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GLOSSARY

AZEs Alliance for Zero Extinction sites

CEPF Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund

EBSA Ecologically or Biologically Significant Marine Area

EEZ Exclusive Economic Zone

GCF Green Climate Fund

GD-PAME Global Database on Protected Area Management Effectiveness

GEF Global Environment Facility

IBA Important Bird and Biodiversity Area

ICCAs Indigenous and Community Conserved Area Area (may also be referred to as

territories and areas conserved by Indigenous peoples and local communities or
“territories of life”)

IPLC Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities
KBA Key Biodiversity Area

MEOW Marine Ecosystems of the World

MPA Marine Protected Area

NBSAP National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan
OECM Other Effective Area-Based Conservation Measures
PA Protected Area

PAME Protected Area Management Effectiveness
PPA Privately Protected Area

PPOW Pelagic Provinces of the World

ProtConn Protected Connected land indicator

SOC Soil Organic Carbon

TEOW Terrestrial Ecosystems of the World
WDPA World Database on Protected Areas
WD-OECM World Database on Other Effective Area-Based Conservation Measures
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Disclaimer

The designations employed and the presentation of material in this dossier do not imply
the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the Convention
on Biological Diversity (SCBD) or United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)
concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or
concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. The information contained in
this publication do not necessarily represent those of the SCBD or UNDP.

This country dossier is compiled by the UNDP and SCBD from publicly available
information. It is prepared, within the overall work of the Global Partnership on Aichi
Biodiversity Target 11, for the purpose of attracting the attention of the Party concerned
and other national stakeholders to facilitate the verification, correcting, and updating of
country data. The statistics might differ from those reported officially by the country due to
differences in methodologies and datasets used to assess protected area coverage and
differences in the base maps used to measure terrestrial and marine area of a country or
territory. Furthermore, the suggestions from the UNDP and SCBD are based on analyses of
global datasets, which may not necessarily be representative of national policy or criteria
used at the national level. The analyses are also subject to the limits inherent in global
indicators (precision, reliability, underlying assumptions, etc.). Therefore, they provide
useful information but cannot replace analyses at a national level nor constitute a future
benchmark for national policy or decision-making.

The preparation of this dossier was generously supported by: the Government of the
Federal Republic of Germany, Deutsche Gesellschaft fiir Internationale Zusammenarbeit
(GIZ) GMbH; the European Commission; the Government of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland; and the Government of Japan (Japan Biodiversity Fund). The
dossier does not necessarily reflect their views.

This publication may be reproduced for educational or non-commercial purposes without
special permission from the copyright holders, provided acknowledgement of the source is
made. The SCBD and UNDP would appreciate receiving a copy of any publications that use
this document as a source.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This document provides information on the coverage of protected areas (PAs) and other
effective area-based conservation measures (OECMs), as currently reported in global
databases (the World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) and World Database on Other
Effective Area-Based Conservation Measures (WD-OECM)). It also includes details on the
status of the other qualifying elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 based on this data.
These statistics might differ from those reported officially by countries due to difference in
methodologies and datasets used to assess protected area coverage, differences in the base
maps used to measure terrestrial and marine area of a country or territory, or if global
datasets differ from the criteria and indicators used at the national level. This dossier also
provides a summary of commitments made under Aichi Biodiversity Target 11, and a
summary of potential opportunities regarding elements of the target for future planning.

The dossier has been developed in consultation with the UN Environment Programme
World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC), which manages the WDPA, WD-
OECM and Global Database on Protected Area Management Effectiveness (GD-PAME).

Parties to the CBD are requested to contact protectedareas@unep-wcmc.org with any
updates to the information in these databases.

Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 Elements: Current status and opportunities
for action

Coverage - Terrestrial & Marine
o Status: as of May 2021, terrestrial coverage in Russian Federation is 1,932,706.7
km?2 (11.5%) and marine coverage is 172,138.7 km? (2.2%).

e Opportunities for action: opportunities for the near-term include updating the
WDPA with any unreported PAs and reporting OECMs to the WD-OECM (nationally
reported coverage for all areas under legal protection may have already surpassed
25%). In the future, focus on relatively intact areas, while addressing the elements
in the following sections, could be considered when planning new PAs or OECMs.

Ecological Representativeness— Terrestrial & Marine
e  Status: Russian Federation contains 52 terrestrial ecoregions, 14 marine
ecoregions, and 3 pelagic provinces: the mean protected coverage by reported PAs
and OECMs is 16.0% (terrestrial), 2.3% (marine), and 0.1% (pelagic); 2 terrestrial
ecoregions and 2 pelagic provinces have no coverage by reported PAs and OECMs.

e  Opportunities for action: there is opportunity for Russian Federation to increase
protection in terrestrial and marine ecoregions and pelagic provinces that have
lower levels of coverage by PAs or OECMs. Ecoregions which currently have no
coverage by PAs or OECMs are key areas for action.



https://www.protectedplanet.net/en/thematic-areas/wdpa?tab=WDPA
https://www.protectedplanet.net/en/thematic-areas/oecms?tab=OECMs
https://www.protectedplanet.net/en/thematic-areas/protected-areas-management-effectiveness-pame?tab=Results
mailto:protectedareas@unep-wcmc.org
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Areas Important for Biodiversity
e  Status: Russian Federation has 800 Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs): the mean
protected coverage of KBAs by reported PAs and OECMs is 25.7%, while 384 KBAs
have no coverage by reported PAs and OECMs.

e  Opportunities for action: there is opportunity for Russian Federation to increase
protection of KBAs that have lower levels of coverage by PAs and OECMs; priority
could be given to those with no current coverage.

Areas Important for Ecosystem Services
e  Status: coverage of areas important for ecosystem services: In Russian Federation,
9.9% of aboveground biomass carbon, 10.9% of belowground biomass carbon,
11.1% of soil organic carbon, 2.1% of carbon stored in marine sediments is covered
by PAs and OECMs.

e  Opportunities for action: for carbon, there is opportunity for Russian Federation
to increase PA and OECM coverage in both marine and terrestrial areas with high
carbon stocks. Protecting areas with high carbon stocks secures the benefits of
carbon sequestration in the area.

e  For water, there is opportunity to increase the area of the water catchment under
protection by PAs and OECMs, or in cases where there is high levels of protection,
focus on effective management for these areas. Protecting the current area of
forested land and potentially reforesting would have benefits for improving water
security.

Connectivity and Integration
e  Status: coverage of protected-connected lands is 1.9%.

e Opportunities for action: there is opportunity for a targeted increase in connecting
PAs or OECMs and to focus on PA and OECM management for enhancing and
maintaining connectivity. Improving connectivity increases the effectiveness of PAs
and OECMs and reduces the impacts of fragmentation.

e Aswell, arange of suggested steps for enhancing and supporting integration are
included in the voluntary guidance on the integration of PAs and OECMs into the
wider land- and seascapes and mainstreaming across sectors to contribute, inter
alia, to the SDGs (Annex I of COP Decision 14/8).

Governance Diversity
e  Status: the most common governance type(s) for reported PAs in Russian
Federation is: 98.9% under Government (96.7% Sub-national ministry or agency;
2.2% Federal or national ministry or agency).

e Opportunities for action: explore opportunities for governance types that have
lower representation, for Russian Federation this could relate to shared governance,
etc.
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e There is also opportunity for Russian Federation to complete governance and equity
assessments, to establish baselines and identify relevant actions for improvement.
As well, a range of suggested actions are included in the voluntary guidance on
effective governance models for management of protected areas, including equity
(Annex II of COP Decision 14/8).

Protected Area Management Effectiveness
e  Status: 11.7% of terrestrial PAs and 10.6% of marine PAs have completed Protected
Area Management Effectiveness (PAME) assessments reported.

e Opportunities for action: the 60% target for completed management effectiveness
assessments (per COP Decision X/31) has not been met for terrestrial PAs and has
not been met for marine PAs. Therefore, there is opportunity to increase protected
area management effectiveness (PAME) evaluations for both terrestrial and marine
PAs to achieve the target.

e There is also opportunity to implement the results of completed PAME evaluations,
to improve the quality of management for existing PAs and OECMs (e.g. through
adaptive management and information sharing, increasing the number of sites
reporting ‘sound management’) and to increase reporting of biodiversity outcomes
in PAs and OECMs.
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INTRODUCTION

The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 was adopted at the tenth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties (COP) to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) held in
Nagoya, Aichi Prefecture, Japan from 18-29 October 2010. The vision of the Strategic Plan is
one of “Living in harmony with nature” where “By 2050, biodiversity is valued, conserved,
restored and wisely used, maintaining ecosystem services, sustaining a healthy planet and
delivering benefits essential for all people” (CBD, 2010). In addition to this vision, the
Strategic Plan is composed of 20 targets, under five strategic goals. Aichi Biodiversity
Target 11 states that “By 2020, at least 17 per cent of terrestrial and inland water, 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 landscapes and seascapes.”

With the conclusion of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets in 2020, Target 11 on area-based
conservation has seen success in the expansion of the global network of protected areas
(PA) and other effective area-based conservation measures (OECMs). The negotiation of
the post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF) and its future targets provide an
essential opportunity to further improve the coverage of PAs and OECMs, to improve other
aspects of area-based conservation, to accelerate progress on biodiversity conservation
more broadly, while also addressing climate change, and the Sustainable Development
Goals. This next set of global biodiversity targets are to be adopted at the fifteenth meeting
of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity. These new
targets must aim to build upon lessons learned from the last decade of progress to deliver
transformative change for the benefit of nature and people, to realize the 2050 Vision for
biodiversity.

