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What is Systeématic Conservation Planning:

Sub-discipline of conservation biology, which aims:

- to minimisethe loss of biodiversity ... through the selection of

areas/for.conservation that achieve explitit .

by ensuring that implementation of these actions
occurs by willing:and effective

e

Pressey, R.L. and RIM. Cawling. 2001, Reserve selection algorithms
and thereal werld! Conservation Bielegy 15(1), 275-277.

Itis .... essential that the creation ofi protectediareas be
3 planned systematically to ensure that mvestments are as

: e, \ 3
‘_ T ‘\* .‘: ! \ --‘
ﬁfectwe angd) eff|C|ent as p655|ble | Bal p b o \ y
. ‘ > .".A \ .. , \‘s_ 1 " . I
: w ' - L £ ! . ' ! :
) Brooks T\, GA B. da Fonseca, and A.S.L. Rbdrlgile‘.'s 2004 Protected areag ‘and spec:es Conservatlon Blology18{3) 616 618 ST % g "‘. £ o by i ‘
! J o A% 1 108 \ 2
' . J b ' | 4 « : . - B 'q : -', U wd g '.\". " % ... ._ o ""y‘ - -‘. h, ."l\_ " 2 : *: I .‘_ : ey _I. " 4!
Y ~ i kX -;. % § .. ¢ . ,[ 3 P g ‘_, i ".\ Y P L \.

3 'p



c
(©
o
“m
<
o
ra
D
o
(Vs
()
M
T




The Apparentness of ‘Success’

L

Internationally:welllregarded for research andiimplementation (Balmiiord 2003)
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Hierarchicallscales off planning — national, previncial, regional, local
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Plansicover most of the, country

Integration of plans into legislation
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[Largelincreases in consenvation agreements and PA'extent
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Adoption off the “‘mainstreaming approachi by lihe World Bank (Huntley)




But....The Reality of Effectiveness
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Too many plans — confusion L ‘ '
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-~ Plans overlap — confusion, technical challenges
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PIans superseded — confusion, sovereignty issues

¢ o B2 W VHERCHER S

Conservation agreements way under targets (but good by international standards)
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+ Reserve expansion fraught Wlth farm worker relocation issues
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Lessons learnt in earlier plans not implemented in new CBA process —
“| several of these lessons significantly compromise effectiveness
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Example #1: The Cape Lowlands

Cape Conservation stewardship achievements
Lowlands CSP BWI Total: CSP + BWI
Region Contractual Voluntary Vegetation (ha) | Vegetation (%)
5-year goal 11 agreements: 16 agreements:
(61503 ha vegetation) 2581 ha (5.8%) 2005 ha (5.1%) 6676 ha 11% of goal
20-year goal 12 agreements: 28 agreements:
(96390 ha vegetation) 3787 ha (3.9%) 4570 ha (4.7%) 8357 ha 8.7% of goal
Outside priority areas No agreements 12 agreelnzlzrif: 122 ha -
%
. 3 % ) [ CSP contractual sites
Il CSP voluntary sites
. . Il BW! voluntary sit
¢ All CSP contract sites in 5- and Capevfouvclféﬁs 'Resgion s
20-year priority areas 20-year spatial goals Florisic Region @
% 5-year spatial goals Cape
Coastline LOWLANDS
e Most BWI sites in priority areas o
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Example #2: Western Cape

e “Too many plans”.

 No provincial conservation planner.
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Legend
@ ccsehere Reserves
| Fine Scale Biodwersity Planring Iniiatives (FSP)

Gourtz Initiative

i) Baviaanskioo! Mega-Faserve
[ Garden Foute Initative N

B Apuines Bicdiversity Iniiative h e —

ﬁ Capehlature
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; _-E Greater Cederberg Biodiversity Comidar
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4. Decisions b
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5 Failure to recognise the knowing-doing gap
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People are very busy, lots of product ~
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| Reporting using log frames — outputs versus outcomes N -
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No regular evaluatlons — hides the reallty 5’
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South Africa’s adoption of SCP appears successful
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In reality, b|od|ver5|ty is probably not being conserved
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_/\Busy-ness does not equate to usefulness — we need evaluations!



(This not) ‘THE END’
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