al., 2021), nor is there a direct relationship between increased
carbon sequestration by agroforests and their biodiversity (Kessler et al., 2012). In
the same way, in Kenya, Cameroon or Tanzania, where rainfall is limited and the dry
season is long, it is observed that agroforests negatively affect productivity due to
strong competition between native trees and coffee for available soil moisture. (Van
der Vossen, 2005). In Ethiopia, it is commonly observed that the use of pesticides is
restricted, not because of the initiative of the coffee growers, but because of the lack
of resources (Caviedes & Olaya, 2020). It is important to assess the pollutant load in
wastewater generated in post-harvest processes and demand the implementation of
treatment systems; For this, it is necessary to create financing or sponsorship methods
to facilitate their acquisition. Similarly, as recommended by Valbuena et al. (2021), it
is important to implement a transparent system of information and monitoring of the
use of pesticides in production activities, which ensures the reduction of the risk of
exposure to humans and the environment to substances with a high level of toxicity.

The economic impacts basically refer to investments, prices, income or profitability,
production, productivity, coffee products and certification benefits or costs. With less
emphasis, technology or scientific research, plantation lifespans and the areas for
potential coffee plantations are referenced. Alternatively, it is noticed that certified
coffee production contributes to the economic development of the coffee growers,
coffee production regions and the entire country in general. However, the increase
in income, which is the main objective that coffee growers have for the adoption
of certification programs, seems not to be fully verifiable and less evident in small
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producers, because although income from coffee increases, they reduce income from
other products, not to mention that the workforce that must be intensified does not
obtain higher returns (Vellema et al., 2015); coinciding with the findings made by
Van Rijsbergen et al. (2016) in Kenya, Estrella et al. (2022) in Honduras and Ho et
al. (2021) in Vietnam, who indicate that certifications increase production costs, thus
reducing income. This shows the need to intensify intervention in the coffee value
chain, reduce input costs and other production components in order to improve gross
profit (Dietz et al., 2020). According to Ramirez et al. (2022) and Dietz et al. (2020)
institutions are fundamental actors not only to provide access to credit, but also
leading to a close balance between production costs and prices that allow the coffee
grower greater net profits.

Social impacts are related to employment, education, gender equity, road and
transportation infrastructure, food security, housing, legislation and technical
certification standards and empowerment of coffee growers, regarding their resilience
capacity, expertise, organisation and recognition by the community. These impacts
are also common in African countries such as Uganda and Ethiopia, where women’s
participation is perceived to be at a higher level and there is greater interest in worker
safety (Elder et al., 2013). However, in these same countries it has been shown that
although certification programs are associated with the schooling of children, they
are not associated with the reduction of child labor time (Akoyi et al., 2020). In
Mexico, Guatemala, Nicaragua and El Salvador, certification did not show significant
effects on the schooling of minors, nor on the access to health services for producers
(Mendez et al., 2010; Grabs et al., 2016). In Asian countries, the reduction of child
labor in coffee production is ambiguous, since small producers consider it a family
activity. (Auriol & Schilizzi, 2015). Nevertheless, despite the fact that women’s
coffee growers’ associations have proliferated in Colombia and the social dynamics
in rural areas have changed after the peace accords, the evidence from studies that
relates these phenomena to certified coffee farming and its effects is non-existent.

Within this context, more clarity is needed regarding the research methodologies
used in studies shared with the scientific community. Nevertheless, the methodology
applied in this study was able to successfully identify the impacts from case studies
commonly addressed in degree thesis. Still, many methodologies used in the
documents assessed are neither clear nor replicable. None of these studies evaluate
impacts before and after certifications, although some studies do make comparisons
between certified and non-certified plantations. In fact, there is not enough rigour in
methodologies, strategies or procedures and many documents are only case studies.
Due to the different levels of accuracy and the diverse methodologies applied, some
important testimonies from different certified coffee plantation actors could even be
excluded or marginalised.

There is strong homogeneity in the results reported by most studies since most of
them do not reveal aspects such as subject gender distribution, whether subjects are
owners or hired hands, plantation sizes, production areas and alternative production
approaches, which can hide specific certification details and make it more difficult to
properly identify impacts.
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Still, we must mention that several factors, such as market dominance, competition,
or sector changes, may modify certification standards and criteria over time. As this
documentary review includes information comprised between 2000 and 2021, it
is possible that certification programmes may have experienced different changes
throughout this period that could have generated new impacts or change their scope.
Likewise, it is observed that the studies are concentrated in regions of interest for the
country’s coffee entities, where there are academic programs related to agricultural
and agro-industrial production, research centres or researchers specialized in the
subject, easy access to farms and without public order restrictions. A large number
of studies discussed RA and organic certification programmes, while there are
few studies on the effects of multi-certification. This aspect represents one of the
main gaps while determining the environmental impact caused by certification
programmes in Colombian coffee producers.

References

Acevedo, A.G. (2015). Valoracion de la sustentabilidad de los policultivos cafeteros
del Centro Occidente y Sur Occidente colombiano. Retrieved from: Universidad
Tecnologica de Pereira. Facultad de Ciencias Ambientales: https://repositorio.utp.
edu.co/items/6f2¢35d2-3{68-4ce6-b9bc-0d12735bdfc3

Akoyi, K.T., Mitiku, F. & Maertens, M. (2020). “Private sustainability standards and
child schooling in the African coffee sector”. Journal of Cleaner Production, 264,
121713. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2020.121713

Alzate, C.A. (2013). “Gestion de la innovacion en el sector de cafés especiales. Caso
de estudio Asociacion de Cultivadores de Apia, Risaralda-Asoapia”. Sociedad y
Economia, 25, 135-156.

