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REPORT OF THE WORKSHOP

INTRODUCTION

1. In its decision X/2, the Conference of the Parties to the Convention adopted the Strategic Plan for
Biodiversity 2011-2020 in which 20 headline Aichi Biodiversity Targets for 2015 or 2020 are organized
under five strategic goals. Under Aichi Biodiversity Target 11, Parties agreed that “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, integrated into the wider landscapes and seascapes”. Under
Aichi Biodiversity Target 12, the Parties agreed that “by 2020 the extinction of known threatened species
has been prevented and their conservation status, particularly of those most in decline, has been improved
and sustained.”

2. In its decision XI/24, the Conference of the Parties invited Parties to undertake major efforts to
achieve all elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. The fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity
Outlook has reported varying levels of progress for the different elements. The quantitative elements (to
protect 17 per cent of terrestrial and 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas) of the target are on track to
be achieved at the global level by 2020, for both terrestrial and marine areas within national jurisdiction,
with only an additional area of 1.6 per cent needed in each case. However, the other elements relating to
ecological representation, coverage of areas important for biodiversity, management effectiveness,
governance, and integration of protected areas into wider land- and seascapes, still need more attention in
order to be achieved.

3. Accordingly, the Executive Secretary, in collaboration with the Government of Brazil, the Chico
Mendes Institute for Conservation of Biodiversity (ICMBIo), the State of Parana, and the Boticario
Foundation for Nature Protection, along with the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN),
and the POWPA Friends Consortium (UNEP-WCMC, BirdLife International, and WWF), organized a
regional workshop for Latin America and the Caribbean in Curitiba, Parang, Brazil, from 28 to 30
September 2015.

4. This workshop was organized against the above background and in follow-up to CBD notification
2015-027 of 9 March 2015, in which the Secretariat indicated that it stood ready to assist Parties, as
required, including through the compilation of relevant information and, subject to available funding,
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planned to provide a platform for discussing the specific planned actions of Parties to address
conservation gaps through face-to-face capacity-building workshops. The workshops are intended for
mutual learning and peer-to-peer exchange and for developing practical and focused road maps for
implementation in the next five years to facilitate the achievement of all elements of Aichi Biodiversity
Targets 11 and 12 by 2020.

5. Background information for the workshop and the presentations, along with other workshop
documents, can be found on the CBD web portal at https://www.cbd.int/doc/?meeting=PAWS-2015-02.
The workshop was held in English and Spanish with interpretation. The list of participants is contained in
annex | below and the organization of work follows it in annex Il. The following is a summary of the
proceeding of the workshop.

ITEM 1. OPENING OF THE MEETING

6. Ms. Sueli Ota of the State of Parand, Mr. Claudio Carrera Maretti of ICMBIo, and Mr. Emerson
Oliveira of the Boticario Foundation for Nature Protection, along with Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda of the
Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity (SCBD), opened the workshop at 8.30 a.m. on
Monday, 28 September 2015.

7. Mr. Claudio Carrera Maretti, based on proposals from the floor, was elected chair of the meeting.
The plenary adopted the provisional agenda prepared by the Executive Secretary
(UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2015/2/1), with no amendments. Participants considered the proposed organization
of work and adopted it with no amendments. The opening session was rounded off by three introductory
presentations.

8. In the first presentation, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda of the SCBD presented the processes that had led
up to this workshop as well as the main objectives and outputs of the workshop. He began by engaging
the audience by asking who had read all the introductory emails and knew the objectives of the workshop.
A representative of Chile introduced herself and summarized what she had learned in the emails.
Mr. Gidda then discussed the multiple benefits that protected areas could deliver, including water
security, food, and livelihoods. In relation to the process leading up to this workshop, he mentioned the
development of the programme of work on protected areas (POWPA), the elements of POWPA, outcomes
of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention (COP 10), POWPA successes, and
outcomes of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties (COP 11) on protected areas. Mr.
Gidda also discussed the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and introduced participants to Aichi
Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12. He then summarized the findings from the fourth edition of the Global
Biodiversity Outlook on the mid-term status of these two targets. Mr. Gidda ended by stating the
workshop objectives and outcomes, including three main elements: indentifying status, gaps, and
opportunities for the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12; developing focused priority
actions; and exploring support through the sixth replenishment period of the Global Environment Facility
and the next decision on protected areas for the thirteenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties
(COP 13).

9. In the second presentation, Mr. Trevor Sandwith of IUCN presented on the outcomes of the last
IUCN World Parks Congress (WPC) in Sydney, Australia. The aim of the WPC was to identify how
protected areas could contribute solutions to global challenges while also accelerating progress to achieve
the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and goals for sustainability. He discussed four elements arising from
the Congress as the Promise of Sydney: first, in the vision, the high level aspirations for the change we
needed in the coming decade; second, in innovative approaches, the identification of successful
approaches that could be scaled up and replicated; third, the collation of case studies and evidence of
successful practice on a shared Panorama website of solutions for peer-to-peer learning and capacity
development; and fourth, commitments as part of the Promise of Sydney that signalled the intention of
governments and other organizations to accelerate implementation. He stated that the Congress had
emphasized the need to progress and not regress, and outlined the development of the new IUCN Green
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List of Protected and Conserved Areas standard as a mean to measure performance against Aichi
Biodiversity Target 11 quality parameters; to inspire a new generation of citizens who understood and
supported the conservation of nature; and to emphasize the solutions that nature and protected areas
provided in terms of meeting challenges such as climate change, which were the foundation of sustainable
development. Mr. Sandwith also summarized the eight streams of innovative approaches and cross-
cutting themes discussed at the Congress.

10. In the third presentation, Mr. Marcelo Goncalves de Lima of the United Nations Environment
Programme World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC) delivered a presentation entitled
“Integrating Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 elements data into a single, user friendly platform.” He
discussed the Protected Planet Report published in 2014 and summarized some of the data presented in
the report, including from the World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA), according to the different
elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. He also mentioned the different indicators developed under the
Biodiversity Indicator Partnership. He stated there were still some indicators missing for tracking the
different elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11, such as those for areas important for ecosystem
services.

ITEM2. COLLECTING AND SHARING INFORMATION AND DATA ON THE
STATUS OF AICHI BIODIVERSITY TARGETS 11 AND 12

11. Under this item, through a presentation entitled “Sub-regional Analysis of the Status of Aichi
Biodiversity Targets 11 & 12,” Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda of the SCBD provided an explanation of each of
the elements of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12: quantitative elements, areas important for
biodiversity, effective management, equitable management, ecological representation, connectivity and
integration into wider land- and seascapes, other effective area-based conservation measures, threatened
species, and conservation status of species in decline. He also presented global, subregional, and national
data, as available, for each of the nine elements of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12. The status of the
elements on integration and connectivity of protected areas into wider land- and seascapes is discussed in
Item 3 below. Describing the status of the remaining 8 elements would be very lengthy; therefore, for
illustrative purposes, one element was provided. For the quantitative aspects of Aichi Biodiversity Target
11, Mr. Gidda stated that the global objective of securing 17 per cent of terrestrial areas and 10 per cent of
coastal and marine areas as protected was close to being reached, as in 2014, globally, 15.4 per cent of
land and 8.4 per cent of coastal and marine areas up to 200 nautical miles were protected. At the
subregional level, the Caribbean had 13.9 per cent of land and 1.3 per cent of coastal and marine areas
protected in 2014. Mesoamerican had 24.4 per cent terrestrial and 2.7 marine areas protected and South
America had 16.1 per cent terrestrial and 0.2 per cent marine areas protected. Nationally, Venezuela had
the most terrestrial areas protected in 2014 with 53.8 per cent, followed by Nicaragua with 37.1 per cent
and Belize with 36.7 per cent. For coastal and marine areas, Colombia had the most area protected with
8.4 per cent, followed by Dominican Republic with 7.8 per cent and Ecuador with 7.3 per cent.

