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Global targets for the percentage of oceans to be pro-
tected serve two general purposes: as a goal for MPA 
efforts to pursue, and as a measure of those efforts’ 
progress.  Unfortunately, over the past decade, some 
of the high-profile targets for MPAs have proven too 
difficult to reach, at least in the near term. 

Take, for example, the target set in 2005 under the 
UN Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD): 
that 10% of all marine and coastal ecological regions 
should be conserved in representative MPAs by 
2012.  Within months of the target being set, a study 
determined that at the current rate of global MPA 
designation, the 10% goal would not be met for sev-
eral decades to come (MPA News 7:5).  When global 
MPA coverage still remained well below 2% in 2010, 
the CBD Secretariat extended the deadline to 2020 
(MPA News 12:3).

Meeting that new deadline may still be no easy feat, 
however.  Look at the calculations:

• The total global ocean area is 330 million km2, so 10% 
of the global oceans is 33 million km2. 

• Current global MPA coverage is roughly 5.3 million km2, 
which means we are at about 1.6% coverage.

• The median size of MPAs worldwide — meaning half of 
MPAs are larger than this, and half are smaller — is less 
than 2 km2, according to the UNEP World Conservation 
Monitoring Centre.  For perspective: it would take the 
equivalent of 20 million median-sized MPAs to reach the 
10% coverage target.

• What may be considered the largest protected area 
in the world — the South Georgia and South Sandwich 
Islands Marine Protected Area, designated in Febru-
ary 2012 by the UK — is roughly 1 million km2.  For 	
perspective: even at that enormous size, it would take 
the equivalent of 33 of these to reach the 10% coverage 
target.

The figures and the challenge ahead are daunting.  
There is also the question of how all the forthcoming 
protected areas will be financed, in light of already 
persistent shortfalls in funding for existing sites.  And 
the question of the level of protection within the 
MPAs-to-come must be considered, too.  Below we 
examine various points of view on how the 10% 
target can be reached.

Designate very large MPAs for rapid gains in 
coverage
Located in the southern Atlantic Ocean is the remote 
and nearly uninhabited UK territory of South Geor-
gia and the South Sandwich Islands.  In February 
when the Commissioner of the islands designated a 
1 million-km2 MPA across most of the islands’ EEZ, 
the accompanying management plan trumpeted the 
impact on global MPA coverage.  “[The new pro-
tected area] increases the area of the world’s oceans 
formally protected as MPAs by almost [one-quarter],” 
the plan said — that is, from about 4.3 million km2 
to 5.3 million km2.  The new MPA is equal in size 
to the land area of Norway, Sweden, and Finland 
combined.  (The management plan is available at 	
http://bit.ly/SouthGeorgiaMPAplan.)

One very large MPA can produce substantial 
and rapid progress toward MPA coverage targets, 
particularly for national waters.  Over the course 
of two years, for example, the UK has covered 
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The MPA Math: How to Reach the 10% Target for 
Global MPA Coverage 

A selection of MPA targets
2002 World Summit on 		
Sustainable Development 
Target: to establish representative networks of 
marine protected areas worldwide by 2012

UN Convention on Biological Diversity 
Target: to conserve 10% of all marine and coastal 
ecological regions in MPAs by 2020

Micronesia Challenge 
Target: to conserve at least 30% of nearshore 
marine waters across Micronesia by 2020
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Phil Trathan of the British Antarctic Survey, who ad-
vised the South Georgia government in planning the 
MPA.  “What were previously fishery licence agree-
ments and conditions that could be changed without 
recourse to law can now only be modified through 
legislation,” he says.  “In addition, the new MPA stip-
ulates that fishing vessels now are not allowed within 
12 nm from the islands except under force majeure or 
with a permit, which represents a tightening of protec-
tion.”  The MPA also features a new system of zones, 
designated according to various IUCN protection 
categories.  Trathan expects management provisions 
for the MPA to grow increasingly restrictive over time.  
(Incidentally, since the 1990s, the South Georgia 
government has issued no fishing licenses in the EEZ 
below 60°S, making that area a de facto no-take zone.)