Aguirre, B., Chica, J. & Moreno, F. (2022). “Shading in family coffee farms as an
environmental incentive promoter for ecosystem services in Tolima, Colombia”.
International Journal of Agricultural Sustainability, 20(6), 1015-1027. https://
doi.org/10.1080/14735903.2022.2041234

Agronet. (2022). Municipal agricultural evaluations. Areas, production, and national
yield per crop. Retrieved from: Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of
Colombia: https://www.agronet.gov.co/estadistica/Paginas/home.aspx?cod=3

Amengual, M. & Chirot, L. (2016). “Reinforcing the state: transnational and
state labor regulation in Indonesia”. ILR review, 69(5), 1056-1080. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0019793916654927

Andrade, Y.A. (2016). Establecimiento de la influencia de los sistemas agroforestales
como alternativa sostenible en la produccion de café (Coffea arabica L). Retrieved
from: Universidad Militar Nueva Granada: http://hdl.handle.net/10654/15293

Andrade, Y., Castro, E. & Ramirez, D. (2021). “Certificaciones e iniciativas de
sostenibilidad en el sector cafeteroun analisis desde la auditoria ambiental en el
departamento de Caldas, Colombia”. Contaduria y Administracion, 66(4), 1-31.
http://dx.doi.org/10.22201/fca.24488410e.2021.2488


https://repositorio.utp.edu.co/items/6f2e35d2-3f68-4ce6-b9bc-0d12735bdfc3
https://repositorio.utp.edu.co/items/6f2e35d2-3f68-4ce6-b9bc-0d12735bdfc3
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2020.121713
https://doi.org/10.1080/14735903.2022.2041234
https://doi.org/10.1080/14735903.2022.2041234
https://www.agronet.gov.co/estadistica/Paginas/home.aspx?cod=3
https://doi.org/10.1177/0019793916654927
https://doi.org/10.1177/0019793916654927
http://hdl.handle.net/10654/15293
http://dx.doi.org/10.22201/fca.24488410e.2021.2488

Environmental impacts of certification programmes at Colombian coffee plantations 49

Araque, H. (2015). Variables tecnologicas que determinan la productividad de
las fincas cafeteras del departamento de Caldas. Retrieved from: Universidad
Nacional de Colombia. Facultad de Administracion: https://repositorio.unal.edu.
co/handle/unal/54543

Aristizabal, A.D. (2005). “Caracterizacion del proceso de beneficio de café en cinco
departamentos cafeteros de Colombia”. Cenicafé, 56, 299-318. http://hdl.handle.
net/10778/208

Armbrecht, 1., Rivera, L. & Perfecto, 1. (2005). “Reduced diversity and complexity
in the Leaf-Litter ant assemblage of Colombian coffee plantations”. Conservation
Biology, 19(3), 897-907. https://doi.org/10.1111/1.1523-1739.2005.00062.x

Atallah, S.S., Gémez, M.I. & Jaramillo, J. (2018). “A bioeconomic model of
ecosystem services provision: coffee berry borer and Ssade-grown coffee in
Colombia”. Ecological Economics, 144, 129-138. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
ECOLECON.2017.08.002

Auld, G. (2010). “Assessing certification as governance: effects and broader
consequences for coffee”. The Journal of Environment & Development, 19(2),
215-241. https://doi.org/10.1177/1070496510368506

Auriol, E. & Schilizzi, S.G.M. (2015). “Quality signaling through certification in
developing countries”. Journal of Development Economics, 116, 105-121. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2015.03.007

Blackman, A. & Rivera, J. (2011). “Producer-level benefits of sustainability
certification”. Conservation Biology, 25, 1176-1185. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j-1523-1739.2011.01774.x

Bosselmann, A.S., Dons, K., Oberthur, T., Olsen, C.S., Rabild, A. & Usma,
H. (2009). “The influence of shade trees on coffee quality in small holder
coffee agroforestry systems in Southern Colombia”. Agriculture, Ecosystems &
Environment, 129(1-3), 253-260. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2008.09.004

Botero, J.E., Lentijo, G.M. & Sanchez, L.M. (2014). “Biodiversidad en zonas
cafeteras de Colombia”. Avances Técnicos Cenicafé, 444, 1-12. https://doi.
org/10.38141/10779/0444

Bravo, L., Potts, S.G. & Tzanopoulos, J. (2016). “Drivers influencing farmer
decisions for adopting organic or conventional coffee management practices”.
Food Policy, 58, 49-61. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2015.11.003

Bravo, L., Tzanopoulos, J. & Potts, S.G. (2015). “Ecological and social drivers
of coffee pollination in Santander, Colombia”. Agriculture, Ecosystems &
Environment, 211, 145-154. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.AGEE.2015.06.007

Bray, J.G. & Neilson, J. (2017). “Reviewing the impacts of coffee certification
programmes on smallholder livelihoods”. International Journal of Biodiversity
Science, Ecosystem Services & Management. 13(1), 216-232. https://doi.org/10.1
080/21513732.2017.1316520


https://repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/54543
https://repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/54543
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/208
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/208
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2005.00062.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOLECON.2017.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOLECON.2017.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/1070496510368506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2015.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2015.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2011.01774.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2011.01774.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2008.09.004
https://doi.org/10.38141/10779/0444
https://doi.org/10.38141/10779/0444
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2015.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.AGEE.2015.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2017.1316520
https://doi.org/10.1080/21513732.2017.1316520

50 Caviedes Rubio, D.1.; Delgado, D.R. & Olaya Amaya, A

Brunner, S. (2018). The influence of canopied coffee on outcome and biodiversity
aspects - a case study in El Cairo in Colombia. Retrieved from: Innsbruck Uni-
versity: https://ulb-dok.uibk.ac.at/ulbtirolhs/content/titleinfo/2461665?lang=en

Burgos, A.J. (2015). Potencial del sector caficultor en Colombia, Nariiio y la
importancia de la responsabilidad social para su crecimiento econdomico.
Retrieved from: Universidad Militar Nueva Granada, Bogota: http://hdl.handle.
net/10654/7816

Calderon, P.A., Serna, C.A., Trejos, J.F. & Cruz, G. (2011). “Certificacion Rainforest
Alliance una mirada desde la percepcion de los caficultores”. Cenicafe, 62(2),
7-22. http://hdl.handle.net/10778/482

Cano, C.G., Vallejo, C., Caicedo, E., Amador, J.S. & Tique, E.Y. (2012). “El mercado
mundial del café y su impacto en Colombia”. Borradores Economicos, 710, 1-56.
https://doi.org/10.32468/be.710