12. Following this, Mr. Gidda introduced the participants to the group exercise: national assessment
on the status, gaps, and opportunities for each element of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12.
Participants were split into three subregional groups (the Caribbean, Mesoamerica and South America) to
work on the country exercise for information sharing and peer-to-peer exchange on information that was
previously gathered through the questionnaire sent out to participants prior to the workshop. Participants
were asked to complete the assignment and submit it on the last day of the workshop. The outcomes of
this exercise are presented in annex |11 below.

13. At the end of the day, countries volunteered to present what they had completed up until that
point. For example, the participant from Saint Lucia presented on the quantitative elements, ecological
representativeness and areas important for biodiversity elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. In terms
of the quantitative element, he confirmed that the data in the WDPA was up-to-date for his country and
that in terms of gaps, they had not formally adopted system plans for protected areas. Also, the
representative from Guyana presented on the first five elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. For
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ecological representativeness, she stated that Guyana had recently completed a gap assessment which
explained where we should go to guide decisions for protection, sustainable use or other conservation
measures.

ITEM3. CAPACITY-BUILDING, AWARENESS RAISING, AND INTEGRATION OF
PROTECTED AREAS INTO WIDER LAND- AND SEASCAPES,
INCLUDING THROUGH TRANSBOUNDARY COLLABORATION AND
SHARED EXPERIENCES.

14. Under this item, Ms. Thora Amend of the German Corporation for International Cooperation
(GIZ) delivered a presentation entitled “Conservation of Nature: Governance and Equity”. She started
with a recap on governance issues addressed at the World Parks Congress. From the eight streams
addressed at the congress, stream 6 on diversity and quality of governance of protected areas was
discussed as well as stream 7 on respecting indigenous and traditional peoples. She discussed how
approaches to conservation had transitioned from “islands of protected areas” to more inclusive and
multifunctional protected areas over the past few decades. At many points in her presentation, she asked
guestions to participants, such as who had legal provisions for buffer zones. In this example, a participant
from Colombia responded they had legally designated buffer zones and they worked with municipalities
to not only define them but also for their management for a number of issues (connectivity, development,
etc.).

15. Following this discussion, Ms. Amend asked participants to complete an exercise in which they
were hypothetically either a manager of a protected area or a representative of an indigenous people or
local community. In this exercise, participants were split into subregional groups and then each group was
divided into two categories. Participants completed an assessment of their main objective and associated
elements of interest to fulfill that objective. Due to size constraints these matrices are not presented in this
report.

16. Following the exercise, Ms. Amend continued her presentation. Following up on the historical
perspectives, she stated there had also been a shift in paradigms for protected areas management: the park
agency was usually the one who pulled the strings, but all actors were tied together and so what we
decided in our management of protected areas would affect others. We were no longer working in the
“islands scenario”, so protected area managers were more aware of the issues they had to deal with and
the people they would affect. She discussed the transition from previous management styles to new ways
of management: development objectives and cultural and social objectives were now linked to protected
areas; the focus was not just on preservation and protection but also on restoration and rehabilitation; and
we had to not only address the issues that arise from the past, but we also had to look to the future
regarding what we needed our protected areas to do for our preservation. She encouraged participants to
try to bring protected areas management in line with the ecosystem approach. She mentioned the IUCN
governance manual and three different spheres of governance: diversity, quality, and vitality. She went
through the governance sphere, defined each category as it related to the IJUCN matrix and asked the
participants to elaborate on examples for each category. Participants were well engaged in the discussion
and provided a variety of examples for the different categories of diversity governance.

17. Following this, Ms. Cristina Vieira of the Association of Private Nature Reserves of Minas Gerais
delivered a presentation entitled “Contributions of the Brazilian Private Natural Heritage Reserves
(RPPNs) to Biodiversity Conservation in Brazil and Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12”.

18. Following this presentation, Mr. Hugo Chudyson Freire from the Federal Court of Accounts of
Brazil delivered a presentation on the Supreme Audit Institution (SAI) and the Coordinated Audit. He
stated that the SAI function was to evaluate the public expenses. It not only provided financial
information, but also performed audits. The collected information was meant to support decisions. The
United Nations resolution A/RES/69/228 recognized the role of SAI. In Brazil, the SAI was part of the
Federal Court of Accounts. Through the environment department, the SAI in Brazil included the
development of some processes for evaluation and products, including the “Tree of Problems” and the
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“Diagram of regulations”. Using one of the evaluation tools, the auditors had created a multidimensional
assessment with 13 indicators that could be graphically represented in a spider/radar chart. This could
help to conceptualize the strong and weak points of management for the protected areas. Mr. Freire asked
the audience a question: Which of you have contact with the audit organization of your country? Many
people raised hands. Therefore, he concluded that participants knew that it was not a negative process but
a way to help ameliorate the processes that did not work. He stated that there were quantitative and
qualitative aspects to the evaluation. Quantitatively, most countries had more than 17 of territory
protected. Qualitatively, a number of issues could be evaluated. For the governance indicator, he stated
that almost half of protected areas in the twelve countries examined by the audit did not have
management plans. For the biodiversity monitoring indicator, he stated that 50% of Brazil (156 federal
protected areas) did not carry out monitoring activities. For the human resources indicator, he stated that
13% (135 protected areas in Latin America) had no manager responsible for their management. He
concluded that all these indicator evaluations led to the undervaluation of the protected areas and their
underuse. As such, the main recommendations for the twelve studied countries in Latin American were
that they needed to establish mechanisms to ensure that the necessary resources were properly and
sustainably managed. He stated that the report recommended promoting local networking, both
institutional and non-governmental, in order to enhance environmental governance.

19. Following this, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda of the SCBD engaged the audience in a presentation
entitled “Global Environment Facility” (GEF). He began by asking participants a series of questions:
What is GEF? Why was it created? Where does the money come from? The audience answered the first
two questions well, but most did not know where the money for the GEF came from. In his presentation,
he discussed the history of how GEF came about and what individual or national entitlements were. He
reviewed the information presented in the Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 country dossiers as pertaining to
the GEF funding allocations per county and the categories they could access for funding. He discussed the
structure of the GEF allocations and that 32% (1.2 billion USD) went for biodiversity. For the
biodiversity allocations, he gave the breakdown of entitlements for the System of Transparent Allocation
of Resources (STAR), sustainable forest management, and other allocations. Six out of ten programmes
for funding under GEF were related to elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. He discussed how much
each country was entitled to, what the money could be used for and how to access the money. He stated
that in accessing the money you needed to take into consideration national priorities through a
prioritization workshop, decide which funding allocation should be used, decide which implementing
agency is best to approach, and develop the project identification form (PIF). He stated some key
take-home messages, including to get involved in revision of NBSAPs and see that Aichi Biodiversity
Targets 11 and 12 actions were included in the revised strategies; to get in touch with CBD and GEF
operational focal points and GEF implementing agencies appraised in COP 11 decision; to get involved in
prioritization workshops; to submit projects under STAR; and to visit the GEF website.