The UK is not alone in designating large MPAs.  In 
recent years, there has been a surge in new MPAs 
larger than 150,000 km2 — to the point where such 
sites now account for over half of total MPA coverage 
worldwide (MPA News 13:2).  And more are on the 
way.  Australia has proposed the 322,000-km2 South-
west Corner Commonwealth Marine Reserve and 
the 989,842-km2 Coral Sea Commonwealth Marine 
Reserve in its waters, while the Cook Islands is ex-
pected to designate a 1 million-km2 MPA in 2012.  In 
the meantime, work is underway to apply large MPAs 
to the high seas as well.  A new alliance of NGOs is 
pressing international authorities to designate a 	
3.6 million-km2 no-take area in Antarctica’s Ross Sea 
(see page 7, this issue), and Bermuda is pursuing the 
designation of what could become a 	5 million-km2 
MPA in international waters of the Sargasso Sea 
(www.sargassoalliance.org).  A few million km2 here, 
a few million there, and soon the MPA field may be 
close to the 33 million-km2 goal.

Local MPAs can be most cost-effective option
An irony often encountered in MPA planning is that 
it can be simpler and faster to designate a very large 
MPA than a single small one.  This is particularly the 
case when the large MPA is in a remote, unpopulated 
location and the small MPA is in coastal waters near 
a population center.  In remote locations, there are 
typically few stakeholders to contest the designation, 
whereas in coastal locations the planning process and 
negotiations can take years.

However, according to Enric Sala, it is the small 
coastal MPAs — and particularly coastal no-take 
marine reserves — that offer the most cost-effective 
and sustainable way forward for building a world-
wide system of MPAs.  Sala, a marine ecologist and 
explorer-in-residence with the National Geographic 
Society, says the benefits that marine reserves can 
produce (in terms of increased tourism and increased 

about 20% of its EEZ with just two marine protected 
areas — the South Georgia MPA and, in 2010, the 
544,000-km2 Chagos Marine Protected Area in 
the Indian Ocean.  (Unlike Chagos, which is at the 
center of a dispute with displaced indigenous inhabit-
ants over their right of return to the British Indian 
Ocean Territory, there is no indigenous population 
from South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands.  
However, the islands are claimed by Argentina as part 
of the same geographic dispute that pertains to the 
Falkland Islands [or Islas Malvinas, to Argentina].)

The South Georgia MPA, which covers the portion 
of the islands’ EEZ that is north of 60°S latitude, 
mainly codifies existing fishery measures.  That is, 
commercial bottom trawling there — which was 
off-limits prior to designation — remains off-limits in 
the MPA, as does longlining at depths shallower than 
700 m.  Other fishing will continue to be licensed, at 
least for the time being.  

Despite the before-after similarity, the MPA repre-
sents a “major change of approach” in management 
and a significant step forward for conservation, says 

How the high seas dilute global MPA 
coverage calculations
Most of the world ocean — nearly two-thirds of it — consists of 
waters beyond national jurisdiction: the high seas.  Very few MPAs 
have been designated on the high seas, due in part to the lack of 
established frameworks for designating broadly recognzed MPAs 
there.  Because the high seas are so vast and so devoid of MPAs, 
they have the effect of diluting the impact on global MPA calcula-
tions of new MPAs in national waters.  So despite the remarkable 
designation in February of the 1 million-km2 South Georgia and 
South Sandwich Islands MPA in UK waters, it amounted to an 
increase in coverage of just one-third of one percent of the world 
ocean.

“We need to look at two parallel trends,” says Mark Spalding 
of The Nature Conservancy, who tracks global MPA coverage.  
“Within national waters worldwide, I think we’ll reach the 10% 
coverage target by 2020, easily.  We are already at greater than 
4% coverage inside EEZs and it is becoming ever easier for na-
tions to make the mega-declarations of remote places that really 
shift the statistics.  