Caviedes, D.I. & Olaya, A. (2020). “Impacto ecoldgico, social y economico de
fincas certificadas en buenas practicas agricolas y comercio justo”. Cuadernos de
Desarrollo Rural, 17. https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.cdrl7.iese

Caviedes, D.I. (2012). “Cuenca del rio Las Ceibas, un area importante para las aves
migratorias en los Andes Colombianos”. Ingenieria y Region, 9, 93-100. https://
doi.org/10.25054/22161325.779

Ceballo, E. & Ocatia, S. (2014). Estrategias de mitigacion frente al cambio climdtico
en fincas cafeteras de la Union - Narifio. Retrieved from: Universidad de Narifio:
http://sired.udenar.edu.co/id/eprint/2096

Créquit, P., Trinquart, L., Yavchitz, A. & Ravaud, P. (2016). “Wasted research when
systematic reviews fail to provide a complete and up-to-date evidence synthesis:
the example of lung cancer”. BMC Medicine, 14(8), 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1186/
$12916-016-0555-0

Cruz, G., Trejos, J.F., Serna, C.A. & Calderon, P.A. (2014). “Evaluacion de
ingredientes activos de plaguicidas aplicados en sistemas de produccion cafeteros
certificados y no certificados en Cundinamarca y Santander”. Cenicafé, 62(1), 17-
31. http://hdl.handle.net/10778/511

Chiputwa, B., Spielman, D.J. & Qaim, M. (2015). “Food standards, certification,
and poverty among coffee farmers in Uganda”. World Development, 66, 400-412.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.09.006

DeFries, R.S., Fanzo, J., Mondal, P., Remans, R. & Wood, S.A. (2017). “Is voluntary
certification of tropical agricultural commodities achieving sustainability goals
for small-scale producers? A review of the evidence”. Environmental Research
Letters, 12, 33001. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa625¢

Del Rio, M.L. (2016). El impacto de los estandares y certificaciones agricolas
sobre los ingresos brutos, el precio y el rendimiento del café en los pequerios
productores: un caso aplicado en la caficultura del suroccidente colombiano.
Retrieved from: Universidad del Valle: https://hdl.handle.net/10893/9244


https://ulb-dok.uibk.ac.at/ulbtirolhs/content/titleinfo/2461665?lang=en
http://hdl.handle.net/10654/7816
http://hdl.handle.net/10654/7816
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/482
https://doi.org/10.32468/be.710
https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.cdr17.iese
https://doi.org/10.25054/22161325.779
https://doi.org/10.25054/22161325.779
http://sired.udenar.edu.co/id/eprint/2096
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-016-0555-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-016-0555-0
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/511
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa625e
https://hdl.handle.net/10893/9244

Environmental impacts of certification programmes at Colombian coffee plantations 51

Diaz, M.A. (2014). Estudio de la variabilidad climatica y los agroecosistemas
cafeteros desde la dinamica de sistemas. Retrieved from: Universidad Nacional
de Colombia: https://repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/52217

Dietz, T. & Grabs, J. (2022). “Additionality and implementation gaps in voluntary
sustainability standards”. New Political Economy, 27(2), 203-224. https://doi.org/
10.1080/13563467.2021.1881473

Dietz, T., Chong, A., Grabs, J. & Kilian, B. (2020). “How effective is multiple
certification in improving the economic conditions of smallholder farmers?
Evidence from an impact evaluation in Colombia’s coffee belt”. The Journal of
Development Studies, 56(6), 1141-1160. https://doi.org/10.1080/00220388.2019.
1632433,

Elder, S.D., Zerriffi, H. & Le Billon, P. (2013). “Is fairtrade certification greening
agricultural practices? An analysis of fairtrade environmental standards in
Rwanda”. Journal of Rural Studies, 32, 264-274. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
jrurstud.2013.07.009

Escobar, N., Mora, J. & Romero, N.J. (2012). “Identificacion de poblaciones
microbianas en compost de residuos organicos de fincas cafeteras de
Cundinamarca”. Boletin Cientifico Centro de Museos Museo de Historia Natural,
16(1), 75-88.

Estrella, A., Navichoc, D., Kilian, B. & Dietz, T. (2022). “Impact pathways
of voluntary sustainability standards on smallholder coffee producers in
Honduras: price premiums, farm productivity, production costs, access to
credit”. World Development Perspectives, 27, 100435. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
WDP.2022.100435

Farfan, F. & Baute, J.E. (2009). “Efecto del arreglo espacial del café y del sombrio
sobre la produccion de café”. Cenicafé, 60(4), 305-315. http://hdl.handle.
net/10778/68

Farfan, F. & Sanchez, P.M. (2007). “Certificacion de fincas de produccion de café
organico”. Avances Técnicos Cenicafe, 363, 1-8. http://hdl.handle.net/10778/349

FNCC. (2015). Nuestros Cafés Especiales. Retrieved from: Federacion Nacional
de Cafeteros de Colombia: http://www.federaciondecafeteros.org/clientes/es/
nuestra_propuesta_de valor/portafolio_de productos/nuestro_cafe especial/

FNCC. (2021a). Sesion ordinaria del Comité Directivo del la FNCC. Retrieved from:
Federacion Nacional de Cafeteros de Colombia: https://federaciondecafeteros.
org/wp/listado-noticias/café-directivo-de-la-fnc-expresa-preocupacion-por-
mayores-costos-en-el-presente-ano-y-ve-con-cautela-efecto-del-aumento-del-
salario-minimo/

FNCC. (2021b). Informe de Gestion 2021. Retrieved from: Federacion Nacional de
Cafeteros de Colombia: https://federaciondecafeteros.org/app/uploads/2022/05/
IG-2021-FNC-Web.pdf. https://doi.org/10.38141/10793.