20. Following this presentation, Mr. Gidda delivered a presentation entitled “NBSAPs and
Sustainable Development Goals” in which he described how national biodiversity strategies and action
plans (NBSAPs) were the main national planning tool for biodiversity. He also stated that in the three
subregions attending this workshop, 10 countries had submitted revised NBSAPs fulfilling Aichi
Biodiversity Target 17; 24 countries had submitted fifth national reports indicating the current status of
biodiversity in their countries; and 17 countries had submitted POWPA action plans. Mr. Gidda reviewed
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and (sub)targets that related to implementation of Aichi
Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12 and gave some examples on how implementation of the Aichi
Biodiversity Targets would reinforce and result in achievement of related SDGs and (sub)targets.
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ITEM4. INPUTSTO THE TWENTIETH MEETING OF THE SUBSIDIARY BODY
ON SCIENTIFIC, TECHNICAL AND TECHNOLOGICAL ADVICE, TO
THE FIRST MEETING OF THE SUBSIDIARY BODY ON
IMPLEMENTATION AND TO THE THIRTEENTH MEETING OF THE
CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION

21. Under this item, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda of the SCBD delivered a presentation entitled “Priority
actions” in which he recapitulated national commitments as per COP 11 decision XI/24 and summarized
the process of formulating actions for the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12. He stated
in this process that country experts would look at existing national commitments for the achievement of
Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12 by 2020, as per their NBSAPs, POWPA action plans and other
national protected areas planning documents; they would assess through a matrix the status of
commitments for current projects, such as bilaterally funded projects and GEF-5 projects as they related
to the nine elements of the two targets; then, country experts would determine whether there was a gap
between what they had committed to do by 2020 and what they were currently doing in projects; and, last,
given a gap, country experts would develop focused priority actions to ensure the full implementation of
national commitments. These priority actions should be undertaken in the next five years and their
implementation would improve the existing status of the elements of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and
12 by 2020 at national, regional, and global levels. Further, he discussed where we were now in terms of
the guantitative elements and ecoregions coverage. Given this information on the current status, we knew
where we needed to go to achieve Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12. He also stated that we needed to
explore the feasibility of what could be achieved given the timeline and based on where we knew we
wanted to go. He emphasized that we should not repeat the past setting of unrealistic targets but set clear
goals and actions given our priorities and time period for implementation. We wanted quantitative
objectives, but without quality, quantity had no meaning; both kinds of actions needed to be set. Once we
set goals, we must make a very sincere and focused attempt to reach them. He stated that the exercise of
the next day regarding suggested recommendations to COP 13 was part of the ways and means of
addressing the problems of implementing Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12. At the end of this
presentation, participants were given a handout and asked to come to the morning session of the last day
with the last section on identifying focused priority actions completed. The outcomes of this exercise are
presented in annex IV below.

22. Following this, participants were given the opportunity to work in subregional groups and finish
of their priority actions list, with the support of their colleagues through peer-to-peer exchange of
information. At the end, in a session moderated by Mr. Trevor Sandwith of IUCN, each country presented
briefly one or two of their priority actions.

23. Following this exercise, Mr. Trevor Sandwith of IUCN delivered a group exercise and discussion
on formulating practical elements for a decision of COP 13. The outcomes of this exercise are presented
in annex V below.

ITEM 5. CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

24, Under this item, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda delivered closing remarks on behalf of the SCBD, and
Mr. Claudio Maretti, chair of the workshop, delivered a summary of the workshop. Participants then
adopted a draft of this report. Lastly, a workshop evaluation was carried out. The workshop was closed at
4 p.m. on Wednesday, 30 September 2015.
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1. Ms. Ruth Spencer
National Coordinator-GEF/SGP and ECMMAN
GEF Small Grants Program/ECMMAN Project
Environment Division
Antigua and Barbuda

2. Ms. Melisa Florencia Apellaniz

Asesor Tecnico, Grupo de Trabajo sobre
Conservacion de la Biodiversidad

Secretaria de Ambiente y Desarrollo Sustentable
Argentina

3. Ms. Stacy Lubin-Gray

Senior Environmental Officer
Ministry of Environment and Housing
Environment Science and Technology
Commission

Bahamas

4. Ms. Rasheda Garcia

Forest Officer

Forest Department

Ministry of Forestry and Fisheries
Belize

5. Mr. Alvero Nemo Baez Flores
Profesional en Gestion de Areas Protegidas
Direccion General de Biodiversidad y Areas
Protegidas

Ministerio de Medio Ambiente y Agua
Bolivia (Plurinational State of)

6. Mr. Ugo Eichler Vercillo
Director for Biodiversity
Species Department
Ministry for Environment
Brazil

7. Mr. André Luis Lima

Deputy Director of Protected Areas
Ministry of Environment

Brazil

8. Mr. Claudio Carrera Maretti

Instituto Chico Mendes de Conservacéao da
Biodiversidade (ICMBIo)

Brazil

9. Mr. Hugo Chudyson Araujo Freire
Audit

Federal Court of Accounts

Brazil

10. Ms. Sueli Ota
SEMA

Parana

Brazil

11. Mr. José Freire

Instituto Chico Mendes de Conservacéao da
Biodiversidade (ICMBio)

Brazil

12. Ms. Danielle Teixeira Tortarto
SEMA

Parana

Brazil

13. Ms. Gracie Abad Maximiano
SEMA

Parana

Brazil

14. Ms. Themis Piazzetta
SEMA

Parana

Brazil

15. Ms. Elaine Ferreira Souza Dantas
Audit

Federal Court of Accounts

Brazil

16. Mr. Emerson Antonio de Oliveira
Boticario Foundation for Nature Protection
Brazil

17. Ms. Pamela Fernandez Grossi

Geografo

Estado del Departamento de Areas Protegidas
Division de Recursos Naturales y Biovidersidad
Ministerio del Medio Ambiente

Chile
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18. Ms. Clara Lucia Matallana Tobon
Investigadora Adjunta

Programa de Gestion territorial de la
biodiversidad

Instituto Alexander von Humboldt
Colombia

19. Ms. Lucia Correa
Parques Nacionales Naturales
Colombia

20. Mr. Marco Vinicio Araya Barrantes
Coordinador

Programa de Costa Rica por Siempre
Ministerio de Ambiente

Costa Rica

21. Mr. José Luis Corvea Porras

Jefe del Grupo Técnico Nacional

Centro Nacional de Areas Protegidas
Ministerio de Ciencia, Technologica y Medio
Ambiente

Cuba

22. Mr. José Manuel Mateo Féliz
Director de Biodiversidad

Direccion de Biodiversidad

Ministerio de Medio Ambiente y Recursos
Naturales

Dominican Republic

23. Mr. Byron Alfredo Amaya Capelo
Técnico de la Unidad de Areas Protegidas
Direccion Nacional de Biodiversidad
Ministerio del Ambiente

Ecuador

24. Ms. Carolina del Carmen Avilés de Morales

Tecnica en Gestion de Areas Protegidas
Direccion General de Ecosistemas y Vida
Silvestre

Ministerio de Medio Ambiente y Recursos
Naturales

El Salvador

25. Mr. Roland Baldeo

National Marine Protected Area Coordinator
Fisheries Division

Ministry of Agriculture, Lands, Forestry,
Fisheries and Environment

Grenada

26. Ms. Dafne Edith Dominguez
Directora de Unidades de Conservacion
Consejo Nacional de Areas Protegidas
Guatemala

27. Ms. Denise Fraser
Deputy Commissioner
Protected Areas Commission
Guyana

28. Mr. Prenor Coudo

Assistant Director

National Agency of Protected Areas
Ministry of Environment

Haiti

29. Ms. Issmary Medina

Asesor Fecnico Despacho Ministerial
Secretaria de Energia, Recursos Naturales,
Ambiente y Minas

