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Aichi Target 11

By 2020, at least 17 per cent of
terrestrial and inland water areas |,
and 10 per cent of coastal and
marine areas, especially areas of
particular importance for biodiversity
and  ecosystem  services, are
conserved through effectively and
equitably managed, ecologically
representative and well connected
systems of protected areas and other
effective area-based conservation
measures, and integrated into the
wider Iandscapes and seascapes

______



For achieving Targets one should know:
A What is to be achieved?
A What actions are needed to be implemented for achieving that what is to be achieved?

A Actual implementation of those identified actions

First phase (2015-2016) of the CBD Secretariat's strategy to facilitate the
Implementation of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11

Seek willingness . Conduct regional -
and coordination Develop country Communicate workshops and COP 1_
with partner data dos=siers with PoWPA develop road reporting

agencies

focal points maps

Second phase (2017-2020) ofthe CBD Secretanat's strategy to facilitate the
implementation of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11

. Connect national ; Continue support
Developregional  jmplementers with COP 14 reporting throug hpp

implementation  regionalimplementation ~ @nd mid-course implementation COP 15

support network support networks corrections support networks




Outcome of Phase 1

Status, Gaps and Opportunities Matrices
From 108 Parties

1,400 National Priority Actions (Roadmaps)
From 101 Parties

Responses to a very detailed questionnaire
From 64 Parties




Submissions

Submission of Target 11 Submission of NBSAP

Country roadmaps during 2015 after COP10
workshop
Brunei Darussalam also No 6" NR
Cambodia No 6" NR
Indonesia
Lao Peopleods Democrati G
Republic
. No 6" NR
Malaysia
Myanmar 6" NR
Philippines
. also No 6" NR
Singapore

Thailand 6" NR




Terrestrial Protected Area Coverage

13 26%
%PA cover in 2020 if all
commitmeants implemented

South-East Asia 1330%  m%pa cover [Oct 2019)
%PA cover [Apr 2016]
14 45%
14, 70%
Global 15.1%
18.3%
0% 58 10% 15% 20%

UNEP-WCMC (2016 & 2019). Global statistics from the World Database on Protected
Areas (WDPA), April 2016 & October 2019. Cambridge, UK: UNEP- WCMC.



Marine Protected Area Coverage

212% } . .
YPa cover im 2020 if all

comrmitments implameantad
W% PA cover (Oct 2019
B%PA cover (2016)

2.36%

South-East Asia

Global Ocean

11.43%

10.20%
Global
(National waters)

15.14%

23.21%

0% 50 10% 15% 20% 25%

UNEP-WCMC (2016 & 2019). Global statistics from the World Database on Protected 8
Areas (WDPA), April 2016 & October 2019. Cambridge, UK: UNEP- WCMC.



Mean % cover of KBAS

Bmarine KBAs

South-East Asia mterrestrial KBAs

Global
L L Li T 1 ] T T L
0 1 20 30 41 50 &0 Fo a0
Mean percent cover of KBAs
UNEP-WCMC, BirdLife International and IUCN (2019). Indicator 14.5.1 and Indicator 15.1.2 from SDG Report 9

2019, Statistical Annex: Global and regional data for Sustainable Development Goal indicators.
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Representation: cover of ecoregions
(with >25% of their area in South-East Asia)

N>17% 2-17% <2%

45

0_

Joint Research Centre of the European Commission (2019). The Digital Observatory for Protected Areas (DOPA)

B
Terrestrial ecoregions

201

18+

<2%

m>10% 2-10%

10

Marine ecoregions

Explorer 3.1 [On-line], [January, 2019], Ispra, Italy. Available at: http://dopa-explorer.jrc.ec.europa.eu.
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H>10% 2-10% <2%

Pelagic provinces
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http://dopa-explorer.jrc.ec.europa.eu/

Protected area connectivity (country- Ievel)
# of countries at different levels of PA connectivity

ProtConn PARC-connectedness index
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<5% 5-10% 10-17% 517% 0-0.15 0.15-0.3 0.3-0.45 0.45-06  >0.6
JRC (2019). The Digital Observatory for Protected Areas (DOPA) Explorer 3.1 [On-line], Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation (2019).