https://repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/52217
https://doi.org/10.1080/13563467.2021.1881473
https://doi.org/10.1080/13563467.2021.1881473
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220388.2019.1632433
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220388.2019.1632433
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrurstud.2013.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrurstud.2013.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.WDP.2022.100435
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.WDP.2022.100435
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/68
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/68
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/349
http://www.federaciondecafeteros.org/clientes/es/nuestra_propuesta_de_valor/portafolio_de_productos/nuestro_cafe_especial/
http://www.federaciondecafeteros.org/clientes/es/nuestra_propuesta_de_valor/portafolio_de_productos/nuestro_cafe_especial/
https://federaciondecafeteros.org/wp/listado-noticias
https://federaciondecafeteros.org/wp/listado-noticias
https://federaciondecafeteros.org/app/uploads/2022/05/IG-2021-FNC-Web.pdf
https://federaciondecafeteros.org/app/uploads/2022/05/IG-2021-FNC-Web.pdf
https://doi.org/10.38141/10793

52 Caviedes Rubio, D.1.; Delgado, D.R. & Olaya Amaya, A

FNCC. (2022a). Precios, dreas y produccion del café. Retrieved from: Federacion
Nacional de Cafeteros de Colombia: https://federaciondecafeteros.org/
estadisticas-cafeteras/

FNCC. (2022b). Produccion de café de Colombia cierra 2021 en 12,6 millones de
sacos. Retrieved from: Federacion Nacional de Cafeteros de Colombia: https://
federaciondecafeteros.org/wp/listado-noticias/produccicafée-cafe-de-colombia-
cierra-2021-en-126-millones-de-sacos/

Felipe, A. & Cano, D., (2013). Desarrollo de un indice general de sostenibilidad
para la valoracion del aporte de diferentes agrupaciones de productores de
cafés especiales del Departamento del Huila-Colombia a la sostenibilidad de
sus asociados. Retrieved from: Universidad Nacional de Colombia: https://
repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/20251

Galindo, L.A., Constantino, L.M., Benavides, M.P., Montoya, E.C. & Rodriguez,
V.N. (2014). “Evaluacion de macroinvertebrados acuaticos y calidad de agua en
quebradas de fincas cafeteras de Cundinamarca y Santander Colombia”. Cenicafe,
63(1), 70-92. http://hdl.handle.net/10778/514

Garcia, J., Ochoa, G., Mora, J.C. & Castellanos, J.F. (2014). Evaluacion de impacto
del Programa UTZ Certified en Colombia (2008-2012). Manizales, Colombia:
CRECE.

Giuliani, E., Ciravegna, L., Vezzulli, A. & Kilian, B. (2017). “Decoupling standards
from practice: the impact of in-house certifications on coffee farms’ environmental
and social conduct”. World Development, 96, 294-314. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
worlddev.2017.03.013

Gomez, J.P., Ortiz, E. & Botero, J. (2018). “Effects of shade-coffee certification
programs on bird, trees and butterfly diversity in Colombia”. bioRxiv. https://doi.
org/10.1101/251231

Gomez, S. (2012). “Las tensiones de los mercados orgéanicos para los caficultores
colombianos. El caso del Valle del Cauca”. Cuadernos de Desarrollo Rural,
9(68), 65-85. https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.cdr9-68.tmop

Gonzalez, A., Bayly, N., Wilson, S. & Hobson, K.A. (2021). “Shade coffee or
native forest? Indicators of winter habitat quality for a long-distance migratory
bird in the Colombian Andes”. Ecological Indicators, 131, 108115. https://doi.
org/10.1016/J. ECOLIND.2021.108115

Grabs, J., Kilian, B., Calderén, D., Dietz, T. & Hernandez, D.C. (2016).
“Understanding coffee certification dynamics: a spatial analysis of voluntary
sustainability standard proliferation”. IFAMA, 19(3), 31-56.

Graz, J.C. (2022). “Grounding the politics of transnational private governance:
introduccién a la seccion especial”. Nueva Economia Politica, 27(2), 177-187.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13563467.2021.1881472

Guhl, A. (2004). “Café y cambio de paisaje en la zona cafetera colombiana entre
1970 y 1997”. Cenicafé, 55(1), 29-44. http://hdl.handle.net/10778/102


https://federaciondecafeteros.org/estadisticas-cafeteras/
https://federaciondecafeteros.org/estadisticas-cafeteras/
https://federaciondecafeteros.org/wp/listado-noticias
https://federaciondecafeteros.org/wp/listado-noticias
https://repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/20251
https://repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/20251
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/514
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2017.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2017.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1101/251231
https://doi.org/10.1101/251231
https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.cdr9-68.tmop
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOLIND.2021.108115
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOLIND.2021.108115
https://doi.org/10.1080/13563467.2021.1881472
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/102

Environmental impacts of certification programmes at Colombian coffee plantations 53

Guhl, A. (2009). “Café, bosques y certificacion agricola en Aratoca, Santander”.
Revista de Estudios Sociales, 32, 114-125. https://doi.org/10.7440/res32.2009.08

Hardt, E., Borgomeo, E., dos Santos, R., Pinto, L., Metzger, J. & Sparovek, G.
(2015). “Does certification improve biodiversity conservation in Brazilian
coffee farms?”. Forest Ecology and Management, 357, 181-194. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.foreco.2015.08.021

Higgins, J.P.T., Thomas, J., Chandler, J., Cumpston, M., Li, T., Page, M.J. & Welch,
V.A. (2019). Cochrane handbook for systematic reviews of interventions. Oxford,
United Kingdom: Willey

Ho, T.Q., Hoang, V.N. & Wilson, C. (2021). “Trade-off analysis of cost and
nutrient efficiency of coffee farms in Vietnam: a more generalised approach”.
Journal of Environmental Management, 279, 111601. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
JENVMAN.2020.111601

Hughell, D. & Newsom, D. (2013). Impacts of Rainforest Alliance Certification
on coffee farm in Colombia. Retrieved from: Rainforest Alliance: https:/www.
rainforest-alliance.org/resource-item/cenicafe-report-impact-study/

Ibanez, M. & Blackman, A. (2016). “Is eco-certification a win-win for developing
country agriculture? Organic coffee certification in Colombia”. World
Development, 82, 14-27. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2016.01.004

ICO. (2022). Estadisticas del comercio. Datos Historicos. Retrieved from:
International Coffe Organization: https://www.ico.org/ES/trade_statisticsc.asp

Jaramillo, S., Saraz, J.A.O. & Correa, G. (2017). “Emission and fixation of
greenhouse gases in potential specialty coffee production zones in Antioquia,
Colombia”. Revista Facultad Nacional de Agronomia, 70(3), 8341-8349. https://
doi.org/10.15446/rfna.v70n3.62639

Jha, S., Bacon, C.M., Philpott, S.M., Rice, R.A., Méndez, V.E. & Léderach, P. (2011).
“A review of ecosystem services, farmer livelihoods, and value chains in shade
coffee agroecosystems”. In Cambell, W.B. & Lopez-Ortiz, S. (Eds.): Integrating
agriculture, conservation and ecotourism: examples from the field (pp. 141-208).
Dordrecht, Netherlands: Springer.

