EU Results Framework Indicator methodology note 
	1. Name of indicator
	Number of hectares of protected areas managed with EU support

	
	

	2. Which sector (using Result Framework heading)
	Natural Resources, Environment and Climate Change

	
	

	3. Technical Definition 
	This indicator seeks to reflect progress made in terms of in situ biodiversity conservation, trying to focus on the share of this progress that can be attributed to an EU contribution.
What constitutes a protected areas follows the definition proposed by the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN):

"a clearly defined geographical space, recognized, dedicated and managed, through legal or other effective means, to achieve the long-term conservation of nature with associated ecosystem services and cultural values". 
It encompasses different realities:

- whether the EU support has contributed to increase the area of protected areas, either by the creation of (a) new one(s), or the extension of (an) existing one(s)
- whether the EU support has contributed to consolidate the management of existing protected areas, through supplying operational equipment or staff, land mapping and physical demarcation, or through setting up a management committee and a management plan.

- whether the EU support has contributed to strengthen the management system in place so as to effectively protect the area and to prevent it from degradation or depletion.


	
	

	4. Rationale (including which policy priority, and how is this indicator linked to that policy priority)
	In situ conservation, sustainable use of biological diversity and the fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising from the use of genetic resources are dependent upon properly maintaining sufficient natural habitat. Protected areas, together with conservation, sustainable use and restoration initiatives in the wider land-and seascape are essential components in national and global biodiversity conservation strategies. They provide a range of goods and ecological services while preserving natural and cultural heritage. They can contribute to poverty alleviation by providing employment opportunities and livelihoods to people living in and around them. In addition, they also provide opportunities for research including for adaptive measures to cope with climate change, environmental education, recreation and tourism. Therefore, the largest share of all biodiversity-relevant interventions that are funded by the EU development cooperation provides support to protected areas systems of partner developing countries
.
On the other hand, the proportion of terrestrial and marine areas protected is one of the indicators used to measure progress towards the 7th Millennium Development Goal – "ensuring environmental sustainability". 
This indicator is typically a "response" indicator, meaning that it reflects actions taken to more effectively ensure that "ecosystems are resilient and continue to provide essential services" (as stated in the mission of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 of the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), which encompasses the 20 "Aichi Targets").
In particular, it assesses the progress made with regard to the targets under Strategic Goal C of the Strategic Plan – "to improve the status of biodiversity by safeguarding ecosystems, species and genetic diversity", which includes Target 11 – "by 2020, at least 17% of terrestrial and inland water, and 10% of coastal and marine areas are conserved through systems of protected areas" and Target 12 – "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". To a lesser extent, Strategic Goal B – "Reduce direct pressures on biodiversity and promote sustainable use" – is also addressed by this indicator, namely Target 5 – "by 2020, the rate of loss of all natural habitats, including forests, is at least halved and where feasible brought close to zero, and degradation and fragmentation is significantly reduced."


	
	

	5. Level of disaggregation
	This indicator actually encompasses different realities, so it ought to be disaggregated the following way:
- Creation vs Extension: whether the EU support has contributed to increase the area of protected areas, either by the creation of (a) new one(s), or the extension of (an) existing one(s) ( increase of the extension of gazetted (i.e. legally created by being published in an official Journal) protected areas extension (hectares)

This can also be expressed in terms of percentage of the total country territory, and be assessed against the Aichi Target N° 11.
- Equipment vs Management: whether the EU support has contributed to consolidate the management of existing protected areas, through supplying equipment, land marking, or through setting up a management committee and a management plan. ( increase of the number of gazetted PA with management plan / management committee / physical equipment and infrastructure.
- Ecological integrity: whether the EU support has contributed to make the management system in place more effective in protecting the area and to prevent it from degradation or depletion. ( trends observed on the state of natural habitat within the PA such as increased abundance of species and/or range of habitats).