The United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and the Secretariat of the
Convention on Biological Diversity have developed the Aichi Biodiversity Target 11
Country Dossiers, which provide countries with an overview of the status of Target 11
elements, opportunities for action, and a summary of commitments made by Parties over
the last decade. Each dossier can support countries in assessing their progress on key
elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 and identifying opportunities to prioritize new
protected areas and OECMs.

This dossier provides an overview of area-based conservation in Russian Federation.
Section I of the dossier presents data on the current status of Russian Federation’s PAs and
OECMs. The data presented in Section I relates to each element of Target 11. Section I also
presents the PA and OECM coverage for two critical ecosystem services: water security and
carbon stocks. In addition, the dossier presents potential opportunities for action for
Russian Federation, in relation to each Target 11 element. The analyses present options for
improving Russian Federation’s area-based conservation network to achieve enhanced
protection and benefits for livelihoods and climate change. Section Il presents details on
Russian Federation’s existing PA and OECM commitments as a summary of existing efforts
towards achieving Target 11. This gives focus not only to national policy and actions but
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also voluntary commitments to the UN. Furthermore, where data is available, this dossier
provides information on potential OECMs, Indigenous and Community Conserved Areas
(ICCAs; also, often referred to as territories and areas conserved by Indigenous peoples and
local communities or “territories of life”) and Privately Protected Areas (PPAs) and the
potential contribution they will have in achieving the post-2020 targets.

The information on PAs and OECMs presented here is derived from the World Database on
Protected Areas (WDPA) and World Database on Other Effective Area-Based Conservation
Measures (WD-OECM). These databases are joint products of UNEP and IUCN, managed by
UNEP-WCMC, and can be viewed and downloaded at www.protectedplanet.net. Parties are
encouraged to provide data on their PAs and OECMs to UNEP-WCMC for incorporation into
the databases (see e.g., Decisions 10/31 and 14/8). The significant efforts of Parties in
updating their data in the build up to the publication of the Protected Planet Report 2020
(UNEP-WCMC and IUCN, 2021) were greatly appreciated. UNEP-WCMC welcomes further
updates, following the data standards described here (www.wcmc.io/WDPA_Manual), and
these should be directed to protectedareas@unep-wcmec.org. The statistics presented in
this dossier are derived from the May 2021 WDPA and WD-OECM releases, unless explicitly
stated otherwise. Readers should consult www.protectedplanet.net for the latest coverage
statistics (updated monthly).

Some data from the WDPA and WD-OECM are not made publicly available at the request of
the data-provider. This affects some statistics, maps, and figures presented in this dossier.
Statistics provided by UNEP-WCMC (terrestrial and marine coverage) are based upon the
full dataset, including restricted data. All other statistics, maps, and figures are based upon
the subset of the data that is publicly available.

Where data is less readily available, such as for potential OECMs, ICCAs and PPAs, data has
also been compiled from published reports and scientific literature to provide greater
awareness of these less commonly recorded aspects. These data are provided to highlight
the need for comprehensive reporting on these areas to the WDPA and/or WD-OECM.
Parties are invited to work with indigenous peoples, local communities and private actors
to submit data under the governance of these actors, with their consent, to the WDPA
and/or WD-OECM.

Overall, PAs and OECMs are essential instruments for biodiversity conservation and to
sustain essential ecosystem services that support human well-being and sustainable
development, including food, medicine, and water security, as well as climate change
mitigation and adaptation and disaster risk reduction. The data in this dossier, therefore,
aims to celebrate the current contributions of PAs and OECMs, whilst the gaps presented
hope to encourage greater progress, not just for the benefit of biodiversity and the post-
2020 GBF, but also to recognize the essential role of PAs and OECMs to the Sustainable
Development Goals and for addressing the climate crisis.



http://www.wcmc.io/WDPA_Manual
mailto:protectedareas@unep-wcmc.org
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SECTION |: CURRENT STATUS

Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 refers to both protected areas (PAs) and other effective area-
based conservation measures (OECMs). This section provides the current status for all
elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 where indicators with global data are available.
Statistics for all elements are presented using data on both PAs and OECMs (where this
data is available and reported in global databases like the WDPA and WD-OECM). It is
recognized that statistics reported in the WPDA and WD-OECM might differ from those
reported officially by countries due to differences in methodologies and datasets used to
assess protected area coverage and differences in the base maps used to measure
terrestrial and marine area of a country or territory. Details on UNEP-WCMC’s methods for
calculating PA and OECM coverage area available here. The global indicators adopted here
for presenting the status of other elements of Target 11 may also differ from those in use
nationally.



https://www.protectedplanet.net/en/resources/calculating-protected-area-coverage
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COVERAGE - TERRESTRIAL & MARINE

As of May 2021, Russian Federation has 8,991 protected areas reported in the World
Database on Protected Areas (WDPA). 264 PAs have no spatial boundary and no area listed
in the WDPA and 40 UNESCO-MAB Biosphere Reserves are not included in the following
statistics (see details on UNWP-WCMC'’s methods for calculating PA and OECM coverage

here).

As of May 2021, Russian Federation has 0 OECMs reported in the world database on
OECMs (WD-OECM).

Current coverage for Russian Federation:

. 11.5% terrestrial (7,742 protected areas, 1,932,706.7 km?2)
o 2.2% marine (1,034 protected areas, 172,138.7 km?)

L]
Terrestrial
Protected
Area
Coverage
1,932,706.7
km?2
(11.45%)
IUCN cat. N° Total
la 73 Protected
Ib 12 Areas
] 182
{1} 4337
v 2394 i
¥ w7742 'S
Vi 109 s
NA 610
Protected Areas
(WDPA)
S s e
ol by 27 s e T
Available at: www.protectedplanet.net;
Map Created 24 J\ln”2>021

Terrestrial Protected Areas in Russian Federation



https://www.protectedplanet.net/en/resources/calculating-protected-area-coverage
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Marine
Protected
Area
Coverage

172,138.7 km?
(2.24%)

IUCN cat. N° Total
la 7 Protected

Ib 2 Areas
Il 8

{1} 801
v %1034
A 1
A 1
NA 156

Marine Protected
Areas (WDPA)

Data Sources: UNEP-WCMC and IUCN (2021). Protected
Planet: The World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) [On-
line], May 2021. Cambridge, UK: UNEP-WCMC and IUCN.
Available at: www.protectedplanet.net;

Map Created 12‘;[une 2021

Marine Protected Areas in Russian Federation
Potential OECMs

According to a recent review of existing coverage in Russia (see full details in Stishov &
Dudley, 2018), sites that meet the IUCN criteria but are not nationally designated as PAs
could be considered as potential OECMs; these sites currently cover ~13.5% of land areas
and ~1% of Russia’s national waters.

Opportunities for action

Opportunities for the near-term include updating the WDPA with any unreported PAs and
reporting OECMs to the WD-OECM (coverage of all areas under legal protection may have
already surpassed 25% — see Russian Federation’s statement at the 2020 UN Biodiversity
Summit in Other commitments). In the future, as Russian Federation considers where to
add new PAs and OECMs, the map below identifies areas in Russian Federation where
intact terrestrial areas are not currently protected. Focus on relatively intact areas, while
addressing the elements in the following sections, could be considered when planning new
PAs or OECMs.
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Intactness

Biodiversity
Intactness Index
+

Human Footprint 0 . 64

(Nationally)

Biodiversity
Intactness Index

Human ;ootprint O N 7 1

(Protected Areas
Only)

D Protected Areas
(WDPA)

Biodiversity Intactness
Index + Human Footprint

<0.2 >1.8

Data Sources: UNEP-WCMC and IUCN (2021). Protected Planet: The World
Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) [Oninel, May 2021. Cambridge, UK:
UNEP-WCMC and IUCN, Available at: wwiw protectedplanet.net. Newbold, T.,
et al. (2016). Has land use pushed terrestrial biodiversity beyond the
plenetary boundary? A giobal assessment. Sclence 353, 288-291; Williams,
B.A, ot al. (2020). Change in Terrestrial Human Footprint Drives Continued
Loss of Intact Ecosystems. One Earh 3, 371-382.

Intactness in Russian Federation

To explore more on intactness visit the UN Biodiversity Lab: map.unbiodiversitylab.org.



map.unbiodiversitylab.org
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ECOLOGICAL REPRESENTATIVENESS — TERRESTRIAL & MARINE

Ecological representativeness is assessed based on the PAs and OECMs coverage of broad-
scale biogeographic units. Globally, ecoregions have been described for terrestrial areas
(Dinerstein et al, 2017), marine coastal and shelf ecosystems (to a depth of 200m; Spalding
et al 2007) and surface pelagic waters (Spalding et al 2012).

Russian Federation has 52 terrestrial ecoregions. Out of these:

e 50 ecoregions have at least some coverage from PAs and OECMs.

- The 2 remaining ecoregions cover <0.1% of Russian territory
e 14 ecoregions have at least 17% protected within the country.
e The average terrestrial coverage of ecoregions is 16.0%.