Jiménez, M. (2018). Evaluacion y plan de manejo ambiental de la caficultura
en el distrito de riego Betania localizada en la microcuenca de la quebrada
Pescador, municipios de la Argentina y La Plata, Huila. Retrieved from:
Universidad Surcolombiana: https://biblioteca.usco.edu.co/cgi-bin/koha/opac-
detail.pl?biblionumber=44436

Jurjonas, M., Crossman, K., Solomon, J. & Baez, W.L. (2016). “Potential links
between certified organic coffee and deforestation in a orotected area in
Chiapas, Mexico”. World Development, 78, 13-21. https://doi.org/10.1016/;j.
worlddev.2015.10.030

Khalil, H., Peters, M.D., Tricco, A.C., Pollock, D., Alexander, L., Mclnerney, P.,
Godfrey, C.M. & Munn, Z. (2021). “Conducting high quality scoping reviews-


https://doi.org/10.7440/res32.2009.08
https://doi. org/10.1016/j.foreco.2015.08.021
https://doi. org/10.1016/j.foreco.2015.08.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JENVMAN.2020.111601
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JENVMAN.2020.111601
https://www.rainforest-alliance.org/resource-item/cenicafe-report-impact-study/
https://www.rainforest-alliance.org/resource-item/cenicafe-report-impact-study/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2016.01.004
https://www.ico.org/ES/trade_statisticsc.asp
https://doi.org/10.15446/rfna.v70n3.62639
https://doi.org/10.15446/rfna.v70n3.62639
https://biblioteca.usco.edu.co/cgi-bin/koha/opac-detail.pl?biblionumber=44436
https://biblioteca.usco.edu.co/cgi-bin/koha/opac-detail.pl?biblionumber=44436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2015.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2015.10.030

54 Caviedes Rubio, D.1.; Delgado, D.R. & Olaya Amaya, A

challenges and solutions”. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology, 130, 156-160.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLINEPI.2020.10.009

Kessler, M., Hertel, D., Jungkunst, H.F., Kluge, J., Abrahamczyk, S., Bos, M.,
Buchori, D., Gerold, G., Gradstein, S.R., Kohler, S., Leuschner, C., Moser,
G., Pitopang, R., Saleh, S., Schulze, C.H., Sporn, S.G., Steffan-Dewenter, 1.,
Tjitrosoedirdjo, S.S. & Tscharntke, T. (2012). “Can joint carbon and biodiversity
management in tropical agroforestry landscapes be optimized?” Plos One, 7(10),
e47192. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0047192

Komar, O. (2012). Are Rainforest Alliance Certified coffee plantations bird-friendly?
Final technical report study of dispersing forest birds and migratory birds in
El Salvador’s Apaneca biological corredor. Retrieved from: SalvaNATURA
Ecological Foundation of El Salvador: https://www.researchgate.net/
publication/319929251 Are Rainforest Alliance Certified coffee plantations
bird-friendly/link/59¢c1deba0f7¢9b21a8266788/download

Lentijo, G.M. & Hostetler, M.E. (2013). “Effects of a participatory bird census
project on knowledge, attitudes and behaviors of coffee farmers in Colombia”.
Environment, Development and Sustainability, 15, 199-223. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10668-012-9383-3

Lopez-Becerra, E.I. & Alcon, F. (2021). “Social desirability bias in the environmental
economic valuation: an inferred valuation approach”. Ecological Economics, 184,
106988. https://doi.org/10.1016/J ECOLECON.2021.106988

Macchiavello, R. & Miquel, J. (2019). Buyer-driven upgrading in GVCS: the
sustainable quality program in Colombia. Retrieved from: Documento de debate
de CEPR No. DP13935. SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=3464455

Mancilla, G.E. (2012). “Aplicacion del sombrio del cafeto (Coffea arabica) en
Colombia”. Conexion Agropecuaria JDC, 2(1), 37-48.

Manrique, O. & Rosique, J. (2014). “Seguridad e inocuidad alimentaria en hogares
de jornaleros de fincas cafeteras con y sin certificacion del suroeste de Antioquia -
Colombia”. Vitae, 21(1), 20-29. https://doi.org/10.17533/udea.vitae.15767

Mejia, L.M. & Orozco, L. (2011). “Anaisis de la potencialidad del café especial
sostenible certificado por Raintforest como alternativa econdémica en el
departamento del Quindio”. Revista de Investigaciones Corporacion Universitaria
Alexander von Humboldt, 1, 27-38.

Melo, L., Melo, M. & Fonseca, D. (2017). “The Associativity: a local development
strategy for Ocamonte (APCO) coffee growers in Santander, Colombia”. Acta
Agronomica, 66(4), 538-543. https://doi.org/10.15446/acag.v66n4.61389

Mendez, V., Bacon, C., Olson, M., Petchers, S., Herrador, D., Carranza, C., Trujillo,
L., Guadarrama-Zugasti, C., Cordon, A. & Mendoza, A. (2010). “Effects of Fair
Trade and organic certifications on small-scale coffee farmer households in
Central America and Mexico”. Renewable Agriculture and Food Systems, 25(3),
236-251. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742170510000268


https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLINEPI.2020.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0047192
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/319929251_Are_Rainforest_Alliance_Certified_coffee_plantations_bird-friendly/link/59c1deba0f7e9b21a8266788/download
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/319929251_Are_Rainforest_Alliance_Certified_coffee_plantations_bird-friendly/link/59c1deba0f7e9b21a8266788/download
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/319929251_Are_Rainforest_Alliance_Certified_coffee_plantations_bird-friendly/link/59c1deba0f7e9b21a8266788/download
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-012-9383-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-012-9383-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOLECON.2021.106988
https://ssrn.com/abstract=3464455
https://doi.org/10.17533/udea.vitae.15767
https://doi.org/10.15446/acag.v66n4.61389
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1742170510000268