“On the other hand, MPA coverage on the high seas remains well 
under 1%,” he continues.  “Unless we can come up with a robust 
means for establishing MPAs on the true high seas then effort 
will remain focused on the EEZs.  And unless we get high seas 
MPAs at scale, we are going to need to get 25% MPA coverage in 
national waters to meet the 10% target for oceans overall.”
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fisheries catches) can outweigh the management costs 
of the reserves themselves.  And in light of the fact 
the CBD 10% target will require a fivefold increase 
in MPA coverage in just the next eight years, some 
consideration of cost-effectiveness is in order, he says.

“Well-enforced no-take marine reserves univer-
sally increase diversity, size, abundance, and bio-
mass of fish inside their boundaries, which makes 
them very attractive to tourism,” says Sala.  “Also, 
marine reserves typically produce spillover that 
benefits local fisheries.”  In contrast, a recent study 
by Sala and colleagues (www.plosone.org/article/
info%3Adoi%2F10.1371%2Fjournal.pone.0032742) 
found that MPAs that allowed some fishing often did 
not lead to increases in fish relative to unprotected 
areas nearby.  As a result of their lower biomass and 
diversity, the tourism value of these partially protected 
MPAs was also lower, as was the likelihood of local 
fisheries enhancement. 

In this light, Sala refers to no-take marine reserves as 
fish banks.  “Using the bank analogy: the larger your 
principal is, the more interest you earn on it,” he says.  
A well-enforced marine reserve has a larger principal 
(i.e., fish abundance) than a partially protected site 
does, so its interest (societal and ecological benefits) 
is greater as well.  He cites the small Medes Islands 
Marine Reserve in Spain as an example, where the 
cost of management is equal to just a small fraction 
(5%) of its revenue value to the local community.  
(MPA News recognizes that no-take marine reserves 
often represent a cost to fishing communities and 
their establishment is not necessarily offset by external 
benefits to fisheries.)

“Instead of perceiving MPAs as a sacrifice and a sink 
of resources, we should be planning them so that they 
can pay for themselves,” says Sala.  “We need to em-
power local communities to create and manage their 
own reserves with a business approach.  Only then 
will we be able to scale up and create the large number 
of new small marine reserves that will be necessary to 
help meet the global MPA targets.”

Consultant Andreas Merkl, who has studied global 
MPA funding, agrees that reaching the 10% MPA 
target by 2020 will require what amount to self-
sustainable sites.  The conventional ways of funding 
MPAs through top-down support from governments 
and NGOs will be inadequate, he says.

“Increasing MPA coverage by five times in such a 
short span of time would drain the pool of conven-
tional funding,” says Merkl.  “However, if it could 
be done in a way that restores stocks, increases local 
fishery yields, and thus can rely on most of the work 
being done by local people who benefit directly, it 
could be feasible.”

This represents a shift in thinking for Merkl.  In 2003 
he suggested that, contrary to common belief in the 
MPA field, there was a considerable pool of potential 
capital available for MPA management from conven-
tional sources (MPA News 5:5).  The real problem, he 
said, was that this capital was unlikely to be commit-
ted unless the capacity for good management was 
greatly improved.

Merkl still views management capacity as a challenge 
for MPAs.  But he sees promise in the emerging 
science and economics around pairing territorial use 
right agreements with no-take areas — as done in Fiji, 
Palau, and Papua New Guinea, for example — as a 
promising, long-term financing option.  “Under these 
arrangements, locals are granted the right to restrict 
access to a fishery, which reduces the loss of fishery 
revenue to outsiders,” he says.  “When local stewards 
get to keep the rewards of their good stewardship, 
everything changes.” 

Are MPA coverage targets a distraction?
Not every MPA is self-sustaining when it comes to 
funding — far from it.  The great majority of site 
managers remain dependent on conventional sources.  

Shortcut to meeting the 		
10% target: Reconsidering 		
what counts as an MPA
Sometimes what counts as a marine protected area is in 
the eye of the beholder.  When MPA News polled read-
ers in 2006 on what should be considered the world’s 
largest MPA, for example, your responses were literally 
all over the map: large marine parks, various fisheries 
gear closures, the Indian Ocean whale sanctuary.  One 
respondent suggested the Southern Ocean should be 
considered an MPA, as it is under active management by 
the intergovernmental Commission for the Conservation 
of Antarctic Marine Living Resources (CCAMLR).

