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WHAT WE WANTED TO FIND OUT
Sy . E N

- Impacts in biodiversity conservation in
PAs and their immediately adjacent
landscapes

- Contributions to the broader changes
supporting biodiversity protection, and
the key factors at play

- Conditions that enable and hinder o orocic)
biodiversity protection, particularly / — GES\

- - « Unaven reparting in project decaments and METTs
those affecting local human well-being T S
= Not always matchimg with time periods or areas of GEF support

- Difficulties in estimating counterfactuals

+ Made mare dificult by lack of certalnty on “GEF-supgorted” and "non-GEF*
+ Spillover effects and ne clear-cut successes/ faflures
h ¥

Mitigated by multidisciplinary and mixed
®  methods approach

™
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EXTENT OF GEF SUPPORT
USS$ 3.4 billion ingransto 137 countries

US$ 12.0 billlon in cofinancing for 618 Projects

2,785,350 sq km

GEF support evolving

with latest science .
1,292 non-marine PAs

58% Key Biodiversity Areas

31% other international
designation

RO
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Less forest cover loss in GEF PAs
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Tropical & Subtropical Molst Broadieaf Forests

23% less forest loss than non-
GEF PAs across all Mexico PAs

up to 28% avoided forest loss
in tropical and subtropical
coniferous forest biome

20% more forest in non-GEF
PAs in mangrove biome




CONCLUSIONS 3 & 4
N -,' A g
k- Protected Area System

-’”“ "\ :
Policy development /. . '
ience-based i ¢ - e
Broad stakeholder consultation ancial & *
Benefits to communities

systems &

Transparency
Sustainability
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ﬁanagement Approaches

Increased connectivity
Ecosystem representativeness

g
Protected Area

Stronger management capacities

Professiohal Snd dedicated staff SauEss Eifevente
Expandgd areas
Improved infrastructure & equipment L
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Joint lawlenforcement Human-wildlife
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Increased c ity engagemen

in large part due to socioeconomic benefits y
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CONCLUSION 5
/“5 When GEF catalyzes large-scale change

Direct implementation by
government staff

!

Long‘term engagEEment

Financial sustainability

CAPACITY
. CONTINUITY
Linking scales, approaCheS ADAPTIVE
& stakeholders
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RECOMMENDATIONS 1,2&5

NS

se geospatial technology to combme latest
~ scientific criteria for better site selection

- '
M

itigate unequal distribution of costs and

benefits to local communities
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RECOMMENDATION 3

Coordinate with mandates beyond environmental
sectors to address large-scale drivers

BUSINESS A GRICULTURE

X

LAND & WATER
MINING MANAGEMENT
- - o ECONOMIC
ENERGY o GOVEWLO?’
TOURISM | TRANSPORTATION
BIODIVERSITY
‘[ - OfI:ER MEXICO case study
largest funding and number o
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A _
RECOMMENDATION 4

I«

Use geospatial technologies

ntsl
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Partner with national research institutions
A\

Measure indicators that are globally meaningful and

" |ocally useful t
"“GET THE BASIC DATA!
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