[January, 2019], Ispra, Italy. Available at: http://dopa-explorer.jrc.ec.europa.eu. Protected area connectedness index (PARC-connectedness) v2.



http://dopa-explorer.jrc.ec.europa.eu/

Reported PAME assessments

Terrestrial Marine

.# with 0% of PA network
assessed
# with 0-30% of PA
network assessed

.# with 30-60% of PA
network assessed
# with =60% of PA
network assessed

UNEP-WCMC (2019). Global statistics from the Global Database on Protected Areas
Management Effectiveness (GD-PAME), June 2019, Cambridge, UK: UNEP- WCMC.

12



Total number of Total number of Allocations

Country _Na@iona_l Reg_ion_aI/GI-obaI AI_Iocation remaining to
biodiversity biodiversity Utilized (USD) be programmed
projects projects (USD)
Brunei Darussalam 0 0 0 0
Cambodia 1 2 3,850,000 0
Indonesia 7 4 53,511,051 658,949
Malaysia 4 2 13,580,230 1,079,770
Myanmar 1 2 6,710,000 10,000
Philippines 6 1 23,826,141 2,133,859
Singapore 0 0 0 0
Thailand 4 3 8,896,588 153,412
Timor-Leste 0 3 1,255,000 275,000
t Viet Nam 5 3 12,114,631 5,369
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Total number of Total number of Allocations

Country _Na@iona.l Reg_ion_aI/GI-obaI AI_Iocation remaining to
biodiversity biodiversity Utilized (USD) be programmed
projects projects (USD)
Brunei Darussalam 0 0 0 0
Cambodia 3 4 3,813,688 471,746
Indonesia 6 6 38,474,150 19,369,966
Der#ograﬁic RPeSUEIiE e ° 7,349,636 477,533
Malaysia 2 4 4,633,275 10,289,248
Myanmar 4 5 8,067,959 2,907,777
Philippines 3 5 14,809,092 15,739,324
Singapore 0 0 0 0
Thailand 3 3 7,744,750 2,510,746
Timor-Leste 2 2 4,500,000 -2,500,000
t Viet Nam 3 5 8,827,614 4,342,031

V_/ DTUTUSTGUT UTVGTOTT Y



Country

GEF Project ID

Terrestrial/Marine

Area Added (km2)

Indonesia 4867 Terrestrial 800

Lao PDR 6940 Terrestrial 500
6992 Terrestrial

Myanmar - 32,814
5159 Terrestrial

Philippines 4810 Marine 4,413

Thailand 5330 Terrestrial 130

_ 9361 Terrestrial

Vietnam - 1,031

4760 Terrestrial



https://www.thegef.org/project/enhancing-protected-area-system-sulawesi-e-pass-biodiversity-conservation
https://www.thegef.org/project/sustainable-forest-and-land-management-dry-dipterocarp-forest-ecosystems-southern-lao-pdr
https://www.thegef.org/project/ridge-reef-integrated-protected-area-land-and-seascape-management-tanintharyi
https://www.thegef.org/project/strengthening-sustainability-protected-area-management
https://www.thegef.org/project/strengthening-marine-protected-area-system-conserve-marine-key-biodiversity-areas
https://www.thegef.org/project/maximizing-carbon-sink-capacity-and-conserving-biodiversity-through-sustainable-conservation
https://www.thegef.org/project/mainstreaming-natural-resource-management-and-biodiversity-conservation-objectives-socio
https://www.thegef.org/project/conservation-critical-wetland-pas-and-linked-landscapes