Environmental impacts of certification programmes at Colombian coffee plantations 55

Méndez, D.K. (2016). Evaluacion de impacto y plan de manejo ambiental para
la finca cafetera Villa Sarita; Gigante - Huila. Retrieved from: Universidad
Surcolombiana: http://repositoriousco.co:8080/jspui/handle/123456789/3036

Milder, J., & Newsen, D. (2015). Evaluating the effects of the SAN/Rainforest
Alliance Certification System on farms, people, and the environment. SAN/
Rainforest Alliance Impacts Report. Retrieved from: Rainforest Alliance: https://
www.rainforest-alliance.org/sites/default/files/2016-08/SAN_RA Impacts_
Report.pdf

Ministerio de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural de Colombia. (2022). Proyecciones de la
produccion de café. Retrieved from: Ministerio de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural
de Colombia: https://www.minagricultura.gov.co/noticias/Paginas/Proyectamos-
que-la-producci%C3%B3n-de-caf%C3%A9-estar%C3%A1-en-13,2-millones-
de-sacos-este-2022,-lo-que-representar%C3%A 1 -un-crecimiento-de-5-f.aspx

Moreno, N. & Romero, A.A. (2016). Evaluacion de diferentes métodos para la
transformacion de la pulpa de café en abono organico en fincas cafeteras.

Retrieved from: Universidad de Manizales: https://ridum.umanizales.edu.co/
xmlui/handle/20.500.12746/2620

Mosquera, A. (2018). Evaluacion de los principios dirigidos a la certificacion
de la zona norte del departamento del Huila. Retrieved from: Universidad
Surcolombiana: https://biblioteca.usco.edu.co/cgi-bin/koha/opac-detail.
pl?biblionumber=44186&shelfbrowse itemnumber=69447

Munn, Z., Peters, M.D.J., Stern, C., Tufanaru, C., McArthur, A. & Aromataris,
E. (2018). “Systematic review or scoping review? Guidance for authors when
choosing between a systematic or scoping review approach”. BMC Medical
Research Methodology, 18(1), 143. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-018-0611-x

Munn, Z., Pollock, D., Jalil, H., Alejandro, L., Mclnerney, P., Godftrey, C., Peters, M.
& Tricco, A. (2022). “What are scoping reviews? Providing a formal definition of
scoping reviews as a type of evidence synthesis”. JBI Evidence Synthesis, 20(4),
950-952 https://doi.org/10.11124/JBIES-21-00483

Muiioz, S. & Villota, T. (2014). Evaluacion de macrofauna y composicion floristica
en sistemas productivos de café (coffea arabica l.), Municipio de La Union,
Nariio. Retrieved from: Universidad de Narifio: http://sired.udenar.edu.co/1832/

Navarro, E.R. (2016). Condiciones econémicas y sociales para la toma de decisiones
de productores campesinos, sobre el mantenimiento o cambio del cultivo del cafe,
en la zona marginal cafetera baja de Colombia: estudio de caso de 21 fincas de
la vereda El Socorro municipio de Falan - Tolima. Retrieved from: Pontificia
Universidad Javeriana: https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.10554.17950

Navia, J.F., Gallego-Galvis, I.E. & Jojoa-Barrios, [.D. (2016). “Evaluacion del
Programa Nespresso AAA y su impacto en la sostenibilidad de la caficultura en
el municipio de La Unién Narifio”. Revista Facultad de Ciencias Agropecuarias-
Fagropec, 8, 30-37.


http://repositoriousco.co:8080/jspui/handle/123456789/3036
https://www.rainforest-alliance.org/sites/default/files/2016-08/SAN_RA_Impacts_Report.pdf
https://www.rainforest-alliance.org/sites/default/files/2016-08/SAN_RA_Impacts_Report.pdf
https://www.rainforest-alliance.org/sites/default/files/2016-08/SAN_RA_Impacts_Report.pdf
https://www.minagricultura.gov.co/noticias/Paginas/Proyectamos-que-la-producci%C3%B3n-de-caf%C3%A9-estar%C3%A1-en-13,2-millones-de-sacos-este-2022,-lo-que-representar%C3%A1-un-crecimiento-de-5-f.aspx
https://www.minagricultura.gov.co/noticias/Paginas/Proyectamos-que-la-producci%C3%B3n-de-caf%C3%A9-estar%C3%A1-en-13,2-millones-de-sacos-este-2022,-lo-que-representar%C3%A1-un-crecimiento-de-5-f.aspx
https://www.minagricultura.gov.co/noticias/Paginas/Proyectamos-que-la-producci%C3%B3n-de-caf%C3%A9-estar%C3%A1-en-13,2-millones-de-sacos-este-2022,-lo-que-representar%C3%A1-un-crecimiento-de-5-f.aspx
https://ridum.umanizales.edu.co/xmlui/handle/20.500.12746/2620
https://ridum.umanizales.edu.co/xmlui/handle/20.500.12746/2620
https://biblioteca.usco.edu.co/cgi-bin/koha/opac-detail.pl?biblionumber=44186&shelfbrowse_itemnumber=69447
https://biblioteca.usco.edu.co/cgi-bin/koha/opac-detail.pl?biblionumber=44186&shelfbrowse_itemnumber=69447
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-018-0611-x
https://doi.org/10.11124/JBIES-21-00483
http://sired.udenar.edu.co/1832/
https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.10554.17950

56 Caviedes Rubio, D.1.; Delgado, D.R. & Olaya Amaya, A

Oberthiir, T., Laderach, P., Posada, H., Fisher, M.J., Samper, L.F., Illera, J., Collet,
L., Moreno, E., Alarcon, R., Villegas, A., Usma, H., Perez, C. & Jarvis, A. (2011).
“Regional relationships between inherent coffee quality and growing environment
for denomination of origin labels in Narifio and Cauca, Colombia”. Food Policy,
36(6), 783-794. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2011.07.005