This is relevant to MPA coverage targets.  The CCAMLR 
area, for example, is 35 million km2.  If it were included 
in the UN assessment of global MPA coverage, the 10% 
worldwide target (equivalent to 33 million km2) would 
immediately be surpassed.  Clearly, definitions play a key 
role in gauging global MPA coverage.  

This raises several questions.  Should single-species 
fishery closures (such as EEZ-wide shark sanctuaries) 
be included in the global coverage calculation?  Should 
gear closures be included, like the 4.5 million km2 of 
purse seine closures designated by Parties to the Nauru 
Agreement (MPA News 12:5)?  What do you think?
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In many cases worldwide, these sources of funding 
are dwindling as governments try to balance budgets 
in lean economic times.  Yet this has not necessar-
ily stopped decision-makers from designating large 
MPAs in an effort to meet MPA coverage targets.  

John Beumer, who oversees the declared Fish Habitat 
Areas program for Fisheries Queensland, says the 
10% target provides an incentive for decisions that 
are economically inefficient.  In a time of limited 
budgets, he says, the most efficient expenditure of 
resources may be to focus where ecosystem threats are 
greatest — typically at the interface between coastal 
development and estuaries or inshore waters — rather 
than on large, remote, relatively undisturbed areas.  

As a case in point, he cites the current effort to plan 
a 1 million-km2 MPA in Australian waters of the 
Coral Sea (MPA News 13:4).  Although the area 
experiences relatively low human activity compared 
to waters nearer to shore, an MPA there would still 
incur significant management costs for monitoring 
and enforcement, in part due to its remoteness.  “The 
Coral Sea process is a prime example of what we Aus-
tralians call ‘vegemiting’ our budgetary resources: that 
is, spreading them much too thinly,” says Beumer.  
(His comments represent his personal opinion rather 
than an official response.)  

Beumer says the increased attention being paid to 
protection in general in policymaking is not being 
matched with corresponding increases in budgets.  
“This leads to heightened perceptions of additional 
bureaucracy without any real management involve-
ment, and without real benefit to the status of those 
marine habitats now having what is seen as a ‘token’ 
protection,” he says.  “At the same time, it detracts 
from many existing ‘true’ MPAs that are under real 
threat, but which have inadequate resources for 
proper management.”

Mark Spalding of The Nature Conservancy, who 
co-led the assessment in 2010 of global MPA cover-
age for the UN Convention on Biological Diversity, 
agrees the targets can be a distraction.  “We really 
need to start focusing on where we are putting MPAs, 
not just on how much we are setting aside,” he says.  
“I think this was also the intent of the CBD 10% 

target, which was written as part of a much broader 
framework of goals aimed at reducing threats and 
improving conditions worldwide.  Well, you can only 
do a little of that in a remote location where threats 
are low and conditions good.  To really crack it, you 
have to take the solution directly to the problem.  We 
really need MPAs in places where marine biodiversity 
is struggling.  Those sites are generally going to be 
small, expensive, and hard to manage.”  

It is one thing, says Spalding, to achieve 10% MPA 
coverage in undisturbed areas.  “But I wonder when 
we will get to 10% coverage of threatened and 
degraded areas,” he says.  “These are the places where 
MPAs may be able to turn around losses of biodiver-
sity and improve livelihoods.“

For more information:
Phil Trathan, British Antarc-
tic Survey, Cambridge, UK. 
E-mail: pnt@bas.ac.uk

Enric Sala, National Geo-
graphic Society, Washington, 
DC, US. E-mail: 		
esala@ngs.org

Andreas Merkl, California 	
Environmental Associates, 
San Francisco, California, 
US. E-mail: andreas@
ceaconsulting.com

John Beumer, Fisheries 
Queensland, Department 
of Employment, Economic 
Development, and Innova-
tion (DEEDI), Brisbane, 
Queensland, Australia. 	
E-mail: John.Beumer@
deedi.qld.gov.au