Honduras

30. Mr. Ignacio March
Director of Evaluation and Monitoring
Mexico

31. Ms. Marina Rosales Benites de Franco
Doctor

Direccion de Desarrollo Estrategius
Servicio Nacional de ANP por el Estado
Peru

32. Mr. Eavin Livingston Parry
Environmental Scientist

Department of Physical Planning and
Environment

Ministry of Sustainable Development
Saint Kitts and Nevis

33. Mr. Augustine Dominique

Manager of Protected Areas

Ministry of Sustainable Development, Energy,
Science and Technology

Saint Lucia

34. Mr. Fitzgerald Providence
Director of Forestry
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines



35. Mr. Eduardo Andres

Tecnico asesor

Division Biodiversidad

Direccion Nacional de Medio Ambiente
Uruguay

36. Mr. Tarsicio Granizo

Strategy on Protected Areas and Indigenous
Territories

Living Amazon Initiative

WWF Ecuador

37. Mr. John Tschirky
International Program Officer
American Bird Conservancy
United States of America

38. Ms. Cristina Weyland Vieira
President

Association of Private Nature Reserves of Minas

Gerais
Brazil

39. Ms. Thora Amend

Conservation in Indigenous lands and
Governance

Glz

Germany

40. Mr. Trevor Sandwith

Director

Global Protected Areas Programme
IUCN

41. Mr. Marcelo Concalves de Lima
Senior Programme Officer

Protected Areas Programme

World Conservation Monitoring Centre

42. Mr. Francisco Ramiro Batzin Chojoj
Director Ejecutivo

Asociacion Sotz’il

Guatemala

43. Ms. Edith Magnolia Bastidas Calderon
Abogada

Pueblo indigena de los Pastos

Red de Mujeres Indigenas sobre Biodiversidad
de América Latina

Colombia
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44, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda

Programme Officer

Science, Assessment and Monitoring
Secretariat of the Convention on Biological
Diversity

45. Ms. Leah Mohammed

Individual Contractor

Science, Assessment and Monitoring
Secretariat of the Convention on Biological
Diversity
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TIME MONDAY, 28 SEPTEMBER 2015

Annex 11
ORGANIZATION OF WORK
TUESDAY, 29 SEPTEMBER 2015

WEDNESDAY, 30 SEPTEMBER 2015

8:30 to 10:00 AM

OPENING OF THE MEETING

e Welcoming remarks

e  Election of chair

e Adoption of the agenda and
organization of work

Presentation

e Introduction to Targets 11 & 12 - CBD

CONSERVATION OF INDIGENOUS
LANDS, GOVERNANCE AND EQUITY
Presentations
e Regional overview - GIZ
e Partners: ARPEMG
e |LC perspectives

TARGET 11 QUANTIFIABLE ACTIONS
AND REGIONAL ROAD MAP
Group work
Posting of 3 actions and discussion of
commonalities

Report back

PM

Presentations

e  Subregional analysis - CBD
Group work

e Quantitative elements

e Ecoregions

e  Areas important for biodiversity
e Management effectiveness

LANDS, GOVERNANCE AND EQUITY
Group work continued

Report back
Report for each subregional group

e Promise of Sydney Group work Report for each subregional group
e Partners: UNEP-WCMC; WWF and
BirdLife
10:00 to 10:20 AM | Coffee break Coffee break Coffee break
10:20 AM to 12:00 STATUS OF TARGETS 11 CONSERVATION OF INDIGENOUS PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND

ALIGNMENT
Information presentations
e Integration with NBSAPs
e Country example
e Post-2015 development agenda
e GEF-6 funding
Question period after each presentation

12:00 to 1:00 PM

Lunch

Lunch

Lunch

1:00 to 2:40 PM

STATUS OF TARGETS 11
Group work
e Governance and equity
e Areas-based conservation measures
e Integration and connectivity
e  Threaten species

Information presentation
Coordinated Audit on Protected Areas of
Latin America

Open discussion: drafting a practical decision
Identifying focused actions and follow-up for
implementation, closing the gaps and moving
forward on opportunities

e Finalization of all elements

Report back
Report for each subregional group

Closing the gap for commitments: Areas of
action - CBD

Group work and homework
Identification of three actions

2:40 to 3:00 PM Coffee break Coffee break Coffee break
3:00 to 4:30 PM STATUS OF TARGETS 11 AND 12 TARGET 11 QUANTIFIABLE ACTIONS CLOSING OF THE MEETING
Group work Presentation e Final remarks

e Adoption of the workshop report
e  Workshop evaluation
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DRAFT COUNTRY TABLES OF THE STATUS, GAPS, AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR
ACHIEVING AICHI BIODIVERSITY TARGETS 11 AND 12

1. Argentina
Elementos de la Estado Lagunas Oportunidades
Meta 11
Aspectos Avanzado. Conforme a las metas -Proyecto Corredores Rurales y la

cuantitativos

10.79% del territorio
nacional.

2.8% superficie marina
protegida

Metas prioritarias
nacionales:

* Alcanzar el 13% de
sup.min. protegida del
territorio nacional, fijando
prioridades en funcidn del
porcentaje existente de
areas protegidas y su
conectividad,
endemismos, asi como
ecosistemas y especies
amenazadas, y un 4 % de
sup. min. protegida por
cada ecorregion.

* Alcanzar el 4% de
cobertura de proteccion
de zonas marinas y
costeras de los espacios
maritimos argentinos. Se
considera deseable
alcanzar un 10% de
superficies resguardadas
sobre la base de la Meta
de Aichi 11, a la que
Argentina interpreta
siempre aplicable a las
areas marinas protegidas
dentro de la jurisdiccién
nacional.

nacionales, la Argentina
deberia alcanzar:
- 2.21% terrestre
- 1.2% marino

Biodiversidad.

-Actualizacién ENB- metas
prioritarias 3,4,5.

-Sistema Federal de Areas
Protegidas

- Ley Nacional de Areas Protegidas
Marinas (N° 27.037) en 2014.

- Convenio entre la Administracion
de Parques Nacionales y el
Ministerio de Defensa de la Nacién
para la creacion de “Reservas
Naturales de la Defensa”, de gestion
compartida.

Representacion
ecologica

Ecorregiones
continentales: 15.

7 tienen
representatividad
satisfactoria (>15%), 6
han alcanzado (o estan
muy préximo a ello) el
4% de la superficie bajo
algun tipo de proteccion
(el 4% ha sido establecido
como el porcentaje de
superficie minima
protegida conforme a la
meta prioritaria nacional).

dos ecorregiones se

encuentran con una superficie

protegida insatisfactoria
(<4%).

- Proyecto Corredores Rurales y la
Biodiversidad.

- Actualizacion ENB - metas
prioritarias 3,4,5.

-Sistema Federal de Areas
Protegidas

- Ley Nacional de Areas Protegidas
Marinas (N° 27.037) en 2014.

- Convenio entre la APN y el
Ministerio de Defensa de la Nacion
para la creacion de “Reservas
Naturales de la Defensa”, de gestion
compartida.
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Areas Importantes
para la Biodiversidad

- 36% de las AICAs bajo
categoria area protegida.

Aspectos cualitativos. La
Argentina, en el marco de
actualizacion de la ENB,
ha establecido areas de
importancia para la
biodiversidad:
- Zonas en categoria rojo
y amarilla conforme al
OTBN
- Reservas Naturales de
la Defensa
- Monumentos Naturales.
- Reserva Natural
Educativa.
- Areas de importancia
para la conservacion de
pastizal
- Sitios Ramsar.
- Reservas de Biosfera.
- Territorio de pueblos
originarios y
comunidades campesinas.
- Corredores de
conservacion.
- Areas Clave para la
Conservacion de la
biodiversidad:
endemismaos, variabilidad
genética y composicién
de especies.
- Bienes de Patrimonio
Mundial.
- Ecosistemas y
elementos del paisaje
singulares o valorados por
razones diversas (por su
valor paisajistico,
espiritual, cultural,
educativo, cientifico, etc.)
- Areas que brindan
servicios ecosistemicos
como proteccidn de
cuencas, regulacion
hidrica, calidad
paisajistica, estabilidad
ambiental, entre otros

- 52% de las AICAs

identificadas en la Argentina

no posee ninguna figura de
proteccion legal

- 12% de las areas so6lo posee

una proteccion parcial.

- Ley de Bosques 26.331

- Actualizacion ENB

- Proyecto Incorporacién del Uso
Sustentable de la Biodiversidad en
tres ecorregiones Bosque Atlantico,
Yungas y Chaco

- Proyecto Corredores Rurales y la
Biodiversidad.