Oliveros-Tascon, C.E. & Sanz-Uribe, J.R. (2011). “Engineering and coffee in
Colombia”. Revista De Ingenieria, 1(33), 99-114. https://doi.org/10.16924/
revinge.33.10

Ospina, O., Duque, H. & Farfan, F. (2003). “Analisis econdmico de la produccion de
fincas cafeteras convencionales y organicas en transicion, en el Departamento de
Caldas”. Cenicafé, 54(3), 197-207. http://hdl.handle.net/10778/262

Oya, C., Schaefer, F. & Skalidou, D. (2018). “The effectiveness of agricultural
certification in developing countries: a systematic review”. World Development,
112, 282-312. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2018.08.001

Pawson, R. (2002). “Evidence-based policy: in search of a method”. Evaluation,
8(2), 157-181. https://doi.org/10.1177/1358902002008002512

Peters, M.D.J., Marnie, C., Tricco, A.C., Pollock, D., Munn, Z., Alexander L.,
Mclnerey, P., Godfrey, C.M. & Khalil, H. (2020). “Updated methodological
guidance for the conduct of scoping reviews”. JBI Evidence Synthesis, 18(10),
2119-2126. https://doi.org/10.11124/jbies-20-00167

Pefiuela-Martinez, E.A., Duque-Orrengo, H. & Dussan-Luberth, C. (2007). “Impacto
econdmico del proyecto de café especial La Vereda en el municipio de Riosucio
Caldas”. Cenicafe, 58(3), 196-215. http://hdl.handle.net/10778/215

Piraquive, G., Nieto, V., Timote, J. & Oviedo, S. (2017). Analisis del comercio
internacional colombiano y diversificacion de exportaciones (2002-2015):
Canadad, Estados Unidos y Union Europea. Retrieved from: Archivos
de Economia. Departamento Nacional de Planeacion, Bogota D.C: https://
colaboracion.dnp.gov.co/CDT/Estudios%20Econmicos/457.pdf

Polo, Y.M. (2013). Andlisis de Factibilidad Técnica, Ambiental y Financiera para la
produccién y comercializacion de café sostenible por el Grupo Asociativo Robles
del Macizo - Corregimiento de Bruselas (Municipio de Pitalito, Huila). Retrieved
from: Universidad Tecnolédgica de Pereira: https://hdl.handle.net/11059/3077

Pollock, D., Davies, E.L., Peters, M.D.J., Tricco, A.C., Khalil, H. & Munn, Z. (2021).
“Undertaking a scoping review: a practical guide for nursing and midwifery
students, clinicians, researchers, and academics”. Journal of Advanced Nursing,
77(4) 2102-2113. https://doi.org/10.1111/jan.14743-u

Pollock, D., Tricco, A., Peters, M., Mclnerney, P., Jalil, H., Godofredo, C.M.,
Alexander, L. & Munn, Z. (2022). “Methodological quality, guidance, and tools
in scoping reviews: a scoping review protocol”, JBI Evidence Synthesis. 20(4),
1098-1105. https://doi.org/10.11124/JBIES-20-00570

Quifiones-Ruiz, X.F., Penker, M., Vogl, C.R. & Samper, L.F. (2015). “Can origin
labels re-shape relationships along international supply chains? - the case of Café


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2011.07.005
https://doi.org/10.16924/revinge.33.10
https://doi.org/10.16924/revinge.33.10
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/262
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2018.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/1358902002008002512
https://doi.org/10.11124/jbies-20-00167
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/215
https://colaboracion.dnp.gov.co/CDT/Estudios%20Econmicos/457.pdf
https://colaboracion.dnp.gov.co/CDT/Estudios%20Econmicos/457.pdf
https://hdl.handle.net/11059/3077
https://doi.org/10.1111/jan.14743-u
https://doi.org/10.11124/JBIES-20-00570

Environmental impacts of certification programmes at Colombian coffee plantations 57

de Colombia”. International Journal of the Commons, 9(1), 416-439. https://doi.
org/10.18352/ijc.529

Ramirez, C., Macchione, M., Lara dos Santos, V. & Souza, R. (2022). “The coffee
value chain and its transition to sustainability in Brazil and Colombia from
innovation system approach”. International Journal of Agricultural Sustainability,
20(6), 1150-1165. https://doi.org/10.1080/14735903.2022.2065794

Ramirez, J.V. & Granobles, J.T. (2015). Andlisis de la adopcion de los criterios UTZ
Certified en los caficultores, del programa de cafés sostenibles, en los municipios
de Sevilla y Caicedonia, Valle del Cauca. Retrieved from: Universidad de
Manizales: https://ridum.umanizales.edu.co/xmlui/handle/20.500.12746/2242

Roach, N.S., Acosta, D. & Lacher, T.E.J. (2021). “Shade coffee and amphibian
conservation, a sustainable way forward? Understanding the perceptions
and management strategies of coffee growers in Colombia”. Ecology and
Society, 26(2), 33. https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-12449-260233

Rojas, A., Hartman, K., Almonacid, R. & Desarrollo, A.Y. (2012). “El impacto de
la produccién de café sobre la biodiversidad, la transformacion del paisaje y las
especies exoticas invasoras”. Ambiente y Desarrollo, 16(30), 93-104.

Rueda, X. & Lambin, E.F. (2013). “Responding to globalization: impacts of
certification on Colombian small-scale coffee growers”. Ecology and Society,
18(3), 21. https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-05595-180321

Rueda, X., Thomas, N.E. & Lambin, E.F. (2015). “Eco-certification and coffee
cultivation enhance tree cover and forest connectivity in the Colombian coffee
landscapes”. Regional Environmental Change, 15, 25-33. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10113-014-0607-y

Salazar, H.M. (2008). Diagnostico de la sostenibilidad ambiental de la produccion
de café en Colombia. Retrieved from: Universidad de Manizales: https://ridum.
umanizales.edu.co/xmlui/handle/20.500.12746/1084

Serna, C.A., Trejos Pinzon, J.F., Cruz-Cerén, G. & Calderon-Cuartas, P.A. (2010).
“Estudio econdémico de sistemas de produccion cafeteros certificados y no
certificados en dos regiones de Colombia”. Cenicafé, 61(3), 222-240. http://hdl.
handle.net/10778/294

Solano, J. (2014). “El paisaje cultural cafetero en Colombia”. LEiSA Revista de
Agroecologia, 30(3), 15-17.