Mark Spalding, The 	
Nature Conservancy, 
Cambridge, UK. E-mail: 
mspalding@tnc.org

Madagascar study: How various 
planning methods could be used 
to achieve MPA coverage targets 
The Government of Madagascar has announced 
its intent to increase its MPA coverage by 1 million 
hectares (10,000 km2).  To help inform this process, 
a new study compares various methods for marine 
spatial planning along Madagascar’s west coast.  
With the goal of developing a “diversified portfolio” 
of management options for the study area (includ-
ing no-take areas and managed fishing zones), the 
methods apply a range of MPA coverage targets — 
as high as 30%, as low as 16%.

Conducted by an international team of researchers, 
the study provides a model of how MPA coverage 
targets could be achieved in the context of a broad-
er marine spatial planning process.  “Comparison 
of Marine Spatial Planning Methods in Madagascar 
Demonstrates Value of Alternative Approaches” ap-
pears in the journal PLoS ONE at www.plosone.
org/article/info%3Adoi%2F10.1371%2Fjournal.
pone.0028969.
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extend to their receiving clearly identifiable benefits 
from the regime or MPA.

9. Socio-economic considerations usually determine 
the success or failure of marine management systems, 
including MPAs.  In addition to biophysical factors, 
these considerations should be addressed from the 
outset in identifying sites for MPAs, as well as plan-
ning and managing them.

10. It is better to have an MPA that is not ideal in the 
ecological sense but which meets the primary objec-
tive than to strive vainly to create the “perfect MPA”. 

11. It is usually a mistake to postpone action on the 
establishment of an MPA because biophysical infor-
mation is incomplete.  There will usually be sufficient 
information to indicate whether the MPA is justified 
ecologically and to set reasonable boundaries.

12. Design and management of MPAs and other 
marine management systems must be both top-down 
and bottom-up if they are to be effective in achieving 
the designed human behaviors and ecological objec-
tives.

13. An MPA or other marine management program 
must have clearly defined objectives against which its 
performance is regularly checked, and a monitoring 
program to assess management effectiveness.

14. Management should be adaptive, meaning that it 
is periodically reviewed and revised as dictated by the 
results of monitoring.

15. There is a global debate about the merits of small, 
highly protected MPAs and large, multiple-use MPAs.  
Much of this debate arises from the misconception 
that it must be one or the other.  In fact, nearly all 
large, multiple-use MPAs encapsulate highly pro-
tected zones, which can function in the same way as 
individual highly protected MPAs.  Conversely, small, 
highly protected MPAs in a larger area subject to 
integrated management can be as effective as a large, 
multiple use MPA.

16. Because of the highly connected nature of the sea, 
which efficiently transmits substances and forcing 
factors, an MPA will rarely succeed unless it is embed-
ded in, or is so large that it constitutes, an integrated 
ecosystem management regime.

By Graeme Kelleher AO
I believe that the following lessons are common glob-
ally because human instincts are common globally.  
These lessons have been learned over time in every 
marine region of the world.

1. A crucial attribute of a manager is integrity.  Some 
managers have made the mistake of believing that 
they can fool some of the people some, or even all, 
of the time.  The results are a breakdown in trust and 
the generation of enemies.  The manager may appear 
to win a series of battles but the eventual outcome is 
usually failure.

2. Time spent in preparation is an essential invest-
ment that will be repaid many times over. 

3. Natural resource managers have to show demon-
strable benefits for stakeholders, and this takes time 
and diplomacy.  Almost all effective ecosystem-based 
management regimes or MPAs contribute to the 
maintenance or restitution of biological diversity and 
abundance, each of which is relevant to sustainable 
fisheries.

4. It is not feasible in today’s marine environment to 
divorce the issues of resource use and conservation: 
marine natural resources and their living space are all 
sought now by many different users for many differ-
ent purposes.

5. The tendency in some areas to oppose the recogni-
tion of fishery closures as MPAs seems to be coun-
terproductive, inhibiting cooperation between fishers 
and environmentalists in creating and managing 
MPAs.