Russian Federation has 14 marine ecoregions and 3 pelagic provinces. Out of these:

e 14 marine ecoregions and 1 pelagic province have at least some coverage from
reported PAs and OECMs.

e 0 marine ecoregions and 0 pelagic provinces have at least 10% protected within
Russian Federation’s exclusive economic zone (EEZ).

e The average coverage of marine ecoregions is 2.3% and the average coverage of
pelagic provinces is 0.1%.

A full list of terrestrial ecoregions in the Russian Federation is available in Annex I.
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Terrestrial
Ecoregion
Protected Area
Coverage
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Cambridge, UK: UNEPWCMC and IUCN. Available at:

wiw protectedplanet net; Joint the European
The Digital P Areas

IOn-IIneL mn, mly Avallable at: mw/lﬂnpl-exphru Jrc.ec.europa.eu;
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Terrestrial ecoregions in Russian Federation
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Terrestrial ecoregions of the World (TEOW) in Russian Federation (continued)
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DOIs: 10.

aSne e

S
St 3 =
kcrened‘ﬁ‘ﬁimezm.- .

Marine ecoregions and pelagic provinces




19 | Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 Country Dossier: RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Baltic Sea IE.D%
Black Sea 1 |1_8%
Chukchi Sea IS.E%
East Siberian Sea IB.?_%
Eastern Bering Seaq [0.4%
Kamchatka Shelf and Coast{ 0.0% ~99%

Kara Seaq [1.0%

0%
Laptev Seaq |0.5%
30%
Morth and East Barents Sea 9.7% ‘é?%
B

Northern Morway and Finnmark{ 0.0%
Ovyashio Current T |D_5%

Sea of Japan ] |D_3%

Sea of Okhotsk ] |D_B%

White Sea IZ.S%

0%  25% 50% 75% 100%
Protected Area Coverage (Mational)

Marine Ecoregions of the World (MEOW) in Russian Federation




20 | Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 Country Dossier: RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Atlantic Warm Water4{  0.0% =09%

Indo-Pacific Warm J 0.0%

Water 50%

0%

17%

Morthern Cold Water{ |0.2% w84,

0% 259 50% 75% 100%
Protected Area Coverage (National)

Pelagic Provinces of the World (PPOW) in Russian Federation

Opportunities for action

There is opportunity for Russian Federation to increase protection in terrestrial and
marine ecoregions and pelagic provinces that have lower levels of coverage by PAs or
OECMs. Ecoregions which currently have no coverage by PAs or OECMs are key areas for
action.
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AREAS IMPORTANT FOR BIODIVERSITY

Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs)

Protected area and OECM coverage of Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs) provide one proxy for
assessing the conservation of areas important for biodiversity at national, regional and
global scales. KBAs are sites that make significant contributions to the global persistence of
biodiversity (IUCN, 2016). The KBA concept builds on four decades of efforts to identify
important sites for biodiversity, including Important Bird and Biodiversity Areas, Alliance
for Zero Extinction sites, and KBAs identified through Hotspot ecosystem profiles
supported by the Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund. Incorporating these sites, the
dataset of internationally significant KBAs includes Global KBAs (sites shown to meet one
or more of 11 criteria in the Global Standard for the Identification of KBAs, clustered into
five categories: threatened biodiversity; geographically restricted biodiversity; ecological
integrity; biological processes; and irreplaceability), Regional KBAs (sites identified using
pre-existing criteria and thresholds, that do not meet the Global KBA criteria based on
existing information), and KBAs whose Global/Regional status is Not yet determined, but
which will be assessed against the global KBA criteria within 8-12 years. Regional KBAs are
often of critical international policy relevance (e.g., in EU legislation and under the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands), and many are likely to qualify as Global KBAs in future once
assessed for their biodiversity importance for other taxonomic groups and ecosystems. To
date, nearly 16,000 KBAs have identified globally, and information on each of these is
presented in the World Database of Key Biodiversity Areas: www.keybiodiversityareas.org.

Russian Federation has 800 Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs).

e Mean percent coverage of all KBAs by PAs and OECMs in the Russian Federation is
25.7%.

e 46 KBAs have full (>98%) coverage by PAs and OECMs.

e 370 KBAs have partial coverage by PAs and OECMs.

e 384 KBAs have no (<2%) coverage by PAs and OECMs.

Ecologically or Biologically Significant Marine Areas (EBSAs)

Other important areas for biodiversity may also include Ecologically or Biologically
Significant Marine Areas (EBSAs), which were identified following the scientific criteria
adopted at COP-9 (Decision IX/20; see more at: https://www.cbd.int/ebsa/). Sites that
meet the EBSA criteria may require enhanced conservation and management measures;
this could be achieved through means including MPAs, OECMs, marine spatial planning, and
impact assessment.

There are 30 EBSAs with some portion of their extent within Russian Federation’s EEZ, of
which 7 EBSAs have no coverage from PAs and OECMs.



http://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/
https://www.cbd.int/ebsa/
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Areas
Important for
Biodiversity
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Data Sources: UNEP-WCMC and IUCN (2021). Protected Planet: The

World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) [On-line], May 2021,

Cambridge, UK: UNEPWCMC and IUCN. Available at:
BirdLife

Database of Key Biodiversty Areas. Available et
www keybiodiversityareas org; Secretariat of the Convention on
Biological Diversity (2020). Ecologically or Biologically Significant
Marine ). in the world' . Volume 5:
Eastem Tropical and Temperate Pacific Ocean. 69 pages

Areas Important for Biodiversity in Russian Federation
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Coverage statistics for all remaining KBAs in Russia is available in Annex II.
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Opportunities for action

There is opportunity for Russian Federation to increase protection of KBAs that have lower
levels of coverage by PAs and OECMs; priority could be given to those with no current

coverage
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AREAS IMPORTANT FOR ECOSYSTEM SERVICES

There is no single indicator identified for assessing the conservation of areas important for
ecosystem services. For simplicity, two services with available global datasets are assessed
here (carbon and water). In future, other critical ecosystem services could be explored.

Carbon

Data for biomass carbon comes from temporally consistent and harmonized global maps of
aboveground biomass and belowground biomass carbon density (at a 300-m spatial
resolution); the maps integrate land-cover specific, remotely sensed data, and land-cover
specific empirical models (see Spawn et al., 2020 for details on methodology). The Global
Soil Organic Carbon Map present an estimation of SOC stock from 0 to 30 cm (see FAO,
2017). Data is also presented from global maps of marine sedimentary carbon stocks,
standardized to a 1-meter depth (see Sala et al., 2021, and Atwood et al., 2020).

The map below presents the total carbon stocks in Russian Federation and the percent of
carbon in protected areas. The total carbon stocks is 33,226.1 Tg C from aboveground
biomass (AGB), with 9.9% in PAs; 18,359.0 Tg C from below ground biomass (BGB), with
10.9% in PAs; 148,421.4 Tg C from soil organic carbon (SOC), with 11.1% in PAs; and
68,043.7 Tg C from marine sediment carbon, with 2.1% in PAs.
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density in the year 2010. Scienti 7.1 3 g
Carbon (GSOC) Map - Global Soil Partnership; Sala, E. et al. (2021). Protecting
the global ocean for biodiversity, food and climate. Nature 1-6.

-~ 1’800 kmnlsclalﬁm joundaries and names
fo e, 4 N do notimply officigliendorsement or acceptat
reated 19 June 2021 b : i i

Carbon Stocks in Russian Federation




34 | Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 Country Dossier: RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Water

Information on the water sources for 534 cities is available via the City Water Map (CWM)
and provides details on the catchment area of the watershed that supplies these cities (see
McDonald et al., 2014 for details on methodology).

Forests support stormwater management and clean water availability, especially for large
urban populations. Research that has examined the role of forests for city drinking water
supplies shows that of the world’s 105 largest cities, more than 30% (33 cities) rely heavily
on the local protected forests, which provide ecosystem services that underpin local
drinking water availability and quality (Dudley & Stolton, 2003).

Drinking water supplies for cities in Russian Federation may similarly depend on protected
forest areas within and around water catchments. The maps below show the percentage
forest and PA cover and the forest loss from 2000-2020 in the most heavily populated
water catchments of Russian Federation. Intact catchments can support more consistent
water supply and improved water quality.
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Water supply area for the city of Yekaterinburg

Opportunities for action

For carbon, there is opportunity for Russian Federation to increase PA and OECM coverage
in both marine and terrestrial areas with high carbon stocks, as identified in the map
above. Protecting areas with high carbon stocks secures the benefits of carbon
sequestration in the area.

For water, there is opportunity to increase the area of the water catchment under
protection by PAs and OECMs, or in cases where there are high levels of protection, focus
on effective management for these areas. Protecting the current area of forested land and
potentially reforesting would have benefits for improving water security.
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CONNECTIVITY & INTEGRATION

Two global indicators, the Protected Connected land indicator (ProtConn; EC-JRC, 2021;
Saura et al,, 2018) and the PARC-Connectedness indicator (CSIRO, 2019), have been
proposed for assessing the terrestrial connectivity of PA and OECM networks. To date there
is no global indicator for assessing marine connectivity, though some recent developments
include proposed guidance for the treatment of connectivity in the planning and
management of MPAs (see Lausche et al,, 2021).

Protected Connected Land Indicator (Prot-Conn)

As of January 2021, as reported in the Joint Research Centre of the European Commission’s
Digital Observatory for Protected Areas (DOPA) (JRC, 2021), the coverage of protected-
connected lands (a measure of the connectivity of terrestrial protected area networks,
assessed using the ProtConn indicator) in Russian Federation was 1.9%.