- Convenio entre la APN y el
Ministerio de Defensa de la Nacion
para la creacion de “Reservas
Naturales de la Defensa”, de gestion
compartida.

Areas
Importantes
para los
Servicios de
Ecosistemas

- Se ha llevado a cabo el
ordenamiento territorial
de bosques nativos
(OTBN), clasificando
zonas rojas y amarillas,
conforme a su
importancia en valor de

- Falta informacién sobre

valoracion ecoldgica cuali y
cuantitativa de las funciones

de los ecosistemas

-Ley de Bosques 26.331

-Proyecto Corredores Rurales y la
Biodiversidad.

- Actualizacion ENB. Objetivos: 1)
Definir areas de principal interés
para comenzar la valoracion
ecoldgica cuali y cuantitativa de las
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biodiversidad y brindar
servicios ecosistemicos

funciones de los ecosistemas; 2)
Establecer pautas y procedimientos
para la valoracidn ecoldgica
cualitativa y cuantitativa de las
funciones de los ecosistemas, para
avanzar hacia una valoracién
integrada de la biodiversidad y de
los bienes y servicios ecosistémicos
que de ella se derivan

Evaluacion de
eficacia de la gestion
y mejora

Implementacion de
mediciones de la
efectividad de la gestion
en areas protegidas
terrestres y marinas,
dentro del Sistema
Nacional de APs (APs
administradas por la
APN)

A nivel de jurisdiccion
provincial, se registran
algunas diferencias en cuanto
a la implementacion de
mediciones de efectividad de
la gestién en areas protegidas

- Actualizacion ENB. Objetivos: c)
Mejorar la gestion para llegar a un
50 % de las APs eficazmente
gestionadas, que incluya trabajar en
el logro de una gestion equitativa de
los costos y beneficios de la
existencia de las areas protegidas.
Se priorizaran las areas protegidas
maés vulnerables; d) Trabajar
en procura de un financiamiento
sustentable para al menos el 50 %
de las AP; f) Fortalecer el Sistema
Federal de Areas Protegidas
(SIFAP).

-Propuesta para avanzar hacia un
Plan Federal de Manejo Costero
Integrado

Gobernanza y
Equidad

- Las APN son tierras de
dominio estatal y
administrado en forma
directa por el organismo
a su cargo, la APN;
algunas parcelas dentro
de dichas unidades son
de propiedad privada,
individual o comunitaria
indigena.

- Las areas protegidas de
jurisdiccion provincial
son tierras fiscales del
correspondiente Estado
provincial, administradas
generalmente por el
6rgano competente en
materia ambiental;
también comprende
areas protegidas
municipales, de centros
cientifico-tecnolégicos
(universidades, Instituto
Nacional de Tecnologia
Agropecuaria, Consejo
Nacional de Ciencia y
Técnica, etc.), de ONG,
de particulares en
convenio con ONG o
con el érgano provincial
correspondiente y, en
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algunos casos, de
administracién mixta,
como las Reservas de
Biosfera y algunos de los
Sitios Ramsar.

Corredores y
conectividad

-Promocioén de la
conservacién de sitios de
valor medio de
conservacion pero de gran
importancia para la
conectividad de zonas de
alto valor de
conservacion, a través de
la promocion del uso
maltiple sustentable

Corredores

-Corredor verde
Misionero

-Corredor Gran Chaco
Argentino

-Corredor Ecorregional
Norandino Patagonico
-Corredor Yungas

-Ley de Bosques 26.331

-Proyecto Corredores Rurales y la
Biodiversidad.

-Proyecto Incorporacion del Uso
Sustentable de la Biodiversidad en
tres ecorregiones Bosque Atlantico,
Yungas y Chaco

La integracion en
paisajes terrestres y
marinos mas amplios

Reservas de Biosfera
Sitios RAMSAR

OTBN

Instrumentacion de
Nuevos parques
Nacionales con el modelo
de Reservas de Biosfera

Ordenamiento ambiental del
territorio que incorpore otros
ecosistemas ademas de los
bosques

-Ley de Bosques 26331
-Plan Nacional de Manejo de
Bosques con Ganaderia Integrada

Otras medidas de
conservacion eficaces
basadas en la zonas

Promocidn del uso
maltiple y sustentable de
la biodiversidad

-Proyecto Incorporacion del Uso
Sustentable de la Biodiversidad en
tres ecorregiones Bosque Atlantico,
Yungas y Chaco

-Plan Nacional de Manejo de
Bosques con Ganaderia Integrada

- Ley de Bosques 26331

Impedir la extincién
de especies
amenazadas
conocidas

Listas rojas Nacionales de
mamiferos y aves,
investigaciones sobre
reptiles, anfibios, base de
datos PlanEAR

21% mamiferos bajo
alguna categoria de
amenaza

29% anfibios bajo alguna
categoria de amenaza
78% lagartijas y
anfisbaenas bajo alguna
categoria de amenaza
36% de serpientes bajo
alguna categoria de
amenaza

64% de tortugas bajo
alguna categoria de

Existencia de vacios de
informacién sobre estado de
conservacion en
Invertebrados, peces, algunas
plantas

-Proyecto Fortalecimiento de la
gobernanza para la proteccion de la
biodiversidad mediante la
formulacion e implementacion de la
Estrategia Nacional sobre Especies
Exoticas Invasoras

- Programa Nacional de
Conservacion de Especies
Amenazadas

- Proyecto Pampa Azul

- Programa Nacional para la
Conservacion del Petrel Gigante del
Sur o Petrel Gigante Comun
(Macronectes giganteus)

-Plan de Accidn Nacional para la
Conservacion y el Manejo de
Condrictios

-Plan de Accién Nacional para
Reducir la Interaccion de Aves con
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amenazas
0% caimanes bajo alguna
categoria de amenaza
26% de aves bajo alguna
categoria de amenaza

Pesquerias.
-Plan de conservacion y uso
Sustentable de la Vicufa

Mejorar el estado de
conservacion de
especies en
disminucion

Misma informacién de
arriba

Misma informacion de arriba

-Experiencias de Sistema de
monitoreo participativo con
comunidades locales y de pueblos
originarios.

-Proyecto Incorporacion del Uso
Sustentable de la Biodiversidad en
tres ecorregiones Bosque Atlantico,
Yungas y Chaco

-Proyecto Corredores Rurales y la
Biodiversidad

-Apendice Il CITES (Palo Santo)
Plan de manejo del Loro Hablador
-Observatorio Nacional sobre
Biodiversidad

2. Bahamas

Element of
Targets 11 and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Quantitative
elements: terrestrial

7.5 million acres (3 million
hectares) of land, nearshore

Biodiversity data is
scattered throughout various

BNGIS Project. BEST as a
clearing-house

representation

nearshore area
protected Marine
e Mangroves
e Bahamian pine
mosaic

and marine and marine environment. This | agencies, and not necessarily
has exceeded the 2.5 million in an orderly fashion
hectares goal
Ecological e 17% marine and e Target projection of

(10%) 2.5 million
hectares under the GEF
FSP on marine protected
areas (MPAs). The
Bahamas has exceeded
this and the project has
reached 3million
hectares

e The Bahamas has a CEO
endorsed project Pine
Islands -
Forest/Mangrove
Innovation and
Integration: 15%new
protected areas and
coverage unprotected
ecosystems
(conservation forests and
forest reserves.
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Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for
ecosystem services

e [BAs

¢ In the country dossier, 2
of the 3 IBAs are now
protected (Joulter Cays
and Graham’s Habour)

Management
effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

There has been some
completed METT assessments
for protected areas (PAS) in
2008 and 2015

There needs to be an
updated METT

METT assessments for all new
parks declared under the GEF
FSP on MPAs which should be
closing shortly. This would
include 27 National Parks, 4
Marine Reserves. In 2015, there
were 2 newly designated National
Parks, and they can go through
the METT assessment

Governance and
equity

There are a few regulations
and Legislation. The BNT
Act, The Fisheries Act,
Wildlife Trade Act etc

There is law to protect
certain species and to decide
the management and
governance for protected
areas and reserves, but this
should include land use
plans.

