
ROADMAP  2012-2020

for marine protected areas in the Mediterranean

Mid-term Evaluation 2016



Methods

• Focus on the 66 Actions in the 4 Strategic Objectives

• Full review of  +120 specific studies and documents

• 1236 questionnaires sent 

• 240 questionnaires responses received from 21 countries + 
EC + international /national/local organizations: 

74 regional + 94 national + 72 local 

• 130 case studies identified from the questionnaires, RAC/SPA, 
and MedPAN
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Results

Mid-term general progress of 29% 

Few subregional differences

North Africa slightly leads the results in 

SO-2 and SO-4.

n=6236 answers

38%

15%

29% 28%
29%
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Strat.Obj-1  Science, MPA coverage, monitoring           38% general progress
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n=2415

Most advanced Actions, eg:

MPA coverage / Biological data-sets / Gap analyses

Most delayed Actions, eg:

Connectivity /    Representativity
Monitoring systems



 Regional MPA and OECM coverage 
 

2012 2016 
% increase  

in coverage 

National MPAs  1.08% 1.60% +48% 

No Take Zones (within MPAs) 0.01%? 0.04% +300% 

PMIBB (Int’l Marine Park, Strait of Bonifacio) - 0.07%  

Natura 2000 marine network 1.18 2.37 +101% 

FRAs (Fisheries Restricted Areas, GFCM) 

targeting biodiversity conservation objectives 

-0.62 0.62% - 

PSSA (Particularly Sensitive Marine Areas) - 0.44% - 

Pelagos Sanctuary for cetaceans 3.47% 3.47% - 

Ramsar sites - 0.13% - 

World Heritage sites - 0.01% - 

Biosphere Reserves - 0.06% - 

All conservation driven designations 4.56% 7.14% +57%   

 

MPA coverage

2012:  4.56 %    

2016:  7.14 %  

57% progress



MPA coverage         57% progress

At this pace we may reach the 10% by 2020 ….. BUT

CONCERNS

• 48% of all this coverage belongs to the Pelagos Sanctuary

• 2/3 of the rest are N2000 marine sites in the EU waters, a growth which may not be repeated

• NTZ estimate:    975  km² (0,04 %)

• Geographic unbalance: >80% of MPAs on the northern COASTS

• Gaps in deep sea habitats and species, and……..

• What fraction of the present 7.14% has a management plan? and is it reasonably enforced?



North Africa slightly ahead (31 %)

Strat.Obj-2    MPA effective management 29% general progress

Most advanced Actions, eg:

2.12. Improved legal and institutional frameworks
2.13. Communications at the national level

Most delayed Actions, eg:

2.9.   Issuing new manegement plans
2.16.  Capitalizing lessons learnt

CONCERNS

• MPAs without a management plan, including N2000, outnumber the rest

• Inadequate human, material and financial resources

• Poor surveillance and enforcement of regulations

• Regular monitoring almost restricted to a few MPAs in some EU countries 



Strat.Obj-3    MPA integration 28% general progress

Most advanced Actions, eg:

3.1.    Zoning
3.9.    Integration of policies (EU and N.Africa)  
3.11. Assessment of social benefits

Most delayed Actions, eg:

3.14. Consideration of MPAs into the Blue Economy
3.13. New incentives for MPAs (subsidies or taxation)

EU slightly ahead (32 %) due to MSP Directive

CONCERNS

The multiple contributions of MPAs to the EcAp, to Marine Spatial Planning, to sustainable fisheries, to 

CC mitigation and adaptation…. are still both poorly documented and poorly understood

 MPAs are undervalued by decision makers



Strat.Obj-4    MPA sustainable funding 15% general progress

Little national progress except some particular countries

e.g. Egypt (environmental taxation);   Croatia (MPA self-financing)

Most advanced Actions, eg:

4.9. Trust fund and association  (2013 and 2015) 
4.8. Regional assessments (and training guides 2015)

These two main results may have set the
basement for future financing sustainability