PARC-Connectedness Index

In 2019, as assessed using the PARC-Connectedness Index (values ranging from 0-1,
indicating low to high connectivity), connectivity in Russian Federation is 0.49. This
represents a decrease from 0.53 in 2010.

Corridor case studies

Below are details from a case study on corridors and connectivity in Russian Federation:

Case study title 'Sl'tyupdeyof Greatest threat Approaches to conserving
region to connectivity ecological corridors
) . * ecological network consisting of
Ee(::tvc\)/lc:lrETn ItEhceoIoglcal terrestrial protected areas and ecological
Kostroma Region, " deforestation corridors

* protected areas with different

RUEEIE regimes of multifunctional activities

Further details are available in Hilty et al 2020.
Opportunities for action

There is opportunity for a targeted designation of PAs or OECMs in strategic locations for
connectivity and to focus on PA and OECM management for enhancing and maintaining
connectivity. Improving connectivity increases the effectiveness of PAs and OECMs and
reduces the impacts of fragmentation.

As well, a range of suggested steps for enhancing and supporting integration are included
in the voluntary guidance on the integration of PAs and OECMs into the wider land- and
seascapes and mainstreaming across sectors to contribute, inter alia, to the SDGs (Annex I
of COP Decision 14/8).
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GOVERNANCE DIVERSITY

There is a lack of comprehensive global data on governance quality and equity in PAs and
OECMs. Here, we provide data on the diversity of governance types for reported PAs and
OECMs.

As of May 2021, PAs in Russian Federation reported in the WDPA have the following
governance types:

e 98.9% are governed by governments
- 2.2% by federal or national ministry or agency
- 96.7% by sub-national ministry or agency
- 0.0% by government-delegated management
e 0.5% are under shared governance (by collaborative governance)
e 0.0% are under private governance
e 0.0% are under IPLC governance
- 0.0% by Indigenous Peoples
- 0.0% by local communities
e 0.6% do not report a governance type
- (All of which are regional or international designations)

OECMs

As of May 2021, there are 0 OECMs in Russian Federation reported in the WD-OECM,
therefore there is no data available on OECM governance types.

Privately Protected Areas (PPAs)

There is currently no data available on PPAs for the Russian Federation (see Gloss et al.,
2019, and Stolton et al., 2014 for details).

Territories and areas conserved by Indigenous Peoples and local communities (ICCAs)

From Kothari et al. (2012) potential ICCAs (or similar designation) in Russian Federation
include:

e 475 territories of traditional use of nature (TTUN) in Khanty-Mansyisky
Autonomous Okrug

- No precise figures available
- theyrange from a few hectares to several hundred thousand hectares

Other Indigenous lands

Lands managed and/or controlled by Indigenous Peoples cover an area of 8,486,954.0 km?,
of which 7,692,067.0 km? falls outside of formal protected areas. Indigenous lands with a
human footprint less than 4 (considered as ‘natural landscapes’) cover an area of
7,918,763.0 km? (for details on analysis see Garnett et al.,, 2018).
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For Russian Federation, evidence for the presence of Indigenous Peoples comes from:
Indigenous Work Group on Indigenous Affairs. Indigenous World 2017 (Indigenous
Working Group on Indigenous Affairs, 2017).

Boundaries of the lands Indigenous Peoples manage or have tenure rights over come from:
Turaev, V., Sulyandziga, R., Sulyandziga, P. & Bocharnikov, V. Encyclopaedia of Indigenous
Peoples of the North, Siberia and the Far East of the Russian Federation (Centre for Support
of Indigenous Peoples of the North, 2011).

Opportunities for action

Explore opportunities for governance types that have lower representation, for Russian
Federation this could relate to shared governance, etc.

There is also opportunity for Russian Federation to complete governance and equity
assessments, to establish baselines and identify relevant actions for improvement.
Examples of existing tools and methodologies include: Governance Assessment for
Protected and Conserved Areas (Franks & Brooker, 2018), Social Assessment of Protected
Areas (Franks et al 2018), and Site-level assessment of governance and equity (IIED, 2020).
As well, a range of suggested actions are included in the voluntary guidance on effective
governance models for management of protected areas, including equity (Annex II of COP
Decision 14/8).
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PROTECTED AREA MANAGEMENT EFFECTIVENESS

This section provides information on the coverage of PAs and OECMs with completed
protected area management effectiveness (PAME) assessments as reported in the global
database (GD-PAME). The proportion of terrestrial and marine PAs with completed PAME
assessments is also calculated and compared with the 60% target agreed to in COP-10
Decision X/31. Information is also included regarding changes in forest cover nationally
within PAs and OECMs.

Protected area management effectiveness (PAME) assessments

As of May 2021, Russian Federation has 8,991 PAs reported in the WDPA; of these PAs, 25
(0.3%) have management effectiveness evaluations reported in the global database on
protected area management effectiveness (GD-PAME).

e 1.3% (225,314 km?) of the terrestrial area of the country is covered by PAs with
completed management effectiveness evaluations.

- 11.7% of the area of terrestrial PAs have completed evaluations.

e 0.2% (18,197 km?) of the marine area of the country is covered by PAs with
completed management effectiveness evaluations.

- 10.6% of the area of marine PAs have completed evaluations.

The 60% target for completed management effectiveness assessments (per COP Decision
X/31) has not been met for terrestrial PAs and has not been met for marine PAs.

As of May 2021, there are 0 OECMs in Russian Federation reported in the WD-OECM and no
information available on the management effectiveness of potential OECMs (but see
potential OECM details in Stishov & Dudley, 2018).

Changes in forest cover in protected areas and OECMs

Forested areas in Russian Federation cover approximately 30.5% of the country, an area of
5,183,249.5 kmZ2. Approximately 8.9% (460,236.2 km?) of this is within the protected area
estate of Russian Federation. Over the period 2000-2020 loss of forest cover amounted to
over 603,873.0 kmZ, or 3.5% of the country (11.6% of forest area), of which 51,511.4 km?
(8.5% of forest loss) occurred within protected areas. The map below shows how forest
cover has changed in Russian Federation from 2000-2020 both inside and outside of PAs.
This can indicate how effective PAs are in reducing forest cover loss.



https://www.protectedplanet.net/en/thematic-areas/protected-areas-management-effectiveness-pame?tab=Results
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Forest Cover

Total

Forested 5'1 85,8556

Area (km?)
% of Counti 0,
Forestedry 30 5 /o
% of Forested
Areas 8 A 9 %

Protected

Forest Loss 603,8976

(2000-2020)

i@ | (11.6%)

ousidePAs | 552 377 8

(2000-2020)

e | (91.5%)

Inside PAs 51 '525_8

(2000-2021)
() ) (8.5%)

D Protected Areas
(WDPA)

Forest Canopy Forest Year of
Cover Loss
- e

10% 00% & & &
‘v

v wv

Data Sources: UNEP-WCMC and IUCN (2021). Protected Planet: The World
Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) [Oninel, May 2021. Cambridge, UK:
UNEP-WCMC and IUCN. Available at: www protectedplanetnet, Hansen,
M.C., et al. (2013). HighResolution Global Maps of 21st-Century Forest
Cover Change. Sclence 342, 850-853; Dubols, G., et al (2018): Digital
Observatory For Protected Areas. European Commission, Joint Research

600 1,200 1800km,_ . i
do not imply of

Forest Cover and Forest Loss in Russian Federation

Opportunities for action

The 60% target for completed management effectiveness assessments (per COP Decision
X/31) has not been met for terrestrial PAs and has not been met for marine PAs.
Therefore, there is opportunity to increase protected area management effectiveness
(PAME) evaluations for both terrestrial and marine PAs to achieve the target.

There is also opportunity to implement the results of completed PAME evaluations, to

improve the quality of management for existing PAs and OECMs (e.g. through adaptive
management and information sharing, increasing the number of sites reporting ‘sound
management’) and to increase reporting of biodiversity outcomes in PAs and OECMs.
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SECTION II: EXISTING PROTECTED AREA AND
OECM COMMITMENTS

NATIONAL BIODIVERSITY STRATEGY AND ACTION PLANS (NBSAPs)

Russian Federation has submitted an NBSAP during the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity
2011-2020 (most recent NBSAP is available at: https://www.cbd.int/nbsap/search/).

The national target is composed of two sections: By 2020 there is an efficiently managed
system of protected areas which composes no less than 13.5% of the Russian Federation. The
role of the system is to ensure the protection of unique ecosystems and landscapes as well as
of fauna and flora, including those species which are rare or endangered and part of the IUCN
Red List of the Russian Federation. By 2020 the total area of terrestrial and aquatic territories
with regulated resource use policies and which play a key role in the provision of ecosystem
services is increased to the point where it composes 17% of all terrestrial territories and 10%
of all aquatic bodies under the jurisdiction of the Russian Federation.

This NBSAP did include a quantitative target for terrestrial PAs or OECMs.

e AsofMay 2021 (based on the WDPA/WD-OECM) has the target been met: NO
e Accounting for other projects, actions and commitments, if this target is met,
coverage in the country will increase by 905,015 km?2.

