Protected areas (EECCA CSI 15) -

Assessment June 2007

Key Policy Question

Is there an increase in the number and extent of  protected areas?


Key Assessment

Worldwide, countries use the designation of protected areas as a means of conserving biodiversity components (genes, species, habitats, ecosystems), each country applying its own selection criteria and objectives. One aspect of this indicator shows that there is a significant positive trend in establishing nationally-designated areas in EECCA countries. Another aspect of the indicator shows that there has been a steady increase in the cumulative area of sites designated over the years.
Increase of protected areas in terms of surface area and territorial percentage in all EECCA countries is the result of national programmes and nature conservation policies.

Tajikistan shows the greatest increase in the proportion of protected areas in the total area of the country (16%), followed by Aremnia, probably due to specific national policies and environmental stategy.

As mentioned by the head of Environmental Policy Sector, Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources of the Republic of Azerbaijan, it must be noted that during 2003-2006 the protected areas of Azerbaijan nearly doubled from 478’000 to 700’000 hectares. They now account for 8.1% of the country’s territory.
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The IUCN defines six management categories of protected area in two groups. Totally protected areas are maintained in a natural state and are closed to extractive uses. They comprise Category I, Strict Nature Reserve/Wilderness Area; Category II, National Park; and Category III, National Monument. Partially protected areas are managed for specific uses (e.g. recreation) or to provide optimal conditions for certain species or communities. They comprise Category IV, Habitat/Species Management Area; Category V, Protected Landscape/Seascape; and Category VI, Managed Resource Protected Area. This methodology is increasingly used for land ecosystems, less so for marine ecosystems, and least for inland water ecosystems. Inland water ecosystems are usually included with land in a terrestrial classification. The methodology for this indicator has not been standardized.

“No Cat” are designated areas that are not included in the IUCN classification (http://www.iucn.org/themes/wcpa/).

In terms of reaching policy targets for protected areas as expressed in the EECCA Environment Strategy (EAP Task Force Secretariat , OECD, www.eecca.net), it is clear that in many case a EECCA countries need to incorporate biodiversity conservation aspects into governmental programmes for socio-economic development, along with  material and financial support for protected areas.
Methodology and references

How did we create this indicator?

See UNECE Guidelines for the Application of Environmental Indicators in Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia for methodology, rationale and more relevant details about this indicator.

http://www.unece.org/env/europe/monitoring/7thmeeting/Indicator%20Guidelines%20%20Consolidated.En.pdf
Time period: 1970/1975/1980/1985/1990/1995/2000/2005/2007

Units: Total area in km2 and as a percentage of the total country area.

Data source: UNEP-WCMC World Database on Protected Areas, http://www.unep-wcmc.org/wdpa/
Other recommendations

From Belgrade Report:

No specific topic on Protected Areas.

From UNECE’s EPRs:

Ukraine (2006, second review), "Land management and protection" at http://www.unece.org/env/epr/studies/Ukraine_2/chapter10.pdf 

Belarus (2005, second review), “Ecotourism and biodiversity” at http://www.unece.org/env/epr/studies/belarus/Chapter8.pdf 

Moldova (2005, second review), no protected areas chapter.

Tajikistan (2004), “Ecotourism, mountains and national parks” at http://www.unece.org/env/epr/studies/Tajikistan/chapter11.pdf 

Azerbaijan (2003), no protected areas chapter.

Georgia (2003), “Biodiversity and forest management” at http://www.unece.org/env/epr/studies/georgia/chapter08.pdf 

Uzbekistan (2001), “Biodiversity management” at http://www.unece.org/env/epr/studies/uzbekistan/chapter08.pdf 

Armenia (2000), “Biodiversity” at http://www.unece.org/env/epr/studies/armenia/chapter05.pdf 

Kazakhstan (2000), “Biodiversity & forests” at http://www.unece.org/env/epr/studies/kazakhstan/chapter10.pdf 

Kyrgyzstan (2000), “Biodiversity & forests” at http://www.unece.org/env/epr/studies/kyrgyzstan/chapter08.pdf  

Belarus, Case study

Data provided by the Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection of the Republic of Belarus are always higher than the data issued by WCMC.

This may be due to a different way of estimating/calculating the values.

From the WCMC data, the Protected Areas, expressed in term of surface and in term of percent of the territory, remained stable between 2000 and 2005 but from the Belarus data, there was a small increase of 0.4% (or 96400 hectares).
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Key Message: 


Good signs of commitment to the conservation  of biodiversity by EECCA


countries are shown by the increase in the total surface cover of nationally-


designated areas and number of designated areas over time.