Issues can arise if various
Ministries propose
Legislation that may
counteract with other
legislation, or ‘encroach on
territory” that is Governed
by another Act.

New legislation proposed by the
Ministry of Environment and
Housing (still in Cabinet in Draft)
form. Not for
circulation/discussion.
Formulation of a Land Use Plan
(this ihas been done for some
islands) and this can take form
under the developing National
Development Plan. Also the
sustainable Exuma Project can be
replicated in various islands.

Connectivity and
corridors

There are large expanses of
marine and terrestrial areas
that are protected, but they
are not necessarily
connected

New projects should include
projects that take into account
areas that are need of corridors

Integration into
wider land and
seascapes

Other effective area
based conservation
measures

Extinction of
known threatened
species is prevented

Bahamas Oriole and and
Jamaican Petrel CR

Rock Iguana,

Hawksbill turtle

There is little to no
protection in the habitat area
of the Oriole, which is
Central and South Andros.

Rock iguana habitat on
Andros is well protected
within the West Side
National Park, but the
habitats of the remaining 6
subspecies are not.

e Research efforts will
give important
information on
population dynamics and
provide baseline
information for future
conservation efforts and
projects.

e Created Booby Cay
National Park, San
Salvador National Park
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System, Bight of Acklins
National Park to help
protect their habitat.
Also developed a
Management Plan for the
Andros West Side
National Park which is
home to the Andros
Rock Iguana. Zoning
within the Park allows
for greater habitat
protection for the
species. Also removed
IAS on key habitat areas
like Sandy Cay and
Allen Cay.

e There is Legislation
banning the harvesting of
marine turtles

Conservation status
of species in
declined is
improved

3. Belize

Element of Targets
11 and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Quantitative
elements: terrestrial

Terrestrial: 35.8% protected

Management effectiveness
-finances

Improve management
effectiveness of the protected

representation

1. Peten Veracruz Moist
Forest

2. Belizean Pine Forest

3. Yucatan Moist Forest

4. Belizean Coast and
Belizean Reef Mangroves

14 broad ecosystem types and
68 ecosystem types

90% of Belize’s recognized
ecosystems that more than 10%
representation in protected

Representation: Abyssal,
Bathyal and Mesopalegic
within the National
Protected Areas System

Underrepresentation of
rivers within the protected
areas system

and marine -data areas system
-personnel -establishment of protected
areas administrative body
-revision of legislation
-implement recommendations
Marine: 19.8% protected with Have at least 3.3% of under the rationalization
6.7% As replenishment or no- marine areas under exercise report
take zones protection as -standardize, fee collection,
replenishment/no-take administration and re-
zones distribution in the protected
Increase replenishment areas system
zones
(NRZEP)
Ecological 4 global ecoregions: Caribbean Open Sea Increase representation within

protected areas and
specifically within no-take
zones

Improve management of
marine resources particularly
within no-take zones
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areas.

60% of ecosystems have 30% or
more representation

Caribbean Open Sea: Abyssal
not represented;

0.2% Bathyal 2.9%
Mesopalegic in PAs

Avreas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for
ecosystem services

6 Key Biodiversity Areas

recognized:

1. Freshwater Creek Forest
Reserve

2. Spanish Creek Wildlife
Santuary

3. Chiquibul National Park

e

Vaca Forest Reserve

5. Maya Mountain Forest
Reserve

6. Colombia Forest Reserve

Management of these key
biodiversity areas using
landscape management

Lack of or outdated
management plans for Key
biodiversity areas

Absence of formal
management for proper
management of areas

To increase management
effectiveness through

1: Supporting Forest
Protection and Sustainable
Forest Management Activities
in Key Biodiversity Areas

2: Promoting Effective
Management of Key
Biodiversity Areas (KBAS)
and

3: Institutional Strengthening
and Capacity-Building for
Enhanced Enforcement of
Environmental Regulations

Management
effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

A Management Effectiveness
Exercise was conducted for both
marine and terrestrial protected
areas in 2009

Implementation of some
recommendations coming
from the management
effectiveness assessment

Capacity for small
community based
organizations to conduct
management effectiveness
assessment as a tool for
improving management

Source funding to increase
capacity to increase
management effectiveness

Governance and
equity

Agencies with responsibility for
PA management:

Belize Forest Dept.

Belize Fisheries Dept.

Institute of Archaeology

Lands Department
Non-Governmental
Organizations (NGOs)

Private Land Owners

Sharing of information

Ensuring management fits
in with national targets and
direction

Increase coordination among
PA management units

Establishment of one PA
administrative structure which
incorporates all categories of
PA management

Connectivity and
corridors

Is a part of the Meso-American
Biological Corridor/Selva Maya

Established the Central Belize
Wildlife Corridor

Working on establishing the
Northern Corridor as well as
Southern Corridor

Is not protected but is
designated as a corridor

More information on
importance as a corridor is
needed as well as a better
means of managing data

Greater public awareness of
the importance and function of
the corridor for the general
public since a large part of the
corridor is not legally
protected and therefore
requires buy-in from land
owners to be maintained

Removal of negative incentive
where higher land taxes are
charge for landowners where
development does not occur
on the land
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Integration into
wider land and
seascapes

National Land Use Policy
National Integrated Water
Resources Authority
Agriculture Policy
National Tourism Strategy

There are a number of policies
and strategies that have been
developed with the input of key
stakeholders that promotes
landscape and seascape
management of natural
resources

Communication, data
sharing and data
management remains a
challenge as well as
limited resources to
execute strategies

Source funds for
implementation of strategies
and plans

Public awareness to get public
support and buy-in

Other effective area
based conservation
measures

Community Forestry
Agroforestry project
Co-management

Is currently a pilot in one
forest reserve and needs to
be broadened to other
areas

Further roll out of agroforestry
activities

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

Belize has a total of 105
globally threatened species (11
critically endangered, 31
endangered, 63 vulnerable and
55 not threatened

Data

Data management
coordination
Finances

Other resources for
management

Conduct research activities to
collect data needed to make
better management decisions
with regard to conservation of
threatened species

Conservation status
of species in declined

White-lipped Peccary
Scarlet Macaw

Financial capacity to
conduct monitoring and

Source funding to carry out
necessary activites

is improved Curassow enforcement activities to
Hicatee reduce decline of these
Yellow Head Parrot species
Harpey Eagle
Solitary Eagle Public awareness has also
Crested Eagle been sighted as a key
component of addressing
the conservation of these
species
4. Brazil
Elemle f gﬁnge;rgets Status Gaps Opportunities

Quantitative
elements: terrestrial

17.2% of terrestrial land
1.5% of marine and costal

Incorporate other
categories of officially

Incorporate private land
into PA system.

and marine area protected areas such as Incorporate other
Permanent Protection categories of officially
Areas, legal reserves, and | protected areas such as
indigenous lands with Permanent Protection
native vegetation into PA | Areas, legal reserves, and
system. indigenous lands with
Increase marine areas. native vegetation into PA
system
GEF projects to increase
the PA.
Ecological There is no systematic Ecological representation | Update the National

representation

analysis about ecological
representation.

lack analyses.

Priority Areas for
Biological Conservation,
Sustainable Use and
Benefit Sharing
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Development of a
protocol to ecological
representation analyses.

Areas important for
biodiversity

National Priority Areas for
Biological Conservation,
Sustainable Use and Benefit
Sharing updated in 2007

Update the National
Priority Areas

Update the National
Priority Areas in progress.