Solarte, M., Guzman, M., Guimaraes, P., Resende, M. & Carvalho, M. (2014). “Café
organico, fortalezas y limitaciones: el caso de Colombia y Brasil”. Conference
paper presented at Sociedade Brasileira de Economia, 52 Congresso/Goidnia,
Brasilia.

Suarez, A.E., Gutiérrez, 1., Ortiz, F., Ordofiez, C., Suarez, J.C. & Casanoves, F. (2021).
“Dimensions of social and political capital in interventions to improve household
well-being: implications for coffee-growing areas in southern Colombia”. PLoS
ONE, 16(1), €0245971. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0245971


https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.529
https://doi.org/10.18352/ijc.529
https://doi.org/10.1080/14735903.2022.2065794
https://ridum.umanizales.edu.co/xmlui/handle/20.500.12746/2242
https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-12449-260233
https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-05595-180321
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-014-0607-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-014-0607-y
https://ridum.umanizales.edu.co/xmlui/handle/20.500.12746/1084
https://ridum.umanizales.edu.co/xmlui/handle/20.500.12746/1084
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/294
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/294
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0245971

58 Caviedes Rubio, D.1.; Delgado, D.R. & Olaya Amaya, A

Suarez, L., Pinto, S. & Salazar, J. (2019). “Macrofauna del suelo y propiedades
edaficas en los sistemas cafetaleros del sur de Colombia”. Floresta e Ambiente,
26(3), €20180334. https://doi.org/10.1590/2179-8087.033418

Takahashi, R. (2021). “How to stimulate environmentally friendly consumption:
evidence from a nationwide social experiment in Japan to promote eco-
friendly coffee”. Ecological Economics, 186, 107082. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
ECOLECON.2021.107082

Terstappen, V., Hanson, L. & McLaughlin, D. (2013). “Gender, health, labor, and
inequities: a review of the fair and alternative trade literature”. Agriculture and
Human Values, 30, 21-39. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10460-012-9377-7

Tscharntke, T., Milder, J.C., Schroth, G., Clough, Y., DeClerck, F., Waldron, A.,
Rice, R. & Ghazoul, J. (2015). “Conserving biodiversity through certification of
tropical agroforestry crops at local and landscape scales”. Conservation Letters,
8(1), 14-23. https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12110

Trejos, J.F., Serna, C.A., Cruz, G. & Calderén, P.A. (2011). “Ventajas sociales
y ambientales de la adopcion de la Norma de Agricultura Sostenible en dos
regiones cafeteras de Colombia”. Cenicafé, 62(2), 111-131. http://hdl.handle.
net/10778/505

Trimarchi, E. (2014). The environmental, social and economic impact of different
certification programmes of coffee in Santander, Colombia. Retrieved from:
Utrecht University: https://studenttheses.uu.nl/handle/20.500.12932/17794

Van der Vossen, H. (2005). “A critical analysis of the agronomic and economic
sustainability of organic coffee production”. Experimental Agriculture, 41(4),
449-473. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479705002863

Van Rijsbergen, B., Elbers, W., Ruben, R. & Njuguna, S. (2016). “The ambivalent
impact of coffee certification on farmers’ welfare: a matched panel approach for
Ccoperatives in Central Kenya”. World Development, 77, 277-292. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2015.08.021

Valbuena, D., Cely, M. & Obregon, D. (2021). “Agrochemical pesticide production,
trade, and hazard: Narrowing the information gap in Colombia”. Journal
of Environmental Management, 286, 112141. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jenvman.2021.112141

Valbuena, O.E., Rodriguez, W. & Suérez, J.C. (2017). “Calidad de suelos bajo
dos esquemas de manejo en fincas cafeteras del sur de Colombia”. Agronomia
Mesoamericana, 28(1), 131-141. https://doi.org/10.15517/am.v28i1.21092

Valencia, R. (2010). Responsabilidad social empresarial y estatal frente al manejo
del talento humano en el sector productivo cafetero. Retrieved from: Universidad
Nacional de Colombia: https://repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/3360

Valente, J.J., Bennett, R.E., Gémez, C., Bayly, N.J., Rice, R.A., Marra, P.P.,
Ryder, T.B., & Sillett, T.S. (2022). “Land-sparing and land-sharing provide
complementary benefits for conserving avian biodiversity in coffee-growing


https://doi.org/10.1590/2179-8087.033418
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOLECON.2021.107082
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOLECON.2021.107082
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10460-012-9377-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12110
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/505
http://hdl.handle.net/10778/505
https://studenttheses.uu.nl/handle/20.500.12932/17794
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479705002863
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2015.08.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2015.08.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2021.112141
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2021.112141
https://doi.org/10.15517/am.v28i1.21092
https://repositorio.unal.edu.co/handle/unal/3360

Environmental impacts of certification programmes at Colombian coffee plantations 59

landscapes”. Biological Conservation, 270, 109568. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
BIOCON.2022.109568

Vargas, M.M., Nicholls, C.I., Marquez, S.M. & Turbay, S. (2015). “The categorization
of nine coffee agroecosystems from the Porce river basin, Colombia, from an
agroecological perspective”. Idesia, 33(1), 69-83. https://doi.org/10.4067/s0718-
34292015000100008

Vellema, W., Buritica, A., Gonzalez, C. & D’Haese, M. (2015). “The effect of specialty

coffee certification on household livelihood strategies and specialisation”. Food
Policy, 57, 13-25. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2015.07.003


https://doi.org/10.1016/J.BIOCON.2022.109568
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.BIOCON.2022.109568
https://doi.org/10.4067/s0718-34292015000100008
https://doi.org/10.4067/s0718-34292015000100008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2015.07.003