-  Target may already be surpassed (additional PAs and OECMs still need to be
reported —see Russian Federation’s statement at the 2020 UN Biodiversity
Summit in Other commitments)

This NBSAP did include a quantitative target for marine protected areas or OECMs.

e AsofMay 2021 (based on the WDPA/WD-OECM) has the target been met: NO

e Accounting for other projects, actions and commitments, if this target is met,
coverage in the country will increase by 595,193 km?2.



https://www.cbd.int/nbsap/search/
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APPROVED GEF-5 & GEF-6 PROTECTED AREA PROJECTS

Approved GEF-5 and GEF-6 PA-related biodiversity projects

This includes biodiversity projects from the fifth and sixth replenishment of the Global
Environment Facility (GEF-5 and GEF-6) with a clear impact of the quantity or quality of
PAs; also including some projects occurring within the wider landscapes/seascapes around
PAs. Only those with a status of ‘project approved’ or ‘concept approved’ as of June 2019
were considered. The qualifying elements likely benefiting from each GEF project is
assessed based on a keyword search of Project Identification Forms (PIF).

GEF ID

4664
4665

4795

4796

5559

PA

increase?

No

Yes

No

No

No

Areato be

added
(km?)

N/A
31,000

N/A

N/A

N/A

Type of new

protected
area

N/A

Terrestrial

N/A

N/A

N/A

Qualitative elements potentially
benefitting (based on keyword
search of PIFs)

None
All except Connectivity

All except Ecologically
representative and Connectivity

All except Ecologically
representative and Connectivity

All except Ecologically
representative and Ecosystem
services
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OTHER ACTIONS/COMMITMENTS

Russian Federation’s statement at the 2020 UN Biodiversity Summit mentions PAs, OECMs
or corridors:

Today, the most valuable pieces of our natural environment are preserved within the borders
of 334 federal protected areas, 109 reserves, 64 national parks and 61 areas. The system of
protected areas in Russia includes around 13,000 territories of federal, regional and local
significance. The total area of this is 255 million hectares or more than 13% of the area of the
Russian Federation. Considering other forms of territorial protection that, according to
international standards. are also protected regions, Russia has more than 25% of its territory
under legal protection. This is a significant contribution to meeting strategic goals in
biodiversity, according to which, by 2020, at least 17% of land should be protected. We also
set the goal of creating no fewer than 24 new specially protected areas by 2024 of an area of
5 million hectares, of these over 14 have already been created, covering 4.6 million hectares.
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ANNEX |

FULL LIST OF TERRESTRIAL ECOREGIONS

% of Global % of Area %
Ecoregion Name  Area(km?  Ecoregion Countryin Protected Protected
in Country  Ecoregion  (km?) in Country
Altai alpine 27,547.9 30.5 0.2 7,692.7 27.9
meadow and tundra
Altai montane forest 25.419.9 17.8 0.2 3,151.9 12.4
and forest steppe
Altai steppe and
semi-desert 34 00 00 > o
Amur meadow 69.924.7 56.6 0.4 9,530.0 13.6
Beringia lowland
tundra 305 00 00 o0 o0
Caspian lowland 86.828.9 324 0.5 10,077.3 11.6
desert ,820. . : s '
Caucasus mixed 57.792.2 33.9 0.3 18,757.3 32.5
forests
Central European 34,357.8 4.7 0.2 1,419.1 4.1
mixed forests
CESAESIITE  gap ier 1 aggE 3.3 81,9163  14.6
mountain tundra
Chukchi Peninsula 300,482.9 100.0 1.8 18,665.9 6.2
tundra
Crimean
Submediterranean  22,543.7 74.6 0.1 1,523.7 6.8
forest complex
Da Hinggan-
Dzhagdy Mountains 97,648.3 39.2 0.6 14,137.3 14.5
conifer forests
Daurian forest 112.071.0 53.5 0.7 5,274.7 4.7
steppe
East European 580,950.4  79.6 35 19,9627 3.4

forest steppe
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Ecoregion Name

East Siberian taiga

Great Lakes Basin
desert steppe

Hokkaido
deciduous forests

Kamchatka-Kurile
meadows and
sparse forests

Kamchatka taiga
Kamchatka tundra

Kazakh forest
steppe

Kazakh steppe

Kola Peninsula
tundra

Manchurian mixed
forests

Mongolian-
Manchurian
grassland

Northeast Siberian
coastal tundra

Northeast Siberian
taiga

Northwest Russian-
Novaya Zemlya
tundra

Novosibirsk Islands
Arctic desert

Okhotsk-
Manchurian taiga

Pontic steppe

Area (km?)

3,922,199.2

21,791.8

7,070.9

147,042.8

15,294.8
119,888.5

374,993.9
142,077.4

55,148.6

95,953.9

2,619.8

224,236.5

1,133,305.3

286,287.2

37,247.5

403,550.7

647,948.9

% of Global
Ecoregion
in Country

100.0

13.8

18.5

100.0

100.0
100.0

88.8
17.6

93.2

19.0

0.3

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

65.0

% of
Country in
Ecoregion

23.3

0.1

0.0

0.9

0.1
0.7

2.2
0.8

0.3

0.6

0.0

1.3

6.7

1.7

0.2

24

3.9

Area
Protected
(km?)

449,558.7

3,496.3

110.4

27,442.9

2,630.0
25,461.5

41,691.2
3,935.7

6,638.5

18,524.6

2,042.6

67,885.7

167,058.9

30,865.7

36,250.9

42,900.5

25,545.8

%
Protected
in Country

11.5

16.0

1.6

18.7

17.2
21.2

111
2.8

12.0

19.3

78.0

30.3

14.7

10.8

97.3

10.6

3.9
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Ecoregion Name

Russian Arctic
desert

Russian Bering
tundra

Sakhalin Island
taiga

Sarmatic mixed
forests

Sayan alpine
meadows and
tundra

Sayan
Intermontane
steppe

Sayan montane
conifer forests

Scandinavian and
Russian taiga

Scandinavian
Montane Birch
forest and
grasslands

Selenge-Orkhon
forest steppe

South Siberian
forest steppe

Suiphun-Khanka
meadows and
forest meadows

Taimyr-Central
Siberian tundra

Trans-Baikal Bald
Mountain tundra

Trans-Baikal conifer
forests

Area (km?)

99,890.2

477,272.3

68,945.4

474,089.4

59,452.9

33,782.5

320,216.9

1,484,730.2

11

26,183.0

162,595.6

18,608.5

962,141.5

218,604.5

163,237.3

% of Global
Ecoregion
in Country

61.4

100.0

100.0

55.8

73.2

99.1

89.2

68.4

0.0

11.5

100.0

55.0

100.0

100.0

81.1

% of
Country in
Ecoregion

0.6

2.8

0.4

2.8

0.4

0.2

1.9

8.8

0.0

0.2

1.0

0.1

5.7

1.3

1.0

Area
Protected
(km?)

27,917.3

32,765.2

5,767.7

34,278.1

7,879.3

3,611.2

50,674.3

97,669.9

0.0

2,008.3

11,116.2

3,466.7

185,705.4

29,495.0

26,656.9

%
Protected
in Country

27.9

6.9

8.4

7.2

13.3

10.7

15.8

6.6

0.0

7.7

6.8

18.6

19.3

13.5

16.3
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Ecoregion Name

Urals montane
forest and taiga

Ussuri broadleaf
and mixed forests

Western Siberian
hemiboreal forests

West Siberian taiga

Wrangel Island
Arctic desert

Yamal-Gydan
tundra

Area (km?)

175,549.3

197,962.5

224,503.9
1,680,192.1

7,598.8

415,095.8

% of Global
Ecoregion
in Country

100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

% of
Country in
Ecoregion

1.0

1.2

13
10.0

0.0

2.5

Area
Protected
(km?)

37,072.8

28,563.5

19,625.5
88,113.3

7,598.7

51,747.9

%
Protected
in Country

21.1

14.4

8.7
5.2

100.0

12.5
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ANNEXII

ADDITIONAL KBA GRAPHS
Adrhi Lake | 0.0%
Andreyaul'ski reserve 58.0%
serenan Sanium =024 .05
Bazarduyz nd Shalougag. 04.1%
Begtinsky - 83.2%
Berkuhinski forest |1_9%
Ingushsky Sanctuary 19 6%
Kasumkentski reserve 98 0%
Kayakentski reserve _
Kebyakiepe ridge { (.0%
Kosobo-Kelebski reserve - 94 7%
Krasnoarmeiskiye waste lands 1 0.0%
Laman-Kam area 0.0%
Meleshtinsky Sanctuary 88.3%

Mouth of Samur river

Orota depression

Samurski ridge

Shur-Dere and Rubas foothills 1
Talginskaya Valley
Temirgoiskiye lakes

Tlyaratinski reserve

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

Turali lakes | 0.0%
Turalinskaya lagoon 4 (.0%
Valley of Bashlychai river 1 |D_3%
Varkhatau Ridge 12.1%
U‘IBG Zﬁl% SUI% TE&I% 106%

Protected Area Coverage (Mational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation

T5%

50%

25%
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Abushkan lake { 0.0%
Baganskiye Lakes 9.9%
Bol'shaya Indra lake 1 0.0%
Bol'shoy and Maly Akh lakes 1 0.0%
Bol'shoye Topolnoye lake { |0.1%
Chapaevskie Limans{ = B.0%