Avreas important for
ecosystem services

There is no national
assessment about important
areas for ecosystem services.

Identify important areas
for ecosystem services

Increase of the private
sector interest on this
matter.

Management The National PAs are Establish a regular A new methodology

effectiveness regularly submitted to assessment for all PAs. (SAMGe) is been

assessment(s) effectiveness assessment. developed to assess all PA
in Brazil.

Improvement(s)

Governance and The national law establishes Establish council for all It is process the regulation

equity local councils for each PA. PAs. of the new Biodiversity

Strengthen the council
work and the society
engagement.

Law. It is promoting a
general consultation to
local communities.

Connectivity and
corridors

Law foresees the ecological
corridors. Only few have been
created.

Regulation of the
ecological corridors

Work together with States
and Counties

Integration into
wider land and
seascapes

Brazil has a lot of spatial
analysis tools, as Ecological
Economic Zonation, Priority
Areas, Basin Planning and a
Strategic Plan for National
Protected Areas (2006).

The Strategic Plan for
National Protected Areas
must be updates and
coordinated with the other
spatial planning efforts.

A National Strategy for
protected areas is in
development.

Other effective area
based conservation
measures

There other categories of
officially protected areas such
as Permanent Protection
Avreas, legal reserves, and
indigenous lands with native
vegetation out of the PA
system

A National registry of legal
reserve in private rural land is
in process.

Methodology and strategy
to integrate these areas to
the PA system

The National Strategy for
protected areas in
development will define
how these areas can be
integrated into the PA
system.

The native forest in
private land are been
identify to be integrated to
the PA system.

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

From 2009 to 2014 the Brazil
proceeded the risk of
extinction assessment for all
vertebrates and thousands of
plants and invertebrates. The
new red list has 3.286 species.
862 threatened species have
action plans, and several of
them are presented at
protected areas.

Full information about the
occurrence at protected
areas.

Develop Action Plans or
other protection measures
for all threatened species.

Increase the knowledge
about threatened species
in protected areas
Develop action plans and
other instruments to
protect these species with
the support of GEF
projects.

Conservation status
of species in declined
is improved

The new red list has one
species Extinct in the Wild
(EW) and 785 species
critically endangered (CR).

Develop Action Plans or
other protection measures
for all threatened species.

Develop action plans and
other instruments to
protect these species with
the support of GEF
projects.




UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2015/2/3

Page 21
5. Bolivia
Elementos de la Estado Lagunas Oportunidades
Meta 11
Aspectos Las 22 Areas Protegidas de Aln falta consolidar la El Estado Plurinacional de

cuantitativos

Interés Nacional en el Estado
Plurinacional de Bolivia
representan aproximadamente
el 17% del territorio nacional,
con administracion y en
gestion, considerando las
Areas protegidas
subnacionales el estado actual
de representatividad es el
optimo.

gestion de las Areas
Protegidas
Subnacionales

Representacion
ecologica

En el Estado Plurinacional las
12 ecorregiones estan
representadas

Aun se debe ampliar las
coberturas en las
ecorregiones

Bolivia a Planteado en la
Agenda 2025 la
Consolidacién de un Sistema
Plurinacional de Areas
Protegidas. Sistema que estara
acompafado de un nuevo
marco juridico y técnico,
contemplara ajustes a la
representacion ecologica,
identificacion y
reconocimiento estatal de las
areas importantes para la
Biodiversidad

Las &reas Importantes
para la Biodiversidad

Areas Importantes
para las funciones
ambientales.

El Estado Plurinacional de
Bolivia en el marco de una
nueva politica basada en el
Vivir Bien esta en proceso de
ajustar y revisar las areas
Importantes para la
Biodiversidad

El Estado Plurinacional de
Bolivia esté desarrollando e
implementando procesos
basados en la No
mercantilizacion de los
Recursos de la Biodiversidad
para el vivir bien basado en
las funciones ambientales que
cumplen las areas protegidas

AdUn existen procesos en
pleno desarrollo
(Técnicos, legales)

Elaboracion de un nuevo
andlisis de representatividad y
una ESTRATEGIA DE
BIODIVERSIDAD

El estado Plurinacional de
Bolivia esta en Plena

Implementacién de la Ley
Marco de la Madre Tierra

Evaluacién de la
eficacia de la Gestion

Plan Maestro para la gestion
de las Areas Protegidas
elaborado / Planes de Manejo/
Planes de Financiero

Ajustar en el marco de la
ley de la Madre Tierra

Un Sistema Plurinacional de
Avreas Protegidas Consolidado

Gobernaza y Equidad

El Estado Plurinacional esta
desarrollando procesos de
Gobernaza en el marco de la
Constitucidn Politica del
Estado y la Ley de la Madre
Tierra para el Vivir Bien

Ajustar el Marco
Normativo de Areas
Protegidas.

Mayor involucramiento de la
poblacion local en la gestion
de las &reas protegidas.

Corredores y
Conectividad

No estan establecidos con
norma

El estado Plurinacional de
Bolivia esté en proceso de
desarrollo de implementacion
de los Sistemas de Vida para
la conservacion de los
recursos de la Biodiversidad.

Desarrollar normativa
correspondiente

Desarrollo de normativa
complementaria

Mejorar la gestién del
territorio

Mejorar la gestién del
territorio y los recursos de la
Biodiversidad
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La integracion en
paisajes terrestres y
marinos mas amplios

No esta considerado, porque
no se tiene areas marinas

No esta considerado,
porque no se tiene areas
marinas

No esta considerado, porque
no se tiene areas marinas

Otras medidas de
conservacion basadas
en la zona

No se ha considerado otra
medida de conservacion

No se ha considerado
otra medida de
conservacion

No se ha considerado otra
medida de conservacion

Impedir la extincién
de especies
amenazadas
conocidas

Se ha desarrollado una
estrategia de especies
amenazadas en APs se han
priorizado 42 spp

Falla incorporar a las
areas protegidas
subnacionales

Mejora del estado de spp.

Mejorar el estado de

No se han considerado

No se han considerado

No se han considerado

conservacion de acciones acciones acciones
especies en
disminucion
6. Chile
Elemento de los Estado Lagunas Oportunidades
objetivos 11y 12
Elementos 19,5% protegido en el &ambito | De las 13 eco-regiones Creacién de 5 nuevas areas

cuantitativos:
terrestres y marinos

terrestre

terrestres presentes en
Chile), 5 de ellas se
encuentran bajo 5% de
proteccion.

terrestres protegidas,
priorizando aquellas localizadas
en las eco-regiones: Matorral
de Chile Central y Desierto de
Atacama

4,3% protegido en el &mbito
marino

De las 7 eco-regiones
marinas, 6 se encuentran
con niveles de
proteccion menores al
1% de su superficie total

Creacion de 5 nuevas areas
marinas protegidas, priorizando
aquellas localizadas en las eco-
regiones Isla de Pascua,
Humboldtiana y Juan
Fernandez y Desventuradas
Elaborada recientemente
Estrategia de Conservacion
Marina e Islas Oceanicas

Representacion
ecologica

Las eco-regiones con mejores
niveles de representatividad
en el ambito terrestre
corresponden a: Bosques
subpolares de nothofagus
(53%), Bosques templados de
la I. Juan Fdez (30%),
Bosques Subtropicales de
Hola ancha de Rapa Nui
(27%), Estepa de la Patagonia
(13%), Hielo y roca (99%),
Bosques Templados de
Valdivia (19%) y Puna Arida
de Los Andes Centrales
(11%).

Una eco-regién marina en
Chile: de Isla de Pascua y
Salas y Gémez (20%) posee
un nivel adecuado de
representatividad, la cual
comprende el 99% de la
superficie protegida en el
ambito marino (Parque

A pesar de la alta
concentracion de areas
protegidas en el ambito
terrestre - las que cubren
practicamente el 20%
del territorio nacional
continental e insular-
todavia persisten
importantes vacios de
representatividad para
un nimero importante
de ecosistemas
terrestres.