CONCERNS

Less than 15% of present MPA financing needs are covered

MPAs are perceived as a cost, rather than as an investment



0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

%
 p

ro
gr

e
ss

Countries usually delayed before 2012, have shown the

highest drive during the period:

Albania, Algeria, Egypt, Malta, Morocco, Tunisia

General progress by country

Some EU countries already advanced have continued

progressing (France, Italy, Croatia)



FULLY IN LINE WITH

• The Barcelona Convention “Roadmap for a Comprehensive Coherent Network of Well-

Managed MPAs to Achieve Aichi Target 11 in the Mediterranean”

• UNEP/MAP main strategic documents: the Mid-Term Strategy 2016-2021, the SAP BIO-5, and 

the Med. Strat. on Sustainable Development (MSSD).

Main Roadmap SYNERGIES

Since 2012, concepts such as the

Ecosystem approach (EcAp), blue growth, marine spatial planning, 
marine integrated governance

have become common objectives to most international marine initiatives
with which the Antalya Roadmap is coherent and complementary



Coincidence is also high with the main global marine initiatives:

 UN Ocean Sanctuary Alliance initiative

 the Barcelona Convention Regional Climate Change Adaptation Framework (2016),

 the GFCM resolution on FRAs/SPAMIs (2013)

 CBD: the EBSAs; and the SOI Action Plan 2015-2020

 EU Marine Strategy Framework Directive, the Blue Growth Strategy, and the MSP Directive

 The EU Blue Economy Ministerial Declaration; and the Adriatic-Ionian Blue Growth programme

 IUCN’s Promise of Sydney; and IMAPANA (Int’l MPA Network)

 WWF’s marine policies and strategies

UN SDG Agenda to 2030 - Goal 14

For the first time considers the marine environment and the ecosystem 
approach into an overarching sustainability agenda

Goal 14 incorporates the Aichi 10% target. 



CLIMATE CHANGE

• Was not particularly considered in the Antalya Roadmap in 2012

• However, some relevant actions took place since 2012:

• IUCN-Med (with MedPAN and RAC/SPA) Guide to monitoring CC in MPAs

• Training workshop 2014

• Invasive species: IUCN-Med strategy; MedMIS alert system; several case studies…



2. Adopted by the Barcelona Convention

Roadmap Evaluation:       Final considerations

1. Innovating and opportune in 2012 

An innovating regional instrument for the implementation of Aichi Target 11
Created momentum and inspiration, even in difficult moments (economic and migratory crisis)
Pioneered a huge growth in marine interest in marine governance and conservation

3. Around 30% general progress: 

• The mid-term results are strong, given the complexity of the issue and the region

• The main results set the basements for future progress:

• +57% MPA coverage

• Increased dynamism and capacities: the critical mass of people, knowledge and experience is 

growing.

• Trust fund and sustainable financing assessment and guides



4. The gap between subregions has narrowed

• Most improvements in North Africa: ahead in SO2 and SO3, and 50% of National case studies

• Useful cooperation: Most of the field initiatives undertaken in non-EU countries had some technical

and/or financial assistance support from the regional organizations

5. Strong synergies with the recent international and regional marine developments

MPAs as demonstration sites for

• Ecosystem Approach; Marine Spatial planning; ICZM, 

• Improved marine governance (over 20 years in some sites),

• Sustainable small-scale fisheries

• Science-based management

Final Considerations



Increase and guarantee national funding sources

MPAs as cases for climate change mitigation and 
adaptation and for poverty alleviation

And finally…..       MAIN CHALLENGES FOR 2020

Increase MPA coverage and 
ecological representativity

Increase no-go, no-take zones

Strongly support MPA planning
and effective management

Develop and harmonize
monitoring systems

Integrate MPAs into non-MPA 
policies and programmes

Allign with other relevant strategic orientations, particularly the 
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change



28 Nov. – 1st Dec. 2016, Tangier, Morocco