6. In almost all areas of the world, there has been 
a long history of conflict and lack of cooperation 
between environmental and fisheries management 
agencies.  Wherever this is manifest, the lack of joint 
action inhibits progress in establishing MPAs and 
in managing them for both biological diversity and 
productivity. 

7. Individual MPAs and system plans should be de-
signed to serve both sustainable use and environmen-
tal protection objectives, and relevant agencies should 
work together in planning and management.

8. Local people must be deeply involved from the ear-
liest possible stage in any coastal management regime 
or MPA that is to succeed.  This involvement should 

Editor’s note: 
Graeme Kelleher AO is for-
mer chairman of the Great 
Barrier Reef Marine Park 
Authority and serves as 
senior advisor to the IUCN 
World Commission on Pro-
tected Areas.  The lessons 
here, some of which have 
appeared previously in MPA 
News, are drawn from: 

•  Guidelines for Marine 
Protected Areas (IUCN, 
1999), edited by Kelleher. 
http://cmsdata.iucn.org/
downloads/mpaguid.pdf

•  PARKS Magazine, 
June 1998 special issue 
on MPAs, co-edited by 
Kelleher and Cheri Recchia. 

MPA Perspective: Key Lessons Learned in the Management of 
MPAs and Marine Natural Resources

For more information:
Graeme Kelleher AO, 
Canberra, Australia. 		
E-mail: graempa@home.
netspeed.com.au

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/
downloads/parks_jun98.pdf
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becoming a permanent informal group, and to find-
ing ways to share their experience and lessons learned.  

Hosted by the US National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration (NOAA), the MPA Agency 
Summit was by invitation only.  NOAA invited 23 
nations to send an MPA agency representative, and 
16 were able to attend: Australia, Bahamas, Canada, 
Chile, Dominican Republic, France, Italy, Korea, 
Mexico, New Zealand, Palau, Saudi Arabia, South 
Africa, Tanzania, United Kingdom, and the US.  Sev-
eral NGO observers were also invited to attend.

The national invitations were based on a variety of 
factors including level of MPA activity, size of EEZ, 
NOAA’s relationship and history with particular 
countries, and a desire for a diverse representation of 
geography and cultures.  The participating countries 
included eight of the thirteen largest EEZs in the 
world.  In the future, countries may be added as the 
group decides are necessary and desirable.  A second 
summit is anticipated to be held in France in 2013 
in conjunction with the 3rd International Marine 
Protected Area Congress (IMPAC3).

For more information: Elizabeth Moore (chief of staff, 
international activities), NOAA Office of National Marine 
Sanctuaries, US. E-mail: Elizabeth.Moore@noaa.gov

New global partnership to address ocean 
problems, raise funds
In February, the World Bank announced the forma-
tion of a coalition of governments, NGOs, private 
companies, and other institutions to address multiple 
problems facing the world ocean — from overfish-
ing, to pollution, to habitat loss, and more.  Although 
some details on its agenda remain to be defined, the 
Global Partnership for Oceans has already called for 
the increased designation of MPAs and for improved 
governance systems around fishing, including rights-
based management.

In announcing the partnership at the World Oceans 
Summit in Singapore, World Bank President Robert 
Zoellick said he wanted to see global MPA coverage 
expand to 5% of the oceans, and that he would be 
“thrilled” with 10%.  The partnership aims to raise 
US $1.5 billion for ocean programs in coming 
years from an array of funders, including 	
businesses and NGOs.  The project website is 		
www.globalpartnershipforoceans.org.