La distribucion por
ecosistemas no es
homogénea ya que mas
del 80% de las areas
corresponde a
ecosistemas terrestres.

4 eco-regiones terrestres
con bajisimos niveles de
representatividad en el
ambito terrestre

En etapa final elaboracion de
Plan de Accion Nacional de AP
(2015-2030) cuyo propdsito es
contar con SNAP creado,
ecoldgica y territorialmente
representativo de la
biodiversidad del pais, terrestre
y acuético, marino y
continental, publico y privado,
socialmente participativo y
equitativo, gestionado de forma
eficaz y eficiente, asegurando la
preservacion, conservacion y
uso sostenible del patrimonio
natural y cultural que sus areas
alberguen.

En construccion portafolio de
creacion de AP terrestres y
marinas en el marco el Comité
Nacional de Areas Protegidas y
mantener (c/4 afios) un
portafolio priorizado de
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Marino Motu Motiro Hiva,
con 15.000.000 ha).

corresponden a:
Matorral de Chile
Central (1,2%), Desierto
de Atacama (1,6%),
Bosques Templados de
las Islas San Félix-San
Ambrosio (0%) y Puna
de Los Andes Centrales
(0%).

Marcada asimetria en la
proteccion de las eco-
regiones marinas, solo
una cumple con un nivel
de representatividad
adecuado, las restantes 6
regiones ecologicas
marinas se encuentran
practicamente sin
proteccion; a saber:
Humboldtiana,
Araucana, Chile Central,
Chiloense, Canales y
Fiordos, y Juan
Fernandez y
Desventuradas.

creacion y ampliacion de AP,
terrestres y marinas, para
avanzar en el logro de las metas
de representatividad
ecosistémica a nivel nacional.
En elaboracion mapa de areas
alto valor de conservacion de la
BD de nivel nacional, para
orientar la toma de decisiones
en relacion a completar vacios
de representatividad a nivel de
ecorregiones terrestres y
marinas.

Declarar formalmente las
nuevas AP del SNAP
(tramitacion de decretos, toma
de razon en Contraloria General
de la Republica y publicacion
en Diario Oficial)

Areas de
importancia para la
biodiversidad

Se han reconocido 338 sitios
prioritarios para la
conservacion de la
Biodiversidad con un
marcado sesgo terrestre, los
cuales se distribuyen en todo
el territorio Nacional (14
millones de hectéreas)

Muchos de ellos no
cuentan con proteccion
oficial o con medidas
para conservar y
proteger los valores de
biodiversidad que
albergan

En ejecucion consultoria para
definir metodologia que
permita revisar regionalmente
los SP, a objeto de dar mayor
conectividad y fortalecer el
SNAP
Ingresado (junio 2014) al
Congreso Nacional Proyecto de
Ley que crea el Servicio de
Biodiversidad y Areas
Protegidas (P de ley SBAP)

En proceso ejercicio para la
identificacion de sitios
prioritarios para la
conservacion de la
biodiversidad en el ambito

marino, principalmente en las

regiones ecoldgicas marinas:

Humboldtiana, Araucana y de

Chile Central.

Inexistencia de mapa de
areas alto valor de
conservacion de la BD
de nivel nacional, para
orientar la toma de
decisiones en relacién a
completar vacios de
representatividad a nivel
de ecorregiones marinas.

Estrategia de Conservacion
Marina e Islas Oceéanicas

Plan de Accion Nacional de AP
Proyecto de ley SBASP

Inventario Nacional de
Humedales: identificacion y
extension de los diferentes
cursos y cuerpos de agua
existentes en Chile (1,4

millones de hectareas, en mas

de 40 mil unidades)
83 mil hectareas de
humedales en areas
protegidas

100 mil hectareas en 13 sitios

Ramsar que protegen

Implementacion de
sistema de seguimiento
ambiental de humedales
y para la planificacion
territorial

En elaboracion Plan de accién
Nacional de la Estrategia de
Humedales (2015-2030)




UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2015/2/3

Page 24

ecosistemas acuaticos
continentales

Areas importantes
para servicios de los
ecosistemas

Identificacion de Ecosistemas
Hidricos y/o Unidades
Hidricas Proveedoras de
Servicios Ecosistémicos de
relevancia para la region.
Diagnéstico de la gestion de
los recursos hidricos (2011).
Estimacion del valor
econémico de los servicios
ecosistémicos del SNAP

Evaluaciones de
efectividad de
gestion

Mejora

De las 161 areas protegidas el
57% cuenta con plan de
manejo, un 36% no tiene plan
de manejo y un 8% esta en
proceso de elaboracion.
Adicionalmente, existen areas
gue cuentan con instrumentos
de manejo pero éstos no se
implementan por falta de
recursos y personal.

En el marco del proyecto
GEF SNAP se han
desarrollado numerosas
actividades que han apuntado
a mejorar la efectividad del
manejo de las areas
protegidas de nuestro pais,
entre ellas cabe destacar:
Estrategia para la
sostenibilidad financiera del
SNAP

Aplicacion de estandares
abiertos para la planificacion
del manejo en Iniciativas de
Conservacion Privada y
AMCP de mltiples usos
Valoracion econémica
detallada de las areas
protegidas de chile
Capacitacién del personal
clave de los subsistemas del
SNAP y de las AP para un
manejo costo- eficiente y la
reduccion de las amenazas a
la biodiversidad
Fortalecimiento de la
metodologia para la
planificacién del manejo,
gestion financiera y
monitoreo y evaluacion,
realizado tanto para las AP
del SNASPE

Programa de sensibilizacion
nacional y regional sobre el
SNAP

Implementacion parcial
de planes de manejo.
Inexistencia de planes de
manejo principalmente
en AMP y SN

Aplicacion de metodologia de
estandares abiertos para los
proyectos de conservacién en
areas protegidas (publicas,
privadas y marinas).

Ejecucién actual de evaluacion
de efectividad de manejo del
conjunto de las AP del sistema
(METT), como apoyo a la toma
de decisiones y mejoramiento
continuo del mismo
(periédicamente c/5 afios)
Financiamiento de 800 millones
de pesos por parte del FNDR
para mejorar la gestion AMCP
Isla Grande de Atacama
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Nueva Plataforma de
Informacion del Sistema de
Areas Protegidas de Chile:
registro nacional de areas
protegidas

Gobernanza y
equidad

En Chile se desarrollan solo
dos esquemas de gobernanza;
una gobernanza por parte del
gobierno y otra gobernanza
por parte de propietarios
privados y organizaciones
privadas

Inexistencia de un marco
regulatorio que permita
desarrollar esquemas de
Gobernanza compartida
y Gobernanza por parte
de pueblos indigenas y/o
comunidades locales.

Ingresado al Congreso
Nacional Proyecto de Ley que
crea el SBAP

Conectividad y
corredores

Inicio del Proyecto GEF
Corredores: Protegiendo la
Biodiversidad y Multiples
Servicios Ecosistémicos en
Corredores Biologicos de
Montafia, en el Ecosistema
Mediterraneo de Chile, cuyo
proposito es la proteccion y
conservacion de los
corredores bioldgicos de
montafia Mediterranea.

Aplicacion a escala piloto de la
ley de distritos de conservacion
de suelos, aguas y bosques,
para proteger los CB

Ingresado al Congreso Nacional
Proyecto de Ley que crea el
SBAP

Mencién legal del concepto
Corredor Biologico en la ley
de Bosque Nativo

No se aplica la ley de
bosques en tema
corredores bioldgicos
para la construccion el
SNAP basado en
conectividad

Ingresado al Congreso Nacion