	
	

	6. Data Sources (including any issues on (i) different definitions by source, and (ii) level of availability of the data)
	1st level of disaggregation (extension of PA):
The main data source for this indicator is the World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA), the most comprehensive global dataset on marine and terrestrial protected areas available. The WDPA is a joint product of UNEP and IUCN, prepared by UNEP-WCMC
 and the IUCN World Commission on Protected Areas working with Governments, the Secretariats of Multilateral Environmental Agreements, and collaborating Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs).
The Digital Observatory of Protected Areas (DOPA), developed by the Commission's Joint Research Center (JRC), is based on the WDPA, the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species and JRC's own remote sensing products such as the Global Landcover 2000.
According to the country assessed, where available and disclosable, other sources can be the Ministries or government agencies in charge of the management of the National Protected Areas Systems. Some have developed their own web-based observatory of protected areas where data are easily available.
2nd level of disaggregation (consolidation of PA): WDPA also hosts a Protected Areas Management Effectiveness Information Module, where a search motor provides information beyond the mere extension of the PA, according to several filtering parameters, such as: region, country, wdpa code, PA name, IUCN category, assessment method, existence of management plan and management committee, etc. 
3rd level of disaggregation (ecological integrity): DOPA goes further into the disaggregation, according to the need of the user. Per country, for each single protected area, DOPA will compute information related to the distribution and abundance of species, the range of habitats encountered, and the (evolving) levels of pressure from demography, agriculture and road infrastructure.  
On the other hand, in order to apply those indicators on DEVCO actions that are relevant for in-situ biodiversity conservation, the assessment will include the extraction of project/programme information from DEVCO's own database (CRIS), based on the Biodiversity Rio Marker, the DAC sector code and the formulation of main/specific objectives.

	
	

	7. Data calculation (including any assumptions made)
	The indicator is calculated as aggregation of all hectares covered by EU support in line with the technical definitions stated above. 

Data is not cumulative from year to year.

	
	

	8. Worked examples
	An operational example can be taken from the NIP 2014-2017 for Colombia. The EU is going to invest € 20.8 million under its priority 1 – local development and institutional strengthening – into a Sector Reform Contract. This action will have an important component of strengthening the institutions that are part of the National system of Protected Areas and will principally operate (indicatively) in two regions in the country: the Chocó-Darién moist forest and the Caqueta moist forest. 
When it comes to reporting, during or at the end of the implementation, clear information about the actual areas of operation (districts, provinces, departments, etc.) will need to be provided by the project manager to the thematic unit in charge of this subject.
The DOPA database will then enable the thematic unit to identify and extract the protected areas that lie in these regions of intervention. Once this is done, the extent and protection status can easily be obtained, as well as any other information, according to the needs and the scope of the evaluation. 

	
	

	9. Is it used by another organization or in the framework of international initiatives, conventions, etc? If so, which?
	Although the same indicator is not used by other organizations, similar indicators can be easily identified.

World Bank uses a broad set of environmental indicators, a few of which are related to biodiversity (essentially in terms of threatened species (fish, birds, mammals) and % of terrestrial/marine protected areas. 

On the other hand, the GEF benefits index for biodiversity is a composite index of relative biodi​versity potential based on the species represented in each country and their threat status and diversity of habitat types. The index has been normalized from 0 (no biodiversity potential) to 100 (maximum biodi​versity potential).

Data are available here:

http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/ER.BDV.TOTL.XQ/countries/1W?display=default 

Asian Development Bank uses:

- terrestrial and marine areas protected (% of total territorial area).
Link: http://www.adb.org/key-indicators/2011/part-ii-mdg 

	
	

	10.Other issues
	UNEP-WCMC aggregates the global and regional figures for this indicator from the national figures calculated through GIS analysis. The global, regional and national figures provided by UNEP-WCMC are therefore consistent. Gaps and/or time lags in reporting national protected area data to the WDPA can however result in discrepancies between the national figures provided by UNEP-WCMC and national figures available from national agencies.

The data and methodology used to calculate this indicator will continue to evolve. Improvements in data coverage and quality in the World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA), and a shift from statistical to GIS analysis have resulted in improved indicator quality. It is planned to automate the analysis of the indicator to the extent possible and to make available tools that allow users to calculate protected area coverage for any area of interest. Gaps and/or time lags in reporting protected area data to the WDPA need to be addressed in order to reduce differences in globally and regionally/nationally derived indicator values.

Finally, account must be also taken that over 80% of the Earth's surface is never likely to be managed within Protected Areas. Mainstreaming biodiversity conservation into interventions across such "non-protected" landscapes and seascapes is therefore an increasing concern for development cooperation.


� Life, lives, livelihoods – the European Commission's work on biodiversity and development, 2012, ISBN 978-92-79-25491-8.


� IUCN = International Union for the Conservation of Nature; UNEP-WCMC = United Nations Environment Programme–World Conservation Monitoring Centre