Dikoye and Epanchino lakes {1 = 7.8%

Huoles of the Karasuk river |
downstream 42 9%

Kamsko-Yayenskiwetland{ 32.49%

Kondo-Alymskaya 1 18.1%
Kuplongskaya A 10.6%
Laman-Kam area{ 0.0%
TH%
Lower Eruslan |0.6%
0%
Priveruslanskiye sands {1  36.5%
25%

Puchina areaq{ 0.0%
Russkoye lake { 0.0%
Saraly 1 97 0%
Schuch'i Gori area 14.2%
Schuch'i lakes { 0.0%
Shugurovskoye plateau | 2.39%
Sibirskiye Lakes {1 0.0%

Sitnikovski Reserve 49 4%
Watershead of Malaya Svivaga |
rver | 0-0%
Watershed of Kazanka and | 24 1%

Shashma rivers
Wetlands of Karasuk town 1 0.0%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Protected Area Coverage (Mational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Agriculture lands of south
and east of Movouzenskj 1
district

Buzulukski forest -

Cheremshanski Bay of |
Kuybyshev Resenvaoir

Cheremshanski forest o
Cherkaski resene 1

Estonka site 1

Fields nearvillage |
Yoskresenk

lain of Algashka river |
rsko-Algashinskaya)

Forest-steppe Gyul'chachak |
(Feony forest-steppe)

Flo nd(—}gi

karginskiyve hills 1

Kholmanskiye feathergrass |
steppes

Khvalynski Mational Park
Kuznetski forest -

Lake Elton

Privolzhskaya forest-steppe 1
Racheyski forest |

Rovno area -
Sengileyevskiye mountain 1

Staromainskiy forest and bay 1

Steppes in the vicinity of |
Kanavka village

Sura envirans 1

Suskanski Bay of Ku&byshe_u_
esmvoir

Svivago-Kubninskaya |
forest-steppe

Tashlinski forest -

Watershed between Sura and |

0.2%
61.5%
6.1%
9.9%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
17.9%
0.0%
0.8%
74.4% 75%

0.0% 50%

64.5% 25%
3.5%
11.6%
0.3%
80.3%
0.0%
0.0%
4.7%
0.0%
12 5%
0.0%

54.7%

Barysh rivers

0% 25% 50% V5% 100%

Frotected Area Coverage (MNational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage

(KBA) in Russian Federation
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Algaiski T |D_B%
Arski fish-ponds |D_3%

Bogdinsko-Baskunchakski 1 60.2%
Bulgarski ] 91 5%
Bylinskaya T1.2%
Floadsla ot el zng | 0.0%

Irnykshinskiye marshes 1 0.0%

Mishkinski forest |1_2%

Paviovskoye reservoir{ (0.0%

Pinezhski meadow 0.0%
Pinezhski Mature Reserve - _

Prisyun'ski forestq 0.0% 75%
o se%

Samarskaya Luka 5004

Sources of Alimbet river and J
Aktykyi ridge | 0-0%

Southern coast of Cheshskaya |
Boy] 0.0%

Torna-Shoina watershedq 0.0%

25%

Ul'skoye bog 14.4%
Varfolomeyevskive saltmarshes 1 0.0%

Vedeneevsk pine forest{ 0.0%

Wicinity of Borisoglebovka
(Saratovski [Semenovski] 14.1%
Reserve

Vicinity of Eruslanvillage 1 0.0%

Vicinity of Voznesensk
village 0.0%

Watershead of Atsvezh and |
Yuma rivers 0.0%

Yasnaya Polyana site{ 0.0%

Zhigulevski Mature Reserve 1 |1.6%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (MNational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Aiskive varyq 0.0%
Bakalinski forest 1 |D_5%

Bel'skaya flood-plain 1 | 1.0%

Birskaya flood-plain of river |
! . Belaya 26.5%

Buninski forest 1 15.5%
Iremel'ski mountain 81.3%

Kaltasinski forest{ 0.0%

Karabash-Kudashskaya |
fnrest—stepge 3.7%

Kraka Mountain - 20.5%

Mountain valley of Ai river{ |~ 2.9%
Mountain valley of Sakmara | 0.0%

river |
Mikifarovski forest4 |1.29% 75%
Ckhlebininskaya flood-plain |
gfriuerEltElaya 0.1% 0%
Oktyabrski forest{ 0.0% 25%

Pikhtovka fishponds 1 0.0% =
Pis'myanskiye Gori areaq{ = 7.8% |
Shaitan-Tauridge{  33.7%
Sharanski Bors{ 0.0%
Tazlarovskiye hills 1 0.0%
Ufimskoye plateau{ 0.0%
Uryuk1 0.0%

Usen-lvanovski farest 1 68.6%

Watershed of Bel'skaya and |
Nugushyri'u'ers 0.0%

Yamantau mountain - 85 4%

Zilairskoye Prisakmarye 1 0.0%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (MNational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Cheka mountain 7

Downstream of [k river 7

Floodplain of ek river near |
Pokrovka

2.0%
|D 9%
0.0%
Imensky zapovednik 1 _
Irendyk ridge |1.5%
Kaban' lakes _
Kamsko-lkski areaq{ 0.1%
Karakulinskaya flood-plain 23.9%
Kocherdyksky goose zakaznik 1 T5.5%
Krasnokamski forest 1 |D_4%

Kulaksay lowland |D_8% —

Kupy areaq 0.1% T5%
Kurlady Lake 1 0.0% 50%
Lake Ayke 1 0.0% 25%

Maly Makas ridge 16.6% =

Mayan lakeq{ 0.0%

Mountain valley of Zilim |
river 49.6%

Mizhnekamskaya flood-plain 46.5%

Marth flood-plain of the |
|shim river 1.9%

Orenburgski Mature Resenve - 891.5%

Rychkovskaya forest-steppe1 - 4.6%

siverga ot | [INI0010%

Sources of the Bolshaya | |1 7%
Karaganka and Syntasty rivers -

Steppe valley of Sakmara | |
river 0.5%

Tri Gusikhi |1_2%

D‘Iﬁ 25;% Eﬂl% TE&I% ‘10&]%
Protected Area Coverage (MNational)
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Alabota laked{ 0.0%

Bol'shiye and Maliye Donki |
lakes 0.0%

Busly lake 1 0.0%
Chernoye Lake 1 59 9%
Chuburat Lake 1 0.0%

Ebeity lake ] 46 8%

Flood-plain of the Tuy riverq 0.0%
Flood-plain of Tobol river

between mouths of the Uya and - 19.1%
Ny 861 Ners
Flood-plain g ol river
near Lebedevka and Bugrovoye {1 0.0%
villages
Gorkoye lake near Karas'ye |
village 0.0%
Kazanskaya flood-plain of the | _ '
Ishim river |
Kileinoye bogq  38.6% TH%
Krutali Lake 1 0.0% 50%
Kurtan Lake 1 0.2% 2HLG
Kurumbel'skaya steppe - 60.9% —_
Mefed'yevo area and Chistogay |
dy 13ke 84.6%

Peschanokoledinskayad 0.0%
Redut pine forest4 0.0%
Saltaim-Tenis lake {1 |0.4%
Saltosarayskoye lakeq{ 0.0%

Schuchye lake {1 0.0%

Sibirskaya anabranch (Irtysh |
flood-plain) 0.0%

Tobol pine forests near |
roryvnaoye village 86.7%

Visimsky zapovednik and |
ky zapovednik and 15.3%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (MNational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Atyazh lakes {1 0.0%
Birsuat 22.2%

Bol'shoy Sarykul lake { 0.0%

Burekesken Lake {1 0.0%
Butash and Gorkoye lakes 10.3%

Bykovo lake {1 0.0%

Chudsko-Pskovski Lake and the |
adjacent areas 36.1%

Gorkoye lake near |
Nn'u'ntmitsykn].re village 0.0%

Istochnoye, Sredneye and |
Schuchye lakes 30.7%

Kanin peninsula (watershed of |
YPMmaan Myes® rivers) 0.0%

Katai lake{ 0.0% T5%
Kuktibiz lake 1 48 4% 50%
Kurtaily lake { 0.0% 25%

Mouth of the Uy river{1 0.0%

Marva reservoir{ 0.0%

Seketovo, Rakhtovo and Artevo |
' lakes | 0.0%

Shalkaro-Zhetykol'ski lake |
system 0.0%

Tirikul' and Kadkul lakes 1 0.0%

Travykul lake 1 0.0%

ungrovo tovc | [E0010%

Uryadki Lake{ 0.0%
Valley of Sysala river{ | 2.0%

Zaikovo forest{ 31.29%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (Mational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Agar-Dagq 0.0%
Angara river source{ |~ 5.9%
Balaganskaya steppeq 0.0%

Batanakovskiye swamps 1 0.0%

Blagoveschenskaya (Kulunda |
lake and vicinity) 29.8%

Bol'shoye Pustoye lakeq 0.0%

Burlinskaya forest band4{  36.09%

Commaon Crane premigratory
aggregating area nearvillage{ 0.0%
Fusskoye Maklakovo

Inderq | 3.0%
kKezhma archipelago, Angara |
river 0.0%

Kharitonovsky complex of |
Iakesgdmzﬁshes 0.0%

Kosogol' lakeq 0.0% 75%
Lake system near Lotoshnoye |
y vilage 1 0.0% 50%

Oruku-Shina - £ 504 __
Perovo lakeq  30.6%

Saratovo bog 1 23.0%

Sayan resenvoir (Tuva part)