Notes & News
International summit of MPA agencies held 	
in February
In February 2012, senior officials from MPA agencies 
of 16 nations gathered in San Francisco, California 
(US), to discuss how to use their combined influence 
and efforts to increase the value and success of MPAs 
worldwide.  The participating agencies committed to 

From the database: 			 
Most-viewed MPAs on 		
protectedplanet.net website 
The protectedplanet.net website serves as a 
searchable interface for the World Database on 
Protected Areas (WDPA), compiled by the UNEP 
World Conservation Monitoring Centre.  Each 
protected area in the database has its own page on 
protectedplanet.net with details such as its IUCN 
category, year of designation, and more.  The 
following list reflects which protected areas with a 	
marine component have been viewed the most times 
on the website, as measured by unique page views.  
The site went live in October 2010:

1. Pelagos Sanctuary for the Conservation of 
Marine Mammals in the Mediterranean 	
France, Italy, and Monaco 
WDPA ID: 365015
Unique page views: 506 

2. Mikawa Wan Quasi National Park 
Japan 
WDPA ID: 3258 
Unique page views: 290 

3. Sudoeste Alentejano e Costa Vicentina 	
Nature Park 
Portugal 
WDPA ID: 18945 
Unique page views: 277 

4. Great Barrier Reef Marine Park 
Australia 
WDPA ID: 2628 
Unique page views: 255 

5. Galápagos National Park & Marine Reserve 
Ecuador 
WDPA ID: 187 
Unique page views: 241



7	March - April 2012 

FAO publishes technical guidelines on MPAs as 
fisheries tools
The UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) 
has published technical guidelines on the use of 
MPAs — particularly no-take zones — in the context 
of fisheries.  The 198-page publication is divided 
into two sections.  The first provides background on 
fisheries management, the ecosystem approach to 
fisheries, and MPAs as a tool for fisheries manage-
ment.  The second section considers the planning 
and implementation of MPAs.  The guidelines were 
drafted based on findings from an FAO expert work-
shop in 2006 as well as subsequent reviews.  

The publication Guidelines on Marine Protected 	
Areas and Fisheries is available at 
www.fao.org/docrep/015/i2090e/i2090e.pdf.

Mediterranean MPA newsletter published
MedMPAnet — a project led by UNEP to develop 
a representative network of marine and coastal pro-
tected areas in the Mediterranean — has published 	
its first newsletter.  Featuring articles on various 
MedMPAnet activities, the newsletter is available at 	
http://medmpanet.rac-spa.org. 

Abstracts available from MPA presentations at 
marine biodiversity conference
The World Conference on Marine Biodiversity, held 
in September 2011 in Scotland, featured a session on 
MPAs.  Abstracts of the 27 presentations given at the 
session are now available at http://bit.ly/WCMBMPA.  
The presentations addressed issues of governance, 
stakeholder engagement, legislation/policy, MPA 	
design, and MPAs as a recovery mechanism for 	
fisheries and biodiversity. 

Coalition calls for 3.6 million-km2 marine reserve 
in Ross Sea
In February 2012 a coalition of 16 global conserva-
tion groups, the Antarctic Ocean Alliance (AOA), 
called for designation of a 3.6 million-km2 no-take 
marine reserve in the Ross Sea of Antarctica.  Under 
their plan, the reserve would serve as the keystone for 
a forthcoming network of MPAs and no-take marine 
reserves across the Southern Ocean.  

The AOA proposal aims to influence the intergovern-
mental body responsible for managing Antarctica’s 
marine living resources, which is engaged in a year-
long process to plan a network of MPAs in the region 
(“CCAMLR agrees on framework for developing 
MPAs in Antarctica”, MPA News 13:3).  The body 
has called on its member states to submit detailed 
proposals.  Currently there is a toothfish longline 
fishery active in the Ross Sea.

AOA includes Greenpeace, WWF, and other 	
groups, and receives support from Virgin Group 
CEO Richard Branson as well as other funders 	
(www.antarcticocean.org).  At present the largest 	
no-take marine reserve in the world is the UK’s 
544,000-km2 Chagos Marine Protected Area in the 
Indian Ocean.

Scientists support giant no-take marine reserve 
for Australia’s Coral Sea 
A consensus statement signed by more than 300 
scientists from around the world has called on the 
Australian Government to designate a no-take marine 
reserve across the country’s Coral Sea, covering nearly 
1 million km2.  The statement, released in February, 
was in response to a draft management plan for the 
area that the Government proposed last November.  
The Government’s draft plan called for zoning half of 
the area as no-take while allowing various levels of ex-
tractive activity in the remainder (MPA News 13:4).

