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astructure that has footprint that lasts more than _

Legend
% Research station or facility
= Refuges or buildings
Science apparatus.
=  Disused station, facility or site
*  Historic site or monument

*  Land based tourism facility




Legend

e Tourist sites 2008-09

Data sources:
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SCAR Antarctic Digital Database
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Figure 1. Location of Antarctic Specially Protected Areas (ASPAs) and Antarctic
Conservation Biogeographic Regions (ACBRs). Red crles indicate ice-free ASPAL that
jprotect ternestrial bisdiversity, and yellow cirdles ane ASPAS that are not icefree of do not Suppon
terrestrial biodiversity, and therefore were not wed in the analyses. Colowred areas represent ioe-
free land; different colours denote the ACBRs (see [27]).
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Fig. 3. Number of ASPAs falling into different size categories.

Fig. 4. Graph showing the distance ASPAs are from equivalent habitat (ice-shelf, sea
bed) or ice-free ground.




P As protecting vegete
ground

Table 1. Area of vegetated ground protected within the Antarctic Specially Protected Area (ASPA) sslem.

As a percentage As a percentage of
Category Area (km?’ of Antarctica Antarctic ice-free ground
All of Antarctica 14,000,000 100.0000 -
Antarctic ice-free ground 44,000 0.3143 100.00
ASPAS protecting terrestrial vegetation 0605.7 0.0043 1.38
Ice-free ground in ASPAs protecting terrestrial vegetation 214.5 0.0015 0.49
Vegetation cover within ASPAs 10.1 0.0001 0.04
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Figure 3. Area of vegetated ground within Antarctic
Specially Protected Areas (ASPAs) protecting Antarctic
[lora detected with satellite remote sensing technigquies.
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Target for
future

The future?

Consortium groups of proponents in regional
planning areas, co-operation between CEP and
CCAMLR, establishment of a protected area
system covering full geographic range of
marine and terrestrial areas.

Multiple proponents, in
logistically challenging areas,
including outside claimed
territories.

Maore non-claimant
and joint proponents,
extending into areas
Present day f“"tr:l‘:’ from
research stations.

Transition towards more multiple-

proponent areas, including areas Single (mostly

further from stations. But still many

il claimant)
single-proponent areas.
prﬂpmients,
located close
to research
First protected areas stations.

designated in 1966




Overview

Positive and negative aspects to biodiversity protection in
Antarctica

Magnitude of existing threats and damage are limited
Appropriate governance mechanisms in place and relatively
simple to apply

But current ASPA network inadequate and with major
weaknesses

Antarctic Conservation Strategy being developed, including
application of strategic conservation approaches

Practical advantages — despite size of continent, no limitation
of national boundaries, and relatively few entry gateways,
logistic routes and corridors
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Thank you!