South Baikal migratary |
corridor

0.0%

Tulak lakeq 0.0%

Ubinskoye Lake 10.4%

Infrozen section ofthe |
Yenisey river 0.0%

Uzkaya Steppeq = 8.2%

Zdvinsky zakaznik 1 T4.9%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (Mational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Anuyskayaq |1.2%

Ata-Anay Lake 46.7%

Baturino-Simansky area{ = 6.8%

Biyskive pine forests 1 0.0%
Bobrovsko-Rasskazikhinskayaq 0.0%

Charyshskaya 18.0%
Dzhirim mountain4{ 0.0%

Dzhulukul’ depression T 81.9%

CGornaya Kolyvan'1 0.0%
Kanskaya Steppe{ 0.0%

Karakansky pine forestq 0.0% —

Kuloy river 17.9% TE%
Kulundinskaya forest band{  32.9% 5%
Kurkure mountain 7 250
Kuznetsky Alatau Zapovednik 4 _ L
Loktevskaya 24 T%
Middle reaches of the Churggnr_ 12 1%
Pershinsko-Manatkinsky area - 84 3%
Plateau Ukok ] 96.3%
Shapshal ridge 98.0%

Shestakovskive marshes 1 0.0%
Taezhno-Mikhaylovsky 1 0.0%
Talduair mountain 1 |0.1%

Tundyt mountain 4 249

Valley of the Berd river{ | §.29%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Protected Area Coverage (Mational)
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Aginskive lakes 1
Aleyskaya

Argun’ river
Bain-Tsaganskiye lakes |
Belozersk lakes
Bystroistokskaya

Dresvyanskaya 1

Elbanskye islands (Dbskg_
resenoir

Kataiginskiye bogs
Korgonskaya 1

Lebedinoye and Svetloye lakes |

Lowland swamﬁs in the valley
of Tungur and Menyuga rivers

Middle Cnaon -
Mizhnechumyshskaya 1
Morth Baikal wetlands 1
Olkhon area A
Ozersky pine forest o
Proslaukhinskaya 1
Suzunsky pine forest
Torey lakes 1

Tunkin valley 1

Lrul'guveem hollow 1
Lst-Ozerninskive bogs -
Vodorazdel'naya

Yeltsovskaya

22.3%
0.0%
0.0%
9.1%

3.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.6%

0.0%
1.2%
52.6%
32.1%

5%
50%

25%

56.8%
17.6%
28.0%

11.6%
0.1%
0.0%

90.0%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Protected Area Coverage (National)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Akhtubinsk wetland 12.0%
Azas Mature Resernve - 83.6%
Barguzinski Mature Reserve - 84 8%

Barluksko-Sayanskaya
floodplain nkaayriuerar];d- 0.0%
Kuitunskaya foreststeppe

Bele lake - 98.0%
Bograd forest steppe{  28.6%

Khadyn lake 80.6%

Myunskiy taiga-wetland |
! e complex 0.0%

Oka valley in vicinity of J
Y rﬂurmtzrnn 0.0%

Ptich’ya magistral’ areaq (0.0%

Sarat lake {1 0.0% —
Sayanski canyon of the Enisey | 0.0%

river 9%

Zhilovo flood-plain of Oka |
. river 0.0% 50%

Solotcha flood-plain of Oka
g river | 0-0% 23%

Sorokaozerki areaq | 2.8% =

Sources of Akshibai river{ 0.09%

Spassk flood-plain of Oka |
river | 0-3%

Svyatoi Mos area
Terekhovski oak-forest 6.3.9%

Tishskaya Dal areaq 0.1%

Trekhozerki lakes - 89 9%
Tyukhtet-Shadat marshes A 95 9%
Ulukhkal lake - T28%
Ust-Medveditskaya area 38 8%

Valley of Barguzin{ 0.0%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Frotected Area Coverage (Mational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Bekovskoye forestd 0.0%
Bulukhta area{ 0.0%
Danilovski forest{ 0.0%
Drofiny areaq 0.0%
Dudarevskaya steppe {1 0.0%
Elanskaya- | 2.3%

Ergeninskaya areaq 0.0%

Floodplain of Moksha river
and Comman Crane autumn J |1 7%

aggegation near villages
HOSBR B RRHR | 11 0o
and surroundings -

Golubinskive Sands 1 0.0%

Kalachskaya Loop of Don River 1 19.7% —
Karaichevski forest{ 0.0% 75%
Kolguevisland 0.0% 50%
Levo-Dobrinskaya valley{ 0.0% 2504

Manoilinskaya steppe 1 0.0% =
Mavarin Cape1 0.0%
Movokvasnikovski liman 12.1%
Ostrovnoi A 88.2%
Sarpinskaya lake-system 1 9 9%

Secretevskive sands {1 0.0%

Shcherbakovskaya bend of
olga river 62.8%

Sokinod | 8.2%

Stepnovski saltmarshesq{ 0.0%

Tsimlyanskiyve sands - 93 8%

D‘Ihh EEI% EEII% TEI% ‘10&]%
Protected Area Coverage (MNational)
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Archedinskive sands 1 0.0%

Bol'shoye Konoshchelye
island andyadjacent\"enis'}éy- 0.0%
river floodplain

Brekhovskive islands 53.9%

Bryansko-Zhizdrinskoye |
v wnndlar]{d 1.7%

Dudypta river plains { 0.0%
Gavan'skie oak-forest | 90.7%
Getlyangen lagoon and | _
alyusikin cape
Ichalkovski{ 26.2%
Inchoun and Uelen lagoons {  29.6%
Large liman-{ 0.0%

Mechigmenskiy Gulf{ 28.4% —
Moksha valley in vicinity of 0.0%

Temnikav 75%
Rakhinski forest1 0.0% 50%
Ratmanova lsland{ 0.0% 2R84
Ressetinskiye floods |D_4% =
Stepan Rasin Rock 68.0%

Tazhinskilimand{  31.7%
Tsninski Forest 10.8%

Tul'skiye Zaseki forest{ = 6.3%

Upper and middle Mizhnyaya |
PE Baikha wer | 0.0%

Vankarem lowlands and J
Kolyuchin bay 41.0%

Vishtynetski (Red) forest { T8.2%

YVoroninski Mature Resenve T0.5%

Watershed of Tsna and Vysha |
1u:]fr'.u'ers 0.0%

Zolotarevskaya areaq 0.0%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (MNational)
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Basins of tggy?:yhauk%hgﬁvaer} g 3 59,
Bol'shoy and Maly V_lz_lggqsalqg_ 0.0%
Dono-Donetskoye flood-plainy |+ 6.1%
Dvuobye 1 26.7%
East slope of the Nnrﬂber;ﬂ 1 0.0%
Kondinskive lakes T 98.1%
Kumikushski wetland 91 3%
Lower Qb 22 4%,
Lower Yuribey 88.0%
Meechkyn spit and adjE;l:EI:gm' 0.0%
Malebny Kamen' ridge - 46.1%
Cleniy island and ‘r’uratskg].é?_ 83 3% 759
Fea chnrn—llychskFiag E%l:ta%g i g7 8%, 0%
Pelymsky Tuman 9 8% 25%
Pavasovy Kamen' ridge 60.8%
Senyavina Strait{ 32.59%
Sireniki shore of Chukotkaq |1.2%
Upper and Middle Yuribey 1 88.7%
Valley of the ankuta].rar}icvhea; 1 0.0%
Vaygach island 56.7%
Verkhne-Kondinsky zakaznik 1 96.2%
Vizhay river{ | 3.9%
Watershed U”nhghr"ﬂnLH'ag%vaer}g 0.0%
Yugyd Va 86 9%
Zapovednik "Dienezhkin Kamen™ _

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (National)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Adovo-Chugrumski wetland 1 28.19%

Bereznyagovski forestd |1.9%

Bezymyannaya and Gribovaya |
%ays and adjoining waters 0.0%

Bryn'1 0.0%
Cresna flood-plain near |
Trpuhc:he'u'sk 8.7%

Flood-plain of lput’ riverin |
vicintty of Kholevichami | 0-0%

Flood-plain of lput riverin |
vicinity of Krutoyar 26.8%

Gorodishchenski forest 7 11.1%

Kalitvenski forest1 0.0%
Khaypudyrskaya Bay (Islands
nfEl.geIenets, Dalai, 57 6%

M atveyey)

Kundryuchenskiye sands - 15.7% —

Kunovatski 1 96.8% T5%

Kivarkush and Zolotoy Kamen® |
! ridges 39.9%

Middle reaches of Bolshaya |
Rogovaya river 0.0%

Migulinskiye sands{ = 7.2% =

50%

25%

River Chernaya 0.0%
Russki Zavorot Peninsula and

eastern part of 1 94 0%
Malozemelskaya Tundra
San-Yuryakh 93.7%

Severo-donetskaya{ 0.0%
Upper streams of Ob’ river - 96.0%
Valley of Zhizdra river 1 0.0%

Varandeyskaya Lapta peninsula 15.2%

Yashutkiny, Padimeyskiye and |
ykh arb eysykiyeyla kes 76.1%

Verkhnevisherski mountain 82 8%

Watershead of Kama and Parysh |
ritl}érs 0.0%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Frotected Area Coverage (National)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Budnyanski mire 58.9%