The statement identified six issues of concern with 
regard to the draft plan, including that allowing 
catch-and-release fishing in the Coral Sea was inadvis-
able due to high rates of associated fish mortality.  
The period for public comment on the draft plan 
ended on 24 February.  Following any revisions to 
the plan, there will be a formal statutory declaration 
process with another round of public consultation.  
The scientists’ statement is at www.coralcoe.org.au/
news_stories/coralsea2.html. 
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MPA Conference Calendar 2012  	
•  Lund Conference on Earth System Governance
April 18-20 / Lund, Sweden
www.lund2012.earthsystemgovernance.org/

•  The International Polar Year 2012 Conference
April 22-27 / Montreal, Quebec, Canada 
www.ipy2012montreal.ca 

•  International Conference on Marine and Coastal 
Ecosystems (MarCoastEcos 2012) 
April 25-28 / Tirana, Albania 
http://marcoastecos2012.al

•  Global Conference on Oceans, Climate and Security 
May 21-23 / Boston, Massachusetts, US 
www.gcocs.org

•  The Coastal Society’s 23rd International Conference
June 3-6 / Miami, Florida, US
www.thecoastalsociety.org/?page=conference

•  50th ECSA Conference (Estuarine, Coastal and 	
Shelf Science) 
June 3-7 / Venice, Italy 
www.estuarinecoastalconference.com

•  Coastal Zone Canada 2012
June 10-15 / Rimouski, Quebec, Canada 
www.czca-azcc.org/html/conferences/main.html

•  Fifth International Conference on 		
Sustainable Tourism
June 13-15 / A Coruña, Spain 
www.wessex.ac.uk/12-conferences/sustourism-2012.html

•  Third International Conference on Progress in 
Marine Conservation in Europe 2012
June 18-22 / Stralsund, Germany 
www.bfn.de/habitatmare/en/index.php

•  Rio+20: UN Conference on Sustainable Development
June 20-22 / Rio de Janeiro, Brazil 
www.uncsd2012.org/rio20/

•  12th International Coral Reef Symposium
July 9-13 / Cairns, Australia 
www.coralcoe.org.au/icrs2012

•  North American Congress for Conservation Biology
July 15-18 / Oakland, California, US 
www.scbnacongress.org

•  5th Ecosystem Services Partnership Conference
July 31 - August 4 / Portland, Oregon, US 
www.fsd.nl/esp/77938/5/0/30

•  International Conference on Fisheries and Marine 
Sciences (MarineFish 2012)
August 23-24 / Negombo, Sri Lanka 
www.marinfish.org

•  2nd International Conference on Island Sustainability
September 17-19 / Island of Brac, Croatia 
www.wessex.ac.uk/12-conferences/islands-2012.html

•  ICES Annual Science Conference 2012 
September 17-21 / Bergen, Norway 
www.ices.dk/iceswork/asc/2012/index.asp

•  Coast to Coast 2012 
September 17-21 / Brisbane, Australia 
www.coast2coast.org.au

•  Baltic Sea Region Programme Conference 2012
September 19-20 / Lillestrøm, Norway 
http://eu.baltic.net/Baltic_Sea_Region_Programme_
Conference_2012.18930.html

•  4th International Conference on Estuaries and 
Coasts (4th ICEC)
October 8-11 / Hanoi, Vietnam 
http://icec2012.wru.edu.vn/

•  Eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties 
to the Convention on Biological Diversity (COP 11)
October 8-19 / Hyderabad, India 
www.cbd.int/doc/?meeting=4716

•  6th National Conference on Coastal and Estuarine 
Habitat Restoration
October 20-24 / Tampa, Florida, US
http://estuaries.org/conference/

•  International Conference: Oceans Past IV
November 7-9 / Fremantle, Western Australia 
www.hmapcoml.org/oceanspast/

•  2012 MPA Conference
November 25-29 / San Francisco, California, US
www.wildaid.org/mpaconference

For a more complete list of MPA-related conferences 
in 2012 and beyond, go to www.mpanews.org.


