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Conservation Imperative

• Remarkable human gains in economic prosperity

– Per capita income in 1998, globally, was 8.5 times 

higher than in 1820 (Maddison, OECD)

– One billion people lifted out of poverty during the 

last 25 years (The World Bank)

– Continued progress needed; 10% extreme poverty

• Staggering cost to living nature (“biodiversity”) 

– Magnitude of threats to nature due to human 

activities unlike anything seen before

– Biodiversity loss continues–Sixth mass extinction

– Less than one quarter of the Earth’s land surface 

remains free from substantial human impacts

– 87% of wetlands lost in 300 years (54% since 1900)

• Loss of ecosystem services, loss of livelihoods and 

human wellbeing

• Pressures intensifying: ~10 billion people by 2050
Google images
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Conservation Actions in Response: 

Key Biodiversity Areas Protected
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Domestic Funding (millions USD/year)
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Total spending ~50 billion per year

USA, Italy, France, and Germany spend 

the most on biodiversity domestically. 

Source: Author’s calculations using data from OECD and elsewhere
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Domestic Funding (USD/capita/year)
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On a per capita basis, variation between 

countries is considerable.  

Denmark and Luxembourg each spend in 

excess of USD 100 per capita. Ireland, 

Netherlands, and Iceland in the USD 60 to 

USD 80 range.  

Source: Author’s calculations using data from OECD and elsewhere
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Biodiversity-related Official Development 

Assistance 2002-2016
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Source: Author’s calculations using data from OECD

• Biodiversity-related ODA has roughly doubled over the last 

decade, reaching almost USD 9 billion annually in 2015.

• Biodiversity-related funding as a share of all ODA has increased 

but is still relatively small (7-8%).
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Glimpses of optimism 

Source: Tittensor et al. (2014) Science
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Conservation does work!

© IUCN / Enrique Lahmann

© IUCN / Marco Calvo  

© IUCN / Sugoto Roy 

Hoffmann et al. April 2015



9

But threats continue …
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… and intensify

Red List Index Asia-Oceania

Red List Index Africa
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Conservation Funding Needs: How Much?
11

Source: Credit Suisse, World Wildlife Fund, & McKinsey & Company (2014).

The current flows of funds to 

conservation remain around 

USD 50 billion per year.

Global funding needed has 

been estimated to be USD 

300-400 billion, annually. 

Funding gap USD 250-350, 

annually.

Public sector funding not 

sufficient—private finance 

needed
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Conservation Funding Needs: Where?

 

 

 

C. Top-15 countries by estimated  
funding need 

1 Iraq 

2 Djibouti 

3 Angola 

4 Kyrgyzstan 

5 Guyana 

6 Solomon Islands 

7 Malaysia 

8 Eritrea 

9 Chile 

10 Algeria 

11 Senegal 

12 Trinidad and Tobago 

13 Vanuatu 

14 Uzbekistan 

15 Morocco 

 

(A)Threatened global 

biodiversity

(B)Conservation 

underfunding

Source: Waldron et al. PNAS 2013

Funding needs are the 

greatest in developing 

countries, but current 

funding concentrates in 

developed countries. 
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Global biodiversity-related conventions

• Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD)

• Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild 

Fauna and Flora (CITES)

• Convention on Migratory Species (CMS)

• International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and 

Agriculture (ITPGRFA)

• Ramsar Convention on Wetlands

• World Heritage Convention (WHC) 
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CBD: Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020

Vision: Living in harmony with nature. By 2050, biodiversity is 
valued, conserved, restored and wisely used, maintaining  
ecosystem services, sustaining a healthy planet and 
delivering benefits essential for all people.”

Mission Take effective and urgent action to halt the loss of 
biodiversity in order to ensure that by 2020 ecosystems are 
resilient and continue to provide essential services, thereby 
securing the planet’s variety of life, and contributing to 
human well-being, and poverty eradication

20 Aichi Biodiversity Targets (set for achievement by 
2020)
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Aichi: Five Strategic Goals & 20 Targets

Source: Arjan Ruijs, Michael Vardon: Background paper
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Strategic Plan for 

Biodiversity 2011-20

• Some significant 

progress

• Most targets not on 

track to be achieved

CBD COP15 in 2020 

(Beijing)

- New strategic plan 

- New targets 
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2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development

Nature is the basis of sustainable development
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SDG 15: Interdependencies with other SDGs 

1. No Poverty

2. Zero Hunger

3. Health and wellbeing

4. Education

5. Gender equality

6. Clean water

7. Energy

8. Work & economic growth

9. Industry, innovation…

10. Reduced inequality

11. Sustainable Cities

12. Responsible cons/prod

13. Climate

14. Life below Water 

15. Life on Land

16. Peace, justice, institutions

17. Partnership for the goals
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Learning from the Paris Agreement

• Public & political 

visibility

• Uptake of scientific 

evidence in decision-

making

• Overall science-based 

target (2°C)

• Wide engagement of 

non-State  actors 

• Voluntary commitments 

(bottom-up) 
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Mission for 2030 

• Ambitious, succinct, positively-framed, action-oriented

• Science-based targets (including “apex” target) 

• Measurable and evidence-based (e.g. by focusing on 

component parts of the definition of biodiversity)

• Scalable (across countries, within countries, 

disaggregation to individual actors such as companies)

• Provide balance between achievability and ambition (link 

to 2050 Vision)

• Ideally an equivalent of the 2°C/1.5°C temperature rise 

cap agreed under Paris Climate Agreement

• A planetary target to be disaggregated to allow 

commitments – not only countries, but also non-state 

actors such as companies, counties, and cities.
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A truly global 

framework
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The Road Ahead 

SBSTTA22/SBI2

HLPF

CBD COP14

IPBES 6

UNGA 73

RAMSAR COP13

WEF 2019

UNFCCC COP24

IUCN RCFs 2019
IUCN WCC 2020 CBD COP15
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