Central Forest Biosphere |
Reserve and adjacent areas 9.0%

Central Meschera lake system 68.5%

Danilovskoe marshes 4 0.0%

Dedinova flood-plain of Oka
river 14.3%

Faustovo flood-plains of |
Mﬂsgnw river 84.7%

Flood-plain of Kotoros!” and |
LIste rivers 22.6%

Homeland of the Crane (Dubna |
marshes and adjacent[areas} 34.1%

lzhevsk flood-plain of Oka | 209 5%,

river
Klyazminski reserve 83.8%
Kulikovski forest 96.1% —
Lotoshino crane gathering 8.8% T5%
Morkushskoye reservoir{ 0.0% 50%
Nemansier petta enane | [l 13.1% 5%
Merussa- Desnawoodlandq = 6.0% o

Okski Biosphere Reserve{  37.9%
Smolenskoye Poozeryeq |0.2%
Sokolino-Kasplyanskaya area - 91.7%
Uglichskoy reservoir{ | 2.5%
Upper Voronezh forest | 2.7%

Voronezhski Mature Reserve 1 0.1%

Watershed of Bityug and Tsna |
rivers 0.0%

Zalazniki, Beli, Urino and J
Leskovo area 0.0%

Favidovo Resenve, includin
Lotoshinski, Klinski and 84.T%
Diatlovo fish ponds

Zavoronezhski area |D_3%

D‘IK: EEI% EDI% TEI% ‘1[]&]%
Protected Area Coverage (Mational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Alagirskoye i Kurtatinskoye
ravines (Severo-Osetinski | 43.1%
(Morth Osetin) MNature =

gsene)

Erzi Mature Reserve - 95 2%

Flood-plain of Klyaz'ma river
from rFrjmuth of Teza river up 1 |D_D%
to Mstera
Flood-plain of Lukh river 0.0%
between Lukh and Myt villages -
Flood-plain of Lukh river
“between Mytand{ 0.0%
Mugreevo-Mikol'skoye villages
Flood-plain of Oka river in J 52 50;
Flood predy B AR
Vachski district of Morth | 65.1%
Movgorod region and adjacent =

A3 SRS ARS | 55 49

LUp-stream of the Murom

Kabardino-Balkarski Mature |
Reserve 74.3%

Kaluzhskive faseki Mature |
v Fesemne 34.9%

Khrenovski forest1 | 1.6% 75

Kletnyanski forest 1 85 2% 50%

Klyazminsko-Balakhninskaya |
lowland 51.7%

Orshinski marshes - 85.9% —_

25%

FPolisto-Lovatskaya mire
}éystem 31.0%

Ravine nfCherek—Elalkarﬁg}_ 13 4%

Savisinskoye marsh 82.5%
Semilovskoye forestry — 4.7%
Shanskoye ravine 1 [0.6%
Sources of Osuga river{ 0.0%

Stakhovski marshes 1 94 5%

Walley complex of Moksha and |
! P Oka rivers 23.7%

Valley of Gizel'don river1  33.1%

Yuzhskoe lake-landq | 1.2%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Protected Area Coverage (Mational)
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Arkhangelskaya Bay

Flood-plain of Oka river
between the mouth of KlyazZma 1
river and Dzerzhinsk
Flood-plain of rivers Usta |

and Vaya in Urenski district

Forestin the middle reaches |
of Serezha river

Gorbita river 4

Gusikha river basin and lower |
Balakhnya river

Ichalkovski forest -

|zvestiy Tsik islands 7

kKamsko-Bakaldinskiye marshes

Khara-Tumus peninsula and |
Mordvik bay

Kuril'skoye lake 1
Lower Leningradskaya river -

Lower Mizhnyaya Taymyra river -

Lower Yerkhnyaya Taymyra |
river

Malakchan bay

Mordenshel’'da archipelago 4

Mothern part of Gorkoe |
resenoir with spurs

Ola lagoon

Olenek bay 7
FPerevolochny bay -
Preobrazheniya island 7
Fura river basin
Pyasina delta 1
Sibiryakova island 1

Terpyey-Tumus -

16.2%
5.3%
22.7%
41.1%
0.0%

69.5%
24.3%

0.0%
0.0%

75%

50%
69.2%

56.9%
0.0%

25%

1.6%

0.0%

0.0%

2.7%
30.1%

97.9%

0.0%

0.0%

80.7%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Protected Area Coverage (MNational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Aldoma bayq | 2.6%
Amur river mouth 4 0.0%
Bolon' lake 1 36.4%
Chikhacheva Gulf{ |0.5%
Daldzi lake 46 _ 8%
Evnrnn—[]hukcdheapgriég I;ti]gﬁ 4 a5 4%,
lony Island 16.7%
Kilemarski Resernve B66.7%
Konstantin and Tugur bays 1 0.0%
Kurmyshskaya flood-land - |D_1 %%
KenPas S |1.9%
Middle reaches of the E::m 79 0% 7596
Middle reaches ofthe Irrr;uaer}_ 29 0% 50%
Mukhtel’ lake - 90.9% 2584
Mikolaya bay{ = 5.59%
P s IR [40%
Schastya Gulf{ 29.3%
Shantarskiye Islands A T0.2%
Snmidta Penineuls (15 1 10.2%
Shumerlinskaya |D_9%
Talan Islandq 0.0%
Udskaya Bayq{ 0.0%
Ulbanskiy bayq{ 0.0%
Yana delta | 15.2%
Zevskoye plateau 1 94 7%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (Mational)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Abyy lowland{ | 3.49%
Aniva bayq | 2.1%
Babushkina and Kekurnyy Gulfs 1 0.0%

Cape Billings { 0.0%

Chelomdzha valley and |
Kava-Chelomdzha intE?‘lﬁU'u'E 86.4%

Commander Islands 1 0.0%
Curonian Bay{ = 4.7%

Inyavalley{ 0.0%

Khalpili Islands and |
I?npnveyem Bay 2.2%

Kronotskiy Gulf T1.3%

Kytalyk 1 29.8% -
sy | Nrr
Lower Anadyr lowlands{  35.9% 50%

Merpichye Lake and K&iﬂﬁhdagﬁg {1 0.0% 759,

Mevskoye Lake 1 |D.8% =
Morth-east Sakhalin lagoons 1 |1 6%
Maovosibirski archipelago 1 _
Odyan bay{ 30.5%
Sikhote-Alin" Nature Reserve 1 83.9%
Stolbovoy island{ 0.3%
Troitskoye lake 91.1%
Tyk and Viakhtu bays {1 29 4%
Tyuleniy Islandq{ 0.0%
West Chaun plain{ 0.0%

Yamskiye Islands 1 |0.3%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Protected Area Coverage (Mational)
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Azhabachiye lake 1

Bogoslova Island

Bol'shaya River Estuary 1
Cape Olyutorskiy - Cape Irina

Chaun delta

Dobrzhanskogo and Temechun
islands

Kavacha lagoon 1
Keremesit-Sundrun watershed
Kharchinskoye lake 1
Kolyma-Alazeya lowland o
Kolyma delta |

Krasnoschekovskaya

Lopatka Peninsula and First |
Kouril Strait

Manily lakes 1

Meinypylginski and Kapyllg].-'n i
lakes

Marth part of Volgogradski |

résenoir

Marthern slope of |
Khamar-Diaban mountains

Parapol'skiy valley
Rekinninskaya bay 1
Rovnyy Island -
Snake hills -
Teletskoye lake 1
Vakhil’ river mouth
Wasiliva islands 1

Zhupanovskiy lagoon T

72.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
15.5%
0.0%
0.0%
68.2%
46.7%
0.1%
47.9%
6.2%
28.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.1%

95.5%
4.3%
0.0%
16.2%
%
0.0%
0.0%
87.1%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Frotected Area Coverage (National)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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Ainovislands o
Balka Yablonya 1

Caucasus Biosphere Reserve

Coastal belt of eastern
Murmansk

[Crelta of the Kuban' river

Flood-plain of river Yetluga

Flood-plain of Volga river
between Gorodets and -

Flood-plain ofdbya oned
between M.Movgorod and |

Famyat’ Parizhskoi Kommuny

Floodplain of Pjand /A& |
nearvillage Sarga
Forests and tm_gs inthe lower
reaches of Bolshaya Kaksha
river
Forests and wetlands in the |
valley of the Muzhma river
Forests, bogs and gathering
ofthe Common Cranes near T

Yoskresenskoye village
Gavrilovski archipelago

Kandalaksha Bay T
Lakes of northern Karelia

Lapland Biosphere Resernve

Manturovo left bank of the |
LInzha river
Marshes near Pavlovskoye
Zaochye and adjoining
floodplain of Oka river
Marshes nearvillages |
Frolizshchi and Chistoye

Ponoiskaya depression 1

Seven islands T
Surroundings of Kivesh'yaur |
ake

Surskoi spur of |
Cheboksarskoye resenvaoir

Terski coast

Vetluga floodplain in the |
Mizhni Maovgorod region

Watershed of the Rivers |
Strelna and Varzuga

Zhestyanka -

0.0%
0.0%

0.0%
80.5%
6.8%
19.4%
0.0%
0.0%
13.1%
8.4%
0.0%
0.0%
94.3%
0.0%
0.0%
7.8%
25.1%
28.0%
46.8%

0.0%
0.0%
10.0%
0.1%

3.2%

1.8%

2.5%

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
FProtected Area Coverage (National)

Key Biodiversity Area Coverage (KBA) in Russian Federation
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