AREA BASED CONSERVATION I\/IEASURES &
Post 2020 GBF

The current Aichi Target 11 calls for achieving its quantitative and qualitative
elements through Protected Areas (PAs)and other Effective Area Based Conservation
Measures ( OECMs). Both are Area Based Conservation measures as per the
Convention ( Article 2 definitions of the Convention text and decision 14/8 of the
Conference of Parties. Other ABCMs which include other-effective area-based
conservation measures (OECMs)-as spelled out in Aichi Biodiversity Target 1106 but
could also include, inter alia, military lands with secondary conservation objectives,
watershed protection areas, etc., ecological corridors, conservancies, the buffer
zones and transitional areas of some Biosphere Reserves, some high value
conservation areas or fishery closures, and territories and areas conserved by
indigenous peoples and local communities (ICCAS).

Considering the concepts of half earth, global deal for nature ; 30/30 of National
Geographic Society etc., for setting the target on ABCMs in post 2020 GBF, first, one
should know how much ABCMs the world have and where they are and, if the existing
ABCMS cover areas important for critically endangered assessed species and areas
iImportant for ecosystem service and if they are effective in achieving desired
biodiversity outcomes?

16



ABCM In terrestrial areas

Protected areas

0

(per WDPA September 2019) 15.0%
National Commitments .

(as of July 2019) 3.3%

Privately Protected Areas (not likely in WDPA) 0.1%

from 16 countries (Stolton et al 2014)

ICCASs (not likely in WDPA)

0/f- 0
from 37 countries (Kothari et al 2012) 0.2%-0.7%

Area that Indigenous Peoples manage or have tenure 22.3%
rights over, outside of reported PAs (If 1/4t™ of this could be considered as ICCASs or
(per Garnett et al 2018) OECMs, it would add ~5.6%)

Other ABCM: e.g. OECMs (inter alia military lands with
secondary conservation objectives, watershed protection
areas), ecological corridors, conservancies, buffer zones ?7?
and transitional areas of some Biosphere Reserves, some

high value conservation areas or fishery closures, etc.)

Total: 24.2%




OECMs

Definition (COP Decision 14/8): a geographically defined area other than a Protected
Area, which is governed and managed in ways that achieve positive and sustained
long-term outcomes for the in situ conservation of biodiversity, with associated
ecosystem functions and services and where applicable, cultural, spiritual, socioi
economic, and other locally relevant values

Potential examples could include:
Some ICCAs or privately conserved areas, not recognised as PAs
Watersheds or other water resource management areas that also result in the in-
situ conservation of biodiversity
Permanent or long-term fisheries closure areas designed to protect complete
ecosystems for stock recruitment
Sacred natural sites
Military lands/waters, that achieve effective long-term conservation of biodiversity

No indication of global extent, but some examples include:
180,000 hahformer military land safeguarded for nature conservation (Germany)
Sacred groves exist in 19 of 28 states in India, these 100,000i 150,000 sites cover
~0.01% of the total geographic area of the country

18



Ecological Corridors

Draft definition: An Ecological Corridor is a clearly defined geographical space, not recognised as

a protected area or other effective area-based conservation measure (OECM), that is governed and
managed over the long-term to conserve or restore effective ecological connectivity, with associated
ecosystem services and cultural and spiritual values.
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conservancies

Cover large areas in many African countries, for example:

W Kenya (11% of country)
W South Africa (2.5% of country)
W Namibia (19.6% of country)

Some is not currently reported in WDPA
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Biosphere Reserves

701 biosphere reserves in 124 countries (including 21 transboundary sites)

The three functions of biosphere reserves__ I ——
A zonation system
CONSERVATION DEVELOPMENT i —:
Association
of environment

LOGISTIC SUPPORT
International network
for msearch

and monitoring

(UNESCO 2003)
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ngh Conservatlon Value (HCV) Areas

Six categories of HCV:

niePe

Species diversity  Landscape level ~ Ecosystems and  Ecosystem services Community needs  Cultural values
ecosystems habitats

HCV Resource network has completed:

22



